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the measures were otherwise such as recom- 
mended itself to my judgment, I should vote 
for his motion to strike out, and I would en- 
deavor to perfect the bill; but, if his motion 
carries, I have no idea that what remains and 
is equally unconstitutional will be stricken 
out. Ihave no idea that it will be made such a 
pill as I can in my conscience support; and as 
I despair of seeing it made such a bill; as I 
believe that in any form in which a majority of 
the Senate are likely to put it, it cannot receive 
my support, I am not disposed to remove any 
of the obnoxious features that are now in the 
pill, I think it is legitimate parliamentary 
tactics, and fair and proper, to Jet it remain 
with all its sing upon its head; and, therefore, 
although I think that no such enactment ought 
ever to go upon our statute-books as this in 
relation to churches, still I am disposed to 
leave that in order to kill the original amend- 
ment. I shall, therefore, vote against the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The speeches of my 
honorable friend from Illinois and of my col- 
league make me change my mind on the vote 
to be given upon this amendment. I would 
very cheerfully punish as a criminal offense 
and give an action to any one who is denied 
„by any church government the privilege of 
entering the sanctuary of Almighty God. I 
would not allow any church to cloak such aa 
act under the name of either the Almighty, 
the Maker of the universe, or of His Son, rec- 
ognized by the Christian world as His Son, 
Jesus Christ. Butif the striking out of these 
words will strengthen the bill in the judgment 
of intelligent Senators. who have expressed 
their opinions on it strongly, Lam willing, for 
the very counterpart of the reasons given by 
these gentlemen, to vote for it, although on the 
abstract proposition I would be willing to let 
those words remain in the bill. I shall there- 
fore, if it tends to strengthen the bill, vote to 
strike out the words ‘‘church organizations.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. I propose to vote for this 
amendment for the simple reason that I regard 
some of the provisions of the general amend- 
ment of the greatest importance, especially 
the provision applying to travel, applying to 
hotels, applying to the public schools, and the 
others of less importance. Iam exceedingly 
anxious to carry this amendment of my col- 
league, and hope it will become a law at this 
session. I find those in favor of it hesitating 
on one or two minor points, especially upon 
this point. I shall therefore vote to help the 
amendment along. Differing entirely with the 
Senator from Illinois, who will vote against it 
as he has against all amendments, I propose to 
vote for this amendment to the amendment for 
the purpose of securing what I regard as of 
the greatest importance in the amendment of 
my colleague. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Witson] and I started out to- 
gether on this bill. He was going to vote against 
all amendments. Iam sorry he has left me now 
and gone to voting for amendments. He and 
I were both together in favor of an amnesty 
bill, and we agreed in the face of the Senate 
to vote against all amendments for the pur- 


pose of passing, not an amnesty bill, but a bill | 


to remove the disability imposed on certain 
persons against holding office. It is not an 
amnesty bill, although we call it so in general 


terms. 

Mr. WILSON. T will say to the Senator 
from Illinois that that remark and that agree- 
ment were made before Christmas. [Laugh- 
ter.] At that time we all had a desire to get 
this measure through before the Christmas 
recess. We did not succeed in doing it; it 
has gone over; and now I propose, not only 
to vote ior the amendment of my colleague, 
but to vote to amend the bill as it came from 
the House, when we can get to it, for the pur- 
pose of having the exceptions in it apply ouly 
to persons who were in the Congress of the 
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United States, served in the Supreme Court, 
or were members of the Cabinet. That is the 
view Í have held for a long time. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I am not 
complicated like my friend from Illinois or my 
friend from Massachusetts in the vote which-I 
shall give, having maintained an independent 


„position to vote upon the bill or the amend- 


ment, or any amendments offered thereto, as 
my judgment should dictate to be right when 
the question was taken; butI am going to take 
wisdom from the suggestions that I hear made 
around me. Iam in favor of the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts ; 
I want its substantial features ; and when the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurmay] says he 
will vote to keep it in the bill because it will 
weaken it, and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] declares the same thing, I have 
risen forthe purpose of declaring my purpose— 
and I hope there are enough of the true friends 
of the amendment to go with me—to vote to 
strike out these words, because I believe it will 
give us strength for what is substantial in the 
amendment. I go for the great substantial 
features of that amendment, and I trust we 
shall not sacrifice it by matters of minor detail, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that this 
amendment strikes out all that relates to 
religious matters in the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That will control my vote. 
Although there are some parts of the general 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
which I should like to see modified, this pro- 
vision is one that I cannot vote for. Whether 
it be constitutional or not, I do not know; 
but it is against my constitution, and I will 
not vote to put the first law upon the statate- 
book of the United States that interferes with 
religion. I would not, as the Senator from 
Ohio, (Mr. SHERMAN, } punish men for shut- 
ting the doors of their churches against any 
persons whom for any reason whatever they 
do not want to come into them; nor would 
Icompel them to open or close their doors. 
I think that is a matter which belongs only 
to those who erect the churches, and who 
worship in them; and whether they worship 
the true and living God that you and I be 
lieve in, or whether they worship Buddha or 
Brahma, or whether they erect a temple to 
Jupiter, they have a right to do it, and I will 
not vote for any law to inhibit them in any way 
whatever. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not desire to 
detain the Senate at any length. I do desire, 
however, to have the record show precisely 
where l stand on this question. I shall vote 
for the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New Jersey, because so far it rids this 
bill of objection in my mind. If that vote shall 
carry, I shall then move to strike out the sec- 
tion that relates to jurors in State courts; and 
if that amendment shall also prevail, I shall 
support the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts with the utmost cheerfulness. 
Without going into the argument on that sub- 
ject again, or detaining the Senate at any 
length, I crave the indulgence of the body for 
a few moments upon that point—our power to 
regulate the impaneling of jurors in the State 
courts, 


$ è . 
It isa fundamental principle that whatever | 


power we have we may employ all the means 
necessary to carry it into complete effecte If 
we have the constitutional power to pass a law 
saying who shall sit in the jury-box in Ken- 
tucky or in Wisconsin, and those States refuse 
to comply with our law and execute our wishes, 
we have a right to provide by law that a Fed- 
eral officer shall go there and impanel a jury 
for those courts in conformity with our law. 
Mr. President, it seems to me too plain for a 
moment’s hesitation that no such. power -is-in 
this Government, and that there is no means 
of stopping between the assertion of the ulti- 


i 


| this provision. 


mate power and the assertion of the power 
declare what this section does declare. 


There isanother.thing to be borne inmindin 


this connection; and without going: inte.the 
discussion of it, I only wish ‘tossupgest ite ` 
Whatever may be the: power of this Goverh-_ 


ment under the thirteenth, fourteenth; and | ~ = 


fifteenth amendments, and under:the: conelud- 
ing sections of each amendment giving power 


.to enforce their provisions : by appropriate 


legislation, it is perfectly clear that: wa-cannot 
vest any power for that purpose in the States 
or the State courts, or in any officers:of: the 
State governments. We must exercise’ our 
power through our own instrumentalities. :‘In:a 
case, for instance, where the substantial rights 
of a citizen are stricken down, and where the ` 
privileges which are inherent. in citizenship are 
abridged, what is the remedy to be?:~It seems 
to me, certainly, upon the theory -which I 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to entertain, that Congress has the power. by 
affirmative legislation. to reach the cage: We 
must legislate, and then commit. the. enforce- . 
ment of our laws to the Federal tribunals, not 
to the States. This section, therefore, cis a 
mere declaration which a State may follow: or 
not, at its pleasure. ha wey 

Without detaining the Senate further, I wish 
to appeal one moment to the Senator. from 
Massachusetts who is the author ‘of: this 
amendment. He desires this amendment to 
pass, not more than I do in every particular 
wherein I believe it to be constitutional. He 
stands on this floor the acknowledged. repre- 
sentative, in an especial sense elected by long 
years of devotion and service and leadership, 
of the colored element of our people. : Mr. 
President, if there isa man, or any set of men 
in the United States especially interested in 
preserving the Constitution intact, it is the 
colored people of the United States.. .While 
the Republican party may hold sway in every 
department of the Government, they might be - 
well protected in all their rights and privileges ; 
but if the calamity should ever come thattheir 
enemies should hold the Government, the only 
protection they will then have is byan enforce- 
ment of this Constitution in all its rigor and - 
integrity. They are interested, then, above all 
other men, not to have precedents set here of 
trifling with the Constitution, of passing: its 
acknowledged limits, or of exercising seven 
doubtful powers ; and I wish. to call: the Sen- 
ator’s attention and their attention’ to that 
manifest fact in their case. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
differs with me as to the constitutionality of 
He is entitled to his opinion, 
and I am entitled to mine. I.could not go 
with the Senator on that point without- pass- 
ing the line of the Constitution as defined in 
my judgment. He can come to me.upon it 
without passing any constitutional line. . I 
have sworn to support the Constitution, and 
cannot conscientiously vote for.a bill which I 
believe conflicts with the Constitution. He 
has not sworn that in every bill which. passes 
he will see that all the powers of the Consti- 
tution are exercised and exhausted... He may 
vote to pass a bill doing a lesser thing without 
violating constitutional scruple. It seems: to 
me, therefore, if he desires my vote for. his 
amendment, he ought to surrender that: ex- 
treme ground which I cannot. indorse, and 
then let the bill come in such form that we 
ean both vote for it, and both contribute to its 

assage. wee 

Mr. CORBETT. I shall vote forthe amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey, 
to strike out “ churches,’’ for this reason: I 
believe. that when a church or any Christian 
sect exclude or attempt to exclude the col- 
ored population from ‘participation in religious 
worship on account. of color, it is a matter 
between them and their God: it-is: between 
the members of that church and ‘their Maker 
to decide whether that is right of wrong, and 


to 
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“upon their: consciences they are accountable 
to an overruling Providence, and to Himalone.: 
For ‘that reason: I shall vote in favor of the 
amendment of the Senator from New J ersey. 

I-shall-also support the amendment offered 

: by: the: Senator from Wisconsin, to strike out 
ithe section with regard to juries. The Senate 
have already refused: to strikeout the next 

“seetion which. inclades. the word. “white.” 
‘Phe. only :effect of this refusal is perhaps to 
extend: citizenship: to the Chinese and other 
‘Asiatics; and under the provision cited by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, ‘* that no person shall 
be disqualified for service as juror in any court, 
national or State, by reason of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude,’ the State 
cannot: exclude a Chinaman from. the jury- 
box: < It is a question now to be determined 
“by the Senate of the United States whether 
they are willing to fill our jury-boxes with a 
people. who are not accountable in any way to 
the Christian religion as recognized in this 
country. » I believe that the only thing they 
recognize ag an oath binding upon them is | 
this: that. you shall cut off the head of a 
chicken, and the Chinaman swears in the 
“presence..of that, or by that, that he will | 
judge of the matter according to that oath. 

“It-seems to me, Mr. President, that we are 

extending this privilege a little too far. I 
think: we are not prepared to allow our jury- 
boxes to be packed by twelve Chinamen, who 
ean be bought and sold. ‘f.they were allowed | 
cin the jary-box, the-man who imports them 
into-this:country by contract could sell them, 
and make them do. just as he should instruct 
them. You can go into any community where 
they reside, as ‘I am credibly informed by intel- 
ligent lawyers who have had experience, and 
bay a Chinaman to testify just as you desire, 
without regard to any responsibility under any 
‘oath that you can administer to him. If we 
propose now to extend our Jaws so as to allow 
-Chinamen to.be naturalized, what protection 
have we against their: being introduced into 
the jury-box? We have this guard now, that 
while they are not naturalized we may exclude 
them, because unnaturalized persons have no 
right to enter the jury box. But let them once 
be naturalized, and we have no protection for 
the jury-box; there will be no power in our 
State courts to prevent their entering the jary- 
box. | We shall have no power to legislate to 
protect the. purity of the jury system in each 
State; and if we have no power to do this, 
if the very foundations of justice are to be 
stricken, from under:us, where are we to be 
landed? It seems to me we are left totally 
adrift. : 

I think: sir, that we are carrying this exten- 
sion of civil rights beyond what our forefathers 
‘intended, and for my part I cannot support the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
with the provisions to which I have referred 
in ite: E have been desirous to perfect that 
amendment in sucha manner that I could 

- Support it; but considering the present pro- | 
-visions of the amendment, I see no prospect 
of my being able to support any considerable 
portion of it. 

Mr. MORTON. Task the Secretary to read | 
the fifth section as it has been amended on the 
motion of the Senator irom Wisconsin, 

The Chief ‘Clerk read as follows: 

‘That every discrimination against any person on | 
account of color by the use of the word‘ white’ in 
any law, statute, ordinance, or regulation, is hereby | 
repealed and annulled, i 

Mr. MORTON. | Mr. President, this sec- | 
tion, if it. shall become a part of the law, 
strikes out the word “ white”? from every jury | 
law in. every State.. The Senator from Wis- | 
consin, I understand, voted for this section 
ag ameuded.: Consequently we have by this 
section assumed to’do the very thing contém- 
plated in the. preceding section; which the Sen: | 
ator says. he will move to strike out. j 

Mro CARPENTER. 


Tf my friend will |! 


allow me to interrupt him; I think he is en- 


tirely mistaken. I do not understand that that | 


section applies to State statutes at all. When 
Congress passes an. actin which it says “Call 
statutes, all regulations, all provisions,” &., 
without saying *‘ State or Federal, itis always 
construed to mean all statutes, all laws, all 
regulations made by this Government, and so 
it has been uniformly construed in the courts 


of law. : 2 

: Mr. MORTON. The language covers the 
laws of the States as. well as of the General 
Government, and I think it was voted upon 
by the Senate with that understanding. That 
was the discussion that went on between the 
Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 
Massachusetts. If it bears this construction, 
and it certainly does on its face, it affects and 
corrects every jury law in every State. If we 
have power to pass any portion of this bill, if 
we have power to pass that part in regard to 
innkeepers licensed by the laws of a State, and 
common carriers, if we bave a right to provide 


for admission into the schools organized by | 


State authority, supported by money contrib- 
utéd under State law, we have also a right to 
provide in regard to juries.’ They are not vol- 
untary organizations. ‘They are created by 
law and supported at the public expense, as 
much as the common school in regard to which 
we legislate. 

The question of the right of ‘all men to sit 
upon a jury without distinction of color is a 
vital question. 
ored men from sitting on a jury is class legis- 
lation, and directly in violation of the spirit, 
and I think of. the letter. of the fourteenth 
amendment, which says that every person in 
every State shall be entitled to the equal pro- 
tection of the laws; that is, the equal benefit 
of the laws.. But if the colored men of Ken- 
tucky are to be tried exclusively by white 
juries, if a quarter of a million of colored men 
in Kentucky have no-right to sit upon a jury, 
it cannot be said that they have the equal 
protection of the laws, the equal benefit of 
the laws. 
kind. There is no greater grievance to be 
remedied by this measure in reference to any 
matter to which it refers than the one of juries, 
and if we have not got the power to pass it in 
regard to juries, we have not got the power to 
pass it upon any subject. 

But, Mr. President, I desire to vote for the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from 
New Jersey to strike out- the words. ‘church 
organizations.’ Church organizations are 
purely voluntary. 

Mr.. CARPENTER. 
porated? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, if they are incor- 
porated. 
are incorporated. -It is not for the purpose of 
affecting their faith, Acts-of incorporation 


If they are incor- 


are not extended to churches because of the | 
A Mohammedan į 


character of their faith. 
church would be incorporated as readily as any 
other under the laws of any State: ‘They are 
purely voluntary organizations, and they: are 
incorporaiedas a matter of public convenience 
to enable them to hold property to carry out 
the purposes of the private voluntary organ- 
ization.. People have a right to say how they 
will worship, what they will worship, and with 
whom they will worship; and, if they have a 
right to say how they will worship, and with 
whom they will worship, then under the Con- 
stitution of the United States you cannot pass 
this provision with regard to churches. 

Tam in. favor, therefore, of striking it out 
first, because I believe it is not constitutional, 
and, in the second place, because it is not one 
of the grievances complained of. With all 
the complaints that have been made in regard 
to distinctions against colored men, I have 
never heard of one ‘in. regard ‘to churches, 


7 


We. hear of them in regard to hotels; and | 


traveling in the cars, and: schools, but I have 


Any law which prevents col- | 


It is class legislation of the worst 


The Senator understands why they | 


i 


li 


i 


i sition to strike out. 


February 8, 


never heard of one in regard to churches. 
That is not one of the causes of complaint. 
Let us apply tbis bill to things that are prac- 
tical, to the evils that are to be remedied, 
and not strain the Coustitation of the United 
States in making a case in regard to whieh 
there is no complaint. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
to the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, striking out churches. 

Mr. VICKERS. Wil it bein order to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the Seu- 
ator from New Jersey? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will depend 
on what the character of itis. ‘This is apropo- 
It is now an amendment 
to an amendment. 

Mr. VICKERS. My amendment would be 
to strike out, but to strike out more than that 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

‘The VICK PRESIDENT. That will have 
to be reserved until the question is taken on 


| this motion to strike out. 


Mr. VICKERS. I shall at the proper time 


| move to strike out from the words “by trus- 


tees,’’ in- the seventh line of the first section, 


down to the end of the section. That will 
sirike out all in relation to schools, ceme- 
tery associations, and benevolent institutions. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be in 
order after this question shall have been de- 
cided. . 
Mr. VICKERS addressed the Senate. [His 
remarks will be published inthe Appeudix. } 
Mr. SPRAGUE. dt: had not been my ia- 
‘tention to address the Senate or to occupy its 
atiention at all on this subject; but having 
received a communication from a gentleman 
who has had connection heretofore with. polit- 
ical matters, and who by his letter to me evi- 
dently feels that he is justified in asking that 
his views shall be spread before the country 
at the present time, J am induced to make it 
the basis of whatever remarks I may sabmit 
og the present occasion. The letter is as fol- 
ows: . . : 
Wasurncroy, D. Cu February 2, 1872. 


Dear SiR: I have long since retired from the field 
of politics, having cast no votes for over ten years, 
except the few necessary to aid inthe cause of re- 
construction and to secure the constitutional amend- 
ments thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth. I gavo 
to all of these the heartiest support in wy power, 
because I thought the necessities of the times, the 
altered condition of the Republic, and its future safety 
demanded it, I therefore feel that L have a right to 
be heard upon a question now agitating the country 


i| and Congress, the “general amnesty ” embraced in 


the debate now under discussion. The question is 
whether all, or a greater part of those persons who 
are disqualified from holding office under section 
three, article fourteen of the Constitution of the 
United States shall be restored to that right. As m 
class those intended to be embraced by that article 
are those who had taken the oath of office required 
by clause three of article six of the Constitution— 

the Senators and Representatives, the members 
of the several Legislatures, and all the executive 
and judicial officers, both of the United States and 
several States,” who had been “bound by oath to 
support ‘the Constitution of ‘the United States.” 
‘The same Janguage is used in section three, article 
fourteen, and the disqualification grows out of hav- 
ing “engaged in insurrection or rebellion against 
the United States, or given aid or comfort to the 


enemies thereof.” 

Now it is not trae in philosophy or in fact that 
these men were necessarily worse than the equally 
intelligent who never held any office whatever, 
because natural allegiance is but a tic or ligamen 
which binds every citizen. to his Government: 
and the “giving aid or comfort to the enemies 
thereof” is treason, as defined by the Constitution, 
no more, no less, In law, there are no degrees in 
treason: in morals, itis not wise to recognize any i 
but whether wise or unwise, the President, in the 
exercise of a constitutional power, by limited proc- 
lamations, by special warrants, and by general 
proclamations, has pardoned all.’ Therefore the dis- 
qualifications grow not out of any offense ‘against 
the Constitution as it aforetime was, or as it now is, 
but it is the result of an organic change, which a 
healthy reconstruction rendered necessary. That 
this was the purpose of the disqualification ig appar- 
ent from the thet that the proviso in thefifih sec- 
tion of the reconstruction aot of 2d of March, 1867, 
excluded the same class from voting at the recon- 
struction elections, And section six of the supple- 
mentary set of th of July, 1867. construed the act 
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mbrace ‘all civil offices-created by law for the 
i rainistradon of any civil law of the State.’ These 
reconstruction laws have accomplished their, pur- 
ose. Lhe new constitutions of the seceded States 
aye been adopted by the people thereofand ac- 
cepted by Congress. They have all removed the dis- 
qualifications trom voters; so that there remains 
nothing but 
limited class who were so unfortunate as to hayeheld 
office before engaging in the rebellion, or giving aid 
and comfort to the enemies of the country. Lbelieve 
itmight be assumed ag a fact that about the’ worst, 
because the most hungry for office of these, have 
already been relieved; but in the expectation of a 
general reliéf, applications, in a measure, have 
ceased to be made. ; à , 
Asa southern man I have no hesitancy in saying 
that this general law relieving these unfortunate 
men of disqualifications ought to pass, and it ought 
toinclude all. I haveintimated that a man was not 
legally under higher obligations because he had hold 
office, nor do I think that he was morally more unfit. 
But be this as it may, no man is ever made better 
by political disfranchisement. Itis npon this prin- 
ciple that I have given a life-long support to that 
universal suifrage which knows no test but citizen- 
ship. However ignorant, poor, or degraded the man 
may be, the ballot is that much elevation; however 
unpatriotic, the right to aspire to thesuffrages of his 
fellow-citizens makes him that much better lover 
of hiseountry; and howeversmall hisinfluence, the 
citizen who labors under disability is more powerful 
for mischief than if the full peer of his neighbor. 
The human mind will apologize for those who have 
any plea of injustice. And itis a fact that many of 
the disqualified are men who were forced to accept 
small offices under the States during the rebellion, 
and even some appointments under the confederate 
government, to avoid rebel conscription. I pointed 
this fact out to thelearned Senator Fessenden before 
‘the fifteenth amendment was reported to the Sen- 
ate by the Reconstruction Committee. He answered 
that the disqualification was only intended to be 
temporary. Such men, knowing that they have 
always preferred the Union, have been slow to ask 
tor special relief, and many of them-have not been 
relieved until this day. A 
Of course you do not expect from meaview of 
what is to be the political effect of one course or 
another, Lam no believer in creating or forcing 
political issues. They create themselves, and party 
affiliations aro made and destroyed by a kind of 
incomprehensible philosophy. L am one of those 
southern loyalists who burned up our ships at Phil- 
adelphia to start the ball in favor of colored suffrage, 
and who fired our castles by advocating suffrage for 
the rebels as well as for tho Unionists of every color. 
These things were forced upon us. Personally, we 
were no gainers, Those who had known us not, and 


who cared only for power and pelf, led away the | 


colored men, and the old disunionists had prefer- 
euces of their own. In spite of themselves, every 
Republican leader and the whole nation now de- 
spise the selfish crews who have controlled the south- 
ern States, and involved them in irretrievable ruin. 
Ido not say that I would prefer the old secession 
leaders to these, They might be worse or better. 
The truth is that the dishonest crews cannot retain 
power whether you pass the amnesty bill ornot, nor 
ig there power inthe Republican party to keep them 
in office, nor, indeed, to save many of them from 
deserved punishment. And while it may be justly 
argued that many of thesecession leaders may come 
back into the Senate and the House if the amnesty 
bili be passed, the truth is that younger and quite 
as earnest haters will come here if you fail to pass 
the bill. Every Senator and every member of the 
House, therefore, can afford to cast his vote accord- 
ing to his own notions of. right. As Ispeak alone 
‘with reference to the amnesty, there would be no 
propriety in extending my remarks to the proposed 
amendment better. to secure. civil rights. The pro- 
tection of the American citizen is a question which 
we shall always have with us. The disqualification 
now operates upon no one under thirty-one years of 
age; few under forty; and it mostly operates upon 


those between forty and fifty years of age; so that |} 


‘if this limited class cannot outlive thcir disqualifi- 
cations they will soon die from under them; not 
sooner, however, than a corresponding number who 
are now favorites will find their political graves, 
whether the measure be passed or not. If, then, it 
be necessary, to secure every proper right to the citi- 
zen, to couple those securities with amnesty, I should 
do that; and ifitbe necessary toleave ofthe amend- 
ment -to secure the amnesty bill, I would vote for 
that. Because the blacks are citizens, I think it 
proper to do all that is necessary to secure their 
rights; because those laboring under disabilities are 
citizens, I would give them equal rights. And bė- 
cause the protection of the American citizen is a 
paramount duty under the Constitution, I think no 
political party can make anything out of its denial. 
I remain, with great respect, 
GEORGE W. PASCHAL. 

Hon. WILLIAM SPRAGUE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


With reference to the language and senti- 
ments of the writer as to the goverument of 
the South, I do not concur. The governments 
of the States south may be likened unto chil- 
dren whose parent places before them sugar, 
bon-bons, sweetmeats, and the like, and after 
the children have eaten and sickened they are 
punished or held up for punishment therefor. 


the disqualification to hold office by the i 
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I, however, believe thatgood governmentis the 
only strong government. The absence of good 
is the best evidence of a weak government. 
Weakness is the most contemptible of exist- 
ences ina State or individual.. I believe good 
government is possible for the people of this 
country. 

The efforts of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts may be likened to bread-making. There 
isthe ground flour put into the bread-tray; 
then there comes -unground grain, which is 
also. mingled with the flour in the tray. After 
kneading and baking, the unground grain is 
found not to have mingled with the flour, but 
to have settled to the bottom of the loaf. Now, 
to make good bread a harmonious union of 
the ground and unground grain is essential. 
The Senator does this, or tries to do it, 
another way than by grinding the unground 
grain into flour. 

Astoamnesty. The indulgence of bate by 
the conquerors is as injurious in its effect on 
them as on the conquered. It is reactionary, 
and affects each alike. Hate, practiced by 
any man, dwarfs his moral, intellectual, and 
physical nature. lt also dwarfs his progeny. 
I do not wish to raise a race or any consider- 
able number of moral, intellectual, and phys- 
ical dwarfs ; so I am for full amnesty. This is 
high politics. Party politics practices larceny 
if it meddles with it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Unless there can be a 
vote now, I should like to move an adjourn- 
ment. [‘ Vote!” “Vote! ’’] I will not make 
the motion if we can vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29,. nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cra- 
gin, Kenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Wamtin, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pat- 
terson, Pool, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Lipton, Vick- 
ers, Wilson, Windom, and_Wright—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Clayton, Davis of 
West Virginia, Gilbert, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Qsborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Sshurz, Spencer, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton. Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, and West—24. 

ABSEN'T— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, Davis of 
Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamil- 
tonof Maryland, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, 
Pratt, Saulsbury, Sawyer, and Stewart—20, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as amended. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the fourth section. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better vote 
on that to-morrow. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish the Senator from 
Massachusetts would allow me to move for an 
executive session. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania for the purpose of moving 
an executive session ? 

Mr. CONKLING and others. 
not vote on this amendment? 

Mr. CAMERON. I prefer that. 

Mr. SUMNER. As Senators about me say 
they wish to vote, I withdraw the motion to 
| adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall not make a mo- 
tion for an executive session if we can havea 
vote, 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendmentof the Senator from Wis- 
consin to the amendment of the Senator: from 
Massachusetts, to strike out the fourth sec- 
tion, being the clause relative to jurors. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have 


Why can we 


l| not been disposed. to make any speech about 


| this matter because I have not really. felt able 


f 
H 


H 


utes’. time. : 


to make one, in point of. physical, capacity, 40 
say nothing of other reasons}: but.as this-clause. .: 
in my opinion.is. one of.great-value and of. | 
clear constitutionality, I hope it will not-be 
stricken out, and I feel bound to.say so and. 
to give my reasons for. this belief ina few.mi 


Mr. COLE. Will the: Senator from: Ver. 
mont. give .way for a motion -to adjourn? 
[Nol Nol?) Ifthe Senate isto continue 
in session I havean amendment to offer myself: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I shall not 
give way because I wish to finish what E have 
to say, and I fear I shall be sicker: to-morrow 
than I am to-day. . paha Shee 

My friend from. Wisconsin [Mr. CARPEN: 
TER] maintained the other day.that this clause. 
was unconstitutional, and ehiefly, as Jeunder- 
stood him, upon the ground that we had omit- 
ted in the constitutional amendments to declare 
that any person had a right to hold office, and. 
that the function of being a. juryman. wasan 
office; and therefore, as we had refused, .as 
history shows we did refuse, to put into: the 
amendments the right of every person to hold 
office without regard to race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, we had failed to pro- 
vide that jurymen in the courts of the States 
should be selected indifferently as it respected 
race and color. : EG E 

Now, .Mr. President, I think it manifest 
from very simple considerations that the fane» 
tion which a juror performs is not. an office at 
all. He isa citizen who has no tenure... ‚The 
nature of the duty he hago perform is.a tem- 
porary one. There is no such office as that 
of a juror. No person can kave a title to it, 
which is one of the essential definitions of an 
office according to the terms of the law. But 
it is simply a daty like working on.a.hi hway, 
if-you please, under a State statute which in 
many States compels a man to go and work 
out his tax, or as under the customs-laws. the 
duty of reputable merchants to attend. when - 
there is a question upon the seizure of, goods 
as to the class under which they shall fall, or 
as to whether the package is according :to the 
sample, whose duty it is, and who may be fined 
if they fail to perform it, to attend upon proper” 
requisition to make the necessary examinations 
and appraisements in order to carry: on the 
functions of government. So it appears. to 
me that this duty, which citizens are called 
upon by lot (for that is the true theory of selec- 
tion, usually) to perform temporarily and in.a 
given case on a given occasion, is not an office 
in the constitutional or legal sense at all. 

Why, sir, if it were, then as we know, under 
the Constitution ‘of the United States, first, 
every juryman must be appointed by the Pres- 
ident or by the head of a. Department. or. by 
the judge of a court, by selection or on a com- | 
petitive examination dependent upon. what 
system of calling people to fill public offices 
is in force; and you would have the extracr- 
dinary state of affairs that you could not have 
a jury unless they were appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the United States, or in some of the 
constitutional ways pointed out for appointing 
persons to office ; and in the same sense, under 
another clause of the Constitution, if. this be 
an office, it would be impossible for any mèm: 
ber of Congress at home in his own neighbor» 
hood to be called. to sit as a juror. on an-in- 
quest. This is clearly so if a juror’s function 
is an office. i ayoo 

It appears to me that these simple illustra- 
tions and suggestions will show that this duty 
which a citizen performs as a citizen, and. for 


i the time beiug, in being merely the medium 


of ascertaining a truth upon which the law and 
the judgment of the. court.is.to act, is not an 
office at all; and therefore: the argument, so 
far as it stands upon that, fails entirely. Then 
what is it? - Why, sir, if the fourteenth. amend- 
ment to the Constitution was. adopted for a 
purpose—and our -friends onthe other side 
have always. asserted. that it: was, and they 
thought. a.very improper purpose, one which 
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would-almost, if'not quite, justify a resort to 
arms to. repel—it ‘certainly contained in it 
something that made an advance upon the old 
Constitution as it-respects the equality of the 
rights-of: citizens.  It-was not mere waste- 

“papery it was not even: ‘the’ sounding and 
glittering generality” that the Declaration of 
Independence is said to ‘be; but it was a 
charter of tights, which was to. seeure to- citi- 
zēns that equality of protection-under the law, 
that equality of right and. privilege which 
belongs to citizenship in its truest and highest 
sense. 

My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. Taur- 
Man | the other day, when I asked him a ques- 
tion upon that subject as to what the fourteenth 
amendment did mean if it did not mean the 
things we supposed it to mean, told me that he 
would anawer me at a later part of his speech. 
I regret extremely that my honorable friend 
failed. to give me that answer; and here we 
have had. him and others resisting this asser- 
tion of the broad rights of citizenship, which 
are in furtherance of justice and equality and 

: liberty under this amendment, without any of 
its opponents undertaking to show that this 
amendment confers any rights at all if it does 
not confer these. A : 

‘Why, sir, what did the honorable Senator 


from Illinois [Mr. TrumsvLi] do before you | 


had the fourteenth amendment or the fifteenth ? 
He carried through Congress—and I wish 
that his zeal had bung on a little longer—a 
bill as an act of the law, which he thought to 
be constitutional uider the Constitution as it 
was, which covers in principle, in my judg- 
ment, everything that is contained in -this 
amendment; and whatwasit? ‘The act of the 
9th of April, 1866, which passed this body and 
the House of: Representatives by a two-thirds 
wote over the veto of the then President of the 
United States. Hedeclared, as we alldeclared, 
withont the aid of the fourteenth amendment, 
remember, that “all persons born in the United 
States, and not subject to any foreign Power, 
excluding Indians. not taxed, are hereby de- 
clared to be citizens of the United States ;”’ not 
‘citizens of some one State, subject to such sov- 
ereign prescription or exclusion as a majority in 
that State might declare should apply to them, 
‘but citizens‘of the nation; and that ‘such citi- 
wens, of every race and color, without regard 
to any previous: condition of slavery or invol- 
untary servitude, except as a punishment for 
‘erime whereof the party shall have been duly 
eonvicted, shall have the same right in every 
State and Territory of the United States to 
“make and enforce contracts, to sue, be par- 
“ties, and give evidence, to inherit, purchase, 
‘lease, sell, bold, and convey real and personal 
property, and to full and equal benefit of all 

~ laws and proceedings for the security of per- 
‘son and property as is enjoyed by white citi- 
‘gens, and shall be subject to like punishment, 
pains, and penalties, and. to none other, any 
law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom 
to the contrary notwithstanding.” ; 

If it was lawful, as we all believe (saving 
our friends of the other party) that it was; to 
declare without the fourteenth amendment 
that the ‘colored man should have a right to 
stand on an equality with the white citizen as 
it respected all rights of citizenship ; if it was 
right to declare that he should be a witness, 
in spite of any State statute or ordinance to 
the contrary ‘notwithstanding, where is the 
authority which gives us a right to say that he 
may be called asa witness by the judgment 
and process of a court, may testify to a jury, 
but may not be called as a juryman to hear 
the same testimony? 

Ifit is a civil right to be a witness in a cause 
in which you have no interest, and thus to aid 
as a citizen in the furtherance of justice, is it 
not also a civil right, standing on an equality 
with your white brother or with your black 
one, if the case’ were reversed, to exercise the 
other and the analagous and the perfectly cor- 
relative function of acting as a trier upon the 


testimony that shall be given? -Why, sir, no 
sound distinetion ean be made; no sound dis- 
tinction; I think, can be taken; aud therefore 
I have not the slightest doubt that, without 
the fourteenth amendment, but standing upon 
the broad and catholic doctrine that my honor- 
able friend from Illinois so stoutly and bravely 
and successfully maintained then, we could 
have provided for this very thing at that time. 
But like wise men, (and he was a wise man,) 
we yielded to the little pressure that existed 
and only sought to carry what we could carry 
in spite of State law and what we could carry 
by a two-thirds vote, so as to save all that 
was possible of equal rights and fair play under 
the Constitution as it then stood. 

What have we done since? - Will anybody 
rise in his place and say that in the face of 
that we have taken the pains by a solemn 
act of three fourths of the States to adopt the 
fourteenth amendment without any reason 
for it, without any occasion for it, without its 
being in fact, as it was in intention, designed, 
calculated, and effective to accomplish a 
change in the national Constitution, and to 
broaden in some degree and in some way the 
national rights of citizens,and to protect to some 
extent and under some power the rights which 
citizens ought to be protectedin. Noman can 
deny it, What, then, is it that we have done? 
If we have not by the fourteenth amendment 
accomplished something in declaring that the 
privileges and immunities of citizens shall be 
sacred everywhere and the national power shall 
protect them, what have we done? If it is not 
a privilege and immunity of a citizen, being 
otherwise equal and otherwise qualified,to stand 
on an equality irrespective of color, what is a 
privilege and an immunity of citizenship upon 
which you can stand? 

I agree that a colored man has no right be- 
cause he isa colored man, and that a white man 
has no right because he is a white man, to be 
called on aparticular jury, for one reason which 
I have already stated, that it is not a place that 
anybody is entitled to hold; but the point is 
this: that every citizen otherwise qualified 
has a right to stand in that class where the 
law may call him to perform the duty of a citi- 
zen in the administration of justice. There is 
the distinction; and therefore this provision 
of the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts does not declare that black men shall 
be jurors, but it declares that no statute, ordi- 
nance, or regulation whatever, shall exclude 
men because they are black from the common 
right of all citizens otherwise qualified and in 
conformity to law to be called on a proper 
occasion. 

Mr. President, it appears to me that there 
is large moment in this amendment in this 
very matter of a jury. What, sir, is more 
necessary to peace and security in the admin- 
istration of justice in the southern States, 
where in many of those States there isa ma- 
jority of colored people, than that they should 
have the constitutional right to participate in 
the administration of justice? Where would 
be the value of declaring that a colored man 
should have equal rights of trial by jury and 
equal rights of judgment by his peers, if you 
are to say that the jurors are to be composed 
of the Ku Klux, and that the only status the 
colored man shall have in court, shall be that 
he shall stand either as a respondent or it 
may be as a witness? You are to put him 
into the hands of his enemies for trial. 

_ My friend from Wisconsin has said that there 
is no power to enforce a provision of this kind, 
that we are undertaking to administer State 
laws, and, therefore, if there be a failure to 
comply with this prohibition of exclusion in 
any State, the necessary consequence is that 
we must interfere by Federal power, and that 
we must take possession of the State courts 
and organize them ourselves. That, Mr. Pres- 
ident, is a large mistake, as it appears to me. 
My honorable friend from Wisconsin, I am 
afraid, had forgotten for a moment the provis- 
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ion in the sixth article of the Constitution of 
the United States, which declares that— 


“This Constitution,and the laws ofthe United States 


which shall be made in pursuance thereof; and all 


i ich shall be made, under the 
ihoniy« ni i Ot rad States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall 
be bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or 
laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Therefore, if this be a constitutional pro- 
vision, it speaks directly under the Constitu- 
tion, and in its language, to ‘the judges in 
every State;’’ and if a judge in any Statd dis- 
regards it, it is not necessary, and except 
in a very extreme emergency it would not be 
proper, that there should be any Federal inter- 
ference. The right that is secured to the citi- 
zen will be justified under the law and through 
the law, because if the judge fails to perform 
his duty, then the statutes have already pro- 
vided, as in all other cases, the easy means of 
redress. The calm progress of the law goes 
forward, and if it should turn out that any 
State judge should set his face to the exclusion 
of a man, because he was not as white as the 
judge, from being a juror, not the marshal of _ 
the United States, not the judge of the United 
States, would interfere with the State law, but 
the judgment of the law itself, on a proper 
appeal, would settle the question as to the 
right. 

There is, therefore, no such difficulty as my 
friend apprehends in the way of the execution 
of this section; and really (with all the respect 
that I have for the rest of the amendment 
touching carriers, &e.,) it seems to me that 
there is no one part of it that as a practical 
question is of one hundredth or one thousandth 
the value of the declaration which we shall 
make under the Constitution of the United 
States that in every one of the southern States, 
ina people composed largely of this colored 
population, that population shall feel and the 
white population shall feel that they partici- 
pate equally and fairly in the administration 
of justice and in the. protection of private 
rights. If you deny tbat you deny everything, 
because there is nothing of government if 
you do not have it execute justice, and you 
cannot have it execute justice if you are to 
exclude from the jury-box one half its popu- 
lation, otherwise qualified, and whose dearest 
rights and interests are to be submitted to its 
decision. ees os : 

I hope, therefore, that this section will stand. 
Lhave no doubt it is constitutional. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TRONY.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. For the same reason 
which I gave for voting against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, I shall 
vote against this amendment, although my 
opinion concurs with the Senator from Wis- 
consin in regard to it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken, 

I wish simply to make one remark. There is 
a famous saying that comes to us from the last 
century, that the whole object of government 
in England, of king, lords, and commons, is 
to bringtwelve men into a jury-box. Sir, that 
is the whole object of government not only in 
England but in every other country where law 
is administered through popular institutions ; 
and especially is it the object of government 
here in the United States; and the clause in 
the bill which is now proposed to strike out is 
simply to carry out that great principle of 
popular institutions.. 
_ Mr. CARPENTER. I want simply to say 
in reply to that remark, that we have already ` 
carried out the principle in every court of the 
United States; and the remark made by Mr. 
Burke leaves the question untouched whether 
this Government can constitutionally set up 
juries in the State courts. 


Mr, EDMUNDS. I am paired, as I stated, 
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with the’Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Hamir- 
TON. : 

Tie question being taken by yeas and nays, 
yesulted-—yeas 12, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Boreman, Carpenter, Corbett, 
Goldthwaite, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly,Morrill of 
Maine, Scott, Sprague, Tipton, and Vickers—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hill, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, West, Wil- 
son, Windom and Wright—42 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, Kellogg, 
Letia Logan, Nye, Pratt, Saulsbury, and Stew- 
art—19. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected. 


Mr. COLE. Jf the Senate is disposed to go 
on with the bill, I have an amendment to 
offer. [**Go on!’?] Otherwise I will move 
an adjournment. [‘‘No, go on!”] I move, 
then, to strike out the fifth section and substi- 
tute what I send to the Chair. 

The Cuier CLERK. The wordsto bestricken 
out are— 


That every discrimination against any person on 
account of color, by the use of the word “white” in 
any law, statuto, ordinance, or regulation, is hereby 
repealed and annulled. 

And itis proposed in lieu thereof to insert— 
_ That every discrimination against citizens of the 
United States on account of color, by the use of the 
word “white” in any law, statute, ordinance, or reg- 
ulation, is hereby repealed and annulled. 

Mr. COLE. I am not disposed to detain 
the Senate more than a minute on thisamend- 
ment. It will be observed that the only change 
in the section is in substituting the word ‘‘ eit- 
izen?” for * person.’’ This law relates to citi- 
zens of the United States, and I apprehend 
was not really intended to go further than that. 
We are not in this case legislating for ‘‘all the 
world and the rest of mankind,” but for citi- 
zens of the United States; and in reference to 
that view, I apprehend that there can be no 
great objection to the adoption of this amend- 
ment, I believe those who are friendly to the 
bill would be really glad to see it adopted. It 
will, as I believe, add strength to the bill. 
This, however, is not an appeal to the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, } but to certain 
others. [ hope the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is material to me to 
get strength to the bill, and that is why [am 
opposed to this whole thing. The Senator 
from California certainly does not deceive 
himself so much as to suppose that Senators 
do not understand and that the whole country 
does not understand that every person opposed 
to amnesty is voting for these amendments. 
Where do you find the votes of those who have 
announced on this floor that they are opposed 
to amnesty? They are for these amendments 
all the time. You cannot propose an amend- 
ment they will not vote for. But Iam for the 
bill as it passed the House of Representatives, 
opposed to all these amendments; and I want 
to say a word about this particular amendment. 

I doubt whether it is in order to strike out 
the very words which have been incorporated 
in the bill, aud I call attention to that; but I 
have a word to say in reference to it. The 
Senator from California proposes to make a 
discrimination against all toreigners who come 
to this country until they become citizens. He 
proposes to put the word ‘‘citizen’’ in here, 
and every man who comes from Europe, Irish- 
man or German, Englishman or Scotchman, 
is not to have equal civil rights in this country 
until he becomes a naturalized citizen. That 
is the effect of the Senator’s amendment. He 
proposes to confine to citizens these rights. 
Now I think, in regard to equal civil rights, a 
man, the moment he has landed on our shores, 
should have the same protection as if he had 


become a citizen. I would allow him to con- 
tract and to have the same rights; but the ! 


Senator from California does not propose to 
do that. -We all know what he is after. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does- it require an act 
of Congress to enable him to make contracts ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He would have that 
right without an act of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose he had: not, 
would you pass an act of Congress to give it 
to him? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would if he had it not; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I only inquired of my. 


friend in order to understand, as I am very 
glad to hear he thinks, that Congress would 
have the power to do that thing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve that any freeman has a right to make a 
contract. The Senator has been reading from 
the civil rights bill. It was passed years ago. 
It was based upon this principle—confined 
exclusively to civil rights and nothing else, 
no political and no social rights, Here were 
millions of people in this country who by an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States had been made free men. ‘They had 
no right to buy or sell, to go or come, to con- 
tract or be contracted, and no right to enforce 
contracts; bat they had been declared free. 
What was their condition? Is that afree man? 
I thought it was not, and I thought under the 
constitutional amendment which made these 
persons who had been mere chattels men, we 
were bound to give them the rights of men. 
But that did not extend to political rights or 
to social rights. It was confined exclusively 
to the rights appertaining to man as man. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask my honor- 
able friend if he thinks riding on a railroad is 
a political right? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As to riding on a rail- 
road, I think that the Senator from Vermont 
has not one particle more right to ride‘on a 
railroad to-day by existing law than the black- 
est man inthe land. You need no law for that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not answer 
the question. I asked my friend to tell me 
whether riding on a railroad is a political 
right, and he says I have no right to ride 
on a railroad. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isay you have no bet- 
ter right to ride on a railroad thana negro has 
if he can pay the fare. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then Congress may com- 
pel equality, may it not? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not in regard to these 
matters. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But only in regard to 
testifying in State courts? Very good! 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In regard to the rights 
that belong to the individual as man and as a 
freeman under the Constitution of the United 
States, I think we had a right to pass the civil 
rights bill. I thought so then, and think so 
now; but I think that we went to the verge of 
constitutional authority, went as far as we 
could gs. Weintended to doso, and I believe 
that we did. But you need no such law as 
this to ride on a railroad. Does not the Sen- 
ator from Vermont know as well as anybody 
else that a negro has the same right now to 
ride on a railroad as anybody else? The rail- 
road corporations make regulations in regard 
to the manner in which their trains are to be 
conducted; they set aside one car for ladies, 
another for gentlemen; they have first and 
second-class passenger cars, freight cars, and 
saloon cars, and I suppose they have a right 
to make ali these regulations; but whatever 
right the white man has the black man has also. 

But I did not propose to enter into any 
argument in reference to this matter. It is 
amnesty that I want. I want to see the peace 
of this country restored; 1 want to see the 
irritating questions which are keeping up the 
animosities of the people, engendering bad 
feeling all the time, which have led to the 
miserable governments that we now have in 
some of the southern States—I want that 
state of things to be done away with. When 
we passed the fourteenth amendment, Mr. 


President, we passed it, so far ‘as. it oxeludes 


certain persons from holding office, for the 


public safety; that was the consideration; not. `: 
to punish anybody. We thonght-that the-pub- - 

lic safety of this country réquired it at: that 
time. .When we had. ‘just freed the ‘colored i 
people and new governments were to be organ: < 

ized in the then late rebel States, we thought 
it would not do to let the men who ‘had ‘beén 
making war upon the Government, who were 
hostile to it, who were hostile to the few Union 
men that lived in those States, and who were 
hostile to the colored people, take possession 
of the newly organized State governments, 
because we feared that they would enact laws 
which would oppress the colored people; and 
laws that would be unjust to the few Union 
men who had been there during the war, and 
it was necessary that time should be allowed 
for the colored people to become accustomed 
to their new situation that they might assert 
and defend their rights; but it was never in- 
tended to perpetuate these disabilities. . The 
clause was inserted in the fourteenth amend- 
ment, that they might be removed “by atwo- 
thirds vote of Congress, with the expectation 
that they would soon be removed. Jt--was 
never intended as anything more than a tetn- 
porary measure. Now, the public safety does 
not require it to be continued, as I think, and 
I want to see the amnesty bill passed, and I 
am opposed tothe whole amendment, because 
I think it is calculated to defeat amnesty. 
All these amendments I regard as designed 
by many Senators who vote for them to defeat 
amnesty, for I find that every Senator who is 
opposed to removing disabilities votes for these 
amendments. : 

But I wanted to say a word about the par- 
ticular amendment of the Senator from Gali- 
fornia, which I should have said long ago if 
my attention had not been diverted to some- 
thing else by the question of my friend from 
Vermont. The Senator from California is 
aiming to hit the Chinese. pe SER 

Mr. President, we have provided by law 
that the pagan from Africa, the idolater, the 
cannibal, the Hottentot ean be naturalized 
under our laws. The Senator from California 
wants to exclude from naturalization ‘the in- 
genious, the laborious, the patient, and the 
intelligent Asiatic from China or Japan. ‘If 
the Hottentot is fit to'be a naturalized citizen 
of this country, is not the intelligent China- 
man or Japanese ? Sir, if we believe in human 
rights, in equality, why attempt to make this 
distinction? That is the only object, I sup- 
pose, which the Senator from California ‘had 
in his amendment, although it goes further and 
makes a distinction against every unnatural- 
ized person, though of the Caucasian race and 
from Europe. 

Mr. President, I hope that no such amend- 
ment as this will be adopted, and I raise the 
question of order that it is not in order to 
strike out what has been putin by a vote of 
the Senate. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Pom- 
EROY in the chair.) ‘The question of order 
being raised the Clerk will read the rule. The 
Chair understands that when a motion to strike 
out has been made and has failed, it does not 
preclude a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was not this case. 
This was aninsertion. These very words have 
been inserted. ; 

Mr. COLE. The motion. is to: strike out 
the section and insert what I have sent up. 

Mr. MORTON. I thought there was great 
anxiety to pass the amuesty bill, but Iam sat- 
isfied now there is not, and I’ move that the 
Senate adjourn. {“* Nol’? *Not”’] ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that the motion-of the Senator-from 
California is in order. : The Senator from Tao- 
diana moves that the Senate do vow adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In regard tò-the gues 
tion of order I-wish to saya word. “Panay 
misunderstand the precise situation of it, but 
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derstood: that: on the: motion of the Sen- 
rom. Wisconsin this. section, as it.was-pre- 


“at 


-~ pared by the Senator from Massachusetts, was 


ken out, and one inserted 


iin these véry: words. =i oee £ 
-Phe PRESIDING OFFICER... The Chair 
> understands that that was amended before the 
vote was taken on’ the motion to strike out: 
“Mr. EDMUNDS. What is- the pending 
question? oeie fa fe 
~The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion:ig'on the motion.to adjourn... By unani» 
mous consent this debate has been allowed. 
: Mr: EDMUNDS. I hope the motion to 
: adjourn-will-be withdrawn. 
-Mre MORTON. . I prefer not to withdraw 
it.: Iam satisfied we cannot get through. 
>The- motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. - ane 


which he wrote, 


+: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
T: o Taorspay, February 8, 1872. 
- The House met at twelve.o’clock m. Prayer 


by. Rev. J: P. Newman, D. D., Chaplain of | 


the Senate.: : i 
‘he Journal: of yesterday was read an 
approved, 
nes CORPORATION INCOME TAX. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
to. take from. the Speaker's table the bill (S. 
No. 362) declaratory of an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce. internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 14, 1870.. I do not 
ask: the. House to pass the bill at this time. 
T desire to raise a question and submit it to 


the House for the disposition of the bill. It 
will not take five minutes. 
The bill was read for information. It de- 


clares that the true intent and meaning of the 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses, approved July 14, 1870, was to exempt 
rom the payment of the tax of two and a half 
per cent. per annum all dividends of earnings, 
Income, or gains, and undivided profits of any 
bank, trust company, savings institution, insur- 
ance. company, canal-navigation company, and 
slack-water navigation company, declared or 
made, or which accrued or were earned and 
added .to. any surplus, contingent, or other 
fund, during the months of August, Septem- 
ber, October, November, and December, in 
the year, 1870, in all cases where such corpora- 
tions had already paid, or would hereafter pay, 
upon the dividends of earnings, income, or 
gains, and undivided profits of the previous 
months of that year, a tax equal to at least 
two and a half per cent. per annum ; and to 
give effect to such intent, the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue is anthorized and directed 
to remit or refund, as the case may be, the 
tax assessed and levied or paid upon all such 
dividends of .earnings, income, or gains, and 
undivided profits, for the last five months of 
the year 1870, to all sich corporations as have 
paid-or shall pay a tax upon all the dividends 
of earnings, income, gains, or undivided profits 
of the year 1870 and 1871, equal to at least 
two and a half per cent. per annum. 

; Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the consider- 
ation of that bill, and call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. DAWES. . Allow me to state what I 
desire to do in reference to this bill. I wish 
to: raise a constitutional question between the 
two Houses. . 1 do not desire to take up any 
time, but. merely to ask the House to lay this 
bill. on the table, and I will.then introduce a 
similar bill, and. move its reference to the 
Committee of Ways-and Means. 
ce Mr.. HOLMAN, . I have no objection to 
that. i : ooa 

‘The. bill was taken from the Speaker's table, 
and read a first and second time. l 

Mr. DAWES.. I move that the bill be laid 
upon the table. ee ee! 
The motion was agreed to. 


. Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider: the vote 
by which the bill waslaid upon the table; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on-the table. f ; : 

The latter. motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. E: No. 1415) declaratory of 
an act entitled “An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,” approved July 
14, 1870;.which was read a first and’second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to- be printed. : 


CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


‘Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to transmit to this House a copy of the report of the 
engineer in relation to the improvement of the Con- 
necticut river, with the accompanying papers that 


have been- returned to the Department since the last 
annual report. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now demand the regular 
order. : : 
EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


The House resumed, as the regular order, 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1043) 
to establish an educational fund, and to apply 
the proceeds of the public lands to the educa- 
tion of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
upon the motion of the gentleman, trom Wis- 
consin, [Mr. ELDRIDGE, ] to lay upon the table 
the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, 


{Mr. Harris, ] to reconsider the vote by which 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BURCHARD] was rejected. 

Mr. Burcuarp’s substitute was as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the following: 7 

That tho net proceeds arising from the salé, entry, 
location, or other disposition of the public lands.o 
the United States are hereby set apart and annually 
appropriated for the maintenance ofcommon schools 
for the free education of all the children in the Uni- 
ted States of suitable school ‘age, which proceeds 
shall be distributed to each State and Territory, and 
to the District of Columbia, in proportion to its re- 
spective population as ascertained by the census last 
preceding such distribution. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause an account to be taken after the close of each 
fiscal year, and ascertain the amount of expendi- 
tures during the last preceding fiscal year incurred 
in or occasioned by the survey, sale, location, entry, 
or other disposition of the public lands of the United 
States, including appropriations for the expenses of 
the general and district land offices during such year, 
and the total receipts from the sale or other disposi- 
tion of such lands, including all fees received at such 
offices, and shall, on or before the lst day of Decem- 
ber of each year, certify to the Secretary of the In- 
terior the amount of the net cash proceeds from the 
sale, entry, location, or other disposition of such 
lende after deducting such expenses and expendi- 

ures. 

Sec. 3. That upon the receipt of such certificate 
the Commissioner of Education, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, shall proceed to 
apportion, upon the basis of population, theamount 
so certified to the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories of the United States, and to each State wherein 
Provision is made by Jaw for the free education of 
all the children thereof between the ages of six and 
fifteen years, and shall certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States such apportion- 
ment, and to the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State and Territory, or other officer 
empowered by the laws of such State or Territory 
to perform the duty herein enjoined, the amount so 
apportioned to such State or Territory. 

, SEC. 4. That the superintendent of public instruc- 
tion of each State and Territory, or such other officer 
as shall, by the laws of such State or Territory, be 
required so to do, shall immediately, upon thereceipt 
of such certificate, proceed to apportion the amount 
| so certified to his State or Territory to the several 

districts therein which shall have maintained for at 
least three months ‘during the preceding year a free 
i school for all the children.of such district. between 

the ages of six and fifteen years, which apportion- 
ment shall be upon the basis of the population of 
such district, and the amount so ‘apportioned shall 


the said superintendent or. officer shall report his 
apportionment so made to the Commissioner of 
: Education, who thereupon, under the direction of 
| the Secretary of the Interior, shall certify the same, 


-be solely applied in. payment: of. teachers’ wages; | 


| orso much thereof -as appears regular and correct, 
! to the Secretary. of the ‘Treasury, and to such super- 
intendent or other officer designated as aforesaid. 
Sec. 5. That the amount apportioned tothe school 
districts: of any State, and certified as herein pro- 
vided, shall be paid upon the warrant of the Com- 
missioner of Education, eountersigned by the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, out of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, to the State or territorial treasurer, or 
to such officers as shall be designated by the laws uf 
such State or Territory to receive, account for, and 
pay over the same to the several districts entitled 
thereto under such apportionment, which treasurer 
or officer shall be required to report, on or beforo 
the lst day of November of each year, to the Com- 
missioner of Education, a detailed statement of the 
payments made, and balance in his hands withheld, 
unclaimed, or for any other cause unpaid., 

Src. 6. That in case any State or Territory shall 
misapply, or allow to be misapplied, squandered, or 
inany manner-appropriated, or used other than for 
the purposes herein required, the funds, or any part 
thereof, received under the provisions of this act, 
or shall fail to report, as herein provided, through 
its proper officers, the disposition thereof, such State 
or Territory shall forfeit its right to any subsequent 
apportionment by virtue thereof until the full 
amountso misapplied,lost, or misappropriated shall 
have been replaced by such State or Territory and 
applied as herein required, and until such report 
shall have been made. — j 

Sec. 7; That the. Commissioner of Education shall 
be ex oficio superintendent of public instruction for 
the District of Columbia, and as such shall make 
the apportionment, returns, report, and certificates 
for said District of Columbia, in the manner and for 
the purposes and under the limitations prescribed 
in section four of this act, and the money thus ap- 
portioned in said District shall be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States to the preper officers 
entitled to receive, use, account for, or pay over the 
same, as may be provided by law. 


The question was then taken upon laying on 
the table the motion to reconsider ; and upon 
a division, there were—ayes 79, noes 71. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BURCHARD called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Harris, of 
Mississippi, and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 87, noes 76. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. PERCE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 96, not 
voting 32; as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adama, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Freeman Ciarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Cox, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis. Donnan, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duell. Duke, Eldridge, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, “Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Joba T, Harris, 
Hayens, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Hoiman, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lam- 
port, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCormick; McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney, Me- 
Neely, Merrick, Moore, Morgan, Leonard Myers, 
Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry, 
Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Riese, John 
M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, 
Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Terry, 
Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, . Wells, Whitthorne, 
Williams of New York, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—111. : 

NAYS—Messrs, Ambler, Ames, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, George M, Brooks, Buckley, Buflinton, Bar- 
chard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R 
Butler, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, 
Cottou, Darrall, Dickey, Dunnell, Eames, Farwell, 
Charies Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, 
John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, 
Maynard. McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monrose, Morey, Morphis, Negley, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. P 


arker, Pendleton, 
Perce, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Ellis T Roberts, 
Sawyer, 


Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 

John “A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snap. 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Steven- 
| son, Stoughton, Strong, Tafe, Thomas, Washington 
Townsend, Twichell, Tyner. Upson, Wakeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, ‘Wallace, Wheeter, Whiteley, Wil- 


ij lard, Williams of Indiana; and Jeremiah M, Wil- 


son--96. : 

NOT VOTING—Mesers. Archer, Averill, Creely, 
Dawes, De Large, Edwards, Elliott, Hambleton, 
Gerry W. Hazleton, Houghton, . Kinsella, McCrary, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Aaron F. Perry. 
Peters, Platt, Rainoy, Rogers, Rusk, Scoficld, Ses- 
sions, Shober, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snyder, Re Milton: Speer, Stowell, St. John, Voor- 


hees, Walls, and Jobn T.. Wilson—22. 


So the motion to lay the motion tò recov- 


i sider on the table was agreed to. 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


During’ the call of the roll, x 

Mr. MeCLELLAND said: . I desire to state 
that Mr. B. F.. Meyers, my colleague, is 
absent on leave, and -is -paired with Mr. 
SHOEMAKER, another colleague. . ; 

The question recurred upon ordering the 
pill, as amended, to be engrossed and read a 
third time. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the bill and 
amendments be laid on the table. 

Mr. PERCE. I hope we can have a vote 
on the bill as it stands. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion to lay on the 
table is a test vote; but if the gentleman pre- 
fers to have the test vote on the engrossment 
and third reading, I will withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The question is upon 
ordering the bill, as amended, to be engrossed 
and read a third time. l 

Mr. COX. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GOLLADAY and Mr. HAWLEY called 
for the reading of the bill as amended. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous 
consent, as the question now is upon ordering 
the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 99, 
not voting 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Banks, Barber, Barry, Bell, 
Bigby, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Bunton, Burchard Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, 
William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Ducll, Dunsell, Eames, 
Edwards, Ely; Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Gar- 
rett, Golladay Goodrich. Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Har- 

er, George È. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Hazleton, John W. Hazleton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Lamport, pansing, Leach, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, McKee, Merriam, 
Montos Moore, Morey, Morphis, Packard, Palmer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, Platt, Poland, 
Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Sawyer, Secley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shella- 
barger, Slocum, John A. Smith, Worthington CO. 
Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, 
Sypher, Tafie, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wash- 
ing Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. 
Wilson—112, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Averill, Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Free- 
man Clarke, Comingo. Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose Duke, 
Eldridge, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, John T. Harris, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kill- 
inger, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre, Me- 
Junkin, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, 
Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, 
Packer, Ilosea W. Parker, Peck, Bli Perry, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M, Rice, 
Ritchie, William R, Roberts; Roosevelt, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss. Storm, 
Stoughton, Swann, Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Waddell, Waldron, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Williams of New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—99. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Archer, Benjamin FE. 
Butler, Creely, De Large. Dickey, BHiott, Forker, 
Hambleton, Hays, Houghton, Ketcham, Kinsella, 
McCrary, Benjamin E. Meyers, Mitchell, Aaron 
E. Perry, Peters, Robinson, Rogers, Scofield. Shoe- 


maker, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Starkweather, Si. John, Terry, Voorhees, and 
Walis—28. ; 


So the bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time. 

The question then recurred on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. PERCE called the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HEREFORD. 
nays on the passage of this bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 117, nays 98, not 
voting 24; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks. Barber, 
Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Bunton, Burchard, Burdett, 
William T. larke, Gobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 


I call for the yeas and 


Darrall, Dawes; Donuan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, 
Edwards, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Garrett, dolladay, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, 
Harper. George L. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazleton, John W, Hazleton, Hill, 
Hoar, Hooper, Kelley; Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, Lynch, May- 
nard, McGrew, McKee, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, 
Morphis, Packard,. Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Pen- 
dleton, Perce, Aaron E, Perry, Platt, Poland, Por- 
ter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shela- 
barger, Slocum, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, Strong, 
Sutherland, Sypher. Taffe, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Ty- 
ner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
and Jeremiah M. Wilson—i17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Brax- 
ton, Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, 
Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossiand, Davis, Dickey, Dox, 
Du Bose. Duke, Eldridge, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Getz. Griffith, Haldeman. Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
John T. Harris, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hol- 
man, Houghton, Kendall, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, MeCormick, 
McHenry, Mcintyre, McJunkin, McKinney. Me- 
Neely, Mereur, Merrick, Morgan, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, 
Peck, Eli Perry, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 

Rice, Ritchie, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Stoughton, Swann, 
Terry, Tuthill, Van ‘Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Waldron, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Williams of New York, John È. Wilson, Winchester, 

ood, and Young—93. . 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, James G. Blair, 
Benjamin Fy Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Creely, 
De Large, Elliott, Hambleton, Kinsella, McCrary, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moroy, Peters, Ran- 
dall, William R. Roberts. Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, 
Scofield, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton 
Speer, and St. John~24. 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. PERCE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved’ 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to. report and have passed at the present 
time a joint resolution which has been unani- 
mously agreed upon by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It simply restores jurisdiction to 
the Court of Claims over’a certain claim pend- 
ing there. 

Several members objected. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


The SPEAKER. The House now resumes 
as the regular order the consideration of the 
following resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That the following be added to the rules 
of the House: 

RuLE—. Whenever the seats shall have been 
drawn no proposition shall be in order for a-second 
drawing during the same Congress: Provtded, That 
this rule shall not apply to the Forty-Second Con- 
gress. 


To this resolution the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Povaxp] moved an amendment by 
striking out the proviso. The gentleman from 


| Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] moved to 
i amend by striking out all after the word ; 


“provided” and inserting what will be read 
by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the Clerk of the House do 
forthwith place in a box the name of each member 
and delegate of the House of Kepresentatives writ- 
ten upon aseparate slip of paper: that he then pro- 
ceed, in the presence of the Honse. to draw from the 
said. box, one ata time, the said slips of paper, and 
as each seat is drawn he shall announce the name 
of the member or delegate uponit, who shall choose 
his seat, for the present Congress: Provided, That 
before said drawing shall commence the Speaker 
shall cause each seat to be vacated, and shail see 
that every seat continues vacant until it is selected 
under this order, and that every seat, after having 
been selected, shall be deemed forfeited if left unoc- 
eupied before the calling of the roil is finished: 
And be it further provided, That the Sergeant-at- 
Arms shall, when their names are announced, select 


i seats for Messrs. SCOFIELD, McCrary, H. BOARDMAN 


SMITH, ARCHER, and R. Mitton Spser, who are 
absent by order of the House. 


Mr. POLAND. I desire to offer.an amend- 
ment. i 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Areamendmëntsit 
order ? ‘ Sern nae 
The SPEAKER. : They are- not, ex 
wnanimotus consent: 80. a Fa 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
any further amendments. * i 
Mr. POLAND: If gentlemen will hear this 
read, I think thero ‘will be'no objection; 87, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection'to allow- 
ing: the proposed amendment to be reported,? 
It proposes the recognition which has usually 
been made in favor of the ‘senior member‘of: 
the House, who is now chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, [ Mr. Dawes. }* 
‘Several Mempers. No objection. 
The proposed amendment of Mr. 
was read, as follows: ` 


Resolved, That before the drawing for seats shall 
take place, Mr. HENRY L. Dawes, of Massachusetts, 
thechairman of the Committee of Ways and: Means, 
shall be allowed to select his seat. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER. . ‘I accept that as 
a modification of my amendment, |; io 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, rose. ._ 
Mr. COX. Who has the floor? ers 
The SPEAKER. No one has the floor... | 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. , My cal- 
league, Alvah Crocker, elected to the House, 
has been kept away by the sickness. and death 


cept by 


We cannot allow 


POLAND 


of his wife. Will the House consent when his 
nameis called that some of his delegation may 
choose a seat for him? . mee 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. If that be allowed, 1 
wish to make a selection for my colleague, 
Mr. MITCHELL, who is absent. man 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I. move that all mem: 
bers over sixty years of age be also allowed to 
choose their seats. [Laughter.]. _. ; 
_ Mr. PLATT. I move to amend by saying 
all under thirty-five. Laughter: ] ; 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. 1 move that. young 
and inexperienced members, who are here for 
the first. time, [laughter,] be also allowed to 
choose their seats. [Laughter.]. ee 
The SPEAKER. When this matter wag 
last before the House. the previous, question 
had been seconded, and the question now is; 
‘(Shall the main question be ordered to be ’ 
ut?” i DEDA 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
members of the Committeé ‘on Rules have 
their names placed in the bottom of the box. 
[Laughter.] - 3 O : 
The main question was ordered. `` : 
The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from New 
York, [Mr. Cox,] who reported from the 
Committee on Rules, is now entitled to one 
hour for the purpose of closing debate, 
| [Laughter ] 
Mr. COX rose, and was greeted with great 
laughter. on hace ; 
Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. 
We have not yet been able to hear a solitary 
word uttered by the gentleman from New 


York. [Laughter.] i 
| Mr. COX. Ido not very often trouble the 
i House, [Laughter.] 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does this interrup- 
| tion come out of the gentleman's hour? — 
i} Mr. COX. With all respect to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who was so facetious as to 
! move that the names of the members of the 
Committee on Rules be placed at the bottom 
i of the box, I will say this: Ido not care where 
we are placed... We do not rest so much on 
| our foundation as gentlemen from other parts 
of the country. eo 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. And the gentleman 
might say that they would not occupy so much 
! room in the bottom of the box. [Langhter.] 
Mr. COX. So far as the drawing for seats 
is concerned it, matters. little where members 
sit. It matters much to behave well in ‘your 
seats. The people niiderstand that if we do 
not. Ido not wish to employ my whole hour 
to demonstrate ‘how that applies. -{Langhter.] 
I wish simply to speak to my résolution. It 
did not apply to this Congress. I may 38y. 
| that there are many gentlemen who have seats 


a here. now in, this Hall, whose ‘seats after this 
Co Will likely know them hereafter no 
‘orever,, [Laughter] So my resolu- 


fapyaronen, | and. who. may. possibly have 
troubl 


‘do not know whether he was transported or 
not, flaughter ;] but whether transported or 
not, We are transported to know he is now with 


us. He said my resolution was a boomerang. 
[Great laughter.] Very much like the case of 
the syndicate, and I went for the dictionary, 
[laughter,] and’ my. distinguished colleague, 
[ Mr.’ Woop, ]:the recognized lexicographer of 
this House, will allow me to say what I found 
to'be the definition of “boomerang.” I will 
send ‘to the Clerk’s desk a copy of Webster's 
Unabridged Dictionary, and ask to have read 
his defitition of ‘boomerang.”’ (Laughter. ] 
“Mr HOAR. Is itin order to require the 
reading of the whole of that document if any 
part be read? 
“The SPEAKER. 
transcend his hour. : 
“Mr. COX. It would do anybody good, from 
Massachusetts, to read the dictionary, for there 
they are sometimes the most inconsequential 
Care of all our members. (henge 
ter. ; 
~The Clerk read as follows: 
= Rodmerang, n. A very singular missile weapon 
used by the natives of Australia. Itis made of hard 
wood, usually from twenty to thirty inches in length, 


from two to. three inches wide, and half or three 
It is curved or bent in 


‘aarters of an inch thick. 
the middle at an angle of from one hundred to one 
hundred and forty degrees. When thrown from the 

and with a quick rotary motion”— 

[Great 


Mr. COX. That was my motion. 
laughter. ] . 
The Clerk continued reading, as follows: 
‘vit describes very remarkable curves, according to 


the shape of the instrument, and the manner of 


throwing it, often moving horizontally a long dis- 
tance, then curving upward to a considerable height, 
and ‘finally taking a retrograde direction, so as to 
fall near the place from which it wus thrown, or even 
very far in the rearof it.” 

' [The reading of the above definition elicited 
much laughter.] 

; Mr. COX. | Such, then, is the boomerang to 
which ‘my friend from New York [Mr. W. R. 
Roserts] compared my motion. [fit hadsim. 
ply fallen at my own feet, Mr. Speaker, as a dis- 
interested person, engaged in endeavoring to 
“ facilitate the public business,’’ I should not 
have complained of the epithet. But it seems 
the boomerang goes to the rear, [laughter ;] 
and it struck my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr, ] and my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Woop.| As I sit at the front I escaped its 
retrograde motion to some extent; because, 
as, I have said, I brought forward my resolu- 
tion in the interest of public business. But 
T wish to say seriously, just here, on behalf 
of the committee, that we never intended 
to get up this immense excitement, [Laugh- 
ter.] We had not the remotest idea that such 
would. be the result when the resolution was 
introduced, but we had seen that Monday 
after Monday the progress of the. public busi- 
ness was suspended by the reading of bills 
called for ‘with a view to occupy the morning 
hour; and all because members were anxious 
to. get better seats or to stave off a drawing. 
We knew, also, that when the drawing of seats 
took place four States were unrepresented. 
Mr TOWNSEND, of New York. I rise to 
a question of order. “I ask that the gentlemen 
who are crowding around the gentleman who 


The gentleman cannot 


is now addressing the: House be requested to 


take their seats. NaS 
Mr. COX. They will be very promi 


pt to get 
into. their seats when there is a new drawing. 
[Laughter] ; . : 

Mr. RANDALL. -I rise to a point of order. 
It is that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] is not confining himself to the. subject 
under discussion. ` es 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman fail to see 
a connection between the-boomerang and the 
drawing of seats? j thee 

Mr. RANDALL.. I fail to see in this pro- 
ceeding the dignity which should characterize 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COX. Looking at the gentleman who 
has raised the point of order, Í fail to see it. 
[Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Town- 
SEND] is well taken. Gentlemen will resume 
their seats. ` 

Mr. COX. I was about to say; when the 
point of order was taken, (and the remark may 
strike the gentleman from Pennsylvania. { Mr: 
RANDALL] favorably,) that four States had not 
sent their Representatives when the drawing 
took place. That, surely, was in order; there 
was a fairness in allowing a new drawing for 
the members from New Hampshire, Connecti- 
cut, Texas, and California, who were not here 
when the last drawing took place. 

The Committee on Rules thought they were 
acting wisely in this movement. They pro- 
posed that there should be a fixed rule, and I 
hope that we shall not fail to make.it a perma- 
nent rule ofthe House,and for subsequent Con- 
gresses. There is a reason I might give here, 
.almost personal to myself, why a new drawing 
should be had. I have been counted on both 
sides in this question, because I have desired 
to represent fairly what I conceived to be the 
public interest. I was a little on both sides 
of this question. But I could not vote to lay 
my Own motion on the table, and I seemed, 
therefore, to be in favor of a new drawing. E 
was nO more opposed to or in favor.of it than 
my friend the Speaker, who is a-member of 
the Committee on the Rules. Some one said 
to me that the Speaker was favorable to the 
new drawing because he had perhaps the poor- 
est, certainly the most uncomfortable, seat in 
the House. [Laughter.] 

All I have to say in conclusion is, that when 
the drawing does take place and gentlemen 
throng down to. take their various seats by this 
gambling process, and when they pass my hum- 
ble seat, I would have them remember that it 
was through my instrumentality that they got 
a new drawing. (Laughter.} When they see 
my seat, although they may, knowing its eligi- 
bility, be disposed to sit down in it, I would 
have them pause. It maybe infected. I have 
recently been in the hospital after some small- 
pox patients, and I warn gentlemen against con- 
tagious diseases. [Laughter.] When they come 
to my seat let them say ‘It was the gentleman 
from Ohio,’’ as yousometimes call me, ‘tor the 
gentleman from New York,” as he is now. gen- 
erally called, ‘who enabled us to have. this 
drawing ;’’ and, sir, even thi ugh my seat may 
be taken, let someone drop a tear to my mem- 
ory, and say ‘‘ Here is the seat of the man who 
was the occasion if not the cause of a new 
drawing!’ Still, L would rather that, unlike 
the good Samaritan, he should “pass. by on 
the other side” and leave it alone, and leave 


it more eloquent then. than if I were, in: it,” 


[Laughter.] “I would add that I am ‘not over. 
anxious about this seat. Iwould prefer to sit 


amoug the innocent pages than to take. the. 


seats of some gentlemen here. I would prefer 
to-be among the boys, I would even take thé 
Speaker’s. chair, if necessary, rather than sit 
with any gentleman who. could draw mine. 
[Great laughter.] So I end. my hour a little 
more briefly than I -had intended. ~~ : 
The question was upon Mr. STARKWEATHER’ S 


| John M. Adair, of 


“change in the tarifon: iron, &c. 


February 8, 


amendment to the resolution reported from 
the Committee on the Rules. 

Tellers: were. ordered; and Mr. Expringy 
and Mr. Poran were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes one hundred and eighteen, noes not 
counted, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Powann’s 
motion to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. POLAND. I withdraw that amend- 
ment, 

The rule, as amended, was then agreed to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the rule was agreed to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Members and Delegates then, in accord- 
ance with the resolution adopted, retired be- 
yond the outer row of seats, and as their 
names were drawn and called, came forward 
and selected their seats, the first name called 
being that of Mr. Biesy, which was called at 
one o’clock and fifty minutes, and the last 
drawn that of Mr. Wituiams, of New York, at 
two o'clock and thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Imove thatthe House 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will ask unanimous consent to report a 
bill from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
in order that the ‘same may be ordered to be 
printed and reeommitted. 

Mr. DICKEY. | [ call for the regular order. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. Srevenson that the House adjourn, 
and it was agreed to. ` pe 

Accordingly (at two o'clock and thirty- 
seven minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


n . 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees; i l r 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Messrs. 
Feltman, Whitaker, Middendorf, and numer- 
ous others, manufacturers and dealers in cigars, 
of Covington, Kentucky, for the increase of 
the tariff on imported cigars to the extent of 
atleast three dollars per pound and fifty per 
cent. ad valorem. 3 : 

By Mr. BUCKLEY : The petition of Ben- 
jamin Garden, L. A. Gregory, A. C. Worthy, 
and others, for the establishment of a mail 
route from Troy, via Pea River, Buck Horn, 
Hobdys, and Louisville, to Clayton, in the State 
of Alabama. . 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petitions of 
Mount Carroll, lilinois, 


D. H. Spickler, of Franklin Grove, Illinois, 


| William Parker, of Amboy, Illinois, and Theo- 


dore Mack, of Sterling, Illinois, asking a mod- 
ification of section one hundred and sixty-two 
of the revised codification of the postal laws. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of A. M. 
May, a newspaper publisher, askin gan amend- 


| ment of the existing postal laws. 


By Mr. FRYE: The petition of D. G. Bean 
and others, of Maine, praying that Congress 
will give early.and thorough attention to the 
laws affecting and governing, first, appoint- 
ments to and removals from public: offices; 
second, salaries, perquisites, and moieties of 
public officers; third, seizures of private books: 
and papers, 

Also, the petition of J. 8. Wheelwright and 
others, of Maine, for the same. ; 
` By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, against a 


By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition: of T. 


-Glancy and E: H. Thomas, praying a modifi- 


cation of the postal laws. : 
Also, the petition of Judson Graves, for the . 

same purpose. ae 
By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts ¢ The 


1872. 


remonstrance of the type-founders of Boston, 
Massachusetts, against a reduction in the 
tariff rates on printing types proposed by a 
bill before Congress. 

By Mr. LAMPORT: The petition of cer- 
tain type founders against the repeal of the 
tariff rates on printing type. . 

Also, the memorial of the American Tem- 
perance Commission, asking the appointment 
of commissioners to investigate and report to 
Congress the result of prohibitory legislation 
for the suppression of intemperance; also, the 
result of the legalized liquor traffic upon the 
public welfare; and what additional legisla- 
tion, if any, may be necessary, for the prohibi- 
tion of the manufacture, importation, and sale 
of all intoxicating liquors to be used as a bev- 
erage within the jurisdiction of the national 
Government. 

By Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
petition of Charles E.-Barroll, relative to the 
payment of postage by publishers and dealers 
in newspapers and periodicals. 

By Mr. McJUNKIN: The petition of Anne 
Humphreys, widow of Lawrence Humphreys, 
deceased, late a private in company H, ninety- 
first regiment Pennsylvania infantry volun- 
teers, praying the passage of an act granting 
her a pension. 

Also, the petition of Mary O’ Kane, depend- 
ent mother of Daniel O’ Kane, deceased, late 
a seaman in the United States Navy, praying 
the passage of an act granting her a pension. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Albert 
Holton and others, of Maine, heirs of the 
original claimants, for a bill for indemnity for 
French spoliations. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Henry 
C. Mills, private in first Vermont artillery, 
praying a pension. 

By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition of 
James Delong and 14 others, citizens of Ken- 
tucky, asking that compensation be granted 
them for services rendered in the late war. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Fred- 
erick Becker, Ernest Weiss, and others, ma- 
chinists, of Detroit, Michigan, in favor of a 
protective tariff. 

Also, the petition of A. B. Maynard and 
others, of Detroit, Michigan, for the same. 

Also, the petition of George Bishop and 40 
others, mechanics and laborers, of Hamtramck, 
Wayne county, Michigan, for the same. 

Also, the petition of Adam Scholes and 50 
others, shoemakers, of Detroit, for the same. 

Also, the petition of George Clark, E. F. 
Bates, and 60 others, molders, machinists, 
and laborers, at Fulton iron and engine-works, 
Detroit, for the same. 

By Mr. WALLACE: The petition of Mrs. 
M. A. Secrest, for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 9, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT ‘laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, re- 
lating to the return of Senate bill No. 289, for 
the relief of home guards raised in certain 
counties of Tennessee, and in Jackson county, 
Alabama, and accompanying papers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in obedience to law, the 
report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast Survey for the year ending No- 
vember 1, 1871; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. : 

Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: - . ; 
Resolved, That there be printed two thousand 
extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of 
the United States Coast Survey for 1871, of which one 
thousand copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
and one thousand copies shall be for distribution by 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. é 


CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents a letter from the United States Attorney 
for the District of Columbia, in regard to legal 
proceedings instituted with reference to the 
publication of the treaty of Washington last 
spring, which will be reported by the Secre- 


tary. 
The Chief Cierk read the following letter: 


OFFICE UNITED STATES Artorney, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
; WASRINGTON, D. C., February 7, 1872. 
Siz: I have the honor to inform you that on 
receiving certificates of the refusal of Messrs. Rams- 
dell and White to answer certain questions pro- 
pounded to them respecting the Washington treaty 
y, the Senate of the United States, I proceeded to 
bring the matter before the grand jury of this Dis- 


triet for their action, in pursuance of the third sec-` 


tion of the act of Congress of the 24th January, 1857, 
although I entertained the opinion that, by the act 
of Congress approved June 17, 1870, entitled "An 
act to establish a police court for the District of 
Columbia; and for other purposes,” the provision 
requiring the matter to be brought before the grand 
jury contained in the act of January 24, 1857, was 
repealed, and the jurisdiction in such cases had been 
transferred to the police court. I deemed it my duty, 
however, to lay the case before the grand jury, so 
that the question of jurisdiction might be decided 
by the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 
On the calling of the cases for trial (the grand jury. 
having found indictments) motions were made to 
quash the indictments on the ground of the transfer 
of jurisdiction made by the police court act; which 
motions prevailed and the indictments were quashed. 
Since then I have prepared informations in the 
cases to be filed in the police court, and shall be 
ready to proceed to trial if it be the pleasure of the 
Senate that the offending witnesses be further pur- 
sued. But before I can file these informations in 
the police court, it is made necessary by the third 
section of the police court act thatsome person shall 
make oath to the commission of the offense charged. 
Should it be the desire of the Senate the prosecution 
shall go forward, it will be necessary for some per- 
son having knowledge of the commission of the 
offenses by Ramsdell and White to appear before me 
and take the oath as prescribed by said third section 
of the police court act. | . 

Awaiting the expression of the desire of the Sen- 
ate in this behalf, and theappearance of some person 
to make the required oath, 1 have the honor to be, 
very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

i GEO. P. FISHER, | 
United States. Attorney District of Columbia, 
Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
President United States Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that this docs not come under the twenty- 
fourth rule; but the Chair submits it to the 
Senate, as it is a matter in regard to which the 
Senate had taken action in the spring. It will 
have to lie over, except by unanimous consent, 
until the morning business is concluded. That 
must be considered first. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the communication will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, It is so 
referred. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented three 
memorials from citizens of Maine, praying a 
modification of the laws regulating the follow- 
ing subjects: first, in regard to appointments 
to and removals from office; second, the abo- 
lition of the system of moieties of fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures in the collection of cus- 
toms; third, not to the entire abolition of the 
power to seize books and papers; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition. of citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage of a law taxing distilled spirits 
according to their actual capacity, such capa- 
city to be ascertained by practical men; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cyrus Pierce 
and others, of Bristol, Pennsylvania, praying 
an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, providing that no candidate shall 
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hereafter be eligible to -any Federal office who; ; A 


is addięted tọ the use .of intoxicating liquors 
as a beverage, and that. drunkenness insany: 
incumbent of such office shall..be deemed at 
any time sufficient ‘cause for his immediate. 
impeachment. and .deposition; . which :was. 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary... 

He also presented a memorial of three. hun-. 
dred and twenty-seven workers in ‘the employ: 
of the Westmoreland: Coal Company, and.citi-; 
zens. of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania,- 
praying a repeal of the duties upon tea, coffees: 
and other articles of necessity, and such an 
adjustment of the tariff.duties.as will protect 
home industry; which was referred to- the 
Committee on Finance. i : His 

He also presented a. memorial of one hün- 
dred and twenty-six workers- in:the Penn Gas: 
Coal Company’s mines, and. citizens. of -Penn: 
station and vicinity, Pennsylvania, praying & 
repeal of the duties upon tea, coffee, and other: 
articles of necessity, and- for such an adjust- 
ment of the tariff duties as will protect home 
industry; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. bey : 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Soho iron-works, and. citizens of. Alle- 
ghany county, Pennsylvania, praying a repeal 
of the duties upon tea, coffee, and other arti; 
cles of necessity, and for such an adjustment 
of the tariff duties as will protect home indus- 
try; which was referred to. the Committee: .on 
Finance. fy CAA eerie 

Mr. OSBORN presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Marianna, Florida, praying indemnifi- 
cation for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the year 1801; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. i f 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of a 
large number of merchants of Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying a modification of thelawsand. 
regulations affecting and governing appoint- 
ments to and removals from public. offices, 
salaries, perquisites, and moieties of. public 
officers, and seizures of private books and 
papers ;. which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. = Serb a 

Mr, SHERMAN presented a petition of sol- 
diers of the late war, praying that a bounty of. 
$8 334 per month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
term served, and that an amendment be made 
to the twenty-fifth section of the act. approved 
July 16,. 1870, so as to permit soldiers. or 
sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements. of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred. to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented three memorials of work- 
ers in iron, citizens of Ohio, remonstrating 
against any change in the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing the duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Robert 
Lockhart, publisher of the Loudonville Inde- 
pendent, of Ashland county, Ohio, praying for 
such an amendment to the postal laws as will 
allow persons known as regular publishers and 
dealers in newspapers and periodicals to receive 
by mail such’quantities of either as they. may 
require, in bulk, whether. wholly or in, part 
printed, and pay the postage thereon as.re- 
ceived, at the same rates pro rata as reg- 
ular subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly.in advance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. o - 

He also presented a memorial of Thomas W. 
Rathbone, heir of J. C. Rathbone, of Lindale, 
Ohio, praying indemnity for.spoliations com- 
mitted by the French between the years 1798 and 
1801; which was ordered to-lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. also present a petition |, 
signed by sixty-four of the leading-men, many 
of whom 1 know, of Cleveland, Ohio; and a 
petition signed by twenty-six business men of 
Toledo, Ohio, similar. in. character: to those 
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“presented: by: other! Senators, remonetrating 
against “theeseizures of private books and: 
papers.: -Tehave also iso far examined “the: 
grounds of complaint as‘ to ‘be. satisfied “that 

‘there ought “td be a modification of ‘the law 
authorizing: the seiguieand’ examination of- 
private books and papers by ‘castom+house:’ 
officers. :/ I think myself ¢hat gross: abuses of 
authority: and. power have: beer exercised in 
this way tothe injury of private: citizens and: 
without any benefit to the public service. E 
move “the reference ofthese petitions to the: 


Committee òn the Judi¢iary. e =e 
~The motion was agreed to. f 
oMr SPENCER." present the memorial 
of È. P. Young and two hundred and fourteen: 
others,’ citizen's of Alabama, who: represent 
that at a time when sectional animosities were 
rife in the land against the people of the State 
of Alabama-and other southéri States, the 

Congress: of the United States’ passed -acts 
levying excessive taxes on‘a product peculiar 
to’ and grown only in’ the southern States, 
and atthe same tite exempted the products 
of other States. worth tenfold. more. : These 
memiorialists also represent that while this was 
the: case the southern. States paid their due 
share of all other taxes: : The Constitution of 
the United States provides ‘that direct taxes 
shuil:be apportioned among the several States 
according to numbers; and all other taxes 
shall be uniform: throughout the United States. 
‘Therefore, the memorialists consider that they 
have been ‘illegally and unjustly dealt with in 
being required to pay an undue’ share: of 
taxes on the products of their soil, amounting 
in some ‘cases: to more than one fourth the 
value of the produce. : 

: Now that the excitements have passed away, 
these memorialists express the hope that Con- 
gress will reconsider the hasty legislation of 
former years:and repair the wrongs inflicted on 
@ people: many ‘of whom have. been almost 
reduced to extreme poverty by losses growing 
out’ of: the late- unhappy war, by short crops 
and low prices, and particularly by the oner- 
ous and oppressive tax levied on cotton. They 
state that-no people are more willing than they 
to: bear’ their: due. share of taxes, and they 
believe the same spirit animates the people of 
this: and other southern States, and when the 
money is refunded which they feel was unjustly 
taken from them their confidence in the even- 
handed justice ‘of: «great Government will 
be restored. I move: the reference of this 
memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to: > 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of 
the late war, praying the enactment of a law 
granting a pension to’Patrick Brennan ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. J. present the 
petition of Lafayette 8. Foster and some three 
hundred other citizens of Norwich, Connec- 
tient; asking the earliest and. most: thorough 
attention of Congress to the laws and regula- 
tions affecting ‘and governing the ‘following 
subjects: first, appointments to and: removals 
from public offices; second, the salaries, per- 
quisites, and moieties of public officers ; third, 
the seizures of private books and-papers, and 
also other matters pertaining to the customs 
revenue laws. I have examined the names 
appended to this petition, and find them to 
embrace those of a ‘large proportion<of the 
most reputable citizens of Norwich. 

I have also a petition ‘of. citizens: of New 
Haven, Connecticut, on the same subject and 
of the ‘same character ; also, a petition of eiti- 
zens of New Britain, Connecticut, on the same 
subject’ and of the same character; also, a 
petition of citizens of Hartford, Connecticut, 
on the same subject and of the same charac- 
ter; and also a petition of other citizens of 
Connecticut onthe same subject and of the 
same character.: I move that all of them be 
referred to the Committée‘on the Judiciary. 
` ‘The motion was agreed-to. - - ; 


"© Me EDMUNDS.°T am charged: with the 
pleasant duty of presenting three petitions from 


citizens of Vermont, of the samé character, 


-and T-know many of them ‘to be very respect 


able gentlemen. I see that, acting no doubt 
upon the: theory:that -my friend:from> Rhode 


‘Island [Mr. Axtaony] mentioned yesterday, 
‘the person Who went argand: to get these sig- 


natures Was-so' eager-to have:them count, that 
he got-one gentleman to sign-twice, to get two 
cents more, J suppose. But the considerations 
which the. petitioners: set forth are-.certainly 
worthy-of very careful and seriqus considera- 
tion. -I move their: reference tothe Commiitee 
on the Judiciary. 

The ‘motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE presented a resolu- 
tion of the-General. Assembly of Alabama, in 
favor of an act granting land to aid in the 
construction of the Mobile and Northwestern 
Railroad Company ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. . 
 He-also presented a resolution of the Geu- 
eral Assembly of: Alabama, in favor: of the 
enactment of a law refunding tothe peopleof 
the. cotton growing States the amount of tax 
collected: on :cotton during. the ‘years. 1865, 
1866, and 1867; ‘which was: referred: to the 
Committee on Finance. ; á 

He also-presented a resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama, in favor ofan act; 
extending the time for selecting swamp. and 
overflowed .lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of 
citizens of. Virginia and of the Distriet.of 
Columbia; praying thatan additional duty 
of one cent per pound be imposed on sumac ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. es : ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a 
petition of citizens of West. Virginia, praying 
a reduction of the tax on stogie cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a memorial 
from citizens of New York city, in relation to 
the proposition to use the surplus of the Chi- 
nese indemnity fund to establish an American 
college in China; which’ was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
Edward W. Perry, publisher of the Lake Shore 
Commerce, of Allegan county, Michigan, pray- 
ing a modification of the postal laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. À 

He also presented the petition of J. W. 
Allen, ‘publisher of the. Herald, of Ingham, 
Michigan, praying a modification of the postal 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. THURMAN. present a petition from 
citizens of Columbus, Ohio; in which I reside, 
relative to appointments to and removals from 
public office; to the salaries, perquisites, and 
moieties of public offices; and to the power of 
seizing the books and papers of merchants. 
I wish to say in presenting this petition that 
iam persoually acquainted’ with almost every 
signer‘ of it; and the signers. are among the 
most respectable and important business men 
of that city aud of all political parties. I never 
have presented a petition signed. by more re- 
spectable names or the names of persons whose 
opinions were entitled .to. more consideration. 
E- move that -this petition: be referred to the 
Committee on the j udiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. THURMAN. £ present also-a similar 


petition from citizens of Cincinnati, and I may 


make substantially the same ‘remarks: about 
the signers of this petition. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee-on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a petition of 
Pierce Curby and twenty-nine others, soldiers 
of Ohio, praying that a bounty of $8 384 a month 
be granted to all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors for the entire term served, and that 


an- amendment be made to the. twenty-fifth 
settion of the act approved duly 15,1870, so 
as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements. of settlement and cultivation ; 
which was- referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. Sn Ee a 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of a 
large-number of citizens of the eity of Wheel- 
ing, West. Virginia, praying a reduction of 
the tax: on stegie cigars; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Finance. 


PERSONAL. EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SUMNER.’ I see that the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. Haury] is in his seat; I forbore 
until he arrived, but I wish, with the indul- 
gence of the Senate, to call attention to an 
error of fact in à statement made by the Sena- 
tor.from Maine in reference to myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘he Senator 
from Massachusetis asks consent to make a 
personal statement.’ Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator on that ocea- 
sion reéounted an interview he had with the 
reporter of the Globe, and then proceeded: 
“In an interview, the next day I think, he”— 
“That is, the Feporter—' Ai 
“told me that when proofs had been sont to. the 
Senator from Massachusetts for his inspection, he 
found fault that it-was omitted, and I immediately 
stated to the reporter that I bad no desire to sup- 

ress it, and I asked that it be restored to the Globe, 
very word of thisthe reporter will afirm, He sub- 
sequently informed me that the Senator from Màs- 
sachusetts. had been notified that it would be re- 
stored, and that I desired it.” i 

“I said at once in reply to that as follows: 

‘He says that the proofs were submitted to my- 
self. I never saw the proofs.’ ‘They were never sub- 
mitted to mé: -I knew. nothing of the proposition to 
suppress. I did not imagine that anybody could 
make it, until on reading the Globe the next morn- 
ing I found'that the speech ‘of the Senator was sup- 
pressed.) iog ii tien: Lr ns a ; 

The Senator then replied , - 
, “ Again, I may 'haye:been mistaken as to the mode 
in which the Senator got hig information in relation 
to what appeared in the Daily Globe; but when I 
was informed by'the reporter that he found fault, E 
immediately directed the publisher of that paper to 
communicate to him, and they told me they did 
communicate to him, that it was my wish that the 
matter omitted should be printed in ‘the regular 
edition of the Globe. _ eo : 

“Mr. SUMNER. . L will say that I noyer received 
any such communication.” ©. 


' There the matter dropped in this Chamber; 
but yesterday I. was called. from my seat. by 
one. of the publishers of the Globe who had 
read the statement of the Senator from Maine, 
and he mentioned in the very kindest tone that 
there was error on the part of the Senator; and 
he confirmed my statement. Of course I knew 
that my statement was precisely according to 
the facts. I asked him if he would be good 
enough to send me in writing what he had 
said to me. He asked me to ‘address him a 
note calling for the information, which I did; 
and this morning I have received the following 
letter which I ask to have read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 
A . GLOBE OFFICE; February 8, 1872. 
Dear Sir: Your note of this date is received, as 
follows: i ae i 
.“Sunats CHAMBER, February 8, 1872, 
“GENTLEMEN: I eall yourattention to an incident 
in the Globe of to-day with ‘reference to the sup- 
pression:of a speech by Mr, HAMLIN and its subse- 
quent restoration, Will you begood énough to state 
the tactsso far as they come within your knowledge? 


“ Faithfully, yours, 
ri “CHARLES SUMNER. 
“Messrs: Rives & Barpey.” 


The facts concerning the suppression of remarks of 
Mr. Hauntn and yourself from the debates of Jan- 
uary 25, so far as known to us, are correctly given, 
down to the date of our note of January 27, which 
is incorporated in your remarks of January 29, as 
printed in the Daily Globe of the next day, and need 
not be repeated we presume: but it is certainly not 
foreign to a statement of facts as called for, that we 
refer to: your very kind initial note upon thissubjéct, 


which is as follows: 


“H STREET, corner ov VERMONT AYENUR, 

eae “Saturday... 

“ GENTLEMEN: I observe tHat remarks “by Mr. 
Hamiin, with my reply, immediately after my ‘sub- 
stitute for the resolution of adjournment, are oniit- 
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ted in the Globe this morning, thus rendering what 
followed unintelligible. I wish you would be good 
enough to send me to-day a. transcript of the notes 
suppres ly, yours 
“ Faithfully, , : 
aes “CHARLES SUMNER.” 

On the 28th January you wrote us as follows: 


“Mr. SUMNER does. not'see how the close of the 
debate on the resolution of adjournment can be 
intelligible unless Mr. HaMLin’s speech is inserted. 
Je thinks it ought to appear in the quarto Globe. 

* Sunday.” : 

This note was delayed in the post office,and did 


not come to hand until after you called attention to: 


the subject in your place.in the Senate, upon which 
signification of your wish we restored the suppressed 
words, made up the quarto edition which had been 
detained, and sent you a proof of the page contain- 
ing the restored matter, that you might see that the 
restoration had been properly made. That (final) 
proof was sent without your request, and itis the 
only one that has been shown you in connection 
with this matter. 

Any directions which Mr. HamLin may have sent 
us in relation to this subject, we regret to say, failed 
to reach us, Our best recollection is that after the 
eliminated matter had been restored in the quarto 
edition, we learned from the reporter that Mr. Han- 
Lin had no objection to the restoration. 

We are, vory respectfully, : 

F. & J. RIVES & GEO. A. BAILEY. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED.. 


On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That William J. Larimer have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs, Jane Northridge have leave to 
withdraw ber petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. : 


Mr. CALDWELL. Yesterday. morning I 
filed a petition for the withdrawal of certain 
papers from the files of the Senate, which, at 
the request of the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. Epacunps, ] was laid over until to-day for 
information. ‘The papers sought to be with- 
drawn are papers that were filed in support of 
the private claim of certain soldiers for bounty. 
It appears that a claim agent had a power of 
attorney from them to obtain Treasury drafts, 
and it is alleged that he forged the names of 
the claimants. A bill was introduced at the 
last session of Congress to refund the amount, 
but it was never acted upon, and bills are now 
pending in the House of Representatives for 
the same purpose, and the papers sought to 
be withdrawn are desired to be used in proof 
of the claim before the committee of the 
House of Representatives. I now ask that 
the order be made, ; i 

There being no objection, it was 


Ordered, That Charles Ashburn, Joseph F. King, 
Joseph Grant, Samuel Barkan, James Clarke, Jesse 
Sutton, Ottawa Sutton, Joseph Mundell, S. W. Hil- 
dreth, George Amly, James Connel, and Gideon E. 
Hodson have leave to withdraw their petitions and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of C. E. Rogers be 
taken from the files of.the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mx. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the reply of the Secretary. of the 
Interior to Senate resolution in relation to Beaver 
Lake, and accompanying papers, be taken from the 
table, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance to report back the bill 
(S. No. 187) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide a national currency secured by 
pledge of United States bonds, and to provide 
for the circulation and redemption thereof.” 
This bill relates only to the town of Leaven- 
worth, and the Senators from Kansas desire 
me to ask that it be put on its passage. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is only striking out 
the word “ Leavenworth’? ` - 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to strike out the 
word “Leavenworth” from among the cities 
named as centers of redemption, and relieve 
the banks “there from that burden. The bill 
is reported with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, and I suppose the original bill 
need not be read. « 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 187) 
to amend an act entitled “ An act to provide 


i 


| that as this is a question of an individual claim 


| tlers, it properly belongs to the Committee on 


a national currency secured by pledge of Uni- 
ted States bonds, and to provide for the circu- 
lation :and redemption thereof, ? was consid- 
ered as in Commiittee-of the Whole 

The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to` strike out all after the enacting: 


clause and insert: 


That section thirty-one of said act be amended by 
striking out the word. “ Leavenworth” where it 


occurs in said section. ; 


Mr. CALDWELL. The bill affects. only 
the town of Leavenworth, in which I live, 
and I should like very much to have it dis- 
posed of promptly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended; and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended by adding the word 
“approved June 8, 1864.” : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs have directed me to report a bill 
(S. No. 615) to reimburse certain soldiers for 
loss of clothing by fire at Chicago. It is a | 
small bill, limited to $180, and I-should like 
to have it put upon its passage. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Is there objec: 
tion ? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . I shall not.object to that 
particular bill, but I wish to ask the Senate to 
take up the resolution I offered on Tuesday 
last requesting the President of the United 
States to furnish certain information. 

Mr. COLE. I have morning business to 

resent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 588) for the relief of 
Albert D. Pierce, postmaster at Sumnerville, 
Ottawa county, Kansas, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 522) to provide for the sale of the 
lands of the United States containing coal, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. No. 156) for the relief of Frederick P. 
Dimpfel, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill (S. No. 616) to re- 
lease to the State of Indiana the lands known 
as the bed of Beaver Lake, in Newton county, 
in said State; which was read, and passed to 
the second reading. i 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
No. 577). to reéstablish the branch mint. at 
New Orleans, or restore the same to the city 
of New Orleans, reported it with an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the memorial 
of William McGarrahan, for the confirmation |} 
of a certain tract of land in California, have 
had the same under consideration, and have 
directed me to report it back and ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
with the recommendation that it be referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims.. The 
Committee on Public Lands are of opinion 


to a quantity of public lands, and not under || 
the general law granting public lands to set- 


Private Land Claims, and we recommend that |; 
the Committee on Public Lands be discharged i 
from its further consideration, and that it be |! 


| referred to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. | 
The motion was agreed to. | 
- Mr. COLE. f 


The Committee on Appropi, 
ations have had under consiđeration the 


i {i 


! upon: this resolution, 


(H.R. No. 1060): making appropriations forthe 
legislative, executive, andjudicial expenses 
of the Government for the:year ending June 
30, 1873, and for. other purposes,:.and have. 
directed me to report:it «back» with “sundry 
amendments. I give:noticéthat:ow. Tuesday: 
next, after the morning hour, T will move the: 


Senate to take up this bill and ‘proceed ‘with 


its consideration, and :at:that time Ishall not 
consent to any other : business intervening, 
unless it be by vote of the:Senate. i -=i 3! 
<a NAVY REGISTER. ao 

Mr.. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: ; Sa i 
Resolved, That fifteen hundred. additional copies 


of the Naval Register for 1871 be printed for the 
use of the Senate. ' ; PES 


= < BILLS INTRODUCED. | dices, 
-Mr,. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained; leave to intredace:a bill 
(S. No. 617) approving the act passed by the 
Legislative. Assembly of Dakota Territory 
authorizing the people to vote aid to railroads; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on-Territories, and. ordered. to 
be printed...» peano fo a Dni : 

Mr. WILSON, asked, and by unanimous 
consent. obtained,. leave to -introduce a: bill 
(S. No. 618) authorizing compensation to the 


members of company B, fourteenth infantry, 


| for private property destroyed. by fire.on the * 


Nashville and Chattanooga railroad; which 
was read twice by its.title, referred tothe 


| Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 


be printed. . ie, ardi 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and. by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 619) to provide payment for depreda- 
tions committed by the whites upon Shawnee 
Indians in the State of Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to-the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, |. 

Mr. WINDOM (by request): asked, and. by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave : to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. .620): for the sale- of the 
Black Bob Indian lands in the State of Kansas; 
whieh: was. read twice by its: title, referred.to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. pM ety ths 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce.a bill (S; -No. 
621) to relieve certain persons therein named 
from the legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by. its title, 
referred to the select. Committee onthe 
Removal of Political Disabilities, and ordered 
to be printed. S . : 

RED RIVER. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution by unanimous consent; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the Senate any information in his 
Department showing the estimated cost of improv- 
ing the navigation of Red river at or near Tones 
Bayou. 

TREATY. OF WASHINGTON, | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution I introduced on 
Tuesday last. ; ; 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the resolution as modified. :“ 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not 


: in his opinion incompatible. with. the public inter- 
: est, to communicate to the 


Senate any information 
in his possession respecting the alleged intention of 
the Government of Great Britain to revoke thetreaty 
lately concluded between that Government and the 
United States. ný 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Tdo not wish. to occupy 
any more of the time of the Senate jn remarks 
e but only:to’ say. that T 
think the information we now-have: woul 
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"have justified: my- friend. from: Mlinois [Mr. 
TromBuLL]-in agreeing even to the last ‘part 
of the résolution as:I' offered it; but as it now 
stands’ itcaceomplishes the object I have in 
view, to ascértain what the facts are; and. I 
do not cate myself to’make any further obser- 
‘vations upon ‘it. i ; oe 

-Mri PATTERSON, I see that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
jg absent. Í concurred with the chairman and 
the other members of the Committee on. Fór- 
eign Relations sin. thinking that it would be 
better to allow this resolution to lie over for a 
time; still I am not very particular about it., 
I do not think that any essential harm will be 
done by'its passage. The Secretary of State 
having been a member of the high commis- 
‘sion certainly ought to know what his powers 
are únder the treaty. If he does not know 
and the members of the Government generally 
do not know what they have a right to present 
to the court of arbitration sitting ‘at Genéva, 
then all I have'to say is they are hardly fitto 
conduct the: affairs. of the Government with 
foreign Powers. ‘If they do know, they are 
‘very disinzénuous if they have presented claims 
which ‘they were not: authorized: to present 
under the treaty. “I think ‘no Senator would 
care to assume that our Government does not 
understand the limitations of the treaty. or 
what it allows them to ‘present-to this court, 
atid, knowing what they have'a right to pre- 
sent, I presume we should hardly be willing 

‘to allow that they have presented anything 
which they have not a right to present. They 
must have been either very incompetent or 
very disingenuous in what they have done, if 
they have done anything wrong. 

Now, sir, assuming that'our Government has 
acted intelligently in preparing and submitting 
its claims to the board: of arbitration, I think 
we must look upon the language of the leaders 
of: Patliament, and especially of the prime 
minister, as very imprudent if not hostile and 
insulting to the Government and the people 
‘of the United States, and I shduld consider it 
very unfortunate if Senators: should be pro- 
voked by this violent: language in the English 
Parliament and the ‘English press to say any- 
thing here which would seem to be in the char- 
acter and spirit of the utterances which have 
reached us from England since the opening of 
Parliament. 

Indeed, sir, I think thus far there is a very 
striking contrast between the language of the 
English press and the English Parliament and 
that of the American press and American Con- 
gress on this question. I have been exceed- 
ingly gratified with the wise and temperate 
tone of our press in regard to this matter. I 
hope that that wise and temperate utterance 
will be maintained to the end; and not only 
that, but that our Government, in a dignified, 
manly, and proper way, will maintain its posi- 
tion in respect to this treaty of Washington. 
I do not wish to be understood as saying any 
thing in respect to the policy of submitting a 
claim for consequential damages or of. our 
ability to maintain them before the board at 
Geneva. I speak simply of-our right to pre: 
seut them under the treaty. E : 

The language used in Parliament by the 
Opposition shows that there is an effort on 
the part of the Opposition to oust from power 
the Gladstone ministry. The Opposition as- 
sume that the American Government have a 
right to present the claim in the way in which 
they have done it, but that the English commis- 
sioners were. overreached in the treaty. That 
shows, it seems to me, on the part of Disraeli 
and those who act with him, a purpose to push 
from power the. present ministry. But Glad- 
stone seeks. to. evade the force of this excited 
and violent eurrent of the publie mind in Eng- 
land by falling in with it, and by expressing in 
stronger‘terms than the Opposition itself his 
condemnation of our course. He pronounces 
the: claim for indirect damages by the Ameri- 
can Government: “preposterous”: and “ ab- 


‘this question at present. 
that this treaty is a high treaty between two | 


surd;’’ c 
the lips of the prime minister is unworthy, and, 
I am forced to say, insulting.” -Because he 
wishes to frustrate the efforts of his enemies, 
he-has no. right so to characterize the action 
of our Government. But, sir, I hope that we 
shall not enter into a debate here which will in 
any wise seem to justify this violent language 
on the part of the English press, or of public 
men in Parliament or out of Parliament inthe 
mother country. ‘ : f 

. Mr. SHERMAN. Ido notintendto debate 
this matter, for the reason that in my opinion 
any debate upon a question of this kind is 
impolitie and wrong. Perhaps, if I were to 
say anything, I might be led to do what my 
honorable friend from New Hampshire has 
just done—commit an indiscretion. I think 
it would be better for him not to discuss 
the motives of the prime minister.of Great 
Britain, and better for us all not to discuss 
It seems to me 


great nations, and neither of these nations 
is likely after fall consideration to violate its 
public faith. I am willing to let the matter 
stand. My own judgment is that this resolu- 
tion had better be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, Whenever they find it 
necessary to communicate with the President 
or the executive authority they can get this 
information, and whenever any information of 
this kind is proper to be communicated, I 
think it will be communicated on a subject of 
this importance without any direct request 
to the President. I therefore move that this 
resolution be referred tothe Committee ‘on 
Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. PATTERSON, ` I wish to say to my 
friend from Ohio that he mast have entirely 
mistaken the drift of my remarks if he assumes 
that I committed avy indiscretion in question- 
ing the motives of the prime minister of Eng- 
land. I simply quoted his language; and I 
say that the language is insulting in its char- 
acter; but I hope nothing will be uttered 
in the Senate like the language of the prime 
minister. f f l 

Mr. SHERMAN. That language comes to 
us by a cable telegram. It is probably a guess 
at a single paragraph of a long speech made in 
reply to a political attack. It seems to me 
we ought not to debate a question so important 
as this upon such information as that, and I 
hope we shall not do so. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from Vermont the propriety of modi- 
ie g his resolution in one particular. It reads 
thus: f 

That the President be requested, if not in his 
opinion incompatible with the public interest, to 
communicate to the Senate any information in his 
peor respecting the alleged intention of the 

overnment of Great Britain to revoke the treaty 
lately concluded between that Government and the 
United States, 

“ The alleged intention to revoke the treaty.’? 
By whom alleged? The queen in her speech 
intimates no purpose of that kind, bat. inti- 
mates a remonstrancé or a complaint in regard 
to the character of the case submnitted by. our 
Government. Mr. Gladstone, the premier, in 
his speech intimates no purpose to revoke the 
treaty, but complains in regard to the charac- 
ter of the claim that has been made. T sug- 
gest to the Senator to modify his resolution so 
as to readin this way: © >00 o 
, That the President be requested, &c., to commun- 
icate to the Senate any information in his posses- 
sion respecting the complaint. made by the English 
Government against the case submitted by the Gov- 


ernment of the United States to the arbitrators at 
aen eva, appointed under the late treaty with Eng- 


I hardly think it comports with the dignity 
of the Senate and with the gravity of the sub- 
ject for us to assume upon ‘newspaper state- 
ments that the English Government intend to 
revoke that treaty, when there is nothing to 
sustain that assumption in the reported speech 
of the queen or that of the premier... All that 


I submit, sir,-that such language from. 


those.speeches indicate is a complaint against 
the character of the case presented by this 
Government. They have said nothing about 
revoking the treaty, and it would hardly be 
proper, I think, for us to pass a resolution 
speaking of an alleged purpose to revoke the 
treaty, simply upon newspaper statements, 
when there is nothing in the action of the 
English Government, the language of the 
queen or of the premier, that seems to look 
to revocation. 

- Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall with the greatest 
possible pleasure accept any modification of 
that kind that will make the. resolution more 
agreeable to my honorable friend, although he 
will permit me to sayto him that I think he 
has rather strained a point in stating that this 
resolution assumes that there is such an inten- 
tion. It assumes that it is alleged that there 
is such an intention, but it does not assume 
the existence of the fact. Everybody knows 
that it is notorious in the newspapers of all the 
civilized world at this day that that is alleged 
to be the intention of her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment provided we will not recede and make 
up our case as they think we ought to make 
it; and in the speech of the English premier 
reported and telegraphed here, there is some- 


_thing T-think: my friend will find, and I regret 


very much to see. it, which, points directly to 
this thing. It is the last clause: 

“He could, if he desired, refer to the preposterous 
character of the American demands, which of itself 
proved their absurdity, for they were such as no peo- 
ple in the last extremity of war, or in the lowest 
depths of national misfortune, with the spirit of 
England in their hearis, would ever submit to.” 

Taking it to. be true that the English lan- 
guage means on the other side of the Atlantic 
what it means here, and taking this allegation 
of what this gentleman bas said to be so, then 
it means plainly that unless we will revoke our 
ease in certain particulars and withdraw it 
they will not. submit to go on with the treaty, 
which is a revocation of the treaty.. But: I do 
not comment on that, because what. I am afier 
is the business of this nation, that the Senate 
and the public, if the President has information 
of this character which he thinks can be con- 
fided to the Senate in its public character, may 
know what it is, The way to preserve peace 
between nations is to have candor and frank- 
ness, The way to make war is to have con- 
cealment and intrigue. 

Now, I offer merely an ordinary resolution, 
such a8 was never in this body referred to a 
committee, calling upon the President of the 
United States in his discretion to communicate 
to us certain information, if he. bas it. Let 
me say to my friend from Ohio that. I confess 
{ should feel an immeasurable humiliation to 
have us, in treating this business question with 
Great Britain, descend to a contrivance to get 
rid of a resolution of this character, by refer- 
ring it to a committee, which we have never 
done in respect to any other nation or any other 
public or private act whatever. We pass res- 
olutions..of this character in respect to other 
foreign affairs, but we are so afraid of doing 
something to disturb the feelings or injure the 
rights of Great Britain that-we cannot pass an 
ordinary resolution of inquiry without sending 
it to a committee. Ihope my friend from Ohio 
will not insist-upon. that motion. But if the 
President, after getting this resolution, thinks 
it unfit.to communicate to us anything about 
it, then of course it wil take the same fate that 
all similar resolutions do under the same cir- 
cumstances, I accept the modification of my 
friend from Indiana with pleasure. 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.} -The resolution will: be 
so modifed.  ...- : 

Mr. SHERMAN. No one has insisted more 
pertinaciousty than my friend from Vermonton 
the reference of resolutions of inquiry and call- 
ing for-information.. Indeed, the habit of the 
Senate to pass these resolutions on the harry 
of the. moment, without reflection, has got to 
be.an. abuse that ought. to be corrected, not 
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only as to foreign relations, but as to domestic 
relations. 

But aside from that I think he is quite in 
error when he says that resolutions of this 
kind have not been referred to our committees 
in regard to our foreign relations. It is a very 
proper case for a reference. Everybody must 
teel that this nation of ours is on trial some- 
what. We have formed a treaty with a for- 
eign Power. We have faithfully observed that 
treaty in all respects, We have done nothing 
at all that any American citizen finds fault 
with. The presentation of our claim on the 
British Government is not a subject which 
they have to deal with at all, It is ours. It 
isa mere matter between the President of the 
United States and the agents that he has em- 
ployed to present our case. Under these cir- 
cumstances it seems to me the course of wis- 
dom for us is quietly to pursue the even tenor 
of our way, to present our case in our own 
language, in temperate, judicious, and mod- 
erate terms, and there stand. If a political 
excitement or any other excitement of feeling 
grows up in Great Britain, the better way is 
for us quietly not to notice it. Let them settle 
their own affairs in their own way. The agita- 
tion in Parliament will be settled, I have no 
doubt, in due time. Ido not believe that the 
Government of Great Britain or the people 
of Great Britain will ever dare, in the pres- 
ence of the civilized world, to revoke a treaty 
that has been made between these two great 
nations. 

Mr. WILSON.. That is moderation ! 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say they will not, be- 
cause public sentiment will not allow them. 
The better way is to let them alone. [ think 
the better course is to send this resolution to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and there 
let it remain. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I regret the intem- 
perate language of my friend from Ohio. 
Laughter] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour 
of one o'clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Let us take a vote one 
way or the other on this resolution, because I 
shall be getting it up every day.. I ask my 
friend from South Carolina to let the vote be 
taken on this resolution, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield fora vote. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If we are to vote on this 
resolution, L wish the attention of the Senate 
for a very few moments. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us have the order 
of the day. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I shall conclude my re- 
marks with a motion to lay the resolution 
on the table for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, make that mo- 


tion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I shalldoso. I think there 
are occasions when silence is the very great- 
est wisdom that we can manifest to the world. 
I think silence in this case is the course for 
us as statesmen to pursue. Now, I suggest 
to the consideration of the Senate whether 
in this brief discussion in this morning hour 
upon this question, there have not been words 
uttered, by two of the Senators at least, which 
had better not have been spoken. It occurred 
to me so; and believing as 1 do that we stand 
upon impregnable ground, not learning that 


there have been any official communications | 


or dispatches received up to this hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How can we learn that 
antil we inquire? let me ask my honorable 
friend, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, sir, I have taken such 
measures for the purpose of satisfying myself 
asare satisfactory to me, and not having learned 
that there bave been any dispatches received 
up to this hour, it occurs to me that we are in 
great haste. lrepeat, what is in my jadgment 
true, that we stand upon impreguable ground, 
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and-that it is unwise for us in any way, in any 
manner, to agitate the question here for the 
present. Itis a matter of grave moment; it 
is a matter of great importance. I concede 
that so great isits importance that we may well 


believe that when any official. dispatches are 
received by our Government deserving our | 


attention they will be immediately communi- 
cated to us for our consideration.. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a 
question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr, EDMUNDS. I ask him if he believes 
it to be offensive to the Government of Great 
Britain for the Senate of the United States to 
ask the President of the United States if he 
has any information on tbis subject ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir; I do not know 
that it would be offensive; but I think the 
passage of such a resolution would show. a mis- 
trust that we have of the high position we 
occapy, I move to lay the resolution on the 

able. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On that Task for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator with- 
draw the motion for a moment? I wish to 
make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Maine withdraw the motion? © 

Mr. THURMAN. I will renew it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the subject is to be 
debated I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I will not withdraw 
the motion. l 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator from Tli- 
nois had allowed me to proceed I should have 
been done by this time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not have control 
of the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered. Let us take them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought some Senator 
demanded the order of the day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Not if we can vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay the resolution on the table, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to know what is 
the state of this case; whether the Senator 
from Ilinois demanded the regular order ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I withdraw the motion if 
my friend from Ohio will renew it. 

Mr. WILSON. T objectto any arrangement 
of that kind in the Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. In order to get rid of 
this I think this matter had better go over to 
another day. I cali for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
order is the amnesty bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSK. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHERsoN, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1043) to establish an edu- 
cational fund, and to apply the proceeds of the 
public lands to the education of the people; 

A bill (H. R. No. 847) for the relief of 
Tinsley, Van Horn & Company, Glenn, Over- 
all & Clark, and J. N. Henderson & Com- 
pany, of Louisiana, Missouri ; 

A bill (H. R, No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S. ‘Trapp, executrix of William Trapp, 
deceased. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the Ual- 
ted. States, by Mr. Porrer, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had on the 8th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 
390) granting a pension to Sarah Evans. 


PN 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate resumed the ‘consideration of 
the bill B R. No. 880) for the removal of 
legal and ‘political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteenth article ofamend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, 
the pending question béing ‘on the ‘motion of 
Mr. Cors, to amend the amendment: of. Mr. 
Sumner by striking therefrom the fifth’ gee- 
tion, in the following words” eee 

That every discriminati inst st 
account of color, by. the: ike ofthe word Whiten 
any law, statute, ordinance, or regulation; is hereby 


repealed and annulled. 

And in lieu thereof to insert— : rc 

That every diserimination against citizens of: the 
United States on account of. color, by. the use of the 
word “white” in any law, statute, ordinance, or 
regutation, is hereby repealed and annulled. A 

Mr. CORBETT. I rose last evening to call 
attention to a. statement madé by. the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, [Mr, TrumBt.1,]. that this . 
amendment, by inserting the word ‘“citizen,’* 
would make a discrimination against foreign- 
born persons from Ireland, Scotland, and Ger- 
many. I understand that this‘only applies to . 
colored persons. They certainly are not col- 
ored persons. enced 

Mr. COLE. Ihope the Senator from Ore- 
gon will give way to me for a. moment, as the 
remarks of the Senator from Illinois related 


‘directly to my amendment. - l 


Mr. CORBETT. 1 shall be through in a 
moment. The amendment simply strikes out, 
as I understand, the word “ person!’ ‘and. in- 
serts ‘‘ citizen,” and therefore it only bas ref- 
erence to colored citizens. For that reason 
it does not affect, as stated. by the Senator 
from Illinois, any foreign-born citizen’ other 
than colored persons. I simply wished to 
correct the statement at the time, but the 
adjournment prevented me. l 

Mr. COLE. Theonly change in the section 
that is involved in the substitute proposed by 
myself for the section as it stands in. the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, is to make it read “ citizens’? in place 
of “persons.” “The Senator from, Minois 
truthfully said that this related to the inhabit- 
antasof Asia. ‘The intention was to exclude 
them from the operation of the naturalization 
laws. I have no concealment about it. As 
stated by my friend from Oregon, the, con- 
struction given to it by the Senator from Tli- 
nois will not be borne out by the language of 
my amendment. I willread from his remarks 
a paragraph or two. He says: 

“The Senator from California proposes to make a 
discrimination against all foreigners who come to 
this couniry until they become citizens. He pro- 
poses to put the word ‘citizen’ in here, and every 
man who comes from Europe, Irishman or German, 
Englishman or Scotchman, is not to have equal civil 
rights in this country until he becomes a naturalized 
citizen. That is the effect of the Senator’s amend- 
ment. He proposes to confine to citizens these 
rights.” 

And further, speaking on the same point: 

“That is the only object, I suppose, which the 
Senator from California had in his amendment, 
although it goes further and makes a distinction 
against every unnaturalized person, though of the 
Caucasian race and from Europe.” . 

I do not wish to enter into any controversy 
with the distinguished and very learned chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee upon any 
question of law, or even upon the construc- 
tion that is to begiven to language; but it is 
apparent that the discrimination cannot apply 
to persons coming into this country from any 
portion of Europe, persons of the Caucasian 
race, because they cannot be discriminated 
against by the use of the word ‘‘ white,’’ they 
being white people. There is discrimination 
even by the rules of this body against persons 
not citizens of the United States. By a rule 
we do not even permit them to. petition: Con- 
gress for relief in case they regard themselves 
as entitled to in- The right. of petion is 
denied them, though residing in tbis country; 
and I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the extension of the Jaws to the 
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` colored: race? was in pursuance of a stringent 
“necessity that was upon. this nation. They:had 
~ jast been relieved from bondage, and the clect- 
dye. franchise. was put. into their. hands as a 
Weapon by which they could defend themselyes 
and defend ‘their rights, they being bere citi- 
zens. resident in this; country. ee a 
-1 Phe provision, that was made in another law 


‘in favor of persons. born in Africa will never. 


probably be brought: to.a practical effect, for 


the reason, that persons. do not. immigrate. to | 


this country from: the. countries mentioned by 
‘the Senator from: Illinois: Hottentots and 
cannibals and other. classes of that kind from 
Africa, and -pérhaps from‘ the ‘islands of the 
-ocean,; do:not -Voluntarily come to- this: coun- 
try, and the practical effect of the extension 
of thë naturalization laws to them, therefore, 
amounts. to nothing. Bat so.far as the .emi- 
gration from’ Asiatic countries ‘is concerned, 
‘at is another question. ` They are in our coun- 
‘try; they have come here in pretty large num- 
bers: 1 do‘not expect the country will be 
overrun with that class of people, as some do. 
‘T donot expect that'that population will ever 
be ‘intreaded ‘to. avery great extent. Probably 
‘the maximum number that will ever reach this 
coast is here now, or has been reached within 
“the last few years. “There is, nevertheless, a 
population of that'kind amounting to perhaps 
‘sixty or eighty thousand persons, mostly men, 
who would, under the law proposed, become 
“entitled to‘naturalization. What I wish par- 
‘ticularly to call the attention of the Senate to 
is the fact’that they have never asked for such 
privilege as the section now in this bill would 
‘give them. They have never even offered a 
petition to the Seuate, to be rejected, for such 
a privilegé to be conferred upon them. They 
‘do not desire it: SS se : 
The Senator from Illinois suggests that then 
they will not avail themselves of it. y, 
then, provide for it, and render it possible for 
them tö be made subject to the will and influ- 
ence of designing politicians? They have not 
‘asked this privilege; they do not want it; and 
it is ‘no’deprivation to them to deny it tothem. 
They do'not assimilate with our institutions; 
they do not learn our laws: they do not.read 
‘our papers ‘or our books. “fhey ask né Such 
privilege. as this, nor do they qualify them- 
selves for the ‘discharge’ of any of the higher 
duties of citizens of the United States. 
Mr. President, I am as much in favor of 
human rights as perhaps any Senator on this 
floor. ‘EF believe” I am ‘not wanting in senti- 
ments of humanity. I believe I have never 
‘yet been charged with anything of that sort. 
`I am in favor of the widest liberty compatible 
with the preservation of our institutions, and 
I will go as far as anybody for the extension 
of such privileges where it can be done in con- 
sistency with the desire and purpose of main- 
‘taining’ our republican: institutions. These 
people have no sympathy with us; and if they 
were to be naturalized and bécome citizens ot 
the United States, that even would not make 
them friendly. I may be told, perhaps, in 
reply to this, that they. would have to be sworn 
as to their friendship to our institutions ‘and 
fidelity'to the Constitution. 
‘the Senator from Oregon. yesterday that they 
‘have very little regard for our method of ad- 
ministering oaths. They pay no attention 
whatever to them. This isa notorious fact. 
The privileges to that class extend to per- 
mitting such as are born-here. to grow up and 
become citizens. They would be such by rea- 
son of their birth. Perhaps there ate some 
‘already of age in the United. States who are 
now-entitled to exercise all the privileges of 
citizens of this country. l-know that popula- 
tion have been coming to this country. long 


enough for their. descendants to have grown to ; 


the age.of manhood, Let me here, before 


-taking my sest, express my disapproval-of the |} 


idea of opening the doors of citizenship of the 
United States to every. class of people, Hot- 
tentots, cannibals, and so on, as mentioned by 


It was stated by- || 


-the Senator from Hlinois. Fdo not believe in 
the doctrine. -Tt is, as I said; a political privi- 
‘lege; and nota right that every person-has. 
-Itis restricted already. Women are not per- 
“mitted to vote in this country, no matter how 
intelligent, how strong their‘affections may be 
for the Government ‘under which they : were 
born. . So youth under’-the age of twenty-one 
years, no matter what their intelligence, no 
«watter what their aequirements, are not per- 
mitted to vote, and there are other classes, 
such as lunatics and -eriminals, ‘&c., that are 
-excluded from thé privileges’ of the elective 
franchise, and there are restrictions pon it. 
Why leave these classes that [have mentioned, 
women and intelligent youths, deprived of ex- 
ercising the privilege of voting, and force it as 
it were upon those that do not desire it, who 
would. only take it under the inducements 
that might be held out to them by designing 
persons ? ` 
I hope this amendment may: be adopted. Ft 
is in accordance I believe with the original par- 
pose of the measure, and this effect of extend- 
ing the elective franchise to a class of people 
that have not asked it, and have congented in 
their treaty stipulations that they need’ “not 
have it,:is going further 1 believe than was 
intended by the mover of the measure. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.  The:ques 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 


from Massachusetts. . : 
Mr. COLE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. RS 


to the Senate before this vote is taken, and that 
is whether the legislative power of this country 
has autkority to repeal or impair treaty stipu- 
lations... As I understand we have no. such 
authority; and it is claimed here that by. treaty 
stipulations there is -express ‘provision that it 
shall entitle neither party to naturalization or 
citizenship in the other country.: In article 
six of the treaty that exists between China and 
our Government itis provided: . | 

“But nothing: herein contained shall be beld to 
confer naturalization upon citizens. of the United 
States in China, nor upon subjects of China in the 

nited States.” ` 5 + ay 

That language was adopted by two Govern- 
ments who understood precisely what they were 
negotiating about, and théy stipulated and 
agreed among themselves, that nothing in this 
treaty contained should carry with it the power 
of naturalization or of making citizens of per- 
sons from the two countries ag they exchanged 
places. ‘ 

No one goes further than I do for giving 
every citizen the rightto vote. Ihave adopted 
it as a principle, and I intend to abide by it as 
a principle. But, sir, that is not. the question. 
The simple question now presented is whether 
these people shall become citizens. A brief 
view of this case will show the lallacy of the 
idea, and | desire the attention of the Senate 
fora few minutes while I present it... 

_, L have. no prejudices against the Chinese and 
Japanese. Tan lad.to have them come here 
if they desire to do it, and do it voluntarily; 
and whenever the time arrives that they are 
tipe for American citizenship I will go for their 
naturalization; but they are coming here in 
large numbers, and we are told by the. home 


they.are not that class of Chinese and Japanese, 
with a few exceptions, that are regarded as of 
any consequence at home, [doubt the pro- 
ptiety of the experiment of putting on to them 
the full-fledged wings of citizens: watik they 
have forgotten their prejudices against this 
country, aud learned by observation and expe- 
rience that to adopt Christian habits and to 
adopt American civilization are éssential qual- 
ifications of a citizen here, ©. ṣe 


Lhope I shall-not :be misunderstood upon i 


that point. As a principle I say that: every 


citizen is entitled to vote, and -by' that T will 
stand; but that does mot commit myself nor 


kd 


California to the amendment of the. Senator | 


Mr. NYE. I wish to submit a proposition: 


authorities and by our own observation that | 


yourself to making á class of persons citizens 
who are entirely unprepared for such citizen- 
ship- ` We are told that we have conferred 
citizenship upon five or six hundred thonsand 
colored voters: F told here once a little story 
which, by permission of the Senate, I will relate 
once ‘more. Down at Powtial, in Vermont, 
they had an unruly church, and the presbytery 
met there and told the pastor he had the most 
‘godless church apparently they had ever seen. 
He said it was true. t How do you reconcile 
yourself to it,” was asked. | ‘* Why,’ said he, 
“if God intended there should be a church in 
Pownal we have to use the material we have 
got.” [Laughter.] > So I say here with these 
colored voters; they were the only loyal voters 
‘upon which we could make a nucleus around 


‘which to cluster, and we had to use there that 


material, and in a manner that in times of 
peace we should not have done. I have no 
regrets that it has been done; but that was 
born of necessity. 

Here is a diferent principle altogether. - 
There is no necessity of making these people 
citizens,‘no necessity for hurrying it; and I 
appeal’ to.the sober judgment: of the Senate 
whether they are prepared to take in untold 
thousands of these men and make them citi- 
zen$ as soon as they step off the deck of the 
ship that brings ‘them from China. No, sir. 
We will first educate them in the genios of 
our ‘institutions; we’ ‘will first make them 
proper subjects of citizetiship ‘before we try 
further experiments. Every day’s experience 
shows us that we are having trouble enough at 
‘the present time with the material that weare 
using.” Every day’s experience convinces us 
that the doors of our citizenship are’ open as 
wide'as' they ought to be opened until the flood 
that is waiting to set in shall become ft for 
civilized, Christianized, American citizenship, 
so as to’ know and feel an interest in upholding 
‘the genius:and the power of our institutions. 

Now, I hope the Senate will recede from its 
position. I hope when the yeas and nays are 
taken we shall say that we will not open wider 
‘these gates at the present time; but let us do 
what we can with those’we have got now at 
present under pupilage; let us perfect them 
first sò that they can go ot and help us to do 
the greater work still pending of making the 
Asiatic an Ametidan citizew.  I'hope the Sen- 
ate will agree with me that: the amendment of 
the -honorable: Senator-from California ought 
to be adopted... 8°: 

“Mr. SUMNER. At éach stage of this de- 
bate there is a question of power. My friend 
at my right presents ‘a new oné founded on the 
treaty with China. To that I reply.” The 
words that he read were as follows: 

“Bat nothing herein ‘contained shall be held to 
confer naturalization wpon citizens of the United 
States in China, nor upon the ‘subjects of China in 
the United States.” . : 4 

The object of that would seem to be plain, 
and it is-withiu. my recollection. precisely what 
was: intended.’ It wassimply this: that under 
this treaty . 

Mr. CARPENTER. -By this treaty. 

Mr. SUMNER. As my friend says, by this 
treaty no person could claim: naturalization ; 
that isale = > sa e 

Mr. NYE. Will my friend allow me to ask 
‘him’ a-question-?. a? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

“Mr. NYE. We all: remember the exact cir- 
cumstances under which thistréaty was made. 
‘It was found that the treaty could notbe made 
if it did not contain that provision; Does not 
my friend recollect that? ‘It “it had not con- 
tained what. was stipposed to be at that timean 
inhibition on naturalization, the treaty never 
could have beén made. l 

“Mr. SUMNER. I beg my 'friend’s pardon ; 
there wag no-question of inhibition. The ouly 
polit was to-exelude from the treaty all. idea 
that by the treaty any American was natural- 
iged in China, or any Chinaman was natoral- 
ized in’ the “United States. - It kept open the 
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question under the municipal law of the Uni- 
‘ted States, in other words, under our statute of 
naturalization. We all know in that statute 
there is the word ‘white.’ So long as that 
word remains‘in the statute the Chinaman and 
the Japanese cannot be naturalized. Strike 
that word out, and’ each can be naturalized. 
There is nothing within this treaty to interfere 
with it; there is nothing anywhere to inter- 
fere with it. The Chinaman or the Japanese 
will then stand in the same condition with the 
Frenchman, the Englishman, and the German; 
in other words, he will be a man, and by his 
manhood entitled to the citizenship of this 


country, provided he complies with the con- ` 


ditions. That is the whole case. 

Mr. NYE. Not-quite the whole case. My 
friend from Massachusetts is entirely familiar 
with all the treaties existing with all other 
countries. He is an encyclopedia on that 
subject. I should like to ask him if he ever 
saw that provision in any other treaty? 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis not in any other. 

Mr. NYE. If it was contained in no other, 
what was it put in ‘here for if it did not mean 
something? I recollect sir, as distinctly as 
my friend from Massachusetts, the conditions 
under which that treaty was made. I recol- 
lect a conversation with Mr. Burlingame him- 
self, wherein he was told, by a sufficient num- 
ber at any rate to awaken his-attention, that 
that treaty could not be ratified unless it con- 
tained such a provision, for he knew as well 
as I knew what a rampant state the Pacific 
coast was in with regard to the tide of Chinese 
that was setting-in there. In order to prevent 
that, in order to take it out of the mouth of 
anybody to say that it was intended to open 
the flood-gates of citizenship, this provision 
was inserted in the treaty. It means some- 
thing or it means nothing. The honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts cannot fail to 
remember that that was the very thing upon 
which that treaty threatened to split, and so 
that language was putin, It was either cal- 
culated to deceive us who acted upon it, or it 
had the effect of lulling us so that we did not 
see the danger. Nobody supposes that the 
honorable Senator-would put a provision in a 
treaty which be did not intend to be operative. 

1am as fond of seeing men men as my friend 
from Massachusetts. l have stood by him, 
and have lighted my youthful taper at his full, 
glowing lamp upon that theory, and have grown 
up to respectable strength under his tutelage, 
and I am not going to have it said here and 
everywhere that he is the only man who wants 
to make men men. While [ want to make 
men men, I do not want to unmake men, I 
tell you the Chinese entered into this arrange- 
ment with a fall understanding of it, and it 
is their treaty stipalation that it shall be no 
cause of offense if they are not made citizens. 
I repeat, when the time shall come that they 
have forgotten to be heathens or pagans, and 
have learned to be American, when they pat 
away the bitter draughts which they have been 


for centuries drinking, and desire to drink at | 
the pure fountain of American liberty, Iwill | 


join my friend in any effort to make them citi- 
zens of the United States; but, until then, I 
hope they will not be thrnst in upon us in a 
way that is at least not palatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator asks why this 
clause was introduced. I can tell bim. 

Mr. NYE. Ivremember itas well as you do. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; but the textis 
something. The clause which the Senator reads 
and on which he relies is the last sentence of 
article six. Now, to understand this last sen- 
tence, you must know the whole article: 
_ “Citizens of the United States visiting or residing 
in China shall enjoy the same privileges, immuni- 
ties, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence 
as may there be-enjoyed by the citizens or subjects 
of the most favored nation, and, reciprocally, Chi- 
nese subjects visiting or residing in the United States 
shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and eX- 
eruptions in respect to travel or residence as may 
thore be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the 
most favored nation.” ` 


i 
4 


Now, we know that an Englishman or a 
Frenchman or a German coming here may be 
naturalized under our Jaw, and it was feared 
that under these words which I have now read 
a Chinaman coming here might claim the same 
privilege or immunity, using the very language 
of the treaty. To counteract. that conclusio: 
the following sentence was added: ; 

“ But nothing herein contained shall be held to 
confer naturalization upon citizens of the United 
States in China, nor upon the subjects of China in 
the United States.” 

Simply to exclude the idea that by this treaty 
any right of citizenship was conferred upon a 
Chinaman ; but it left the whole question open 
to. our national legislation, and the gates will 
be unbarred. if we simply strike out the word 
“ white. Then, any person coming from any 
country, who complies with the other requi- 
sites of our naturalization law, may become 
an American citizen. 

Mr. NYE. I desire to ask the honorable 
Senator a single question. I ask him if in 
all other treaties that section does not stop 
with the words ‘‘enjoyed by the citizens or 
subjects of the most favored nation?’’? That 
is the phrase uniformly used between Govern- 
ments where treaties are made. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NYE.. I state again to the Senate that 
the apprehension which was felt in this coun- 
try was allayed by this clause, expressly agreed 
upon between the two high contracting parties, 
that nothing in the treaty should entitle them 
to naturalization. 

Mr. CARPENTER. By virtue of the treaty. 

Mr. NYE. By virtue of the treaty, by vir- 
tue of that provision. 

Mr. SUMNER. It does not. 

Mr. NYE. Now, if that is the contract 
between the two parties, and neither party 
has asked to have it annulled, I submit the 
question again, whether the legislative. power 
of this country can ‘annul it in any way. 
claim that they cannot. - Nothing short of tlie 
parties who made that contract and agreement 
can undo it. - We have heard this morning of 
an apprehension about another contract that 
was likely to be abrogated, and my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] caught fire likea 
tinder box about it. Here is a contract be- 

tween the United States and China, and by 
that contract Fask Senators to stand, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I shall vote for 
the amendment, for these reasons: this isa bill 
conferring rights on citizens, and it reaches 
the whole subject; it is not a bill to create 
citizens. 

Mr. NYE. Thereis not a Chinese a citizen 
of this country. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I say I shall 
vote for the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California, which. strikes out the 
word person’? and substitutes ** citizen,” 
and strkes out from all the statutes the word 


‘particular. 


t white’? as applicable to citizens. - ‘The object 
of this bill is to give rights to citizens ; itis not 
to make citizens. The bill as it stands is not 
harmonious. i 
zens is a subject that we ought to take up by 
itself. It is of sufficient importance to be | 
carefully considered and acted upon by the į; 
Senate, afd not in this incidental way open : 
the gates to-all the world. | 


that they are putting an element in it which, 


measure. Everybody who entertains the views | 
of the Senator from Nevada or the Senator from | 
California will, of course, be opposed to the | 
bill. Let that measure stand on its own mer: | 
its, and let this stand on its own merits. Ci 
understood the Senator from -Massachusetts | 
the other day to be impressed: by-this view of | 

| 

| 

| 


the subject, and to be willing that this section | 
-should be withdrawn, but the section” was 
introduced again by the Senator ‘from Iowa, 
|. (Mr. Hartay.] Ithink ita great deal better 


| 

This subject of creating ciu il 
J i 

| 

{ 

| 


Besides, I suggest to the friends of tbis bill |, 


if it is proper to allude to it here or in the i 
! other House, will greatly imperil the whole } 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


that we should adopt the.amendment‘of the 
Senator from California. : The bill will be the 
stronger for it. ; 4 aioe, MVE 
Mr. CARPENTER. The amendment pré- 
posed by the Senator from California of estirge 
strikes out the section practically: The’ sec- 
tion is aimed ‘at the naturalization lawa: H 
you strike out “ person” and insert “citizen” 
then of course it does not affect those laws at 
all, bat leaves them precisely as they are | 
shall vote against that amendment,‘ becaugeé!‘I 
wish to amend our naturalization law. in’ that 
Talways have wished to amend: it 
since it was passed, and voted against, the dis- 
tinction and discrimination when it went into 
the bill. : a ias 
The Senator from-Nevada refers to the treaty 
with China. Nothing can be plainer than‘the 
legal effect of that treaty. By virtue- of it no 
Chinaman can claim to be’ naturàlized heré, 
nor an American in China: Sappose'‘we pass 
a law to-day conferring certain powers and'say 
“ nothing in this act shall be'construed to grant 
certain other powers,’’ does that tie our hands 
from granting those powers in a separate law 
next year or to-morrow? ‘The Senator says it 
will be no cause of offense to China under this 
treaty if we refuse to naturalize their subjécts, 
That is so undoubtedly. We are not making 
a treaty, nor violating one. We are passing 
upon a principle of domestic law; that is, of 
our own nationality, and if we choose to 
reform our policy on this subject and put it on 
a proper foundation, that treaty certainly has 
not tied our hands on the subject. beet 
Mr. NYE. Mr. President, it is so seldom 
that the honorable Senator from Wisconsin 
and the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts agree ou any subject, as they appear :to 
do on this, that I begin to be secured: on my 
own convictions. But I ask the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts if it was intended 
as a trick when he put that provision inthis 
treaty? I cannot think it possible that my 
friend from Massachusetts, a.man- who has 
never done anything but held the standard 
of integrity so high that he wonders all the 
rest of the world cannot reach it, intended to 
play a trick-upon us by this provision of the 
treaty. So apprehensive were I and: others 
who acted with me on that subject, that: we 
made the contracting Power on the other side 
agree that this should not be done;’ and ‘now 
we are told it does not mean anything. ; My 
friend from Massachusetts solves it in a 
minute. He says it does not mean anything. 
I hope, sir, that the amendment will be 
adopted. 
Mr. CORBETT. 


Tt is said that this amend- 


| ment will make entirely ineffectual the provis- 


ions of this section. Ido not regard it so. 
The section, as amended, will read: 

That every discrimination against any person: on 
accoant of color by the use of the word “ white’? in 
any law, statute, ordinance, or regulation, is hereby 
repealed and annulled, i ú 

There may be laws, statutes, or ordinances’ 
in some of the southern States in reference 
to the colored population that this act of Coy- 


|! gress may override, and it may be important 


for that reason, so as to give the protection 


i of the laws of the United States to all the 


citizens of this country, to pass the section’ as 
amended. Ithink, therefore, the section may 
be of some importance. But where the laws 
are not extended to a race for the purpose of 
naturalization, the intent of the amendment 
of. the Senator from California is to prevent 
that race from being naturalized... |< ; 

I have alluded to the subject before; but I 
wish to state again that | believe the Chinese 
population are not prepared to be naturalized 
in this country, that they do: not sufficiently 
understand the institutions of the country, so 
as to enable them properly to judge of our 
legislation and our Jaws and ‘to act with dis- 
cretion and. judgment in voting.: ‘They come 
to this country; not with the intention of becom- 
ing citizens, not with a view of being: Ameri- 
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ganized, but they come here.simply às transient 
-visitors for the purpose of gaining. what. they 
can and returning to their own country. -That 
has been.the result of their emigration. hereto- 
` fore... Very few of them have made any efforts 
to. learn our language and become identified 
with the institutions of this country. If they 
‘have made such efforts, the. object has simply 
seen for the purpose of gain, that they might 
‘be enabled. by. learning our language to so far 
make themselves. useful. to the people in: this 
country. that. they. might obtain larger. gains for 
ithe time being... I think no man who has vis- 
ited our western. coast and examined the sub- 
ject: will concede for one moment that this 
great mass of population that are flooding that 
oast are prepared for naturalization. I trust 
that the amendment. will be adopted.: ¿> 
- Mr, COLE. With. the permission. of the 
Senate I withdraw the call for the yeas and 
„nays on the proposition now pending, and will 
take, the vote on a.division, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
wHONY in the chair.) If there be no objec- 
tion, the. order for.the yeas and nays will be 

srescinded. pg ; 

. Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, I object., 
uothe PRESIDING OFFICER... Objection 
-is-made.. ‘The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, on. which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered.. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
_Tesulted-—yeas 15, nays 84; as follows: 

.YHAS—Mesers. Boreman, Caldwell, Cole, Corbett, 
Cragin, Flanagan, Freliaghuysen, Gilbert, Morton, 
Nye, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, West, and Wilson—15, 

AYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brownlow, 
- : Carpenter, Clayton, Duvis. of West, Virginia, Fenton, 
Fery of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 
“mont, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Triambull, 
‘Vickers, and: Wright—34. > 
: ABSENT—Messra. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Casserly, Chandler, Conkling, . Cooper, 
avis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, 
Haniilfon of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
‘Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Sprague, Stewart, and Windom—24, 
, ‘So. the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. o. 

Mr. COLE. I now offer.a new. proviso to 
that section, upon which I call for the yeas 
and nays: 
| Provided, That this section shall not be construed 
to alter-or affect the laws of the United States con- 
cerning naturalization. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ My. CORBETT. If it is in order, I offer 
the following as a substitute- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is an 
amendment to an amendment that is now 
pending. s 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow,Cole,Corbett, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Nye,Qsborn, Pool, 


Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Vickers, and West—15. 
NAYS~Messrs. Ames, 


A «Ames, Anthony, Blair, Carpenter, 

Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
ticat, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 

"Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hiit, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrili of Vermont, 
Norwood, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson,: Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Suniner, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Windom and Wright-34, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ed: 
munds, Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morton, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Sprague, 
Stewart, and Wilson—24, > 
_ So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected.. : 

Mr. CORBETT. I now move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
by adding to- the fifth section the following 
proviso: : 

Provided, That. this section shail not be held to 
authorize the naturalization of Chinese. 


On that L-eall for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, upon which the Senator from 
Oregon asks for the yeas and. nays. 


‘jn this right. 


= The yeas and nays were erdered. 
Mr. STEVENSON... Mr. President, I have 


voted against every amendment but one to 
-this bill, because I thought they tended.to em- 
-barrass-the great. subject of amnesty, the suc- 


cess.of which ‘I have. had so much at. heart. 


Lhave been. greatly. surprised at the votes of 


certain Senators upon this floor upon the vari- 
ous amendments by which it has been sought 
to defeat the removal of political disabilities. 
Ttdoes seem to me that their speeches are not 
in accord with their votes. ` G 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SneRmaN} told 
us: in his speech ‘in support of the SUMNER 


amendment a few days ago that among the f 


civil rights guaranteed to every citizen, white 
and black, by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution, was the right to sit as ajuror in 
both Federal and State courts, and that the 
Federal Government. possessed the constitu- 
tional power to see the colored man protected 
That honorable Senator there- 
‘fore voted against the amendment of the Seri- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPENTER} to strike 
jurors from the civil rights amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER.] To-day, however, an amendment ‘is 
offered by the Senator from California, [Mr. 
Coxe, ] striking out from that amendment the 
word * person,” and inserting the word ‘‘ citi- 
zen,” the direct effect of which would have 
been to exclude Chinamen from the provisions 


-of the amendment ; and the Senatortrom Ohio 


{Mr. Suerman] votes in favorof it. He favors 
the colored man but discriminates against the 
Chinese. . 

The Senator knows thatin many of the 
southern States of this Union the colored peo- 
ple greatly outnumber the whites. ‘He must 
know that the colored class in those States 
have not had the education, knowledge, or intel- 
ligence which enables them justly to discharge 
the duties of jurors. If anything had ever been 


-agreed upon in this. country i had supposed 


it was that universality of popular opinion 
which held that our free institutions rested in 
“great part upon the intelligence and the virtue 
of the people. The Senator from Ohio by his 
vote to-day proclaims to the country that the 
Chinaman, though sparse in numbers, is not 
entitled. to be clothed with the privileges of a 
citizen—not qualified to become a juryman— 
while he insists that in South Carolina, in 
Georgia, and throughout the South, where the 
colored people vastly outnumber the whites, a 
class generally without intelligence, without 
culture, without experience, with no quality 
or habitude which qualifies them to discharge 
safely for the public good any of the duties of 
enlightened and responsible citizenship—such 
a class the honorable Senator would coerce 
sovereign States by Federal power to receive 
as jurors in State courts in direct violation of 
their own long-existing, well-considered legis- 
lative enactments upon the subject. o. 

If the principle of justice demands, as the 
Senator of „Ohio insists, that the. white and 
colored race should in. their. civil; social and 


political rights occapy a common pedestal of | 


equality, with what show .of consistency does 
he exclude the Chinaman? Is he less intelli- 
gent, less cultivated, less competent than the 
slave? es 

The Senator from Indiana. [Mr.. Morton] 
followed the example of the Senator of Ohio 
in opposing the amendment excluding colored 
persons as jurors in the State courts, but sup- 
ported the amendment excluding the Chinese. 
Whenever the Senator from Indiana wishes to 
illustrate the want of enlighted progress in 
utterly abrogating all discrimination on account 
of color he almost invariably cites Kentucky. 


: That Commonwealth is his. standing exam- 


ple of a most unjust discrimination against 
the colored race as to civil rights. -If that Sen- 
ator supposes that the ‘people of. Kentucky 
have anything but the kindest feelings toward 
the colored people who were once their slaves, 
he does them the grossest injustice, They 


would extend to. them kindness and protec- 
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tion, and they would see them kindly cared 
for and. justly protected in the enjoyment-and 
exercise of: their civil rights; but they regard 
them justly. as. their inferiors, and could never 
degrade themselves by a social or political 
equality. for which they never were and never 


ean be fitted. Still less would they confer on 


them these political rights which they are 
wholly unfitted to discharge. Look to the 
colored . race of Kentucky or the extreme 
southern States—ignorant, unlettered, and 
superstitious, What solitary quality have they 
which would qualify them as jurors? Whose 
rights, whose liberty, whose’ property would be 
safe with a jury composed of such material? 

If the Senator. from Indiana shrinks back 


-from a provision in the amendment offered by 


the Senator. from Massachusetts, whieh would 
extend its provisions to the :Chinaman, I won- 
der that he should: be willing to bring into the 
jury box of any State in this Union a class 
who are still more unfitted on every side to 


„discharge any of its duties and wholly incom- 
apetent. to comprehend its responsibilities. . 


. The people of Kentucky are wholly misun- 
derstood and great injustice is.done them in 
their supposed opposition to the civil rights 
A large majority believe the act to be in 
direct violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Their determination to test its 


-validity sprung from no antagonism or dislike 


tothe colored race. Far from it. No want 
of kindness exists in Kentucky on the part of 
the whites to the freedmen. On the contrary, 
if the Republican party would stay their hands 
‘in their persistent and constant efforts by Fed- 
eral coercion to destroy the undoubted rights 
of the State in the regulation of its domestic 
affairs. greater progress would have been made, 
and much that has occurred would probably not 
have taken place. As it is, everything in the 
main is. done for the freedman that an enlight- 
ened benevolence would dictate or an enlarged 
humanity, demand. But-they never will con- 
sent to:political equality. If the civil rights 
bill be pronounced constitutional they will pro- 
tect. the freedman in every privilege or right 
which that statute accords to him, _. . 
They will never agree to confound political 


: with civil rights, and therefore they will never 


consent, if they can prevent it, to allow freed- 
‘men, whom they know in the main to. be des- 
titute. of “every requisite qualification to be- 


„come judges and jurors in the State courts of 
| Kentucky. In this course we but follow the 


example of our English and American pro- 
genitors. We sball not quickly surrender their 


‘lessons of wisdom and enlightened public 
polity: for the nascent zeal of radical Repub- 


licans for the equality of the races. 

England, where an inbred abhorrence of 
slavery has always existed, has in her wisdom 
been tardy in conferring upon the emancipated 
slave any rights of citizenship until by habit 
and education he was qualified to discharge 
them properly, ' 
: Mr. EDMUNDS... I should like to ask my 
honorable. friend from Kentucky a question 
with his permission. 

Mr, STEVENSON, . If the Senator from 
Vermont will be kind enough to allow me to 
proceed, I will answer any question hereafter. 
_, Mr. EDMUNDS. I wished to ask about the 
English jury system as connected with. intel- 
Jdigence. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. If Kentucky is not-pre- 
pared to. give up her old-fashioned conser- 
vatism as readily as the Senator from Indiana 
thinks she ought to do, he must attribute it 
to our reverence. for the Constitution of our 
fathers and respect to their memory. ‘The 


honorable Senator ought to be particularly 


charitable. on this point. Indiana came into 
the Confederacy a free State. She has never 
had slaves;. and yet that prosperous Common- 
wealth has had no.affinity toward a faith: in 
colored freedmen. If 1 am not in error, the 
thirteenth article of her constitution provided 
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that no negro or mulatto should eome into or 


settle in the State after the adoption of the 
constitution; and all contracts made with any 
negro or mulatto coming into or settling iu that 
State contrary to tke provisions of that article 
should be void; and every person who should 
employ such negro, or otherwise encourage 
him to remain in the State, shoul? be subject 
to fine and imprisonment. 

If Indiana has outstripped Kentucky in her 
new-born geal forthe freedman, and changed 
ber public poliey as radically as the action of 
the Senator [Mr. Morroy] would indicate, 
she roust be tolerant with us if we cannot keep 
pace with her. But the Senator himself must 
be tolerant,-for as late as 1866 he thought, and 
so stated, that if the negro was erifranchised 
and elevated to office there was great danger 
of utter destruction of free government. 
have no right to criticise the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morron] for having 
changed his opinion thus publicly declared at 
so recent a date, aiid I do not intend to do so. 
But Linsist he has no right to cite Kentucky 
as unsound iti her publie polity and unkind to 
the colored race because she adheres to opin- 
ions of the unfitness of the colored freedman 
for political rights, and especially to an utter 
abhorrence of social equality between the white 
and black races. 

If Indiana, a free State in 1852, excluded 
the negro from her territory by constitutional 
provision, and the Senator from Indiana, as 
late as 1866, thought them unfit to exercise 
suffrage or hold office, most certainly Ken- 
tucky, having more than two hundred and 
sixty thousand negroes, from whose eyes the 
handage of slavery was but lately stricken, 
should not be censured for every effort in 
opposing unconstitutional Federal legislation, 
which seeks to make of this class judges or 
jurymen. For, as was well said by the Sen- 
ator form Wisconsin, (Mr. Carventer, ] if Con- 
gress can, by legislation, annul State laws and 
force colored freedmen into the jury-boxes of 
the State courts, they canas well put the freed- 
man on the bench of the State judiciary. 

Does the Senator from Indiana conscien- 
tiously believe, with his acknowledged ability 
and experience, that there is no danger in the 
former slave States in exalting freedmen with- 
out eduecauon, without intelligence, without 
a solitary qualification which would enable 
them to discharge the duties properly upon 
the bench or in the jury-box? What rights of 
property or person does the Senator think can 
ever be safe, when either judge or jury are 
ignorant, illiterate. and incompetent to under- 
stand the law or facts of any legal controversy? 
And yet pass this amendment, and in every 
State where the colored are greatly in excess 
ofthe white race such consequences must follow. 
What other results can be hoped for by such 
legislation than the utter overthrow of the 
trial by jury, supposed formerly to be a great 
bulwark of civil liberty ? 

But I utterly deny the constitutionality of 
the civil rights bill, or this proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. The 
Supreme Coart of the United States will soon 
decide upon the validity of the first, and I can 
but hope that the latter will never become a 
law. If Congress proposes to strike down 
every vestige of local self government which 
the Constitution guaranties the States, then it 
had better at once proclaim its absolute cen- 
tralism. If a right is exercised by Congress, 
as proposed by this bili, to dictate to the peo- 
ple of the States the qualification of judges 
and jurors in State courts; nay, more, that 
the Federal Government shall, through Uni- 
ted States courts, coerce social equality be- 
tween the races in public schools, in hotels, 


in theaters, in railways, and other modes of ` 


public conveyance, then all local self gov- 
ernment is etan end, and the people of the 
several States are the mere slaves of the Fed- 
eral Government. If this amendment prevail, 
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I should be glad to know what right of the 
States is left, ; 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPENTER] tells us that 
the word *‘ courts’? as used in the fourth see- 
tion of the SUMNER amendment applies exeln- 
sively to Federal courts, and that such is the 
uniform course of decision. The Senator from 


this construction. The Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Morron] utterly denies the correctness 
‘of such a construction, and insists that the 
word ‘‘courts’’ as used, includes both Fed- 
eral and State courts. In this construction 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] 
is understood to concur. 

There is a conflict of opinion among the 
friends of the bill as to its true intent and 
meaning. No such uncertainty sliould pre: 
vail on a provision of such vital importatice. 
I shall therefore propose toamend the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SUMNER] by adding in the second line after 
“ courts’? the words ‘of the United States ;’’ 
so thatif the amendment be adopted it will 
read, ‘that no person shall be disqualified 
from service as & juror in any court of the 
United States.” This will remove all doubt. 
Is will confine the proviso to the Federal 
courts, and no doubt ean then arise that it 
applies to State courts. 3 

Í cannot express my abhorrence of the pro- 
posed amendment, The local self- government 
of the States was a guarantee of self-protec- 
tion which the framers of the Constitution 
intended against the encroachments of the 
Federal Governmeut. itis the jast which the 
people of the States will, I hope; ever consent 
to surrender. ‘There was a prophetic warning 
in the speech of the eloquent Senator from 
Connecticut which shows that the dangers of 
this bill are confined to no section of the coun- 
iry. ‘The safety and protection of every indi- 
vidual citizen has, by the Constitution, been 
surely intrusted to the States. The Senator 
from Indiana justifies the constitutionality of 
this amendment on the ground that the four- 
teenth amendment demands an equal protec- 
tion of law to every citizen. He then asks, 
what shew of justice could a black man in 
Kentucky expect from a jury of twelve white 
men? 

Let me tell the Senator if he knew anything 
of the past history of Kentucky he would never 
have asked that question. The life, liberty, 
and rights of the negroes have ever been sale 
in the keeping of Kentucky judges and Ken- 
tucky juries. No complaint can be justly had 
on this score. Butif the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator be sound, what becomes ofa 
Chinaman who commits murder to-day in San 
Francisco or Sacramento? Whatright of jus- 
tice can he expect from twelve white wen 
prejudiced against him and opposed bitterly to 
the immigration of his peope¢? And yet the 
Senator from Indiana was unwilling to extend 
to the Chinaman the same meed of justice 
which he insists shall be extended to the 
freedman. ‘lo make the honorable Senator’s 
arguinent sound, there could be by his stand- 
ard of construction no just proiection of law 
unless white men were tried by white juries 
and colored men by colored juries; but ex- 
perience shows the views of the honorabie 
Senator to be unsoand and fallacious. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss 
this bill, but to protest against some of the 
obnoxious provisions of this amendment. 
Everywhere in the State governments the col- 
ored man enjoys the rigbt of suffrage, of trans- 
portation, of schools. aud ehurch privileges. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Suat- 
xer] is the real friend of the colored freed- 
man, | beseech him not to press this proposed 
measure of coercive Federal equality. It is 
mischievous, impolitic, and unconstitutional. 
Tt is unjust to both. white and colored, and 
| above all will be attended with no good results, 


New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] concurs in 


I will now, Mr. President, offer the amend: 
ment I have indicated, so as to limit the appli? 
cation of the fourth section. to courts. of the 
Unised States. We can then, bya vote in the 
Senate, determine what the amendment of the 
word ‘‘courts’? means; Is it. limited to the 
courts of the United States, or does it extend 
to the State and Federal courts alike? -1E to 
the one, unquestionably it is constitutional ; if 
to the other, I agree with the Senator from 
Wisconsin that it is entirely beyond the power 
of Congress to enact it. If you can designate 
the jurors in State courts, so you, éan the 
judges, and Congress would then give to the 
States colored judges as well as colored jury- « 
men. If the power exists as to one it cannot 
be denied as to the other. Feeling an abiding 
interest in this question, I shall hope to have 
a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr President, Lenter into 
a brief discussion of the question before the 
Senate with some degree of reluctance, inas- 
much as there is a contrariety of opinion upon 
the subject; and so many honest, able repre 
sentatives of States are inclined to support the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, while so many otbers are not able to 
arrive at that conclusion. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry,].on the 
day before yesterday, used the following lan- 
guage: 

“The amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, in my judgment, strikes down the very bul- 
warks of civil rights throughout this whole country. 
Tt takes away the foundation principle upon which 
our Federal system rests, by striking at the principle 
of local self-government the most vital blow that it 
has received sincé the foundation of the overn- 
ment.” 

Mr. President, tbat is very strong, decided 
language, aud is entitled to much considera- 
tion in the Senate from the fact that the Repub- 
lican Senator from Connecticut has looked at 
this subject coolly, dispassionately, and without 
the influence of fedling, such as often operates 
upon other men of a different tettiperament 
from himself; and after making this sweeping 
charge against this amendment, having slept 
upon his speech of that day, he came into the 
Setiate yesterday, and then said: ; 

“The amendment proposed by that Senator and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin alike, are argued here upon principles which 
ure fatal to the rights of the people of the Srates 
as eitizens of the States, and which tend directly to 
consolidate all authority in this nation into one 
imperial Government?” 

If the Senator from Connecticut is justified 
in uttering language such as that in the pres- 
ence of his loyal, careful, thoughtful constit- 
nents at home; if he feels it incumbent upon 
himself, who so seldom occupies the time of 
the Senate, and never without having that. to 
utter which has burdened his heart and which 
must in justice to his conseience be uttered, 
then it becomes not only Senators, but all the 
constituencies represented here, to pay particu- 
lar attention to the subject, to the principle 
referred to, and to the general discussion. 
must be permitted, before I proceed, to read 
another extract from the speech yesterday 
made by the honorable Senator from Connec- 
ticut: 

“ Congress, upon the theory advoeated by the Sen- 
ator irom Indiana—and the Senator from Wiscousin 


must pardon me, but I cannot see the distinction in 
principle between that theory and bisown, although 
he repropated, and I think deservedly, the theory 
of the Senator trom Indiana—Congress, upon the 
theory that it is necessary to give to all citizens the 
equal protection of the laws, that it is necessary to 
secure all citizens in the right to life, liberty; and 
property, may go into every cily, town, boroughs au 
hamletin the United States and enact ordinary police 
laws, and put a Federal officer to keep guard over 
your streets.” ; 

Mr. President, these are ominous words, 
and 1 therefore come to thé discussion of this 
subject not boastfully, but- I rise as a matier 
of duty merely, and I shall be pardoned if I 
make a quotation from the concluding para- 
graph from the speech of the lionotable Sen: 
ator from Maine, [Mr Mornin, ] delivered a 
| few days ‘since on this same gubject} aud 
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when the State of Maine comes here to utter 
her yoice—-a State as true to human rights 
and civil liberty as the State of Maine—when 
her sentiments are uttered by her represent- 
ative here; it becomes me, representing a con- 
; stituency so lately organized and having every- 
thing yct to, be built up from the foundation, 
to pause and to ponder upon the words of the 
Republican Senator trom Maine before I assume 
to doubt the truth of his position. He says: 

“Jmaintain that the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts clearly and manifestly undertakes to 
regulate these personal, social, religious, domicil- 
iary rights of the people of the States; that it is 
without. warrant in the Constitution; that it is in 
derogation of the great fundamental principle of 
our system; that is, the supremacy of the General 
Government within its sphere, the independence of 
the States, and the reserved rights of the people.” 

Mr. President, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is offered for the 
purpose of securing to all citizens, irrespect- 
ive of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, the right to all the benefits of com- 
mon carriers, of hotels, of the theaters, of the 
churches, of the schools, and of such other in- 
stitutions as are organized or chartered by the 
States, or as are supported by taxes and as are 
of similar character. I see no necessity for 
us, as a Congress of the United States, inter- 
fering in these matters by legislation from the 
fact—and I shall make it personal to myself 
and to my constituents, for the sake of illus- 
tration—that in the State of Nebraska, with 
our laws copied after the laws of the older 
States, with an opportunity of culling from 
them that which has been stamped by the ex- 
perience of years—our laws, as your laws, sir, 
guarantee to every man, without respect to his 
color, the privilege of first-class transportation 
wherever first-class transportation is sought— 
the transportation of goods, of wares, of mer- 
chandise—as freely for one class as for another. 
I hold, therefore, that there is no necessity in 
the first place for any national legislation for 
the purpose of guaranteeing that which we 
already fully and unqualifiedly possess. 

In regard to the hotels, it is the same; and 
every one of the citizens of Nebraska who is 
injured by a deprivation of rights on the part 
of the railroads, on the part of any common 
carriers, or on the part of the hotel-keepers 
of the State, has an action for damages, and 
the courts are open, ready to award all that 
may have been suffered in damages. So far 
as our theaters are concerned, we have never 
come to the conclusion yet thatif our theaters 
should establish rules and regulations by which 
one portion of our community should be ex- 
cluded and another portion admitted, it was 
possible to ascertain by any standard of dam- 
ages we had ever set up just how far a free- 
born American citizen should be entitled to 
damages in case he should not be admitted to 
witness an exhibition of the performance of 
“the Black Crook!’? We have never exactly 
come to a conclusion as to how far it was 
necessary for the Government of the United 
States by legislation to follow a citizen of 
Rhode Island, to follow a citizen of Maine, to 
follow a citizen of any of the other States 
into the State of Nebraska, and throw over 
him there the mantle and the protection ot 
the Constitution of the United States, for fear 
that we might exclude him from the public 
exhibitions in our theaters! 

We never have come to the conclusion yet 
that it was necessary that the national Govern- 
ment should legislate in regard to who should 
be admitted to the communion of our churches, 
or what should be the rule of exclusion there. 
We have always supposed that this was a 
question which was out of the pale of ordinary 
legislation. Indeed, we knew thatit was; and 
I aver here that the people of this country 
know enough of constitutional and of national 
and inalienable rights to know that it is not 
within the domain of national legislation. We 
have no idea that you have any power to go 
into the State of Nebraska and. undertake to 


regulate our cemetery associations, incorpor- 
ated or unincorporated. . i 
I therefore enter my protest against all this 
species of legislation, whether it be upon 
subjects specified in the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, or whether it be 
involved in any other bill touching this same 
species of rights. 
‘ P Bat Mr. President, we are informed that the 
authority for this can be found in that clause 
of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion which declares that ‘‘no State shall make 
or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States.” Sir, that I understand is 


directed to the State of Nebraska and to the | 


State of Rhode Island as well. That is a 
warning to them from the fundamental law of 
the United States that they shall be careful in 
regard to their province and in legislation they 
shall not make or in administration enforce 
laws which shall abridge rights and privileges. 
Whenever the time shall come that laws have 
been passed in the State of which I am a rep- 
resentative which are supposed to be in viola- 
tion of that clause of the Constitution of the 
United States, I will-not even then at first 
commence to redress the wrong in this Cham- 
ber; I will then demand that the question of 
constitutionality be decided in the courts of 
the country, and never, until after we have 
failed in securing redress in the courts, will I 
come to Congress for relief upon a subject of 
that kind, 

But further, this legislation is grounded, we 
are told, on that clause of the same article of 
the Constitution which forbids any State to 
“deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law.’? When we shall 


|| have interfered, when we shall have become 


obnoxious to that provision and to that restric- 
tion, then comes the time to arraign us, and it 
is sufficient to seek for the tribunal when the 
necessity arises. 

It is also sought to be defended under the 
next clause, which says that no State sball 
“deny to any person within its jurisdiction 
the equal protection of the laws,” Sir, I 
object not to the guarantee; let it stand, and 
when the States shall be amenable, let the 
redress be found, and not till then. 

But we are also called upon to consider the 
last clause of the fourteenth amendment: 

“The Congress shall have power to enforce, by 
appropriate legislation, the provisions of this 
article.” 

To enforce it when? Before it has been 
violated? No, sir; to enforce it never unless 
the violations become so palpable as that in 
the very last resort the people must appeal to 
Congress for relief. 

Mr. President, I believe that this species 
of legislation had its origin im what were sup- 
posed to be the necessities of the war. I 
understood the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Nye] this morning to refer to the fact that 
acts had been passed and that authority had 
been given in some cases from the apparent 
necessity of the case, and I feel that we have 
been legislating heretofore on subjects outside 
of the Constitution, outside. of the privileges 
of a national Legislature, and invading the 
rights of the States becanse it became neces- 
sary to exercise so much power during the 
days of the great rebellion. ` 

Mr. President, when we consider what great 
power was exerted through the Republican 
party, by means of the Army and war legislation, 
during the rebellion, and pending reconstruc- 
tion, itis no matter of astonishment that the 
party should be loath to give itup, and before 
subsiding to a peace basis in all things, should 
run to excess in its use. But it is astounding 
that when they are called upon to remember 
that the Union is restored, and their acts may 
be in violation of the Constitution, they should 
be ready to apply the same rule of war—‘ the 
end justifies the means,’ 


By this most fallacious, and pernicious 
course, the Army marches over the lines of 
States, takes cognizance of questions purely 
State and municipal, with all the confidence 
of original jurisdiction andconceded power, 

Sir, L say that the principle which is invoked 


‘in this amendment of the Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts would lead us to the same extreme 
precisely as that in which we have been in- 
volved by similar legislation in regard to an 
election law. I read from the message of 
Governor Geary, of Pennsylvania, to the Legig- 
lature of that State of 1871, page 38, to show 
how far in the opinion of the Executive of 
a State we have already transgressed while 
marching on the road on which we seem to be 
traveling this morning: pee 


“The employment of United States troops at elec- t 


tions, without the consent of the local and State ¢ 


governments, has lately received considerable at- ' 
tention and reprehension, | i 1 x 
interference with the sovereign rights of the States, 


It is regarded as an h 


which was not contemplated by the founders of the ; 


General Government, and, if persisted in, must lead $ 
to results disastrous to peace und harmony, The 
practice is one so seriousin its character and so in- 
jurious in its tendencies as to merit prompt consid- 
eration and decisive action, not only by the General 
Assembly, but by Congress. One of the complaints 
of the colonists against the British king was the 
oppression growing out of the assumption of this 
power. They said: ‘he has kept among us in times 
of peace standing armies without the consent of our 
Legislatures; ? and what is especially pertinent to 
the case in point: ‘He has affected to render the 
military independent of and superior to the civil 
power.’ The alleged authority for the use of troops 
at our State elections is derived from the tenth sec- 
tion of an act of Congress, approved May 81, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to enforce the right of citizens of 
the United States to vote in the several States of 
the Union, and for other purposes,’ which author~ 
izes United States marshals to call to their agsist~ 
ance ‘such portion of the land and naval forces of 
the United States, or of the militia, as may be neces- 
sary to the performance of the duty with which they 
are charged, and to insure a faithful observance of 
the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States.’ But it must be a forced construction 
of this law that will justify the presence of armed 
national forces at our places of election when no 
necessity exists therefor; and where their presence 
is calculated to provoke collision,” * * $ */ 
“At the last October election, United States troops 


were stationed in Philadelphia for the avowed pur- ` 


pose of enforcing the election laws. This was done | 
without the consent or even knowledge of the civil. 
authorities of either the city or the State, and with- * 
out any expressed desire on the-part of the citizens; 
and as far as can be ascertained, without existing | 
necessity,” in S 

Mr. President, I protest against the legisla- 
tion contemplated this day by this amendment 
for the very same reason as that announced by 
the Republican Governor of Pennsylvania, that 
it is not called for, that it is not with the con- 
sent of the States, that it is without the knowl- 
edge of the people of the States, and without 
there existing for it any necessity at all, and 
that it is clearly an assumption on the part 
of Congress of power over the rights and the 
authorities of the people within the States. The 
Governor of Pennsylvania says further: 

“From a conscientious conviction of its import- 


ance, I have called your attention to this subject. A 
neglect to have done so might have been construed 


as an indorsement of a measure that meets my un- : 
qualified disapproval. The civil authorities of Penn- “t 


sylvania have always been, and are still, competent 
to protect its citizens in the exercise of their elective 
franchise, and the proper and only time for United 
States military forees to intervene, will be when the 
power ofthe Commonwealth is exhausted and their 


aid is lawfully required.’ 

Mr. President, I have only to use thig lan- 
guage lu regard to the people of the State I 
ìn part represent here, that the civil author- 
ities of Nebraska have been, and still are, 
competent to protect its citizens in the exer- 
cise of their rights, and the proper and only 
time for the United States to interfere will 
be when the power of the Commonwealth is 
exhausted, and when their aid. is lawfully 
required; and until such a time as that arises, 
I would protest against this legislation by rely- 
ing upon the principles and relying upon the 
propositions laid down by the Governor of 
Pennsylvania when he protests against thus 
crossing thë lines of the State of Pennsylvania 
without constitutional authority and without 
any necessity whatover, 
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In his message of January 3, 1871, to the 
Legislature of New York, Governor Hoffman 
sustained the Governor of Pennsylvania in his 
denunciation of Federal interference in State 
elections, and iu referring to the same law 
which Governor Geary had denounced, said: 


“ Under color of this act, the President and other 
United States officials claimed the right to supervise 
the entire election, not only for Representatives in 
Congress, but for State and local officers.” *  * 
+ =+ “The police, and civil authorities of the 
city and State, whose duty it is to preserve order, 
were ignored, ucder instructions from Washington, 
as completely as if the peuple of the State were in 
rebellion against the Government of the United 
States, It was a bold attempt on the part of the 
Federal Government to assume absolute control of 
the State and local elections in order to accomplish 
partisan ends.” 


. The Governor recalled the words of Gov- 
ernor Clinton of New York halfa century ago, 
as follows: 
“And if the officers under its appointment”— 
Meaning the Federal Government— 
“shall see fit as an organized and disciplined corps 
to interfere in the State elections, I trust there will 
be found a becoming disposition in the people to 


resist these alarming attempts upon the purity and 
independence of their local governments.” 


The concluding words of Governor Hoffman’s 
message are maxims of wisdom and gems of 
truth worthy of everlasting remembrance : 
aan depend for the peace and order of locali- 
leS — 

I quote this as especially applicable to the 
condition of the States over which we propose 
to extend this legislation to-day: 

“To depend for the peace and order of localities 
on the Federal Army is not self-government; to 
substitute the regular soldier with his musket as a 
peace officer in place of the constable with his writ, 
is not to preserve the peace, but to establish the con- 
dition of war ; to surrender elections to the control 
of the President, supported by armed forces, is to 
surrender liberty and to abandon a republic.” 

So say I in regard to this legislation here, 
that to appeal to Congress is not to support 
self-government; to rely upon the national arm 
to enforce the law in regard to the rights of 
the people as to common carriers and kotel- 
keepers and churches and cemeteries is not to 
rely upon the inborn rights of the American 
citizen for protection, but is to go away from 
his local government, away from his local 
Legislature, and to seek outside of the pale 
of his own State and his own legitimate legis- 
lative province the protection of the central 
power cf the Union. 

Within the last year, when a bill was before the 
Senate covering these very obnoxious principles 
against which the Governors of Peunsyivauia 


and New York protested, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Illinois [ Mr. TRUMBULL] interposed 
a powerful argument against a consolidated 
Government, aud in favor of the constitutional 
rights of the States. In the Senate, on the 
llth day of April, 1871, he used the following 
language: 

“Show me that it is necessary to exercise any 
power belonging to the Government of the United 
States in order to maintain its authority and Tam 
ready to put it forth, But, sir, Iam not willing to } 
undertake to enter the States for the purpose of 
punishing individual offenses against their author- ; 
ity committed by one citizen against another.” | 

And tbis is the very species of legislation |) 
weare called upon to adopt to-day—legislat: | 
ing for the purpose of protecting citizens of |} 
Kansas against citizens of Kansas who are | 
supposed not to extend to all persons their | 
rights under the Constitution of the United | 
States. The Senator from Ilinois proceeded: | 

“We, in my judgment, have no constitutional | 
authority to do that. When this Government was 
formed the general rights of persons and property : 
were left to be protected by the States, and there : 
they are left to-day.” i 

Tt is only necessary that Į should stand here 
and echo these words which will be indorsed 
by all the thoughtiul people of this country 
when this subject comes before them, that the 
general rights of person and property are left | 
to be protected by the States, and there they | 

li 


remain to-day. And when this question shall 
have been before the people for years, this 
species of legislation will all be reversed by 


the people, and they will demand its reversal 
if they have to demand it ultimately at the 
point of the bayonet. The usurpations, under 
the influence of party excitement may be 
submitted to for .a short time, but with recon- 
struction complete, with the States ail back, 
standing in their proper attitude before the 
Constitution of the United States, no exter- 
nal power will be permitted to deter them from 
the purpose of assuming the legitimate rights 
of the people in local legislation. On this 
subject the Senator from illinois proceeded : 
“And if the Federal Government takes to itself 
the entire protection of the individual in his rights 


of person and property, whatis the need of the State 
governments?” 


A very pertinent question. If the General 
Government takes to itself the entire protec- 
tion of the individual in his rights on the rail- 
road, in the theater, in the church, inthe cem- 
etery, what is the need of the State govern- 


ments at all? He said further on that occa- i 


sion: 

“Ttwould bea change in our form of government, 
and an unwise one, in my judgment, because I be- 
lieve that the rights of the people, the liberties of 
the people, the rights of the individual, are safest 
among the people themselves, and not in a cen- 
tral Government, extending over a vast region of 
country.” 


But. the argument of the honorable Senator 
from Tilinois was unheeded, and a bill passed 
the Senate and the Congress, in his words, 


allowing the General Government to ‘‘put | 


down domestic violence in any locality in a 
State whenever the impartial administration 
of justice is interfered with;’’ not leaving 
the interference with the impartial adminis- 
tration of justice to be corrected by the State, 


but because of the fact that such a state of | 


things is found to exist, usurping the author- 
ity and exercising it by a foreign power. 
Such usurpations of power or such a disre- 
gard of the rights of States cannot long be 
tolerated by a free people. The day of reck- 
oning is approaching, and the true friends 
of proper constitutional limitations will ulti- 
mately triumph. 

Mr. President, if the character of the law to 
which reference has been made is as objection- 
able in its application as the Governors of 
Pennsylvania and New York indicate, men of 
honor and character would shrink from assist- 
ing in its application, and recourse would be 
had from necessity to the “venal and the 
vile.” That such was the case, I present a 
list of the names of special deputies and 
supervisors who were appointed to oversee the 
election in New York city in November, 1869, 
by Judge Woodruff of the United States cir- 
cuit court. [send this list to the Clerk’s desk, 
asking that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“Theodore, alias Mike Anthony, alias Snuffey, of | 


24 Cherry street, a laborer, thirty-five years of age, 
married, and cannot read or write. Anthony was 
arrested by Detective James Finn, of the Fourth 
precinct, on Jaly 24, 1870, tor larceny from the per- 
son, and was held in $2,000 bail for trial by Justice 
Jlogan. He was indicted by the grand jury on the 
charge on the 23d of August jast. 

‘Joseph Frazier. of 279 Water street, is a thief, 
and confederate of thieves. 

“James Miller is the keeper of a den of prostitu- 
tion in the basement of 339 Water street, 


“James Tinnigan keeps a similar den in the base- | 


ment of 337 Water street. 

“James Sullivan, alias Slocum, keeps a house of 
tution at 330 Water street, which is a resort for 
perate thieves. 


de 


“Frank Winkle keeps a house of prostitution at i; 


337} Water street. The police are freguentiy called 
in to quell fights in Winkle’s place, and it bears a 
hard reputation, N 

* The Radical authorities haveappointed oneJobn 


alias ` Backer)? MeCabe a supervisor of the eighth | 
| district, fifteenth ward. 


He is now under indict- 
ment for shooting a man with intent to Kill, Tb 
precious ‘supervisor’ originated here, und was first 
known to the police for his dexterity in rabbing 
emigrants. His picture is in the ‘regue’s gallery’ at 
police headquarters in this city, No. 2 He was 
known as Pat. Maddon, alias‘ Old Sow? akies Hon- 
sey Nichols, alias Dennis MeCabe. His real nameis 
‘Andrew Andrews. His wife resides in North Pearl 
street, and the ‘supervisor’ of the eighth district, 
fifteenth ward, New York, is down in the directory 
as neitizen of Albany. E i 
“William Lewis is a supervisor in the ninet eenth 
ward, Ho was arrested November 22, 1864, fersteal- 


K 


ing from Mr. Frederick Landmann, corner of Third 
avenue aud Seventy-second street, the following, 
property: one gold watch and chain, one locket, 
ear-rings, bracelet, and breast-pin,ail valued at $195, 
The stoien property was found in his possession, and 
the prisoner wascommitted for trial by Justice Con- 
nolly. He was afterward released to go and enlist 
in the Army. 

“Joseph Hurtnett, supervisor eighteenth ward. 
Arrested June 3, 1869, as accessory to the murder of 
Richard Gerdes, a grocer, corner of First avenue and 
Twenty-fourth street. 

“Henry Rail, supervisor eighth ward. One of the 
principals in the Chatham street saloon murder; 
went off West to escape punishment, and has only 
been back a few weeks. 

“James Moran, supervisor third district, eighth 
ward. Arrested on Sunday last for felonious assalt, 

“William (alias Pomp) Harton, (colored,) marshal 
twenty-second ward. Arrested a few days since for 
vagrancy. ` 

“Theodore Allen, marshal eighth ward. Now in 
prison for perjury, and keeps a house the resort of 
panel-thieves and pickpockets, on Mercer street. 

“Richard O’Connor, supervisor seventh district 
first ward. Has been for years receiver of smuggled 
cigars from Havana steamer. 

“L. H. Cargill, supervisor ninth district, ninth 
ward. 
mail, 

‘John Van Buren, supervisor twelfth district, 

‘eighth ward. Was at one time in sheriff's office, 
and discharged for carrying a load of seized goods 
from the establishment of Richard Walters, in east 
Brosdway. 
i; “Mart Allen, marshal eighth ward. Served a 
i| term of five years in the Connecticut State prison. 
Sentenced to Sing Sing for five years by Judge Bed- 
ford. His case was appealed, and while waiting for 
decision he managed to get out on bail. His case has 
been decided against him, and he has fled to parts 
unknown to ply his vocation and help the Radicals 
elsewhere. 

“John McChesney, supervisor fourth district, 
ninth ward. Associates with thieves; bears a bad 
character generally. 

“William Cassidy, supervisor twelfth district, 
ninth ward. Isastreet bummer, without any visible 
means of support. | i 

Thomas McIntire, marshal eighth ward. Has 
been frequently arrested for beating his aged mother. 
Sent several times to Blackwell’s Island. 

“ Timothy Lynch, marshal sixth district, first ward. 
AW hingian Market lounger. 

_ "Peter Mose, marshal sixth ward. Habitual 
drunkard. 
| _,. John Connor, supervisor first district, first ward. 

Keeps a disorderly gin-mill, resort of lowest char- 
acters. 

“Francis Jordan, supervisor sixth district, first 
i ward. Lives in New Jersey; was turned out of tho 
| post office by Postmaster Jones for bad conduct, 

“Bernard Dugan, supervisor eighth district, first 
ward. Habitual drunkard. His wife left him on 
account of his drunkenness, and nrocured a divorce 
on that ground. 

“John Tobin, supervisor ninth district, first ward. 
Arrested about six months ago for grand larceny. 

* Patrick Murphy, supervisor fourth district, sixth 
ward. Two years ago distributed fraudulent natu- 
ralization papers, and would furnish them to any- 
body that would promise to vote for Grant. 

“Edward Slevin, jr.. supervisor second district, 
fourth ward. Hasan indictment now pending against 
him in court of general sessions for cutting a boy 
named Kilkenny. N 

“ Michael Foley, supervisor fourth district, fourth 
ward. Well-known repeater, voting for anybody 
that will pay. EN 

“James F. Day, supervisor seventh district, fourth 
ward. Shot at a man in a fight between the Walsh 
association and a gang from Water street. j 

“John Conners, alias Jockey, supervisor third 
district, fourth ward. A well-known desperate char- 
acter. 

“ Dennis Hogan, supervisor ninth district, first 
ward. A bounty bird during the war. 

“ Richard Enright, supervisor in first ward, eighth 
district. Arrested for robbery in 1863. | 

“John Grimes, supervisor twelfth district, fifth 
ward. Arrested in April, 1863, for stealing a gold 
watch, 

“ Michael Costello, marshal sixth ward. Bounty- 
jumper-during the war, s Ao 

“ Harry Rice, supervisor thirteenth district, sixth 
Was connecied with the Chatham street con- 
oon murder, and fed to Nebraska to escape 
hment. une 

Thomas Lane, supervisor seventeenth district, 
sixth ward, Formerly keeper of a notorious den at 
| Five Points, headquarters of thieves and robbers. 
“John Lane, supervisor twenty-second district, 
me ward. Was indicted for receiving stolen goods. 
Has served a term in Sing Sing. | nae i 

“Edward Foley, supervisor sixth district, ninth 
ward. Arrested last year for stealing a wateh. | 

“ Humphrey Ayers, supervisor eighteenth district, 
ninth ward. Arrested six years ago for robbing the 
United States mail. . ; EN 

“John Dowling, supervisor nineteenth district, 
ninth ward. Arrested August 20, 1869, for till-tap- 


| 
} 
i 
l 
| ping. 


Tried in United States court for robbing the 


James Fitzsimmons, supervisor twentieth dis~ 
trict, ninth ward. ‘Arrested August 1, 1868, for rob- 
bery. , Briss 

“John Martin, supervisor fifth district, twelfth 
ward. Arrested’a few years ago under an indict- 


ment for arson. ae . 
Samuel Rich, supervisor fourth district; thir- 


| 
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teenth Nord. „Served a torm of two years at Sing 
ing for felonious assault. j , 
“Jobn, alias Buckey, MeCabe, supervisor eighth 
distriot, fifteenth ward. Charged with shooting a 
man.with intent to kill about a year ago; via. 

"William P; Burke, supervisor twentieth district, 
eighth ward. : Served his term in the State prison 
of Massachusetts for burglary; also two years in the 
New: York State prison. | en 

dames MeCabe, supervisor fourth district, eighth 
ward, Now confined in the Tombs under indict- 
ment for highway robbery. | ae 

<* William Irving, supervisor fourteenth district, 
eighth ward. Hasserved a term in Sing Sing prison 
for burglary committed in the eighth ward, and 
has never been pardoned: ` oe 

* Patrick Henry Kily, alias Fred, Williams, super- 
visor twenty-second district, eighth ward. Keeper 
of a house of ill-fame; resort of the lowest and vilest 
characters. j , p 

Patriek Hefferman, supervisor of the tenth dis- 
trict, sixth ward. Arrested some time since for 
attempted murder. , , 

Frederick Sterringer, supervisor eighth ward, 
Has been arrested several times for keeping dis- 
orderly house. he ARS 

“ J. F. Baderhop, supervisor tenth ward. Arrested 
for murder a few years since, 

“Ed. Weaver, marshal in eighth ward. Has been 
but a short time out of State prison, where he has 
been serving out his sentence. , 

“Walter Prince, (colored,) marshal eighth ward. 


Now. in prison awaiting trial for highway robbery. 

“Andrew. Andrews, alias Hans Nicols, marshal. 
Panel-thief; been sentenced two or three times to 
State prison, and has just returned from Blackwell’s 
Island” 

Mr. TIPTON, Thatis only one of three Lists 
published in the New York World just before 
the election in that city, and Ipresentit as a key 
to the character of the men who were appointed 
in the city of New York by a United States 
judge for the purpose of enforcing this law; 
and it is not the first time that the list has 
been read in the hearing of the Senate. Tt 
was presented by a Senator from Maryland 
some time since, perhaps in the last Congress, 
to prove the same point. 

Task especial attention on the part of the Sen- 
ate to the point which I now propose to make. 
Itis not necessary for me here to undertake to 
establish whether this species of reckless legis- 
lation, this overriding the authority ofthe States, 
has had an undue influence upon the military 

ower of the Government, or whether the 
egislative department has been warped from 
its proper position on account of what was 
taught it by the Army during the years of war 
and reconstruction. But I desire to call your 
attention specially now to the manner in which 
the military administration apply their theory 
and practice of the civil being inferior and sub- 
ordinateto the military authority, as was lately 
indicated in the case of the Chicago fire. 

The practice of so many years of war, and 

- the use of the Army during the years of re- 
construction appears to have led these men to 
look upon it as the most reliable instrument 
for working out political problems, and se- 
curing to the citizens that protection of Goy- 
ernment which belonged alone to their own 
intelligent action. 

Demoralized, as I verily believe, as to their 
true position in time of peace, by the influ- 
ence of unconstitutional legislation, one seems 
at a loss to know which most to condemn, the 
application of the lesson, or the school in 
which it was learned. The military seem to 
argue thus: if State lines are no barrier to our 
movement, when we march to regulate elec- 
tions in the States, neither should they be 
When we would march to the extinguishment 
of a fire, as an organized force under the 
supreme laws and regulations of the Army of 
the United States. 

And now, in presenting to the Senate an 
extract from the message of the Republican 
Governor of Illinois, I demand that attention 
which the importance of the document ought 
to receive, and I make this point, that the 
very language of the Governor of Hlivois 
throughout is language as applicable to this 
legislation that we are about to cousum mate 
this day as it. was to the subject to which he 
applied it on the 
He then said; : 

“In submitting these papers to the General Assem- 
bly, itis not improper for me to say that when the 


9th day of December, 1871. | 


regular troops that had occupied Chicago from the 
lith to the 22d day of October, 1871, were ordered to 
their stations, and the volunteer force organized by 
Lieutenant General Sheridan was disbanded, I did 
not believe it to. be possible that any officer of the 
United States Army could again find a pretext for 
intermeddling in the affairs of the State of Ilinois. 
My expectation of future exemption from military 
interference was based upon the belief that the au- 
thorities of the State had already done enough for 
the maintenance of law, and for the protection of all 
the interests of the people of Chicago, to merit thei? 
full confidence, and that the local officers of the city 
were then so alive to their duties, and so confident 
in the support of a powerful State, that no room 
would be left for externalintervention. Everything 
indeed had been done for the aid and protection of 
the people of Chicago that was possible, and if all 
their interests were not secure, it was because the 
resources of civil government were not equal to their 
necessities. 

‘The papers and cortespondence herewith trans- 
mitted demonstrate, however, that I was mistaken, 
and that the appropriations made by the General 
Assembly for the support of an adequate police force 
in Chicago, the energetic discharge of duty by tne 
police, and the most orderly conduct on the part of 
the people, were alike unavailing, for on the lst 
day of October?-- 


Remember, on the 81st day of October, 
1871— 
“General W. T. Sherman, on the application of 


ieutenant General Sheridan, ordered troops to 
Chicago to act as police.” 


As we propose by our legislation on this 
subject to enter the States of this Union, if 
not to act as police, to anticipate the people 
and act through our legislation direct. 

“‘ My letters to the President of the United States 
ofthe ad and 20th of November will prove that I 
have exerted myself to induce the President to with- 
draw these troops from the State, or to prohibit 
them from interfering in its internal affairs: and 
those of the President to me, of date of November 
9th and 25th, will show that my efforts have been 
fruitless, and that the President has. practically 
referred the whole subject to the decision of the 
officer whose conduct is questioned. 

“It is manifest that the order of the President, 
described in his letter of November 25, ends all dis- 
cussions, and leaves Lieutenant General Sheridan 
with four companies of infantry in Chievo, with 
discretionary powers to intermeddle in affairs that 
are within the exclusive and peculiar jurisdiction 
of the State, and with which the President and his 
military subordinates have no rightful concern what- 
ever. 

“ It seems to me, from the letters of the President 
and the papers laid before the General Assembly, 
that General Sherman and Lieutenant General Sher- 
idan entertain the belief” — 

What belief? 

“the belief that under pur system ofgovernmentit is 
a part of the duty of the officers of the Army of the 
United States to superintend the administration of 
the local governments’’— 

As we propose to superintend the affairs of 

local governments by our legislation in this 
Hall. The Governor proceeds— 
“and that if they are not satisfied with the measure 
of protection afforded by the States to the persons 
and property of their own citizens, the officers of 
the Army have the right, at their own discretion, to 
introduce a part of the Army,and through its agency 
afford such additional protection to the people as 
they may think necessary or proper, and that their 
right to interpose for that purpose does not depend 
upon the ability of the States to discharge their 
duties.” 

Now, let us apply that language of Governor 
Palmer to the case in hand. We, the Con- 
gress of the United States, if we are not satis- 
fied with the measure of protection afforded 
by the States to the persons and property of 
their own citizens, have the right at our dis- 
cretion to introduce our legislation and through 
us agency to afford such additional protection 
to the people as we may think necessary or 
proper, and our right to interpose for that 
purpose does not depend upon the ability of 
the States to discharge their duties. The mil- 
itary assumption of the President's officers is 
precisely the same that we assume in this Hall 
On this question ; that we will consider whether 
the people are protected; that we will nob 
consider whether the States are unable to pro- 
tect them, but in our authority, as supreme as 
that of a military commander in time of war 
under the rules and regulations governing the 
Army, we will consider all these questions for 
the people, and in our capacity settle them 
from the halls of legislation in Washington 
cty. The Governor proceeds: 


” There is no other ground upon which the conduct 


f Generals Sherman and Sheridan can be placed, 
ee will pretend that the State of Illinois ig not 
able to enforce its own laws and protect every person 
and all the property within its limits. 

I say that no one will pretend to-day that 
Massachusetts and Ohio and Nebraska are not 
able to enforce their laws on the subject of 
the rights of individuals. 

“But General Sheridan, in the exercise of his 
superintendence of its affairs, was not satisfied with 
the provisions made by the State for the safety of 
property ”— $ ga 

And we are not satisfied with the provisions 
made by the States for the protection of the 
rights of the people— 

“and the control of what he is pleased to call ‘the 


turbulent element’ in Chicago, and he therefore 
informed the adjutant general that ‘I am satis- 
fied? ”— 


I, the commander of the Army— 

of the necessity of their [four companies of in- 
fantry]} presence here, and ask the authority of the 
Secretary of War to bring them ;’ and General 
Sherman, acting upon the same principle, promptly 
informed him by, telegraph that ‘four companies 
ofthe gighth infantry are ordered to Chicago to 
act as’ ”— ; 


What? 
***as policé undér your letter of the 29th.’ ” f 

As though there was no police law in the city 
of Chicago; as though Illinois were an orphan 
without a Governor, without law, without con- 
stitution, and without authority. I, the com- 
mander of the Army, deem it necessary for the 
protection of this people that I should have the 
Army of the United States here for the purpose 
of performing police duty! 


“The President, it is true, in his letter to me of 
the 9th of November, informed me ‘that the only 
thing thought of in ordering these troops to Chicago 
was how to benefit a people stricken by a calamity 
greater than had ever befallen a community of the 
same number before in this country. The aid was 
ofa like nature with that given on any emergency 
requiring immediate action.’ It isto be remembered 
that Chicago is a part of one of the most wealthy and 
powerful States of the Union, that the State gov- 
ernment is in full vigor, and its laws everywhere 
enforced, and that its resources are ample fot the 
discharge of all its duties. It will surprise no One, 
then, that I protest that no emergency has existed 
at any time in the history of the State of Illinois for 
which it was unable to provide, and nothing’ in the 
Constitution or the laws to give the President or hig 
military subordinates the right to determine when 
it is necessary or proper for the authorities of the 
United States to interfere in the internal affairs of 
the States.” 


Mr. President, if we had never legislated, if 
we had never gone out from this Chamber with 
our enactments interfering with the rights of 
people in the States, perhaps the President and 
the Army might never have come to the con- 
clusion that they had a province to perform of 
that kind, and that they were only responsible 
to their own judgments, 

The Governor says: 

. “I also deny that the officers of the Army have the 
right to determine the measure of the duties of any 
civil officer, under any circumstances whatever, or 
that their powers are increased by any emergency 
that can possibly happen in the affairs of any State, 
They are not, as they seem to suppose, the natural 
rulers of the people ”— 

And so I say.here, that neither are we to 
suppose that we are the natural rulers of the 
people in this behalf—~ 
“under the circumstances of difficulty and danger, 


but they are at all times the inferiors of the him- 
blest officer created to execute the laws of the land.” 


The Governor then says: 


“Tcannot expect that Lieutenant General Sher- 
idan will accept this as the proper estimate of his 
official powers; for whatever concessions he may 
have on some occasions made to the imaginary an- 
thority of the mayor of Chicago, in his correspon- 
dence with the War Department, he has, in every 
instance, spoken of himself as acting in his military 
character, and his orders for the government of Chi- 
cago emanated from his headquarters, and are signed 
by the proper officers of his military staff.’? 


Showing thereby that he never undertook to 
act in subordination to the civil authorities of 
the city of Chicago or the laws of the State of 
Illinois, but that he acted from a higher plane, 
as an untrammeled officer of the United States 
Army. 

“In his dispatch to the Adjutant General of the 
ith Hi October, he said: 


here was some excitement here yesterday and 
last evening, but it is how quieting down. ` Some of 
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the troops from Leavenworth and Omaha are coming 
in, Thaye taken all necessary steps to meet the con- 
dition of affairs here? And he says, in his dispatch 
to the Adjutant Gencral of the 12th of October: ‘As 
there may be some trouble here when the banks 
have to settle with their depositors, and to keep 
down excitement, I have deemed it best to ask Gen- 
eral Halleck for four companies of infantry, which 
he has notified me he has in readiness at Louisville,’ 
and finally, as the expression of his own opinion 
of the completeness with which he, in his military 
capacity, had grasped all the powers of the govern- 
ment of Chicago, hesays in his letter to the Adjutant 
General of the 29th of October: “Almost before the 
reat conflagration in this city had exhausted itself, 
f saw the necessity of having afew companies of 
regular troops here for the preservation of the pub- 
lic peace and the protection of property and treasure. 
Their services were invaluable, but as soon as the 
excitement subsided the old city government de- 
sired to again take charge, and of course I sent the 
troops home, altough it had been my intention to 
keep four companies here during the winter.’” 


The Governor then proceeds: 


“And-the General commanding the Army seems 
also to have fallen into the dangerous error of sup- 
posing that his official military powers are para- 
mount to the Constitution and the laws. He in- 
dorsed upon the report madeby Lieutenant General 
Sheridan of his operations while enforcing military 
rule in Chicago his approval of all the acts of his 
subordinates, and that, too, with an emphasis that 
he seeins to have supposed will preclude all ques- 
tion of the propriety of hisconduct; and on the 3ist 
of October, when the same officer applied to him for 
leave to hring other troops to Chicago, he not only 
responded favorably to his wishes, but informed him 
that the troops were to act as police. 

“Tt is due to the dignity of the people of the State, 
that I should say that I cannot consent that the 
grave and important subjects that I have urged 
upon the attention of the President shall be decided 
by an oficer of the Army; but I must hereafter, as 
T have done in the past, protest against all interfer- 
ence by the officers of the Army in the affairs of 
this State. I must protest against such interference, 
because it will establish a, precedent dangerous to 
liberty, because it familiarizes the people with mili- 
tary rule, and inspires them with distrust of the 
capability of civil government to afford them need- 
ful protection; and itis now for the representatives 
of the free people of the State to discharge their 
duties according to their own convictions and sub- 
ject to their own responsibilities. 

JOHN W. PALMER.” 


While in all this the Governor protested 
against the occupancy of the city by the Army 


of the United States in defiance of law and 4 


Constitution, and without his demand or that 
of the Legislature of the State, he found it pos- 
sible to-do so without impugning the motives 
of either the President or Generals Sheridan 
and Sherman. 

In a letter to the President, he said, on the 
20th of November, 1871: 


“Iam not forgetful that your excellency says, 
‘that what was donc in respect to ordering the troops 
to Chicago was upon the ground of emergeney, to 
aid a people who had suffered greatly ;’ but, in this 
view, itseems to me that the General commanding 
the Army overlooked the fact that the disastrous fire 
at Chicago did not relieve the State of Illinois from 
any of its duties, nor transfer any of them to the 
Government of the United States” -a 

kod F ka e 


“The duty ofthe President is to see that the laws 
of the United States are enforced, and thatof the 
Governor of [Ilinois is confined to the enforcement 
of the laws of the State.” 

On the 6th day of January, 1872, not while 
the fire was raging at Chicago, more than 
two months after all danger was removed, the 
whole question, presented as I have stated 
from the Governor's message, was made the 
subject of a report from a committee of the 
house of representatives of the State of Ihi- 
nois, in which the good intentions of General 
Sheridan and the mayor were admitted, while 
their acts were condemned in unmeasured 
terms. 

The committee submit evidence to show— 


“That the police force of the city were intact and 
on duty, with a well drilled force of twelve hundred 
and fifty men in reserve in case of emergency, and 
fully able to afford needful protection; that on that 
day there was a complete formal surrender, by the 
mayor to General Sheridan, of the police power and 
regulation of the city.” x 


That from first to last there was good order, 


and no hanging of men to lamp pasts, is also | 


affirmed by the committee. f 
But the committee shall speak for itself. 
it said: 


“Thirdly, this body of armed men was organized 
in violation of ihe law, and their regulations to in- 
terrupt the passage of orderly citizens to and from 
their homes and -places of business can be eharac- 


k 


| imposed upon them an unlawful oath. 


| their Governors. 


! withdrawn from the State. 


terized by no milder term than an outrage upon the 
civil rights of the people.” 


They say also: | 
“And it is to be regretted that the President has 
not yet seen fit to comply with the request of the 
Governor, long since made, and revoke the order to 
the United States troops lately sent to Chicago to 


perform police duty in that city in violation of the 
constitution and laws of the State.” i 


Every citizen of the State of Illinois has had 
the opportunity to hear that declaration of the 
majority report of the committee of the house | 
of representatives of Illinois, that they were 
not able even so lately as in January to have 
the President revoke the order of his military 
subordinates, or to withdraw troops who were 
policing the city in violation of the constitu- 
tion and laws of the State of Ilinois. 


‘In conclusion the committee feel it their duty 
to declare that the constitution and laws of the State 
of Illinois, and the agencies created thereby, were 
adequate, and have been at all times fully equal to | 
the protection of all the rights and interests of the 
people of the State.” 


Among the resolutions reported by the com- 
mittee was one in the following language: | 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to modify the orders to the troops now 
jn Chicago, so as to prohibit them from interfering j 
in the internal affairs of this State, or that he with- |! 
draw them from the State.’’ | 


But I am not willing to leave this branch of 
my investigation without allowing Governor 
Palmer to speak by his message of November 
15, 1871, as follows: 


“The mayor, the mere executive officer of a city, 
created by the laws of this State, without control 
oyer the police and with only the general power of 
a conservator of the peace, abdicated some of the 
most important functions and duties of his office, 
and, in connection with this refusal to discharge his | 
own duties, attempted to place the laws of the State 
under the feet of a citizen, [General Sheridan, ] who, | 
forgetful of his own duty to respect, obey, and en- 
force the laws, in the capacity of an officer of the 
United States Army, availing himself of the color of 
authority conferred upon him by the mayor, sub- 
jected his fellow-citizensto military rule. No officer 
of the United States or of the State of Illinois has 
the constitutional or legal authority to exercise 
such transcendent power; for Lieutenant General 
Sheridan employed the troops of the United States 
in a manner not authorized by Federal laws. He 
raised troops without the consent of Congress, and 


*"Hedisregarded the provision of the constitution 
of the State which provides that ‘the military shall | 
be in strict subordination to the civil power,’ and | 
by posting bisguards and sentinels upon the streets | 
of a populous city, with insfructions to arrest per- | 
sons passing upon them, and to fire upon them in 
case of a refusal to obey their authority, the life of | 
2 citizen, who was under the protection of the laws, | 
was destroyed.” 


A minority report was also submitted to the 
House of Representatives in conjunction with 
the majority report from which 1 have quoted, | 
but in that case they plead the rule of ** good | 
intentions’? in bar of condemnation, while || 


admitting violations of law. i 

But, sir, the question came before the Legis- | 
lature of the State of Illinois, and the Legis- | 
lature, by a resolution, indorsed the action of 
Governor Palmer, and refused to pass a reso- 
lution indorsing the action of the President, 
showing that the people are tired of this ever- 
lasting interference on the part of Congress | 
and the military with their rights inside their | 
cities and inside their States, setting aside their | 
laws, their constitutions, their mayors, and 
Illinois has spoken on this 
question to the nation, and in our legislation 
we had better heed that voice which comes up 
from the prairies of the West. 

From these messages, reports. and letters 
of the Governor and President it appears that 
after the attention of the President was called 
to the fact that the Governor of Ilinois pro- 
tested that the United States military had 
prostrated the civil rule of the city of Chicago, 
still, as the resolution of the House committee 
shows, even up to January 6, 1872, the obnox: | 


ious orders were not modified or the troops | 
The only thing : 
done was to refer the whole matter to General; 
Sheridan, by sending the letter of Governor ; 
Palmer of 20th of November to the War 


i Department “t with directions to inform Geu- | 


eral Sheridan that if the troops under his 


& inaddi 


command had received any orders which in 
any way conflicted with the provisions of the 
constitution or the laws of the State of Hlinois, 
he should rescind them; ” thus leaving an ofi- 
cer to construe constitution and laws who 
had ‘‘ grasped all the powers of the govern- 
ment of the city of Chicago,” and “raised 
troops without the consent of Congress,’’ and 
had disregarded that plain provision of the 
United States Constitution which provides 
that on application of the Legislature or the 
Executive of a State the United States will 
protect against ‘‘ domestic violence ;’’ who, in 
a word, had substituted a mayor for a Legis- 
lature, and the application of citizens for 
that of the Govenior of a State, and in pre- 
suming to protect against domestic violence, 
had assumed to be himself the United States 
Government. 

Having received a letter from the Secretary 
of War, dated December 30, 1871, in which 
that officer said: 


“The President and Secretary of War have taken 
care to be fully advised upon all Gencral Sheridan’s 
measures, and to hold the control over them in 
their own hands,’’ iE 

`The Governor replied, January 8, 1872, as 
follows: 

“The object of my letter of November 20, 187], to 
the President, was tc secure his attention to acts of 
two of his military subordinates, that were pot only 
illegal, but of the most serious and dangerous polit- 
ical consequence. General Sheridan assumed to 
disregard all the officers of the State of Ulinois, and 
the constitution and laws by which such officers are 
created and their duties defined; and also so far 
transcended the proper duties of a military officer 
under the laws of the United States, as to ask from 
the War Department four companies of infantry to 
be sent to Chicago to oversee a portion of its popu- 
lation that he characterized as ‘turbulent;’ and 
General Sherman, in response to the application of 
General Sheridan, on the 3lst of October, 1871”— 

After the fire had been extinguished for two 
or three weeks— 

“ordered four companies of infantry to Chicago to 
act as police.” 

Ty concluding this letter the Governor of 
Ilinois ‘‘ expressed his profound regret that 
the President did not feel at liberty to dis- 
avow the acts of GeneralsSheridan and Sher- 
man, introducing troops into the State of IHi- 
nois at their discretion, to act as police, or 
otherwise interfere in its internal affairs.’’ 

Fellow-Senators, there is the evidence that 
we have of what is coming from practices 
showing such a want of respect for the lines 
of States, the laws of the States, and thr au- 
thority of the States under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

But Republican Governors of the several 
States have not only protested against mili- 
tary usurpations under cover of law and from 


i| tbe orders of military commanders, bui also 


from the acts of Federal officeholders. ap- 
pointed and continued in office by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

The point I make is this: that where we 
have legislated so recklessly, the Army has 
followed us ‘equally as recklessly, an% the 
Federal officeholders, taking example by our 
legislation and the action of the Army, have 
set themselves up also with as much despotic 
arrogance as the military have ever assumed. 
It is all from the same teaching and from the 
practice of license drawn from the same 
school. 

Desiring to he accurate in everything, Í must 
quote from the message of Governor War- 
moth, of Louisiana, to the Legislature of 
1872, in which he used this language: 

“In this State Federal interference in State mat- 
ters has gone far beyond what it did in these States 
to which congressional attention has been direated. 
It has embraced not only bribery, the-use of patton- 
age, and the active, undisguised interference of 
Fedoral employés.as such in political meetings, bul. 
tion to these reprehensible sets, the Federal 
appointees in this State, or many of them, have 
resorted to menaces, threats, the prostitution of 
United States buildings to factious party purposes 
to the exelusion of the business public. and beyond 
this even, what is unprecedented in the history of 
this country, the employment and presence of large 
numbers of armed deputy United States marshals 
and of armed Uniied Siates troops to interfere with, 


© menace, and control a political assemblage of citi- 


atip : : 
“and barred for a day, and the whole business public 
§ who had interests there were excluded. 


i 
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zens of the State. I recite briefly the facts that are 
undenied.as to this monstrous outrage on the peace 
and dignity of the State. In a time of profound 
peace, without any competent authority, or the least 
necessity, and without consultation with or the con- 
sent of the State authorities, the United States 
Officials here, in violation of law, convoked a po- 
litical’ convention in the custom-house in New 
Orleans, and this against the wishes and in the face 
of the solemn protest of a large majority of the eon- 

i The doors of the custom-house were locked 


_ United 
States deputy marshals, selected in many instances 
from rough and lawless characters, were especially 
deputized for the occasion, armed with loaded re- 
volvers, and stationed. within the building and 
around the United States court-room designed for 
the convention, The United States marshal pre- 
viously declared that they should be stationed within 
the convention itself. Their instructions had been 
such that these deputies were insolent and violent 
jn language and manner toward the delegates, even 
to such an extent as to excite serious disturbance, 
and going so far on the part of some of them as the 
offering of personal violence to the delegates. 

y >“ United States troops were drawn up in the cus- 
tom-house, Their very presence was an alarming 

] attack upon the right of public assemblage, and upon 


} every tradition and principle of American liberty. 


They interrupted the deliberations of the delegates. 
This interference of Federal officers, armed with 
Federal authority and Federal guns and pistols, in 
the affairs of a peaceable political meeting of the 
people of a State, is a very serious encroachment 
upon the peace and dignity of the State, and upon 
the individual liberties of its citizens. , 

I cannot suffer it to pass by without entering 
against it my solemn protest, and inviting you most 
seriously to join with me in asking the national Gov- 

. ernment to investigate the outrages of its subordin- 
ate officers and to punish the guilty parties.” 

Sir, when the Congress of the United States, 
and the President and military, and the civil 
officers of the General Government all com- 
bine to advance party interests by force of 
power and numbers, civil government becomes 
a national farce, and personal liberty a gilded 
bauble. i 

In the case of these frauds upon the rigbts 
of the people to hold conventions independent. 
of military control, there is one matter of 
congratulation in the fact that instead of pre- 
senting credentials to a military commander 
for his approval, and passing through files of 
soldiers to a convention-room, the free, manly, 
indignant populace of New Orleans stripped 
the horses from Governor Warmoth’s carriage, 
and drew the maimed soldier to an unguarded 
hall, away from the control of the officials of 
the custom-house, and Federal bayonets. 

And although this outrage upon the people 
took place in August, 1871, the wrong was 
not righted in January, 1872. Not only was 

~it not righted, but the Governor sends a mes- 
sage to the President detailing new outrages, 
charging that a conspiracy is formed to prevent 
the jegal. organization of the Legislature of 
Louisiana, and he says: 

“Tn this plot they have thesupportof the collector 
of customs, the United States marshal, and several 
of your appointees here.” 


While he further affirms: 

“The revenue-cutter Wilderness has been and is 
still employed to take these conspirators beyond 
the reach and jurisdiction of the sergeant-at-arms. 
At the moment of the assembling of the house of 
representatives to-day a number of United States 
marshals, armed with warrants from a United States 
commissioner, based ona frivolous affidavit of mem- 
bers of the conspiracy, suddenly arrested eighteen 
representatives, four senators, and the Governor 
and Lieutenant Governor, The effect of this was to 
break the Republican majority in the house of rep- 
resentatives.”’ 

The object of this war upon a Republican 
Governor and Legislature by the President's 
officeholders, was for the purpose, as I be- 
lieve, of controlling the politics of the State 
of Louisiana in the interest of the President’s 
renomination, though civil liberty shonld die 
in the struggle. 
` The same interference with the politics of 
the: State of New York where the President 
appeared:in the fiery contests by the use of the 
appointing power, and with the aid of the 
custom house corruptions and officials, has so 
damaged the Republican party that the Trib- 
une doubts his ability to carry the State, while 
the Albany Express asserts it positively. 

In the Christian Union of January 81, 1872, 
of which Henry Ward Beecher is editor, 


it is said, ‘‘Perhaps nothing in the Louisiana 
muddle is more discreditable than the part 
which the custom-house has played in it” 
He holds up to condemnation “the utterly 
disgraceful way in which officials of the United 
States have abused their positions.” 

From these usurpations at home I turn to 
others no less glaring, but further removed 
from the daily observation of the people, all 
the result of an utter disregard of the Consti- 
tution and of the Jaw that the military in time 
of peace ought to be subservient to the civil 
authority. 

In order to prove the positions I assume I 
must summon one of the most impartial wit- 
nesses of the country, the Atlantic Monthly 
of January, 1872, which, in one of its search- 
ing articles, while praising the President for 
many things, also makes the following dam- 
aging admission: 

* As a rule military men are not the stuff to make 
good statesmen for an unmilitary and commercial 
society. For the most part they entertain a profes- 
sional contempt for law, even when they avow their 
loyalty to it. Of this peculiarity General Grant’s 
administration has given at leastone signalillustra- 
tion. Declaring himself firmly opposed to inter- 
vention in the affairs of foreign nations, he has for 
some time past maintained a protectorate of San 
Domingo, which is iv reality war against Hayti, 
carried on in the teeth of a distinct provision of the 
Constitution.” 

When the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] disclosed this state of 
affairs on the 31st of December, 1870, by point- 
ing to three United States war steamers in the 
waters of Domingo, and a commodore of the 
Navy threatening the destruction of a town 
unless the Government of Hayti did the bid- 
ding of the United States as to San Domingo, 
the country was startled and a spirit of indig- 
nation evoked which culminated finally in the 
assumed surrender of the President to the will 
of the people, while in fact the unconstitu- 
tional and infamous policy is in bold and 
defiant attitude to-day. To consummate this 
wicked scheme, this job, this wholesale ‘land 
grab,’’ the President played in every rôle of 
the drama. 

In forming a treaty he was “the Chief Magis- 
trate,’’ in declaring war he was “the Congress 
of the United States,” and in “using all his 
influence privately” to forestall the Senate 
decision as per agreement of Babcock and 
Baez, he became a lobbyist in the outer halls 
of the Capitol. 

Thus, Mr. President, do we see to-day not 
absolute anarchy running wild in our own 
country at home, but an utter disregard of the 
States, an utter disregard of the will of the 
people, the setting up of Congress in its legis- 
lation high above the authority of the people’s 
constitutions; the Army vying with Congress, 
and the officeholders vying with the Army in 
doing whatever mayseem good to them in their 
judgments in order to accomplish the uiti- 


mate but impossible object of the elevation | 


again of a Chief Magistrate who has thus united 
with the Army and Congress and officeholders 
until the nation revolts, and will yet register 
its edict of revolt. 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Cor- 
BETT] to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER,] to add at the 
end of the fifih section the following proviso : 

Provided, That this section shall not be held to 
authorize the naturalization of Chinese. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell,Clayton, Cole, 
Corbett, Flanagan, Gilbert, Nye, Osborn, Pool, 
Scott, Vickers, and West—13, 

NAY S—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill. Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nor- 
cod. Ranisey, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 

ch urz, evenson, Stockton, S ae 
Pra apail and Wilson—32. maner. een 
IN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckinghs 
Cameron, Casserly, - Chandler, Conkling, Cobe 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Frelinghuy- 


| 


i owe, Kellogg, Kelly, 
pog anion of Feta eee Pom eroy, Pratt, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Tipton, Win- 
dom, and Wright—28. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. VICKERS. I move to strike out the 
first section of the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetis. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend the 
fourteenth section by striking out after the 
word *‘court’”’ the words © national or State,” 
and inserting ‘‘of the United States,” so ag 
to provide simply that no person shall be dis- 
qualified for service as a juror in any court of 
the United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the lawnow. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I hope 
this amendment will not prevail. I think it is 
unwise for the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to attempt to attach his amendment. 
to this bill which requires a two-thirds vote to 
become a Jaw. I have advocated the equal 
rights of all citizens since the reconstruction 
acts have been passed. In 1868 I did it at the 
expense of every social tie 1 had in my State. 
Tam still ready and willing to vote for the 
Senator’s proposition as a separate measure, 
but not to attach it to this bill. The Senator's 
proposition comes up first in the order of 
business after we shall have disposed of this 
measure. Ihave told him in person that I will 
stay with him as long as any Senator on this 
floor will stay to pass a measure giving equal 
rights to all citizens of the United States. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Coxx- 
LING] has said that this amendment can be 
placed on this bill, and the bill pass the House 
and become a law by a bare majority. 1 
merely refer the Senator to the enacting clause 
of this bill, which says a two-thirds vote shall 
be necessary to make it become alaw, He 
is certainly mistaken on that point. 

The Senator from Ohio who sits nearest 
me [Mr. SurrMan] said a few days ago that 
if a universal amnesty bill were passed the 
greatest and most prominent rebels, Jeferson 
Davis and others, would be here in twelve 
months. My reply to that is, what of it? Ir 
the southern people shouid be so foolish as to 
send such menas Jefferson Davisand Toombs, 
and other prominent rebels here, it would only 
tend to perpetuate the Republican party. Let 
them send them. They can do no harm here. 

Sir, if I understand the true Republican 
principle, it is equal rights to all men. Let 
us show that we are the- friends of the white 
race in the South, as well as the friends of the 
black race, by the passage of this bill, After 
this bill is passed, then we can pass another 
bill, if it be necessary, for instance, the bill 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, which will 
give equal rights to all classes of citizens, 
however humble they may be. 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. Nye] inthe 
course of the debate on this bill said that the 
murders and outrages and whippings in the 
South must stop before he would support any 
amnesty measure, Sir, I was astonished at 
that Senator’s remark, Suppose I were to 
reply, that the outrages and robberies and as- 
Sassinations in New York must stop before I 
will vote an appropriation to erect a post office 
there, or to improve the harbor of that great 
city, The Senator has certainly looked over 
the ground ‘and seen the difference between 
the condition of the South and the North at 
the end of the war. The Federal soldier when 
he was disbanded went home and found the 
laws of his country in force ; he found peace 
and. plenty prevailing. On the contrary, the 
rebel soldier, when he went home, found chaos 
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and confusion, no laws in force, starvation 
itself staring him in the face, Hence demor- 
alization would naturally exist longer among 
the southern soldiers than the Union soldiers, 
who found the laws of their country strictly in 
force. Let me refer the Senator to the late 
war in Europe, to the action of the commun- 
ists in Paris after the great war between Ger- 
many and France had terminated to the disad- 
vantage and discredit of the latter Power. 

Sir, the masses of the southern people are 
honest and brave. They went into the rebel- 
lion, and a great many of them gave up their 
lives for an idea which they honestly believed 
was right. Are we to put our foot on the 
southern people because a few lawless men 
still exist down there? Ihope not. I know 
the magnanimous spirit of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Nevada would not agree to an act 
of that kind if he would but reflect for a 
moment. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio said a few 
days ago that if universal amnesty were to 
pass there would be no distinction between 
the loyal and disloyal elements in this coun- 
try. Let me refer the honorable Senator to 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
which will be forever a mark of distinction 
between the men who fought for the flag of 
their country and those who fought against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from South 
Carolina is mistaken in attributing somebody 
else’s speech to me. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. I did not take any note of it at the 
time, but the remark was made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt it was 
made, but. not by me. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Perhaps it was the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morroy.}] I am 
not sure of that. But, Mr. President, if gen- 
tlemen are in favor of amnesty, now is the 
time to pass it. After this bill shall become 
a law by the two-thirds vote which it requires, 
then let us lay aside every other measure and 
pass a law giving equal rights to the humblest 
individual in the community. My constiiuency 
are mostly composed of colored men, and to 
them I am largely indebted for the place | 
occupy in the Senate, and I should indeed be 
recreant to that trust were I to sit here and 
allow them to be deprived of any right which 
any other American citizen on this continent 
enjoys. 

I hope, sir, that the bill will pass without 
any amendment and become a law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


on the amendment of the Senator from Mas- ; 


sachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer,] on which question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. | 


Mr. CALDWELL. On this amendment [ 
am paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. Casserty] who is now in New York. 
Ifhe were here he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Coorer] to state, when bis name was called 
on this bill, that he was detained at home by 
sickness in his family; and this morning, I 
see by the papers, he has lost his wife. 

Mr STEVENSON. My colleague [Mr. 
Davis] is confined to his bed by severe ill- 


ness. He is paired on the question with the | 


Senator from ‘Texas, [ Mr. FLANAGAX. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Upon this question Tam 
paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hanrutox.] who is necessarily absent on 
account of the illness of a relative. 

Mr. NYE. 
from Delaware, [Mr. Bayanp.] If he were 
here he would vote “nay, and I should vote 
yea.” 

Me FLANAGAN, (aftervating in the afirm- 
ative.) J suppose | ought to withdraw my vote. 
Thad agreed to pair on this question wit 
ator Davis, of Kentucky. but | heard bis col- 
league make some remarks which I thought 


fa 3 | 
I am paired with the Senator 


h Sen- | 


! ed in either of the following cl 


relieved me, and therefore I voted ‘‘ yea.” 

Subsequently, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 

Vickers] came to me and reminded me of 

my agreement, and I suppose I ought to stand 

by it. I misunderstood his colleague. I there- 
fore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the vote of the Senator from Texas 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I simply stated that 
my colleague was sick in bed, and was paired 
with the Senator from Texas. 

The Chief Clerk announced the result of 
the roll-call—yeas 28, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Carpenter, Cole, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry_of Connec- 
ticut, Goldthwaite. Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitech- 
eock, Jobnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Norwood, Pool, Robertson, Sauisbury, & 
Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, and Vickers—28. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Caldwell. Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 
munds Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, Pratt, Sprague, and Stew- 
axt . 

: The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
being equally divided, by the Constitution the 
Vice President must give the casting vote. 
Voting upon thisamendment as a whole, with- 
out concurrence with all the features contained 

in it, the Chair votes in the affirmative, and the 

amendment is agreed to. 

* [The announcement of the adoption of the 
amendment was received with great applause 
in the galleries.) A < } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The assistant 
| doorkeepers will remove from the galleries 
tany person manifesting any approval or dis- 
‘approval of any votes on the floor of the 
‘Senate. This is not a town meeting, but the 
‘Senate of the United States. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to strike out all of 
the bil! after the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Morton] which has been 
adopted, to the end of the second section as in 
the original bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 


will report the part proposed to be stricken 


out, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That this act shall not apply to or in any way 
affect or remoye the disability 7 person includ- 
namely: | 

First. Members of the Con f the United 
States who withdrew therefrom and aided the rebel- 
lion. 

Second. Officers of the Army or Navy of the Uni- 
ted States who, being above the age of twenty-one 
years, left said Army or Navy and aided the rebel- 


of 


lion. 

Third. Members of State conventions which adopt- 
ed pretended ordinances of secession who voted for 
the adoption of such ordinances. : 

Sec. 2. That before any person shall be entitled to 
the benefit of this act he shall, within the district 
where he resides, before a clerk ct some court of 
the United States, or a United States commissioner, 
take and subscribe an oath or affirmation to support 
the Constitution of the United St „and to bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same, which oath or 
affirmation shall be forwarded by said officer to the 
Secretary of State of the United States, who shall 
cause a listof all persons complying with the pro- 
visions of this act to be laid before Congress at the 
opening of each session thereof; and the officer 
before whom such oath or affirmation is made shall 
give to the person taking ita certificate of the fret 
under such forms and regulations as the Secretary 
of State shall prescribe. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I call for the yeas 
and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is an amendment to 
that amendment in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
move to perfect the part proposed to be stricken 


out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to add to the 
part proposed to be stricken out, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. k will be in 
order to add to the part proposed to be stricken 
out, to strike out additional portions of the 
bill. 


Sawyer, į 


TEDNI 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move that all 
of the bill be stricken out up to the amendment 
we have just adopted. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. By the effect of 
the motion of the Senator from Michigan the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina 
must first be put to the Senate, because that 
is to perfect the part proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senator from Michigan, and the 
amendment is therefore in the larger degree. 
The first question, therefore, will be on the 
amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, to strike out the sections which have been 
read by the Secretary, after wkich the motion 
of the Senator from Michigan will be in order, 
to strike out ail the rest of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina isto make 
universal this amnesty, as it is called; but, as 
the Senator from Illinois well said, it is notan 
amnesty billat all; it is a bill providing that 
certain persons who were engaged in the re- 
bellion, and who added to the crime of treason 
the crime of perjury, may be entitled to hold 
office and to exercise the powers of govern- 
ment in the various States. That is the effect 
of it in striking out these limitations. Now, 
I am informed, and I believe, in the State of 
South Carolina this will apply to the chief 
leaders of the Ku Klux Klan, which I believe 
all parties at present agree exists in that State 
in a state of atrocity that has compelled its 
counsel, eminent gentlemen of an opposite 
political opinion to our own, to abandon the 
causes as being those that they cannot partici- 
pate in the trial of as gentlemen and lawyers 
of honor, and as citizens having the peace and 
good order of the country at heart. The effect 
of this amendment is to relieve from the pres- 
| ent disability imposed by the Constitution on 
| people in that State who are at the head of 
| this organization. 
| 


The evidence, as I believe, in the possession 
| of the authorities of the United States at this 
| moment is that what is called the advisory 
i board of the Ku Klux Klan in the State of 
i| South Carolina, the supreme three persons 
| who direct its movements are Mr. Wade 
| Hampton, Geveral Kershaw, and General But- 
iler, every one of whom I am informed will be 
| entitled to be Governors and judges in the 
! State of South Carolina if this amendment of 
| my honorable friend passes. Now, I wish 
| to put it to him. I wish to put it to every Sen- 
il ator, whether it is the will of the people of 
the United States, whether it is the will of 
this body, that we shall allow men occupying 
the position that these three persons, do to 
‘exercise the powers of Government as rulers 
| over the people of that State. Why, sir, the 
i; question is, as it seems to me, supposing my 
f information to be correct—and I receive it 
| from officials of the United States in whose 
| possession the testimony is—whether we ought 
to strike from this bill limitations which will 


i 


HH 
f 
t 


| in effect commit us to saying that those three 


i 
j 
A 


men—and I only speak of them as illustrating 
in that State the effect of this amendment— 
shall be called to the chief authority, and 
| shall give law to the defenseless citizens of 
hat State in the future. 

. Why, Mr. President, where are we comiug 
to? The people and the States, by the act 
of three fourths of their number, have declared 
that persons named in the Constitution shall 
| not be authorized to exercise the functions of 
| Government, although they have all the other 
rights of citizens until two thirds of each House 
of Congress shall agree that the publie safety 
! and the public interest will jastify ite Is it for 
| the public safety and the publie interest that 
i the three chief heads and leaders and advisors 
| of that most atrocious and infamous organiza- 
ition existing in that State shall, by an act of 
Congress, be declared to be tit and wortby 
i persons to exercise the powers of Government 
‘there? That is the question upon this amend- 
| ment. Ido not wish to enlarge upon. it gs 

| might, I only wish to state to the Senate that 


i 
H 


ew 


| 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 9, 


Tam informed by an official of the United 
States, whose duty it is to prosecute crimes of 
this character, that in his possession is the 
evidence which, when a judge can be obtained 
to go on with the trial of these causes, can be 
laid before the judicial courts, which will show 
that these three persons form the chiéf advis- 
ory: board of that atrocious organization. 

Now, are we to say that the public interest 
requires, the publie safety requires, that gen- 
erosity requires, that they should be author- 
ized to be elected to the chief places of honor 
and responsibility in that State, and that the 
lives, the liberty, the property of the whole 
body of that people are to be placed under 
their charge. I say this, Mr. President, not 
in any sense of hostility to the generous im- 
pulse of my friend from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Sawrves.} I know that he is just as much for 
social order and for equal rights as I am; but 
I put it to him in a friendly way whether it is 
wise or right to urge us at this time to relieve 
from this disability people who occupy that 
attitude? 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I ata in no 
condition to speak to-day; my voice is so 
weak that I can scarcely be leard across the 
Chamber; but I wish to say a word or tivo in 
reply to my honorable friend from Vermont. 

I am not aware of the fact he states with re- 
gard to the individuals named; it may or may 
not be true. He states it upon what he doubt 
less believes to be reliable evidence; but I 
have yet to be convinced that holding anybody 
under the political disability imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment isa wise and adequate or 
appropriate punishment for the crimes of the 
gratid council or the members of what is called 
the Ku Klax Klan, The disability imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment was imposed for 
a temporary purpose. That purpose was not 
punishment for treason; if it were, it would 
be a most ridiculously disproportionate one. 

The men who are under such disability were 
placed in that situation at the time when the 
reconstruction acts were passed, becausé it 
was thought unwise to allow their participa- 
tio in the reconstruction of the governments 
of the South, not because that disability was 
régarded asa punishment for their rebellion or 
their treason. It was in the nature of a pro- 
tection to the institutions about to be estab- 
lished. It was meant to be temporary in its 
character; for in the very clause im posing 
them, a provision is made for a mode of relief 
from the disabilities. The tenor of the de- 
bates on the subject at the time the clause 
was under discussion bere indicates its pur- 
pose to have been what I now suggest, and the 
Intention that the disability should be trans- 
itory in its duration, 

When, therefore, the Senatorasks me whether 
such persons as these ure fit persons to be put 
in office as deposiaries of political power in 
the southern States, I may answer, no; but I 
@rswer again that that has nothing to do with 
this question. This is & general question. 
We do not keep them under disabilities as a 
punishment for being members of the Ku Miux 
Kian: There are other penalties, theré are 
other punishments more adequate and effect- 
ive winch wili be measured out to theni when 
they are convicted of these atrocities of which 
we have heard so much and of which no mañ 
has a greater horror than I, 

Bat jet me teli the Senator that the thou: 
sands and tens of thousands of members of 
the Ku Klux Klan all over the South havetheé 
liberty to day of voting and holding office. If 
the logic is good, why not now pat under like 


no convection whatever. There is 16 logical 


existence of the disabilities may have, and 
probably has bad, thé effect to repress efforts 
to ‘suppress the Ku Klux outrages. 


i 


» CO j to ask a question? 
relation between them, except, as I have | 
before had occasion to remark, that the 


Every kind of an attempt is made here to 
defeat this bill. Tis opponents have attempted 
tö put rider dfter rider upon it to insitre its 
defeat. and I feat that they havealteady done 
so. I have very little hope that the bill can 
pass in its présent shape. We have put upon 
it a bill the principles of which I heartily 
indorse, but to which it is well known many 
Republican and ail Democratic Senators seri- 


| ously object, and which was put there not so 
_ much as it seems to me for the purpose of 


securing its own enactment into law, as for 
defeating the amnesty bill; and I almost 
doubt whether it is not my duty now to accept 
the amendimént of the Senator from Michigan 
and agree to siriké out all the bill except that 
of the Senator from Massachusetts; for Mr. 
President, it seems to be determined here by 
the eneinies of amnesty that we shall pass no 


amnesty bill in the Senate except in such a | 


shape as rendérs its passage elsewhere impos- 
sible. Perhaps it would be wiser for us to 
abandon all attempt to pass an amnesty bill 
and go td work and pass the bill of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, aud then, forsooth 
we Can test the question whether some of those 
Senators who say they ate iti favur of amti¢sty, 
alter equal rights are secured, are really so, 
or whether their zeal for equal rights has been 
quickened by their desire to impede the pas- 
sage of the so-called amnesty bill., 

No, Mr. President, I say to the Senator 
from Vermont, {do not wish to relieve from 
any of the penalties duc to their erimes any 
of these men who have made the name of the 
Ku Klux Klan odious throughout the civilized 
world, but I do uot wish to be guilty of what 
to me seems the absurdity of retaining the 
petty irritation of political disabilities in the 
name of punishment of the most tremendous 
crime which has blackened the pages of the 
history of this country ; and when the Senator 
arises in his place here and announces as an 
argument against the removal of political dis- 
abilities the fact that three or four men who 
perchance will have their disabilities removed 
by our action are or were members of the Ku 
Klux Klan, it seems to me that the Senator is 
sore distressed for arguments to sustain his 
position. I say it in no unfriendly feeling, 
but it looks very much as though there were 
Senators here who do not mean that disabili- 
ties shall ever be removed in any way what- 
ever, and who are disposed to resort to argu- 
ments in support of their position utterly 
unworthy the occasion and searcely rising 
above puerility. 

1 scarcely expect that this amendment will 
be adopted; I do not expect the Senate will 
accept it; though I am fully convinced that it 
would be wise to do so, and that it would 
have been wise to passa clean bill of relief 
a year or two ago, before much of the ev] 
caused by the disabilities had arisen, evils 
it is now too late to undo; and I made the 
motion in order to see how many Senators 
agree with me on it, 
on the record. : i 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the effect 
of the motion of the Senator from South Caro 


aud to put myself right | 


liva is to make what is called amiesty univer- | 


sal, to authorize the ring-leadets, the authors, 
those who imagined and created the rébellion, 
to hold office, 
ihe last mark of legal disapprobation from the 
rebellion. The effeet of it is to declare to the 
world—and that will bé the meaning of it, I 


j care not what temporary and transient reasons 
fi may be assigned here to-day—that there was 


ne Tog | no crime in the rebellion, that treason against 
disability those men who are now as free to vote | 


and hold office as any Senator here? The | 
truth is, Mr. President, the two things have | 


this Government carries with it no conse- 
quences. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senatör if he 
régards the retention of political disabilities as 
à panishment for treason ? 

Mr. MORTON. I consider that question 


The effect of it iš to remove ; 


4 


| ten years not always aceérding to our wishes 
| but according to the needs of the country. 


{and id another consulta 
| voted alone against it; 


wholly immaterial. The logic of it is, that 
because Jeff. Davis was not hung, as he and 
othérs ought to have been, therefore he should 
be allowed to hold office. It isa non sequitur, 
{ do not see the force of it. Because we have 
done what we ought not to have done; because 
we lave gone a great length in relieving the 
greatest criminals the world has ever known, 
therefore it is argued that now we should take 
the last step, remove from them the last evi- 
dence of legal or constitutional disapproba. 
tion, authorize them to hold office, and to 
declare now, after all we have said and done 
in regard to the rebellion, that it involved no 
titpitude, involved no crime, was simply an 
honest difference of opinion, and that the 
authors and conceivers of it shall be allowed 
to return to the places of power, and hold 
the highest offices in the land. If we are pre- 
pared to stultify ourselves before the wortd, if 
we are prepared to educate our children into 
this belief, then we should sustain the motion 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, during this 
loiig debate the motives of Senators have been 
often questioned, and imputations have been 
tade that I think ought never to be made 
in this body. 1 am a little surpriséd that tha 
Senator from South Carolina, after this long 
debate that we bave had here, should rise 
abd now impute motives to Sénators that are 
not justified by their avowals or their votes, 

Mc. CONKLING. It has been indulged in 
frequently before by others, There is nothing 
new in it, E ; 

Mr. WILSON. I have admitted that. I 
Suppose that Senators who have avowed them- 
selves in favor of amnesty tean what they say, 
aid Senators Who have voted for the civil 
rights améndment voted Yor it because they 
thought it was their duty so to vote, and that 
it was sound polity to carry these two meas- 
ures through thè Senate and through Congress 
together. I have voted for the civil rights 
amendinent proposed by my colleague because 
there are some provisions of it which I deem 
essential and demanded by the necessities of 
à portion of our fellow-citizens. 

Jam not only in favor of aranesty as far as 
the bill that is before us goes, but I goa great 
deal further, aid I am willing to so amend 
the bill that the exceptions shali apply only to 
inembers of the Cabinet, judges of the Supreme 
Couri, and members of Congress who took 
part in the rebelion.. 

That was thé view I entertained when the pro- 
vision Was put inte the Constitution. Wehave 
béen éalied upon to vote olten during the last 
3 
We 
have often been compelled to give up our own 


|! modes of action and all that we wish to do, to 


carry our friends along together to accomplish 
the great work in which we have been on- 
gaged. And when this proposition was made 
Originally to put this disqualification in the 
Consiitution of the couutry, in another place 
ion, I opposed it and 
but I voted for it here 
because | yieided my judgment to others; I 
advocated it before the peonle, and I have 
stood on it, J wished then sim ply to put into 
tue Constitution a disqualification applying 
ony to the men who sat here with us, o¢ who 
were in the Supreme Court or in the Cabinet 
and with oaths upon their lips ploited day aad 
night treason against the country, 

, E thank God, sir, that wo lave taken no 
blood fur this rebellion since the clash of arms 
ended. I am glad that no man has been 
executed. I do not believe this Government 
would be stronger to-day if we had done it. 
1 do not believe the Governament of Franca 
to-day is stronger for executing ihe com- 
munists whom they have ‘convicted, We 
asserted the power of the Goverinent: every- 
body knows it, and with the assertion of Una: 
power has gone out the record of the charity, 
the humanity, the mercy of this Christian. 
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democratie Republic; and it is as much honor 
to us to-day that we did not try and shoot 
down men of bang them after the war was 
over, as it was that we put down that rebellion 
itself, 

In saying this, sir, I have not a word to say 
in regard to any mitigation of the guilt. There 
isno man in America who believes more in 
the guilt of these men than I do. They have 
been punished. When we remember who they 
were, how they ruled this country fortwo gen- 
erations, how they voted down sacred rights, 
how they advanced in one aggression upon the 
country after another until they raised the 
standard of revolt in their ecstasy of power and 
hope, and see where they are to-day and what 
they are, defeated, never more to guide the 
destinies of this country, their bondmen taken 
from them and made citizens of the United 
States, their millions of property gone, poverty 
over that section of the country, and what is 
more and greater than all this, a record that ig 
to jiveas long as the history of the country is to 
live, and that record being that these men in 
this age of Christian Civilization, that these 
men in this day of light and knowledge, in this 
Christian democratic Republic, for the purpose 
of continuing fetters on human limbs, keeping 
auction-blocks and whips, selling babies, and 
extending their power and control in the coun- 
try, raised their hands against this nation and 
strove to-blot the Republic from the list of 
nations. Now, sir, that record is to go down to 
coming time biacker to-morrow than itisto-day. 
Tt was asin against the human race, and the 
human race wiil never forget it and never for- 
give it, When time passes away, when we get 
away from slavery in all its influences, in the 
calm and better days thatare to come, humanity 
the wide world over will look with horror upon 
that record. And, sir, is there a Senator here 
to-day who would not rather be taken out and 
shot like a dog, or hung like one, within an 
hout, than to have his name associated with 
that rebellion? Why, sir, taik of prisons, talk 
of hangings and shootings—imprisonments, 
hangings and shootings would be mercy rat her 
than to have such a record as that to go down 
to coming time. I would rather die a million 
deaths of the most ignominious character than 
to have my name associated in any way with 
that rebellion; and so would not only every 
patriotic man and liberty loving man, but every 
man in God's world who believes in the pro- 
gress of the buman race and in the dignity of 
humanity. They have been punished; they 
are being punished ; they are to be punished 
more in the tuture than in the past, 
time will come when those men, 1 hope, will 
get their eyes open enough to see that they 
would call upon ihe very mountains to hide 
them from the face of outraged humanity. 

i do not want to keep this punishment. 
They have been punished. I am wihing, 
therefore, to go in this matter of removing 
disabilities to this extent, to let everybody go, 
even members of the conventions. and miii- 
tary and naval men. These military and naval 
men do not amount to much, They generality 
had not mach to do about leading. 
Jowed their section of the country ont; they 
foliowed the statesmen and politicians that 
went out and organized the rebelion. There 
js not a great deal to be said abont them. 1 
am willing to let them and the mea in the con- 
yentions out, and I propose and intend if I 
get an opportunity, to move an amendment 
that shall carry out my own View applying the 
exception only to men who have been in Con- 
gress, men who have been in the Cabinet, and 
men who have sat on the seats of the Saprem 
Court of the United States. There would be 
perhaps two hundred or two hundred and Bity 
of then. And, sir, I will go further. Ewid 
pardon any of them when they ask me to do 
it, and show by their conduct that they mean 
honestly to submit to the Constitution and laws 
of the country. There are some ofthese men 
who bave behaved well since the war closed, 


and the | 


ihey foi- | 


! aior trom Vermont, 


! have known 


whose influences have been good. There are 
others who have acted far otherwise. 

Now, sir, Í am in favor not only of amnesty 
as far as the bill goes, but further. i amin 
favor of the civil rights amendment that shall 
protect the colored citizens of the United 
States all over the United States, everywhere, 
North and South, in traveling in public con- 
veyances, in being taken care of in hotels, and 
of settling the question of equality in thepri- 
mary schools of the country where so muchis 
to be done to educate the rising generation of 
the country to forget caste and believe in the 
equality of our common humanity. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Vermont said that if the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague should prevail, 
such men as Hampton, Kershaw, and Butler 
would be entitled to hold office, and would no 
doubt hold the position of Governor and other 
important offices in South Carolina. Does the 
honorable Senator know that there is a majority 
of colored voters in South Carolina of about 
twenty five thousand, and if these men hold 
office, are they to hold office by the votes of 
those colored people? He goes farther, and 
says he has evidence that these very men, 
Hampton, Kershaw, and Butler, were engaged 
in Ku Klux operations, so much soasto be the 
advisory board of that Klan. Sir, I was pres- 
ent during the recess of Congress, two weeks 
or more, in Columbia, at the trials there, and 
no evidence was adduced in court tending 
in the least to implicate these mea, nor do i 
believe they are so engaged. I believe fur- 
ther they would discountenance ali such oper- 
ations, ali such outrages; and the proof of my 
assertion is this: that not a singie Ku Klax 
outrage has occurred in the counties in whic 
thase gentlemen live. On the contrary, Il 
learn that they have suppressed all lawlessness 
in their respective counties. 


One of the gentlemen whose name has been | 


mentioned, I can inform the honorable Seu- 


d he rau for the office of Lieuten- 
aud 


removed, an 
ant Governor about eighteen months ago, 
was defeated by about thirty-four thou 
majority. I kuow those gentlemen well. 


boy, perhaps not more than eight or ten years 
of age. 1 believe him incapable of doing a 
mean thing or 2 cowardly act. E know the 
oiher men not so well as I have known Ker- 
shaw, but, while [ do not speak toeneof them. 


General Hampton, 1 will say the same thing | 


of ail three—tney are honorable and brave 
men, and incapable of doing a mean act. in my 
opinion; but if they are engaged in any Ku 
Kiux operations, 1 say let them be punished 
to the exrent of the law; but tire fact must be 


proven and established by due process of law | 
before the assertion can be made in wy pres: | 


ence, without at least receiving from me a 
prompt contradiction. 

Sir, if these men are implic 
outrages, I repeat. let the 
down with Ku Kiux and ap with thesupremacy 
of the law and the equalrigh's of all citizens. 

‘Phe honorable Senator from indiana, if I 
am not mistaken, 


strike out prevaiied 


ated in Ku Kinx 


clement of this country and the loyal element, 


Sir, I would again reter him to the third sec- | 


ton of the fourreenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. When any of 
the former rebels are elected or ap; ointed to 
office. lask the honorable Senator what oath 
are they 10 take? Not the oath 


tron-elad oath, but the modified oath. Sir, 


that is a line of demarcation which will follow : 


those men as long as time lasts, or at least as 
fone as this Government stands. These gen- 
tlemen, as [suid before, made a mistake when 
they went into rebellion, and a very grievous 
and sadowe. Lopposed them with what feeble 
ability 1 possessed. They were defeated, aud 
no one rejoiced at the result more than Í, 


hj 


has had his disabilities | 


sand | 
J } 


General Kershaw since i wes a! 


law be vindicated; | 


gaid that if this motion to | 
, there would be no consit | 
tutional iine of demareation between the rebel | 


known as the | 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, [had resolved 
not to say another word on this bill or any 
amendment that might be offered to it; but 
the remarks which have been made. by the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmuyps, ] and 
those just made by the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Ropertsox,] have induced me 
to violate that resolution. [ will not vote for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] for reasons 
which I have already stated, but I seize this 
occasion and the remarks made by the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps,] and those 
made by the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Ropertson,] to enforce a point which I 
made when I first addressed the Senate upon 
this amnesty bill. I made the point’ that if 
Congress had held to the vantage-ground 
which it originally stood upon when the four- 
teenth article of amendment to the Constitu- 
tion was passed, we would be on much safer 
ground in legislating to-day on this question 
of the removal of disabilities than we find 
ourselves after the large number of persons 
who have been relieved from disabilities. 

In view of that point I call attention to the 
| appeal made by the Senator from Vermont 
not to adopt this amendment, for the reason 
that if we do we make eligible to office three 
gentlemen whom he named, and who, he says, 
ought not to be eligible to office, for the 
reason that they are now shown to be what 
is called the advisory board in the Ku Klux ` 
organization. Experience has taught me, in 
speaking of this Ka Klux business, that it is 
not advisable to tell the whole trath if a man 
who knows it wishes to preserve his character 
for veracity; and therefore it has been my 
habit, in speaking of my information upon this 
subject, to speak very guardedly. 

I will not say that Wade Hampton, and 
l General Kershaw, and General Butler are 
members of the Ku Kiux organization, or that 
|| they form the advisory board ia it. {have 
li some information upon that question, but not 
I| such as would authorize me to say here, as 
ll the Senator from Vermont has said, that be 
| bas had information from an authority which 
‘| he says authorizes him to announce bere that 
|| they are such members; but I do feel aathor- 
i| ized, before 1 come to the application which I 
i wish to make of this information, to send 
| 
ł 


to the Chair avd have read a circular having 
| appended to it the names of two of the gen- 
| ilemen referred to, so that the Senate and the 
country may see where they do actually stand 
| upon the Ku Kiux business. I ask the Cierk 
| to read the circular which | send to the Chair, 
avd before it is read I wish to state that it is 
| published in the Yorkville Inquirer, a paper 
i| published at the county town of a county in 
| the State of Soath Carolina, in which it is now 
entirely apparent that almost every hive man 
over tne aga of eighteen years is a member 
Í ofthe Ku Kiux orgamzation. The Clerk will 
i| please read now the paragraph I have marked 
in the paver sent to the desk. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. May {ask my friend 

from Pennsylvania a question ? 

Mr. SCQOUL. Certainly. 

Me EDMUNDS, dask whether be thinks 
it eniirely clear that the circular signed by 
those gentlemen weuld necessarily disclose all 

heir connection with Tha: organization? 

Mir, SCOLI. The Seeator from Vermont 
will Gud that it was unnecessary to put the 
question if he would permit the circular to be 
! read aud permit me to say what I proposed to 
follow ft with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend's pardon 
for having pat an improper inquiry. 

Mr. SCOTT. Tt is wot improper. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Cirenlar. 

Eminent counsel from the North have been eir- 
ployed to defend the men prosecuted under the Ku 
Klux act of Congress. This bas been undertaken. 
in order that ample justice may be done, and to the 
end that the constitutional questions involved may 
po ‘sonsidered. “Chis is deemed a pabliediaty. dn 


j otu 
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order to carry out this purpose, it is necessary to 
raise the sum of $15,000.. Your county has been 
assessed $2,000, which you will please raise, and 
transmit to Columbia to the committee in charge. 
WADE HAMPTON, 
M. C. BUTLER, 
J. B. PALMER, 
J. P. THOMAS, 
8. L. LEAPHART, 
W. B. STANLEY, 
JOHN McKENZIE, 
Commitee, 


My Drar Sr: Mr. Stanbery, Reverdy Jobnson, 
and Judge Barrett of New York, have consented to 
come, and we shall need $15,000. Do raise what 


ouro italy; WADE HAMPTON. 


Colonel C. Jones, Rock Hill, South Carolina. 


Subscription lists have becn placed in the hands 
of James Mion, W. H. McCorkle, and W. B. Metts, 
of Yorkville, and of J. M. Ivy and W. L. Roddey, 


of Rock Hill. C. JONES. 

Mr. SCOTT. I may say in commenting on 
that circular that in that portion of South 
Carolina in which this paper is published, and 
to the people of which it is addressed, the 
complaints about State taxation are perhaps 
as loud as they are in any other portion of the 
State; the complaints that are made against 
the South Carolina State government are as 
pointed and as severe as in any other part of 
the State; and yet this circular is sent to that 
tax-ridden community with the name of M, 
C. Butler to it, one of the gentlemen referred 

* to, asking them to assess themselves in the 
sum of $2,000 in that county for the purpose 
of defending the men who were indicted as 
Ku Klux criminals. I am certainly author- 
ized now to say that General M. C. Butler has 
put himself in the position of being willing at 
least to have the Ku Klux acquitted upon 
constitutional grounds; buthe does not desire 
to have them punished. 

With that statement I wish to enforce the 
position which I took when I first addressed 
the Senate on this subject, namely, that we 
have thrown away the vantage ground which 
we had under this fourteenth constitutional 
amendment; for I find on page 655 of the six- 
teenth volume of Statutes-at-Large this act of 
Congress: 

“That all legal and political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States by reason of participation in 
the late rebellion be, and they hereby are, removed 
from M. C. Butler, of Edgefield county, South Car- 
olina,” 

This act was approved on the 14th of July, 
1870. If, then, the information given by the 
Senator from Vermout be true, and if the posi- 
tion which this gentleman has himself taken in 
the circular I have read identifies himself with 
the Ku Klux organization, we have the fact 
that already, by the over-liberal legislation of 
Congress, the very man whose case is appealed 
toas a reason why the amnesty bill should not 
be passed has had his disabilities removed by 
a vote of Congress; and iu all probability the 
Senator from Vermont may have voted for 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not by any means. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know how that was. 
However that may be, here is the fact that a 
noted example now held up to the Senate ag 
a reason why amnesty should not be granted 
is already eligible, may come here, has been 
a candidate before his people for the office of 
Lieutenant Governor of South Carolina, I 
am aware that he was beaten thirty-four thon- 
sand, and if I might state all that he said on 
that subject it would appear that he argues 
that although he was beaten he does not think 
that thirty-four thousand was quite the num- 
ber of the majority against him; and therefore, 
as my friend from South Carolina has said, 
the removal of his disabilities with a colored 
coustituency to vote for him dees not render 
his prospects for office very bright at least. 

J need not say that in this statement which I 
have made I bave no desire to scree 
who is in any manner connected with the Ku 
Klux organization. The mannetin which I have 


n any Man ! 


treated that subject has perhaps grown to be 
habitual with me, for, as I have already said, 
when the whole truth comes to be known 
about that organization, the world will wonder 
at its incredulity for the past three years. No 
organization that has ever disgraced a civilized 
country has dragged civilized men down so 
near to barbarism as it has done; and no organ- 
ization with its ramifications and its extent 
has ever been able in a land of intelligence to 
carry on its infernal deeds with such secrecy 
and such success against the poor and the 
defenseless as that organization has done. 

I wish to put none of these men in a false 
position. Time will reveal, as it is rapidly 
revealing, who have been and who are respon- 
sible for these outrages; but, sir, let these 
outrages have been as great as they may, Iam 
driven to the conclusion that weshall make them 
no less by refusing now to give amnesty to that 
large number who by their votes can send here 
Representatives who stood in the same class 
where they stand as long as their disabilities 
are not removed. As I have already said, I 
will not vote for this amendment for reasons, 
as I have already stated, inherent in my own 
constitution. There are a few men yet that I 
do not want to see here with us, but the re- 
marks to which we have just listened having 
been made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epmunps] and the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Roserrson,}] 1 deemed that the 
position which 1 occupy with regard to this 
Ku Klux business would justify me in violat- 
ing the resolve I had made not to speak on 
this bill again, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, after this long and weary debate I know 


that the Senate is esta for a vote. Cer- 
tainly I am, and I do not intend to occupy 
two minutes of the time of the Senate. Per- 


haps the wisest thing that could now be done 
would be to strike out all in relation to am- 
nesty in this bill and pass it alone, and then 
to take up a bill somewhat similar to that of 
the House, providing for general but not uni- 
versal amnesty. After hearing the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, I am more encouraged to 
ask the Senate to adopt an additional amend- 
ment which I send to the Chair. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Morrie] moves an 
amendment to perfect the part proposed to be 
stricken out by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Sawyer. ] 
the Secretary. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert 
after the nineteeath line, in the second page, 
as an additional paragraph, the following : 

Fourth. All persons who have been orshall bemem- 
bers of what is known as the Ku Klax Klan, or any 
organization existing or which may exist for like 
objects and purposes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I simply desire 
to say one word as to.the statement made by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr, ] 
in which he endeavored to inculpate some very 
distinguished gentlemen of South Carolina as 
Ku Kiux, by reading a cireular in which they 
undertook to pay the expenses of the trial of 
certain parties charged 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will’ allow me 
to set him right. I expressly stated that I 
would not say that they were Ku Klux, but 
they had put themselves by this circular in 
the position of being willing to raise money 
for the purpose of defending Ku Klax. I 
expressly disavowed saying that they were 
members of that organization. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator is disin- 
genuous, è 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator from 
Missouri allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply intended to make a 
remark or two. I did not intend to occupy 
as much time as the Senator from Peunsylva- 
nia has occupied in the interruption. I sim- 
ply intended to refer to the extraordinary cir- 
cumstances existing in South Carolina, where 


It will be reported by 
| 


-tbis debate, 


| been so denounced by the 


by the proclamation of ithe President of the 
United States, martial law has been declared 
over eight or nine counties, and the people 
dragged from their homes upon the accusa- 
tion of the vilest and lowest characters in the 
State. The gentlemen who signed this circu- 
lar came forward and appealed to their fellow- 
citizens to aid in vindicating the men who 
have thus been dragged before the courts of 
the United States upon a law authorizing the 
President to declare martial law. 

Now, I will state upon this floor, and it 
cannot be truthfully contradicted, that there 
was no ground, there was no disturbance in 
that part of South Carolina which authorized 
the President, under the act of Congress, to 
declare martial law, and all the arrests that 
were made were made for crimes which were 
alleged to have occurred ona, two, and three 
years prior to the passage of the act of Con- 
gress; but the whole community were put 
under martial law by the President. We know 
it was done for political purposes. The whole 
nation knows that it was done merely for 
political purposes; that there was nothing 
which authorized the President at that mo- 
ment, or at any time subsequent to the legis- 
lation of Congress, to declare martial law in 
those districts of South Carolina ; and because 
citizens of that State who knew that innocent 
men had been dragged before the courts came 
forward and asked their fellow citizens to de- 
tray the expenses of the trials in order to test 
the constitutionality of the act of Congress 
under which they were tried, they are branded 
here in the Senate of the United States as 
belonging to this organization. I do not be- 
lieve that any man who knows either of those 
gentlemen would for a moment believe the 
accusation, no matter by whom made, nor 
the insinuation, no matter by whom it was 
put forth. 

Mr. President, I believe that every man who 
is accused of crime is entitled to be held in- 
nocent until he is proved guilty. I do not 
believe, with the President of the United 
States, that those persons in South Carolina 
who avoided arrest under his illegal declara- 
tion of martial law were guilty and confessed 
themselves to be guilty when they attempted 
to avoid arrest. Ido not believe that all those 
persons arrested were guilty. Hundreds of 
them have been turned loose already as not 
being guilty ; hundreds have been acquitted, 
and none of them have been convicted except 
of conspiracy upon the evidence of men whom 
no one would believe. 

Under these circumstances, to attempt to 
inculpate, to attempt to stain the character of 
men of such high standing as the gentlemen 
who have been named here, because they came 
forward to defend those who had been arrested 
under this process, is, in my Opinion, anything 
but proper. 

I did not intend when I rose to enter into 
I think I have said about as much 
as there is any necessity for. I sim ply intended 
fo enter my protest against the assumption that 
these men were guilty of the crimes which have 
o de: Senator from Peun- 
srlvauia, simply because they came forward to 
defend their fellow-citizens, and to provide 
them with the means of defense against an 
unconstitutional law. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, the time will 
doubtless come when it will be proper to dis- 
cuss the question which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has started, whether the President of 
the United States was jastified in suspending 
the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus in 
the counties in South Carolina in whieh that 
was done. When that time does come, [think 
when the country understands fully the condi- 
tion of things then exising, and which had 
preceded the exercise of that power, no one 
will doubt that he was not only justified, but 
that he would have been derelics to his high- 
est duty if he had uot exercised thar power. 
When that time comes I shali take occasion 
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then, if it be necessary, to vindicate the exer- 
cise of that power. 


I shall not enter any further into the discus: | 


sion of the question about the three gentlemen 
who have been named. Ishall leave that ques- 
tion just where what has been said places it. 

But, as the Senator from Missouri has intro- 
duced at this time the character of the arrests 
that were made and the trials that took place 
in South Carolina, before that topic passes 
away from the attention of the Senate, and so 
that what I say on that subject may accom- 
pany what the Senator from Missouri has said, 
let me call attention to two or three facts which 
of themselves will be the best answer to the 
charge that there was no necessity for exer- 
cising the power, or that it was exercised upon 
innocent persons. 

The grand jury which sat in South Carolina 
at the recent term of the circuit court has 
made a preseniment—and I am sorry I have 
not got it here; I would have had itif I sup- 
posed this question was to come up—and in 
that presentment they found that since Octo- 
ber, 1870, over six hundred men, women, and 
children were whipped and maltreated, and 
thirteen assassinated in the county of York; 
that an equal number were whipped and mal- 
treated and a greater number killed in the 
county of Union; and that about the same 
number were whipped and five or six killed 
in the county of Spartanburg—three of the 
counties in which this power of the President 
was exercised; and that within a period of 
about six months! And when the writ of 
habeas corpus was suspended and the per- 
sons charged with committing these offenses 


were arrested and turned over to the commis- | 


sioners of the United States, who committed 
them for trial, what did we find in the circuit 
court? Innocent persons dragged from their 
homes and brought before a tribunal for the 
purpose of punishment for crimes of which 
they were not guilty? Why, sir, very nearly 
filty of them wentinto court, and in open court 
plead guilty to the indictments which were 
preferred against them. 

The Senator says that the offenses with 
which they were charged were only conspiracy 
to commit crime. But why was that the only 
offense of which they were convicted? Because 
there was a division of the court, the district 
judge and the circuit judge sitting together on 
the question of whether they had jurisdiction 
of indictments charging murder, and under 
the law that question has gone to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. But if the Sen- 
ator will take the testimony and read it, as [have 
done, given uponthe trial of those indictments 
for conspiracy, he will find that of the men 
who were most responsible for these crimes, 
one, a prominent man in the county of York, 
a leading physician, wasthe leader of a band 
of Ku Klux, who bad dragged from his home 
and hanged in the presence of his wife an un- 
offending citizen. This is the reason that the 
offense of which they were convicted was only 
conspiracy; butthetestimony which convicted 
them of conspiracy shows that murders were 
committed, and with a state of public senti- 
ment existing in those counties which par- 
alyzed the authorities and the officers of the 
law, where crime had been rampant and hold- 
ing high carnival for over six months, the 
power was exercised. 

As I have already said, I will not reply at 
greater length now; but 1 wish it to be known 
that instead of innocent men being dragged 
from their homes and taken into court, they 
are confessed criminals, who are now upon 
their own confessions expiating their crimesin 
the prison to which they bave been sentenced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ican readily understand, 
Mr. President, the zeal which the honorable 
Senator from Missouri brings to this cause, 
because itis the old zeal and it is the same 
sort of zeal, though I am glad to believe not 
inspired by the same motives, that carries on 


the operations now in the southern States which 
we are called upon to approve with the seal 
of our approbation by declaring that the men 
who commit them and carry them on are suit- 
able and worthy citizens to be elevated to the 
government of those States, and to participate 
in the administration of the law, or in the 
pretense of the administration of law over the 
people whom they now, without law, oppress 
and scourge and assassinate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the greatest pleas- 


ure. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator’s language exactly when he spoke of the 
zeal of the Senator from Missouri, Am I to 
understand the Senator as meaning to attribute 
to me zeal in defense of those crimes of which 
he has assumed to speak? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I said quite the 
reverse. I said that my honorable friend 
from Missouri had the same zeal, though not 
inspired by the same motives. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Will the Senator yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will state to the Senate what definite 
evidence he has that the gentlemen to whom 
he has referred are at the head of the Ku Klux 
Klan in South Carolina. It seems to me to 
be a bare assumption, arising probably outof 
the letter which was read at the desk just 


now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 have no doubt the hon- 
orable Senator considers it a bare assumption. 
We were told less than a year ago that the be- 
lief that there was any Ku Klux at all was a 
bare assumption. Inthe eyesand in the minds 
of some gentlemen everything is an assump- 
tion which looks to the protection of human life 
aud good order in society; I must confess that. 
And therefore we were told, when we passed 
the bill under which these developments have 
been made, incomplete as they have been, 
owing to the want of judicial force in those 
States, that we were acting upon a crazy as- 
sumption; and yet, after all, that crazy as- 
sumption has turned out in the estimation of 
the honorable Democrats who undertook to 
defend the accused people, to be such that 
they, in the infinite horror and disgust that 
characterize high-minded gentlemen, left their 
clients to take care of themselves, and re- 
turned to their’homes. Assumption, indeed ! 
Does the honorable Senator who has addressed 
me, still have a lack of faith in the fact we 
assume, that horrible atrocities unnumbered, 
unaccused, unpunished until this law came into 
force, spread over all these States 

Mr. NORWOOD. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him again? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I-still call the Senator 
to the point. I desire him to give the Senate 
the information he has alluded to, and not to 
assume that these gentlemen are guilty, unless 
he gives us evidence of it—something more 
than a bare statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can my friend possess his 
soul in patience long enough, say for four or 
five minutes, until I come to that precise part 
of the case? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Youbad asked me whether 
I was not already satisfied before you made the 
statement, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator's par- 
don. I asked him no such question. 


I should like hiin to tell this Senate and this 
country whether this immeasurable and shame- 
fal atrocity, which has been developed in the 
southern States in part, is not au organized 
and regulated atrocity, that the tribunals of 
those States take no steps to panish? I pause 
for a reply. 


Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the Senator again i 


H 
I asked | 
him whether be was already satisfied, and | 


not to refer to the existence of the Ku Klux 
Klan or organization. That is not the point 
we are on, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
just at this moment. 
Mr. NORWOOD.. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. If he is on that point, he is off the 
point which he first raised before the Senate. 
He got up and stated that there were certain 
gentlemen in South Caroliua whom he desired 
to have excluded from the benefit of this bill. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I did not say there 
were ‘‘ certain gentlemen” in South Carolina 
that I desired should be excluded. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Well, certain parties ; 
that is the exception that he desired made in 
this bill. Now, the Senator from Missouri has 
said that he thinks it unjust to those gentle- 
men (if the Senator from Vermont wiil allow 
me to use that word in connection with these 
parties) that they should be charged with 
being at the head of this organization unless 
some better evidence be given of it than tlie 
fact that they had made an appeal to their 
countrymen to assist in the detense of men 
who had been charged with crime. Now the 
honorable Senator asks me if I am satisfied 
that the Kn Klax organization exists. I say 
that is not the question before the Senate. He 
is trying to convince us that we ought to exclude 
these three gentlemen from the benefit of the 
bill, and I ask for the evidence upon which 
we are to act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not all that I am 
trying to convince the Senate of, that we ought 
to exclude these three gentlemen. I am try- 
ing to convince the Senate that we ought to 
exclude every person who is still an enemy to 
the Government, who is still an enemy to his 
fellow-citizens in the locality in whieh he 
resides, and who has abandoned the marly 
treason (if you can use such a word) of open 
hostility to the Government, levying war against 
it for the baser and meaner hostility of private 
assassination under an organization such as 13 
stated. That is what I am trying to convince 
the Senate of. 

Now let me ask the honorable Senator 
again—and I can assure him that he is under 
no obligation to answer, because there is a 
constitutional provision which interferes in 
such a case, and I am as much for the Consti- 
tution ag he is—I ask whether he does not 
know, in that moral sense upon which a legis- 
lative body, must always act, that in these 
States the leaders of the rebellion, the intelli- 
gent power in society, has an organization of 
this character, which, instead of in the brave 
aud manly way of carrying on open hostility, 
resorts to private assassination and murders 
and scourgings, and all manner of evil treat- 
ment? Iam perfectly willing at this moment 
to be interrupted for an answer. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will wait until the 
Senator is through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When I say this, I_beg 
the honorable Senator to understand that I am 
not wishing to avoid his inquiry. 1 will an- 
swer it presently ; it comes in a little later; 
or if he prefers, { will answer that now, and 
then ask him, as he comes from that region, 
to do us the honor togive his testimouy on the 
state of facts existing there. 

Í takeit, then, that I am to testify first. Very 
well, I did not allude at all to the document 
which my honorable friend from Pennsylvania 
has had read atthe desk, which only corrobo- 
rates und fortifies the evidence in the posses- 
sion of the Government. at this moment 
‘respecting these three persons. I. alluded to 
the fact and stated, as the honorable Senator 
from Georgia would have known if he had 
done me the honor to listen to me, that } am 
informed from the best authority that there is 
now in the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, charged with 


It is the point I am on 


the administration of law in the State of South 
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Carolina, the evidenee which shows that these 
three persons whom I have named, Hampton, 
Kershaw, and Butler, are at this moment, or 
were a monthago, at the moment the evidence 
was taken, if I am to speak exactly as I would 
in. court, the. advisory board of the Ku Klux 
Klan. Exactly what that is it is possible that 
the: honorable Senator nearer the scene of 
action that lam could inform us; not of course 
that he has any special knowledge. about it, 
or that any friend of his has any special 
knowledge about it, but that it is natural that 
from public understanding and private inform- 
ation and other ways of getting knowledge 
he could tell us better exactly what the 
advisory board of the Ku Klux is than I can. 
I take the liberty, however, to say that as I 
understand it, upon my information, the 
advisory board in each State of this Ku Klux 
Klan, of these ‘‘ unoffending citizens,” whom 


the President of the United States has done | 


reat detriment to by suspending the writ of 
abeas corpus in the estimation of the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, are the supreme 
governors of taat organization, aud that what 
they declare is to be done is done, what they 
declare is to be omitted is omitted. With a 
perfectuess and a detail of organization which 
equals, ifit does not exceed, the military organ- 
izations of the country, these atrocities are car- 
ried on, and they are carried on in the same 
interest and for the same purpose, and it may 
be with a baser motive than the rebellion 
itself was carried on. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senater from Vermont 
has. spoken of me in this matter. I do not 
live in that neighborhood, but I have been in 
that neighborhood, and have been present 
when testimony has been taken in regard to 
all this matter, and I would say to the Sen- 


ator from Vermont now that I believe firmly. 


that neither of those gentlemen has had any- 
thing to do with any illegal organization; and I 
would as soon believe that the Senator from Ver- 
mont himself was a member of that vile order 
which he deseribes as to believe that either 
of these men was. One of my reasons for 
believing that no men of intelligence belong 
to any such order is simply that the outrages 
described are committed upon the humble and 
inoffensive and those who have had nothing 
to do with the atrocious oppressions which 
have led the people of the South to this 
species of retaliation. 

If men of the caliber of those who have 
been mentioned were inculpated in this matter 
at all, if they had anything to do with this 


organization, my judgment is that they would | 
have Ku Kluxed the scoundrels sent down | 
there by Congress under the reconstruction laws | 


to rob and plunder the people of those States, 
as they have done most infamously, and who 
are the disgrace of the age and of the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I know that recoustraction, in the eyes 
of my honorable friend from Missouri, is a dis- 


grace to the age and the country; but he bad | 


Hot a word to say in respect to the disgrace of 
the age and the country as it respecis these 
outrages 
Mr. BLAIR. I prefer to stigmatize those 
who have caused them by the oppressive gov- 
ernments they have established down there, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, the honorable 


Senator is right. Itisa disgrace and outrage | 


for Congress te reconstruct that eountry, in the 
mind of the Senator; there is no doubt about 
that; we all know that; but it isnota disgrace 
and an outrage, so far as we have heard from 
the honorable Senator, that there should bean 
organization participated in and controlled by 
somebody whom he has just descrited as tha 
people of the southern States—I use his own 
words—whose methods of righting whathe con- 
siders to be their wrongs are those of assas- 
sination and poison and arson aud all forms 


of murder and crime; and he chooses to stand | 


up here and condemn the action of Coùgress 


in undertaking to set up merely equal rights, 
to punish no man, bat only to declare that the 
poor and the humble and the lowly should be 
free and independent, as a justification for this 
method of retaliation, as he deseribes it! 

The honorable Senator is welcome to appeal 
to an intelligent and virtuous people upon a 
standing of that kind. I do not need to oc- 
cupy your time, sir, in characterizing it as it 
deserves. . 

Now, let us return. I think I have stated 
to the honorable Senator who addressed me 
first, [Mr. Norwoon, ] the ground upon which 
I had declared that there was evidence in the 
possession of the law officers of the Govern- 
ment sufficient to convict, so soon as the ma- 
chinery of justice and not of assassination ean 
be brought to bear upon the three persons I 
have named. I do not wish to ask my hon- 
orable friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Saw- 
YER, | whose motives, as I have said, L agree, are 
as pure as those of anybody can be, whether 
he desires to declare by an act of Congress 
that those three men should be eligible to the 
offices of judge and juror and Governor in the 
State of South Carolina. 

Mr. MORTON. I call attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that one of them has already 
had his disabilities removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam coming to that in 
a moment; and this shows, as my honorable 
friend from Indiana has suggested, and as I 
was about to say, the value in a pacific point 
of view, for the restoring of peace to that 
country, of this restoration of political rights. 
Here we are told that the fact is that one of 
these men, supposing my information to be 
true, has already received the grace of your 
amnesty as it is called, has already been 
restored in spite of his crimes, if the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri will pardon me for 
characterizing them by that name, to all the 
rights of American citizenship, 

Mr. BLAIR. Wiil the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator alludes to me 
as if I did not eondemn such crimes, He 
attempts to pass it of as if I did not consider 
these Ku Klux organizations a crime. I 
think that does not become him, either here 
or anywhere else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am mach obliged to 
my honorable friend for the homily he has 
read to me on what is becoming in me ; only I 
think the Senators present will bear me wit- 
ness that the honorable Senator did not hap- 
pen to say anything of that kind, but he took 
great pains, having the subject in his mind, to 
condemn the representatives of the people of 
his own State and of all the other States in 
undertaking to produce peace and order there 
by what he calls unconstitutional and dishon- 
est legislation carried out by dishonest men, 
as he says, and he omitted—not with a pur- 
pose, ofcourse, because the honorable Sen- 
ator couid not have done that—finding all his 
power concentrated upon condemning what 
we had done te restore peace there, omitted 
to say a single word in condemnation of 
what had taken place there since. Therefore 
my honorable friend will pardon me if I was 
led into the indiseretion of saying that he did 
not seem to have a large disapprobation. of 
what was going on, because I could not im- 
agine that a Senator so capable as he should 
have forgotten anything when he stopped bis 
description of what was wrong dewn there 
just in the middle, condemning the acts of 
Congress which only stood upon the ground 
of liberty and private rights in the most pesi- 
ive terms, and stopping just there without a 
word of condemnation for these atrocities. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLAIR. I might assume as well that 


|. the Senator from Vermont approved of the 


robbery and the thieving of the carpet-bag 


| governments of those States, for I have never 
heard him allude to it. Although his mind 
has been frequently brought to it, yet he has 
always avoided alluding in any way to the in- 
famous thieving of the carpet- bag governments 
that he helped to establish in the South. I 
might just as well charge the Senator with 
approving that which he helped to create and 
which he does not now censure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am much obliged to 
my friend for the suggestion. I have not con- 
demned what my friend calls the thieving of 
the carpet-bag governments. I will be a little 
more frank than he is; I will say that I do 
not believe it. If my honorable friend will 
say, as he said about six months ago, that he 
does not believe that these atrocities and this 
Ku Klax organization exist inthe South, then 
we shall stand ona par. I deny that the carpet- 
bag governments in the South, as the honorable 
Senator calls them, are thieving governments in 
thesense that he uses the term. [have no doubt 
that in the South, as in the North, as in 
Missouri, as in New York, there are many 
men to be found—from what parties they come, 
I cannot say; probably from all, because I do 
not wish to speak of this in a party point of 
view—who do not administer rightly the duties 
and functions that are intrusted to them, and 
I beg to assure the honorable Senator that so 
soon as it is disclosed anywhere, and in any 
condition of things which I can reach with 

-him, that any government in the South or any- 

where else is not faithfal to its trusts in the 
highest degree, I will go to the verge of con- 
stitutional power with him to put it down. 
Let him understand that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam very glad to hear that. 
I am rejoiced at it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be still more glad 
in the interests of mere peace and equal rights, 
not in the interest of parties, not in the inter- 
est of politics, but only in the interest of that 
broad humanity which makes every man who 
bears the image of God ia his person, have a 
right to life and liberty, if the Senator could 
go with me to protect rights of that kind, But, 
on the contrary, wherever we attempt not to 
punish any one, as Í have said, bat to protect 
the traitor and the black man together in 
the enjoyment of private rights, he is always 
against us. + 

Mr. BLAIR. I tell the Senator that I went 
to protect the liberty of the people where my 
efforts told. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So my honorable friend 
did, but he got througha little too soon. I think 
he ought to bave stuck until the war was over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was at work about the time 
you should have done something. You were 
doing nothing then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend 
thinks I did nothing then. Perhaps, he is 
not altogether advised on that point. There 
are different methods of doing a thing, my 
friend may perhaps know. I will assume that 
he does, and that it is not always the man who 
wears an epaulette upon his shoulder and 
carries a sword at his side who is either tbe 
| best citizen or the best soldier, I know that 
between us that comparison would not hold 
good; but I only lay it down to him as a 
rather broad proposition, to which perhaps he 
will assent, that this country was not altogether 
saved by the brigadier generals. There are a 
good many people who pethaps did something 
toward upholding this Government though 
they did not stand in a Sibley teat and drink 
wine and sign orders [Laughter.] f make 
no allusion to my friend about that; J only 
speak of the general discrimination between 
civil service and military service, 

Now, Mr, President, inasmuch ag it is not 
exactly myself who is on trial, ifomy friend 
will pardon me, but this question of amnesty. 
petbaps we had better retin to it. Honor- 
able Senators have said that it ia afitthing not 
only not to punish this people, as we have not 
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done, but it is a fit thing now, as a measure of 
peace and conciliation, to extend amnesty not 
ouly to the general masses of the community 
in those States where these organizations and 
atrocities exist, which are based as I have said 
upon hostility to the Government, (for the same 
rebellion that existed before exists still in 
those respects, ) but that they are to be elevated 
to the right to govern what honorable Sen- 
ators have deseribed as a poor, ignorant, and 
weak race. If without the power to govern 
they carry on the sort of rule that they carry 
on now by the midnight torch and the disguise, 
by the poison and by the gun, what are you to 
expect when you look at it more broadly aud 
say to them, “ You shall be Governors, you 
shall be legislators, you shall be judges and 
jurymen; into whose hands the Congress of 
the United States, representing under the Con- 
stitution as it is now, a universal equality 
of citizenship and of private rights, shall 
be delivered entirely into your hands? We 
give up to you, traitors in the first place, 
organized assassins now, the life, and the 
liberty, and the honor of this people.” That 
is the question. Iam not one of those by any 
means who cherish hatred; quite the reverse. 
Wherever you can say to me that in a State 
or a district or.in respect to an individual 
there is peace, Ido not ask even change of 
opinion; I do not ask even silence in the 
expression of opinion; let the rebel say still, 
“J glory in my warfare against my country.’’ 
Amen! Bitter and humiliating and base as it 
is; amen! it is your right; you are a citizen. 
But when that man says also that no man 
else but him shall speak his mind, no man 
shall declare that the Republican principle 
is the right one; no man shall declare that 
a black man has rights as well as him; that 
if he does he will not make war on him where 
he can resist, but will assassinate him; I say 
that such men ought not to be restored to 
political rights, and that it is, if the Senate 
will pardon me, almost base in a nation, with 
its eyes Open to it, todo such a thing. But 
if you will show me a district, as in West 
Virginia, for instance, where still the spirit 
exists of hostility to the Government, but 
where the people are restored to a state of 
practical peace as it respects the administra- 
tion of justice and the protection of rights, 
Jct us give them amnesty; but do not let us 
say to these night bands in South Carolina, 
whose leaders are the very men that your bill 
is to touch, and who could drop it and call it 
off in an instant, whose spirit only gives it 
life; what right have we, representing this na- 
tion, to say to them, ‘ You shall be intrusted 
with all that is sacred in that society in the 
form of government?” 

Why, Mr. President, it seems to me that 
when history comes to be written, when fifty 
years shall have passed by, and the man who 
reads the history of to-day shall see that we 
pass a bill which says, taking South Carolina 
alone as an illustration, that in the State of 
South Carolina a restoration of political rights 
is given voluntarily under the Constitution by 
this Congress to a body of men who have not 
given up any of the practices of the rebellion, 
but who have only made them more infamous 
and horrible, and that we have turned over 
that weak and defenseless people, as they are 
called, to their tender mercies under the forms 
of law to make them the governors and rulers 
of such a country, will look with astonishment 
and humiliation upon such an act of mis- 
placed and delusive generosity. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The motion 
does not interfere with the Senator. It is 


simply that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. itis not 
a motion to adjourn, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to entertaining that motion? 

Mr. WILSON. I shall have to object. Let 
us get this bill out of the way. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. We can decide this 
subject and vote upon it and get through with 
it. After that I will not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
South Corolina objects, and the question pend- 
ing prevents that motion being received except 
by unanimous consent. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. SAWYER. } 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to make a-speech, but the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] has put me on the 
stand as a witness in reference to the Ku Klux 
organization, and I wish simply to give my evi- 
dence. Iwill state to the Senator and the 
Senate that so far as my personal knowledge 
goes, I am as ignorant of the existence of any 
such organization, whether in South Carolina 
or Georgia or any other State North or South, 
as the Senator himself seems to be. I have 
heard that there are such organizations. Ido 
not know a single humau being, white or black, 
that belongs to one. I have heard a great deal 
of outrages being committed in some of the 
southern States, but the Senator will allow me ! 
to tell him that those outrages are not confined 
to white people upon the blacks, but more of 
them, in my opinion, are committed, so far as 
my State is concerned, by the blacks upon the 
whites. ‘hough they are not whippings as | 
often, they are offenses just as grievous to the 
white people and just as bard to be endured. 

I will state to ihe Senator, also, for his 
information, as the fact has been alluded to 
by the Senator from Missouri, that while 
we will not discuss the merits of the recon- 
struction acts, it is a fact that the Ku Klux 
organization and the outrages which the com- 
mittee, of which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is chairman, have been investigating 
originated in the reconstruction acts. When 
thé blacks were put in power, when they felt 
that they had the rule over the white man, 
when the former slaves became the masters, 
with their ignorance, with their want of cul- 
‘ture, with no control over their passions, they 
perpetrated crimes upon the defenseless white 
people which made it a matter of absolute 
necessity that the whites should protect them- 
selves against those crimes. 

The honorable Senator professes to know 
something about the history of the trials in 
South Carolina, He will remember the fact 
that that testimany was given in those cases, 
that witness after witness gave that testimony, 
that the whites banded together for the pur- 
pose of protecting themselves against the | 
blacks. Why? Because the blacks were per- 
petrating crimes which they commenced per- 
petrating after they felt their power under 
the reconstruction laws. ‘They did not do it 
before. There was here and there lawless- | 
ness on the part of the blacks as there was j 
on the part of the whites before that, but it 
became systematic after your reconstruction | 
acts went into operation. 

Now, then, I sayin a state of society of that 
kind it was the only redress that they had. it 
was perfectly futile to resort to the courts. 
The Senator has never lived at the South; and | 
that is one of the great difficulties with the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts. He 
knows nothing practically of the state of society 
at the South. It is ali theory with him. He 
has learned it all from books in his study. If 
he were to live there, and were to come in con- 
tact with that people as we have to do every 
day, his views on this subject would be entirely 
transformed, and he never would press the | 
amendment which he has pressed upon the | 
Senate here to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Senator a question? 


May Lask the honorable } 


i 
Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. Pag 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask him, | 
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taking the last three years, how many crimes 
of a high grade, take murders and. felonies 
together, have been committed in his belief 
in the State of Georgia, without reference to 
parties or colors at all? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Numerically? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. NORWOOD... Of course I cannot esti: 
mate that, but I will answer the honorable 
Senator in this way: I tell him in my opinion 
they have been vastly multiplied, for it is just 
about three years siace your reconstruction 
acts went into operation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the honorable Sena- 
tor says they have been vastly multiplied, there 
must have been a great many, and there have 
been a very great many of that high grade, say 
a thousand, which is a very small estimate. 
Now, let me ask the honorable Senator, who 
is familiar with the administration of justice 
in that State, bow many people, white and 
black, have been brought to trial and convicted 
of erimes or acquitted there? 

Mr. NORWOOD. The exceptions of those 
who have not been brought to punishment are 


very few. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam not asking of being 
brought to punishment by the Ku Klux kind 
of punishment, as they call it, but punishment 
in courts of law. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I am speaking of courts 
of law; and upon that point I will state to the 
honorable Senator that if he had not, by his 
reconstruction measures which he sapported, 
put upon usa Governor who has ruled us there 
with a rod of iron for the Jast three years, and 
who has pardoned nearly every man that was 
convicted in our courts, from thieves up to mur- 
derers, the law would have been administered 
better. I think the record shows thatthe Gov- 
ernot pardoned very nearly four hundred crim» 
inals of that class, seventy or eighty of them 
the meanest, the vilest, the lowest of the thieves 
in the whole State, a number of them murder- 
ers, and he in that way fostered the. spirit of 
which the honorable Senator complains, be- 
cause the whites saw that it was utterly useless 
to prosecute these parties in the courts. When 
they were prosecuted and convicted, the hon- 
orable Senator’s Governor would pardon them 
at once and turn them loose on our society 


again. ; 
SMr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask bim a question? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. If I understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri correctly a little while ago, 
he said that the outrages inflicted by the Ku 
Klux fell upon the helpless, the innocent, and 
the unoffending, and not upon the thieves, 
and for that reason he argued they were not 
inflicted by men of the Wade Hampton stamp. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not upon great thieves like 
Bullock and Scott and the other Governors 
and the rest of the big thieves there. 

Mr. MORTON. The admission overthrows 
the whole argument that has been offered. 
Phe Senator admits that the Ku Klux punished 
the helpless and the unoffending. Therefore 
ihe Ku Klux organization cannot be the result 
of what the Senator from Georgia speaks of, 
because justice has not been inflicted. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Ihave not said anything 
about the helpless. Have I, Mr. President? 
I ask the honorable Senator from Indiana 
whether I have done so? I am speaking of 
the crimes which were committed, and which 
were multiplied in consequence of the recon- 
struction legislation. I am speaking of a inat- 
ter of legislative history, I am not criminat- 
ing anybody here. Idid not rise for that pur- 
pose. but the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont has forced me upon the stand, and I am 
giving my evidence to him in the best way I 
can. ; 

Now, turning for one moment to the point 
upon which I made the inquiry of the honor- 


‘able Senator, Tsay that it is extremely unjust, 


it is unrighteous, tor an honorable Senator. to 
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rise on this floor and endeavor to taint the 
character of gentlemen by making imputations 
which the does not sustain by proof. The 
honorable Senator. from Vermont says that 
there is testimony lodged in one of the De- 
partments here which tends to show that cer- 
tain gentlemen whom he named are the advis- 
ory board, and he asks. me what was the advis- 
ory board. - I bave already answered him that 
I know nothing about the organization, and 
I can ‘say to him now I know nothing about 
the advisory board; I did not know that such 
a board existed. But I say that his evidence 
is not sufficient to justify him in getting up here 
on this floor and making the charges that he 
has made against those gentlemen. 

He says that the people of South Carolina 
should not be ruled by such men, that they 
should not be allowed to become Governors 
or to hold office. The honorable Senator from 
South Carolina who sits before me [Mr. Ros- 
ERTSON] has stated to him that suppose they 
are placed in office, who does it? Who is 
responsible for it? Does the Senator from 
Vermont desire to take from the people of 
South Carolina the right to elect their own 
officers? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If they see fit to elect 
Wade Hampton to an office are you not con- 
tent? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Entirely content, Mr. 
President; but we all know, and the Senator 
knows aswell as I do, thatthe people of South 
Carolina never would elect Wade Hampton 
under their existing constitution. It is only 
the same organization that he is said upon evi- 
dence now to rule that would elect him. The 
people of South Carolina under that kind of 
rule can elect nobody to office any more than 
they can in the city of New York. i 

Mr. NORWOOD. The colored people of 
South Carolina, who do not belong to that or- 
ganization, are very largely in the majority, as 
stated by the Senator from South Carolina. 
There is no danger of such men being elected 
unless the people see fit to elect them, and if 
the people elect them, I think the honorable 
Senator from Vermont ought to be content. I 
think his argument on the question of election, 
as well as the reasons he bas assigned for 
endeavoring to lug in these gentlemen and to 
exclude them from the benefit of this act, are 

` equally weak; and I would simply say to the 
honorable Senator as was said on a former 
occasion to an old gentleman, ‘‘ Good Seign- 
ior, you may more command by years than 
by your weapons,’ if these are the best that 
he can draw. Ido not think that he can con- 
vince the Senate that they should adopt his 
suggestion or his amendment upon a bare 
imputation that these gentlemen of South 
Carolina may be involved in this organization. 

Mr. SAWYER. I concur entirely with the 
Senator from Vermont in his opinions of the 
outrages of the Ku Klux. I have already, 
however, expressed my opinion on this sub- 
ject so fully that the outrages of the Ku Klux 
have nothing to do with political disabilities, 
or the removal of political disabilities, that I 
do not propose at this time to reply to what he 
has seen fit to say on that subject. They are, 
in my opinion, subjects having no logical rela- 
tion to each other whatever. That is the 
opinion of those who have on the spot invest- 
igated the Ku Klux outrages. 

Bui, sir, without discussing the matter fur- 
ther to-day, having been assured by the friends 
of amnesty that persistence in my motion may 
imperil the bill, Irise for the purpose of with- 
drawing the motion that I made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Soath Carolina withdraws his motion to amend. 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] 
moved to amend that motion by striking out 
all in regard to amnesty. That will also be 
regarded as withdrawn, unless he insists upon 
it, and the pending question will be on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, 
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[Mr. Morriit,] to adda fourth class of excep- 
tions. i 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. te tha 
my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is not in his 
seat at this moment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. His was an 
amendment to an amendment, and falls with 


the amendment. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It is suggested 


to me by a Senator that this course will be ! 
consonant with his views, and so ÍI make no; 


objection. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on adding the following to the exceptions in 
the bill: 

Fourth. All persons who have been or shall be 
members of what is known as the Ku Klux Kian, 
or any organization existing or which may exist 
for like objects and purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas 
and nays on that. I think that is a good thing 
to take the yeas and nays upon. 

The yeas ard nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. In reference to this amend- 
ment it occurs to me thatif men are found ont 
to be members of the Ku Klux Klan, there 
will be some other method of punishing them; 
and if you cannot find it out, I do not see how 
it is going to operate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the honorable Sen- 
ator said this was not a question of punish- 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER. But if they are found to 
be members of the Ku Klux Klan there is a 
law to punish them, and if that is not found 
out, how will it operate? 

Mr. HILL. It occurs to me that in order 
to effectuate this amendment, there ought to 
be some mode of ascertainment to exclude 
these persons from the benefit of this act. _It 
is too vague, and would leave everything too 
uncertain; the machinery is incomplete. 

Mr. SCOTT. While I will go as far to 
impose disabilities on these people as anybody 
can, I desire to call attention to this fact: 
the disabilities are imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment, and therefore if persons laboring 
under disabilities have since gone into the 
Ku Klux, they are under disabilities anyhow, 
unless they have had them removed, and the 
fact that they have gone in since would not 
render them subject to those disabilities; so 
that we impose no other disabilities than those 


that already exist, by making this exception. | 


Mr. MORTON. We simply propose not to 


relieve those who have gone into the organ- | 


ization; that is all. 
Mr. SCOTT. 
dence of it? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired, as I before 
stated, with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hamiztoy. ] 


Mr. NYE. I am so anxious to keep my 


pair honorably that I think I had better not | 


vote on this question. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 34, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
‘Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—34, 5 


NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Davis of West Virginia, | 


Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine. 
Norwood, Saulsbury, Sehurz, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—i6, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly. Cooper, Gragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hitehcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 
Nye, Pratt, Rice, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, and 
Stewart—23. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MORTON. I offer a farther amend- 
ment with a view to give effect to the one just 
adopted by putting it into the oath.- 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was in section two, line six, after the word 
“same,” to insert the words “and that he 
is not and has never been a member of any 


I will state that | 


How will you get at the evi- | 


{ 


i 


association commonly known as the Ku Klux 
Klan ;’’ so that the section will read: 


That before any person shall be entitled to the 
benefit of this act, he shall, within the district where 
he resides, before aclerk of sume court of the Uni- 
ted States or a United States commissioner, take 
and subscribe an oath or affirmation to support the 
Constitution of the United States, and to bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same, and that he is not 
and has never been a member of any association 
commonly known as the Ku Klux Klan, which 
oath or affirmation shall be forwarded, &e. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not vote on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont, 
for the simple reason that I did not wish, by 
voting “nay,” to imply that 1 considered any 
Ku Klux as capable of or deserving of holding 
office. But now that it is proposed to put the 
test to them of an oath, I simply wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
the fact that this amendment will be imprae- 
ticable for the reason that it is a part of that 
organization to.deny not only its existence, 
but membership in it, and that systematic 
perjury is just as much a part of its life as 
violence, and the oath administered to its 
members will be no assurance at all that they 
have rot been members. _ à ; 

Mr. MORTON. I perfectly agree with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that that is the 
character of this organization ; but at the same 
time, as one of the means of preventing per- 
sons not authorized from receiving the benefit 
of this act, I propose to subject each one to 
the danger of perjury in taking that oath if it 
should turn out or can be shown afterward 
that he was a member of the organization, I 
admit that the very nature of the organization 
implies perjury and crime of every description. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask for 
the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resuited—yeas 33, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan’ Flan- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamiin, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
moni, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Robertson, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Davis_of West Virginia, 
Goidthwaite, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulshury, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, and Vick- 
ers—iż. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Berry of Connecticut, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hill, Hitcheock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Tipton, and 
Trumbull—28. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, ever since 
I have held a seat in this body I have been a 
believer in the good policy of removing the 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment. l have ever regarded those disabilities 
as imposed for the reason stated by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] some days 
ago, not as punishment for crime, but for rea- 
sous of public policy; and that, therefore, 
irrespective of any merits or demerits of the 
persons thus disabled, whenever public policy 
required disabilities to be removed, it was the 
duty of Congress to remove them. Ihave been 
satisfied fora long time that public policy doeg 
require their removal. I have been strength- 
ened in that opinion by the fact that every 
Senator from the southern States, I believe 
without exception, has been for more than 
two years past an advocate of the removal of 
these disabilities, Tam strengthened in it by 
the fact that the committee you sent down 
there to investigate outrages appears to have 
arrived at the same conclusion. Lam strength- 
ened in it by the fact that the President of the 
United States himself has recommended the 
removal of these disabilities, and I think I 
cannot doubt what is the sentiment of the 
people throughout the entire country. 

lam strengthened further in this belief by 


the fact that the House of Representatives, 
coming from the people more lately than we 
came, have again and again and again mani- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


9277 — 


eee EEE 


fested their opinion that these disabilities 
ought to be removed; and it is a strange 
thing, as it seems to me, that almost ihe only 
opposition to the removal of disabilities is 
found in the Senate of the United States. The 
President is for removing them, the House of 
Representatives is for removing them, the 
members from the South of all political parties 
are for removing them, the public press advo- 
cates their removal; and the people, so far 
as the people have spoken in conventions and 
in public meetings, declare that the time has 
come when they oughtto be removed, It is 
ouly here, in this Chamber, that their removal 
is opposed. 

But, sir, while [am in favor of their removal, 
while I believe that public policy requires it, 
that it would be a measure tending to produce 
peace in the country, and much more than 
that, that it would tend to give to some States 
(which are now afflicted with the worst govern- 
ments almost on the face of the globe) govern- 
ments under which it would be tolerable to live, 
yet I cannot, even for the purpose of remov- 
ing these disabilities, vote for a bill that I 
believe to be unconstitutional, as I do believe 
this bill to be since the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Scawer] has 
been fastened upon it. If vote for amnesty, 
lam compelled to take it in the form it now 
stands with the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I am compelled to vote 
for that which I think we have no right to 
enact into a law in order to vote for that which 
we have a perfect constitutional right to pass. 
That which is unconstitutional in my judg- 
ment is tied to that which is constitutional ; they 
are made inseparable; and I am necessarily 
driven by the respect that L have for the Con- 
stitution, and the oath I have taken to sup- 
port it, to vote against this bill in its present 


shape. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, Inasmuch asthe friends 
of equal rights have chosen to risk their amend- 
ment on this bill which requires a two-thirds 
vote to become a law, I will join hands with 
them now in advocating the passage of the bill 
as amended, and I hope the friends of equal 
rights and amnesty will now vote together and 
let us pass the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of the bill, which requires a 
two-thirds vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. THURMAN 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken I will 
bring to the attention of the Senate the fact 
that in the State of Georgia, at the recent sit- 
ting of her Legislature, there was a vote taken 
on the subject of recommending the passage 
of such a bill as the original bill before us, 
perbaps referring directly to the bill of the 
Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. ROBERT- 
soy, ] and there was, as I now remember, but 
one solitary vote against it, and that was by a 
colored member from the county of Baldwin. 
Of the twenty or more colored members of 


and 


the Legislature all voted in favor of the recom- | 


mendatory resolution save one, and that has 
been since the meeting of Congress in Decem- 
ber. 

But, as has been remarked so well by the 
Senator from Obio, believing as I do that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is an infraction of the Constitution and 
that I should be sanctioning a breach of that in- 
strument by voting for this bill as itnow stands, 
I cannot give it my support. It is with ex- 
treme regret that I am compelled to vote 
against it from these convictions. I do not 
advise anybody else to do the same thing. I 
leave every Senator to his own conscience ta 
do whatever that may direct, stating at the 
game ume that it will be no matter of griev- 
ance to me if the bill should pass in its pres- 
ent shape, in the hope that it may beamended 


l 
! 


somewhere else and eventually assume a more 
agreeable shape; but in its present form I 
must decline to give it my support. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, the 
removal of political disabilities, I believe, 
meets with the approbation of four fifths of 
the people of Kentucky. It was one of the 
planks in the platform of the Republican 
party of that State, it was strongly urged by the 
distinguished and worthy gentleman who was 
the candidate of the Republican party in that 
State at the late election. It commends itself, 
as far as I know, to the people of the whole 
State. But I am sure no man will expect me, 
much as I would desire to carry out the will 
of my constituents in that regard, to vote for 
a bill which I believe is a direct infraction of 
the Constitution of the United States, and I 
am gratified to know that one of the most 
distinguished lawyers of the Republican party 
sustains me in my view that one of the sec- 
tions of this biil is unauthorized and uncon- 
stitutional. I shall therefore vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the bill as amended. ‘That bill is now ele- 
vated and consecrated. Whoever votes against 
it must take the responsibility of voting against 
a great measure for the assurance of equal 
rights. He must take the responsibility of 
setting himself against a final measure for the 
establishment of reconstruction. 

Senators object to the association of equal 
rights with amnesty. Sir, they naturally go 
togetber. The Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. Sawyer] has made the greatest mistake 
of his life, and if he stays in public life many 
years it will be difficult for him to repair the 
wrong he has done to a great cause. 

Sir, when I speak as 1 do, I know there are 
good persons in the South who sympathize 
with me, not merely our colored fellow-citi- 
zens, but others who are in favor of amnesty. 
Ihave in my hands a letter from a judicial 
character of North Carolina, himself always 
in the rebellion, according to his own account, 
“ holding office during the war from the North 
Carolina and the confederate States authori- 
ties, as well as at the hands of the voluuteers, 
from April, 1861, until 1865, and being finally 
presiding judge of the third corps of the army 
of Northern Virginia, with the rank of colonel 
of cavalry.’ This is Hon. Edward Cant- 
well, judge of North Carolina, and the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Poo] assures 
me that he is an eminentand estimable judge. 
What does he say under date of Wilmington, 
January 26, 1872? 

“J pray you go on and let equality before the law 
and general amnesty be coupled together in the 
same law, aud not separated. It is not alone the 
rights of American citizens which will be conse- 
erated bythe union, but those lasting interests of the 
country which are of somewhat equal importance, 
namely, peace and a permanent government,” 

This same estimable character writes me 
under date of the 6th of February, in a letter 
which I received this morning, repeating his 
former testimony. He says: 

“I beg you to stand firm in your demand that 
there be no amnesty without equality before the 
law for all. I am persuaded that nothing short of 
this, and nothing short of coupling them together 
in the same act, conjoined and inseparable, will 
give to either thatsanetionof public approval North 
snd South which is necessary to make either effect- 
ive. I look upon tbe conjunction as wise and 
statesmanlike and politic.” 

Sir, this writer, once a rebel, who has en- 
joyed the advantages of amnesty, states it as 
his solemn conviction that any measure like 
that on which we are now to act must be asso- 
ciated with equal rights. Isitnotreasonable? 
Is ibnot just? Can any one of us go home 
and mect his constituents, having voted to 
remove the disabilities of rebels and failed to 
remove those much more cruel disabilities 
under which more than four millions of our 
fellow-citizens have so longsuffered? Sir, the 
case is too plain for argument. 

Mr, SAWYER. I must crave the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a moment. I dislike 
at the end of along debate like this again to 


encroach on the patience of the Senate, already 
too long tried by the discussion on this bill, 

I rise for the purpose of saying that I intend 
to vote for the bill as it’ stands amended. 
There has been no moment since its consid- 
eration began when I did not intend to vote 
for it,if possible, whether the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts was put upon 
it or not. It may be that the Senator from 
Massachusetts is right in saying that it is the 
greatest mistake of my life that I bave not 
joined with him in a policy the effect of which, 
as now clearly manifest, was not so much to 
pass a bill to protect the rights of our fellow- 
citizens all over this country, as to defeat the 
measure which was before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator mean to 
suggest that I have been moved by that con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I mean to say that. the 
effect of the operations of the Senator has 
been that. 

Mr. SUMNER. That iz not the point. 
Does the Senator mean to charge me with 
bringing forward this proposition with any 
such view? 

Mr. SAWYER. When I make the charge 
it will be time for the Senator to ask the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator, then, should 
not insinuate the charge. 

Mr. SAWYER. I make no insinuation. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let the Senator be frank. 

Mr. SAWYER. Isay the effect of the tac- 
tics of the Senator from Massachusetts on this 
bill has been to defeat not only the civil rights 
bill but the amnesty bill. | That is patent here 
to-day ; and it is doubtful if the bill, as amended 
by him, will receive a majority of the votes of 
the Senate. 

It is also perfectly patent to the Senate, itis 
perfectly patent to the country, that his bill 
could have been passed here at any time by a 
majority vote as an independent measure, an 
that the amnesty bill could be passed by the 
requisite constitutional majority as an inde- 
pendent measure; and yet the Sevator comes 
here and tells me that it isthe greatest mistake 
of my life that I have not followed in his path 
to do this slaughter-house work on both these 
measures. Sir, it is too much for mortal men 
to bear with equanimity when they have seen 
a measure for which they have as much affec- 
tion as for this amnesty measure, or one of 
which they desire the passage so ardently as 
most of uson the Republican side of the Cham- 
ber do—an act to protect the rights of our fel- 
low-citizens wherever they may go--I say it is 
too much for human nature to bear patiently 
with tactics, the evident effect of which, what- 
ever the intention may be, is so disastrons to 
both; and then to be lectured by the Senator 
from Massachusetts as we are lectured here 
day after day, and charged with being false 
to human rights, when in fact if he had 
adopted the course suggested by ordinary 
prudence both bills might have become laws 
by this time, or certainly by the end of the 
present month. I say such lecturing is not 
warranted by the position even of that distin- 
guished Senator, He has no right to come up 
here and tell Senators that they have made 
mistakes of this kind in view of the fact that 
his tactics have defeated both of these bills 
for the present and perhaps for the session. 

With this explanation, Mr. President, I 
leave to the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
seems on this occasion rather to be ambitious 
of making himself the central figure in a 
great tableau vivant for scenic effect, than to 
act as a practical legislator, the satisfaction he 
may derive from having defeated both these 
measures by insisting upon the fanciful notion 
of linking together two subjects which have 
no sort of natural relation. . ; 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator says the two subjects have po sort of: 
natural relation: ‘There is his mistake. Titey 
have a natural relation which the Senator 1$ 
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sounhappyasnottosee, ‘Natural relation” 
is very simple. Do not be generous to your 
rebels until you are just to your fellow-citizens. 
The Senator does not.see it, He is swift 
_ Mr. SAWYER. . With the permission of 
the Senator I should liketoask if J did not say 
to him to-day thatif he would bring up his biil 
to-morrow as an independent measure, I would 
vote for it. and let amnesty go over; but no, 
he did not want that. i 

Mr. SUMNER. I know the Senator said 
that; but I asked the Senator to vote for equal 
rights when he had an opportunity. He has 
had the opportunity now for six weeks and he 
has not been willing to employ it; but he rises 
here and says that the measure of equal rights 
could passin a day. ‘The Senator ìs not old 
in this Chamber, but he is old enough to know 
that he ought not to make any such assertion. 
Why, sir, that bill of mine has been before the 
Senate now for nearly two years; I am not in- 
attentive or inactive in the discharge of my 
duties; and never until the amnesty bill was 
before the Senate, did I find any opportunity 
of calling the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Did the Senator ever move 
to take it up? 

Mr. SUMNER. I never had an opportun- 
ity to move to take it up—never. Ít was 
detained in the committee two different times 
and reported tardily at or near the close of 
the session. ‘Chen I introduced it at the 
beginning of this session, and it was when the 
amnesty was presented that J found my oppor- 
tunity of calling attention to it, Now I appeal 
to candid Senators, does any one donbt that 
only in that way could I have obtained a hear- 
ing for it? Had I tried to bring it before the 
Senate alone, | might possibly have secured an 
opportunity for one speech, and then it would 
have been postponed or dropped out of sight; 
but bringing it as I have in association with 
amnesty, those two measures, one vast, the 
other considerable, have been presented in 
contrast before the Senate and the country. 
The Senate has been educated on the ques- 
tion; so has the country; and I put it to you, 
sir, and to my associates in this Chamber, if the 
cause of equal rights is not at this moment— 
no thanks to the Senator from South Carolina— 
stronger than it was when this debate began. 
T-could not have done otherwise with my con- 
viction of duty, feeling that here was an 
opportunity not to be lost. 

Now, sir, I have no disposition to lecture the 
Senator or anybody else, but you all know how 
steadfastly he has thrown himself in the way 
of this effort which I felt it my duty to make, 
how persistently he has exalted what we should 
do for rebels, saying little or nothing of what 
we should do for our colored fellow-citizens, 
spending his efforts to denounce me, to assault 
me, and to criticise what he pleases again and 
again to call my methods. Sir, my methods 
are not his methods. Iam glad on this occa- 
sion they are not. However, sir, I would not 
be betrayed into any criticism of that Senator; 
he has taken his responsibility; bat I insist 
that when he assails me day after day in this 
Chamber as he has, he mast not expect me 
to be always silent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I wish 
to say that under the circumstances I shall vote 
against this bill, I was very anxious that an 
amnesty bill should be passed, as I said in the 
remarks I submitted to the Senate the other 
day. I should be very glad if I could vote to 
remove the disabilities of every one now labor- 
ing under disabilities; but the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts having been 
attached to the bill, and that being unconsti- 
tutional ag I believe, I could not, if that was 
the only consideration operating on my mind, 
vote for this bill as a whole. 

But I go further, sir, and say that if there 
were no constitutional objections presenting 


themselves to my mind, yet there are other | 


considerations which influence me to vote 
against the bill. However anxious I might be 


f 


to secure amnesty to all who are now under 
disabilities, I could not consent, even if there 
were no constitutional objections toit, to assist 
in striking down the race to which I belong to 


‘a common level with the negro population 


of this country.. I speak my sentiments freely 
on this subject, because 1 have no colored 
constituency to represent. I belong to a party 


| that has no eolored element in it to control 


its operation, as I am fearful is the case on 
this occasion. Why, sir, when we voted on 
this question before the holidays, there was a 


a majority in this Chamber opposed to the 
‘amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 


setts ; but we all know that since that time 
the Senator has risen in his place and read 
letters from negro correspondents, saying that 
the Republican party could not expect their 
support unless that party gave them his bill, 
‘and he has held them up and reminded this 
Senate that the negroes could sing oné song; 
they might sing the song of the ballot. 1 wiil 


| not say to what extent that may have its 


influence on any member; but the country 
will believe that gentlemen have changed their 
votes on this question because they fear the 
colored element of their party. [ say; sir, the 


| country will believe, and is justified in believ- 


ing, that the Republican pariy has now in it an 
element which is becoming a strong element 
of the party, and that will control its action 
not only upon this bill, bat will control its 
action upon other demands which wil! be 
made in this Chamber. 


Sir, not being willing to see the liberties of | 


the country stricken down at the dictation of 
the colored element of the Republican party, 
or any other element of the Republican party, 
I cannot support this bill. I know the white 
people of Delaware are anxious to see the dis- 
abilities of all removed. I kuow there is 
scarcely a white man in the State of Delaware 
who would give me his approbation if I should 
by any means endeavor to vote for a bill which 
would break up their school system, which 
would invade their private rights, which would 
strike down their liberties which they have 
heretofore enjoyed of regulating social inter- 
course among themselves. I cannot therefore 
do it. I shail vote against this bill, trasiing 
that a time will come when I shall have the 
opportunity to help to remove these disabilities 
from my white fellow-citizens of the Soutli, 
Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, I bave 
been quite unwell during the day, and have a 
cold, so that my voice is very much affected or 


I would have said something upon the merits 


of this bill. Ido not now rise for the purpose 
of detaining the Senate with a speech. Irise 
simply to say that I cannot support this bill as 
it now stands before the Senate. When I was 
elected to the seat that 1 have the honor of 
holding, I came here without any pledges, 
without any promises, without any one ask- 
ing me where I stood politically or otherwise, 
except that I was elected by my party. But, 
Mr. President, I know that if 1 were to vote 
for this bill, I should not represent the senti- 
ment of my constituents. 1 am well aware, 
further, that my constituents, knowing me as 
well as they do, would never expect that I 
should give my sanction to a bill which con- 
tained any clause, however small or however 
unimportant, that I considered unconstitu- 
tional. 

We are sitting here, Mr. President, as a 
great constitutional convention, We are sent 
here to construe the Constitution. We are 
here as commentators upon the bible of our 


| political faith and salvation; and is behooves 


Senators to consider well any vote that they 
may cast upon any question where the Consti- 
tution is involved. 

_ Without enlarging, I will simply say that 
in my humble judgment there has been the 
widest breach made in the Constitation to-day 
that has ever been made by legislation upon 
any one bill. It is a breach wide enough for 
armies whole to march through ; and the time 


| 


will come, and probably the Senator from 
Massachusetts will live to see the day, not- 
withstanding the threat he has made to the 
Senator from South Carolina as to what will 
be his experience for voting contrary to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, when he in com- 
mon with those who cast their votes for this 
measure will rue the time that ever they sat 
in this Senate and cast this vote. 

Mr. President; we have established here to- 
day what? We have told the American people 
that Congress has the power to legislate upon 
any question that may come before it. We 
have told the American people that Congress 
has power to punish the violation of a civil 
contract, The violation of a contract on the 
part of an innkeeper, on the part of a railroad 
company, on the part of a common carrier, is 
nothing more than a violation of a civil eon- 
tract; [tis nothing more than the violation of a 
contract, which a man makes when he fails to 
pay bis promissory note. The contract of an 
innkeeper or of a common carrier is a civil con- 
tract; it isa contract that the innkeeper will 
receive all who come to his door who are 
worthy of being received; it is a contract on 
the part of the common carrier that he will 
carry all passengers who come according to the 
capacity of his conveyance. That is nothing 
but a civil contract, and the: Congress of the 
United States have declared to the world that 
when a civil contract of this character is vio- 
lated, it will assume the power, and exercise 
it, to punish the party who shall violate that 
contract, 

Now the principle is established. I wish to 
call the Senate’s attention to that facti The 
principle is established. When once you apply 
it to a civil contract of one kind, why does it 
rot apply toall? Why doesit not apply to all 
contracts of labor? Why does it not apply to 
a contract between a planter and the negroes 
that he employs by the year? Why does it 
not apply to the operatives of a factory? Why 
does it not apply to the miners who are labor- 
ing deep down in the bowels of the earth? 
Why does it not apply to the man who owns 
the factory, who owns the mine, or who owns 
any other enterprise where a private, a civil 
contract is made for the purpose of carrying 
it on? The principle is the same, I refer 
to this one instance alone. You have estab- 
lished the principle, therefore, and you have 
invited to these halls an organization whose 
voice has already been heard in this land. 
whose vanguard has already appeared upon 
the streets of New York city, and whose thun 
der was heard in Paris just after its sur- 
render: When “the commune,” when ‘the 
international,’? who represent labor, shell 
come here and ask to be protected against 
capital, shall ask to be protected in any con- 
tract which they may ave fit to carry out, when 
their strength shall rise to such a volume that 
they shall have control of this country, E ask 
the Senator whece will be the limit to their 
power, under the principles and examples they 
have set to-day, to resist any demand which 
may be made by these organizations for pun 
ishing the violation of a civil contract by a 
penalty ? $ 

Mr. President, I rose simply for the par- 
pose of indicating what I consider the char- 
acter of the amendment the Senate has fas- 
tened on the bill, not to make a speech, but 
to enter my solemn protest against the action 
of the Senate to-day in following the leader- 
ship of the Senator from Massachusetts into 
what I consider the most dangerous precedent 
that has ever been set by this legislative body. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of this bill, which requires a two- 
thirds vote. The Secretary wiil cail the roll, 

he yeas and nays were then taken, with the 
following result: 

YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Fenton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan. Kellogg, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, 
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Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, and Win- 
om—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston,Kelly, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Saulsbury, Scott, Ste- 
venson. Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and Wright—19. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 


Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hitcheock, Howe. Lewis, 
Nye, Pratt, Schurz, Sprague, and Stewart—21. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon the pas- 
sage of this bill the yeas are 33, and the nays 
19. Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, 
the bill is rejected. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1048) to establish an 
educational fund, and to apply the proceeds 
of the’ public lands to the education of the 
people, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bill (H. R, No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

The bill (H. R. No. 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of William Trapp, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill (H. R. No. 847) for the relief cf 
Tinsley; Van Horn & Co., Glenn, Overall & 
Clark, and J. N. Henderson & Co., of Louisi- 
ana, Missouri, was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I. move that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LOGAN and Mr. TRUMBULL ad- 
dressed the Chair. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move-that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration—— 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
awards the floor to the Senator from Illinois 
farthest from the Chair, [Mr. Locan,] as 
he gave notice of his intention to submit a 
motion as soon as the bill just voted on was 
disposed _of. , 

Mr. LOGAN. Idesire, if there be no objec- 
tion, to take up the Chicago relief bill and 
let us vote on it without debate. [‘‘ No!” 
“‘No!’?] I move, then, to take it up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope my colleague, 
before making that motion, will allow me to 
move to take up House bill No. 1050, for the 
removal of political and lega! disabilities im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution. I 
want to bring it before the Senate, and then I 
will give way to aliow him to move to proceed 
with his bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois farthest from the Chair moves to 
proceed to the consideration of the Chicago 
relief bill, pending which the other Senator 
from Illinois moves to take up House bill 
No. 1050. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall not 
adjourn until we take up the amnesty bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On the motion to ad- 
journ I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I appeal to the Senator 
from Ohio to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It cannot be withdrawn 
afier the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to make a motion 
that the Senate either on next Monday or Tues- 
day, which day will suit it best, shall proceed 
to consider the French spoliation bill. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont objects to the Senator from. Ohio 
withdrawing the motion to adjourn. The yeas 
and nays having been ordered, it requires 
unanimous consent to withdraw it. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton,Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Scott, 
Sherman, Sumner, West, Windom, and Wright—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Cameron, Davis of West | 
Virginia, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kel- 
logg, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Patterson, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, frumbull, Vickers, 
and Wilson—25. 

ABSENT- Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Lewis Morrill of Maine, Pratt, Sprague, and Stew- 
art—19. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at seven 
o'clock and thirteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 9, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burizr, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday, was read and 
approved, 

EXPENSES OF MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, in relation to the contingent expenses 
of the military establishment for the year 1871 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF H. BELLMARD AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the claim 
of H. Bellmard, H. Pappaur, L. Pashall, and 
A. Grigsby, on account of depredations com- 
mitted by the Cheyenne Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURYEY OF CUIVRE RIVER. 

TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to the resolution of the 
House in relation to the survey of the Cuivre 
river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT SANDERS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War in relation to the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Sanders, in Wyoming 
Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELECTION CONTEST—-BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House papers in the contested- 
election case of Bowen vs. De Large, from the 
second congressional district of South Caro- 
lina; which were referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

JOSEPH PARKINS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War in relation to the 
contract of Joseph Parkins for furnishing 
building stone for the arsenal at Rock Island, 
Illinois; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- || 
ting the Coast Survey report for the year 1871; |! 


i 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


| merce, and ordered to be printed. i 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous conseht,:did- 
mitted the following resolution; whieh wus 
referred under the law to the Committeé® on 
Printing: ope aS 

Resolved, That there be printed twenty-five huns 
dred extra copies of the report of the Superintend- 
ent of the United States Coast Survey—one thousand 
for the Superintendent, and fifteen hundred for the 
use of the House of Representatives. i 


LAND GRANT TO ST. CROIX RAILROAD. Bak 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the 
House a communication from the Governor 
of Wisconsin, transmitting resolutions of ‘the 
Legislature of that State asking for a tenewal 
by Congress of the grant to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from St. Croix river or lake 
to the west end of Lake Superior and té Bay- 
field. If there be no objection, these resolu- 
tions will be referred. to the. Committee on 
thé Public Lands, and ordered ‘to be: printed. 


Mr. RANDALL. Why should. they be 
printed? It is a needless expense. °° 


The SPEAKER, The Chair has never 
known an instance in which resolutions trans- 
mitted from a State Legislature have it been 
printed. 3 D 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, sir, these resolu- 
tions relate to the subject of land grants, and 
I think the sooner we meet the question the 
bener, I think we had better commence right 
vere, i 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. T sup- 
pose that tbese resolutions should take the 
usual course. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just rée- 
marked that he has never known an instance 
in which resolutions transmitted to Congress 
froma State Legislature have not been printed. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] raise the point against these reso- 
lutions? : 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; I will not 
press it. i 


ELECTION CONTEST—-NIBLACK YS. WALLS.. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Elections to report the following 
resolution : : 

Resolved, That in the contested-election case of 
Silas L. Niblack vs, Josiah T. Walls, concerning the 
right to, a seat in the House from Hlorida, the time 
for taking testimony be so extentled that either 
party may be permitted to tako testimony within 
the period of sixty days from the passage of this 
resolution. : An : 

This resolution is agreed to. by the parties, 
and is the unanimous report of the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HOAR moved to reconsider the vote by 


| which the resolution was adopted; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider he laid 
on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELECTION CONTEST—-BOLES VS. EDWARDS. . 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I rise to 
a privileged question, to call up the contested- 
election case of Boles vs. Edwards. 

The SPEAKER. Does the géntleman de- 
sire to call up this case to the exclusion of the 
morning hour? ae f 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman gives 
notice that at the expiration of the morning 
hour he will call up the contested-eléction case 
of Boles vs. Edwards. pe 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, Yes, sir. 

SARAH 8. TRAPP. : 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at thirteen minutes after twelve o'clock; 
and the House resumes the consideration of 
the bill reported last Friday from the Commit- 
tee on Patents. being the bill (H.-R. No. 924) 
for the relief of Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of 


| William Trapp, deceased. -The question is on 


seconding the previous question upon the bill 
as amended.  . i 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered ; which was upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for. a ‘third 


reading. 
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: The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
65, noes 34; no quorum voting. 

‘Mr. KELLOGG demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLOGG 
and Mr. Du Boss were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 20. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The bill being engrossed, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

' Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on. the table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALBERT W. GRAY. 


Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, from-the 
Committee on Patents, reported a bill (Hz R. 
No. 1416) for the relief of Albert W. Gray; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that Albert 
W. Gray, of Middletown, in the State of Ver- 
mont, have leave to make a new application 
to the Commissioner of Patents for the exten- 
sion of letters patent granted to him for an 
improvement in borse-powers on the 9th day 
of September, 1856, and afterward reissued on 
the 1st day of July, 1862, and that the Com- 
missioner of Patents be authorized to con- 
sider and determine the application in the 
same manner and with the same effect as if it 
were an original application for such extension 
duly filed within the time required by law and 
no application therefor lad heretofore been 
made; provided that in case such extension 
shall be granted, all persons who, between the 
date of the expiration of the original patent 
and the date of such extension, have con- 
atructed or caused to be constructed or used 
said improvement in horse-powers, shall be at 
liberty during said extended term to use and 
to vend to others to use said improvement in 
horse-powers so constructed or used. 

Me: MAYNARD. Iask that the report be 
read. 

The report states that letters-patent were 
issued to Albert W. Gray, on the 9th day of 
September, 1856, and reissued on the Ist of 
July, 1862, for an improvement in horse-pow- 
ers. Within the time required by law Gray 
made his application to the Commissioner for 
an extension of his patent; but in his applica- 

. tion, through inadvertence, mistake, and want 
of proper knowledge of the requirements of 
Jaw, omitted to state ‘under oath the ascer- 

` tained value of the invention.” The Commis- 
sioner of Patents, on account of this omission 
alone, refused to extend the patent, and his 
decision being made too late for Gray to file a 
new application within the time required by 
Jaw, he at once petitioned Congress for leave 
to make a new application for the extension 
of his patent. The committee finds that this 
omission tostate ‘under oath the ascertained 
value of the invention’? was not one involving 
the merits of the cage, and that the same would 
have been inserted in the original application 
had Gray deemed it necessary, or had he been 
correctly informed of the requirements of law. 
The passage of the accompanying billis there- 
fore recommended. 

The SPEAKER, Tho question is on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time, 

Mr. NIBLACK. I think we should have 
some statement from the gentleman having 
charge of the ‘bill. The report has been im- 
perfectly heard. I have had some experience 


in the matter of extending patents, and of all” 


the’ applications for the extension of patents 
during the last generation, I think it is safe to 
say not more than one out of every hundred 
has any merit. This patentee has had already 
twenty-one years. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Only fourteen years. 
~. Mr NIBUACK.. {Iam mistaken, then; but 


Tam against this, anyhow. [Langhter-] [am 


told the case to which my attention was di- 
rected has passed. I am sorry for its I will 
make a parliamentary inquiry: has the usual 
motion to reconsider and lay upon the table 
been made in that case? 

The SPEAKER. It was, by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, who had charge of the bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iam sorry for it; other- 
wise I should have made the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. MORSE. 


Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Patents, also reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of George W. 
Morse; which was read a first and second 
time. f 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Com- 
missioner of Patents to exercise jurisdiction 
over the petition of George W. Morse for an 
extension of two letters-patent granted to him 
October 28, 1856, for a further term of seven 
years from the day on which said extension 
may be granted, and to hear the testimony of 
the applicant, and to determine upon the peti- 
tion in the same manner and with the same 
effect as if the original term of said patent, or 
of any foreign patents concerning the same 
inventions, had not expired ; and to grant or 
refuse such extension upon the same principles 
otherwise that govern his decisions upon such 
applications when made under the law of July 
8, 1870; provided that no person shall be held 
liable for the infringement of said patents, if 
extended, for making use of said inventions 
sincé the expiration of the original term of 
said patents, and prior to the date of their 
extension. 

Mr. MAYNARD, ‘Is there any report in 
this case? - 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. There is 
a report, and I request the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read the report, which states that 
on the 28th of October, 1856, two letfers-patent 
were issued to George W. Morse, one for an 
improvement in breech-loading fire-arms, and 
one for an improvement in cartridges; that 
from the year 1856 to 1861 he expended annu- 
ally large sums of money in experimenting 
upon, perfecting, and seeking to introduce his 
inventions into use, but did not realize there- 
from a sum sufficient to compensate for the 
amounts expended upon said inventions; that 
upon the breaking out of the rebellion he was, 
and for many years had been, a citizen of the 
State of Louisiana, was the owner of a plant- 
ation and other property in that State, and 
although opposed to a dissolution of the Union, 
yet asail his property was in the South, and as 
the United States Government was powerless 
to protect him in the possession of his prop- 
erty, and fearing confiscation in his absence, 
he remained in the South during the rebellion, 
and devoted himself to the protection of his 
property and the care of his wife, children, 
and two widowed sisters, doing nothiug with 
his patent interests, although the confederate 
authorities offered to adopt his inventions, and 
urged him to take charge of their manufacture 
at one of their armories ; that near the close of 
the war a largeamouvt of higcottonand some of 
his buildings were burned by the confederates. 
which, with the loss of other property during 
the war, left him in such embarrassed circum- 
stances as to prevent him:from developing hig 
inventions or from- realizing anything there- 
from to the present time; that within the time 


required by law Morse filed his application for || 


a renewal of hispatents, but within-six days of 


——— 


| the time of their expiration the Commissioner 

of Patents notified the attorney of Morse 
that an affidavit. of Morse was required to 
show whether facts and circumstances justi- 
fied him in absenting himself from the North 
daring the war; that Morse, being absent, failed 
to receive the notice of the Commissioner in 
time to comply with. his requirements before 
the expiration of the patents. T he Committee 
on Patents, being of opinion that it was through 
no negleet of Morse that his affidavit-was not 
filed, recommend the passage of the accom- 
panying bill. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ MR. Brooxs{ to 
answer a question in connection with this cage, 
As I heard the report read, it did not state 
categorically and directly whether this Morse 
was or was not loyal to the Government of the 
United States during the war. If I under- 
stood it correctly, it states that he remained 
iù the South during the war, and refused to 
go into the confederate service as a mechanic; 
but it does not say whether he was loyal to 
the United States Government or not. As I 
make out from the report his application was 
rejected because he did not show that he had 
been loyal during the war. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. Iam not 
aware that it is at all material whether thig 
applicant was or was not loyal during the war, 
1 am not aware that there is any statute of the 
United States, or any regulation of the Patent 
Ottice, that would prevent a man who had 
been at the head of a confederate army dur- 
ing the war from coming bere at the present 
time and getting a patent renewed, 

Mr. MAYNARD, That was not the point 
of my inquiry. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I am 
coming to your question. The facts are these: 
this Mr. Morse had been an inhabitant of the 
State of Louisiana for a great number of 
years—some twenty or twenty-five years. In 
1856 he invented what he supposed to be an 
improvement in breech-loading fire arms, and 
also an improvement in cartridges. He was 
for a number of years getting his improve- 
ment perfected, and in 1856 letters-patent were 
granted to him. From that time up-to the 
time of the breaking out of the rebellion he was 
engaged in perfecting and getting his inven- 
„tion into use. Upon the breaking out of the 
rebellion he was left in this way; he had held 
office in the State of Louisiana; he had accu- 
mulated considerable property; he owned a 
valuable plantation, and his wife, children, 
and two widowed sisters were there. At the 
breaking out of the rebellion he was a loyal 
man. He regretted the steps that were taken 
for the dissolution of the Union; but at the 
breaking out of the war, for the purpose of 
protecting his property from confiscation and 
taking care of his wife and children and others 
dependent on him, he went back to the State 
of Louisiana, He was during the war a loyal 
man. The confederate authorities, knowing 
that he was a good mechanic, and that he had 
this invention in fire-arms, came to him and 
tried to induce him to’ go into their manu- 
facture, and take the charge of one of their 
armories. This he refused to do. Near the 
close of the war he had a large quantity of 
cotton, a cotton-gin house, and a good deal 
of other ‘property burned by the confederates 
to prevent it getting into Federal hands; and, 
with other property lost, he was left, at the 
close of the war, in almost a penniless condi- 
tion. As soon as-he was able, after he had 
retrived his lost fortune somewhat, he came 
to Washington, and, within the time required 
-by law, filed his application for an extension 
of the patent, and ‘supposed he had complied 
with all the requirements of the law,and that 
it would be all right. But within six days 
‘from the time the-patent expired- his attorney 
was notified that the patentee must make his 


affidavit giving some reason why he abscnted 
himself from the North during the war. Lhe 
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_ Commissioner of Patents, Í suppose, put it on 

this ground: that if an invention like that was 
avaluable one, if he had remainedatthe North, 
he-might have made a sum sufficient. to com 
pensate him, and had no need to obtain an 
extension; and- he wanted: him to file an affi- 
davit giving some reason’ why he absented 
himself from the North during the war. He 
was absent. . His attorney addressed a letter 
to him at his last usual place of abode, or 
wherever he supposed him to be; that letter 
did not reach him in time; his brother, a man 
whom I knew, who has been the district attor- 
ney for fourteen or fifteen years in the county 
in which I live, sent to the Commissioner of 
Patents a statement showing the facts, but the 
Commissioner would not accept this in place 
of the man’s own affidavit. 

The committee are satisfied from the tes- 
timony they had before them that he was a 
loyal man during the war, and that if he had 
been permitted to file this affidavit within the 
time, there was no question but the patent would 
have been renewed. This bill is not to grant 
an extension, but merely to give this party a 
chance to be heard for a renewal of the patent. 
Jt seems to me that this is one of the strongest 
cases for relief which has been before the com- 
mittee during the time I have been a member 
of it. I trust there will be no objection to 
the bill. i f 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Is the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Brooxs] aware how 
far this patented improvement has been brought 
into use? 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I do not 
think the improvement has been brought into 
use to any considerable extent. Since the 
war, Mr. Morse has had no opportunity to iutro- 
duce it, having neither sufficient money nor 
means to enable him to do so. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. | I desire to ask 
further if these fire-arms have been manu- 
factured by any parties since the expiration of 
the patent. = 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. 1 have 
not heard. But there is a proviso in the bill 
to protect any cases of that character. 

fr, STARKWEATHER. This man, hav- 
ing had his patent for fourteen years, and hav- 
ing staid at the South when he might have used 
it at the North with advantage, if other parties 
since the expiration of the patent have made 
investments in gond faith and got up establish- 
ments to carry on the manufacture, it is only 
right that an exception should be made in 
their favor. It seems to me entirely unjustifi- 
able to pass a bill for the renewal of a patent 
which has expired by the lapse.of time, on 
which the partyehas had a hearing and been 
refused an extension, and on which other par- 
ties have then gone forward in good faith and 
made investments. It appears to me entirely 
unjust thus to deprive these parties of ‘the 
benefits of their investment. He had his patent 
for fourteen years. He has had a hearing as 
to whether that patent should be renewed, and 
certainly, in view of these facts, if other parties 
‘made investments, after this hearing, in the 
manufacture of arms by this process, they 
should not be deprived of their rights. Unless, 
therefore, the bill is amended so as to exempt 
from liability those parties who have made 
auch investments since the expiration of the 
patent, I shall feel compelled to vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I propounded a question 
to the gentleman who reported this bill as ‘to 
the status of this patentee during the war. I 
am assured by the remarks that he has made 
that he was loyal at the beginning of the war, 
and continued so during the war. Thatplaces 
him in an attitude that almost requires us to 
extend peculiar favor to him, situated as he 
was in the southern country, with his family 
and property and everything else there. It 
is very easy to say that he ought to have goue 
North, but it would have been more easily said 
than done in those days. His conduct, instead 


| i rae 
of being to his disadvantage, as the gentleman 


; nullify alt 


Í 


ji 


of Patents, as if he had been here and made il 


from Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER | seems 
to suppose, was really to his credit, and ought 
to be held to counteract any seeming defectin 
his case. He belongs to a classof men whom 
I had, during the war, abundant opportunity to 
see and appreciate. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. In answer 
to the question propounded by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, Í would say that he is mis- 
taken as toa point of fact. He says that the 
man has had the enjoyment of his patent for 
fourteen years, that the patent has been ex- 
tended; but asa matter of fact he has not had 
the use of it for that length of time. As I 
have already stated, from 1856 up to the time 


of the rebellion he had not got his invention |! 


into use, and during the whole of the rebellion, 
by reason of his being absent from the North, 
and also by reason of his loyalty in not agree- 
ing to manufacture arms forthe South, he was 
deprived of the use of it entirely during that 
time, and he has been also nearly all the time 
since. 

‘Then, as to the statement that he has had a 
hearing before the Commissioner, that is not 
so. He filed his application and would have 
had a hearing, but, as I stated before, within 
six days before the time of the expiration of 
the patent, he was met by this letter from the 
Patent Office, saying that they wanted some 
evidence showing why he had been absent 
from the North during the war. Here is the 
proviso of the bill: 

Provided, That no person shall be held liable for 
the infringement of said patents if extended, or for 
making use of said inventions since the expiration 
of the original term of said patents and prior to date 
of their cxtension. 

Now, that proviso, it seems to me, would 
be sufficiently strong to obviate the objection 
suggested by the gentleman fran Connecti- 
cut. It provides that no person shall be held 
liable for an infringement of the patent, or 
for making use of the same since the expira- 
tion of the original patent. I would ask the 
gentleman from Connecticut if he does not con- 
sider that sutlicient? 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, Asa matter of 
principle, when patents are extended and par- 
ties have invested money in good faith in the 
manufacture of the invention, there should be a 
provision protecting them, and allowing them 
to continue the manufacture where they have 
really invested their money in good faith. If 


the gentleman will propose that amendment | 


I shali have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. With the consent of my 
colleagie on the committee I offer the follow- 
ing amendment as an additional proviso: 

And provided further, That any person, firm, or 
corporation now engaged in the manufacture of fire- 
arms, using the said inventions, shall be entitled to 
use the sume without liability during tho term of 
said extension. 

Mr. BANKS. There is no limit as to time 
in thatamendment. Its operation would be to 
ogether the extension of the patent. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. L. Mypas,] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I see no necessity for this 
amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
[Mr. KeLLoce,] for ] think the proviso already 
on the bill is sufficient. This inventor has 
never had that use of his inventions which the | 
patent laws intended he should have. He has 
never bad his fourteen years, and he has never 
even had his chance to apply for the seven years’ || 
extension which the lawsallow him. And why }; 
not? Because be was in the South during the 
war, and his invention had relation to fire- 
arms. He wasloyal to the Government. of the 
United States, and although approached by |! 
the confederate government, he did not choose | 
to sell his invention to that government. He 
comes here now and asks simply that he shall 
have the right to apply to the Commissioner 


i arms. 1 i 
| constructed; it would be a very different thing. 


| invention for the 


application to obtain his seven years’ exten- 
sion. The committee have. attached tothe 
bill a proviso that no one shall.be held respon- 
sible in damages who between the éxpiration 
ofthe patentand the time of the extension has 
been using thisimprovement.. Thesecond pro- 
viso would nullify the bill, and prevent, him 
having the rights which the law guarantied to 
him, and which nothing but the rebellion, and” 
his loyalty took away; it would. be. wrong to 
say that his patents. shall. be used by anybody 
who may see fit to use them. I -bope this 
amendment will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. In. the last. bill 
passed by this House this same provision was 
made. Ihave never known a case where a 

atent has expired. and parties have ‘made 
investments in good faith, but what those ipar- 
ties have been protected by provisions: of this 
kind. We havealready done it this morning; 
we have always done it, where parties have 
gone forward in good faith and made their 
investments. .. : : : 

Mr. L. MYERS. That is the proviso which 
is already on this bill, inserted by the com- 
mittee, and it is what was on the other bill. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, The proviso in- 
serted in this bill only protects parties from 
prosecution for what they have already man- 
ufactured ; it. does not provide that, having 
made their investments in this manufacture, 
they shall have the right to continue. . One 
word further. Let me read an extract from 
a decision of the Commissioner of Patents in 
regard to this question : - ; i 

“In cases where patentees have abandoned their 


patents to engage in the rebellion, and have spent 


their time and efforts to destroy the Government, 


which should have been devoted to the introduction 
of their inventions, the office has very properly 
refused an extension.” 

That is the decision of the Commissioner on 
Patents, that where a party has laid aside his 

purpose of engaging in other 
business, or if the patent has expired and 
other parties have invested their money iù 
good faith, those parties shall be protected. 
That is precisely the amendment which my 
colleague [Mr. KeLLoac] has presented, and 
I hope that we may have a vote on it, ~ 

Mr. L. MYERS. I will agree to that. : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER.. It provides that 
these parties shall be protected precisely as 
parties are protected in the other bill which 
we passed this morning, and not allow. this 
bill to pass in such a form as to render worth- 
less all their investments. 

Mr. L. MYERS. There is no objection to 
having a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think the committee, if 
I am not mistaken, has taken this ground, 
that where a patent had expired and the in- 
vention had been thrown open to the public, 
and parties had in. good faith gone into the 
manufacture of the patented articles, they 
should be permitted to go on with the manu- 
facture during the extension of the patent. 
And that is all that my amendment amounts 
to. It only allows those who have invested 
money in the manufacture of this invention to 
continue to use that improvement. Wehad 
that provision in the bill just passed, and we 
have had the same provision in all similar 
bills passed during the last week. I think 
we should put the provision upon this bill as 
well as upon the others. : 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The argument of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. KeLroee] is 
different from his amendment. If his amend- 
ment was limited to the use of the machinery 
already constructed, it would be avery different 
thing. But he limits it to the persons engaged 
in the business, allowing them to continue the 
manufacture to any extent they may please, 
and being thus freed from the cost attending 
the use of the patent, they could monopolize 
all the business in the construction of these 
If it were limited to machinery already 


Now, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that during 
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the war I knew this claimant: in. the territory 
of the enemy. 
of the: Government; [never beard any other 
sentiment concerning him, and I know, so far 
as I chad any intercourse. with him, that he 
was kindly disposed toward the Government— 
willing to render it any aid in his power. He 
had, it seems, made an important invention, 
of. which he was never able to avail himself 
on account of the war and on account of his 
friendship to the Government. Certainly we 
ought to give him the same advantage which 
is given to all other patentees on account of 
the discoveries which they have made. 

Mr. KELLOGG. We propose to give this 
party the same advantage that we have given 
to Mrs. Trapp, who is to receive an extension 
by the bill we passed this morning; the same 
advantage we have given to other parties in 
bills of this character. We propose to protect 
those who have already invested their money 
in machinery, that they may continue to use it 
during the term of the extension, That is all 
we propose to do. 

: Mr. MAYNARD. Is not the amendment 
proposed to this bill identically the same as 
the proviso which was appended to the bill last 

assed? 

: Mr. KELLOGG. Certainly; it is the same 
which I proposed and the House adopted as 
an amendment to Mrs. Trapp’s bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I wish to make a sugges- 
tion which I think will obviate this difficulty. 
As at present framed the proviso is certainly 
liable to the objection stated by the gentleman 
from. Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] I think it 
would be acceptable with the insertion of the 
words, “the use of the machinery already 
erected by them for the same,” 

Mr. BANKS. Thatis fair. That is what 
was contemplated by the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, [ Mr. KeLLoca. | 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the amendment will be modified as suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L 
Myrrs. } 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was so modified ; andas modified was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


| 
Mr. BROOKS, of Massachnsetts, moved to 


reconsider -the vote ‘by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES P. $S. WARDWELL. 


Mr. HIBBARD, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 904) for 
the relief of Charles P. S. Wardwell. 

. The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Commissioner of Patents to entertain, con- 
Sider, and decide upon the application of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell for extension of letters- 
patent granted to Wardwell for an “improved 
-eircular-saw machine or bench,” bearing date 
March 10, 1857, in the same manner, upon the 
same evidence, and to the same effect as if the 
application had. been filed in due form and 
within. the time prescribed by law. But the 
application is to be made within sixty days 
from the approval of this act by both Houses 
of Congress; and nothing herein is to be so 
construed as to hold responsible in damages 
any person who may have manufactured, ap- 
plied, or used the improvement between the 
expiration of the patent and the approval of 
this act. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is a verbal inac- 
curacy in the bill. The phrase “ sixty days 
from the approval of this act by both Houses 
of Congress” should be “sixty days from the 
passage of this act.” 

Mr. HIBBARD. I am perfectly willing the 
bill shall be modified in the manner suggested 
by the gentleman. : 


He was accounted a friend. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection | he may think just, the taxes so assessed against 


the modification will be made. 
There was no objection. 
The report, which was read, states that 


| letters-patent for an improved circular-saw 


machine or bench were issued to Wardwell, 
a resident of Lake village, New Hampshire, 
on the 10th day of March, 1857. During the 
continuance of the patent, and several years 
before its expiration, Mr. Wardwell entered 
into an arrangement with James Goodrich, 
of Fitchburg, Massachusetts, to manufacture 
machines during the. original. term of. the 
patent, and also during the term of its exten- 
sion, in case it should be extended, and also 
that Goodrich should pay the expense of pro- 
curing the extension. Wardwell, about four 
months before the patent expired, prepared 
the necessary papers for making. application 
for an extension of his patent, and forwarded 
them to Mr. Goodrich, to be sent by him, with 
the. necessary fee, to the Commissioner of 
Patents. Goodrich was at that time sick, and 
in consequencé of his sickness the application 
and fee were not forwarded to the Commis- 
sioner until five days subsequent to the time 
prescribed by law, namely, ‘‘ninety days before 
the expiration of the patent.’ The committee 
are of opinion that the omission to forward 
said application and fees within the period 
prescribed by law was the result of accident 
and misfortune, and that the application is 
entitled to the relief provided for in the bill, 
and recommend its passage. 

Mr. HIBBARD. The suggestion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee is obviously a 
proper one, and the amendment ought to be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objec- 
tion, the amendment will be considered as 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

Mr. HIBBARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed without 
amendment a bill (H. R. No. 1840) for the 
reliefof Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner. 

-It further announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 320) to authorize the restor- 
ation of Gilbert Morton to the naval service ; 

A bill (S. No. 353) to restore the records 
of the United States in the northern district 
of Illinois; f 

A bill (S. No. 588) to amend an act entitled 
tt An act to provide for the redemption of the 
three per cent. temporary loan certificates, 
and for an increase of national bank notes,” 
approves July 12, 1870; and - 

bill (S. No. 611) to continue the act to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
officers of the Army and Navy. 

TINSLEY, VAN HORN AND COMPANY, ETC, 

Mr. STRONG, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 847) 
for the relief of Tinsley, Van Horn & Co., 
Glenn, Overall & Clark, and J. N. Henderson 
& Co., of Louisiana, Missouri, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to investigate the 
claims of Tinsley, Van Horn & Co., Glenn, 
Overall & Clark, and James N. Henderson 
& Co., tobacconists, of the city of Louisiana, 
Missouri, for the abatement and remission of 
certain taxes assessed agaiast them for the 
months of October and November, 1867, and 
to abate and remit, in whole or in part, as 


the firms upon their property destroyed by fire 
on the 15th day of November, 1867. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Speaker, that bill was 
reported by the Committee of Claims during 
the last Congress, and was passed by the House, 
but failed in the Senate for want of time to 
give it due consideration. The facts are that 
this city of Louisiana, in Missouri, was burned 
up almost entirely, and in these warehouses, 
without any fault on the part of these parties, 
there was also consumed a large amount of cot- 
ton. The tax, of course, had been assessed, or 
rather the owners were liable for the payment 
of thetax ; andif compelled to pay itin addition 
to the loss of their tobacco, which was the loss 
of nearly all their property, they would be 
bankrupt. The committee thought it was right 
they should be relieved from the payment of 
the tax on the property destroyed by fire; at 
all events, they thought it entirely safe toleave 
the matter to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to abate such portion of it as 
he thought equitable and just. 1 move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the. main guestion ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES H. MALLORY AND COMPANY 
Mr. STRONG also, from the same commit- 


tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1419) for the 


relief of Charles H. Mallory & Co., of New 
York ; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and réad a third time. 

The bill was read. It proposes to appro- 
priate the sum of $4,160 out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay C. H. Mallory & Co. the amount awarded 
by a board of officers appointed as a court of 
inquiry by special order of the War Depart- 
ment, Adjutant General’s office, No. 617, 
dated December 18, 1866. 

. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I now yield to 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Bucxxey. ] 


PEOPLE’S SAVINGS INSTITUTION OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely on the petition of the 
People’s Savings Institution of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, for the payment: of certain quarter- 
masters’ vouchers; and moved that the same 
be laid on the table. : 


The motion was agreed to. 
LETITIA JETT, 


Mr. BUCKLEY. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Claims to report. back the peti- 
tion of Letitia Jett, administratrix of G. H. 
Jett, of Franklin county, Kentucky, praying for 
compensation for taking the census of Frank- 
lin county, Kentucky, in 1860; and I move 
that the committee be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the petition, and that 
the Clerk of the House do transmit it to the 
Superintendent of the Census. As this is a 
matter which does not require the action of 
Congress, the memorial properly belongs to 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I would suggest 
that the proper course would be to lay the 
memorial on the table. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that 
that would be the proper course. If a law 
exists requiring thé Superintendent of the 
Census to deal with this claim, he does not 
need a reminder from this House. 

The petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I now yield to 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Frvz.] 

MRS. ELIZABETH STEEN. 


Mr. FRYE, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Steen, of Shelby county, Illinois, praying for 
relief; and moved ‘that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid 

` Pensions. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported adversely on the following petitions, 
&c.; and the same were severally laid on the 

table: 
~ The petition of G. W. Torrence; 

The petition of Rowland Hemphill, for relief ; 

The petition of Washington Crossland ; 

The petition of S. S. Green ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 339) for the relief of 
Asa B. Russell; 

The petition of Robert Soper and others, for 
indemnity for vessels taken by the Govern- 
ment; 

The petition of Joseph M. Caton and others; 

The petition of William Quinn ; 

ane petition of Mary A. Adams and others; 
an 

The petition of the officers and crew of the 


eno. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the report of the 
committee in the case of the officers and crew 
of the Keno be printed. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to order the 

rinting of all adverse reports of committees. 
he order will be made. 


MICHAEL F. GANNETT. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief 
of Michael F. Gannett; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Michael 
F. Gannett, of Bath, Maine, agent of the ship 
Atasca, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $172 20 
in full satisfaction for an excessive hospital 
tax exacted from the ship Atasca at the port 
of New Orleans in 1870, and charge the same 
to the ‘‘ marine bospital fund,” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


G. § BAKER. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that it 
do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief 
of G. S. Baker, of Marysville, Missouri, for 
the reissue of a certain bond. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill wasread. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a new 
bond for fifty dollars with coupons from and 
including that of July 1, 1871, to'G.S. Baker, 
of Marysville, Missouri, in place of a five- 
twenty coupon bond for a like amount num- 
bered 92711, act of March 3, 1865; issued 
July 1, 1867, said bond having been destroyed 
by mutilation; but before issuing a new bond 
the Secretury of the Treasury is to require a 
sufficient bond of indemnity securing the Gov- 


ment against the presentation of the bond | 
alleged to be lost. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


F. AND E. REED. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief 
of F. & E. Reed, of Bath, Maine, owners and 
agents of. the ship William M. Reed; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed. and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to F. & E. Reed, of 
Bath, Maine, owners and agents of the ship 
William M. Reed, the sum of $1,200 in full 
satisfaction of all claims on behalf of the own- 
ers of said ship, for her arrest and detention in 
the port of Valencia, Spain, by the American 
consul in 1869 for the protection of American 
citizens. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN VANNIMAN, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill(H. R. No. 1421) for the relief 
of Benjamin Vanniman ; which was read a first 
and second time. . 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read the third time. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue to Benjamin 
Vanniman, of Greene county, in the State of 
Ohio, two ten-forty bonds for $500 each, with 
interest coupons falling due to September 1, 
1864, under the act of March 3, 1864, in lieu 
of ten-forty bonds of like amount, with cou- 
pons, &c., numbered 4322 and 4828, issued 
under the said act, and which, as the property 
of Benjamin Vanniman, were, between the 
1st and 15th of September, 1864, destroyed by 
rats; but before issuing the new bonds the See- 
retary of the Treasury shall require sufficient 
bond of indemnity securing the Government 
against the presentation of the bonds alleged 
to have been destroyed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is there any report in 
this case? We ought to have the report read, 
or some brief verbal statement of the case 
made. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a report. 

The Clerk read the report, which states the 
circumstance attending the destruction of the 
bonds by rats, and that there is satisfactory 
evidence that the claimant had the bonds on 
the 31st of August, 1864, and that he is a man 
of undoubted integrity, The committee there- 
fore recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and aiso moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

7 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I riseto 
a question of privilege. I wish to call up the 
report and resolution of the Committee of 
Elections in the contested-election case of 
Boles vs. Edwards, from the State of Ark- 


ansas. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. - 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask my colleague [Mr. 
HazeExron] to yield to me for a moment. 


_ Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a 
Hamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hearit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the consumption of 
a portion of a morning hour to-day run against 
the Committee of Claims as a whole morning 
hour, or will they be entitled to two morning 
hours hereafter? oe bake 

The SPEAKER. To one only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI trust that, inasmuch as 
that committee have had so smalla portion’ ot" 
time this morning, unanimous consent will be 
given that committee to have two morning 
hours when called hereafter. : 

Mr. PERCE. I think I must object. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I wish to 
say that this case should have been called ap 
and disposed of some days ago. ‘ 

Mr, PERCE. | I will not object to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Indiana; [Mrs 
Horman.) . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why not let the 
Committee of Claims run on to-day? ` “Ae 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wis- 
consiu [Mr. Hazevroy] rises to a question of 
privilege. The morning hour would ran all 
day, as the Chair has so often stated, unless 
something of a higher privilege is brought up 
at the end of an hour. 
` Mr. FARNSWORTH. Can we not vote 
down the question of privilege? : 

The SPEAKER. The question of consid- 
eration could be raised by any gentleman. 
The Chair will ask if there is objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Houtman, ] that on the future call of the 
Committee of Claims, it shall be entitled to 
two full morning hours. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. For pri- 
vate business? l 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition: 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr, Hormax] that when the Com- 
mitte of Claims is called on the call for public 
business, although the major portion of the 
reports from that committee are necessarily of 
a private nature, it has two hours, like other 
committees, and in those two hours can report 
private business. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not be reached on 
that call for some time. i 

The SPEAKER. It will have the same 
chance that other committees have. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
report of the Committee of Elections in the 
election case of Boles vs. Edwards. — 


BUSINESS FOR SATURDAY. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I rise to a privi- 
leged motion, that the session of to-morrow be 
set apart for general debate only, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, no business to be trans- 


acted. i 

The SPEAKER. That will require unani- 
mous consent. 

No objection was made, and it was ordered 
accordingly. PI i 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the order just made; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FISHERIES. i 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unani 
mous consent, presented a petition of a com? 
mittee of the fishermen of Massachusetts, on 
the subject of the fisheries ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. va. 

CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. BROOKS; of New York. Task unani- 
mous consent thata memorial which 1 now. 
present from Peter Cooper and other citizens 
of New York, in relation to the Chinese indem- 


par- 


I object 


934 


February 9, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


= 


nily fund, may be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
‘Theré being no objection, it was so ordered. 


. SELECTION CONTEST—-BOLES VS. EDWARDS. 


Mr PERCE.. IT call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER, ‘The regular order being 
called for, the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
HAZELTON] must proceed. 

_sMr.. HAZELTON, of, Wisconsin. 
been anxious to do so for some time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. At what time does the 
gentleman. propose to call the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Iam going 
to call the previous question as soon as I have 
made a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
resolution on which the House is called upon 
toact. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


: Resolved, That Thomas Boles is entitled to the 
seat in the Forty-Second Congrogs as Representative 
from. the third district of the State of Arkansas, now 
occupied by John Edwards. 


, .Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, to occupy the attention of the 
House but a moment in discussing this case. 
The report briefly sets forth the grounds upon 
which the committee have arrived at the con- 
clusion embodied in the resolution just read, 
I may say that the committee are unanimous 
in recommending the adoption of that resolu- 
tion. The computation made by the commit- 
tee shows that even upon the admission of the 
testimony which the sitting member desired 
should be admitted and considered, the con- 
testant is entitled to the seat. I call the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Hazeuron] is entitled to an hour 
to close debate. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I yield 
thirty minutes to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, [Mr. EDWARDS. 

Mr. EDWARDS. [ask that the Clerk read 
the report made in this case. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The question submitted to the committee in this 
case is a very simple one, and the committee are 
unanimous in the conclusion reached upon it. 

No evidenco whatever is presented by the re- 
spondent as to any irregularities or pretended irreg- 
ularities outside of Pulaski county; nor were any 
allegations of such irregularities made by respond- 
ent in his oral argument before committee. 

The respondent did, however, present to the 
committee and read in evidence, for whatthey might 
be deemed worth, as bearing upon the result of the 
vote in Pulaskicounty, a report of a '*joint” select 
committee appointed by the senate and house of 
representatives of Arkansas to investigate election 
frauds. in Pulaski county, and a decision of the 
supreme court of Arkansas in a proceeding on the 
part of Howard et al. va. McDiarmid, county clerk 
of Pulaski county, ‘' praying fora mandamus against 
said McDiarmid, to compel him to certify certain 
election returns to the secretary of State.” 

It seems hardly necessary to say that neither of 
these documents was regarded as evidence by the 
committee, or entitled to consideration in disposing 
of the case. 

Tho legislative report is in no sense a judicial 
determination, It would not be recognized as evi- 
dence, even, in any court of justice. It is simply the 
views of certain meinbers of the Legislature of Ark- 
ansas upon the question submitted to them by the 
Legislature. , 

But even if it were entitled to rank as a judicial 
determination, itcould not be evidenee in this caso— 

First, because it is not a decision in a proceeding 
between these parties, They had no hand in cre- 
ating the committee, and cannot be affected by its 
acts; and $ 

Second, the House being made by the Constitu- 
tion the Judge of the election, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its members, cannot delegate iis authority 
to some. other tribunal, and discharge by proxy a 
solemn duty which the Constitution imposes on the 
Eouse, 

i For like reasons the decision of the supreme court 
of Arkansas cannot be regarded as evidence. 

The case is, therefore, left to stand on the proofs 
submitted by the contestant. 

Outside of Pulaski county the contestant has a 
majority of 2. over the respondent. 

dn Pulaski county the majority for contestant is 
2,151, making a total majority for contestant in the 
district of 2158. 

» It may not be improper to remark that upon 


I have 


j 


the theory of the respondent, that tho documents 
above mentioned are evidence, and giving him the 
full benefit of them as testimony, the result is not 
changed. ‘The contestant is elected upon either one 
of the following theories: 


First, upon throwing out the entire vote of 
Pulaski county. . cates 

Second, upon throwing out the vote cast at the 
so-called Boles polls, in the first and third wards of 
the city of Little Rock and the precinct of Eagle, 
and accepting the vote cast at the so-called Edwards 
polls, in accordance with what it is claimed the 
supreme court of Arkansas has decided. | 

Third, upon throwing ont, in addition to the 
Boles vote last above specified, the votes of the four 
election precincts of Gray, Badgett, Eastman, and 
Campbell, as recommended in said legislative re- 


ort. : 5 
7 Fourth, upon throwing out all the votes specified 
in the last statement or hypothesis, and taking in 
the voto only cast at the so-called Edwards polls, in 
the first and third wards of Little Rock and the pre- 
cinct of Eagle. E 

So that it makes no difference whatever to the 
sitting member whether the committee take one 
view or another of the ‘‘ evidence” submitted by him. 
The contestant was elected and is entitled to-the seat 
in this Ilouse as the momber from the third district 
of the State of Arkansas in the Forty-Second: Con- 

Tess. a 
$ The committee have further instructed the under- 
signed to say that the testimony taken before the 
joint committee to investigate the affairs of the 
South, and referred to this committee on the 9th day 
of the present month, has been examined, and that 
in the judgment of the committee it contains noth- 
ing reflecting on the character of any member of 
the House; and the committee ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of such testimony, 

The committee ask the adoption of the following 
resolution: k i 

Resolved, That Thomas. Boles is entitled to the 
seat in the Forty-Second Congress as Representative 
from the third district of the Stateof Arkansas, now 
oceupied by John Edwards. 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
congratulate the House and myself that the 
contested case of Boles vs. Edwards is about 
to be closed. Before final action is taken, I 
desire to present for the consideration of the 
House, but more particularly the people of 
my State, the facts in this case. Having been 
denied time to take evidence in tbis case, of 
which, as the judgment of this House, I do 
not complain, the merits of the case now come 
up for consideration entirely upon ex parte 
evidence. 

Mr. Speaker, a great deal of stress has been 
attached to the fact that contestant had re- 
turned for him to the office of secretary of State 
about 2,000 majorily, while the credentials were 
issued to contustee. ‘The question to be con- 
sidered is, who received a majority of the legal 
and qualified votes? For on one side are arrayed 
law and order, on the other violence and dis- 
order. èi 

On an examination of the evidence accom- 
panying the report of the joint committee of 
the General Assembly of the State of Arkan- 
sas, and also by the evidence taken by con- 
testant, it appears that a combination was 
formed several days before the election, anda 
formidable conspiracy entered into by certain 
persons belonging to a faction of the Repub- 
lican party in the State, known and designated 
as *‘Brindle-tails.’? The leaders of the faction 
are Senator Ricr, Joseph Brooks, J. L. Hodges, 
and contestant. [twill be seen by the evidence 
adduced by the contestant, evidence of his own 
witnesses, implicated in this conspiracy and 
revolutionary proceeding to seize the polls, to 
usurp the authority, and carry the elections 
by force, fraud, and intimidation, that some 
of these witnesses left Little Kock the day and 
night preceding the election, and repaired to || 
the different townships on the outskirts of the 
county for the purpose of acting as officers of 
the election, or in some other manner to take | 
an active part therein. The law requires that 
citizens must register and vote in the town- 
ship or ward where they reside, unless before 
the election they change their place of resi- 
dence, in which case such citizens would be en- 
titled to a transfer of their registration papers. 
But no one will contend for a moment that 
these conspirators, who left Little Rock the 
day and night preceding the election, to go 
to the distant townships in the county, con- | 


templated any such change of residence. 
Some of these conspirators: arrived on the 


ground. before midnight, several before day 
dawned, while all honest persons were asleep, 
They were on the ground early to vote early 
and often. : 5 

Mr. Speaker, independent of the evidence 
on which the report of the legislative commit- 
tee is founded, some of contestant’s own wit- 
nesses show 4 concert of action on the part of 
the conspirators to visit nearly every town- 
ship in the county. In some of the townships 
they were met by resistance on the side of law 
and order, and were repulsed. ; ' 

There were eight voting precincts seized on 
the morning of the election by the conspira- 
tors. The law provides that if the officers 
‘appointed by law do not open the polls by 
eight o’clock a. m., the by-standers may pro- 
ceed to elect judges of election. The evidence’ 
of these conspirators further shows the uni- 
formity of time by their watches. No impar- 
tial person can read the evidence of contest- 
ant without coming to the conclusion that the 
watches of conspirators had been set forward 
in order to mislead the judges appointed by 
law and the people. Is it not passing strange 
that in eight voting precincts in one county 
the legally appointed judges failed to be pres- 
ent on the ground by eight o'clock to open the 
polls? : 

‘The report made to the Legislature declares 
that the judges swear they were on the ground 
before the time required by law to open the 
polls, while the evidence taken on the part of 
contestant, of the witnesses who are impli- 
cated in this conspiracy, convicts themselves, 
and shows by their own confessions and acts 
that a premeditated concert of action had been 
agreed upon by which this outrage upon the 
elective franchise was perpetrated; while the 
report of the legislative committee shows that 
the polls in the townships of Gray, Ashley, 
Eastman, Campbell, and Badget, bad been 
usurped by large bodies of armed men, the 
legal judges being driven away, and that a 
large number of persons, more than were on 
the registration rolls, voted, while many whe 
were on the rolls were prevented from voting 
through fear and intimidation. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not an instance on 
record of a case of this kind coming before 
this honorable body on an array of facts as 
formidable as the foregoing, wherein the 
returns were not declared null and void just 
as they were by the General Assembly of the 
State of Arkansas in the five townships re- 
ferred to. To reverse a decision so just as 
that of the General Assembly in this case, will 
tend to embolden the lawless and encourage 
fraud. These outrages were perpetrated in the 
county where the State government is located, 
right under the eye of the State authorities and 
on the ground where the Legislature meets; 
and the members of that Legislature knew 
all the facts -on which they acted. 

It was the duty of the Governor to see the 
law vindicated. ` In the township of Eagle and 
the first and third wards of the city of Little 
Rock; the: mob made an effort to seize the 
polls and drive off the judges. But in this 
the mob failed, but set up places of voting of 
their own; hence, there were two polls opened. 
The law only provides. for one place of voting, 
and hence. only one return of votes could be 
received, and these from the polls conducted 
by law; for no person not qualified by law to 
vote could have been indicted and punished 
for baving. voted at the illegal polis. The 
supreme court, on mandamus, declared null 
and void the returns made from the illegal 
polis, and ordered the clerk of the county 
court of Pulaski to send up the returns from 
the legal polls. On the inspection of the tes- 
timony on the part of contestant, it will be 
observed that the county clerk of Pulaski 
county was one of the most prominent con- 
spirators in this unlawful transaction through- 
out.. He assumed to be the judge and the 
law-making power. 

Now, I admit that the Governor might have 
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issued. thé certificate to contestant; but his 
desire to see the law vindicated, as it had been 
grossly assailed and outraged right under the 
shadow of the capitol of the State, and as 
the law, which requires the certificate to be 
issued thirty days after the election, is simply 
directory and not mandatory in its character, 
and the withholding of the certificate after that 
time until questions of frauds in the election 
could be inquired into, has been practiced so 
often by the various Executives of the different 
States, farther comment on this point is un- 
necessary. Governor CLAYTON preferred the 
more prudent, wiser, and safer course. There 
was not an individual in the county of Pulaski, 
outside of this ** Brindle-tail’’ faction, who was 
not horrified at the bold and daring frauds 
perpetrated by these men, and in the proof 
of this assertion I will read a communication 
addressed to Governor Clayton by the Demo- 
cratic candidates for the Legislature in Pulaski 
county. 


To his Excellency, POWELL CLAYTON, 
Governor of the State of Arkansas: 

Sir: The undersigned respectfully represent unto 
your Excellency that at the general election in the 
townships of Ashley, Campbell, Eastman, and Gray, 
and the precinct of Badgett, in Big Rock township, 
in Pulaski county, on the 8th day of November 
instant, the judges regularly and duly appointed 
by the board of registrars or review of said county 
of Pulaski, to bold the election in said, townships 
respectively, were at the several voting places 
therein’ promptly at the hour fixed by law for the 
opening of the polls. thereat, but found the voting 
places in the possession of armed bodies of men 
pretending to act as judges of said election under 
authority from William 8. Oliver, sheriff of Pulaski 
county, George W. McDiarmid, clerk-of said county, 
and R. F, Catterson, United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Arkansas; that the persons so 
pretending to act as such judges held forcible pos- 
session of said voting places by intimidation and 
threats of personal violence, drove the duly ap- 
_ pointed judges therefrom, and proceeded to hold a 

pretended election, at which persons of all ages 
wero permitted to vote without regard to registra- 
tion or residence, and to vote as often as they chose. 

The undersign further represent that in the first 
ward of the city of Little Rock, in said county of 
Pulaski, a mob of armed men by personal violence 
of a serious and disgraceful character, drove the 
regularly appointed judges from the voting place 
therein as early as six a. m., and being subsequently 
dispoasessed, proceeded, to hold an election in the 
streets near by, at which all who applied were per- 
mitted to vote as often as they choso, and that with- 
out regard to age, residence, or registration, and 
that the same thing was done in the Third ward of 
said city of Little Rock. 

‘The undersigned attach hereto the affidavits of 
divers persons attesting the truth of the foregoing 
statements. 

“Phe undersigned further represent that they are 
informed that the clerk of the county court of said 
county of Pulaski proposes to include in hisabstracts 
of said election the returns of said pretended and 
fraudulent clections in the said townships of Ashley, 
Eastman, Campbell, and Gray, Badgett’s preeinct 
in Big Rock, and in the said first and third wards in 
the city of Little Rock, and in the latter instance to 
ignore the returns of the regular election therein. 

The undersigned pray your Excellency to declare 
said election in said townships void; or, if that can- 
not be done, to see that ouly the legal and valid re- 
turns are included in the abstaacts ef said election. 

. e ALA p 
E. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 
R. A. HOWARD, 
C, H. WHITTTEMORE, 
WILSHIRE RILEY, 
J. W. HOUSE, 
L. B. MITCHELL. 


Now deduct from the votes returned for 
Boles, 10,344, all the illegal votes cast for 
him, as above shown, namely, 2,385, and add 
the legal votes polled for him in the same 
places, as above sbown, and it results thus: 
10,344—2,385-+35==7,994, Boles’s legal vote. 

Now deduct from the votes returned for 
Edwards, 8,211, the illegal votes as shown 
above, namely, 202, and add the legal votes, 
456, and the legal vote for Edwards will stand 
thus: : 


8,211—2024+456=3,465 
7,994 


Deduct legal vote for Boles......+ 


Majority for Edwards....... Granie arvis 


Mr. Speaker, it. appears from the returns 
first filed in the office of the secretary of State | 
that contestant received 10,344 votes and con- 
testee 8,211 votes. If these returns had not 
been to some extent fraudulent, illegal, and 
void, contestant would have been entitled. to 1 


| opened 


sif 


the certificate. Deducting the votes. which 
were fraudulently and illegally polled in the 
townships of Eagle and in the first and third 
wards of the city of Little Rock, and adding 
the votes which were regularly and legally 
polled in said township and wards, the result 
shows for contestant 9,516 votes, and for con- 
testee 8,652 votes. From these figures sub- 
tract the number of votes polled in the town- 
ship of Gray, Badgett, Eastman, Campbell, 
and Ashley, all of which were found to be 
fraudulent and illegal, after a careful investi- 
gation by a joint committee of the two houses 
of the General Assembly of the State, and by. 
act ofsaid General Assembly declared void, and 
the result will show for contestant 7,994 votes, 
and for contestee 8,465 votes. This plain and 
truthful statement of the case gives contestee 
a majority of 451 votes. It is so simple that 
any school-boy may comprehend it, as the 
following table will show: 

Votes first returned to the effice of secre- 
tary of State from the third district in the 
State of Arkansas, were, for Boles, 10,344 ; 
Edwards, 8,211; deduct illegal votes polled in 
township of Eagle, 104; first and third wards, 
city of Little Rock, 759; total illegal votes 


for Boles, 863. Total illegal votes for Edwards || 


in the above places, 15. 


Boles. Edwards. 
Add legal votes polled in the town- 


Ship Of Hagle..cecssesereereveoeserees m 70 
Firstand third wardsof Little Rock 35 386 
Total of legal VOtCS...usemeernns 836 456 
Now deduct illegal votes polled i 
the township of Gray... ee 38 81 
In the township of Badgett 234 3 
in the township of Eastman.. 356 15 
In the township of Campbell . 384d 13 
In the township of Ashley... S54 75 
Total illegal votes........-..0+ esere O22 187 


On this plain showing PowELL Ciayron, then 
the Executive of the State, issued the certifi- 
cate of election to contestee, for which faith- 
ful performance of his sworn duty certain cor- 
rupt partisan leaders have sought to destroy 
him. Justice Story once said that “ legislation 
would cease to be national, that it would be 
wise by accident and bad by system,” when 
‘the best talents and best virtues” should be 
# driven from office by intrigue or corruption, 
by the ostracism of the press, or the still more 
unrelenting persecution of party.”” This, how- 
ever, may not be altogether applicable to the 
case under consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, in the township of Ashley 
there are 581 registered voters, while the fraud- 
ulent returns show that 629 votes were polled, 
making 48 votes more than there were regis- 
tered voters in saidtownsbip. ‘The joint com- 
mittee of the General Assembly of the State 
to investigate these fraudulent returns con- 
cluded their report as follows: 


“Your committee now desire to call attention to 
the fact that in Ashley township the election was 
before the hour preseribed by law, and by 
judges who had no authority to act, as the regular 
judges were present and ready to hold the election, 
and to the further fact that as many as seventy 
armed men were r 
tion. The same thing is true in Gray, Badgett, 
Eastman, and Campbell. - 

“Your committee are therefore of opinion that 
the elections in those townships (Gray, Badgett, 
Eastman, and Campbell) ought to be declared voi 
for the reasons stated. As to the township of Eagle, 
and the first and third wards of the city of Little 
Rock, your commitice are of opinion that the elec- 
tions beld under the auspices of Dr. Hartman by 
Foster, Bates, and Krull, in the first ward, and in the 
third. ward under the management of Moses Reed, 
(Brooks’s brother-in-law.) by Bray man, Holland, and 
Divine, and in the township of Hagle by the irregu- 
Jar judges, are absolutely void, and in this view we 
are supported and sustained by the supreme court 
of the State in Howard et al. vs. McDiarmid, and by 
the action of the sonate na the conton eae 
caseof Riley against Brooks, from the tenth district. 

á MALLORY, 
Chairman of Senate Joint Committee.” 


In the township of Ashley more thau in any 
other township in Pulaski county did the 
ti Brindle-tail ° mob hold high carnival, Force 
and intimidation were so palpable in that 
township that the joint committee singled it 


there for the purpose of intimida- [| 


| 


out in making np their report; and: placed it 
at the head of the list of townships in which: 
high-handed outrage upon the rights.of simple- 
hearted loyal voters was most rampant. » Hav- 
ing named some of the lawless acts, they refer 
especially to the presence of.an armed mob of. 
‘Cag many as seventy armed men,” whieh they 
say ‘‘were there” (in Ashley. township) “for 
the purpose of intimidation.” ‘‘The samo 
thing is true in Gray, Badgett, Hastman,” and 
Campbell.” Like outrages were practiced in 
Ashley, Gray, Badgett, Eastman, and Camp- 
bell; therefore, in the opinion of the joint 
committee, as expressed in the report, the 
elections in these townships ought to be de- 
clared void. 

Now if the elections in Gray, Badgett, Bast- 
man, and Campbell townships ought to. be 
declared void because force and intimidation 
were resorted to to secure certain results, 
then the elections in all other townsbips in 
Pulaski county, in which said committee found 
that force and intimidation were resorted to, 
ought to be declared void also. They found 
that force and intimidation were resorted to in 
Ashley township; therefore, in their opinion, 
the election in Ashley township ought to be 
declared void, and it was declared void by the 
adoption of the report of said_committee, in 
the same category with Gray, Eastman, Bad- 
gett, and Campbell. . 

This was manifestly the intention of the 
joint committee and also of the General. As- 
sembly of the State at the time; and if there is 
reasonable doubt in regard to what the inten- 
tion was, the side of lawand order should have 
the benefit of that doubt. But the honorable 
Committee of Elections of this House, in their 
wisdom, take a different view of the matter. 


| They hold that the election in Ashley town- 


ship was not declared void as the elections in 
the other townships were, because Ashley was 
not written down with Gray, Badgett, East- 
man, and Campbell in the parenthesis, or 
because the word “also” was not inserted 
between the words ‘ought?’ and “to,” next 
after the parenthesis.” In either case their 
reason in all probability was due solely to 
clerical carelessness. This honorable com- 
mitte refuse to recognize the action of the 
Legislature and the decision of the supreme 
court of a sovereign State as having any bear- 
ing on this case, as of any validity in determin- 
ing the right of a member to retain his seat og 
this floor. 

This may and doubtless does seem right and 
justifiable to the members of this honorable 
committee, but it is hard for the contestee to 
reconcile it with his notions of ethics. The 

* action which this House is about to take ought 
fo forever settle the question of admissibility 
of this class of evidence in determining the 
rights of members in cases of this kind ; but 
whatever the action of this House may be, it 
will have no bearing on cases where the inquiry 
isin reference io who is entitled to the certificate 
of election. Itmay unsettle or upset precedent. 
There have been several cases similar to this 
where the contestec was sustained by the Com- 
mittee of Elections and this honorable body; 
although in no case was eontestee so well forti- 
fied as in thisone. I might refer to the case 
of Clark vs. Giddings from ‘Texas, fresh in the 
memory of the members of this House; or te 
the cases of Sweeigler vs. Dyer from the State 
of Missouri, in the Fortieth and Forty: First 
Congresses; ; 

In these cases Sweetzler had a clear major- 

ity of several thousand votes, but the Gov- 
ernor or secretary of Missouri, on the mere 
statement or afidavit of some individual or 

individuals, threw out the returns of whole 
counties in order to change the result, so that 

a certificate might be issued to Dyer, the con- 

testee in these cases. The Executive of Mis- 
souri in these cases was sustained: by the 

Fortieth and Forty-First Gongresses, although 

he came here without the indorsement of the 

Legislature and courts of his State. 
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2: The Executive’ of Arkansas, with these pre- 
eedents before him; refused to act in this case 
untilthe Legislature and the court had inves- 
tigated and discovered the most glaring and 

: dangerous frauds. He did not throw out the 
rétuins’of ‘a single precinct on the application 
or affidavit of individuals. He threw out only 
those declared void by the action of. the State 
Legislature. In this case-he has higher claims 
upon this body than the Governor of Missouri 
had on either the Fortieth or Forty-First Con- 
gress; but sustained by an approving con- 
science, the rectitude of his intentions, and 
the’ honest people of Arkansas, he will not 
complain even though his higher claims are 
rejected and all previous precedents over- 
trown. = 7 i 

Mr. Speaker, I now proceed to notice the 
report. made by the Committee on Southern 
Outrages—that portion of the report, based on 
the ‘evidence of Wheeler and Whipple, which 
was referred to the Committee of Elections, 
and which contains this paragraph: 

‘The testimony of these witnesses tends to im- 
posan theofficial character and conduct of a mem- 

er of the United States Senate from the State of 
Arkansas, and also to affect the right of a member 
of the House of Representatives from that State to 
retain his seat in the House.” 

»The object of these conspirators in the per- 

tration of the frauds in Pulaski county has 

Feen to cry, and to continue to cry, “Mad 
dog,’ inorder to divert public attention from 
theniselves.: Whipple was district attorney 
for the United States court for the eastern 
district of Arkansas, while Wheeler was fore- 
man of the grand jury which indicted Gov- 
ernor CLAYTON and the judges of the election 
in Clarke county, But. these two willing wit- 
nesses who testify in this case, and who affect 
to be horrified at the conduct of the registra- 
tion and at ballot-box stuffing, did not cause 
to be indicted a single person connected with 
frauds perpetrated on the ballot box in Pulaski 
county, which were far more outrageous in 
their character than in the counties where 
indictments were found against persons en- 
gaged in election frauds, for the simple reason 
that they were the friends of these two wit- 
nesses who committed the frauds in Pulaski 
county. While these two witnesses have said 
.much in relation to registration and ballot- 
box stuffing, they have, in the ease of Boles 
vs. Edwards, kept from the public the fact in 
whose interest the ballot-boxes were stuffed, 
leaving the inference to be drawn that these 
frauds inured to my benefit. They fail to tell 
the. Committee on Southern Outrages that the 
judges in Clarke county were indicted for stuff- 
ing’ the ballot-boxes in favor of Mr. Boles, the 
contestant. The Committee of Elections hav- 
ing had the matter under consideration have 
reported back to the House the following: 
'““Thé committee have further instructed the un- 
dersigned to say. that the testimony taken before the 
jount committee to. investigate the affairs of the 
South, and referred to this committee on the 9th 
day of the present month, has been examined, and 
that. in the judgment of the committee, it contains 
nothing reflecting on the character of any member 
of the House, and the committee ask to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of such testi- 
mony.” 

Mr. Speaker, the evidence of Wheeler and 
Whipple was based upon hearsay; it was in- 
tended to produce an effect prejudicial to 
myself; that effect was produced in the minds 
of: many members of this House, from the 
beginning, who were unacquainted with the 
facts. Itis an old adage, “A lie will fly a 
thousand miles while truth is getting his boots 
on? Bat ‘trath crushed to earth will rise 
again.’’ This appears to be 4 time of evil 
reports. The evidence on the part of con- 
tesiant has been directed to show up my 
political status, as if my case did not rest 
upon its merits, outside of party considera-. 
tions. I did not visit the county of Pulaski 
during: the canvass, but the witnesses, many 
of them, knew- mote of my political status 
thau I did myself. On this subject I have 
nothing to conceal: and never did have. E 


t 


i known in the State as the 


never worshiped but one political god, and 
that was the great and illustrious sage and 
statesman, Henry Clay. I have always felt 
the force of that immortal declaration, “I 
would rather be right than be President,” 
I now pursue my own independent convic- 
tions of right and duty, as they may present 
themselves to my conscience and: judgment, 
according to the light God has given me to 
understand the right. On the disbanding of 
the Whig party I became a Republican. I 
have never voted a Democratic tickét in my 
life. I have continued a Republican to the 
present time. I will not admit that I am a 
slave, or that I have indorsed every policy of 
the party, whether in a local or national aspeet 
of the case, in opposition to my better judg- 
ment and conviction of-right. I made the 
race in the late campaign as an independent 
liberal Republican. When the war broke out, 
devotedly attached to the old flag of our fathers, 
and regarding the Union of these States as the 
palladium of our liberties, I entered the ser- 
vice of my country in the Union cause and 
bore aloft the stars and stripes until that con- 
flict ceased. When it did cease I directed my 
energies toward healing the wounds that that 
conflict produced and to bring about peace 
and prosperity on a just and honorable basis 
to all parties. I have sustained, up to the pres- 
ent time, in my humble manner, the national 
Administration; but I did differ with my party 
on some questions of State policy growing. out 
of reconstruction. I opposed the adoption of 
the present State constitntion for two reasons: 

1. It was anti-republican in form. It took 
from the people the right of self government, 


| to elect their own agents to execute the laws; 


a Republican from principle, 1 never yield a 
fundamental principle for temporary policy and 
rofit. 

: 2. I was opposed to the adoption of that 
constitution, because, in my opinion, it created 
a useless number of officers, which must neces- 
sarily impose upon the people the burden of 
taxation.” 

It has been currently reported here and in 
this House that Senator CLAYTON isthe author 
of the one-man power ingrafted upon the con- 
stitution of the State of Arkansas, which he 
has used for his own selfish purposes, and that, 
in some way or other not exactly known, I have 
had some connection with Governor CLAY- 
TON in this matter. Truth demands of me to 
say that Governor CLAYTON was nota member 
of the convention which framed that consti- 
tution. When elected Governor, however, he 
had to execute it as he found it. Brooks and 
Hodges, however, the great affidavit makers, 
were members of the convention which 
framed the constitution, and were the con- 
trolling spirits in the convention, and were 


j appointed by the convention commissioners 


to receive and count the votes on the adoption 
of the constitution. It is a piece of history in 
the State of Arkansas that the constitution 
was defeated by a decided majority, while 


j the commissioners above named, aided by 


the sagacious. manipulations of B. F, Rice, 
managed to declare the constitution adopted. 
These same “‘ Brindle-tails’’ became members 
of the Legislature, and were the moving spirits 
in framing the laws to govern the people of 
the State, and are the authors of those laws of 
an oppressive and unjust character which the 
people complain of, while Governor CLAYTON 
had to see the laws executed as he found 
them. 

They were instrumental in fastening upon 
the people of the State, an unjust indebtedness 
of over a million dollars, by funding what is 
Holford bonds, the 
proceeds of which found its way into the pockets 
of a few individuals. 

They managed to secure the control of two 
of the most important public franchises in the 
State, and held them in abeyance for a long 
time against construction, by which they made 
a- million dollars at the expense of the people. 


They allowed to be repealed the restrictions 
in the law which secured to the actual settlers 
upon the public lands embraced within the 
limits of these franchises the right to purchase 
the same at $2 50 per acre, subjecting these 
settlers to the grasp of the monopolists and 
speculators. , D 

As an act of justice and pacification, I de- 
manded amnesty to the masses should be 
coupled with univereal negro suffrage. But 
in this, as upon other questions I have main- 
tained, I have been borne down under the 
excitement of the hour. I did insist and pre- 
vail upon Governor Crayton to come out and 
declare himself in favor of a liberal policy of 
amnesty, which he did do in the month of 
October, 1869. The words of peace and good 
will barely escaped his lips and fell upon the 
ears of the people before this *‘ Brindle-tail”’ 
faction commenced the how! of selling out the 
party to the Democrats and rebels. By that 
cry, appealing to the ignorant and baser pas- 
sions, they expected to secure the control of 
the Republican. party in the State, and read 
Governor CLAYTON and his friends out of the 
party. But in that they signally failed. These 
“í Brindle-tails’’ declared the State of Arkan- 
sas should be made “all Radical or a howling 
wilderness ;’’ that twenty years would be time 
enough to entertain the proposition of amnesty, 
and that these incorrigible rebels must come 
one at a time upon their knees seeking pardon. 
But a change has recently come over the spirit 
of the dreams of these very consistent Brindle- 
tails. All at once they have become the 
champions for general amnesty, in advance of 
the President, for the purpose of courting favor 
with the Democracy, and to lead to a codper- 
ation in the next election to defeat the Repub- 
lican party; so it is generally understood in `’ 
the State of Arkansas by both parties, and if 
report is to be relied on, such a report of 
things to be brought about bas been in circu- 
lation on the Democratic side of this House. 

Again, if newspaper report is to be relied 
upon as true, it is said these Brindle-tails 
called in a body at the White House the other 
day and claimed that they were the *‘ Simon- 
pure” Republicans of the State, and that Gov- 
ernor Cayton bad manipulated the registra- 
tion so as to send two Democrats to Congress. 
Now, I do know Governor CLAYTON supported 
contestant in the election, and many on the 
Republican side of this House consider him a 
Radical of undoubted orthodoxy. 1 regard, 
however, whichever party may become disap- 
pointed it will not lose much, as the Brindle- 
tail faction does not amount to a corporal’s 
guard in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. Speaker, as a Union soldier, as a liberal 
Republican, after the close of the war I advised 
and counseled moderation and justice as the trae 
and patriotic basis on which to build up the waste 
places which a protracted, bloody, civil war had 
created. I have sincerely desired to restore gen- 
uine and lasting peace and good will among 
the masses of the people. T have said to those 
who have stood side by side with me on the 
battle-field, now that the conflict is over, the 
integrity of the Government vindicated, while 
poor human nature cannot forget it can for- 
give, be generous, be just. On the other side 
l have said to the extreme and violent per- 
sons, those who were arrayed: against us in 
that deadly conflict, stay your bloody hands; 
cease your persecutions of loyal persons; dis- 
band your secret midnight Klans, for every 
citizen who owes allegiance to the flag of his 
country and claims its protection is a citizen 
to the fullest extent, with equal privileges 
wherever he stands upon American soil pro- 
tected by the stars and stripes. The enthusi- 
astic and patriotic volunteers who followed the 
stars and stripes through all the scenes of 


‘blood and carnage from 1861 to 1865 will in 


after years, turning over the pages of history, 
refer to the procceedings in this case with some 
degree of interest. 

` Mr. Speaker, I am no prophet, nor the son 
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of.a prophet, but I do claim to be no idle ob- 
server of passing events. There are elements 
at work of an extreme bitter and relentless 
character, which eventually must antagonize 
each other inside of the next seven years. As 
by nature, the after birth must follow; as we 
can logically trace cause to effect, so this nation 
is rapidly tending to the crucible that is to test 
it in the firey furnace of affliction, when the 
very foundations on which this Government 
rests will be shaken from center to circumfer- 


ence. š 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I now 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. ARTHUR. ] an: : 

Mr. ARTHUR. Mr. Speaker; the con- 
gressional election was held in the State of 
Arkansas on the 8th day of November, 1870, 
in the third district, composed of the counties 
of Benton, Boone, Carroll, Crawford, Clark, 
Franklin, Johnson, Little River, Madison, 
Marion, Montgomery, Newton, Pulaski, Perry, 
Pope, Pike, Polk, Scott, Sebastian, Sevier, 
Washington, and Yell, : l 

1. Contestant alleges 825 illegal votes were 
cast for contestee in the counties of Benton, 
Yell, and Johnson. f 

2. He alleges the legal returns of the elec- 
tion legally made by the various county clerks 
of the several counties composing the third 
congressional district, as cast up and arranged 
according to law by the secretary of State 
in hig office, in the presence of the Governor, 
show the following result: total vote cast, 
18,564; for contestant, 10,344; for contestee, 
8,211; or, deducting illegal votes in Benton, 
Yell, and Johnson, 825, leaves 7,386; major- 
ity for contestant, 2,958. On the other hand— 

1. Contestee alleges that the legal returns 
legally made by the various county clerks of 
the several counties comprising the third dis- 
trict, as cast up and arranged by the secretary 
of State in his office according to law, in the 
presence of the Governor, show the following 
result: total vote cast, 1,592; for contestee, 
8,009 ; for contestant, 7,959, or, deducting ille- 

al votes in the counties of Clark, Montgomery, 

ope, Sebastian, and Yell, leaves 1,050; mak- 
ing the legal vote for contestant 6,909; majority 
claimed by contestee, 1,100. 

2. And contestee further alleges that the 
returns from the county of Pulaski relied on 
by contestant for the following result: for 
contestant, 8,500; for contestee, 1,100; major- 
ity for contestant, 2,400, are illegal returns 
of illegal votes made and returned by persons 
unauthorized by law to hold elections or make 
election returns; and thatthe returns were 
properly excluded from the count relied on by 
him and by the Governor, as the legal basis 
of the certificate of election by virtue of which 
he is the sitting member in this House. : 

8. And contestee further alleges that. the 
true and legal returns of the election, made up 
of legal votes legally received and returned, 
show the result following: total vote in the 
county of Pulaski, 1,876; for contestee, 964 ; 
for contestant, 912; majority for contestee, 52. 

4, Contestee further alleges that in the fol- 
lowing fourteen counties, to wit, Boone, Car- 
rol!,Clarke, Franklin, Johnson, Marion, Perry, 
Polk, Pike, Scott, Sebastian, Sevier, Washing- 
ton, and Yell, 5,000 legal voters were illegally 
prohibited and denied the right to vote through 
the instrumentality of contestant; of which 
5,000 votes contestee alleges 8,700 would have 
voted for him, and increased his majority to 
3,600. ; : 

5. And contestee further alleges thaf in the 
precincts of Fort Smith, Arkadelphia, and 
Yan Buren there were 450 legal votes cast for 
him which were illegally. destroyed and not 
included in the returns on which he relies, 
but which should be added to his vote, and 
make a grand total of 4,050 majority.. 

Such substantially are the cases of the liti- 
gants as presented by their respective allega- 
tions and statements. ; 

Allegation No. 1 of contestant is not proved. 


. Allegations Nos. 2, 8, 4, and.5 of contestee 
are not proved. - mor 

Allegations. No. 2 of contestant and No, 1 
of contestee only are entitled to be. consid- 
ered under the evidence submitted. 5 
. -To show fraud in the election returns ap- 
proved and sent up. by the clerk of Pulaski. 
county, contestee offered in evidence before. 
the committee papers purporting to be the 


‘record in the proceeding of Robert A. Howard. 


and others vs. G. W. McDiarmid,: clerk of: 
Pulaski county, to compel the defendant. to 
certify certain poll-books, or an abstract. of. 
them, as the legal poll-books and returns ofthe 
election in that county on the 8th of Novem- 
ber, 1870, which was heard and determined on 
pleadings and demurrer. This record is re- 
jected as inadmissible in evidence in the pend- 
ing contest between the parties to tnis contest. 

Fora similar purpose the contestee offered 
the journal and proceedings (including a cer- 
tain paper called the Mallory report) of the 
Legislature of the State of Arkansas in certain 
contests heretofore pending in that body, for 
seats therein, growing out of the election for 
members of the Legislature held simultaneous 
with the congressional election on the 8th day 
of November, 1870.- This was also rejected 
as incompetent evidence for any purpose in 
the contest between these parties. The issue 
between the parties on the evidence before us 
arises out of the circumstances of the election 
in the county of Pulaski. 

At several precincts there were two sets 
of acting officers of election and two sets of 
polls, consisting of, first, officers of election 
appointed by the county registrar; second, of- 
cers of election appointed by the electors at 
the polls in default of the attendance of the 
former at the time fixed by law for opening 
the polls. 

Contestee insists as to the first and third wards 
of Little Rock, and the precinct of Eagle in 
the county, that the former were alone the 
legal officers of election, and the returns made 
by them the only legal returns thereof, but 
relies on the latter in all other voting precincts. 
Contestant insists that the latter only, at the 
precincts where resorted to, were the legal off- 
cers of election, and the returns made by them 
the only legal returns. 

The returns of the former were not made 
in the poll-books. prepared and furnished by 
the county clerk in accordance with law. The 
returns of the latter were made in the poll- 
books prepared and furnished by the county 
clerk in accordance with law. The officers 
and returns of the former were not recognized 
as legal by the county clerk, by law the county 
canvasser of returns. The officers and returns 
of the latter were recognized as legal by the 
county clerk, by law the county cauvasser of 
returns. By the former the total vote is set 
down at.1,876; for contestee, 964;. for con- 
testant, 912; majority for contestee, 52. 

By the latter the total vote, as returned to 
the office of the secretary of State, by the 
county clerk, is 4,428: for contestant, 8,267; 
for contestee, 1,156 ;. majority for contestant, 
2,111. Ifthe former prevails then the sitting 
member is in his own seat in this House. 
If the latter prevails, then the sitting member 
is in the seat of the contestant in this House. 
The issue is now narrowed to this point, and 
the solution in support of the latter is readily 
found in the law of Arkansas applicable to 
the case. It is found inthe act of July 23, 
1868, on the subject of officers of election, &c. 
By the fourth section of that act it is provided 
that the board of registration (not the regis- 
trar) shall immediately before the election 
appoint three discreet persons as judges of 
élection, who shall appoint two similar persons 
to act as clerks; and by section seven of the’ 
same actitis provided that if the board of 
registration fails to appoint the judges of elec- 
tion, or if the judges appointed fail to act, then 
the voters at the polls may appoint the judges ; 
and by section seventeen the act provides for 


the opening of the polls at eight o'clock in: the 
morning and: the.closing of them. at sunset of 
the same day. meres oe 

Now, in the affirmative of the following prop- 
ositions the proof is overwhelming: ; 

1.. The time for opening the polls -came and 
the appointed judges had not come., - 0. 

2.. The people waited until their patience was 
exhausted, when they elected qualified judges, 
&c., who, with the regular poll-books handed 
them by the sheriff, proceeded and held ihe 
election, and made the returns according. to 


We 

3. The election was. peaceable, free, fait, 
and equal. Every qualified voter. voted .who 
wished to, do so. To this state of fact there 
is no. dissent among the. witnesses, with a 
single exception, where the, witness. Diarmid. 
says, in Littie Rock there were several quali- 
fied voters, colored men, who had. been dishén- 
estly registered by an. unfriendly. registrar. of 
the. name of Fitch; that these men. wanted. to 
vote for Boles and were refused. : 

By subsequent sections of. the above men- 
tioned act the judges are required, at the close 
of the election, to certify. the result, attested. 
by the clerks, and befere they disperse put 
under cover the poll-books, seal. and direct 
them-to the clerk of the county, and one.of 
their number is required within three days to 
deliver them to.the clerk of the county court. 
All this is proved to have been done, 

Within five days after the election, or sooner, 
if all the returns are in, the county clerk is 
required to compare the returns and make 
written abstracts of the vote for cach officer, 
and sign and preserve them in his office as 
records; and within ten days after he is 
required to send by mail to the office of the 
secretary of State certified copies of those 
aes All this is proved to have been 

one. 

By the fiftieth section of the act, it is pro- 
vided that within thirty days after the time 
allowed to the county clerk to make returns 
of the election, the secretary of State, in the 
presence of the Governor, shall cast up. and 
arrange the votes from the several counties, | 
and the Governor shall immediately thereaf- 
ter issue his proclamation declaring the per- 
son having the highest number of votes. duly 
elected to Congress, and shall give the person 
so elected a certificate under. the seal of the 
State. ; 

The evidence shows that R. J. T. White had 
been secretary of State of the State of Arkan- 
sas for a period of seven years down to the 14th’ 
day of March, 1871, and that he acted as such 
down to that time. And Mr. White proyes 
that the county election returns for the Forty- 
Second Congress were ‘‘made pursuant to 
the law of the State, received in accordance 
with the law, and within the time prescribed 
by law,” and weré filed in the office of the 
secretary of State with the time of the filing 
indorsed thereon. He further proves that he 
was present in his office when the votes of the 
third district for Congress were canvassed in 
the presence of his deputy, Major Frank 
Strong, and. Governor POWELL CLAYTON, and 
that the votes were so canvassed within the time 
(thirty days after the time allowed to make 
county returns) prescribed by law, and that 
such canvass showed, exclusive of the vote of 
Pulaski, the result following: for contestant, 
7,047; for contestee, 7,045; majority for con- 
testant, 2, exclusive of Pulaski; and showed, 
including. the vote of Pulaski, the result follow- 
ing: for contestant, 10,314; for contestee, 
8,201; majority for contestant, 2,118. 

And the secretary of State. further proves 
that after this official canvass had been made 
and completed, and months. before Governor. 
Cayton issued the certificate to contestee, ha 
(the secretary of State) gave to. contestant a cer- 
tified copy of the returns, showing the result 
above stated. , 13 mete feed : 

It further appears in proof by the deputy 
secretary of. State, Major Strong, that the 
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coanty:returps-were received: by. mail-in the 
office ‘of the’ secretary of State inside of twenty 
days after the election on the 8th day of No- 
véivher, 1870; that he-was present when the 
official canvass of the vote was made by the 
secretaty‘of State, in the presence of Govertior 
Crayton, and that that wasthe only official can: 
vass ever miade of the election returns from the 
“third congressional district; that by that can 
vass contestant received the majority. above 
stated; that the Governor, onthe ensuing 19th 
day of ‘January, 1871, issued ‘his certificate 
to Hanks. and SNYDER respectively, members 
elected at the same time to the Forty-Second 
Corigress, from the'first and second districts, 
while it appears from the ‘face of the eertifi- 
cate that the Governor withheld the certificate 
in the third district until the 20th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1871, and then issued it to the contestee. 
There is a great deal more inthe pleadings 
and ‘proof: embodied in one hundred and sixty- 
seven' pages of closely printed matter, but noth- 
ing more material to a ‘proper understanding 
of the merits óf this contest. a 

And upon the:whole case, as made up in 
this record, the conclusion seems irresistible 
that, the: election held in the third congres- 
sional district in the State of Arkansas, on 
November’8, 1870, for a member of the Forty- 
Second Congress, was, saving some immaterial 
irregularities; held, carried on, and consum- 
mated according to Jaw, and that the contest- 
ant réceived 10,314 votes, and a clear majority 
of 2,113 votes over his competitor, the con- 
testee. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. As some 
gentlemen of the House seem not to have un- 
derstood the statement that I made at the 
opening of this discussion, I will simply repeat 
that the committee in this case are unanimous 
in their report; and I will say further, that 
admitting as evidence all the sitting member 
claims should be received—that is, admitting 
the alleged irregularities at certain voting pre- 
cincts in Pulaski county—the contestant is 
still elected by a large majority. 

“Mr: POTTER. Even excluding those dis- 
. puted precinets? 

Mr: HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; 
excluding those, he is still elected by a clear 
avd decisive majority. 

+ The résolution reported by the Committee 

of Elections was unanimonsly adopted. 

, Mr. HAZBLTON, of Wisconsin moved to 
- reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 

adoptéd; and also moved that the motion to 

reconsidér be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr.: HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. ‘I desire 
to ask on behalf of Mr. Boles that he may have 
permission to print in the Globe some remarks 
which he has prepared on this question. 

_ There being no objection, leave was granted, 
[See Appendix. } 

The SPEAKER, If Mr. Boles is present, 
he will present himself to take the oath of 
of office. eae 

Mr. Thomas Bores. then presented himself, 
and was duly qualified by taking the oath of 
office prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862. 

- PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. PERCE. I take the floor for the pur- 
pose of moving that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

HEIRS OF COLONEL FRANCIS VIGO. i 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous consent | 
to report from the Committee cn the Judiciary | 
a joint resolution (H. R, No. 74) referring the | 
claim ofthe heirs and legal representatives of | 
Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court | 
of Clainis for adjustment. s ; 

The joint resolution, which was read for in- 
formation, provides- that the claim of the heirs | 
and legal’ représentatives of Colonel. Francis 
Vigo, deceased, late of Terre Hante, Indiana, 
for money and supplies furnished ihe troops 


i| amendment of July 5, 


uuder command of General George Rogers 


Clark in: the. year 1778, during the revolu- 
tionary war, be referred, along with all the 
papers and official documents belonging there- 
to, to the Court of Claims, with full jurisdic- 
tion to adjust.and settle the same; and, in 
making ‘such adjustment and settlement, the 
court is to'be governed by the rales and reg: 
ulations heretofore adopted by the United 
States in the settlement of like cases, giving 
proper consideration to official acts if any have 
heretofore. been had’ in connection with this 
claim,:and without regard to the statutes of 
limitations. . 

Mr. VOORHEES: At the request of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
Iwill change it froma joint resolution into a 
bill. - aa 
There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The bill (H. R. No, 1421) was ordered tobe 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 


MRS. M. G. VAUGH AND MRS. L. JACKMAR. 


Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
presented thé petition of Mrs. Martha G. 
Vaugh and Mrs, Louisa Jackmar; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. 


Mr. -L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be, and are hereby, instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of erecting now build- 
ings for the accommodation of the post office and 


United States courts in the city of Philadelphia, 
and report by bill or otherwise. ° 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, GEORGIA, 


Mr. WHITELEY, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1422) to take 
away the jurisdiction of the United States dis- 
trict court for the northern district of Georgia, 
to create a circuit court in said district, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
ou the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair allows this 
irregularity in the proceedings because the 
proceedings of Monday last precluded many 
members from introducing bills ; but he gives 
notice that hereafter he shall enforce the rule 
with absolute exactness. 


CHICAGO AND MOBILE RAILROAD, 


Mr. McNEELY, by unanimous consent, 
presented the joint resolutions of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iliinois, asking Con- 
gress to enforce a certain act of Congress enti- 
tled “An act to grant the right of way and 
make a grant of lands to the States of Illinois, 
Mississippi, and Alabama in aid of the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile,” 
and to cause the aims and purposes thereof 
to be carried out; which were read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BAUMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous consent, 
moved that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Henry Bauman and 
two hundred and fifty other Union soldiers in 
the late war, praying an act be passed giving 
to the soldiers, sailors, and marines the amount 
per month therein mentioned, and for an 
1870, allowing entry on 
lands therein provided without actual settle- 
ment and cullivation, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES COURTS. 
‘Mr. FARWELL, by. unanimous consent, 
moved to take from the Speaker’s table a bill 
(S. No. 353) to restore ‘the. records of the 


United States in the northern district of 
Hlinois. , 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up and read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


UNITED STATES JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 


_ Mr. FARWELL, by unanimous consent, 
also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1423) to fix 
the compensation of the judge of the United 
States. district. court for the northern district 
of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed, 


JOIN E. WOODWARD. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unan- 
imous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1424) 
to reimburse John E. Woodward for cer- 
tain moneys paid by him; which was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed 
with the accompanying papers, and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr, RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was recommitted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES COATS. 


Mr. McKEE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1425) for the rekef 
of James Coats; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it necessary to make a 
motion to reconsider the various references in 
these eases? 

The SPEAKER, The rule provides for all 
individual cases. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, by unanimous con- 
sent, Introduced a bill (H.R. No. ong! to 
relieve certain citizens of Georgia from their 
political disabilities; which was read a first 
and. second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


BANKRUPT ACT. 


Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas experience has shown that tho bankrupt 
law, so called, injuriously affects the business and 
credit of the country, and the proceedings therein 
are attended with uncertainty, delay, and enormous 
expense to creditors: Therefore 

Hesolved, That the Committee on ‘the Judiciary 
be, and they are hereby, iustructed to report to this 
House a bill repealing the act entitled “An act estab- 
lishing a uniform system of bankruptey throughout 
the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, 

_ Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The resolu- 
tion instructs the committeee to report a bill, 
I object, unless it be merely for reference. 

Mr. DUELL. As objection is made, I move 
that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDEPENDENCE HALL. 


Mr. BIRD, by unanimous consent, presented 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, instructing the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from that State to vote. for the pur- 
chase. of Independence Hall; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
, Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I ask unan- 
mous consent to report: back a bill from the 
Commirtee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERCE. Is the bill reported for action 
at this time? er. i 

The SPEAKER. The 
that it is. 

Mr. PERCE. -Then I object. 

Several MEMBERS called forthe regular order. 
_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Perce] will proceed, or he must 
surrender the floor. 


. 


Chair understands 
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COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY. - : 
- Mr. PERCE. I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committce of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar for the purpose'of 


| 
| 


considering tbe bill (H. R. No. 1338) tó reim- | 


barse the College of William and Mary, in 
Virginia, for property destroyed daring the war 
of the rebellion. And pending that motion I 
move that all general debate on the bill be 
limited to one hour. t 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I hope the motion 
to limit debate will not be agreed to. 

The question was first on limiting general 
debate on the bill, when the House should 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, to 
one hour; and being put, there were—ayes 
76, noes 67. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, demanded tellers. | 


Tellers were ordered; and the Chair ap- 

pointed Mr. Perce, and Mr. Brarr of Michi- 
an. 
Before the tellers took their places, 

Mr. PERCE. I will consent to extend the 
time for general debate to an hour anda half, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. If the gentle- 
man will say two hours, I am satisfied. 

Mr. PERCE. I agree to that. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Then I with- 
draw the demand for a division. i 

The motion of Mr. Percm, as modified, 
limiting general debate to two hours, was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs, 
shall the House now go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar? ‘The Chair 
desires to put the question in the correct form. 
The question is as to the House resolving itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, not on any particular bill, but on 
whatever the committee may find there. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the pre- 
vious question be considered as operating at 
the end of two hours? 

The SPEAKER. If the House shall go 
into Committee of the Whole general debate 
will close in two hours, and then the five- 
minutes debate will ensue as in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. There is 
no limitation placed on that by the House. 

‘The question was on going into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar; and 
being put, there were—ayes 83, noes 46. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | I think we had bet- 
ter have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 133, nays 42, not vot- 
ing 64; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Biggs Bing- 
ham, Bird Braxton; George M. Brooks,James rooks, 
Bufiinton, Burdett, Benjamin. F. Butler, Caldwell, 
William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, 
Cox, Crebs,Croely,Critchor,Crossiand, Darrai, Davis, 
Dox, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Bid- 
ridge, Bly, Farwell, Forkor, Garrett, Golladay, 
Grith, Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, Jobn I. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, King, Lamison, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, 
McCormick. McGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, McKee, 
McNeely, Mercur, Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W., Parker, Perce, 
EH Perry, Poland, Porter, Potter, Price, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R., Roberts, 


Rogers, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, | 


Shober, Slater, Sloss, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, Swann, 
Pafte, Terry, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Twicheli, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Wailace, Warren, 
Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, Win- 
chester, Wood, and Young—133. . ; : 

NAYS—~Messrs. Barber, Austin Blair, Buckley, 
Burchard, Conger, Cotton, Donnan, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Hale, 
Hay, Holman, Ketcham .Lynch,McJunkin, Merriam, 
Negley, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Shanks, Worthington C. Smith, Sprague, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Waldron, Wheeler, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—42. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, 
Banks, Bell, Beveridge,J ames G. Blair, Boles, Bright, 
Roderick B. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman 
Giarke, Coghlan, Dawes, De Large, Dickey; Elliott, 


Henry: D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Getz; Goodrich, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Harmer, George EH. Harris, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kerr, Killinger, Kinsella, Lam- 
port, McCrary, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Megers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Packer, Aaron 
E. Perry, Peters, Platt, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, 
Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, RB: Mil- 
ton. Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, .St.. John, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Walls, and 
Whiteley—64, i 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly. resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, (Mr. L. Myers in the chair,) and pro-. 
ceeded to the consideration. of the first- bill 
upon the Calendar, being the bill (H. R. No. 
1338) to reimburse the College of William and 
Mary, in Virginia, for property destroyed dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the College of Wil- 
liam and Mary, in Virginia, the sum of $65,000, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otber- 
wise appropriated, to reimburse the college 
for the destruction of its buildings and other 
property, destroyed without. authority by dis- 
orderly soldiers of the United States during 
the late rebellion, no money to be paid except 
upon account of sueh destruction and dam- 
ages caused: thereby duly verified and proven. 

The CHAIRMAN. All general debate upon 
this bill will be closed by order of the House 
in two hours. 

Mr. PERCE, I call for the reading of the 
report of the committee. , 

Mr. SHANKS. When will it be in order 
to offer amendments to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the close of the gen- 
eral debate, 

The report was read, and is as follows: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the petition of President Benjamin S. 
Eweil and others, representing William and Mary 
college, of Virginia, report thereon as follows: 

The buildings of William and Mary college,in Vir- 
ginia, which were originally designed by Sir Christo- 
pher Wren, and completed in the year 1723, were 
totally destroyed nearly a century and a half there- 
after by accidental fire. This destruction occurred 
on the night of the 8th of February, 1859. So great 
was the loss by this fire that the list of articlessaved 
comprises only ‘‘the records of the college ,” “the 
old portraits that hung in the blue-room,” ** the col- 
lege seal,” ‘‘some of the furniture, and the library 
of the Philomanthian Society.” The resources of 
the college, however, were ample, and ono year from 
the date. of the destruction of its buildings—upon 
the anniversary of the fire—the president reported 
to the faculty of William and Mary that— 

“The new college edifico has been completed and 
fully furnished. On the lith of October, 1859, the 
cap-stone of the building was laid by the grand 
lodge of Virginia, and the college exercises have 
been conducted in it witbout interruption from the 
beginning of the present session. The buildings are 
in every way suitabiec, and in an eminent degreo con- 
venient and comfortable. The lecture-rooms are 
furnished with ali the appliances for illustration in 
the several departments of instruction, The philo- 
sophical apparatus is very complete. The walls of 
the lecture-rooms of natural science are hung with 
valuable pictorial diagrams, The department of 
chemistry is well provided with chemicals and in- 
struments for experiment and research.. The lec- 
ture-room of history has been provided with a full 
set of most valuable mural maps, geographical and 
historical, on the largest scale and of the most accn- 
rate construction. _ | g 

“The literary societies of the college have been 
provided with large and handsome hails, which are 
furnished in the mostcomfortable manner. To each 
of these is attached an apartment for library and 
reading-room. The chapol has been restored, and 
the remains of its illustrious dead still lie undis- 
turhed wiyhin its walls. . g 

“The library has been conveniently and beauti- 
fally furnished with cases for books, and already con- 
tains about six thousand volumes, obtained partiy 
by. purchase and partly by the donations of public- 
spirited individuals. 

“ Thus, within one year, the losses by the fire of 
February 8, 1859, have in every material point of 
view been completely restored, and in all the essen- 
tials ofits building, furniture, apparatus, and libra- 
ry, the college is now in w better condition than it 
was on that day.” . 

The above report reprasents substantially the con- 
dition of the buildings, apparatus, library, farni- 
ture; and other property of the college up to the 
commencement of the war of the rebellion, when the 
surroanding country immediately became the seat 
of active hostilities. The peninsula formed by the 
James and York rivers was debatable ground, occu- 
pied alternately by the contending forces. Wil- 
liamsburg—the site of William and Mary—is its 
strategic point, the key of the military position, and 
terrific battles were fought for its possession, . In 


September, 1862, Williamsburg was held. by a ide- 
tachment of the United States Army, but, onthe Oth. 
of that month the place was attacked and ocenpied. 
by ä force of confederate cavalry, who held the city 
until eleven o’clock of that day. : Upon-the evreua~ 
tion by the rebel cavalry and. the; return: of ovr 
troops, a body of stragglers from the United States 
forces, dfunken, disorderly; and insubordinate; fired: 
and destroyed tho college building with. the library, 
apparatus, furniture, and. other property therein 
belonging to the institution. Afterward, datne tbe 
war, other houses and ‘property of the'college and 
conneoted therewith were destroyed by Union -sol- 
ers. . Soa idk of g i: . 
: The committee, from tho evidence before them, 
are ‘satisfied this destruction was: entirely without 
authority, and: utterly: useless. for any purpose of 
legitimate warfare... oe j : 
larly in May of 1861 the actual existence of war 
had compelled the ‘authorities. of the institution to 
suspend the college ‘exercises and close -its doors, 
Subsequent. to that time, np. to May, of 1862, the 
building had been used, first as a barracks, and 
afterward as ‘a hospital for our forces, but was 
wholly unoccupied when burned. ar 
The College of William and Mary is one of, the 
most venerable institutions of Icarning in the coun- 
try. Chartered by William and Mary of England, 
in 1693, its story ombraces all the vicissitudes, trials, 
and triumphs of ournation, from the earliest strug- 
gles of the feeble band of colonists of Virginia to 
the hour of our present grandeur. If there bo any 
edifices which. do- honor. to: human society, .and 
which ought to be spared, for whateyor cause a 
country be ravaged, the Collego of William ‘and 
Mary, in Virginia, comes within the classification. 
The memorialists do not make. any. legal. claim. 
They make no demand as of right, or as an appeal 
to the justice of the United States’in their behalf. 
They admit there can’ be no lawful claim, but thoy 
do appeal to the generosity of the Government. under 
the modern usages of war, which, by. the customs of 
all enlightened nations, ‘have now acquired tho 
force of law, exempting ‘from the vicissitudes of 
warfare, and declaring ail works of art, repositories 
of science and learning, and public buildings devot- 
ed to civil purposes only, belonging to an;enemy, 
sacred from spolation and destruction... 0): 
They are not considered as the peculium- of. this 
or of that nation, but as the property of mankind 
at large, and as belonging to the common interests 
of the whole species.” See Ug s5 
The College of William and Mary has..given to 
the nation the author of the Declaration of Indc- 
pendence, the President of the first American Con- 
gress, five signers of the Declaration, three Prosi- 
dents of the United States, its great Chief Justico, 
the first Attorncy General, one general commanding 
the armies of the United States, and numerous other 
distinguished statesmen, jurists, and soldiers. ‘The 
destruction of its buildings was certainly unneces- 
sary, and as certainly unauthorized. It did not tend 
to procure victory or bring the war to a conclusion, 
and with all actsof similar character must be do- 
clared a licentiousness condemned by. the. laws of 
nature. $ i 
In the struggle for the life of the nation the Gov- 
ernment did not wage war against the private rights 
of its citizens or the charities.of humanity, but for 
the supremacy of the law and of the Constitution. | 
The committee find the damages to tho “property 
of the College of Willam and Mary during the war 
o be~ : 
Main college building, with wings, 145 by 100 feet, 
DUPE... sos seassoosasessasssaeesegenoa es assoaep o reesasa seara: PE, 000 
Professor’s house, with out-houses, burned... 5.000 
Brafferton house, with out-houses, torn down, 5,0) 
College library, burned, destroyed, and car: 
Tied Off... seesessceeersevccersssssesseresceseeesezevacsreres 6,000 
College apparatus and furniture, new, burned ` 
ANE CEStLOYO wi... veosesccneesdesseaseseageanrensteade ses, 6,000 
Professor’s house, partly torn down, andiout- |. 
houses destroyed... iat Seis aerei iekea akai 3.000 


Total cerssesscessore esasessrasestessee 865,000 


Mr. PERCE. Mr. Chairman, in reporting 
the bill reimbursing the College of Wiliam 
and Mary, I desire to say but very few. words. 
The memorial upon which the-report is based 
was presented to the last Congress by the hon- 
arable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Burrer.] It was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and upon March 3, 
1871, Mr. Arnell, of Tennessee, chairman of 


-that committee, presented a favorable report 


thereon. Of course nothing could be dóne 
at so late a day, and no further action ‘was 
taken in the matter. Early in the present ses- 
sion my ‘attention was called. to: the sabjcct, 
and upon motion the papers were. withdrawn 
from the files of the House, and- again referred 
to ‘the ‘Committee on Education and Labor, 
and now by a unanimous vote'of the commit- 
tee I have been directed to present the report 
before us, and to urge the passage of the bill 
therein submitted.” ; g 

.. The memorialists do not assert, neither do 
the committee believe any lawful claim against 
the United States exists: It is true that from 


early in 1862, before the destruction- of. the. 
roperty and during the remainder of the war, 
Williamsburg, the site of- the college, was 
occupied: by the United States forces, It 
was within the lines of the United States 
armies, and to that extent.we were bound by 
the‘ordinary rules: ‘of: war and by the law of 
nations to protect the rights of the citizens 
and- preserve their; property, so far as was 
compatible with the -exigencies and necessi- 
ties of the service, but at the same time it 
was part of Virginia, a State in active armed 
rebellion against’ the: power and authority of 
the United States, and was only held in sub- 
jection tothe authority ofthe Federal Govern- 
ment by armed force. The whole peninsula, 
80 far as we held it, was conquered territory, 
and all the rights. of war with regard to things 
belonging to the-enemy obtained. The rights 
of war can be summed up in the clemency of 
power upon petitions of the weak. Whatso- 
ever it grants is the law; and whatsoever it 
refuses.is. no less the law, and the only redress 
to sufferers from an improper exercise of such 
power is to be found in-the intangible punish- 
ment, as atated by perhaps our ablest com- 
Mmentator, «‘‘the indignant resentment, the 
general scorn and detestation of the world.” 
= All: the territory, comprising. cities, towns, 
and villages, as well as the houses, lands, and 
other real property of a conquered territory, 
are comprised within the term conquest, while 
everything. movable ‘taken from the enemy 


comes under the denomination of booty. This. 


may appear a stern definition of the rights of 
belligerents, but war is altogether rigorous and 
cruel, and-what an enemy may or may not do, 
despite all the theories of writers, depends 
upon what the commanding general conceives 
to be useful in defeating his. adversary. 

As.a general: principle, one nation at war 
with another has scree to take and convert 
to its own use any and all property, of what- 
ever character or kind, belonging to the en- 
emy, and notwithstanding the mitigation of the 
rigors of warfare by modern civilization, this 
rule is asserted by all nations whenever it is 
believed such seizure will cripple the enemy 
or reduce his resources. 

A. signal example of this kind can be found 
in the early history of the rebellion, when the 
confederate Government seized upon the cred- 
its of the northern merchants to their own peo- 
ple, and confiscated them to the use of the rebel 
cause. Nothing could have been or ought 
to have been more sacred to the men of the 
‘South than the trust reposed in their honor 
and honesty by the merchants of the North; 
but, as in the ancient law,-“‘victory made the 
sacred things of the Syracusans profane,” 
and so given victory to the South, this spolia- 
tion would have been ratified by the laws of 
war, subject only to the “indignant resent- 
ment?’ spoken of by the commentator, But, 
sir, while this is the law, tbe modern usages 
of-civilized warfare have so far mitigated its 
rigérs and cruelties as to replace. or retura 
certain kinds of property. upon the restora- 
tion of: peace, -if' not. during the continuance 
of actual hostilities; and this usage has been 
so acquiesced in by all civilized nations as to 
have now the force ofabsolute law. Underthis 
exception to the general rule, all works of 
art, temples of religion, public edifices devoted 
to civil purposes only, and repositories of 
seience, are exempted from general operations 
of warfare; and so long as their destruction is 
not absolutely necessary to the prosecution of 
warfare, it is the-duty of the army occupying 
tha enemy’s country to protect and. preserve 
them: pick : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would ask the 
gentleman.whether if this property had been 
necessarily destroyed by the Army he would 
then.be in favor of this bill? 

Mr. PERCE. I would not. There can be 
no advantage gained by destroying, injuring, 
or defacing. them; they. cannot advance or 
retard the course of war; they belong to man- 


kind in the common brotherhood of civiliza- 
tion, and a blow falling on them injures the 
common interests of the whole species. It is 
under this ‘‘common usage of civilized war- 
fare’’ that the authorities of the College of 
William and Mary appeal to the generosity of 
the nation. I have made this short statement 
of the laws of war because F believe it neces- 
sary to the consideration of the case. 

The destruction of the college buildings can 
be stated in very few words. Early in May, 1861, 
the existence of war caused the college author- 
ities to close the institution. In May of 1862 


the buildings were taken possession of by the | 


United States authorities and used for bar- 
tacks, depots for supplies, hospital and other 
purposes; but in September of that year the 
main college building, although held by our 
forces, was not actually occupied, save by a 
court-martial then in session at Williamsburg. 
At this time Williamsburg was-held by a de- 
tachment of the fifth Pennsylvania cavalry. 


In an engagement between this force and a | 


body of confederate cavalry under command 
of General Shingler the Federal troops were 
driven from -the city and the place was held 
by the rebel troops for several hours. On the 
return of the Pennsylvania cavalry, disorgan- 
ized and demoralized by defeat and retreat, a 
small body of stragglers from the main body 
fired the college building, and it was entirely 
consumed. The proof is positive and distinct 
that this was done without authority. 

One of the witnesses deposes that she went 
to Colonel Smith, the officer in command, and 
told him that she had keard a rumor that the 
town was to be fired. Colonel Smith replied 
that ‘fno such orders had been or would be 
given.” It seems this witness remained at or 
near the headquarters for a short time after 
the college building burst into flames. She 
said to the colonel, ‘See, sir, the destruction 
has begun,” when he replied that ‘*he saw it, 
but had no appliances to stop the progress of the 
flames.” He stated at the same. time, posi- 
tively, that no orders had been given to burn 
the college, but that it was done by drunken 
soldiers whom he could not control. Other 
witnesses depose to the fact that the college 
yards were filled with drunken, boisterous, and 
Insubordinate soldiers at, before, and during 
the conflagration, and it is asserted by some 
that soldiers with drawn. sabers prevented any 
attempt to extinguish the fire. This latter 
statement, however, was not substantiated by 
positivetestimony. Enough, however, isshown 
to establish the fact as stated by General Meade, 
**that the destruction of the buildings of Wil- 
liam and Mary college by our troops was not 
only unnecessary and unauthorized, but one 
of those deplorable acts of useless destruction 
which occur in all wars.” 

In ascertaining the amount of the damages 
the committee took as a basis the character of 
the buildings, furniture, library, instruments, 
philosophical and other apparatus, as reported 
by the president to the faculty in February, 
1860, within a few months after the rebuild - 
ing of the college. Undoubtedly the college 
library, apparatus, and furniture -had been in- 
creased during the following years.. The com- 
mittee then sent to Williamsburg for testimony 
of experts as to the value of the property de- 
stroyed, and upon this point we have the tes- 
timony of seven master builders and mechanics 
who-were acquainted with the buildings, who 
swear that they have been in business at Wil- 
Hamsburg and vicinity for years, have madeand 
executed large building contracts, and whose 
competency and experience are further certi- 
fied to by the present mayor of ‘Williamsburg, 
Hon. William R. Douglass, as possessing skill 
in their respective trades, and as men whose 
opinions. touching matters appertaining to their 
trades may be regarded as entirely sound and 
reliable. They testify ‘that in the first part of 
1862 the main college building was in first-rate 


condition, having just been rebuilt and thor- 
| oughly furnished,” and it would cost, to erect 
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such a building, $60,000. They estimate the 
value of damages to other buildings at the same 
amount or in excess of the amounts reported 
by the committee, making a total of $85,500. 
The sworn evidence of President Benjamin 3, 
Ewell, under whose direction the college build- 
ing was rebuilt in 1859 and 1860, and who algo 
directed and superintended the ersction of the 
building now occupied by the College of Wil- 
liam and Mary, was also taken upon this point. 
I have their affidavits, as well as a rough 
sketch of the plan of the grounds and build- 


| ings, which members may examine if they de- 


sire, and I believe they will satisfy ady mem- 
ber that the amount reported by the commit- 
tee is entirely within the amount of damage 
caused by the destruction of the property. 

Ido not desire to say anything further re- 
garding the destruction and damage of the 
William and Mary college. The value of the 
buildings destroyed exceeded the amount re- 
ported by the committee, but the authorities 
of that college, by donations from the cities 
of the North, have received considerable sums 
of money, and with the appropriation contem- 
plated by the bill this venerable institution 
will be placed upon nearly the same footing, 
and enabled to exercise as much influence for 
good as it undoubtedly did previous to the 
lamentable secession and rebellion of the State 
wherein it is situated. I know there may be 
other institutions of learning having the same 
claim upon the Government as that of William 
and Mary, but I also know there are none 
having claims of so large an amount. 

The rebellion has demonstrated one remark- 
able fact, that even in civil warfare republican 
institutions have mitigated the cruelties of con- 
flict to such an extent that the generals of the 
defeated and utterly lost cause admit that in 
no war among the civilized nations of modern 
times, equal in extent and magnitude, has 
there been so little willful or malicious destruc- 
tion of private property as there was during 
the war of the rebellion of the southern States. 
I desire to quote in this connection the re- 
marks of President Benjamin S. Ewell, of 
William and Mary college, who, as the adju- 
tant general of the rebel general, Joseph E. 
Johnston, must know whereof he affirms. He 
says: 

"But notwithstanding this and other outrages, 
greatly to be deplored, Í can testify, as an eye-wit- 
ness of many of the events of the war, as well in the 
West as in the East, that nio war, of equal magnitude 
and duration, was ever waged in which the outrages 
were fewer ; and in this I am sustained by several 
of the most prominent leaders of the southern ar- 
mies, and among them General Joseph E. Johnston. 
That this should have been 80, though engaged in 
a fierce civil war, is to the infinite honor of the 
American people.” 

A staterhent honorable to the man uttering 
the sentiment, and more than honorable to 
the nation which, in the prosecution of a war- 
fare for the preservation of its life, could ex- 
tort from its chiefest enemy an admission of 
the fact. 

In reporting this bill the committee do not 
desire to establish a precedent for the pay- 
ment of claims against the Government for 
damages caused in the necessary prosecution 
of the war of the rebellion of the southern 
States. We do not desire to open the door to 
claims against the Government for damages 
of property caused by our troops in their 
course of victory. We do it simply because, 
in the progress of the war, an institution of 
learning was unnecessarily destroyed. 

I-can defend before any tribunal on earth 
the broad swath cut by the army of the 
West in its “ march to the sea ;’’ it was neces- 
sary to victory, necessary to the preservation 
of the Union, and justifiable by all the laws 
of warfare known to mankind from the ear- 
liest records -of history to the present bour; 
but the destruction of the College of William 
and Mary forms an entirely exceptional case. 
It was not necessary to secure victory; it 
was not necessary to prevent defeat. Seized 
upon by our troops as a convenient receptacle 
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of stores, it was used from the beginning of 
the war up to its destruction, and was uselessly 
destroyed by a band of disorderly and insub- 
ordinate soldiers, withoutauthority aud against 


the orders of. their superior officer. Ido not 
wish to charge the Army of the Union with 
anything discreditable. I was a soldier from 
the commencement of the war to its close. I 
know that the Union soldier was actuated by 
principles, by patriotism far above all sordid 
thought, but I also know that, demoralized and 
disorganized by defeat, the stragglers of either 
army were fearful men to meet. The insub- 
ordinate soldiers at Williamsburg, in the burn- 
ing of William and Mary college, committed 
an act disgraceful to the enlightenment of 
mankind, and only to be classified with the 
horrible crimes of the Ku Klux Democracy 
of the South. While we as a nation punish 
the one, we must redress the wrongs commit- 
ted by the other. 

I do not care to go into a strict examination 
of the usage of nations upon matters of a like 
character. My colleague on the committee 
[Mr. Hoar] will submit to the House prece- 
dents which will justify the action of the com- 
mittee in reporting this bill. I can say, how- 
ever, that the bill passed during the last session 
of the Forty- First Congress, by which the Ken- 
tucky University received the sum of $25,000, 
fully justifies our action in the present case, 
and without any remarks whatever upon the 
nobility and elevation of sentiment which should 
actuate the House in the consideration of & 
measure intended to encourage, stimulate, and 
revive one of the great charities of human 
nature, I submit the bill to the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I find I am occupying more 
time than I had intended, and I desire to 

.say but a few additional words. I know that 
attempts may be made during the consider- 
ation of this bill to add amendments to it. I 
desire that this case shall stand upon its own 
merits. While Iam ready and willing at all 
times to consider “proper claims against the 
Government of the United States for destruc- 
tion or damages done by its own troops to 
institutions of learning, I do not desire that 
this particular claim shall be loaded down with 
amendments whereby it will be lost. 

I now ask for the reading of a telegram 
received from the oficer who commanded at 
Williamsburg at the time of the burning of 
this institution. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PITTSBURG, February 7, 1872. 
Professor BENJAMIN S. EWELL: 

Was in command on the morning of 9th Septem- 
ber; taken prisoner from Williamsburg about nine 
o'clock of that morning. Did not order the college 
to be burned, nor was it burned until after my de- 
parture.. In my judgment there was no military or 
other necessity for destroying the buildings, as they 
contained no stores or public property of any char- 
acter that was valuable. The act was a wanton one. 

DAVID CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PERCE. I now ask to have read a let- 
ter from General Dix, who was in command 
on the peninsula at that time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No. 3 West Twenry-Sixtn STREET, 
New Yor, February 7, 1872. 


Drar Sir: William and Mary college was not 
destroyed by official orders. After the lapse of ten 
years Í would not like to speak of details without 
consulting my papers; but my recollection is that 
the destruction of the property was wholly unau- 
thorized, and that it was the act of disorderly per- 


JOHN A, DIX. 


sons. 
Very truly, yours, 
BENJAMIN 8. EWELL, sq. 
Mr. PERCE. I now yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Hoar. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, and Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro-tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. Symesox, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
No. 187) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 


| of drink, set fire to the building.” 


| grant its prayer. 


provide a national currency secured by pledge 
of United States bonds, and to provide for the 
circulation and redemption thereof,” approved 
June 3, 1864, in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 


_ The Committee of the Whole then resumed 
its session. 

Mr. HOAR. William.and Mary, the most 
ancient and venerable of the colleges of the 
South, founded in 1693 by the sovereigns whose 
names it bears, of which Washington was 
twelve years chancellor, which nurtured : Jef- 
ferson and Marshall and Peyton Randolph and 
Monroe, wasset on fire and destroyed by Union 
soldiers during their occupation of Williams- 
burg. The town where the college is situate, 
thirty-five miles from Fortress Monroe, key to 
the peninsula, was in the hands of our troops 
from May, 1862, to the close of the war. After 
a conflict on.the 9th day of September, 1862, 
between our soldiers and a body of rebel cav- 
airy, the latter got possession of the place 
and held ita few hours, ‘After their with- 
drawal, returning stragglers of the garrison, 
provoked by defeat and under the influence 
The his- 
tory of the college alleges, though this was 
not proved before the committee, “‘ that itis 
declared by eye-witnesses that while the col- 
lege was burning some of the soldiers sur- 
rounded the building with drawn swords to pre- 
vent anyone from extinguishing the flames.” 
It is unquestionable, as is stated by General 
Meade, “that the act was unnecessary and un- 
authorized, and was one of those deplorable 
acts of useless destruction which occur in all 
wars.” 

This is the whole story. It was the destruc- 
tion, wanton and needless, of an institution 
of learning of which our forces had under- 
taken the care, and which its friends were pre- 
vented by military power from guarding. It 
cannot be likened to the common case of prop- 
erty destroyed by the incidents of war and sit- 
uate on hostile territory. In such cases, ordin- 
arily, the loss must rost where it originally 

alls. 

This spot cannot be claimed to have been 
in any sense hostile territory. Williamsburg 
is, as I understand it, partly within the county 
of York and partly. within that of James City. 
York county was never deemed hostile terri- 
tory after May, 1862, and was expressly ex- 
cepted from President Lincoln’s original proc- 
lamation of emancipation. It formed a part 
of the State of Virginia, which had for a time 
its seat of government at Alexandria under 
Governor Peirpoint; was represented in Con- 
‘gress, and gave the necessary constitutional 
assent to the separation of West Virginia. The 
college is, I think, a little over the line in 
James City, but on land we held, and coming 
in every respect within the same principles 
as were applicable to the county of York. 
The building was in our military occupation. 
A court-martial was going on the day before, 
and its rooms contained hay and other stores 
and cavalry equipments. 

l think, Mr. Chairman, that any institution 
of learning in the country, sustaining injury 
under like circumstances, might well appeal 
to Congress for redress, and that we ought to 
I think, also, that this col- 
lege appeals to the favor of Congress in a 
manner in which scarcely any other can, and 
should induce us to cherish and restore it with 
something of the same reverence which we 
feel for Mount Vernon and the tomb of Wash- 
ington. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I put this case on three 
independent grounds. In one aspect, if the 
House shall agree in establishing it as a pre- 
cedent, it might involve claims not exceed- 
ing $100,000 or $200,000 in all for destruction 
of a like nature, If, on the other hand, the 
judgment of the House rests the case on either 


of the two other grounds which I-shall state, 
it. stands by itself, a- precedent. for; no;.other 
case that can arise: es oco oci oe toy ees 

Now, the first ground is this: endowed insti- 
tutions of learning, established by funds given 
for public purposes, are excepted and secured 
from injury by the law of nations: . Whenever 
any civilized. nation has, either by the. wanton- 
ness or by the necessary act of its own. troops 
not in actual battle, violated the sanctity ofthis 
class of institutions, no legal- claim-arises; no 
claim under the law of nationsarises; butalways 
the most highly civilized nations have respected. - 
their moral obligations by repairing the injury 
where they could at their own expense. - Now, 
if we recognize that doctrine, we may possibly. 
be called upon to pay. for other destruction. 
President Ewell, who has: made some inquiry, 
thinks that a sum less than $100,000 will. cover 
all other like cases thronghout. the South. I 
think the amount will be larger. than: he esti- 
mates, but. that it will not- be large. This is 
a privilege which never has attached. to the 
Church, which.never has been attached. to 
property held and owned by the State for pub- 
lic educational purposes. . It extends only to 
that class of institutions endowed by trust funds 
for purposes of education. That is the frst 
ground on which I place this bill. 

The second ground is that this was a building 
which we had taken possession of; it was on 
our territory; we were, using it for our military 
purposes, and we had excluded its natural and 
legal guardians, and therefore we are bound. to 
restore it to them in the same good order and 
condition in which we. received ites >= > 

And the: third ground, and the strongest, is 
this: excepting the battle-fields consecrated 
by the blood of our patriots, this is one of the 
five or six most sacred spots in our domain, 
It stands in that respect to be classed only 
with Mount Vernon, or the. tomb of Wash- 
ington. If wantonly or carelessly the Amer- 
ican troops had injured Mount Vernon, or the 
tomb of Washington, I do not believe this 
House would meet the request for its restora- 
tion by saying that the same principle would 
compel us to repair every grave-yard or every 
private habitation injured throughout the 
entire South during the war... EL ks 

Upon these three grounds this appeal to the 
generosity of the Government must rest. ` 

The case, as has been said, does not consti- 
tute a legal claim upon the Government. It 
stands upon this principle. To spare, and if 
possible to protect institutions of learning, 
such as college buildings, libraries, or collec- 
tions of art or science from military injury, 
is an obligation which the most highly civilized 
nations impose upon themselves. Whenever, 
by accident or design, these institutions have 
been injured in war, such Governments desire 
if possible to make reparation. 

History contains many conspicuous and in- 
teresting examples of this generous recogni- 
tion, At the time of the battle of Prince- 
ton, the Americans, in dislodging the British 
from the college building, fired a cannon shot 
through the walls. Washington, in order. to 
make good to the college the damage sus- 
tained by the fire of his troops, made the trus- 
tees a present of fifty guineas. 

In the eloquent letter of Colonel Hughes in 
behalf of this claim, we ate reminded that 
“during the war of Independence the build- 
ings of William and Mary were repeatedly: oc- 
cupied by British troops. They were in every 
instance respected as sacred to the cause of 
letters, and left intact. After the close-of ‘the 
war, Louis XVI, the ally of America, caused 
the buildings, accidentally destroyed by his 
troops, to be replaced. and every injury to be 
repaired, thus doing royal homage to the sacred 
cause of learning.” 

The British troops under Tryon, when they 
occupied New Havea in 1779, spared Yale 
college, although its students in arms harassed 
their approach. Bat President Clapp’s. manu: 
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‘seripts were ‘carried off. © President Stiles 
addressed’a letter to General Tryon, ‘in which 
he represented that ‘‘a war against science had 
‘been reprobated for ages by the wisest and 
most- powerful generals.: The irreparable 
‘losses: sustained’ by the Alexandrian library 
and other ancient ‘monuments of literature 
-have prompted the victorious commanders-of 
modern «ages to exempt -these. monuments 
from: the ravages and desolations: inseparable 
‘from: the highest.rigor of war.. General 
Tryon replied to this letter that: t‘ disposed 
by principle as well as inclination to prevent 
the violence of war from injuring the rights 
of the republic: of: learning, he very much 
- approved of the president’s solicitude for the 
preservation:of the manuscripts,” and caused 
every effort tobe made for their discovery and 
restoration. a> oo biegn at 

At the occupation of Paris, in 1815, the 
allied ‘sovereigns’ asserted: this principle, and 
restored to the nations of Europe many famous 
statues and pictures, the spoils of their plun- 
dered capitals, which France had accumu- 
lated: in Paris, the trophies of many wars. - 

In ancient: times the disregard of this hu- 
mane rule is not the least:of the crimes which 
‘Cicero recounts in his terrible invective against 
Verres: “Ut amici ejus appellant morbum et 
insaniam, ut Siculi, latrocinium.” 

' Among the things exempted from the-gen- 
eral operations of war our great American 
writer on the law of nations; Mr. Wheaton, 
includes ‘monuments of art, and repositories 
of science.’ (International Law, section 346 ) 

In the war with Great Britain of 1812, a 

uantity of paintings and prints, designed: for 
the Academy of Arts at- Philadelphia, were 
captured'by the British on their passage from 
Italy and taken into Halifax. Dr. Croke, 
the distinguished judge of the admiralty court, 
without hesitation ordered them to be restored. 
He says, in his judgment: . 
`. “Heaven forbid that such an’ application to the 
‘generosity of Great Britain should ever be inef- 
fectual. The arts and sciences are admitted among 
all civilized nations as forming an exception to the 
sevère tights of warfare, and as entitled to favor 
“and protection. They are considered, not. as the 
pecultum of this or that nation, but as the property 
of mankind at large, and as belonging to. the coni- 
mon interests of the whole specics.”—Case of the 
: Marquis: de-Somerueles, Stewarts- Reports, Nova 
Scotia, page 482, 

‘The Government of the United States in its 
“ Instructions fur the Governmentof Armiesin 
the Field,” originally prepared by Dr. Lieber, 
revised: by a board of officers of which: Major 
“General Hitchcock was president, and ap- 
‘proved -by President Lincoln in 1863, binds 
itself by the same rule. : 

Extract from General Order No. 100, Adja- 
tant General’s office, section two, paragraphs 
thirty-four to thirty-six: 

“34, As a generat rule, the proporty belonging to 
churches, to hospitals, or other establishments of an 
exclusively charitable character, to establishments 
of education or foundations for the promotion of 
knowledge, whether public schools, universities, 
‘acadeinies of learning, or observatories, museums of 
the fine arts, or of a scientific character, such prop- 
erty is not to be considered public property in the 
sense of paragraph thirty-one; but it may be taxed 
or used when the publie service may require it. 

... 80. Classical works of art, libraries, scientific 
collections, or precious instruments, such as astro- 
nomical telescopes, as well as hospitals, must be 
‘ secured against all avoidable injury, even when they 
are contained in fortified places while besieged or 
bombarded. : 
~> “36. If such works of art, libraries, collections, or 
instruments belonging to a hostile nation or Govern- 
ment can be removed without injury, the ruler of 
the conquering State or nation may orderthem to be 
seized and removed for the benefit of the said nation, 
Lhe ultimate ownership is to be settled by the endur- 
ing treaty of peace.. In no case shall they be-sold 
or given away, if captured by the armies of the Uni- 
“ted States, norshall they ever be privately appropri- 
ated or wantonly destroyed or injured.” 

In her bloodiest and angriest civil strifes 
all factions in England have revered her insti- 
tutions of learning. Mer schools and colleges, 
whatever side they may have taken iw civil 
war, have enjoyed immunity fron its injuries 
when‘ éven her stately and venerable cathe- 


‘lege wisely founded has died. 


‘the Republic. 
to whom they owe their nurtare,. constitutes a 
‘bond: of common sympathy which is one of 


-drals have not: been spared. --Think-what. per- 


manence these schools enjoy, shielded from 
the storms of war by the beneficent principle 


we invoke. : Wherever civilization . exists, 


wherever men are. humane and Christian, the 
college or the school wisely founded shall en- 
dure. I purchased at Eton, a few years 
since, a little book containing the history of 
the ten great schools of England. I was 
strack, in looking it over, to see the dates of 
their endowment: Eton in 1440; Winchester, 
1380; Westminster, 1560; St. Panl’s 1509; 
‘Merchant ‘Taylors’, 1560; Charter House, 


‘1611; Harrow; 1571; Rugby, 1567; Shrews- 
bury, 1549; ‘Christ’s, 1552; while the origin 
‘of Oxford and Cambridge is lost in the dark- 


ness of ‘antiquity. : 
«These schools have survived all the changes 


-of dynasty, all the changes of institutions and 


manners. Puritan and Cavalier, York and 
Lancaster, have fought out their battles, and 
yet, in the wildest tempests of popular excite- 
ment, they 

` “ Lift not their spears against the Muses’ bower.” 

At Winchester, William of Wykeham founded 
in 1380 a school which still stands, and has 
remained through four dynasties. Guelph, 
Hanover, Tudor, York, and Lancaster and 
Plantagenet have successively struggled for 
and occupied the English throne, while in 
the building which Wykeham in his lifetime 
planned and built the scholars of Winchester 
are still governed by the statutes which he 
framed. ou can searcely find an instance in 
England or America where a school or col- 
Whatever per- 
ishes, that shall endure. 

I have said that this is not a legal claim. 
It is stronger and not weaker for that reason. 
“Lhe rule which binds nations at war to respect 
institutions of learning can in no wey be made 
so effectual as by adopting the practice of repar- 
ation wherever that rule is broken. America 
certainly will not leave these ruius as a per- 
petual witness that Louis XVI, a monarch, was 
capable of loftier and more generous regard 
for learning than a republic itself. America 
will not leave these ruins to testify that Eng- 
land in the bloody and barbarous wars of the 
Roses five hundred years ago was more hu- 
mane and civilized than we are to day. We 
cannot refuse, in dealing with the college which 
Washington administered and loved, to follow 
the example which he set us in the case of 
Princeton. Certainly we will deal with Wil- 
liam and Mary with as much respect as the 
Englishman Tryon showed to Yale. America 
will surely desire to extend to institutions on her 
own soil the benignant policy of which foreign 
nations have given such conspicuous examples. 
She will not fail to give in her adherence to 
the policy which may promise to her own 
institutions of education, whatever strife the 
future may have in store for us, security and 
permanence. No State can be certain that in 
coming centuries foreign wars or civil strife 
may not come within its own limits. The 
cause of William and Mary is in this respect 
the cause Of every college in the land. 

The property of colleges is in one sense 
local. But in à wider sense it has no locality 
more restricted than the nation itself. There 
is scarce’y an American college so obscure that 
its pupils are not scattered over all parts of 
Their love for the alma mater 


the strongest bonds of the Union. In more 
than one instance during the rebellion the rec- 
ollection of this relation softened the enmities 
of war. Now the war is over it will be among 
the most potent instruments in restoring har- 
mony and peace. ia 

But William and Mary has also her own 
peculiar claim on our regard. The great prin- 
ciples on which the rights of man depend, 
which inspired the'statesmen of Virginia of the 
period of tie Revolution, are the fruits of her 


teaching. The name of Washington, to whose 


genius in war and to whose influence in peace 
we owe the vindication of our liberties and the 


‘successful inauguration of our Constitution, is 


inseparably connected with William and Mary. 


‘She gave him his first commission in his youth; 


he gave to her his last public service in his age. 
Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, who-announced the great law of 


‘equality and human rights, in whose light our 


Constitution is at last and forever to be inter- 
preted, drank his inspiration at her fountain. 


‘Marshall, without whose luminous and far- 


sighted exposition our Constitution - could 
hardly have been put. into successful and har- 
monious operation, who imbedded forever in 
our constitutional law the great doctrines on 
which the measures that saved the Union are 
based, was a son of William and Mary. By 


‘the cession of the great Northwestern Terri- 


tory, largely due to the efforts of one of her 


dilustrious sons, she lost a great part of her 


revenues. 

Next to Harvard she is the oldest of Ameri- 
can colleges. © The gift of the famous Robert 
Boyle was held by her for many years on con- 
dition of an annual payment of £90 to Har- 
vard. Boyle was the friend of many of the 
early friends and benefactors of Harvard, 
and a correspondent of one of its first presi- 
dents. Each of these two seminaries in its 
own part of the country kindled and kept 
alive the sacred fire of liberty. In 1748, the 
year Jefferson was born, Samuel Adams main- 
tained, on taking his degree of Master of Arts 
at Harvard, the affirmative of the thesis, 
whether it be lawful to resist the supreme 
magistrate, if the Commonwealth cannot be 
otherwise preserved? In this hour of the 
calamity of her sister college I am glad to 
believe that Harvard does not forget the an- 
cient tie. The mother of the Otises and the 
Adamses would gladly extend her right hand 
to the motber of Jefferson and Marshall. 

Mz. Chairman, this actof ours will be an im- 
portant one in history. Every new State, as 
it takes its place in the great family, hastens 
to establish its university. Scattered over the 
continent, these institutions give glory and 
splendor to the nation, as the stars give glory 
and splendor to the skies. We have seen how 
the veneration of England has preserved her 
colleges through long ages, compared with 
which the life of our nation seems but as yes- 
terday. We look forward'to a fature of pros- 
perity and glory which we fondly hope may 
cover a still longer space, 

Tf civil strife or foreign war shall ever in 
that long period disturb our peace, every col- 


-lege in the land will be safer if Congress shall 
‘to-day make this solemn recognition of the 


tule we invoke. To deny it is to deny to 


.the college of Washington the justice he did 


to Princeton. To deny it is to deny to Vir- 


-ginia the generous treatment which Connec- 


ticut: received from Tryon, Philadelphia from 
Croke, and William and Mary herself from 
Louis XVI. The-hallowed associations which 
surround this college prevent this case from 
being a precedent for any other. If you had 
injured it, you surely would restore Mount 
Vernon, You better honor Washington by 
restoring the living fountain of learning whose 
service was the pleasure of his last years than 
by any useless and empty act of worship pr 
respect toward his sepulcher. 

During the delivery of the above remarks, 

Mr. PERCE said: I. understand this time 


does not come out of my hour. 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair cannot ex- 
tend the time allowed for debate beyond two 
hours. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
entitled to-bis hour, and has yielded to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. PERCE. I understand there was no 


| objection to allowing the gentleman from 


Massachusetts to finish his speech without its 
being taken oat of my hour. ~ UE a 
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Mr. HOLMAN. There was no objection 
to extending the time of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. ; ; 

Mr. SHANKS. I have no objection if it 
be agreed that we shall have opportunity to 
offer amendments when the general debate 
has been concluded. l 

The CHAIRMAN. The two hours cannot 
be extended by unanimous consent. It has 
been ordered by the House that general debate 
shall close in two hours. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the close of the gen- 
eral debate the bill can be then discussed 
under the five-minutes rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notuntil the two hours 
have expired to which the general debate has 
been limited. 

Mr. HOLMAN. After thatthe five-minutes 
rule begins ? : 

The CHAIRMAN, It does, of course, under 
the rule. ; . 

Mr, HOAR. I move that the committee 
rise, so that the House may order the exten- 
sion of the time for general debate, in order 
that I may conclude my remarks. 

The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 54, noes 87. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. 
Buair, of Michigan, having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. i. MYERS reported 
that the Committee of the Whole: House on 
the Private Calendar had, according to order, 
had the Private Calendar generally under con- 
sideration, and particalarly House bill No. 
1338, to reimburse the College of William 
and Mary fer property destroyed during the 
war of the rebellion, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. PERCE. . I move to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar; 


but before the vote is taken on that motion, I. 


move that the time allowed to the committee 

for general debate be extended so as to allow 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
to finish his remarks. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iriseto a parliamentary 
inguiry. Has not to-morrow been set apart 

. for debate only ae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 68. i i 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
_ The question wastaken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 54, nays 117, not. voting 
68 ; as follows: vo: a 

YEAS~—Messrs. Averill, Banks, ` Barber, Beatty, 

Beveridge, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, 

Campbell, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, Farns- 
worth, Finkelnburs, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Gar- 
rett, Goodrich, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Holman, Ketchain, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Negley, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Poland, Rainey, 
Ellis H, Roberts, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
. John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague Strong, Sypher, Lurner, Twichell, 
‘fyner. Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wil- 
jard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—S4.— - 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beck, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, 
Braxton, George M, Brooks, Buffinton, Caldwell, 
Wiliam ‘T: Clarke, Cobb, .Cox, Crebs,_Creely, 

_Critcher. Crossland, Davis, Donnan, Dox, DuBose, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Ely, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Han- 
cock, Handler: Harper, John T. Harris, John W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, 
llooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lam- 
ison, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
Maynard, McClelland; -MeCormick, McGrew, Me- 
lienry, Melntyre, McNeely, Merriam, Merrick, 
Mitchell, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Peck. Pendleton, Perce, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, Price, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robinson, Rogers, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
shober, Slater, Snyder, Starkweather, Stevens, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, 

_fhomas, Washington Townsend, Upson, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 


Williams of New York, Winchester, Wood, and 
“Young--7.00 ooi y 
NOL VOTING—Mossre, Acker, Ames, Archer, 


Barry, Bell, James G. Blair, 


‘Brooks, Burchard, ‘Benjumin Fy Butler; Carroll, 


Boles, Bright, James | 


Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Darrali, Dawes, 
De Large Dickey, Eldridge, Elliott, Farwell, Henry 
D. Foster, Garfield, Getz, Halsey, Hambleton, Hanks, 
Warmer, George E. Harris, Havens, Hay, Houghton, 
Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Mce- 
Crary, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers; Monroe, 
Moore, Morey, Morpbis, Packer, Aaron F. Perry, 
Prindle, Randall, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Scofield, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss; H. 
Boardman Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Steyen- 
gon, Storm, St. John, Taffe, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
bill, Van Trump, Walden, Wheeler, and White- 
ey—68. 


So the House refused to adjoura. 
MINTS AND COINAGE. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, reported from: the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures a bill (H. 
R. No. 1427) revising and amending the laws 
of the United: States relative to the mints, 
assay offices, and coinage of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted ; and also 
moved that the motion to recensider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OGDEN HOFFMAN. 


Mr. PETERS. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. Iam instructed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of William Hastings, in the matter of the 
impeachment of Ogden Hoffman, judge of the 
United States district court for the district of 
California, to report that, having considered 
the same, they report the memorial back to 
the House with the recommendation that it do 
lie upon the table, and that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the memo- 
rial was laid upon the table. ; 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUSTICE STEPHEN J. FIELD. 


.Mr. PETERS. I desire to make another 
privileged’ report. I am instructed. by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the memorial of William Hastings 
in the matter of the impeachment of Stephen 
J. Field, one of the associate justices of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to report 
that the committee having considered the same. 
report the’ memorial back to the House with 
the recommendation that the same do lie upon 
the table, and that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 
I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the memo- 
rial was laid on the table. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


` on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. And pending that motion 
I ask unanimous consent to print, the remain- 
der of the remarks which 1 was addressing to 
the committee when the committee rose. 

There was no objection, and permission was 
granted. - . 

‘The question was on_going into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar; and 
being put, it was agreed to. - 

The House-accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, (Mr. L. Myers in the chair,) and resumed 


the consideration of the bill {H. R. No. 1338) 
: to reimbtirse the College of William and Mary, 
bir Virginia, fot property destroyed during the 


war of the rébeHion: = cE ct 


Mr. PERCE. ‘I-yield ten :minutes:to’ the ` 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Storm: } 

: Mr. STORM. It gives me great pleasure 
to support this bill. I was on the committee 
which bad the subject under: consideration:at 
the time the report which has been read, was 
agreed to; and, ‘having exumitied the: matter 
‘somewhat carefully:and ‘closely, E have: come 
to the conclusion that it is nothing more than 
the duty of this Government to repay tothe 
College of William and Mary the amount 
which is asked for inthe bill, = @ % i rtud" 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that: it affords me 
peculiar pleasure to give my voice and my vote 
in favor of ‘the passage of this bill. Virginia 
has been called the ‘‘ mother of Presidents,” 
but it id no less true that the institution that is 
now asking this favor—the College of William 
and Mary—is in just as high a sense the alma 
mater of our greatest ‘statesmen, jurists, and 
soldiers. Three of our Presidents, Jefferson, 

Madison, and Monroe, have been students of 
this. institution. It was within her sacred 
walls that Jefferson, the great apostle of free- 
dom, learned those principles which afterward 
made him the guiding star of the Revolution, 
and. which he embodied. in that immortal 
paper, the Declaration of Independence. It 
was within her time-honored walls that Madison 
acquired a mastery of those principles which 
afterward toa great extent were embodied in the 
Constitution of the United States, : It was:here 
that the greatest Chief Justice who has ever 
graced the Supreme bench of this nation learned 
those principles which fitted him tor deciding the 
great questions‘arising under that Constitution 
which Madison bad so large a share in framing. 
Being an institution thus venerable from ‘her 
age, and great in the greatness of her sons, it 
gives me unfeigned. pleasure to-day'to pay this 
tribute of respect to her memory, in voting for 
that which is simply her right and her due. 
Itis not disputed that our soldiers destroyed | 
that property. They destroyed’ it wantonly. 
There was no military necessity or occasion 
for its destruction; and being thus destroyed, 
that college bas the very highest moral claim 
that it is possible for any person, or institu 
tion, to have upon this Government. : 

This college enjoyed at one time royal pat- 
ronage. Queen Anne of England was in 1706 
its patroness, It had also for its supporter a 
person of no less celebrity than Robert Boyle, 
the English philosopher.’ And I might. say 
here that of bis donation to the college’ the 
trustees expended £6,400. in the purchase of 
the Brafferton estate; and £45 went to sup- 
port two missionaries to the heathen in New 

England; and it was no more than a debt of 
gratitude which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts {Mr. Hoar] paid to this ancient:col- 
lege for favors conferred by her upon the 
‘ancient Commonwealth: of. Massachusetts 
nearly two hundred years ago. : 

Forty-five pounds a year were given to Har- 
vard, the oldest college in the-country, (Wil- 
iliam and Mary being the next,) and the bal- 
ance was to go to William aud Mary college 
-upon the condition that: it would educate one 
Indian for every £14 of the donation. 

This college has passed through two revo- 
lutions. The president’s house and some other 
property were destroyed during the war of the 

Revolution. The French, who were our allies 
in that struggle, destroyed the president’s 
house belonging to the coilege, and the French 
Government, on being informed ‘of the fact, 
promptly paid the amount necessary to rebuild 
it. lb is a principle which is recognized 
believe by all civilized nations that all insti- 
tutions of learning, works ofart, public records, 
and libraries are exempt ‘rom the strict rules 
óf war. Aninstance is'givenin which a British 
vessel eaptured'a case of valuable Italian paint- 
ings and prints on their way to this county, 
-and -aù English judge of the adiniralty. court 
-decided:-that all: works of art, paintings, and 
statuary ought to be exempt from the-asual 


[rules of caplitre on principles- recognized ‘hy 
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civilized nations: the world.over. . So that:this | 
colege-has something more than a mere claim 
upon the charity of the Government, something 
more than a mere appeal to the gratitude of 
the. nation.. -She has, I think, a right, and 
that right is-established on pringiples of inter- 
national. law recognized everywhere by civil- 
ized. nations... This being her claim, twofold 
in its.nature—based upon an appeal to our 
‘sense of justice as .well.as of right; resting 
upon the humane principles of the laws of 
“modern warfare, I give my hearty assent to the 
passage. of this bill. : 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has been 
anxious to bring this college: within loyal 
ground, It makes no. difference to me whether 
it be established in this debate that this insti- 
tution happened to be within ‘‘loyal’”* territory 
or whether it was not, I shall not vote for the 
bill. The learned president. of the college, 
Dr. Ewell, said before the committee: 

‘If there was any foundation for the assertion made 
in one of the leading newspapers of this city last 
winter, that the educational institutions of the South 
were nearly all nurseries of treason, how important 
isit to cherish and nurture loyalty and love of the 
Union in any ono of them whenever practicable; 
and the opportunity. becomes far more valuable 
when’ a time-honored, well-established college-is in 
“Question.” i . A a 

If it was loyal, then I vote to. compensate 
it for the property that was destroyed, and 
thus reward its loyalty; and if it wag not 
loyal, I shall nevertheless vote for it upon the 

rinciples. stated in the report of President 
Ewell that I may make it loyal if it is not 
now. . I believe that the celebrated resolutions 
of 1798, which have been interpreted as con- 
taining the principle that the allegiance which 
the citizen. owed to the State was higher than 
that which he owed.to the Government of the 

United States, were so received in Virginia 
and taught in her institutions of learning. 

. However this may be, if we pass this bill it 

_ will do more to bind the citizens of that noble 
old State to the Union, and to restore harmony 
and good feeling, than any act. of amnesty 
which we can pass. It will also be a recogni- 
tion of the principle of international law, 
which in war exempts from capture and 
destruction works of art and institutions of 
learning. 

All historians, and nearly all writers on 
international law, condemn Bonaparte for 
compelling the Italian princes and even the 
Pope to surrender their choicest paintings and 
works of art, to be transferred to Paris. The 
civilized world hag branded with infamy the 
action of the British officer who ordered the 
destruction of our public buildings, records, 

‘and library in the war of 1812. 

Frederick II of Prussia has always been 
penisen for his noble conduct in 1756, when 

e took possession of Dresden; the valuable 
picture gallery, cabinets, and museums of 
that polished capital were at his mercy, yet he 

regarded them as not falling within the rights 
of the conqueror. During our late war a public 
library was captured in South Carolina and 
: brought by the Government to New York to 
‘be sold. The New York Tribune denounced 
the act in such bitter terms that the: Govern- 
ment was obliged to return the library to its 
rightful owner. 

Iam informed that the Congress has already 
passed an act compensating a college in Ken- 
tucky for property destroyed by our Army dur- 
ing the Jate war. With all these precedents 
before us we cannot refuse to allow the sum 
asked for in this case. 

I now yield for five minutes to my friend 
from Illinois. [Mr. MeNesty. ] 

Mr. MeNEELY. I will detain the commit- 
tee bata moment, as I am satisfied the com- 
mittee is impatient to vote on this bill. I will 
simply say that during the last Congress I was 
a member of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and-while on that committee this mat- 

‘ter was considered'by it. I gave it my careful 
attention and investigated the matter thor 

oughly, and became satisfied that this claim |] 


will meet with any opposition. It has been 


whether the members of this committee are 


ought to be allowed and. that this bill ought 
to pass. This is an ancient and honored insti- 
tution, and ought to be treated with justice at 
least. The germ of this institution was planted 
in Virginia in 1619, before the Puritans landed 
on Plymouth Rock. Up to 1776 even Har- 
yard College was a pensioner on this institu- 
tion, receiving from it each year £90. 

The French troops, as has been observed in 
this debate, in the revolutionary war occupied 
some of the buildings, and having injured them 
by such occupation, the French Government, 
out of its own funds, repaired them. It seems 
to me that we will simply be doing justice to 
repair. the damages which our troops wantonly 
committed during the late war. The letters 
of General.Grant, and other generals com- 
manding in that part.of the country. at or-near 
that time, all admit that this damage was wan- 
‘tonly committed. These buildings being in 
the occupation of the Government.at that time, 
their destruction not being necessary for any 
military reason, it seems to me that we ought 
to grant this sum, which I think is but fair 
and just. > 

Mr. PERCE. Iagreed to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, } but 
Ido not now see him in his seat. Iwill there- 
fore yield to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Parker] for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is but four min- 
utes’ time of the gentlemen’s hour remaining. 

Mr. PERCE. Very well; I will yield the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Chairman, asa member of the Committee on 
Education and Labor, itis proper for me to 
say that we have had a very full and careful 
investigation in regard to this matter. We 
listened with a great deal of pleasure to a very 
careful statement from Professor Ewell, con- 
nected with this college. As one of that com- 
mittee I can cheerfully say that, after hearing 
the statements made and evidence produced 
before the committee, I had no hesitation 
whatever in coming to the conclusion that this 
claim is just and fair, equitable and right: and 
the committee were unanimousin their opinion. 

We have lately been engaged in this House 
for several days in endeavoring to perfect. and 
pass a bill brought forward, as it was claimed, 
in-the interest of the southern people, to pro- 
vide the means for educating the children of 
the southern States. During the debate upon 
that bill I said I would give my hearty support 
to any measure in their interest that might be 
brought forward. This measure is one of that 
kind. I can see in this proposition some ben- 
efit that may be derived by the people of the 
southern States,so far as their educational 
interests are concerned, and I very cheerfully 
give my hearty support to this measure. 

It has been very truly remarked that the 
history of William and Mary college is in a 


measure the history of this country. It is so 
intimately connected with its history that it 
seems to me we cannot be just to ourselves 
nor just to that institution if we pass it silently 
by. If, therefore, we are anxious to benefit 
the southern people, to benefit their educa- 
tional institutions, here is a grand opportunity 
for my Republican friends to do so, and show 
their sincerity, I do not.know that this bill 


said by some gentlemen, however, that the 
passage of such a billas this would be estab- 
lishing a dangerous precedent. I have this to 
say in reply to that remark, that I will here 
and now cheerfully vote for any and all propo- 
sitions for the benefit of education or educa- 
tional interests if they stand upon the basis 
that this does. If they present the merits 
which this case presents, they shall receive 
my hearty support. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I do not know 


inclined or not to go on further with this 
debate this evening. I think we shall hardly || 


‘tion of Lucinda Storms, 


be able-to conclude to-night-the discussion of 
this bill... I wish to pursue the course that the 
majority may consider desirable. For the pur- 
pose of testing the question whether this dis- 
cussion shall be further continued at this time, 
I will move that the Committee of the Whole 
now rise. 
The motion was. agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose ; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. L, 
{yers reported that, pursuant to the order 
of the House, the Committee of the Whole 
had had. under consideration the Private Cal- 
endar, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
now adjourn.. i 
Pending the motion to adjourn, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Terry was granted leave of absence for 
three days. 

Mr. Turniti was granted leave of absence 
for five days from Monday next. 

: Mr. Watts was granted leave of absence for 
sixty days, the same being rendered necessary 
by reason of the contest for his seat. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN obtained unanimous consent 
to have withdrawn from the files of the House 
the commissions in the Army of Lieutenant 
C. C. McCreary. 

Mr. BANKS obtained unanimous consent 
to have withdrawn from the files of the House 
the memorial of R. B. Forbes in relation to 
the claim of the steamer Niphon. 

Mr. DUELL obtained unanimous consent 
to have withdrawn from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of John C. Lemmon. 


SESSION OF TO-MORROW. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House, 
the session of to-morrow will be for general 
debate only, in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, no business whatever to be trans- 
acted. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Brarrty, 
will oceupy the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Horman, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agréed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of Albert Field 
& Co. and others, of Taunton, Massachusetta, 
for an amendment to the laws for the appoint- 
ment and removal from office; fixing the sala- 
ries, perquisites, and moieties of public officera; 
and the seizure of private books and papers. 

Also, the petition of S. S. Putnam and 
others, for the regulation of appointments 
and removals from office; fixing salaries, per- 
quisites, and moieties of officers; and the 


| Seizure of private books and papers. 


By. Mr. ‘AVERILL: A memorial for an 
appropriation to aid in the improvement of 
the harbor of Duluth in the State of Min- 


| nesota. 


By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of J, A. 
Giddens, William Lawrence, B. T. MeMorris, 
and 77 others, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Letohatchee to Olustee Creek, 
via Mount Carmel, Argus, Arcadia, and Heli- 
con, 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of the 
Sandwich Tack Company and 55 others, citi- 
zens Of Sandwich, Massachusetts, in relation 
to appointments and removals from public 
offices; salaries, perquisites, moieties, &c.;and 
seizure of private books aud papers. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The memorial of 
Hon. J. M. Gregory, of Illinois, asking a 
grant for military education. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
dependent mother of 


Jefferson Storms, deceased, praying a pension. 
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Also, the petition of Captain John Welsh, 
of Tennessee, raying relief. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of Augustus 
Pollack and others, of Wheeling, West Vir- 
ginia, praying a reduction of the tax on stogie 


cigars. 

“By Mr. ELDRIDGE: The petition of C. 
B. Dodge and 104 others, citizens of the State 
of Wisconsin, protesting against the amend- 
ment of the Federal Constitution by incorpor- 
ating in ita ‘recognition of God as the source 
of all authority and power in civil government, 
and of the Lord Jesus Christ as the Ruler 
among the nations, and His revealed will as 
of supreme authority.” 

Also, the memorial of E. B, Bolens, esq., 
of Juneau, in the county of Dodge in the 
State of Wisconsin, for the passage of an act 
that persons known as dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals may receive by mail such quan- 
tities as they may require in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage 
thereon as reeeived at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications weigh- 
ing four ounces, who pay quarterly in advance. 

By Mr. FORKER: Resolutions of the New 
Jersey Legislature, requesting Congress to 
pass a law authorizing the purchase of the 
Hall of Independence and the square of ground 
on which it stands in the city of Philadelphia, 
to be dedicated to the Republic of the United 
States, and consecrated to the perpetuation of 
constitutional liberty and independence. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, requesting an appropriation for the 
removal of obstructions to navigation in the 
Delaware river. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, requesting an appropriation for the 
purchase of a lot and the erection thereon_of 
a suitable public building at Trenton, New 
Jersey, for the proper accommodation of the 

ost office, assessors, pension agency, and the 

Tnited States district and circuit courts. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of B. O. Shou, publisher, for an amend- 
ment to the postage laws. 

By Mr. ILALE: The remonstrance of Chase, 
Barker & Co., and citizens of Castine, Maine, 
against any change in the bounds of the Pas- 
camaquoddy customs district. 

Also, the remonstrance of B. A. Barnard 
and others, to the same effect. 

By Mr. HAY: The petition of Charles L. 
Spencer, praying an amendment of the one hun- 
dred and sixty-second section of the revised 
codification of the postal laws. ` 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The petition of J. H. 
Ela; that the Secretary of the Interior may þe 
authorized to settle an account. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of H. H. Hunnewell and others, to 
reduce or repeal the duties on ornamental 
trees, shrubs, plants, and seeds imported from 
abroad. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Made- 
leine Victor Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear 
Admiral Dahlgren, for compensation for the 
adoption and use by the United States Navy 
of certain inventions of Rear Admiral Dahl- 
gren relating to ordnance. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of John S. 
Emery & Co., asking an American register for 
the bark Alice Tarlton. 

Also, the petition of Philander Tolmare and 
others, asking an amendment of the laws regu- 
lating appointments and removals from public 
offices. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of 
Chill W. Hazzard, of Monongahela City, Penn- 
splyania, praying that section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the revised codification of the 
postal laws may be amended. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of C. M. 
Kenton, of Shreve, Wayne county, Ohio, pray: 
ing an amendment to the postal laws. ` 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of William E. 
Osborne, asking for an amendment of the 
postal laws. 
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i tion of the claims of 


papers. : 
{| By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Mary 
Anna Shultz, widow of George W. Shultz, who 


died of yellow fever at Key West, Florida, 
while in the naval service, asking a pension. 

By Mr. RICE, of Illinois: The petition of 
W. A. Trower, publisher of the Shelby County 
Leader, of Shelbyville, Illinois, for a change 
in the postal laws. 

Also, the petition of Charles L. Bangs and 
Emma T. Bangs, publishers of the News Let- 
ter, of Hillsborough, Illinois, for a change in 
the postal laws. 


By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of | 


type-founders, against the reduction of the 
tariff on printing types. 

By Mr. SUTHE 
from Ontonagon, Michigan, and other places, 
asking that a liberal appropriation be made 
for the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of Ontonagon river and Lake Supe- 
rior, Michigan. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of Fin- 
ley W. Munson a soldier in the war of 1861, 
for bounty, &c. 

By Mr. WALLACE: The petition of James 
Adger & Co. and a large number of mer- 
chants of the city of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, in regard to appointments to public oflice, 
emoluments of public offices, and seizure of 
private papers by Government officers. 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: ‘The petition of | 


R. P. Summers 
tractor in 1861. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of Joseph Stafford and 43 others, citizens of 
Gallia county, Ohio, and workers in iron, 
farmers, &c., praying the repeal of all duties 
on tea and coffee, and for such an adjust: 
ment of the tariff Jaws as will encourage and 
defend every home industry and foster the 


for pay due him as mail con- 


| interests of American labor. 


By Mr. YOUNG: The memorial of the 
mayor and citizens of Atlanta, 
an appropriation for public buildings, and also 
a proposed plan for said buildings. 


——— 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 10, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Mr. 
Beasrry in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. BUTLER, 
D.D. ; 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: 
the House the session of 
debate only in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, no business whatever to be trans- 
acted. The gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Wiisoy] is entitled to the foor. 

INDIANA’S CLAIM ON TWO PER CENT. FUND, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, on 


the 22d of January last the following memorial 
of the Governors of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois 


| was referred to the Committee on the J udiciary: 


. STATE OF ĪLLINOIS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
SPRINGFIELD, January 4, 1872. 


Senators and Representatives in Congress: 
We respectfully request your, favorable considera- 
i f Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to 
two fifths of the five per cent. received into the 


national Treasury from the proceeds of the public 


lands sold in said States respectively, being a part ; 


of the five per cent. granted to them in their en- 
abling acts, and for all of which the States rendered 
a large equivalent in refraining from taxing said 
lands for five years. after they were disposed of to 
individuals. In making this request we eannot 
doubt it will receive, as it deserves, your approval. 
Certainly no good reason can be assigned why the 


RLAND: Sundry petitions ; 


Georgia, for |! 


By order of | 
to-day is for general | 


|| withhold payment would be to discriminate unjustly 


j 


claims should not be allowed and paid by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to these eae To 


against our own States, and this, we earnestly insist, 
would be a great wrong. Wedo not rororo how: 
ever, to reargue the question, for that would be a 
work of supererogation. Let it suffice to.say that. 
we hold it to be a legal axiom that the act. of March 
3, 1857, entitled “‘An act to settle certain accounts 


i| between the United States and the State of Missis- 
i| sippi and other States,” commands the statement. 


allowance, and payment of what has not been paid 
of these accounts, without abatement or discount, 
and we ask you shall declare that to be the -truo 
construction of said act, to the ond that it maybe 
respected and executed. Itis difficult to understand 


i how any doubts should ever have been expressed as 


to the correct meaning of the legislation, and to you 
we appeal, in behalf of our respective States, for 
that justice to which they are clearly entitled, 
Believing you will promptly render it, and thus 
place the States in which public lands were located 
on an approximate equality at least, and respect the 
obligations of the United States to the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, we subseribe ourselves, yours, 


most respectfully, 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
Governor of {ilinois. 
CONRAD BARER, 
overnor Of LNAUANU: 
R. B. HAYES, 
Governor of Clua, 
And on the same day a joint resolution was 
referred to the same committee, which is now 
brought to the, attention of the House, the 
intention of which is to declare the true con- 
struction of the act approved March 3, 1857, 
referred to in this memorial. It is as follows: 
Joint resolution declaring the true construction of » 
statute, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the true intent and meaning of the 
second section of the act approved March 3, 1857, 
entitled “An act to settle certain accounts between 
the United States and the State of Mississippi and 
other States,” is that all the other States, to wit, 
Ohio, Indiana, and [linois, which have not received 
the fall amount of their five per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the sale of public lands lying within 
their respective limits, as mentioned in their several 
enabling acts,-in money, shall have their accounts 
stated, both on the public lands and reservations, 
‘and such cash balance as has not been paid to said 
States allowed and paid. 


Before reading the act to be construed by 
this resolution, the attention of the House is 
asked to certain legislative acts out of which 
the claims in question and others of precisely 
similar character arose. 

On the 30th of April, 1802, (2 Statutes-at- 
Large, p. 178; 2 Brightley’s Digest, p. 707,) 
Congress passed the act for the admission 
of Ohio into the Union. The portion of that 
act material to the matter under consider- 


H ation is as follows: 


“3 That the following propositions be, and the 
same aro offered to the convention of the eastern 
State of said Territory, when formed, for their free 
acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted by the 
convention, shall be obligatory upon, the United 


States :’” 

“Third, That one twentieth part of the net pro- 
ceeds of the lands lying within the said State sold by 
Congress from and after the 30th day of June next, 
after deducting all expenses incident to the sane, 
shall be applied to the laying out and making publie 
roads leading from the navigable waters emptying 
into the Atlantic, to the Ohio, to the said State, and 
through the same, such roads to be laid out under 
the authority of Congress, with the consent of the 
several States through which the road shall pass: 
Provided always, That the three foregoing propo- 
sitions herein offered are on the condition that the 
convention of the seid State shall provide, by an 
ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States, that every and each tract of land sold 
by Congress, from and after the 30th day of June next, 
shall be and remain exempt from any tax laid by 
order or under authority, of the State, whether by 
State, county, or township, or any other purpose 
whatever, for the term of five years from and after 
the day of sale.” 


By the second section of the act of March 3, 
1803, provision was made for paying three per 
cent. of the proceeds of these lands to the 
State of Ohio, to be applied exclusively in the 
construction, &e., of roads within the State. 
(See 2 Statutes, p. 226.) 

On the 19th of April, 1816, (see 3 Statutes, 
p.289; 1 Brightley's Digest, p- 413,) the act was 
passed to enable Indiana to become a State. 
‘Lhe provisions of that act material to the ques- 
tion being considered areas follows : 


“3 That the following propositions be, and. the 
same are hereby, offered to the convention of the 
said Territory of Indiana, when formed, for their 
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free acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted by 
the convention, shall be obligatory upon the United 
States.” Æ * $ * * * * + 
“Third. That five per cent. of the net, proceeds 
‘`of the lands Jying within the said. Territory, and 
which shall be sold by Congress from and after the 
tst day of December next, after deducting all ex- 
penses incident to the same, shall be reserved for 
making public roads and canals, of which three- 
fifths shall be applied to those objects within the 
said State under the direction of the Legislature 


thereof, and two fifths tothe making of a road lead- | 


ing tothesaid State under the direction of Congress.” 
we Ok * * * x $ $ + * 


“And provided always, That the five foregoing 
provisions, herein offered, are on the conditions 
that the convention of the said State shall provide 

yan ordinance, irrevocable without the consent 
of the United States, that every and each tract of 

land sold by the United States, from and after the 
ist day of December next, shall be and remain ex- 
` empt from any tax, laid by order or under any 
authority of the State, whether by State, county or 
township, or any other purpose whatever, for the 
term of five years from and after the day of sale.” 


On the Ist of March, 1817, (see 3 Statutes, 
p- 848; 1 Brightley’s Digest, p. 639,) the act 
was passed for the admission of Mississippi. 

On the 18th of April, 1818, (see 3 Statutes, 


p. 428; 1 Brightley’s Digest, p. 309,) the act || 


was passed for the admission of the State of 
Illinois. ; : ; 
On the 2d of March, 1819, (see 3 Statutes, 
p. 489; 1 Brightley’s Digest, p. 27,) the act 
was passed for the admission of Alabama. 
On the 6th of March, 1820, (3 Statutes, p. 

545,) the act was passed for the admission of 

Missouri, 

Hach of these contain the same provisions 

as to five per cent. of the sales of public lands 

- and conditions as to taxation as are contained 
in the Ohio and Indiana acts just referred to. 

The enabling acts of other States contained 
similar provisions; but the torepoing are suf- 
ficient for a full understanding of the question 
now under consideration. Here, it will þe 
seen, was a distinct proposition presented by 
the Government of the United States for accept- 
ance or rejection by each of the States I have 
named, that five per cent. of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands should be set 
apart for the specific purposes named in these 
acts, upon condition that these States should 
bind themselves respectively by an irrevoca- 
ble ordinance not to tax such lands for five 
years.. 

This proposition was accepted by these 
States; they bound themselves not to tax the 
lands ‘as they were required, and thus an agree- 
ment or compact was formally entered into; 
and in good faith each of these States has 
kept and performed it. There has never been 
any prétense to the contrary. Each had re- 
ceived, prior to 1855, three fifths of this five 
per cent. of the proceeds of sales, and they now 
claim that the other two fifths of the five per 
cent., or in other words two per cent. of the 
proceeds of these sales the United States was 
bound to expend in constructing roads as pro- 
vided for by the respective enabling acts; 
that the United States has not done so, and 
therefore is liable to pay the same to each 
State respectively. 

What Ihave said shows the origin and nature 
of these claims, and now the question will be 
considered as to their validity as an aid to the 
interpretation of the statute in question. The 
first question is whose money was this two per 
cent. fund? And there can be but one answer 
toit. It was the money of these State. They 
gave for it an adequate consideration. ‘The 
United States desired to stimulate emigration 
and the purchase and settlement of these lands, 
and therefore proposed to these States respect- 
ively that they should relinquish the right of 
taxation for five years, and in consideration 
therefor five per cent. of the proceeds of the 
sales of the lands should be expended in the 
construction of roads, three fifths under the 
direction of the Legislatures, and two fifths 
under the direction of Congress. As I have 
before stated, that proposition was accepted by 
the States, and the compact or agreement thus 


made has been faithfully kept and performed 


by them. 


Now, it makes no difference by what name 
| this fund may be called. It is immaterial 
whether it is called a trust fund or a reserva- 
tion. It is plain that it was for the benefit of 
the States respectively. To get the benefit of 
it they gave up a valuable right, the right of 
taxation for five years. : . 

This two per cent. was not to go into the 
general Treasury of the United States. No 
provision was ever made to place it there, nor 


| could any such have been made without a vio- 


lation of the agreement, butit was to be applied 
to a particular purpose. Suppose now that it 
was not so applied, whose would it be? The 
answer must be that equitably, if not legally, it 
would belong to these States. ‘I'he United 
States was by the compact to apply it. There- 
fore, the United States being intrusted with a 
fund to be used for the benefit of each of these 
States, was bound faithfully to apply it to the 
purposes stipulated for, and on failing to do 
so would become equitably bound to pay it to 
the States. : 

Now, the next question is, has the Govern- 
ment of the United States discharged this 
duty? There is no pretense that it has, unless 


H . . 
|| What was done in connection with the Cumber- 


land road may be so regarded, and it may be 
stated that the only reason ever urged by any 
one why this two per cent. should not be paid 
| to these States is that certain moneys were 
expended by the Government in the construc- 
tion of that work. It has never been pretended 
that the Government ever attempted to dis- 
charge this duty or trust unless it was in the 
construction of that road. Ifit was not done 
in that way, it never was done. Itis necessary, 
therefore, to examine whether it was done in 
that way. 

The question must here be considered 
what was necessary to be done by the United 
States to constitute a performance of this duty 
or trust on her part. ‘To all intents and pur- 
poses the United States was a trustee, charged 
with the duty of expending this money accord- 
ing to the letter and spirit of the agreement ; 
and what was that? Would any one suppose 
| that it ever was contemplated that enterprises 
should be projected so vast in their extent and 
nature that the expenditure of this fund thereon 
would be productive of no beneficial results 
to the States; that its expenditure thereon 
would be its mere waste, and then that the 
whole should be abandoned? Was that what 
these. States contracted for? Certainly not. 
They were contracting for highways, means 
of intercommunication between these States 
respectively and other States, for highways, 
of which the use should be free, and which 
would afford facilities for travel and the trans- 
portation of commodities. That this is what 
was in the minds of the contracting parties 
the legislation of Congress and the history of 
the period most conclusively prove. Look at 
the Ohio enabling act, and see what road was 
provided for there. It was a road or roads 
‘leading from the navigable waters empty- 
ing into the Atlantic to the State of Ohio,” and 
‘through the same.” ‘Then, as now, the 
importance of easy communication between 
these interior States and the Atlantic sea- 
board was well understood, and that wag what 
the State of Ohio was contracting for when 
she gave up her right to tax land. 

The States of Indiana, and Illinois, and Mis- 
souri, respectively, stipulated for the construc- 
tion of a road or roads to those States. Each 
of these States contracted separately, and each 
was entitled to have the contract performed 
by ihe United States according to its letter and 
spirit. ; 

Now, it is safe to assume either of two pro- 
positions: if the Government of the United 
| States undertook to perform the agreement 
by using the two per cent. fund. alone, then 
the work projected must be such in extent as 
thet the fund would substantially complete it, 
In other words, the: work must be commen- 
surate with the fund, Or if the Government 


assumed to perform this stipulation by laying 
out a great national highway, to complete 
which moneys of the United States were to be 
applied in addition to the two per cent. fund, 
then she must appropriate money and complete 
that work before her contract can be regarded 
as performed. i 

The roads were what these States were enti- 
tled to, and the United States was bound in 
good faith to so expend the money as that the 
States would get them. There was no right 
on the part of the United States to waste thig 
money, or give it away, or to give away the 
products, of its expenditure. 

The Government ofthe United States selected 
a mode in which it would comply with the stip- 
ulations with these States, and having selected 
it, was bound to substantially carry it out, 

Ohio was admitted in 1802, In 1806, and 
before either of the other States was admitted, 
the Cumberland road project was originated. 
(See act of March 29, 1804, 2 United States 
Statutes, 857.) That act is entitled: 

* An act to regulate the laying out and making a 
road from Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to 
the State of Ohio.” 

The. sixth section of this act appropriates 
$30,000 to defray the expense of laying out 
and making said road and provides that this 
sum shall be first paid out of the Ohio two per 
cent. fund, and, secondly, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

By an act passed February 14, 1810, (2 Stat- 
utes, p. 555,) $60,000 were appropriated to be 
expended on this road between Cumberland, 
Maryland, and Brownsville, Pennsylvania, to 
be paid out of the Ohio two per cent. fund. 

By an act passed March 8, 1811, (2 Statutes, 
p. 661,) there was appropriated the sum of 
$50,000 to be expended between Cumberland 
and Brownsville, and to be paid out of the two 
per cent. fund of Ohio. 

By an act passed May 6, 1812, (2 Statutes, p. 
730,) the sum of $30,000 was appropriated to 
beexpended between Cumberland and Browns- 
ie to be paid out of the Ohio two per cent. 
und. 

By an act passed February 14, 1816, (3 Stat- 
utes, p. 206,) the sum of $100,000 was appro- 
priated to be applied on this road between Cum- 
berland and Brownsville, to be paid out of the 
Ohio two per cent. fund. 

By an act approved April 14, 1818, (8 Stat- 
utes, p. 426.) there was appropriaed $52,984 60 
for claims due and unpaid on account of this 
road, and $260,000 to meet demands to become 
due. These stims were to be paid out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

From time to time, after the admission of 
the States of Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri, 
provisions were made for continuing the Cum- 
berland road westwardly from the Ohio river 
to the capital of Missouri, and appropriations 
were made, to be replaced out of the two per 
cent. funds of these States. All of this shows 
that the construction of this road from Cum- 
berland, Maryland, to the capital of Missouri, 
as a great national highway, was the mode in 
which ihe United States undertook to comply 
with the stipulations with these States on’ 
account of these two per cent. funds. Hav- 
ing selected. that mode of discharging this 
trust, the Government was bound in good 
faith to complete it. 

This question, as to what was required of 
the United States in the performance of the 
obligations imposed by these enabling acts, 
came before Congress in the year 1840, and 
also in 1846, when it was being considered 
whether or not thé construction of the Cum- 
berland road should be abandoned, 

In the Senate, in 1840, the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, in a report on that subject 
propound the followivg question. I read from 
Senate report No. 160, first session, Twenty- 
Sixth Congress, volume four: 

‘Is the General Government bound in good faith, 


under the compacts with the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Ulinois, and Missouri, to complete this work?” 
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And after an able discussion of this ques- 
tion state the answer as follows: 

“The committee therefore maintain that theGov- 
ernment was bound by the compacts to finish the 
work, whether the two per cent, of the net proceeds 
of the sales of tho public lands was sufficient to com- 
plete it on her scale or not.” 

In 1846 the same question was again before 
Congress, and the character of these compacts 
between the United States and the States of 
‘Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri was 
again reviewed ; this time by the House Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, and again the 
doctrine was affirmed that the General Gov- 
ernment under these compacts was bound to 
complete thisroad. Irefer to House Report, 
No. 211, 1846, volume two. 

This committee recommended that the trust 
imposed on the United. States should be dele- 
gated to the States, and that an appropriation 
of a little less than four million acres of public 
lands be made for the purpose of its com- 

pletion. The committee say: 

“ An appropriation of less than four million acres 
of public lands will satisfy the expectations of and 
fulfillthe conditions of the compacts with the four 
million people inhabiting the four great western 
States, and thus give this subject a final quietus. 
That they will be silent with such solemn guaran- 
tees in their power to plead, until the conditions of 
the compacts arefulfilled pr compromised, may not 
reasonably be expected.” 

These constructions of the compacts between 
the General Government and these States are 
entitled to the greater weight because of the 
times when and the circumstances under 
which they were made. That the road never 
was completed, or even approximately com- 
pleted, is a fact so well known that it is only 
necessary to state it. It not only never was 
completed, but was abandoned to the States 
respectively through which it passed. All con- 
trol over what there was of it was abandoned 
by the United States, and it became subject to 
the exclusive control of the States respectively 
through which it passed, with the power to 
exact tolls, &c., for its use. All of the prop- 
erty that had been created in Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, and Pennsylvania, by the expenditure 
of the money of Ohio thereon, was given to 
those States. No road ever was constructed 
‘¢to”? Indiana, nor was any constructed ‘to? 
Illinois. The enterprise which was to be a 
compliance with these stipulations was pro- 
jected upon a grand scale, but the failure to 
complete it, or even substantially to do so, and 
its abandonment, was a confession of failure 

-to perform that which had been adopted as 
the mode in which the agreement with these 
States respectively was to be performed, and 
there being a failure to perform by the United 
States, the money ought to be refunded. 

Thus far this question ‘has been considered 
generally with reference to these States. If 
considered as a separate proposition, with re- 
ference to each State, the right of each to the 
money is none the less apparent. ` 

Take the case of the State of Ohio. The 
original stipulation was to build to and through 
that State. But it may be said that afterward 
three fifths of the five per cent. was entirely 
relinquished to that State to be expended in 
building roads in the State, and that thereby the 
United States was released from construction 
through that State. 

Tf that is conceded it does not in any degree 
weaken the claim of Ohio. This three fifths 
being relinquished to the control of the Legis- 
lature, congressional control over it ceased, 
and the State might expend it as seemed fit 
to. the Legislature; but it could not be con- 
tended that this would release the United States 
from the obligation to expend the remaining 
two per cent. in constructing a road to the 
State. Now, let it be conceded that the road 
was constructed to the State. If it was, then, 
to the extent that Ohio funds were used, it was 
the property of Obio; and by every intend- 
ment of the arrangement between the United 
States and that State, the latter was entitled to 
the untrammeled, untaxed use of it. But the 


| and the State of Alabama,” approved the 2 


United States ceded it to Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, and Maryland, assumed to give away, 
and did in fact give away the property of Ohio, 
and thus the very object which that State had 


right of taxation. was defeated.” 

_ Will it be said that the trustee can thus deal 
with the property of the cestuy que trust? If it 
were a case between individuals, no court 
would hesitate to compel the trustee to account 
for the money. 

But it may be argued that the road in the 
State of Ohio was ceded to that State, and that 
the State having received the benefit of it 
should not be allowed this two per cent. 
The answer to this is easy. It is not to be 
presumed that the United States would ina 
matter of this kind seek to make unjust dis- 
criminations between different States. On 
the contrary, it must be presumed she would 
deal with all alike. Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
and Maryland had no two per cent. funds; 


| the road in these States was given to them 


outright. It cost them nothing. Ohio had 
this two per cent. fund, and if the cession of 
the road in Ohio to that State is to be made a 
set-off against this two per cent. claim it places 
the United States in the position of making 
Ohio pay for her road, while that of Penn- 
sylvania, Virginia, and Maryland is a gracious 
gift to them, Such a discrimination against 
Ohio never was intended and would have been 
resented as an insult if it had been proposed. 
The same is true of Indiana and Illinois. 

One other fact is worthy of consideration. 
These expenditures on this Cumberland road 
never were kept in such a way as that an 
account ever could be made up with either of 
these States on that account, and in point of 
fact no account was kept in which any charge 
was made against this two per cent. fund of 
either State. The whole was thrown into 
hotehpot, and confused with expenditures out 
of the appropriations from the ‘Treasury, and 
was expended here, there, and everywhere 


along this road without reference to the stip-. 


ulations with these States. 

Thus it is apparent that the United States 
had in no sense complied with the agreements 
with these States, and was in no position to 
resist a demand from them respectively for 
this two per cent. fand, and after the whole 
work had been abandoned, and it was known 
that this road was never to be completed, 
Congress, as I claim, conceded the obligation 
of the Government to pay the money by the 
passage of the act which itis the purpose of 
the resolution now under consideration to 
construe. 
An act to settle certain accounts between the Uni- 


ted States and the State of Mississippi and other , 


States. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United. States of America in Congress | 


assembled, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, required to state 


an account between the United States and the State | 


of Mississippi, for the purpose of ascertaining what 
sum or sums of money are due to said State, hereto- 
fore unsettled, on account of the public lands in 
said State, and upon the same principles of allow- 
ance and settlements prescribed in the “Act to 
settle certain accounts between the United States 

o 
March, 1855; and that he be required to include 


i in said account the said reservations undor the 


various treaties with the Chickasaw and Choctaw 
Indians within the limits of Mississippi, and allow 
and pay to the said State five per cent. thereon, 
as in case of other sales, estimating the lands at 
the value of $1 25 per acre. À 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the said 
Commissioner shall also state an account between 
the United States and each of the other States upon 
the same principles, and shall allow and pay to each 
State such amount as shail thus be found due, esti- 
mating all lands and permanent reservations at $1 25 
per acre. 7 

Approved, March 3, 1857. 


The Alabama act referred to in the frst 
section above is in the language following: 


An act to settle certain accounts between the Uni- 
ted States and the State of Alabama. 


Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Represent- | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the Commissioner of the General | 


Land Office be, and he is hereby, required to state 


That act is in the words following: | 


i 


i 


f 


an account between the United States and the State 
of Alabama, for the purpose of ascertaing what sum 
or sums of money are duc to. said State, heretofore 
unsetiled, under the sixth section of the act‘iof 


and i \| March 2, 1819, for tho admission of. Alabama i 
in view, and for which she relinquished the | ude. in 


the Union; and that he be required to include, in 
said account the several reservations under the 
various treaties with the Chickasaw, Choctaw, and 
Creek indians within the limits of Alabama, and 
allow.and pay to the said State five per cent. thereon 
as in the case of other States. 

The language of these acts would hardly 
seem to admit of construction. It seems to 
be explicit, and yet the fact that many years 
have elapsed, and still the accounts of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois have net been made up, 
indicates that there is controversy on the sub- 
ject. i 

After the passage of the act of 1857, under 
the second section, the State of Illinois asked 
to have her account made up just as was pro- 
vided for forthe States of Alabama and Miş- 
sissippi, and it has not yet been done. Et 
becomes necessary, therefore,.to ascertain the 
true meaning of this second section of the act 
of 1857, for which purpose the true meaning 
of the Alabama act must be first ascertained. 

Alabama had a five per cent. fund just as 
had Ohio, Indiana, and illinois, for which she 
relinquished the right of taxation, as did those 
States. Now examine the Alabama act. Its 
title is, ‘‘An act to settle certain accounts 
between the United States and the State of Ala- 
bama,” and the Commissioner of the Land 
Office is required to state an account ‘for the 
purpose of asccrtaining what sum or sums 
of money are due to said State heretofore un- 


‘settled, under the sixth section of March 2, 


1819,” and to include in said account the sev- 
eral reservations, &c., and pay to the State 
five per cent. thereon, 

The sixth section of the enabling act here 
referred to provides— 

“That five per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
lands lying within said territory, and which shall be 
sold by Congress from and after the first day of Sep- 
tember, 1819, shall be reserved for making publie 
roads, &e., of which three fifths shall be applied to 
those objects within the said State, under the direc~ 
tion of the Legislature thereof, and two fifths to the 
making of a road or roads leading to the said State, 
under the direction of Congress”? 

Inthis connection itis but fair to state the con- 
struction which has been given to this act by 
the acting Secretary of the Interior, (Hon. W. 
T. Otto,) and the reasons given by him there- 
for, and upon which a settlement with Illinois 
was refused and is withheld from Indiana and 
Obio. His construction of the Alabama act, 
and of the first section of the act of 1857, which 
relates to a settlement with the State of Missis- 
sippiis that, thoseacts have no reference to set- 
tlements for land sold, but only refer to set- 
tlements for Indian reservations, and. that 
those acts were only intended to provide that 
these reservations should be treated as lands 
sold, and settled for accordingly. He bases 
thisconstruction upon the sixteenth and seven- 
teenth sections of the act of September 4, 
1841. Those sections are to the effect that 
the two per cent. fund of those States was 
thereby relinquished to those States respect- 
ively. Therefore, argues the Secretary, there 
was no necessity for any legislation in 1855 to 
secure to Alabama her five per cent. on the 
sales of landsin that State; nor was there in’ 
1857 any necessity to legislate to secure to 
Mississippi five per cent. on sales in that 
State, and he therefore concludes that the 
Alabama act and the first section of the actof 
1857 only were intended to provide that res: 
ervations should be treated as lands sold, and 
that the statement of accounts provided for 
only had reference to such reservations. 

That this ig a most strained and unreason- 
able construction is apparent from the very 
language of these acts. The title of the act 
of 1855 is ‘An act to settle-certain accounts 
between the United States and the State of 
Alabama.’’ 

It was not simply an account that was to be: 
settled, but, ‘accounts’! were to be settled 5 
and this is followed by the explicit direction to 
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the Commissioner to make up an account for |; 
the purpose of ascertaining what sum or sums 
of money are due to said State under.the sixth |; 
section of the act of March 2, 1819, for the | 
admission of Alabama into the Union. 

-This sixth section provides that five per cent. 
of the net proceeds of the lands lying within 
said ‘territory, and “which shall be sold by 
Congress, shall be reserved” for the purpose 
of making roads, &c., (a similar provision as | 
that made with the ‘States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois.) In making up this account with 
the State of Alabama under the act of 1855; | 
the Commissioner is directed, as plainly as lan- 
guage can express it, to embrace in it “lands | 
sold.’? Can it be possible that this plain and } 
positive language is to be entirely eliminated 
trom this actby construction? But this isnot 
all that is to enter into this account, for the | 
act further directs him as follows: 

"And that he be required to include in said account 
the several reservations under the various Indian 
treaties,” &e. 

What then is he required to do? He is: 
required to make up an account embracing | 
two items. 

First. An account for lands sold. 

Second. An account for Indian reservations, 
treating them as lands sold, and whatever was |! 
found due on these accounts was to be paid to |! 
the State of Alabama. ; 

It is no answer to this to say that there was | 
nothing due to that State on account of lands 
sold. Congress, by this statute, directed the | 
Commissioner to investigate that question, | 
and if anything was due to pay it. Would any | 
one pretend to say that if something had been | 
found due on account of ‘lands sold” the 
Commissioner could not embrace it in this || 
account he was required to make up? Cer- |! 
tainly not; and if not, it is impossible to say 
that this act only referred to reservations. 

This account between the United States and |! 
the State of Alabama was to embrace “ lands 
sold” and ‘‘ reservations.” 

By the first section of the act of 1857 pro- 
vision was made for a settlement with the 
State of Mississippi. ‘Ihe title is ‘An act to 
settle certain accounts,” &¢., and the Commis- 
sioner is required to state an account— 

“For the purpose of ascertaining what sum or 
sums.of money are due to said State, heretofore un- 
settled, on account of the public lands in said State, 
and upon the same principles ofallowance and settle- 
ments prescribed inthe act to settle certain accounts 
between the United States and the Stateof Alabama, 
and to include in said account the reservations,” &c. 

- If possible this language is more unmis- 
takable than that in the Alabama act. It is | 
an act, by its title, to settle accounts. It pro- 
vides for ascertaining what “sum” or “ sums” 
of money aredue. The account is to be made 
up. upon the same principles of allowance and | 
settlements as in the case of Alabama. (‘The 
plural form of expression pervading this sec- 
tion is important to be noted, for it not enly 
strongly sustains the construction declared by 
the resolution, but refutes the theory ‘of the 
Acting Secretary, to whose opinion reference | 
has already been made, as will be presently 
shown.). This account is to show the amount | 
due on “account of public lands,” “and to | 
include”? the reservations. | 

Having thus considered the Alabama act and 
the first section of the act of March, 1857, the || 
attention of the House is called to the precise 
language of the second section: 

“Sno. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Commissioner shall also state an account between 
the United States and each of the other States upon 
the same principles, and shall allow and pay to each 
State such amount as shall thus be found due, esti- || 


mating all lands and permanent reservations at 
$1 25 per acre,” f 


ws 


‘* Each of the other States” is to be settled | 
with “upon the same principles” as Alabama || 
and Mississippi, an& all lands and permanent 
reservations are to be estimated at $1 25 per 
acre, - 

There would seem to be but little room for 
construction here; vet the acting Secretary in [I 


! before the Interior Department, says: 


lj pointed out but one. 


| acre. 


! ‘fJands’’ here use 


li whole argument upon which the refusal to state 


| resting upon the General Government in con- 
i nection with this road. Two committees had 


| had been done. 
| fore 
| the two per cent. fund of these States on 


his argument, when the-claim of Illinois was 


“The second section requires that the Commis- 
sioner should state an account between the United 
States and each of the other States upon the same 
principle.” : i 

Tt will be observed that he uses the singular 
number, *‘ principle,” while the plural, ‘‘prin- 
ciples,’ is used in the statute; then he pro- 
ceeds as follows: 

s r inciple? The obvious. answer is, 

the yrinaole “shat the land reserved under the In- 
dian treaties should be regarded asso much land 
sold by the United States, and should be estimated 
at $1 25 per acre.” 
That is one principle upon which the ac- 
count is to be made up; but the act provides 
that it shall be made up upon the same prin- 
ciples. What is the other principle that is to 
enter into this account? The-act contemplates 
at least two, and the acting Secretary has 
The principle he points 
out is, that lands reserved shall be regarded 
as lands sold.. That far he is undoubtedly 
correct, but the plural language shows that 
that is not all that is to go into this account, 
What the other item is, is not only shown by 
the Alabama act, and the first section of the 
act of 1857, but is even more plainly shown | 
by the language of this second section, for let 
it be particularly observed that in making up 
this account with each of the other States he 
is expressly directed to estimate “ all lands ” 
and ‘‘ permanent reservations’? at $1 25 per 
How can it be said in the face of this 
language that this enactment refers only to 
“ reservations?’ j 

Nothing can be plainer than that the term 
dé means the lands out of 
which the five per cent, fund was reserved 
under the enabling acts, and that it refers to 
lands sold as contemplated by those acts, in 
contradistinetion to reservations. This lan- 
guage in itself is a complete refutation of the 


the account of Illinois was based. 

There is another feature of this act that 
should not be overlooked; that is, the entire 
omission of everything in relation to any set- 
off against this account that is to be made up, 
on account of expenditures on the Cumber- 
Jand road, or on any other aceount whatever. 
Lands and reservations were to be estimated 
at $1 25 per acre and paid for. If they had 
already been paid for by expenditures on thé 
Cumberland road, such an act never would 
have been passed. If those expenditures were 
to have been taken into consideration’in mak- 
ing up this account, this act would have given 
the Commissioner some directionson that sub- 
ject. 

In the absence of any provisions on the sub- 
ject, it must be considered that the United 
States was making no claim on that account 
against this two per cent. fund. The act being 
silent on the subject, it is not easy to see how 
such expenditures could be taken into con- 
sideration, either in making up the account or 
in construing the act itself. Norcan this silence 
be regarded as an oversight. As before shown, 
the attention of Congress had twice before been 
directly attracted to the obligations that were 


advised Congress that the Government, under 
these compacts, was bound to complete this 
road. ‘Lhe fact was notorious that this had 
never been done; that the Government had 
utterly failed to perform her agreements, ac- 
cording to their letter or spirit; that she had 
abandoned the work, had given away what 
I The Government was, there- 
» in no situation to make any claim against 


account of these expenditures, and could not, | 
with any show of justice, have required them 
to be taken into the account. “Hence the 
silence on this subject; that silence is a con- 
fession that there was no valid set-off against 
these two per cent. claims, 


i 


-It seems to me that the conclusion is irresist- 
ible that this second section means what is 
declared to be its meaning by the resolution. 
This resolution was before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Forty-First Congress, and its 
passage recommended by that committee in a 
very able and convincing report made by my 
colleague [Mr. Kerr.] When the claim of Jlli- 
nois was before the Department of the Inte- 
rior Mr. Lincoln wrote the following letter in . 
relation to it: 


Executive Maysyox 
WASHINGTON, August 26, 1862. 
Hon. SECRETARY INTERIOR: 

Illinois has again presented her claim for the 
two percent. Ido not thinkit gracious in her to do 
so ai this time of our national troubles. My opinion 
of the law has undergone no change. I think the 
law is with the State. I therefore desire you to take 
up the case and act uponit as you may think the 


law is. A. LINCOLN. 


Written opinions sustaining the claim of the 
State of Illinois under this second section have 
been given by Hon. Caleb Cushing, Hon. Wil- 
liam M. Evarts, Hon. B. R. Curtis, and other 
eminent jurists; and to all this may be added 
the fact that the State of Missouri, which wag 
in the same category with Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, and had a five per cent. fund subject 
to precisely the same conditions, has been 
settled with by act of Congress, ignoring all 
expenditures on account of the Cumberland 
road, the committee placing the report upon 
the ground that the Government had not per- 
formed her compact, and could not, therefore, 
ask a set-off on account of expenditures on 
that road. . 

The Ilinois claim, which is supported by 
such eminent authority as that above referred 
to, and the Missouri claim, which has been 
settled already by congressional action, are 
no stronger than those of Ohio and Indiana. 
They are all alike meritorious. ‘This second 
section of the act of 1857 was obviously in- 
tended to provide for their settlement, and the 
House should so.declare by the passage of this 
resolution. : 

This two per cent. fund has been paid to all 
the States excepting Ohio, Indiana, and Jlli- 
nois, and I appeal to the House by the pas- 
sage of this- resolution to mete out to them 
the same measure of justice that has been 
granted to the other States for whose benefit 
such a fund had been provided. 


EDUOATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. McINTYRE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Globe additional remarks 
on the bill (H. R. No. 1043) to establish an 
educational fund and to apply the proceeds of 
the public lands to the education of the peo- 
ple. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BARRY, I move that the House now 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at one o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


` The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rale, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 


By Mr. BURCHARD: The 
Wilmot Scott and H, H. Hough 
Illinois, and John R. How 
illinois, praying that section 
sixty-two of the revised co 
postal laws be amended, 

Also, the joint resolution of the twenty- 
seventh General Assembly of the State of Hii- 
nois, requesting the Representatives and Sen- 
ators from. that State to endeavor to obtain the 
passage of an act transferring all the rights, 
privileges, and liabilities conferred on the State 
of Hlinois, aiding in the construction of arail- 
road from Chicago to Mobile, to the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi. 

By Mr. CREBS; The petition of George 
Fisher and 70 others, citizens of Union 


county; Illinois, praying a reduction of the 
tariff, 


petitions of D. 
ton, of Galena, 
lett, of Lanark, 
one hundred and 
dification of the 
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By Mr. HOAR: The petition of P. L. 
Moen and others, of Massachuseits, for civil 
service reform, &c. 

Also, the petition of Muiler Forehand and 
others, of Massachusetts, for increase of duty 
on imported cigars. 

By Mr. STORM: The remonstrance of An- 
drew Dolan and 279 others, citizens of the 
United States of Irish nativity, residing in 
Northampton county, Pennsylvania, protest- 
ing against an extension to this country of the 
British policy of free trade, which has ruined 
Jreland, and praying for increased protection 
for all industries that require it; and that in 
all changes of the tariff the interests of domes- 
tic industry shall be paramount to every other 
consideration. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, February 12, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last was read and approved. 


TINSLEY, VAN HORN AND CO., AND OTHERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
Jay before the Senate a bill received from the 
House of Representatives, which was read 
twice on Friday last and laid on the table at 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Buatr,] who desired action uponit. The 
bill will be read at length, subject to objection 
after its contents shall have been disclosed by 
the reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit be read for inform- 


ation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
847) for the relief of ‘Tinsley, Van Horn & 
Co., Glenn, Overall & Clark, and J. N. Hen- 
derson & Co., of Louisiana, Missouri. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘This bill passed the House of 
Representatives during the last Congress—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the Senator from Missouri whether it had not 
better be referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator 
that this bill was reported in the last Congress 
by the Committee on Finance in this body. It 
passed the House of Representatives during 
the last Congress, came to the Senate, was 
reported favorably by the Finance Committee, 
and failed simply for want of time. 

Again at this session it has passed the House 
of Representatives; and I do not think, after 
jt has had one examination and has been 
approved by the Committee on Finance of this 
body, it is necessary to refer it to the com- 
mittee again. I willstate that these parties 
are manufacturers of tobacco who gave their 
bond to pay a certain amount of duties upon 
it, but the whole material and their factory 
were destroyed by fire, and of course the 
tobacco never went upon the market, and they 
therefore ask relief from the duties which they 
gave their bonds to pay. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ihave some 
recollection of the case, and I have no doubt 
the Committee on Finance will report it back 
promptly and the reference will not cause any 
delay. The Committee on Finance meet to- 
morrow morning. IJ hope, therefore, the bill 
will be referred to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I present the petition 
of A. O. Wilson, publisher of the Jonesville 
City Times, of Jonesville, Wisconsin; also, 
the petition of Frank O. Wisner, of Columbia 
county, Wisconsin; also, a petition of Griffin 
& Streeter, publishers of the Waterloo Jour- 
nal, of Jefferson, Wisconsin; also, the peti- 
tion of George Wrizzleworth, publisher of 


the Dodgeville Chronicle, all praying a modi- | 


fication of the postal laws on behalf of country 


newspapers. . : 
The memorialists state that it has grown to 


: H. Little, of Wayne, Michigan, praying for 


be the habit of such papers to have them 
printed on one sidein some of the large towns, 
and then have them returned and printed on 
the other side with the local intelligence neces- 
sary for that paper; that by the present law 
they are compelled to pay, for the transmis- 
sion of these sheets, not the rates of news- 
papers, but as they would have to pay by weight 
for the transmission of any other merchan- 
dise. They therefore ask for a reform of the 
postal laws in this particular. I move the 
reference of these petitions to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of William L. Utley, praying to be released 
from the payment of a judgment rendered 
against him for acts performed by him as an 
officer of the volunteer forces during the late | 
rebellion; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of James Mor- | 
ris, praying that he be granted a pension; į 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions. 

He also presented a memorial of M. R. 
Hunt and A. W. Williams and others, work- 
ers in the National Iron Company’s furnace, 
citizens of De Pere, Wisconsin, remonstrating į 
against a change in the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing duties upon such arti- | 
cles as are successfully produced in this 


f 
country; which was referred to the Committee il 
{ 

i 


on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
A. E. Rindger, of Eaton county, Michigan, 
praying for a modification of the postal laws 
relative to the transmission of newspapers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel 


a modification of the postal laws relative to 
the transmission of newspapers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of the pub- 
lishers of the Quincy Times, of Branch county, | 
Michigan, praying for a modification of the | 
postal laws relative to the transmission of | 
newspapers; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also present a memo- | 
rial from citizens of Jackson, Michigan, and į 
likewise from citizens of Detroit, Michigan, | 
asking certain changes in our revenue laws; | 
and I wish to state here that while these gen- | 
tlemen are of the very highest respectability, 
all of them, I differ with them in their views 
to a considerable extent. For example, they | 
desire that ‘‘all perquisites and moieties to 
officers shall be abolished, as the inevitable 
effect of either is to demoralize the service, 
corrupt its servants, and even extend its per- 
nicious influence to the business community į 
at large.” : 

Mr. President, Iam an humble conyert to | 
moieties. I have given this subject very care- | 
ful examination for the last fourteen years, | 
and after careful examination I have made up | 
my mind deliberately that to grant the prayer | 
of these petitioners would cost the Treasury į 
on the northern, northeastern, aud northwest 
ern frontiers at least $20,000,000 a year, and 
I believe it would cost the Treasury in all the | 
United States more than fifty million dollars 
a year. 

Sir, smugglers as a class are not fools. 
They are the sharpest men you can find in the 
world perhaps. They resort to every kind of 
subterfuge in order to succeed in their business; 
and you have to meet them with equal sharp- 
negs. The smuggling is chiefly done by under- 
valuation, introducing false invoices. A con- 
fidential clerk says to himself, ‘‘ My employer 
ig making money illegally out of the Govern- 
ment; now, why should I not make a little 
money out of my employer?’ So he goes to 
a detective and says, *‘ Sir, if you will give me į 


| 


} 


l| not yet arrived. 
j there will be no smugglers, and consequently 
|! no use for detectives ; but until the millennium 


i 


one half your moiety I will tell you where you 
can seize $100,000." The detective, of course 

agrees to it at once, with the understanding, 
with the actual pledge, that under no circum. 
stances shall the real informant be known, It 
is this moiety that insures detection. Take 
away the moiety, and your officer will perform 
his duties in his office, but the sleepless vigil 
ance that is now necessary, and always. will 
be, will be done away with. ; 

When the millennium comes, I have no donb: 


| that we shall be able to avoid a great deal - 


that is now necessary; but the millennium has 
When the millennium comes 


does come, it will be necessary to watch and 
to be vigilant in order to prevent frauds every- 
where. 

Then, again, these parties ask for the aboli- 
tion of seizures. I will venture to say that 
take all over the United States-and out-of 
every hundred cases of seizure ninety-nine 
of the parties have been guilty. I have ao 
doubt’ that these laws may be modified, and 


| that they ought to be modified, but that they 
i; ought to be abolished, f do not and cannot 
j believe. 


I move the reference of these petitions to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Minnesota, praying a modifi¢ation of 


| the laws and regulations affecting and govern- 


ing appointments to and removals from public 
offices, the salaries, perquisites, and moieties 
of public officers, and the seizures of private 
books and papers; which was referred to.the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Moses H. 
Sydenham, of Kearney county, Nebraska, 
praying an amendment to section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the bill for the revision and 
consolidation of the statutes relating to the 
Post Office Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 


i| Roads. 


He also presented the petition of John M. 
Thomson, of Minnesota, praying an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the bill for the revision and consolidation of 


| the statutes relating to the Post Office Depart- 


ment; which was referred to the Gommittee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PRATT. Ipresent the petition of Cicero 
Sims, a citizen of Clinton county, Indiana, 
who describes himself as the guardian of the 
person and estate of the minor heir and son 
of Joseph Hutchinson, deceased. The prayer 
of the petitioner is that Congress will pass a bill 
for the relief of his ward, granting him a pen- 
sion at the rate of eight dollars a month, com- 
mencing at the time of his mother’s martiage, 
and extending to the time when he will be 
sixteen years of age. This petition is accom- 
panied by sundry papers, and I move their 
reference, with the petition, to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. Ialso present a petition of 
sundry citizens of Fort Wayne, in the State 
of Indiana. They describe themselves as 
journeymen cigar-makers and as manufac- 
turers of cigars; and they pray Congress for 
an increase of the tariff on imported cigars to 


| tho extent of at least three dollars a pound 


and fifty per cent. ad valorem. ‘They make this 
statement: ‘‘the inereasing value of paper 
currency and high price of domestic tobacco, 
and the internal revenue taxes on domestic 
cigars, have brought foreign cigars into dan- 
gerous competition with the industry of manu- 
facturing cigars in the United States.” 1 
move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. . 
Mr. RICE presented the memorial. of the 
board of trustees of the Industrial University 
of the State of Arkansas, praying that college 
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scrip due the State in aid ef the university be 
issued ; which was referred to the Committee 
on: Public Lands. 

Mr. AMES presented the petition of J. N. 
S. Bishop, of Mississippi, praying an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the bill for the revision and consolidation of 
‘the statutes relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
William T. Davis, praying to be indemnified 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801 ; which was ordered to hie on 
the table. : 

He also presented two petitions of surviv- 
ing soldiers of the wars of 1812 and 1861, 
praying a pension to all soldiers of 1812 and 
their widows; an equalization of bounties to 
soldiers of 1861; an allowance of back pen- 
sion to the time of wound or disability ; a land 
warrant of one hundred and sixty acres of 

. land to every soldier of 1861; and the estab- 
lishment of a soldiers’ commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the petition of 
Samuel Lowery and other colored citizens of 
Nashville, Tennessee, assembled in mass meet- 
ing on the 6th of February, 1872, praying the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill. 
As that is already on the Calendar, and I pre- 
sume will be before the Senate very speedily 
in other forms, I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 also present a petition 
from Philadelphia, numerously signed, in 
which the petitioners declare their desire for 
a general disarmament throughout the world 
and the substitution of arbitration in the settle- 
ment of difficulties, and believing “that the 
war provisions of our Government stand in 
the way, and that we cannot delegate to others 
that which is wrong for ourselves, respectfully 
petition for the repeal of the war clauses of 
the Constitution.” As this concerns in its 
prayer an amendment. to the Constitution, I 
move its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the committee 
has acted on that subject and reported back 
such a petition asking to be discharged from 
its further consideration, 

Mr. SUMNER. I would remind my friend 
that this petition is very numerously signed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have had the subject 
before us, and my recollection is that at the 
last meeting of the committee we asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

` Mr. SUMNER, I wish simply to secure a 
hearing for a very large number of persons. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The committee has 
heard it, I have no objection to its being 
referred, however. If the Senator thinks it 
advisable, perhaps he had better bring it before 
the Senate ashe does what he callsthe supple- 
mentary civil rights bill. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not wish to interfere 
with the desires of the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects to the reference, and under 
the twenty-fourth rule the question must be 
submitted to the Senate by vote. 

Mr. SUMNER. What destination will the 
Senator give to it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Let it He on the table, 


I suppose. 
Mr. SUMNER. Let it lie on the table, 
then. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will lie on the table. . 

Mr. WINDOM presented tha petition of J. 
H. Baker and others, late soldiers and sailors 
of the United States Army and Navy, request- 
ing Congress so to modify the homestead law 
of 20th of May, 1862, and the acts amendatory 
thereof, that the time which the soldier or sailor 


The petition | 


i 
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served in the Army or Navy of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion, after two years’ 
actual residence upon his homestead, may be 
deducted from the term of five years’ resi- 
dence which the act now requires before he can 
acquire title thereto; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Healso presented the petition of A. F. Thomp- 
son and others, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, praying that the homestead Jaw be so 
amended that the time which the soldier or 
sailor served in the Army, after two years’ 
actual residence upon his homestead, may be 
deducted from the term of five years’ residence ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers and 
sailors in the United States Army and Navy, 
praying that a bounty of $8 33} a month be 
granted to all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors for the entire time served, and that 
the twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 
1870, be amended so as to permit soldiers or 
sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of William 
H. Morgan, a publisher of Osage City, Kan- 
sas, praying an amendment to section one hun- 
Gred and sixty-two of the bill for the revision 
of the postal laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of J. 
O. Walker, publisher of the Bloomfield Demo- 
crat, of Davis county, Lowa, praying a modi- 
fication of the postal laws relative to the trans- 
mission of newspapers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented the 


| petition of J. G. Parkhurst and others, citi- 


zens of Coldwater, Michigan, late soldiers of 
the United States Army, praying that the 
homestead law be so amended that the time 
which the soldier or sailor served in the Army, 
after two years’ actual residence upon his 
homestead, may be deducted from the term 
of five years’ residence ; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of Charles Pratt and Daniel A. Dodge, 
praying indemnification for the destruction of 
the merchant ship Finland, of New York, by 
persons in the naval service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a memorial of 
citizens of Illinois, protesting against a tariff 
for protection, and recommending that Con- 
gress take into consideration the subject of 
raising the necessary revenue by direct tax- 
ation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I present a petition sim- 
ilar to many petitions presented during the 
last: eight or ten days of the session. ‘This is 
signed by all the principal merchants of the 
city of New Orleans. They ask for reform- 
ation in the matter of appointments to and 
removals from office, and in the distribution 
of fines, penalties, and forfeitures paid to offi- 
cers of customs. I listened with some atten- 
tion to what my friend from Michigan, the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
said in regard to the laws relative to the dis. 
position of fines and penalties, and I concur 
in much that he said; but he certainly can- 
net deny that the law which authorizes on a 
mere declaration of belief the seizure of all 
the books of a mercantile firm, arbitrarily to 
be taken from their custody and placed before 
a commissioner ahd subjected to examination 
beyond their supervision and control, works 
an injustice and a most grievous hardship to 
the mercantile community. In that respect I 
suppose my friend will concede the law should 
be materially altered. I move that this petition 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to. 


i 


Mr. KELLOGG presented a memorial, 
signed by the principal rice merchants of New 
Orleans, protesting against the removal of the 
duty on rice; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the remonstrance 
of Michael Tracey and one hundred and forty- 
six other workers in Bloom Furnace, of Blooms- 
burg, Columbia county, Pennsylvania, praying 
a repeal of the duties upon tea, coffee, and 
other articles of necessity, and for such an 
adjustment of the tariff duties as will protect 
home industry ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Be 

He also presented a petition of the Sol- 
diers’ Union No. 6, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for themselves and colleagues 
in service, who served during the entire war, 
the same bounties as were paid to soldiers 
enlisting in 1864; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, praying that a bounty of $8 334 
a month be granted to all honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors for the entire time served, 
and an amendment to the twenty-fifth section 
of the act approved July 15, 1870, so as to 
permit soldiers or sailors to enter the amount 
of land therein allowed without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying thata pension be granted 
to Harriet Mattis, widow of Isaac E. Mattis, a 
soldier in the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
provide a more commodious place for the post 
office in Harrisburg; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of State offi- 
cials of Pennsylvania resident at Harrisburg, 
asking that fitter buildings be provided for a 
post office at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, l 

He also presented a memorial of the mem- 
bers of the Pennsylvania Legislature, asking 
for a more proper and commodious post office 
building at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ialso present five peti- 
tions from citizens of Harrisburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, who complain that the Government has 
never erected any buildings for a post office 
and other public houses in that town. They 
say that they have a population of some twenty- 
four or twenty-six thousand people. The 
Government now rents a building entirely un- 
fitted for public uses. They say they have 
three or four district courts in the State with 
not a single court-house erected by the United 
States in the entire State of Pennsylvania, I 
hope the committee of which my friend and 
neighbor from Vermont [Mr. Morri.} is 
chairman will provide a place where the pub- 
lic records can be safe, and where the public 
duties can be properly performed. I move 
the reference of these petitions to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the memorial of 
F. B. Didier, of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, guardian and heir of Thomas Tenant, 
deceased, late of Baltimore, Maryland, pray- 
ing indemnity for spoliations committed by 
the French between the years 1798 and 1801; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of D. J. Powers, of Chieago, Illinois, praying 
that he may be relieved from the forfeiture 
created by the non-payment of the final fecon 
an invention of grain drills, and that the Com- 
missioner of Patents be authorized to issue to 
him a patent for bis invention for the term 
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for which it would have run if issued at the 
proper time, on the payment by the petitioner 
of the final fee; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented the petition of 
Rev. J. W. W. Bolton, of West Virginia, late 
chaplain in the Army, praying a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented aresolution of the Legis- 
lature of West Virginia, instructing the Sena- 
tors and requesting the Representatives from 
that State to vote for the removal of all dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States ; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

He also presented a petition of citizens 
of Wirt county, West Virginia, praying that 
the political disabilities of Joseph Smith, of 
Ravenswood, Jackson county, West Virginia, 

. be removed ; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. : ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens 


of Roane county, West Virginia, praying the | 
removal of political disabilities from Joseph | 


Smith, of Jackson county, West Virginia ; 
which was referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of Cyrus S. 
Larew, of West Virginia, praying the removal 
of bis political disabilities ; which was referred 


to the select Committee on the Removal of | 


Political Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of Lair D. 
Morrall, of West Virginia, praying the removal 
of his political disabilities ; which was referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. ~ 

Mr. POOL presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of North Carolina, asking that some 
steps be taken by the Congress of the United 
States for the removal of obstructionsin the 
Cape Fear harbor, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. POOL. Ihave also a resolution of the 
Legislature of North Carolina which I am 
instructed to present to the Senate, entitled a 
“ resolution complimentary to Commodore 
Matthew F. Maury.” It seems to be for the 
purpose of complimenting him, but it has in 
it a statement that the Legislature has taken 
into consideration some propositions of his in 
regard to international meteorological obser- 
vations, and they express approbation. of his 
proposition in the body of the resolution. I 
suppose the proper reference of this resolution 
would be to the Committee on Commerce. I 
move that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of print- 
ers, type-founders, gold-beaters, and paper- 
makers of Philadelphia, against the passage 
of au international copyright law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of MacKel- 
lar, Smiths & Jordan, type-founders, and two 
hundred and thirteen workers in their estab- 
lishment, in the city of Philadelphia, remon- 
strating against any change in the tariff laws 
abating the duties on. printing types now suc- 
cessfully produced in American founderies, 
and praying for a repeal of all duties on the 
raw materials used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so 
that home industries may be fostered and 
defended; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Lewis 
Pelouze, type-founder, and fifteen workers in 


his establishment, in the city of Philadelphia, | 
against any change in the tariff laws abating | 


the duties on printing types now successfully 
produced in American founderies, and praying 
for a repeal of all duties on the raw materials 
used in the production of type, namely, tin, 
antimony, and type-metal, so that home indus- 


| ries, perquisites, 


tries may be fostered and defended; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Collins & 
McLeesier, type-founders, and thirty-eight 
workers in their establishment, in the city of 
Philadelphia, remonstrating against any change 
in the tariff laws abating the duties on print- 
ing types now successfully produced in Ameri- 
can founderies, and praying for a repeal of all 
duties on the raw material used in the produc- 
tion of type, namely, tin, antimony, and type- 
metal, so that home industries may be fostered 
and defended; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented seven petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, largely 
signed by merchants, business and professional 
men, praying a modification of the laws and 
regulations affecting and governing appoint- 
ments to and removals from public offices, the 
salaries, perquisites, and moieties of public 
officers, and the seizures of private books and 
papers; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OSBORN presented a memorial of the 
corporators and directors of the Withlaocco- 
chee and Lake Pansoffka Canal and Steam- 
boat Company, praying a donation of lands 
for the purposes of connecting the waters of 
the Gulf of Mexico with the Atlantic by deep- 
ening and clearing out the Withlaocoochee 
and Ocklawaba rivers, and connecting the 
same by canal by the way of Lake Pansoffka 
and Lake Harris; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, SAWYER presented the petition of 
George W. Jones, praying compensation for 
losses sustained in consequence of the failure 
on the part of the Government to comply with | 
a contract with him for supplying of cloth for | 
the use of the Army; which was referred ‘to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a petition of cit- į 
izens of Maryland, praying a modification of | 
the laws and regulations governing appoint- 
ments to and removals from public offices, the 


salaries, pergusitas; and moieties of public |! 
t 


officers, and the seizures of private books and 
papers; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented petitions of 
D. H. Wheeler & Co.; C. F. Bayha, and 
Lambert & ‘alhelm, of Nebraska, praying 
an amendment to the postal laws authoriz- 
ing dealers in newspapers and periodicals to 
receive by mail packages weighing four ounces 
on the same terms as regular subscribers; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of 
‘citizens of Virginia, praying a modification 
of the laws governing appointments to and 
removals from public offices, the salaries, per- 
quisites, and moieties of public officers, and 
the seizures of private books and papers; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. $ 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citi- | 
zens of Missouri, praying a modification of 
the laws affecting and governing appointments 
to and removals from public offices, the sala- 
and moieties of pubiic offi- 
cers, and the seizures of private books and 
papers; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Frank B. 
Bysfield, publisher of the Rocheport Enter- 
prise, of Boone county, Missouri, praying an 
amendment to section one hundred and sixty- 
two of the bill for the revision aud ċonsolid- 
ation of the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Flavius J. 
Mills, publisher of the Verona Journal, Law- 


33 for an increase of compensation. 


rence county, Missouri, praying ar amendment 
to section one hundred and sixty-two of the | 
bill for the revision and consolidation of the | 


statutes relating to the Post Office. Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
ov Post Offices and Post Roads. oe 
Mr. NORWOOD presented two petitions of 
citizens of Georgia, praying a modification of 
the laws and regulations affecting and govèrn- 
ing appointments to and removals from: publie 
offices, the salaries, perquisites, and moieties 
of public officers, and the seizures of private 
books and papers; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. i 
He also presented a petition of Wiliam M. 
Wadly and others, citizens of Georgia, pray- 
ing a modification of the laws and regulations 
affecting and governing appointments to and 
removals from public offices, the salaries, per- 
uisites, and moieties of public officers, and 
the seizures of private books and papers ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying for the passage of an 
act granting a bounty of $8 38} a month toall 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors for 
the entire time served, and for an amendment 
to the twenty-fifth section of the act approved 
July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers or sail- 
ors to enter the amount of land therein allowed 
without the requirements of settlement and 
cultivation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORTON. {I also present the petition 
of Jobn Gregory, publisher of the Warren 
Republican, of Williamsport, Warren county, 
Indiana, praying for such an amendment to 


| the postal laws as will allow persons known as 


regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals to receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon as received, at the same rates 
pro rata as regular subscribers to publications 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of A, 
J. Calkins, publisher of the Clarion, of Prince- 
ton, Gibson county, Indiana, prayingan amend- 
mevt to the one hundred and sixty-second 
section of the bill for the revision and consolid- 
ation of the statutes of the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, praying a modifica- 
tion of the laws and regulations affecting and 
governing appointments to and removals from 
public offices, the salaries, perquisites, and 
moieties of public officers, and the seizures of 
private books and papers ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRATT. I present the petition of a 
number of persons who describe themselves 
as letter-carriers of Indianapolis, appointed 
under the postal act of March 3, 1863. They 
allege that they are obliged to do service in 
the distribution and collection of mail matter 
the entire three hundred and sixty-five days 
of the year; that on week days their service 
lasts from ten to twelve hours, and that for 
this service, rendered to the best of their abil- 
ity, they are now paid only from six to eight 
hundred dollars a year. They say that their 
compensation is entirely inadequate to the 
support of their families, and their prayer 
This is 
formally in the shape of a letter addressed to 
myself, but Ihave thought proper to treat it 
as a memorial, and move its reference to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. Fer 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
Margaret Jerow, praying to be allowed arrears 
of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. a 

Mr. FLANAGAN presented a petition of 
citizens of the United States, praying a modi- 
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fication of thé laws’ and regulations affecting 
and governing appointmenis to and removals 
from public offices, the salaries, perquisites, 
and moieties of public officers, and the seiz- 
ures of private books and papers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present the petition of 
John R. Price and forty-nine others, asking 
for the appropriation of a sufficient sum by the 
United States for the creation of an ice har- 
bor at New Castle, Delaware. This petition 
embracts the names of a large number of mas- 
ters and pilots of vessels owned in the States 
of Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New 
Hampshire, Maine, and Massachusetts, navi- 
gating the waters of Delaware bay and river. 
‘The object is one of great importance, therc- 
fore, to a very large body of seamen of the 
United States. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Delaware, praying a modification of 
the laws and regulations affecting and govern- 
ing appointments to aud removals from public 
offices, the salaries, perquisites, and moieties 
of public officers, and the seizures of private 
books and papers ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 

. Delaware, praying that a specific duty may be 
levied upon foreign non-copyrighted books ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented three petitions 
of citizens of New Hampshire, praying for a 
modification of the laws and regulations affect- 
ing and governing appointments to and re- 
movals from public offices, the salaries, per- 
quisites, and moieties of public officers, and 
the seizures of private books and papers; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSK, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuzrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 78) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Vanniman ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of 
George 8. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for 
the reissue of a certain bond; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1418) for the relief of 
Charles H. Mallory & Co., of New York ; 

A bill (H: R. No. 1419) for the relief of 
Michael F. Gannett; 

A bill (H: R. No. 1420) for the relief of 
F. and E. Reed, of Bath, Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1421) referring the claim 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Colo- 
nel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court of 
Claims for adjustment. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. BOREMAN, it was 


, Ordered, That the papers in relation to the erec- 
tion of a building at Parkersburg, West Virginia, 
for Government offices, be withdrawn from the files 


of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pab- - 


lic Buildings and Grounds. 
On motion of Mr. WEST, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the mayor and ad- 
winistrators of the city of Shreveport, Louisiana, 
praying that the Government donate to the city of 
Shreveport the piece of land commonly known as 
the arsenal property, for the use and benefit of the 
city, be taken from the table and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, it 
was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Elizabeth 
Montgomery be taken from the files of the Senate 


and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Silas 
Shoecraft be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: ; y 

A bill (H. R. No. 73) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Vanniman; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of George 
S. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for. the reissue 
of a certain bond ; j 

A bill (H. R. No. 1418) for the relief of 
Charles H. Mallory & Co., of New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief of 
Michael F. Gannett; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief of | 


F. and E. Reed, of Bath, Maine; and : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1421) referring the claim 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Col- 
onel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court of 
Ciaims for adjustment, 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Naval 


|| Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 


107) for the relief of George C. Bestor, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. F 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 134) for the 
relief of certain contractors for the construc- 
tion of vessels of war and steam machinery, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 40) in relation to the Miami Indian 
lands in Kansas, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
249) granting a pension to Lieutenant W. 
H. Parker, have directed me to report it ad- 
versely, for the reason that we can find no 
evidence anywhere to support it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
595) to fix the pay of certain rear admirals 
on the retired list of the Navy, have directed 
me to report it back without amendment and 
ask its passage, and as this is a very short 
Bill I venture to ask for its present considera- 
tion. 


Mr. COLE. Oh no; let it go on the Cal- 


endar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects until the morning 
business is concluded. The bill will go on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 548) for the relief. of Thomas Hughes, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. That is a small matter, 
and as Í understand the committee are entirely 
satisfed——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Some Senator 
has objected to anything being done until the 
morning business is concluded. 

Mr. HARLAN. Then I give notice that I 
shall call this bill up as soon as the morning 
business is through. 

Mr, RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 


Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 576) increasing the compensa- 
tion of letter-carriers under the free delivery 
system to $1,200 per annum, have instructed 
me to report it back and ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration, inasmuch as 
the subject-matter of the bill is embraced in 
the postal code bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Now, Mr. President, it is 
very important that the postal code bill should 
be disposed of. It is the first bill passed by 
the House of Representatives at this session. 
I ask the Senate, therefore, to give me next 
Friday for its consideration. Let it be made 
the special order for that day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not yet 
before the Senate. The Senator from Minne- 
sota asks that hy unanimous consent the postal 
code bill may be made the special order for 
Friday next. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. I think I must object. 
We have appropriation bills to bring on this 
week, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont objects. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom were. referred resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey in favor of the constrac- 
tion of a post office building at Trenton, New 
Jersey, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 185) to provide 
for the construction of a building for the use 
of the custom-house,.post office, United States 
courts, internal revenue, and other civil offices 
in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, reported it 
adversely, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely, the Senate having already acted upon a 
Honse bill in relation to the same subject. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is a 
bill reported from the Committee on Patents, 
changing a single word in the patent laws, 
which I ask to have considered at the present 
moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several requests 
of that kind have been objected to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I presume 
that there will be no objection to this. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave morning business. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I withdraw 
the request until to-morrow. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


_ Mr. ANTHONY, The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
the Coast Survey report, have directed me to 
report it back with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, and ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed two thousand 
extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of 
the United States Coast Survey for 1871, of which one 
thousand copies shail be for the use of the Senate, 
and one thousand copies shall be for distribution by 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 

_ The amendment of the Committee on Print- 
ing was to strike out all after the word * re- 
solved,” and insert: 

By the Senate, (the House of Representatives con- 
curring,) That there be printed thirty-five hundred 
extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of 
the United States Coast Survey for 1871, of which 
fifteen hundred copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, one thousand for the use 


of tho Senate, and one thousand for the use of the 
Superintendent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 
AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on 
Education and Labor, submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the Dill (H. 
R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
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legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
pill (S. No. 622) to punish contempts of the 
courts of the United States in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

fle also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
623) to authorize the transfer of Alonzo Ñ. 
Miltimore; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
624) confirming and extending a patent right 
to Levi W. Pond and Hau Claire Lumber 
Company; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 625) to carry out certain provisions of the 
Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for the relief of 
settlers on the Cherokee lands in the State of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
626) to authorize the sale of certain public 
property at Augusta, Georgia; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 627) 
to place colored persons who enlisted in the 
Army on the same footing as other soldiers 
as to bounty and pensions; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 628) 
authorizing terms of the United States district 
court to be beld at Fort Gibson, in the Indian 
territory ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to sate that in intro- 
ducing the bill I do not wish to be understood 
as committing myself to its support. I move 


that it be referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 629) to extend the provisions of 
an act to enable the State of Arkansas and 
other States to reclaim the swamp lands within 
their limits to the State of Nebraska; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. NORWOOD asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 680) to place Thomas Eden, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, on the pension list; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TIPTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sont obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
681) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at Brownville, Ne- 
braska; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 
No. 810) leasing the Presidio reservation to 
the city of San Francisco for a public park ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


i] charge for the guns and cartridges will be -———, or | 


| from Mr. Remington to the president, of the com- 


| of allegations in regard to the purchase of arms, &e. 


| over; but it is done.’ 


SALES OF ARMS TO FEDERAL AGENTS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I send to the Chair, Mr. 
President, a resolution which contemplates 
the appointment of a new committee in this 
Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Let it be read and printed, 
and lie over until to-morrow. Perhaps I had 
better read it, as it is in my handwriting: 


Whereas, it appears from a recent cable telegram | 
that the committee of the French National Assem- 
bly on war contracts has adopted a resolution ask- 
ing the United States Government to furnish the 
result of inquiry into the conduct of American ofi- 
cials suspected of participating in the purchase of 
arms for the French Government during tho war 
with Germany ; ` : 3 

And whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, at New York, in a dispatch dated at New 
York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel Reming- 
ton, at Tours, in France, near the Government of 
National Defense, uses the following language: * We 
have the strongest influences working for us, which 
will use all their efforts to succeed :” 

And-whereasin a letter dated at New York, Decem- 
ber 13, 1870, addressed by Samuel Remingtonto Jules 
Le Cesue, president of the armament committee, at 
Tours,in France, the following language is employed: 
* Sir, [have the honor to inform you I have received 
your telegram of the 10th and lith ordering the 
number of batteries to be reduced in number to fifty, 
and informing me of instructions to the consul 
regarding the last credit to him of 3,000,000 francs. 
Although at the time of the receipt of the telegram 
I had bought the whole number, (one hundred,) and 
had paid the advance required, $200,000, the Gov- 
ernment very willingly reduced the number to 

ity.” = * = è + “Regarding the purchase 
of Springfields, (transformed,) Allen’s system, I am 
sorry to say the greatest number we may hope to 
get will not, L fear, exceed forty thousand. The 
Government has never made but about seventy-five 
thousand, all told, and forty thousand is the greatest 
number they think it prudent to spare. Imay be } 
able to procure, depending upon an exchange of our 
arms at some future time, for the numbor of breech- 
loading Springfields over and above forty thousand 
they are willing to let go now. ‘Chis question of an 
exchange, with the very friendly feeling I find exist- 
ing to aid Franco, T hope to be able to proeure more, 
Cartridges for these forty thousand will in a great 
measure require to be made, as the Government 
have but about three millions in hand. But, the 
Government has consented to allow the requisite 
number, four hundred for cach gun, to be made, and 
the cartridge-works have had orders (given yester- 
day) to inerease production to the full capacity of 
works. This question of making the cartridges at 
the Government’s works was a difficult one to get 
over; batitis done. The price the Government will 


as near thataspossible;” . 

‘And whereas the Secretary of War, under date of 
January 19, 1872, addressed the following communi- 
cation to the Secretary of State: ‘Sir, I have the 
honor to acknowledge the receipt of a note from you į 
of the 4th instant, inclosing, by request of M. De Bel- 
jonet, chargé d’affaires of France, a copy of a letter | 


mission of armament at Tours, containing a scries 


The first of these allegations which seem to require 
specific replies is, ‘Cartridges for these forty thou- 
sand will, in a great measure, require to be made, as | 
the Government has but about three millions on 
hand; but the Government, has consented to allow | 
tho requisite number, four hundred for each gun, to 
be made, and the cartridge-works have orders (given 
yesterday) to increase production to the full capacity 
of theworks. This question of making the cartridges | 
at the Government's works was a difficult one to get i 


have to say that onthe 13th of December, 1870, cart- 
ridges necessary to supply about two hundred rounds 
per gun to the model 1866 breech-loaderssoid Thomas 
Richardson, were ordered to be manufactured atthe 
Frankfort arsenal, and this number of cartridges was 
necessary to effect the sale of the arms. The Messrs. 
Remington & Sonsdid not buy any arms or ammuni- 
tion from the Department after about the middle of 
October, 1870; nor would any bid from them for such 
articles have been entertained by the United States 
subsequent to that date. To the second prominent 
allegation which is contained in the paper purporting 
to be a copy of the telegram from Squires to Rem- 
ington, and which is herewith returned, I have the 
honor to reply that this Department has no knowl- 
edge of any influence exerted in favor of or for the 
success of any transaction between the United States 
and Mr, Squires for himself or Messrs. Remington 
ons ;’ : 

And whereas it appears from these several com- 
munications not only that arms were sold, but that | 
ammunition was manufactured in the workshops of | 
the United States Government, and sold: to one 
Thomas Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs. 
Remington & Sons, when the bids of the latter had 
been thrown out for the reason that they were the 
agents of the French Government ; g 

"And whereas it appears from the official report of 
the Secretary of War that in the year 1870-71 the 


In reply to that allegation I || 


sale of ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000,000, 
from which, according to the report, only a small | 


sum was retained to meet the expensts of preparing 
other stores for sale, while the official report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the same year acknow t- 
edges receipt of only $8,286,131 70, showing a differ - 
ence of over $1,700,000; ` : 

And whereas acomparison of the accounts rendered 
by the French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the United 
States, and the accounts rendered by the. Govern- 
ment of the United States for moneys received in 
thesame transaction, shows a large difference, which 
seems to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that 
United States officials have taken an undue part 
therein ; : ; : 

And whereas the good name of the American Gov- 
ernment seems to be seriously compromised by these 
incidents, and a just regard to ‘national honor, as 
well as to the interest of the Treasury, requires 
that they should not be allowed to pass without the 
most thorough inquiry: Therefore rales 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven be 
appointed to investigate all salos of ordnance stores 
made by the Government of the United States dur- 
ing the war between France and Germany ; to ascer- 
tain the persons to whom such sales were made, the 
circumstances under which they were made, and the 
real parties in interest, and the sums respectively 
paid and received by the real parties; and: that 
the committee have power to send for persons and 

apers: and that the investigation be conducted 
in public. : . 

_I will not ask to have the resolution con- 
sidered to-day ; but I should like to have it 
printed, so that it may be in order for to-mor- 
row. i i 

The resolution was ordered to be printed 
and lie on the table. 


FRENCIE SPOLIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the special order is the 
bill (S. No. 2) to regulate the service. in the 
collection of customs at the various ports of 
entry of the United States, and the disposition 
of fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
under the laws relating to customs and other 
purposes, on which the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Fenton] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask the Senator from 
New York to give way to me for a moment. . 

Mr. FENTON. If the bill is now before 
the Senate, I have no objection to its being 
informally passed over. . 

Mr. CAMERON. That is all I ask. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 
2 being before the body, the Senator from New 
York consents that it be informally passed 
over, and yields to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I bave interrupted the 
Senator from New York for the purpose of 
asking the Senate to allow me to bring up the 
bill providing for the payment of spoliations 
committed by the French on our commerce 
prior to 1801. I wish to bring it up on Thurs: 
day next, merely to make a statement in regard 
to it, and turn the attention of the Senate to 
it. IL will not occupy more than fifteen or 
twenty minutes in the statement that I shall 
make, and I ask that Thursday immediately 
after the morning hour be set for the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent 
that the French spoliation bill be set down as 
the special order for Thursday next at one 
o'clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLE, I apprehend that that will 
interfere with the appropriation bill fixed for 
to-morrow, and which will be continued from 


i day to day. As I said when I reported the 


bill, I cannot give way for any other business, 
and will only yield to the vote of the Senate. 
- Mr. CAMERON. I shall occupy only fifteen 
or twenty minutes. The French ‘spoliation 
bill is a very important bill, one in which the 
country feels a great interest. only ask, as a 
special favor to me, that I be allowed to make 
my statement in regard to it on Thursday. 
Mr. TRUMBULL, I think the Senator 
from California does not understand the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. He does not pro- 
pose to press the bill to a vote, but only to 
make a statement in reference to it on Thurs- 


day. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
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from Illinois.construes the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania correctly, he desires the bill to be 
taken up informally on Thursday to allow him 
to. speak fifteen or twenty. minutes in explan- 
ation, when the bill will be returned to the 
Calendar. ; 

Several Senators. No one objects to that. 
: The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to that proposition? [‘*None!’"} 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California object? 

Mr. COLE. _ If I, having charge of the ap- 
propriation bills, consent in one ease, I must 
in all others. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. 
dent-— 


Presi- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOGAN. I understood on Friday even- 
ing'when the Senate adjourned that the first 
business to be taken up after the morning hour | 
expired to-day was the motion to reconsider 
the Chicago relief bill, I may have been mis- 
taken as to the agreement, but I thought that 
. Was understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois is under a misapprehension in 
regard to the effect of the rules of the Senate. 
The motion to adjourn was made after he 
obtained the floor and moved to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill in regard to Chi- 
cago. That motion prevailed, and that cut 
off his motion, because it fell with the day. 
If the bill had been taken up, it would be the 
unfinished business, having priority of the 
special oder; but there being nothing but a 
motion to take it up, that motion fell with the ||: 
day by the rules of the Senate. The Senator 
from Tlinois had given notice of his intention, 
and therefore the Chair recognized him as 
soon as the amnesty bill was disposed of, but | 
the Senate adjourned without disposing of the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to postpone the 
present business and take up the Chicago 
relief bill. 

Mr. FENTON, I have no objection to the 
bill of the Senator from Illinois being taken 
up ; but I do object to this bill, No. 2, losing its 
place before the Senate. It may be passed 
over informally, 

Mr. LOGAN. That is all I desire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator | 
from Illinois asks that the customs bill be 
informally passed over, subject to a demand 
for the regular order, as it must be if inform- 
‘ally passed over, to take up the Chicago relief 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears no 
objection. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS AT SAN FRANCISCO. yf 


Mr. COLE submitted the following resolu- ; 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con-} 
sent, and agreed to: i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed) || 
to furnish the Senate a list of the military reserva- 
tions in and near the city of San Francisco, Cali-i 
fornia, giving the name and extent in acres of each? 
as near as practicable, é 


HAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate fifteen hundred copies of Hayden’s final re- 

ort of geological survey of Nebraska and adjacent 
Territories. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask leave to with- 
draw tbe motion made by mè on Wednesday 
last to reeonsider the vote of the Senate by 
which they agreed to publish a certain num- 
ber of copies of this report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nebraska asks leave to withdraw his 
motion to reconsider the vote agreeing to 
print this report. If there be no objection, | 
that motion to reconsider will be withdrawn. 3 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is with-4 
drawn. 


t 


tmp aside 


> 
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TREATMENT OF IMMIGRANTS, 


Mr. COLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: i ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
requested to inquire into the expediency of further 
enactments by Congress for the protection of immi- 
grants coming to this country in steamships and 
other vessels and upon landing in ports of the United 
States; and also for their protection and comfort 
while reaching their destination by railroad in this 
country; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

CHINESE LABORERS IN CUBA. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions be instructed to consider the expediency of 
passing a joint resolution authorizing the President 
to communicate tothe Government of Spain the 
protest of the United States against the action of the 
authorities of Cuba toward the Chinese laborers of 
that island. 

CHICAGO FIRE, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote on the passage of 
the bill (H. R. No. 555) for the relief of suf- 
ferers by fire at Chicago. 

Mr. LOGAN. My desire has been all along 
to allow the vote to be taken without discus- 
sion ; but understanding that there are gentle- 
men who desire to say something in favor of 
the reconsideration of this vote, I shall be 
glad to hearthem. I yield the floor for the 

urpose of allowing them to say what they 
ave to say, and the remarks I shall make, 
which will be very few indeed, I will make 
after they are through. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that this bill is an important one, in 
view of the fact that if Congress shall pass this 
bill it will add to the weight of the precedent 
already supposed to have been established by 
the bill in relation to Portland, and it is very 
evident that the effect of passing this bill will 
be to secure the votes of the Senators from Illi- 


nois on a bill from some other State, and so | 


in a short time we shall all find our mouths 
estopped, from the fact that other States have 
partaken of the benefits of such a bill. If we 
are to establish a precedent, therefore, it is 
important that it should be upon correct prin- 
ciples. As I said’ when this bill was before 
the Senate at the time it was passed, I regard 
this fire as exceptional in its nature and the 
case one where the nation might well step in 
for the relief of the sufferers. If the nation is 
to relieve in case of such a disaster, it should 
be by an appropriation from the national 


‘Treasury or by some other means which will | 
make the burden bear upon the nation and not | 
| Upon a particular locality. 


Now, the fact is that the loss by fire in the 
Northwest fell very heavily upon Michigan and 
Wisconsin and Minnesota, and these are the 
States which to a very large extent are to be 


taxed, if this bill passes, to make up the loss | 


in the city of Chicago, and this our people 
feel asa very great injustice. 


the people, therefore, who are to suffer by the 
passage of this bill. 

There is one objection to which the Senate 
were referred by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Scorr] which seems to me to be 
entirely conclusive against this bill in its pres- 
ent form. It is provided by the first clause in 
the eighth section of the first article of the 
Constitution that— 

“The Congress shall have power to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
erat welfare of the United States: but all duties, 


imposts, and excises shall be uniform throu hout th 
United States.” pene bi 


What was the object of this provision? This į 


manner of collecting money is, 
co of taxation, 

the Constitution thatit shall bear equally upon 
every portion of the Union. It has been said 
in reply to this objection that the bill is not 


of course, a 


The fire in those | 
States fell upon the lumber portion, precisely | 


and it is the intention of | 


i 


| and this bill clearly does. 


in. conflict with the Constitution because the 
duties are first to be paid. and then to be re- 
mitted. But it is evident that this is a very 
thin device to evade the Constitution. What 
would’ be said to an act of Congress which 
would provide that all imported articles con- 
sumed in the State of New York for the twelve 
months following the passage of this bill should 
have a rebate equal to the amount of duties 
which they paid from the Treasury? It would 
be a bill in substance providing that the State 
of New York should be exempt from paying 
duties for twelve months, and would bein direct 
violation of this provision of the Constitution. 
It provides that all duties shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. This provision 
was not designed to protect ports in the differ- 
ent States. There is another clause of the 
Constitution applicable to that subject. This 
relates to the taxation itself, and requires that 
it shall be uniform; that is, that it shall bear 
equally on every State, on every section, on 
every city and township in the United States. 

Now, a bill like this, which says in substance 
that the people of Chicago shall be exempt 
from paying duties upon imports of materials 
to be used in rebuilding that city for twelve 
months, is an exemption of the city of Chicago 
from the operation of the excise laws of the 
Union for the twelve months mentioned in the 
bill, and must undoubtedly be a violation of 
the Constitution. 

When the bill was before the Senate at first 
and at the time it passed I voted for it myself. 
I did so, however, under a misapprehension as 
to one of its provisions. I thought it was pro- 
vided by the second section of the bill that 
whoever should import articles to be used, and 
should use them in building Chicago, should 
be entitled to this repayment from the Treas- 
ury. I find that such provision is not confined 
to persons who have imported ; but it is made 
in favor of the article itself. So that if this 
bill passes there will be in Chicago, for in- 
stance, a lumber-yard on one side of a street 
with Wisconsin and Michigan lumber, and on 
the opposite side a lumber-yard with Canadian 
lumber, and the Canadian lumber-yard must 
monopolize the market, because the man who 
buys on one side gets no rebatement, while 
the man who buys on the other gets back the 
duties. This is making a distinction against 
American manufactures which no man has 
ever yet pretended that the Constitution author- 
ized Congress to do. Ithas been much doubted 
and much debated whether Congress has power 
to protect American manufactures; but no 
man ever yet pretended that it had power to 
discriminate against American manufacturers, 


I shall vote for any bill which can be passed 
constitutionally to relieve the people of Chi- 
cago, I will be willing to strain the Constitu- 
tion clear up to the point of breaking it to 
accomplish that end, as I think we should do 
if we voted money by appropriation out of 
the Treasury to relieve their wants, and yet I 
would do that» I will vote to-day to appro- 
priate $500,000 to be distributed by the city 
government among the sufferers in that city. 
1 will vote for any other bill, as liberal as any 
man can draw and present, having that end in 
view; but I cannot vote for a bill when my 
attention is distinctly called to the fact that it 
isin direct conflict with an express provision 
of the Constitution, as I think this bill is. I 
shall therefore vote to reconsider it, and vote 
against the passage of the bill, if it should be 


| reconsidered. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Mr. President, 
never before have I encountered a question 
of public duty with so much of embarrass- 
ment of judgment as the bill now before us 
evokes in its pretense to reconcile public sym- 
pathy with public policy. It may be remem- 
bered by the Senate that when this bill was on 
its passage I questioned the propriety of its 
method of relief, and suggested a direct appro- 
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priation from the Treasury instead of the pro- 
posed indirect method of remitting duties at 
a single port to the prejudice of commercial 
values throughout the States. Time and re- 
flection have ripened thatimpression intoa con- 
viction. In the face of the precedent estab- 
lished in the case of Portland. it was exceed- 
ingly embarrassing to question the propriety 
of like method of reliet for the much greater 
conflagration. I know full well and appre- 
ciate the force of that precedent. I know as 
well, too, that that has had its impression upon 
the minds of Senators. A drawback of duties 
there is the example for a drawback for Chi- 
cago. We were invited to this generous con- 
sideration by the liberal contributions made 
to that city from the whole country. It was 
difficult to withstand the impulse of a manly 
sympathy for the distressed. It seemed but a 
small concession to grant this remission. So it 
would seem now, considered solely in the light 
of the remission of duties upon articles actually 
entering into the reconstruction of the city. It 
was with that view that many Senators measured 
the extent of the boon. I regretted that this 
method of relief was adopted. Whatwas acqui- 
esced in for Portland, applied to Chicago, 
would, in my judgment, not only defeat the in- 
tention of the precedent, but by its wider lati- 
tudeand future application endanger the Treas- 
ury of the country. I recognize full well the 
national character of Chicago. I take it, as the 
Senator upon my left who represents that State 
[Mr. Logan] says, that it is not local in its 
interests, but is in a great measure the ward 
and the pride of the nation; ani yet we have 
two questions to decide when we propose to 
offer relief to this city—the one of relief, and 
the other of duty to the graver interests of 
the nation. 

I had supposed that in the bill before us it 
was proposed to make Portland the basis from 
which we were to estimate the aggregate of 
relief for the city of Chicago. I had no hos- 
tility nor desire to offer any impediment to 
relief for Chicago, as I stated in the remarks 
which I submitted when the bill was pending 
before; and I think my action in that respect 
has so proven. But, sir, I proposed at that 
time a manly and direct method of relief. I 
believe, as well said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, that the only true method for the Senate 
to meet this question is to grapple it face to 
face. I believe that this case gives us not only 
the right, but the opportunity to afford national 
relief. The extremity of the loss of Chicago 
should be the national opportunity. We have 
set a dangerous precedent in the case of Port- 
land. Let us at this time, while not shirking 
our responsibility, while not withholding oar 
sympathy for the destruction of one of the 
principal cities of the Union, meet the case 
with a just regard for the varied interests of 
the nation; let us come up boldly on some 
basis of equity and equality that shall treat all 
cities and States alike, and take out of your 
Treasury the relief directly, and notindireectly, 
as proposed by this bill, =” 

I holdin my hand an amendment which I 
propose to offer, provided the Senate recon- 
sider the bill. At the outset some voted for 
the bill believing its infliction on other States 
would not reach the extent of hesitating fears. 
Such was my hope then. Wears have now 
grown into perilous alarm for disturbed indus- 
try. I shall now vote for the reconsideration 
for the purpose of having the Senate decide 
upon my proposed amendment, whether they 
are prepared to take ground that they will 
take money from the Treasury directly or indi- 
rectly by the remission of duties. In order to 
reach the amount that would be full justice to 
the city of Chicago, assuming Portland as the 
‘basis, I have taken the estimate of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, who stated in his prepared 
speech the amount in his judgment of the 
destruction in Chicago. If I recollect aright, 
that was $200,000,000. Am T correct? — 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 


BE. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator 
affirms my recollection that the amount he 
stated was $200,000,000 of destruction to the 
city of Chieago. In the case of Portland it 
was, I think, $10,000,000. The amount of ro- 
mission of duties in Portland, as stated by the 
letter which the Senator from Illinois read in 
the hearing of the Senate, was $21,000. Take 
the amount of $20,000 in round numbers, and 
upon the basis of $10,000,000 lost to Portland, 
and $200,000,000 of destruction to Chicago, 
it would aggregate for that city a relief of 
$400,000. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] proposed in the remarks which he sub- 
mitted a few days ago when this question was 
incidentally before the Senate to make that 
aggregate half a million dollars. I would not 
object.to that; nay, I would go even toa million 
of money on that basis, if it were necessary. 

I do not hostilize the sympathy, but do an- 
tagonize the method by which that sympathy 
is to be extended. I am totally opposed to such 
interference with the revenue system of the 
land, because I believe its tendency and its 
direct effect is tô open a crevasse that must 
lower the cumulation of the industrial resources 
of the land. 

Tam not alone in this view of the subject. 
When the suggestion was made of direct ap- 
propriation from the Treasury, other Senators 
affirmed this method to be the best, most. 
direct, and most manly way of meeting the 
question. 

Now, what is the proposition that is before 
the Senate under this bill? It is that the duties 
shall be remitted upon all articles that enter 
into the rebuilding of the city of Chicago. The 
Senator from Illinois stated, if I understood 
him, and if I am mistaken he will correct me, 
that the passage of the bill was desired not so 
much for the amount of the remission of duties 
as for the ulterior effect it would have upon 
prices of the articles in market. Now, sir, we 


| have the question fairly submitted to the Sen- 


ate and the country. The bill is desired not 
so much for the amount of the remission of 
duties as for the indirect and ulterior effect it 
will have upon the products of the land; in 
other words, disturbing the markets of the 
country and lessening values upon all articles 
which may enter into the reconstruction of the 
city. Nay, more than tbis; it will practically 
be reducing the market value of every such 
article to the extent of its importation into 
the country. That I might not be mistaken, or 
be mistaking the intent and scope of the blow 
to national products, I looked with a great 
deal of interest for the disclosure of the real 
object and extent of the bill, not insinuating 


| reflection upon the course of the Senator, but 


searching from the locality itself ; and I see 
stated in the Chicago Tribune exactly that 
scope and extent as being the object of the 
bill; and coming from the locality, the inten- 
tion is doubly fortified. I believe it to be the 
duty, therefore, of each Senator to consider it 
in that light. “The Chicago Tribune states 
that its indirect, yes its direct benefit to the 
city of Chicago will aggregate the amount of 
twenty million dollars, That I may not mis- 
statea question of fact I will read inthe hearing 
of the Senate from the Chicago Tribune of 
Saturday, February 8: s 
“Tt is conceded that the passage of this bill will | 
be equivalent to a reduction of $20,000,000 in the 
cost of the needed building materials. It is also 
known that the whole amount of revenue lost to the 
Government will be a very small fraction of this 
sum, sosmall, indeed, that it has ceased to be a mat- 
ter of controversy.” * = * * * | * 
“We do not suppose that if the law passes five per 
cent. of the material willbe imported, consequently 
the Government will lose at most but an insig- 
nificant amount of duties; but the $20,000,000 which 
the protected classes, whose representative Senator 
Surman is, propose to extort from our miseries and 
misfortunes will be cut off, and their right to takof 
what the fire left us will be denied.” f 
And from its issue of January 26: 
“AS a general thing the effect will be to reduce 
prices to the extent of the duty.”” 


The proposition here made broadly before 
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thecountry is that there shall betaken: directly 
from the industries of the country $20,000,000 
for the benefit of Chicago. Ifthatis the prop- 
osition, we are ready.to meet even that, and I 
am not here as one of the representatives ‘of 
Michigan to oppose her quota of that sum if 
the Senate propose to grant it; but Ido say 
that we should understand. thoroughly what 
the object of the bill is, and we should meet’ 
it in such a way that its burdens shall. be 
equitably distributed throughout the States 
based upon their respective populations. 

The Senator from Wisconsin bas well said 
that this bears heavily upon the interests: of 
Michigan. Why? Because Michigan furnishes 
the largest proportion of lumber to the market 
of Chicago. The average amount of lumber 
sold annually in the market of Chicago is a 
thousand million feet. Last year’s statement 
has not reached'us yet, but from my knowl- 
edge of the business, and from the judgment 
of others, I am satisfied it was fully up to that ; 
and nearly three quarters of that amount, i 
I am not mistaken, is sent from Michigan. 
Therefore Michigan will have to bear much 
more largely of the burden of this bill than 
any other State in the Union. Iam not at 
this time alluding to the interests of iron which 
Michigan produces so largely, but I confine 
myself more especially to the interests of lum- 


ber, for we send more lumber to the market 
of Chicago than any other commodity of the 
State. Therefore it becomes my duty, it is 
my right, before the passage of a bill of this 
kind, to enter a solemn protest against the 
proposed infliction. 

To show that Michigan is not alone in oppo- 
sition to this method of relief, I will send to the 
desk and ask to have read a memorial of. the 
manufacturers of the city itself. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Memorial of Chicago manufacturers to the Congress 
of the United States against, especial oppression tn 
the matter of the so-called Chicago relief bill + 


These memorialists, who are manufacturers of the 
city of Chicago, respectfully represent to the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, that they have been informed 
and fear that the so-called Chicago relief bill for 
the temporary remission of import duties on build- 
ing materials may be construed to extend notmorely 
to raw, materials, but also to all manufacturers o 
iron, tin, lead, wood, and the like that may be re- 
quired in the rebuilding of the city. 

That if such a bill should becomes law, and should 

i havo the extent above supposed, it would be adircot 
and serious injury to the manufacturing interests of 
Chicago, and for that reason an additional calamity 

i to the city at large. , : 
. That the manufacturing interests cf Chicago are 
in the highest degree important to the preseat 
welfare of her people, from the fact that thousands 
of families are supported, fed, and clothed by the 
proceeds of the employment which those interests 
afford. 

That the manufacturers of Chicago are in Hike 
degree important to the whole future of the city, 
and to the welfare of the entire Northwest; and 
that the city can more easily recover from the effects 
of the great fire than she could from the destruction 
of her manufacturers. 

’ That many Chicago manufacturers, as well those 
having their places of business without the burned 
district, so called, as those who were located within 
it, have suffered great losses in moneys, credits, busi- 
ness, property, and otherwise; and that a large 
number of such manufacturers would be unable to 
resume business under the burdens of such a bill. 

That any law which would single-out the manu- 
facturers of Chicago, especially in their present op- 
pressed condition, asthe subjects of an experiment 
in free trade, would be grossly unjust, and lead to 
many disastrous results, R 

That among such results would bethe following: 


gi 
K 


Í a largo reduction of the wages, on which so many 


families depend for their support, andin many cases 
a suspension of the employment altogether; also, 
the payment of large amountsof capital to foreign 
manufacturers which would otherwise be kept in 
circulation here; also, a very great dimunition in 


Í the quantity of tax-paying products that would be 
1 otherwise manufactured here, 


and the placing of 
the manufacturers of this city in a worse position 
than that of any other manufacturers of thecountry. 
That these memorialists would beglad to have the 
largest measure of relief, consistent with the general 
good, extended to thesufferers by the great fire, with- 
out limit to class or section; but these memorialists 
protest against any measure which would benefit one 
class of the sufferers by the oppression of others. . 
That in the nature of things the proposed relief: 
will be in a great degree monopolized by large land- 
owners and wealthy capitalists, jobbers and speru- 
lators of this and other sections of the country. 


“That the manufacturers of Chicago have or ean 
réadily secure all the necessary facilities to supply 
the demand for the articles above indicated; and 
that a large increase of their operations from an 
extraordinary demand for their products would of 
itself be a great and admirable relief to the suffer- 
ing people of Chicago by furnishing abundant em- 
ployment to the laboring classes at remunerative 
prices, 


Wherefore these memorialists pray that only such | 


«measures of relief for the benefit of Chicago may 

be allowed to become laws as shali be free from the 
jecti ove set forth. 

objections a) 8 GATES. 


C. F. 
Chairman of a Meeting of Manufacturers. 
CHICAGO, January 25, 1872. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, I will not read 
the remarks of the president of the meeting 
accompanying the memorial. They harmon- 
ize with that memorial which has been read. 
I also hold in my hand a letter from another 
manufacturing interest in the city of Chicago 
protesting against this method of relief. I 
have here also resolutions passed ata meeting 


of the Merchants’ Association of Milwaukee, 


as. follows : 


Whereas a bill now pending before Congress pro- 

vides, among other things, for the remission of 
import duties on all material used in rebuilding the 
burnt district of the city of Chicago; and whereas 
we believe that such an enactment will be detri- 
mental to the mercantile and manufacturing inter- 
ests of many localities, and especially of the States 
of ‘Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, where 
immense amounts of capital are invested and thou- 
sands of persons are engaged in the manufacture of 
Jumber, brick, and other building materials, whose 
interests would be seriously crippled by the intro- 
duction of foreign competion with free duties, and 
that while individual capitalists of Illinois, and 
especially of the city of Chicago, would reap all the 
benefit, the mercantile and manufacturing popula- 
tion of the neighboring States would sustain all the 
damage and an incredible derangement in their 
business; and whereas we deem it to be unjust and 
partial to donate relief in the manner intended by 
the provisions of this bill to one losality which has 
suffered, while it ignores other localities which have 
suffered as much trom the same cause, and takes 
from the Treasury of the United States a large sum 
of money for the benefit of one class and one locality 
at the exponse of other classes (even in the samo 
city) and of other localities; and whereas, while we 
deeply sympathize with Chicago in her affliction, 
and are willing and anxious for liberal legislation 
in her behalf, we bolieve that legislation should be 
of such a character as will not bear with undue 
hardship on particular branches of industry in any 
part of the country: Therefore, 
„ Zesolved, That tho passage of said bill would be 
injurious to the State of Wisconsin, and should be 
opposed by our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 3 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble 
and resolution be mailed to our Senators and Rep- 


resentatives in Congress. 
8 F. J. BLAIR, President. 
Roper? HILL, Secretary. 


The Board of Trade of Cincinnati also took 
thissubject into consideration,and unanimously 
adopted the following resolutions : 


Whereas there is pending before the Congress of 
the United States a bill known as the “Chicago 
relief bill,” which proposes to admit to the port of 
Chicago, free of duty, every article that in any man- 
ner enters into the construction of buildings for a 
period of twelve months; and whereas the passage 
of said bill, a most extraordinary measure, intended 
to ‘benefit a single locality, will injuriously affect 
every branch of industry, disorganize commercial 
interests, and causo many of the leading manufac- 
turers of the country, and especially of the West, to 
discontinue operations, leaying a large and depend- 
ent population unemployed: It is, therefore, 

Resolved, That the enactment of said bill would be 
an unwise, unreasonable, and unconstitutional dis- 
crimination in favor of a questionable local benev- 
olence, to the sacrifice of the most important and 
yaluable industries of the country, thus disorgan- 
izing trade, unsettling values, and incurring great 
pecuniary losses to capitalists, and bringing distress 
to thousands of industrious and worthy mechanics 
and merchants. 

Jvesolwed, That the Senators and Representatives 
of Ohio in Congress be earnestly urged to oppose 
said bill as being impolitic, unjust, and dangerous 
to the prosperity of the industries of the country. 

Ihave here also the resolutions of the St. 
Louis Board of Trade, addressed to one of the 
members of the other House, on this subject, 
as follows: 

Whereas a bill is now pending in the Congress of 
the United States which provides for the importa- 
tion into the port of Chicago of certain goods, wares, 
and merchandise free of 
extending aid to the suffering in the burnt districts 
of said city: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the merchants and manu- 
focturers and importers of St. Louis, through their 
Board of Trade, respectfully represent that. the 
proposed mode of relief is impracticable and unjust, 


duty, for the purpose of - 


ll 


J in ‘this, that it would’ unsettle vaiues, complicate 


the collection of the revenue, open the way to fraud, 
and place the burden of relief upon a few classes 
that should be borné equitably and alike byah. 

2. Resolved, Thatany aid that Congress in its wisdom 
may deem proper to extend should be by direct ap- 
propriation from the national Treasury, by which 
process Congress and the whole country will know 
the exact amount contributed, and every interest 
wilt bear its proportien of a national tax to rebuild 

hicago. ; ENA eel 

3. Resolved, That the president of this board is 
hereby requested to transmit to the President of the 
Senate, Speaker of the House, and the congressional 


! delegation from this State a copy of these reso- 


lutions. ; 
This surrounding cordon of city protests, in- 
cluding that of Chicago, solemnly invites the 
Senate to pause and reflect before the fatal 
blow.is wielded. The object, as I suppose, of 
the friends of this bill, is to prevent an increase 
of the price of the articles that are to enter 
into the reconstruction of the city of Chicago. 


That has been illustrated more specifically by | 
arraying the article of lumber, and one rea- | 


son given is that the destruction of large 
quantities inthe city of Chicago, and the large 
amount that will be needed in the reconstruc- 
tion of the city, will add so vastly to the de- 
mand in the general market that the price 
must appreciate. Ihave before me a compar- 
ative statement of the amount of lumber on 


hand in the city of Chicago on the Ist of Janu- | 


ary last, and 1 find that the deficit is about 
seventy million feet. The amount on hand— 


I speak from recollection—is something like | 
two hundred and thirty million feet, now in the | 


yards of Chicago. I also have it stated from 
lumbermen of good judgment that the amount 
of increase over last year that willbe gottea out 
daring the winter will probably be from two 


hundred and twenty-five to two hundred and fifty | 


million feet. Some Senator—I think my col- 
league—stated the reason why such an increased 
amount of logs would be cut and delivered 
and manufactured and sent to market. It is 
on account of injury to standing timber from 


fires raging through the pineries, destroying | 


the life of the timber and inviting the worms 
for its destruction, and it has become a ques- 
tion of necessity with the owners of the timberto 
cut it down and deliver it to market, and thus 
avail themselves of the benefit of the timber 
thus utilized. It will be seen that with an in- 


crease of two hundred and twenty-five mil- | 
lion feet, putting it at the lowest figure, against | 
a deficit of seventy million feet, you have a} 
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large margin to defeat any disposition on the! 


part of lumbermen to increase materially the 
price of lumber. 

Now, whatare the facts about these fabulous 
prices? I have here the Chicago Tribune of 
Saturday last, received this morning, and look- 
ing at the market prices ranging in Chicago I 
find them in the main but very little increased 
over the prices a year ago. 
of so much moment to the State that lin part 
represent that I think the Senate will indulge 
me in taking a little time upon it, The first 
and second clear lumber, which is the highest 
in the market, stands to-day in the city of 
Chicago at forty-eight to fifty-two dollars. I 
tried to find the price just one year ago, but 
was unable to get a copy of the Tribune, it not 


being kept here in the city, but I have taken | 


means to obtain the pricc, and I find that the 
difference in the upper grades down to com- 
mon is about two dollars a thousand. 

I desire to state, in this connection, the fact 
that just before the fire the price of lumber 
appreciated $2 50 a thousand. For instance, 
it was selling in the market at twelve and thir- 
teen dollars during the earlier season, and rose 
to fifteen and sixteen dollars two weeks before 
the fire. As confirmatory of this, the proposi- 
tion that I made when I broke the Chicago 
ring to advance prices in consequence of the 
fire was to sell lumber on the basis of fifteen 
from the dock and sixteen dollars from the 
piles for common lumber, and 
rata for the other qualities. That was my 
proposition, made immediately after the fire, 
and fifteen dollars a thousand was the price 


on that basis pro’ 


|| interest of those parties to pay that price. 
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soe 


for lumber coming into the Chicago market 
just preceding the fire. Anybody conversant 
with the business knows that an increase of at 
least one dollar is required to place it in piles, 
so that the price from the piles was sixteen 
dollars a thousand. At the close of the sea- 
son it stood at eighteen dollars, and to-day in 
the market—I quote: 

ie Homey boards, joists, scantling, small timber, 
Teise 820@$22.” 

In corroboration of this fact let me refer to 
the lumber that has been used by the Chicago 
relief committee; and I have drawn this 
from their report, which somebody has sent 
me.. The average that they have paid has 
been $16 50 per thousand, I give them the 
benefit of a little foresight and forethought, 
for, as they state here, they secured some of it 
in advance of a later rise in the market. And 
right here I may say that Michigan, through 
her representative, did a great deal toward 
making the average paid by this committee as 
low as $16 50 perthousand. That committee 
distributed about twenty-seven million feet of 
lumber. I think no one will put the amount 
i| of lumber required for the reconstruction of 
ii Chicago at over one hundred million feet. 
More put it at fifty million. than one hundred 
|| million feet, because in the reconstruction of 
the city within the fire limits only the finer 
qualities will be required, and consequently a 
less amount of lumber than is needed when 
building wholly of wood. The relief commit- 
tee were building exclusively wooden build- 
i| ings, and therefore taking up a larger pro rata 
| quantity. They have only used twenty-seven 
million feet at an average of $16 50 athousand. 
‘| It may be said, and I have heard it inti- 
mated, that there are cases in Chicago where 
| they have paid as high as fifty dollars per 
thousand for very long joists. I can readily 
explain how that can be. Finding in the 
market no joists of the length ihat may he 
i| required by persons building large structures 
in the dead of winter, it became doubtless a 
necessity for them to have them in order 
to carry on their buildings, and they were 
compelled to go into Michigan or Wisconsin 
to secure them by land carriage, and the in- 
crease of freight upon it through that unusual 
means has carried the price I do not know 
how high; it may be fitty dollars a thousand 
as intimated, and yet it may have been for ae 

t 
|| they would build of material not in the market 


1 


|| they must pay what it cost, more orless. But, 


so far as the increase in the price in the regu- 


|| lar market of Chicago is concerned, it has not 


substantially been more than from two to four 


ry littl i| dollars per thousand. 
This is a question | 


I hold in my hand a statement of one who 


|i has been a member of the relief committee 


| of Chicago, and who is also interested in lum- 
ber, who states that he has already made con- 
tracts for the coming year at as low rates as 
they were last year. It must be patent to the 
whole country that with the large supply of over 
two hundred million feet against a deficit of 
| seventy million feet there must be an extraor- 

dinary supply for the natural or increased 
demand that may be required for the recon- 
struction of the city ; so that, I think, it will 
be granted that the danger, so far as the exor- 
bitant price of lumber is concerned, is purely 
Imaginary. If that be the case, I ask why for 
this benefit to Chicago should Michigan be 
saddled with the greater proportion of the 
concession ? 

Now, sir, what is the pro rata benefit that 
Portland derived upon the value of the de- 
struction in that city?. Only two tenths ofone 
percent. If you were to grant relief to Chi- 
cago on the same basis how insignificant the 
amount would be! That, therefore, cannot be 
what is intended. The object must be, as 
stated by the Chicago Tribune, to do away 
with all the duty, not only upon the articles 
i that are to enter into the retrection of the 


r 
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city, but in effect upon all such articles as are 
imported in the country. 

There is a singular accuracy in this amount 
of $20,000,000. I took the precaution to 
learn the amount of duties on all the articles 

. enumerated by this paper. I think the num- 
ber of articles is thirty-five. I have them 
officially stated from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and I find that the duties on all those 
articles in 1871 were a little over eleven million 
dollars. Now, take the two years attempted 
in this bill, and it aggregates some twenty mil- 
lion dollars. I take it for granted, then, that 
the object of this bill is to cause the price upon 
all imported articles such as are to be used in 
the reconstruction of the city to be reduced to 
the extent of that duty. Two years’ remission 
of duties thereon, at $10,000,000 each year, 
will be the $20,000,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. The bill is to run only one 
year from its passage. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The impression 
was thrown out that it was to ran two years, 
and so amended. I stand corrected. Then 
the amount of duty would be $10,000,000, or 
$11,000,000 as strictly stated in the tabular 
statement which I hold in my hand. Even 
upon that basis Michigan will not withdraw 
from her quota, but asks that she, with other 
States, shall only pay her proportion according 
to her population. 

The Constitution provides that taxes and 
duties shall be equally distributed. ‘Lhe Con- 
stitution prohibits any preference being given 
to the ports of one State over the ports of 
another, not so much because the Government 
is opposed to benefiting any particular place, 
but holds it a bounden duty to conserve and 
guard the interests of all cities and places 
of the country, and therefore it becomes a 
public necessity to do justice to all, and pre- 
serve its equality of benefits and burdens, 
Reconsider this bill and recommit it to the 
Finance Committee, and if they in their wis- 
dom report that $10,000,000 shall be awarded 
Chicago as a boon from the States, let each 
State be assessed its quota based upon its 
population, and not a word will Michigan 
utter against the charity? Even were they so 
liberal ag to report $20,000,000, let us man- 
-fully and openly stand, if you please, to that. 
But upon $10,000,000 basis, if that shall be 
the relief for the city of Chicago, the distri- 


bution will be per capita twenty-eight cents on | 


the population of theland. The population of 
Michigan is 1,184,000. Multiplied by the per 
capita of twenty-eight cents, the assessment 


upon Michigan would be $330,000. Myamend- | 


ment proposes $400,000, and ibat upon the 
relative basis of relief to Portland. Now, sir, 


to show our disposition we are willing to double | 
this per capita, if the Senate so say, upon a | 


relief of $20,000,000 instead of $10,000,000, 
and make the assessment $660,000 upon Mich- 
igan, and she will in her own way pay that. 
She is not to be met with the charge that she 
has hostility to this relief because she suggests 
a more equitable mode. Not at all. Money 
can ag well and as faithfully be distributed 
under the regulations of the Treasury, as pro- 
posed by this bill, by a direct appropriation 
as well as indirectly through customs. Nay, 
more, sir, our attention was directed this morn- 


ing by petitions for remedy to the corruptions j 


incident to the customs regulations of the coun- 
try; I might say that through that indirect 
method two dollars to one might be lost to the 
country. Why not avoid this perilous way and 


loss made unavoidable by the-plan of the bill, | 


and adopt the method which is now offered to 
the Senate? But if the other is demanded by 
the Senator from Illinois, then I appeal to the 
Senate to change the plan of relief, and to a 


liberal extent make the application, but give. 


each State itsown way of meeting it; and not, 
ag proposed, strike down various industries of 
several States. - 

Why, sir, if I were to speak further upon 
this aid and contribution to Chicago, I should 


- = 
| say in behalf of Chicago itself that she can- 
not afford to strike down the lumber interest 
which contributes so largely to her wealth, nor 
can she afford to strike down the iron interest 
of that city. ‘There aré two large rolling-mills 
in the city of Chicago owned by a Michigan 
capitalist—the able and enterprising Captain 
E. B. Ward, of Detroit—and he also has three 
more near this city. Would you also strike 
down this important element of the nation’s 
wealth? The highest compliment I can recall 
to the quality and character of this interest is 
to remind the Senate of its superiority by the 
fact that the grand duke was presented from 
American iron works with a book oftwo hundred 
and forty-two leaves of iron compressed into 
| an inch of thickness, one half the tenuity of 
| paper—a test of tensile quality above the best 
of Russia iron. This, with lumber and all 
the other enumerated articles, the bill would 
| paralyze. 

Now, what is the proposition? Draw the 
Jraraltol between the one I propose and the 
if one proposed by the pill. The remission of 
t two dollars duty on lumber would be $4,000,- 
000 on the amount Michigan supplies, for 
that is the aggregate of her production. This 
would be a per capita upon her population of 
$3 60. By the plan of my amendment, based 
I| upon the precedent of Portland, the amount 
would be $400,000 and a per capita of twenty- 
eight cents; a difference in burden of $3 82 
per capita upon this single production of one 
State. The Senate and the country will readily 
see how onerous this is on the interests of 
Michigan, compelling her and her own suffer- 
ers by fire to provide for their own recovery not 
only, but to contribute thus largely and com- 
pulsorily for the benefit of Chicago. I suggest 
this not with any disposition to disparage 
Chicago; all bave pride in that city, and 
speaking for myself, 1 have not only pride but 
interests in Chicago, and am disposed to aid 
her, but only let it be through some Just method. 
How stands that city of Chicago? I notice 
that in relation to their monetary interests it 
is officially stated in the Chronicle that their 
banks stand to-day upon a better footing than 
the banks of any State of the Union. I also 
see it stated that Chicago is so rapidly recov- 
ering that they have already in process of con- 
| struction five elegant hotels, three of which 
will eclipse any in the Union. Another evi- 
dence the press cites as illustrative of her rapid 
recuperation is that five theaters thrive in 
that city, and are so well supported as to be 


refer to these published items to show how 
Chicago stands and thrives. l 

Now let me allude to another fact, and I 
am passing rapidly over this, for I am not 
disposed to take up time unnecessarily; but 
this is a question which involves large inter- 
ests and Í cannot shrink from my duty in this 
respect. Let me compare Chicago with Mich- 
igan. Although the fire swept largely the 
‘| heart of Chicago, yet much is left. 
foundations are there; all their streets are 
untouched, all sewers and gas-pipes under- 
ground are undisturbed and are so much 
toward the reconstruction of the city. They 
‘do not find everything swept away as in Mich- 
| igan, towns entirely burned, property entirely 


homes from the stump. Another fact that the 
country understands and will criticise is this, 
that but a small proportion. of the hundred 
and odd thousand who were driven from their 
homes and business owned the real estate of 
Chicago. In fact, the $20,000,000, or whatever 
is proposed to be given for relief, would be 
not altogether for the sufferers in Chicago, 
but largely for the property-holders of Chi- 
cago. 
bat T state it as a fact which many affirm, that 
about twenty thousand—no one puts it higher 
than thirty thousand—are real estate owners 
of the one hundred and ten thousand thrown 
-Ji out of business and homes by the-fire, and 


3 


taking in $5,000 a week, so stated. I merely | 


All the |! 


destroyed, many, yea very many, reérecting | 


We would not especially object to that; ' 


| bill, 


| rHoNY in the chair.) > 
| ment will be read for information. 


twenty millions 


quite a portion of this- 
capitalists at the East. 

_ This proposition is to aid not so much the 
immediate and greater sufferers, but men who 
have had property destroyed, and propose now 
to reérect buildings upon a grander scale. ` We 
have, in the broadest sense, no objection to` 
this, because, as I stated before, in one setise » 
it matters but little how the relief comes, pro- 
vided it comes equitably, and comes, as it pro- 
poses, to rebuild the city of our pride,’ the 
central city of the West, and there is no dis- 
position to oppose it. But what we object'to 
is that the distribution is not fairly to be made, 
and on this we have a right to speak, . 

Now, sir, what-will be the result if this bill 
passes? In order to secure the remission of 
this revenue, goods and lumber must be im- 
ported. It cannot be said that its effect will 
be felt upon the market unless it is practically 
carried into operation. How will that be done ?- 
Canadian vessels will be invited to bring Jum- 
ber to the market of Chicago, and already, in 
Georgian bay, mills have been secured’ in’ 
advance, since this bill has been pending, in: 
order to flood the market of Chicago with 
Canadian lumber. 

How is it that they can compete withiMich- 
igan and itslumbermen? In the first instance 
all they pay for stumpage, or, as they call it, 
royalty, is from twenty-five to forty cents a 
thousand. Michigan lumbermen, many of. 


property is held “by 


| whom do not own their land, but purchase 


timber of capitalists, have to pay from three 
to four dollars stumpage. Thus it will be seen 
that from the first blow cut, Michigan labors 


funder a disadvantage of about thrée dollars in 


competition with Canadian lumbermen. So 
that the effect of this bill would be to invite 
Canadian lumber in Canadian vessels, thus not 
only striking a blow at the lumber interests of 
the States, but damaging the commerce of the 
lakes. During reciprocity, how often was seen 
the British flag flying in the harbor of Chicago! 
Seldom do we see it now. Let this bill pass 
and it will be reversed again, and your own 
flag must measurably give place to the Cana: 
dian. You offer that dias ous invitation by 
this bill, Your own vessels going with wheat 
from Chicago to the sea-board cannot compete, | 
because on their return they come light, while 
Canadian vessels can from Georgian bay, 
and even from Port Colborne, load back with 
lumber, thus interfering seriously with the 
trade of American bottoms. With wheat 
down and lumber in return up the lakes, Cana- 
dian bottoms can underbid American vessels 
and. monopolize the carrying trade of the 
lakes, With this double application of the 
the Canadian lumbér and vessels ‘are 
given vastly the advantage over the American, 
and for that reason I protest against the 
method of this bill, and ask that my amend- 
ment, which I now send to the Chair to ‘be 
read, may be considered in view of the vote’ 
on reconsideration. ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
The proposed ameénd-. 


The Cuter CLerx. It is proposed to strike 
out the second section of the bill and in lieu 
thereof to insert : 

That there shall be allowed and paid, out of any. 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
under such regulations as the Sedretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, to the owners of all mate~. 
rials actually used in buildings erected on the 
ground burned over by said fire, the sum of $400,600 : 
Provided, Application therefor be made within two 
years of the passage of this act. . 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Mr. President, 
I eare substantially less abont: the amount, 
whether it be four hundred thousand or five 
hundred thousand or a million, er it may be 
. My desire is that whatever 
Michigan shall stand with other 

same basis upon which: taxa- 
tión is assessed: throughout the land. If you 
are practically to dismiss the tarif by aban- 
doning that system of raising revenue, you 


the amount be, 
States upon the 
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must resort to. direct taxation, and if so, that 
can only constitutionally be based upon the 
population of the country, and upon that base 
we. are ready to meet our. amount, whether 
large or small. But to be. subjected to the 
destruction of one of our great industries when 
our:own people are now recuperating from 
great: losses and sufferings is a measure of 
relief that cannot command my support... 
will here have read a letter in part from Manis- 
tee, Michigan, showing with what energy and 
alacrity they have applied themselves to their 
recovery from heavy losses by fire; an earn- 
est of the spirit reigning in a State where the 
Governor has officially stated that she needs 
no more relief. She is helping herself, and we 
have the maxim that they are helped who heip 
themselves: 
“ MANISTEER, January 22, 1872. 

‘Weare now in the severest of one of our northern 
winters. Inthe vicinity of Lake Michigan thesnow 
is deep, but since the last week of November we 
have bad constant and excellent sleighing. This is 
agreeable to our lumbermen, who are putting in an 
unusually large stock of logs. It is estimated that 
not less than two hundred and twenty-five million 
feet are already contracted for to be delivered here 
for manufacture the ecc ming season, 

“ The great demand for lumber during the latter 
part of the fall and early winter has been a great 

lesging and relief to our laboring classes, so many 
of whom were burned out. . E 

“The lumbering camps were established in the 
pineries earlier than usual, and employ a greater 
numberofmen. Not less than twelve hundred of 
our laboring population are now dispersed in camps 
on the two Manistee rivers. This has greatly re- 
lieved the pressure for shelter and sustenance con- 
sequent on the great fire, so that the amount of real 
suffering experienced here is very small, no greater, 
it is believed, than in former winters. Many are 
living very frugally, very many are ‘doubled up’ 
in families, and quite a number of families are still 
dispersed for want of accommodations; but yet, 
thanks to the very liberal and timely help from kin 
friends throughout the States and country, we are 
able to say that no great amount of suffering has 
been experienced, , 

**Cheerfulness, energy, and industry prevail on 
every hand. There are feweridlers about the streets 
this winter than have ever been seen before in Man- 
istee. Work is superabundant. Wages are excel- 
lent. No one need suffer who is able and willing 


to work. 

“All fear lest ‘relief’ from ‘outside’ should de- 
moralize the working classes passed with the first 
two weeks after the fire. They were never more 
industrious, frugal, temperate, or orderly, and we 
look forward to the coming spring with the highest 
anticipations for our young city. 

“AH the steam mills destroyed by the fire will be 
restored, as good as or better than before, in time to 
start up with the opening of spring, except the mill 
of Tyson & Robinson, and that will be replaced by 
the enlargement of one of their other mills. On 
every hand, mills, shops, stores, and dwellings are 
rising.” 

Manistee is rebuilding her destroyed mills, 
so that every mill that was burned will be re- 
erected and ready for next season’s operations. 
Their men are in the woods at work, and while 
labor there is at a high paying rate, at Chicago, 
as stated by the Tribune, they are dissuading 
laborers from coming there for employment. 
In other words, we propose not only to rebuild 
and restore our own severe losses, but to con- 
tribute our proportion to the reconstruction of 
Chicago. Only place it upon an equitable basis, 
and we have no word in opposition to say. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think that the dis- 
tribution which is proposed to be effected by 
the bill is a very unjust one. It is estimated 
that one hundred and ten thousand people 
were sufferers in the Chicago fire. T presume 
not over ten or twelve thousand of that num- 
ber were owners of real estate. Probably 
one half that number have been ruined by the 
fire and will be compelled to sell out at such 
prices as they can get; so that the number 
who are really to profit by this bill will not be 
over from five to eight thousand, and they are 
to get the entire benefit which ought to be dis- 
tributed among all the sufferers. If youmake 
an appropriation of so much money, you may 
provite that it shall þe. distributed equitably 

y the authorities of Chicago, or by the dis- 
trict judge, or by any. other instrumentality 
you choose to point out. Then the benefit 
will be enjoyed by the rich and poor alike. 
By this bill the poor men who are utterly 
ruined by the fire at Chicago have no portion 


| 


of the relief which we afford. No such man 
will ever be benefited a dollar by this bill. It 
is only the men of wealth, the men of such 
substantial capital that they could stand up 
against such a calamity and rebuild their 
blocks in Chicago, that are to get the benefit 
of this bill. Ifthe nation is to stepinand roll 
back the waves of a calamity like this, it 
should see to it that its bounty is partaken by 
all the sufferers. They should not adopt 
means which must in the nature of things con- 
fine our donation to wealthy men who really 
do not need it. You take from a rich man ten 
or fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. Of 
course it is a loss which he is reluctant to 
bear, which no man wishes’ him to bear; yet 
if he hag enough left to rebuild and go on how 
is his loss to be compared to that of the poor 
man, who is utterly ruined, and finds himself 
with his wife and children in the open air with- 
out shelter or protection, without any means 
of subsistence or any occupation to employ 
his industry? And the Government proposes 
now to give its bounty only to those who really 
do not need it, the men of capital and wealth, 
and turn away from those ninety thousand 
poor people who are absolutely and actually 
ruined by that fire. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, it is not my 
intention to detain the Senate at any great 
length ; but I feel that it is proper that I should 


answer some of the arguments that have been’ 


made in opposition to this bill. I must say 
that as arguments they were good enough, but 
they were of a very strange character. I will 
first for a very short time examine the propo- 
sition made by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. Carpenter. } 

He takes the bill that is proposed to the 
Senate, reads it, and compares it with a sec- 
tion of the Constitution, and declares that in 
his judgment as a lawyer it is unconstitutional. 
That Senator is, perhaps, somewhat like my- 
self, a little impulsive; and sometimes he may 
possibly—I do not say that he does—speak 
without mature consideration. When this bill 
was up for discussion before, the Senator did 
not think it unconstitutional. The Senator 
from Wisconsin at that time was one of its 
friends, or at least I so understood him. He 
desired some amendment, and was a friend of 
the bill, It was not then unconstitutional, but 
it has become unconstitutional recently. Per- 
haps his attention had not been called to this 
section prior to that debate, and perhaps it 
has been by suggestions made by resolutions 
in his own State in opposition to this bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend certainly 


does not wish to misrepresent me on that | 


point. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The. only provision 
of the Constitution to which my attention was 
directed when this bill was proposed was that 
in relation to discriminating in favor of the 
ports of one State over those of another ; and 
I was satisfied that this bill was not in conflict 
with that provision. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [ Mr. Scorr,] in asubsequent. discus- 
sion, on the first day when the motion to recon- 
sidered was debated, called my attention. to 
this .section for the first time. Now, if the 
Senator can find how this bill can stand con- 


sistent with that section, I shall be delighted || 


to hear him. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Well, then, first, there was 
one provision found in the Constitution which 
seemed to the minds of some Senators to con- 
flict with the bill. That was abandoned, how- 
ever, and now another is found that the bill 
seems to be in conflict with. What is that? 
That all imposts, duties, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States. I should 
like some Senator. to explain to me how this 
bill disposes of the duties in any other way than 
by a law making them uniform. Whatis meant 
by uniform dutiesand uniform taxes? Uniform 
rates. They all have the same meaning, and 
what is it? That property shall not be taxed 


H 


in one manner here and in another manner 
there; or in other words, you shall not tax lam- 
ber seventy-five cents per thousand at one place 
and two dollars per thousand at another. That 
would not be uniform. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to ask a, 


question right at that point, for we want to \ 


have a common understanding. Would it be 
uniform to pass a law saying that all lumber 
imported. into Massachusetts shall pay two 
dollars a thousand, and that imported into 
New York shall have the money repaid? 
Would that be uniform? 

Mr. LOGAN. Uniform taxation! Cer- 
tainly, and I can show it. Why not? If the 
lumber is imported and pays its two dollars 
tax at New York and two dollars tax when it 


is imported at Boston, is not that a uniform _ 


CARPENTER. That would relieve ° 
| the bill of any hostility to that section relating 


rate? 
Mr. 


to discriminations between the ports of differ- 
ent States; but if one State is exempt from 
paying duties on imported articles consumed 
in that State, does the Senator maintain that 
there are uniform duties as between that State 
and the State that has to pay them? 

Mr. LOGAN. I certainly do. Laying uni- 
form duties is a different meaning from re- 
funding duties. They are as distinct and sep- 
arate as day from night. Uniform rates, uni- 
form duties, require that the same duties shall 
be paid on the article at the port where it is 
received, and the bill does not interfere with 
the paying of the duties at all on the articles 
where they are received. They are dutiable 
the same as they are without the bill, and pay 
the same amount. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr, President-—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not interrupt the gen- 
tleman, and I hope I shall be permitted to 
give my views without constant interruption. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Wil my friend allow 


| me to put one question more, and then I shall 


be silent forevermore? The Constitution pro- 
vides that direct taxation shall be apportioned 
among the several States according to popula- 
tion. Would an act which should apportion 
taxation among all the States, and then pro- 
vide that after Massachusetts had paid her 
taxes they should be refunded to her, violate 
the Constitution? : 

Mr. LOGAN. If there was a reason for 
refunding the tax to Massachusetts, and the 
Congress of the United States felt that for 
some great reason, or because of some great 
calamity, they were willing to make an appro- 
priation back to Massachusetts of the amount 
of taxation she had paid, there is not one let- 
ter in the Constitution that would be violated. 


| This bill is nothing more nor less than that 


same proposition. 

A CARPENTER. Then Congress may 
make—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. If he desires to take the floor I will 
yield to him and let him go on. If the Con- 
gress of the United States proposes to appro- 
priate, (as this is nothing more than an appro- 
priation of this amount to the several persons 
who are erecting buildings in the burned dis- 


| trict,) it has aright to do it out of the rev- 


enues of the country, and this is nothing more 
nor less than that. Does not the Senator from 
Michigan propose now to appropriate, instead 
of the remission of duties, $500,000 to Chi- 
cago city? What is that—an appropriation to 
the city? How? He proposes to appropriate 
that to the city to be given to the men who 
build houses pro rata, as I understand him, 
according to-the value of the materials em- 
ployed in building the houses. I believe that 
is the way of it. “He proposes, then, to appro- 
priate the money from what? From the rev- 
enues of the country that are deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States. [sit any more 
unlawful or unconstitutional to appropriate 
from the revenues collected in the custom- 
house for the benefit of individuals than it is 
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to appropriate money from the Treasury of the 
United States for their benefit? 

I care not to answer that proposition any 
further, but I desire to call the attention of- 
the Senate for a few moments to another prop- 
osition, and. that is a suggestion made by the 
Senator from Michigan and agreed to by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, that they are to be 
taxed in Wisconsin and Michigan for the ben- 
efit of Chicago. Taxed how? That themanu- 
facturers of lumber and the manufacturers of 
iron and other materials employed in rebuild- 
ing the burned district will be taxed by this 
bill! Hence they opposeit. Let me ask the 
Senator from Michigan this one simple ques- 
tion: Why do you levy a tariff on lumber? Is 
it not as well to afford revenue to the Govern- 
ment as to protect the people who are com- 
mencing that particular pursuit in opposition 
to those employed in the same work in foreign 
lands, that they may be protected until they 
are able to compete with those who are em- 
ployed in foreign countries? Is not that the 
principle on which you levy the tariff? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If the Senator 
asks for a reply I will state that my proposi- 
tion was to base the amount taken out of the 
Treasury after it reached there through the 
customs, not interfering with the customs, on 
the same rule you apply to all other appro- 
priations, and that would be distributable in 
Michigan, she paying her proportion of the 
taxation equitably with the other States accord- 
ing to population. I believe, in answer to the 
question put by the Senator from Illinois, I 

id state there might be a tax on lumber. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, the gentleman does not 
understand what I stated. He misapprehends 
me. I asked him if it was not the principle 
of levying a tariff that it way as well to raise 
revenue for the Government as to protect the 
manufacturers against foreign manufactures of 
the same character, and was it not done for the 
purpose of enabling them to compete with 
foreign labor of the same kind? Is not that 
the principle of the tariff? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will answer 
the gentleman that substantially itis. That is 
the system which the Government has adopted 
not only measurably for protection, but for 
raising revenue, and it is an equitable distribu- 
tion throughout the States. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not discussing the equity 
of the proposition, but I am discussing the 
principle. l would like the Senator from Michi- 
gan to explain to me howit is that he can stand 
up here and say that his lumbermen must be 
protected by a tariff when my constituents are 
in ashes to-day, upon their knees in sackcloth 
asking the representatives of this country to 
do what? To act on the very same principle 
that you have bad the Government act with 
your lumbermen, to enable them to rise from 
the ashes that they may stand upon an equality 
with other people not so destroyed. It is to 
encourage them to build, it is to encourage 
them to make that city that was a model city 
in this land, and the pride of the Northwest, 
again occupy the position which she occupied 
among the cities of this country and before the 

eople of this country. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I am not dis- 
posed to interrupt the Senator; I have no 
such disposition; but if he puts questions for 
a reply, L am ready to reply if he desires. 

Mr. LOGAN, Iam trying to reply as well as 
I can to the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Michigan and the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, and if I am unfortunate in not understand- 
ing the principles by which they are guided, itis 
certainly owing to my want of compr nen om 

But let us go a little further, e do not 
ask that we shall be protected beyond that 
which seems to be equitable and right. AsI 
said when I spoke on a former occasion, we 
ask the Congress of the United States, not as 
a right, but to extend the arm of generosity to 
an unfortunate people that are to-day with- 
out help, without strength, and without means. 


r 


But how will you .devise ways and means to | breeze on Lake Michigan. and on the Chicago 


get at the share of Michigan, according to the | 
Senator’s proposition? Some Senators say we 
should appropriate money. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, how would you distribute money? You 
would have no power or means of ascertaining 
the different amounts that would necessarily 
have to be distributed among these unfortu- 
nate people. We are not asking for bread; 
that we have. We are not asking for cloth- 
ing; we areabundantly supplied. We arenot 
asking alms because we are poor; but we are 
asking the sympathy of the Government, and 
that its strong arm may be reached out and 
aid us in coming up to that position that we 
are expected to regain, but we cannot without 
some aid. 

My friend, the Senator from Michigan, would 
protect Mr. Ward, the greatest iron-man in 
the Northwest, and how would he protect him? 
By putting a tariff on iron so high that he 
would have a monopoly of the trade, that for- 
eigners could not compete with him. He 
would do this to encourage him to extend his 
operations in that direction, and, he would 
say, for the benefit of the surrounding com- 
munity. That is what my friend from Michi- 
gan would say. The same protection that you 
extend to the rich man, the manufacturer, to 
encourage him to do that which you consider 
beneficial to the country, we ask you to extend 
to ug to encourage us to repair our damages 
and our losses. 

So far as my friend from Michigan is con- 
cerned, I have always felt kindly to him for 
the manner in which he acted during that fire; 
and I am under obligations to my friend from 
Wisconsin for the aid he gave in the passage 
of this bill originally. Now, let me for a mo- 
ment examine the injury that is to occur to 
Michigan and Wisconsin. It seems that a 
kind of alarm has taken place in this country. 
The lumbermen are all scared; they petition 
their Senators here to oppose this bill. Why 
are they scared? They are scared from the 
fact that opposition was made to this bill on 
the ground that they would be injured, and 
they have got to believe that they will. Now, 
I want to show the Senate how perfectly pre- 
posterous this is. There were about twenty- 
six hundred acres of the city of Chicago, and 
the main portion of that city, burned to the 
ground—the business portion of that city. My 
friend, the Senator from Wisconsin, says this 
will not help the poor people. I can tell the 
Senator from Wisconsin that it was not the 
poor class of the city of Chicago that was 
burned out. There were a great many poor 
people, but nearly every man in that burned 
district owned his own house, nearly every 
man in that district owned the house in which 
he lived, instead of large blocks that were 
rented, room by room, to individuals; but 
the dwelling-houses throughout that burned 
district were generally owned by those who 
lived in them. ‘There were, of course, some 
differently situated, but the great majority were 
in that condition. It would be expected from 
the arguments here that no one was to be 
affected except the lumbermen of the country. 
Let us see how they will be affected. | 

According to a rule established by the Chi- 
cago council the fire limits embraced nearly 
all of this burnt district. Within the fire limits 
what amount of lumber will be used? They 
are not permitted to build houses of lumber 
within the greater portion of this burnt dis- 
trict. They must be built of brick, of stone, of 
iron, of slate, or some material of that kind. 
There is nothing that lumber can be used for 
in building these houses save the joists. The 
rafters are not even of wood; they are to be 
of iron; and yet gentlemen are alarmed for 
fear that the whole of Michigan will be de- | 
stroyed and Chicago inundated by Canadian 
lumber merely to build up this district. I was 
astonished at the statement of the Senator 


from Michigan. He says if.you pass this bill 
you will see the English flag floating to the | 


river, andthe American flag will retire quiet! 

from the breeze in that Jocality. My. Heavens: 
Mr. President, what a picture! The British 
flag by a little bill to aid the burnt district 
of Chicago will be unfurled to the breeze and 
the American flag will quietly retirel- Michi» 
gan lumber will die out, refuse: to appear 
again, and British-Canadian lumber will usurp 
its place! : 

Why, the Senator himself, with a very few 
wagons and teams that I presume he owns, 
could haul all the lumber that will be used:in 
the burnt district under the fire ordinance in - 
a very few loads, and yet he is almost ready 
to give up the ship because the British flag 
is going to appear. Let us see how. it will 
appear. One would think by the arguments 
made that they did not use any lumber in that 
country except in Chicago. My friend is a 
lumber merchant; that is his business; and 
Tam not surprised at his opposition to ‘this 
bill, although he has been kind to our people. 
But men who have a particular kind of busi- 
ness are more easily led in a certain direction 
than those who have not that kind of business 
to influence their judgment. I should like to 
ask my friend if they do not sell lumber all 
over Illinois, Kansas, and the whole North- 
west? Of the amount of lumber you send to 
Chicago in twelve months there is not one 
tenth part of it used in the city. The State 
of Illinois is a large State, you must remem- 
ber. Her fences are built of your lumber, 
and the farm-houses all over the country.: 
Loads of lumber by the hundred cars are going 
out of Chicago south and west and in every 
direction to make fences and houses for the 
farmers. But one would suppose that all the 
lumber you shipped there was to be used en- 
tirely in this burnt district. Suppose lum- 
ber were sent from Canada to Chicago, suppose 
a thousand vessels floated filled with lumber 
every year, is not duty paid on the lumber? 
Certainly. They do it under the law now. 

Will this bill prevent men paying the duty 
when the lumber is shipped in? Not at all. 
What will it do? It will only remit the duty 
on the amount used in the burnt district, not 
in the rest of Chicago, but merely in the burnt 
district, and you imagine that is going to fill 
our whole country with Canada lumber! They 
will have to pay the duty, and they can pile it 
up now just the same. How much is it going 
to affect? It will affect nobody? The duty is 
paid when the lamber comes in, when the brick 
comes in, when the plaster and stone and 
marble and slate come in. It does not affect 
the price at all, for the duty is paid just_the 
same on that lumber as on any other. . How 
then is the price affected? I cannot under- 
stand it, But yet we are told the price is 
reduced, the lumbermen are destroyed, and 
woe will be to that class of people! 

Mr. President, if this bill was aimed entirely 
at the lumbermen, I should say that a little 
reduction in the price of their lumber just at 
this time would not hurtthem very much. Let 
me read to you one or two letters in reference 
to lumbermen in Chicago from gentlemen who 
I presume are well known, and you can see 
the reason lumber cries so loud as it does to- 
day. Here isa letter written to me on the first 
of this month by John V. Farwell, whose 
house is one of the heaviest mercantile houses 
in Chicago, a man who sells a great deal, who 
builds a great many houses, and who imports 
a great many goods. He is building exten- 


sively. His property was all burned “in Chi- 
cago. He lost a great number of . valuable 
houses, and he desires to rebuild them: Here 


is what he says in reference to lumber: 


“ Thore are some facts connected with the lumber 
and brick interests which seem to be combining to 
defeat the bill for the relief of Chicago which have 
not been brought forward as yet. ae 

“The lumbermen here bave put up their prices 
since the fire fifty to seventy-five per cent, on the 
staple lumber, such as joist and common boards.” - 


Since the fire fifty.to seventy-five per cent. 
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on staple lumber. Ifthe fire has increased 
the price of. lumber from fifty to seventy-five 
per- centi; E ask these Jambermen. how they 
are going to be destroyed by a few vessel loads 
of lumber coming in from Canada? Then Mr. 
Chauncey T. Bowen, of the firm of Bowen & 
Brothers, in Chicago, another. very heavy firm, 
writes to.me thus: 

‘The * poor lambermen’ have made fabuloussums 
of money. It issafe to add thirty-three and one 
third per cent, as the advance since the fire, while 
some kinds. of lumber, ‘long joist,’ have advanced 
fifty per cent.’ 

There are two of the large establishments in 
Chicago, men who build a good deal, stating 
that one class has increased fifty per cént. and 
another class at least thirty-three and a third 
percent. ; and yet if there isa reduction of the 
tariff of $2 20 on the thousand itis going to 
destroy the lumber merchants of Chicago, we 
are told, when they are selling joist to-day at 
fifty dollars per thousand in the city of Chi- 
cago., It does seem to me that fifty dollars 
per thousand for lumber is a very fair price. 
So it is of brick. I have evidence here to 
show, but I do not want to take up the time 
of the Senate by reading it, that brick at the 
time of the fire was selling from five and a 
half to six dollars a thousand, and that now 
brick is selling at sixteen dollars per -thou- 
sand, and everything else in proportion; and 
yet if we ask for a bill that may tend in some 
little respect to reduce the prices of these 
staple articles for building purposes we are 
told-that we are going to rob a elass of' people 
and ruin the country! 

I was told in the commencement of this argu- 
ment that Chicago was arrogant, that Chicago 
was proud, that Chicago was dictatorial. Mr, 
President, she is not proud to-day, and she is 
not dictatorial to-day. She does not come up 
in her pride, and her pomp, and her splendor; 
but she comes to this Senate Chamber to-day 
in ashes, and asks the Senate to aid her in that 
condition, I do not think it comes with a 
good grace to say that she has been arrogant. 
Misfortune may overtake an arrogant man, or 
an arrogant. people, or an arrogant race ; but 
when they are unfortunate, and when they are 
bending under the load of misfortune, it is a 


poor time then, it seems to me, to try to defeat | 


that which they claim as an act of generosity 
toward them, by crying out that they have 
been arrogant. f 

The Senator from. Michigan [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] in hig argument gaid that Chicago had 
received a large appropriation for building a 
‘court-house, post office, and custom-house, 
and hence she ought not to have this given to 
her. I. was sorry to hear that. . Boston is 
building a post office, and if you will take the 
custom-house in Boston and the post office in 
Boston, you will find that the Government has 
expended more money there for that purpose 
than all the appropriation you made for the 
Chicago. post office and custom-house. My 
friend from Michigan seemed to be sore because 
Detroit had not received so heavy an appro- 
priation as Chicago. I have no objection to 
Detroit: receiving every dollar she is entitled 
to, and more too if necessary, to make her a 


comfortable custom-house, post office, and | 


court-house. 
Senate. 
Why is it that it was required that so much 
money should ba appropriated? Because it 
would cost a little over a. million dollars to 
buy the ground. There would then be enough 
lett to build a custom-honse, post office, and 
United States court-house. Let us see if Chi- 
cago is entitled tothat. Before she was burned 
out, was she entitled to it? We assert before 
the Senate that she was entitled to that appro- 
priation prior to the fire. Why? Because she 
is to-day the third city in the United States, so 


But let me give facts to the 


far as postal arrangements are concerned. ‘The. 
money that she receives for the Goverament | 


of the United: States, as postal compensa- 
tion, is higher than in any city, except New 
York and Philadelphia, New York receives 


$2,214,401; Philadelphia, $758,072; Boston, 


$708,492; Chicago, $703,518. There is a little 
difference between Chicago and Boston, but 
the advantage isin favor of Chicago. Then, 
according to this. list-made out by the Post 
Office Department and certified to, she was 
entitled to as much- appropriation as Boston 
for a court-house and post-office, and no more 
did she get. Hence, she got no more than she 
was entitled to. 

I have resolutions here—but it is not neces- 
sary to take up the time of the Senate in read- 
ing. them—from the commissioners of Cook 
county, also from the Legislature of the State 
of Ilinois, passed unanimously, I believe, 
certified to by the Governor of the State, ask- 
ing their Representatives to do everything 
they could in aid of a bill of this character. 
It is the feeling of our State; it is not con- 
fined to Chicago, but it extends to the citi- 
zens in all parts of the State, that Chicago, 
their pride, is crushed by the.fiery elementand 
to-day lies at the feet of this country, and 
these people pleading for that which will do 
her some good. It is the feeling all over the 
country, and I say to my friends from Michi- 
gan and Wisconsin, if you strike out the lum- 
ber from this proposition, there is nota human 
being in these States. but what sympathizes 
fully with us. Chicago has done as much 
toward making your States as your States 
almost themselves. Why? Because it has 
been the great market and the great outlet 
from which poured that which has brought 
your merchants millions of dollars. Your 
lumber has sought its money in the marts of 
Chicago, and the very men that are inveighing 
to-day against this bill seek their fortunes in 
the marts of Chicago. If Chicago was to be 
destroyed to-day your lumbermen of Michigan 
would feel it more heavily than any other por- 
tion of our country, and yet complaint is made 
because we ask this little pittance and this 
little boon. 

Let. me call the attention of the Senate to 
the relief granted to Portland, Maine. I do it 
merely for the purpose of showing that. this 
unconstitutional bill that I have introduced here 
is copied almost verbatim from the laws passed 
in favor of Portland. 


they are the same in substance. 

Mr. LOGAN. [I know they are the same. 
There were two laws passed, one in reference 
to the remissionof duties and one in reference 
to the suspension of the collection of internal 
revenue. I copied those sections verbatim, 
except the name of the city and the change of 
date ; thatisthe only difference there is. Now, 
i ask, why do Senators desire to change this 
bill? Do they want to set two precedents? 
Some say this is a bad-precedent. If it isa 
bad precedent, two precedents differing would 
be worse. It is better to keep up the simple 
precedent made ‘for Portland than to change. 

What is the change desired? The Senator 
from Michigan {Mr. Ferry] wants to change 
the bil so as to appropriate money directly. 
The Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Vermont desire it changed so as.to name the 
articles upon which the remission of duties 
shall operate. That would be different from 
what was done for Portland; it would be mak- 
ing a precedent in the Portland case that duties 
might be remitted, and in the other case that 
goods of acertain character might be admitted 
free. You would have then two classes of pre: 
cedents instead of one. Gentlemen say that 
this is dangerous; that the Portland precedent 
ought never to have been established. But it 
was established. Why? Because it was just 
and right, and no person was injured by it. 
The Government was not injured; the people 
were benefited; Portland was rebuilt, and 
Portland is rebuilt in better condition to-day 
than she was prior to the fire. Iwas there 
and went around the burnt district in Portland 


after it was rebuilt; and it is much better to- 
| day than it was prior to the fire. Why? Be- 


Mr. CARPENTER. That is not disputed; 


cause the Government of the United States 
encouraged the people of Portland, first by 
contributing to their necessities in clothing, 
tents, and things of that kind; then we appro- 
priated $50,000 in money; and then we gave 
them the further relief we now ask for Chicago ; 
and that encouragement on. the part of the 
Government through their Congressmen and 
Senators gave the people of Portland such aid 
as did rebuild that city in better condition to- 
day and more permanently than it was before. 
The very same thing will occur in this case if 
we are permitted to have this bill. 

If we are not permitted to have it, what can 
I say to my constituents when J return home? 
The Government contributed to Portland a 
little over $21,000 in the remission of duties, 
Portland lost in her fire $9,000,000. Chicago 
lost almost entire, the heart of the city gone, 
and lies to-day in smoldering ruins nothing 
but the shell, the kernel all abstracted by the 
fire, all consumed and gone. She comes to 
the Senate of the United States, a great western 
city, with her pride humbled, and asks humbly 
that the same benefit shall be extended to her 
that was extended to Portland. I read this act 
of Congress of 1866 for the benefit of Portland. 
Tam asked by my constituents, ‘‘ Why could you 
not get the same benefit for us? Is it because 
the people of the West are hated by the Senate? 
Is it because the people of the West are not 
entitled to the same privileges as others? Is 
it because the same justice is not to be dealt 
out to them that is dealt out to others? Is _ 
it because, when we come and ask, we shall 
not receive, when ii shall be given to others 
without asking? Is that the way we are to 
be turned off?” What am Ito say to my 
constituents? Or are they to say to me, ‘‘ Be- 
cause you did not have the ability to present 
your case it was lost in the Senate?! It 
passed, nem. con., in the House, and comes 
to the Senate only to find objectors, It found 
but six when the bill passed here before. 1 
hope it may not find so many to-day. 

l appeal to the generosity of the Senate to- 
day to do the same act of justice toward my 
constituents that they have in former times 
done toward others. If the Constitution of 
the United States seeks to put taxation on an 
equality, in God’s name put the people on an 
equality. Let us stand on the same plane on 
which others stand; let us have the same 
justice done to us that-others have had done 
to them; let us not be without success more 
than others have been that applied at the bar 
of the Senate and House. 

This is what the constituency that I in part 
represent ask, and the answer that I will get 
at home. But they say this, ‘If we do nat 
receive that which we think would be a benefit 
tous, we will dothe best we can; that isall we 
can do;”’ and that the people of Chicago will 
do. They have shown greater energy since 
this fire than almost any other people that 
ever lived. The people who have shown such 
energy and such determination as they have 
exhibited, ought to be encouraged if it is pos- 
sible to do it by the Government of the United 
States without doing injury to the country gen- 
erally, and this measure will do none, There- 
fore I ask the Senate of the United States to 
refuse this day to reconsider the vote that was 
given at the time this bill passed, and let it 
become a law now. Do net let it be recon- 
sidered in order to go back to the Finance 
Committee, to come back here or not as they 
may see proper. 

I will give the Senate a reagon for so doing. 
It is now growing late in February, and wiil 
soon be spring time, It is the time to com- 
mence building. The contractors in Chicago 
will perhaps not make their contracts, or if 
they do they will make them in reference to 
this bill, or they‘ will withhold from making 
them on account of it. If you hold up the 
bill for a month, or two weeks, oF any length 
of time here, it will interfere materially with 
contracts for building in the city of Chicago. 


1872. . 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


If you are going to give them relief at all, 
grant it to-day. If you do not intend to give 
them relief at all, let them know it to-day; 
vote the bill down entire.- It is not necessary 
to refer it back to the Finance Committee. 
Let them know what they have got to depend 
upon. Let the bill be voted down or let it be 
voted up; let it either become a law or not 
become a law; but let these people know what 
they have got to depend upon. When I ask 
the Senate not to reconsider that vote, I ask it 
in the name of one hundred and ten thousand 
sufferers to-day who want to rebuild their 
cabins and their houses, their hotels, their 
business places, and houses for their families 
to live in and have shelter. It is in the name 
of these people that I ask that the vote shall 
not be reconsidered. 

Sir, I have detained the Senate now a great 
deal longer than I intended to do. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, Mr. President, 
the Senate and the country will never reflect 
upon the Senator from Illinois for any lack of 
ability or zeal in pressing this bill for passage 
before this body; nor do I abate my sympathy 
in comparison with the Senator from Illinois 
for the stricken city for which he has thus 
appealed. I with him saw it destroyed. I felt 
the force of the loss, and heard the woe of the 
sufferers, and when he makes a personal appeal 
Iam with him in full accord. 

But, sir, this question rises, as I stated in 
my opening, above public sympathy; it is a 
question of public policy. IL say to the Sen- 
ator two wrongs cannot make a right; and 
when he points to the precedent of Portland, 
I stand here and ask in the face of this great 
destruction, where the whole nation feels the 
Joss, that we revoke that precedent and estab- 
lish one that is tenable. That is the point I 
make. I have no disposition, nor is it my 
object in voting for a reconsideration, to with- 
hold any relief from the city of Chicago. 

But me let call attention to the language of 
the second section of the bill: l 

That there shall be allowed and paid, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe, on all materials imported, to be and actu- 
ally used in buildings erected on the ground burned 
over by said fire, a drawback of the import duties 
puid on the same, 

Will the Senator contend that if all these 
articles are purchased of manufacturers within 
the Union there will be a duty and a draw- 
back to the extent of the duty? The section 
itself presupposes that these articles must be 
imported, foritsays ‘‘adrawback of the import 
duties paid on the same.’’ 

Now, I put it to the Senator that the only 
method by which the amount can be arrived 
at is to state how and where the articles enter 
into the reconstruction of those buildings, 
pefore you can ask a drawback under the regu- 
lations of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
I reply to the position of the Senator by stating 
that you can as well under similar regulations 
of the Secretary of the Treasury apply the 
money as you can the materials, and in 
that way you avoid the corruption and pecula- 
tion incident to your customs system. We 
have an instance of this in New York; and to 
less extent affirmed in other custom-houses in 
the country, as shown by petitions presented 
here this morning, that more or less corrup- 
tion is incident to the system. 

Lhe proposition of the Senator is to admit 
these goods free from a foreign land. I say, 
keep your manufactures and your commodities 
for the benefit of your own people. Give your 
relief to Chicago from the surrounding States, 
but do not by the method of this bill strike a 
blow that shall affect the industries of the 
nation for the ultimate benefit of foreign man- 
ufucturers. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] the other day well illus- 
trated this by a figure of speech, as symbols 
generally convey ideas more elearly and forcibly 
than words. ` He stated that a pound at the end 
ofa lever had a hundred-fold more effect than 
one near the fulerom. That is the effect of 
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this measure. The direct amount of the duties 
to be remitted, as the Chicago Tribune states, 
is very small, as it was in the case of Portland; 
but the effect of the measure is to sweep away 
all the duties upon every article enumerated in 
this list, and there is the way by which that 
paper arrives at the amount of: $20,000,000 
benefit to the. city. . Does the Senater from 
Illinois state here that $20,000,000 will be 
allowed asa drawback if these articles are no 
imported? ; 
Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator a question. Does he presume to say that 
twenty millions will be the amount of draw- 


back merely from the statement of a news 
paper? Ido not think the Senator takes that 
paper as good authority on some questions. 
That newspaper hag no more idea as to what 
the drawback will be than he has, not a parti» 
cle; and I do not think he has much idea of 
it. I know I have not. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I want to get 
at the facts of this case. Ido not think that 
the Senator from Illinois will go back upon 
the organ of the city which he is now so effi- 
ciently representing. 
attention again toa sentence. or two in this 
same paper: 

“ As a general thing, the effect will be to reduce 
prices to the extent of the duty.” 

Then it goes on and gives a list of the arti- 
cles, thirty-five in number, and what further 
does itsay ? 

* It does not follow that we are to purchase all of 
these articles we necd from foreign countries, but 
as we can get them at the price ruling in Toronto, 
Montreal, Liverpool, or elsewhere, that fact must 
necessarily regulate prices here.” 

Mark the first and significant quotation which 
I repeat: 

“Asa general thing, the effect will be to reduce 
prices to the extent of the duty.” 

How can you get the remission unless duty 
has been paid? How can duty be paid on the 
articles unless they are imported from foreign 
places, aud unless you apply there for them? 
How can you bring your lever to bear with a 
hundred-fold weight unless you_purchase in 
foreign lands, and thus tell the dealers in the 
local market that they must come down to the 
extent of the duty? There, sir, is the potency 
of this blow to domestic industry. The thing 
is as plain as the light. You can derive no 
benefit from this bill unless you use the apply- 
ing power; and if I were to use a figure of 
speech, I would say this was a proposition 
for the restoration of Chicago by a homeo- 


But I want to call his | 


here whether he would be willing to be taxed ` 
i ten, twenty, or twenty-five cents a. thousand 

for this purpose,:and the answer has ‘been, 
t Yes” : : ; ES 

Our object is not to. get rid of granting 
relief to Chicago, but we say the precedent 
established in the Portland case is a wrong 
one, and cannot be upheld. -Suppose: a fire 
should occur in New York, another in Boston, 
another in St. Louis, another in New Orleans, 
simultaneously, if you please, upon this very 
precedent established in the : Portland case, 
and renewed in the case- of Chicago, if this 
bill should pass, you have adopted a rule 
which you cannot evade, and you must upon 
that same basis afford relief to these. other 
cities, and virtually bankrupt your Treasury. 

Now, sir, this money must enter your Treas: 
ury through your customs. In this rebate pro- 
posed by the billit has to_enter and then go 
out of the Treasury. Now, I say, come frankly 
to the Treasury and ask for the amount re: 
quired, and appropriate it for the reconstruc- 
tion of the city of Chicago. 

As to the conspiracy for raising prices, I 
am compelled now, inasmuch as the Senator 
has stated that they have gone up to fabulous 
figures, to run over the prices. i 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say any such thing. 
I read a letter, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator 
read a letter, and I supposed that, when he | 
read it it was the same as stating it. However, 
I take that term back, and say that the Sen 
ator read from a letter written by a Mr. Farwell, 
if I mistake not, and a brother of an honor- 
able gentleman in the other House, who states 
that he paid at the rate of fifty dollars a thou- 
sand. In the remarks that I made in the open- 
ing of this debate I said there might be a 
case where a man wanting a peculiar kind of 
lumber, and not finding it in the market, and 
navigation being closed, must seek it where he 
can find it, and bring it by land, and to the 
price at the mill must be added the price of 
that excessive transportation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to read just what 
he did say, He does not say he bought. at 
fifty dollars a thousand. He says: 


_“The lumbermen here have put up their. prices 
since the fire fifty to seventy-five per cent. on staplo 
lumber, such as joists and common boards.” 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. In reply to 
that I will read from the Tribune last received 
from Chicago, and certainly the reports of the 
markets of Chicago as stated by the press can- 


pathic dose with allopathic treatment for jhe 
States. That is just it and nothing else. For 
the purpose of giving to Chicago the benefit 
of this moiety you propose to strike down the 


contribute by this prostration of prices—beaten 
down by the competition of imported fabrics— | 
to the amount of $20,000,000 for the benefit 
of Chicago. That being the purport and the 
purpose of the bill in its effect, F am not will- 
ing to let it become a law with my support. I 
am willing to meet even that vast amount, but 
upon a principle of equality, by having the 4 
$20,000,000 distributed -according to popula- 
tion, and Michigan will be the last State that 
will withdraw from giving her quota of relief. 

The Senator has asked how are you going 
to fix this tax. If I were to discriminate be- 
tween two processes, one that was directly in 
violation of the Constitution, which says you 
shal! not give a preference to the ports of one 
State over those of another, I would instead 
tax articles that enter that port, and thus indi- 
rectly give preference to all the others by this 
prejadice to the one upon the principle that 
the greater includes the less. Why, sir, Mich- 
igan herself will give to-day the amount. of 
$400,000, or even $500,000, as her quota, and 
you may tax her lumber for it. Tax the lum: 
ber that goes into Chicago ten cents a thou- 


sand, and -you will raise that amount in four 
years, or tax it twenty'cents, and raise it in 


tyo years from the passage of the bill, Ti 


ca 


Box 


greater industries of the States and make them į 


not be questioned. I give the prices accord- 

ing to this report: 

On first and second Coat.. csr serseeeres peresieervn BABORD 
That is the highest quality of clear lumber. 


Second clear, one inch to two inch. $47 @$50 
Third clear, one inch... . 89@ 40 
Third clear, thick...... BO 45 
: Firstand second clear floor’ 40 
First and second clear siding together 23@ 25 
‘ Common siding.. 20 
Common flooring dressed first... 36 
Common flooring dressed second, 29@ 30 
A stock boards... ~ AO 

B stock beards 29@ 30 


, Now I come to the point to which the Sen- 
ator has just referred: 


Common board, joists, scantling, small timber, 
&c., sixteen feet and under, $20@$22, 

Here in the dead of winter, with all this 
destruction of buildings, we find the price in 
the public market of Chicago of common lum- 
ber under sixteen feet given at twenty-dollars. 
Let me give the higher lengths: ae 

‘í Joists and scantling eighteen to. twenty- 
four feet,” which are the longest joists used 
for buildings and stores, twenty-four feet in 
width, ‘‘twenty to twenty-five dollars.” The 
maximum given in the market here is twenty- 
five dollars a thousand. ...: f 

Now I want tọ state a rule having some 
knowledge of the-lumber market of .Chicago. 
The usual price of long stuff is one dollar a 
foot; -that-is: commonly understood; and I 
but state the fact. Now we: have: here for 


have asked every umberman who hasappeared © 
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joist: of twenty-four feet twenty-five dollars 
as the maximum: price. I have here a letter 
which corroborates this, and answers the ques- 
tion’not-only as to lumber, but as to brick. 

Before referring to that, however, let me 
call attention to a notice in this same paper 
headed: “a chance for cheap brick,” in which 
the Tribune reveals to the citizens of Chicago 
that there is some property for sale there coy- 
ering a large bed of elay. and inviting capital- 
ists-to come in and manufacture brick in order 
to rebuild: the city of Chicago. - I will simply 
read theconcluding passage: 

“Considering all things, bricks can be made from 
this clay for several dollars per thousand less than 
in any other point. within the city, and much less 
than they can be made for at points where the 
transportation is by rail.” 

Now, | desire to eall attention to a letter I 
have received from one of the relief and aid 
society of the city of Chicago. He does not 
write officially, but I give it as a letter from 
one of that committee. Speaking of this bill, 
he says: 

“Aside from the frauds that such a law would cer- 
tainly entail, I do not belive it would materially 
aid Chicago, Lhe lumbermen and brick-makers have 
enlarged and are enlarging their business to meet 
the coming demand.” 

Now he gives the prices: ; 

“Common bricks are to-day offered for $7 50 for 
fature delivery, which is as low as they were before 
the fire. ‘This decline cowes from the large prepa- 
ration which to some extent will be discouraged by 
such.a law, and to a greater extent I am convinced 
then any foreign supply resulting from such a law. 
As to lumber, the Michigan and Wisconsin lumber- 
men, with the aid of an unusually favorable winter, 
will be entirely able to meet the demand, and at 
very reasonable rates, at very reasonable ante-fire 
prices, as some recent contracts prove. ” 


This gentleman, the chairman of the execu- 
tive committee of the relief society of Chicago, 
states as a fact that in regard to brick and 
lumber, the most material articles that will 
enter into the reconstruction of the city, con- 
tracts are now made for future delivery during 
the next season that compare with ante fire 
prices; and I state to-day upon my knowledge 
of lumbering business, that with the extra 
amount that is being gotten outin consequence 
of the fires that have swept through the timber 
of Wisconsin and Michigan, lumber during 
the coming season will rule as low as it was 
last year, taking the season through; and if I 
were to speak of a matter personal here, and 
I do not know but I am justified in doing sc, 
I would be willing to affirm the judgment of 
these lumbermen, and would take for all the 
lumber that I manufacture the coming season 
the price it sold at the day before the fire. I 
would be willing to take fifteen dollars per 
thousand to-day for all I might have to deliver, 
as that was the price at which it then sold, 

There is no gainsaying the fact that this 
proposition opens the Canadian lumber to the 
market of Chicago; and if the Senator had 
listened to what I said, he would have remem- 
bered what was stated, that the Canadians 
have stimulated the capacity of mills in order 
to meet the demand, and on Georgian bay there 
are to-day ten mills that manufacture one hun- 
dred million feet of lumber, and but ten mil- 
lions of that went into Chicago last year, so 
that you have from one point on Georgian bay 
a surplus of about ninety million feet of lum- 
ber even though those milis are not pushed 
to their extreme capacity. We know that 
mills can be run at night as well, and thus 
double their capacity, bat with ordinary day 
running there.are ninety million feet of a sap- 
ply from Canada; and Iam not to be driven 
from the position tbat I have taken that neces- 
sarily this must go to the market of Chicago 
for the benefit of Canadian lumbermen. 

But how are you to decide whether the duty 
shall be taken off this article? The Senator 
says himself:that the amount of duty on the 
lumber that will be used in the reconstraction 
of Chicago willbe immaterial; yet he is un- 
willing to strike it from bis bill. It is of such 
material consequence that it becomes part 
of the bill and enters into this catalogue of 


articles which aggregate $11,000,000, and is 
worthy, it seems, of the Senator’s requisition. 
Now i repeat, in the language of this paper, 
that this $11,000,000 is just tbe effect which 
this bill will have upon: the industries of the 
other States during the year.. This is well 
affirmed by the protests from the manufactur- 
ers’ meetings that are now being held. It is 
a blow at the artisans of Chicago. It is a 
blow at the fifty thousand men, women, and 
children who are dependent upon the manu 
factures of Chicago. 


manufacture of different articles entering into 
the construction of buildings, but if this bill 
passes he must stop their manufacture. 


are inflicting a blow at its own manufactures. 
This gentleman states it will be a greater 


the city can better recover from the fire than; 
‘from the destruction of its manufactures. _.# 

Why this sensitiveness upon lumber? Iam 
not so sensitive. I propose to tax that com- 
modity to raise the amount which the Senator 
wants; but I am sensitive upon and do protest 
against a proposition which seeks to make 
Michigan saffer so largely for the benefit of 
Chicago; for if in the growth of Chicago all 
are benefited, you make Michigan and Wis- 
consin contribute more largely than their quota 
to that very growth, and do what should be 
shared by other States equally interested in 
the prosperity of Chicago. 

The Senator from Wisconsin stated that it 
became a necessity that stores should be opened 
with Canadian commodities. How can you 
rebate the duty unless you have imported 
goods? If it was robbing Peter to pay Paul, 
we might stand it; but my objection is that 
it is a proposition to rob us for the benefit of 
a foreign land. I. on the other hand, pro- 
pose, if you need $10,000,000 for this purpose, 
that we shall take it out of the Treasury and 
let the States pay their proportion alike, and 
keep the product of your own industries and 
the aggregate of your own wealth in the 
pockets of your own people, and not transfer 
$20,000,000 contributed to Chicago to British 
nabobs across the ocean. 

The Senator alluded to the panic of the 
lumbermen. We have recently been advised 
of a Belshazzar fright in Great Britain. The 
mene-tekel thus generically and phonetically 
written is, ‘‘ Alabama claims,” and they are 
just waking up to the. effect of the treaty of 
Washington. They are just comprehending 
after the fact what men now iu advance are 
foreshadowing will be the effect of this bill 
upon our industry and lake commerce, and it 
is a compliment to their sagacity that they 
have at the threshold discovered its effect, and 
now plead and protest against a measure that | 
will saddle disaster upon them. Destroy our 
lake commerce, as you propose, to erect a ciy 


I have a letter from thë% 
chairman of the meeting of manufacturers in f 
that city, who says he is interested in the | 


Thus |i 


you see in an attempt to benefit Chicago you } [ s i 
} said that you imposed tariff duties not only 


from its ashes, and you have the counterpart 
of the Anglo-confederate Alabama in an 
Anglo-American Phænix on the lakes. 

We do not weigh the question of the amount; 
we do not differ on the question of sympathy; 
we put ourselves parallel with the Senator 
from Illinois in our desire to aid Chicago, for 
her growth we acknowledge is our greatness; 
but we ask that you shall keep your relief 
within our means. Why, sir, how simple the 
method! You collect money from your cus- 
toms into your Treasury; make your appro- 
priation in dollars and cents, and the country 
will understand its object and its extent; do 
not under cover (with no ill reference) of this 
bill, by ostensibly proposing a small benefit, 
give a monstrous benefit with dire conse- 
quences to traffic in its scope, but come up 
frankly to the ‘Treasury of the United States, 


the removal of the tariff. If the Senator 
would move a general removal of the tariff on 
allarticles throughout the country there would 
be some logic and at least equality in that, 
and there would be some force in his. point. 
Upon that basis, if other States can stand it, 
Michigan can. If the Senate is prepared to- 
day to remove the tariff entirely and tax the 
people directly, Michigan will be the last State 
to back out.from paying her portion. And let 
those who initiate the experiment answer to 
history and to the people for their temerity. 
Mr. LOGAN. What did I say about that? 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator said 
this was but the removal of a duty. ‘hat is 
what we complain of. We ask that if you 
remove it in one case you shall in another. 


Mr. LOGAN. I did not say thatat all. I 


] for revenue, but to protect our manufactures, 


calamity to the city than the fire itself; that } and I sought to apply that principle to the case 


of Chicago. I only alluded to the tariff in 
that way. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It may be that 
I cannot understand the force of language; 
but in reading this bill | see that it states that 
the rebatement shall be the amount of duty 
paid; and I do not understand how any duty 
can be paid on commodities manufactured 
within the States. We have no inter State 
duty; we have duties on importations from 
foreign lands; and I repeat, no benefit can 
be derived from this bill, unless articles are 
imported; and [ must enforce what was stated 
by the Chicago Tribune, that you must prac- 
tically seek markets elsewhere in order to 
derive this benefir. 

I saw an apt illustration of this method of 
relief curried into partial detail, When walk- 
ing the streets of Salt Lake City, I saw upon 
the lintels of some of the merchants’ busi- 
ness houses the representation of a huge eye 
with the surmounting inscription ‘* Holiness to 
the Lord.” Meeting a Mormon 1 asked him 
what it meant. He replied that two shrewd 
Gentiles had come out there and started busi- 
ness, and had acquired such facility of pur- 
chase, transportation, and traffic, selling goods 
so low that they were fast taking the whole 
trade; so from Brigham Young came an edict 
saying that the faithful should only trade wich 
the faithful, and this symbolic eye should watch 
and report fidelity to the command, 

Carry out this bill as stated by the Senator, 
and, along the business streets of Chicago, 
here and there there will need to be placed 
over mercantile houses another symbol, and 
that the British iion with this inscription of 
revenuereform ; ‘* Competitive examination; ” 
t Duty free.’ So that, instead of, as at Salt 
Lake, the Saints’ almighty eye, there’ would 
at Chicago be the British lion’s puisgant maw, 
and you would legislate the Government 
of the United States into a huge mountebank 
dressed in British uniform to cry off British 
wares. That is the effect and carrying out of 
your bill, and you cannot gainsay it. 

We ask you to assess us the amount that 
we should pay and we will take our own method 
of doing it; but for one l am unwilling, even 
for the benefit of Chicago, to contribute to the 
coffers of Great Britain; and 1 add that this 
measure is not so much:a measure of aid to 
Chicago merchants and sufferers as it is a 
direct contribution into the coffers of British 
mercantile princes. That is the tendency of 
your bill; and if you are prepared to do that, 
then act upon it generally and universally, 

Why, sir, England has given us a lesson. 
When Sweden refused to furnish her tar, what 
did she do to secure supply for her navy ? 
She gave a bounty upon its growth within her 
then American colonies. {t worked so well 
that she gave a bounty upon manufactures of 
woolens ; and there was a law upon her statutes 


that is filled by the general industry of the 

land, each State contribating its quota and 

dower, and then the people will be satisfied, 
The Senator made an indirect allusion to 


that even the dead should be buried in woolen 
goods, in order that her manufactures might 
find an ample market. That was the policy 
of the country which you propose to benefit, 
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You propose to ignore that policy by which 
she has instructed the world by the success of 
her sagacity, and has shown by her wealth its 
national benefit, and to set aside in measure 
the same system which you in your wisdom 
have established for local aid and widespread 
rnin. - 

This is an infliction which you have nocon- 
gtitutional right to impose upon one State. If 
you are not willing to stop and change a prece- 
dent that is emphatically wrong, and not by 
two wrongs attempt to make one right, then 
you should be willing to take the process that 
‘Michigan offers: tax her lumber, and she will 
patiently bear it. As a constitutional prop- 
sition it is more tenable than the position 
taken by the Senator’s bill. It will be to the 
prejudice of that interest, but at the same time 
conserve and foster the general interests of 
the country ; it will save your system of tariff 
aud revenue, and on that theory it may be 
tenable and may be constitutional. 

I therefore come back to the position that I 
originally took, and say it cannot be gainsaid. 
The method here proposed is to take money 
indirectly from the Treasury. I propose that 
you shall take it directly from the Treasury, 
and avoiding malfeasance, save this infliction 
of deep injury upon other States. I am sure 
the Senate will pause before they place upon 
the statute-book this second precedent to estab- 
lish the rule that you shall treat tenderly one 
State and injuriously another. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from IHi- 
nois has asked the question what he is to say 
to his constituents when he goes home if this 
bill is defeated. He says they will read the 
Portland bill to him and ask if the represent- 
ation of Illinois in the Senate is uot as influ- 
ential as that from other States. It would not 
be agreeable or very proper, perhaps, for that 
Senator to state the real fact to his constituents ; 
it would be too complimentary to himself; but 
in the line of my travel home I shall travel 
through Chicago, and if I should be asked that 
question, I should give it the trathful answer 
which I could do without departing at all from 
the rules of decorum. I should say to them 
that their Senator who has more recently come 
upon this floot made every effort, he appealed 
to every art, he aroused every feeling, emotion, 
and sympathy, and pleaded to the Senate as 
for a personal favor. I should tell them that 
their senior Senator on this floor overcame and 
conquered the constitutional scruples which 
compelled him to vote against the Portland bill, 
and gave it a hearty and tender and pathetic 
support; bat that, on full consideration of the 
subject, the Senate was of the opinion that the 
bill could not pass in its present form without 
a violation of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for thatreason, and that alone, the 
bill failed. 

The Senator from Illinois farthest from me, 
[Mr. Logan, ] as a part of that appeal, said to 
us that the poor people who have been ruined 
by this fire desire to rebuild their cabins. ` I 
understood that Senator in the argumentative 
part of his speech to say that no cabins are to 
be rebuilded in Chicago, 
ance displaced the use of lumber. ‘The poor 
are not permitted to rebuild any more in Chi- 
cago. No, sir; no more cabins; no more lam- 
ber. The wealthy men of Chicago, the capital- 
ists of that city who have capital enough to stand 
against this storm of fire, are to rebuild their 
property and are to have the aid and support 
of the United States. 
our aid to the poor of Chicago, that portion 
who may desire to rebuild their cabins, it 
should be done by exempting them from pay- 
ing duties upon coffee, sugar, salt, coal, and 
molasses, the necessaries of life of that class 
of people. If such a proposition were made, 
it would certainly put the population of Cbi- 


cago upon something like equality in the ben- 
efit which this bill isto confer; but no such 
thing is proposed; no such thing would be 


proposed, because that would. arouse feelings 


that the fire ordin- | 


If we wish to extend | 


and prejudices in this Chamber which would 
destroy this bill. _ No, sir, this is a bill to ben- 
efit the nabobs of Chicago, not to rebuild its 
cabins. A 

But, Mr. President, let me restate for one 
moment the constitutional objection to this 
bill, and refer to the argument of the Senator 
from Illinois by which it is to be answered: 

“ The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises;” | * = * = * 
* “Dut all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States.” 

Do not those words mean that that method 
of taxation shall bear uniformly upon every 
State and county and city and school district 
in the land? The Senator says no; all that is 
required is that they should pay the same 
duties and then receive them immediately back 
from the ‘Lfreasury. In reply to that I called 
his attention to the provision of the Constitu- 
tion which requires that taxation and repre- 
sentation shall be apportioned among the sev- 
eral States according to population, and I 
asked the Senator if a law apportioning tax- 
ation among the States, and providing that 
Massachusetts for some reason or other should 
after paying her taxes receive them immedi- 
ately back from the Treasury, would be con- 
stitutional. ‘That Senator’s obedience to logic 
compelled him to say that such a bill would 
be constitutional. If his answer cannot be 
maintained, then his premises are unsound, 
because there is no fault in his logic. If one 
is uniformity, the other is. If Congress may 
say that a particular State shall receive back 
all that her people pay to the customs reve- 
nue, then they may say undoubtedly, as the 
Senator says they may, that in the apportion- 
ment of direct taxation, although every State 
must pay it in, one State shall receive her 
proportion directly back; in other words, it is 
in the power of Congress for such reasons as 
may appear to them to be sufficient to exempt 
any State from this constitutional provision 
which requires taxation to be borne by all the 
States according to their population. 

Why, Mr. President, this is no question of 
sympathy. If it is, open the Treasury and 
pay out the money and relieve all in common. 
Here is the bill proposed, and here is the 
direct provision of the Constitution opposed 
to it. Now, whatever sympathy may do, how- 
ever much it may warm the heart, it cdunot 
repeal the Constitution ; and on that section 
and provision we make a stand against this 
pill and say that it cannot be passed consist- 
ently with that. The Senator certainly does 
not meet that argument by saying that when 
they pay the taxes in they have submitted to 
uniformity, and when they receive them back 
in the other hand at the next moment it is all 
right, and it is no violation of the rule. No, 
sir; the Constitution sought to secure ends. 
It dealt with substances and results, not forms 
and names. If you say that Chicago shall 
have back all the money she pays into the 
Treasury for duties, you virtually and substan- 
tially exempt Chicago from the payment of 
duties. ‘hat is what the Constitution says 
you shall not do, because the duties shall be 
uniform, and bear with uniformity upon every 
part and section of the country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois made a very touching ap- 
peal, and perbaps an irresistible one. He says 
that Chicago’ is here on her knees in ashes 
begging a boon, and he considers it a very 
great hardship that this appeal should not be 
instantly responded to. Bit, Michigan is in 
ashes, but not on her kuees. What we com- 
plain of is that you compel our men in ashes 
erect, to make .an involuntary contribution to 
your men in ashes on their knees. We have 
more ashes in Michigan than they have in 
Chicago. Where Chicago has an acre of ashes, 
Michigan has a hundred. thousand acres of 
ashes. Where Chicago was partially destroyed, 
in some sections of Michigan the destruction 
was absolute and complete, towns and villages 


lumbermen are seared and cry aloud. 


without one single house left remaining; ‘and 
yet by thisbill you compel these verymen, whose 
property has been destroyed by millions and 
tens of millions, to contribute yet again-and 
unwillingly to the relief of Chicago apon her 
knees. ; : rate 
The Senator says that this is the reason the 
Oar 
lumbermen are not much given to crying or 
to being scared.. They met their calamities 
like men. The whole nation was liberal to 
the suffering poor, but our lumbermen imme- 
diately went to work. Where their property 
was destroyed to that extent that. they had 
not the means to rebuild, they mortgaged their 
property and immediately commenced rebuild- . 
ing. ‘They are not here now upon their knees 
demanding aid, but they are in the woods cut- 
ting down timber that otherwise would be de- 
stroyed by the worm in another year. They 
are recuperating, théy are rebuilding, they are 
placing themselves in a position to succeed 
again in the future. They have been com- 
peiled to cut nearly if not quite double the lum; 
ber that ever was cut before, to save it from 
aclual destruction the comiug year.. Every 
tree the life of which has been destroyed must 
be cut down and put in the water this winter 
or anotber winter it will be good for nothing. 
Allusion has been made to a bad precedent. 
I consider this a bad preeedent, and where a 
bad precedent has been established the sooner 
it is abandoned the better. Sir, if you this 
year follow the precedent. of Portland with 
Chicago, will you tell me how you can prevent 
carrying the same precedent into every city 
village, and hamlet throughout the United 
States, and not only into every city, village, 
and hamlet throughout the United States, but 
wherever there is a fire in the United States, 
I care not if it be but a barn? The Senator 
from lllinois says he demands the same justice 
that has been extended to others. Why, sir, 
that very Senator refused to put on this bill the 
city of Peshtigo, and two or three little towns 
in Michigan that had been destroyed, simply 
because, I suppose, they were smaller than 
Chicago. Ican think of no other reason. 
if this precedent is to befollowed, if we are 
to extend relief of this character to every large 
city that is destroyed by fire, then I am in 
favor of carrying it clear through, and giving 
the same relief not only to every small city 
and village, but to every individual who has 
had property destroyed by fire; and you will 
be compelled to do it. The time will comé 
when your table will be overloaded with peti- 
tions from all over these United States for aid 
of this description. : 
I regret that the honorable. Senator did not 
consent without objection to this reconsidera- 
tion. I think the proposition of my colleague 
a most liberal one. lf that should be recom- 
mended by the Committee on Finance, I will, > 
with great pleasure, vote with my colleague for 
his amendment. But, sir, 1 do protest against 
this great wrong being done. to people who 
have suffered as much, ay, and have suffered 


| more in proportion to their numbers and 


wealth, than has the city of Chicago. I pro- 
test in the name of justice.against this wrong 
being done to those men who have thus suffered 
by fire throughout the northern portion of 
Michigan. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have but a word to say. 
I must confess to the Senate that I am very 
sorry to see this debate take the turn it has 
taken. When I introduced this bill, ‘and 
throughout the whole discussion, the question 
of the tariff was not in my mind. lt is not 
on that principle at all that it is asked. First 
it was insinuated that it was a measure in the 
interest of free trade. That I stated to the 
Senate at once was not true. The argument 
of the Senator from Michigan on my right, 


_[Mr. Ferry,] in his conclusion, talking about 


Europe and the requirements of some of. the 
countries there, and trying to. bring the ques- 
tion of the tarif into this matter, astonished 


me very much: - The Senator from Michigan | 


on my left [Mr. Cuaxpien] also` astonished 
nie in what he-said. He said that justice was 
not'done to his State; that his State is in 
asbes.. If itis, I am very sorry for it. I cer- 
tainly have never done anything or said any- 
thing against ‘his State. I never have shown 
any vindictiveness of feeling against his Siate, 
ashe seems'to do against the city in which Í 
live. “Ihave exhibited. no feeling against any 
persons or their misfortunes; but this misfor- 
tuve of Chicago seems to arouse a kind of 
vindictiveness of feeling in the Senator from 
Michigan that is perfectly astonishing to me. 

He says I voted against adding Peshtigo 
and’ Manistee. It is not necessary for the 
Senator to allude to a thing of that kind in 
order to have its effect when he knows very well 
the principle upon which I did it; and I can 
tell him that that same principle induced many 
others, as well as myself, to vote against the 

roposition. I voted against amending this 
pals bat l said all the time I would vote for 
any bill for Michigan or any bill for Wiscon- 
sin, giving them the same justice and gener- 
osity that was required by others. He has 
néver introduced a biil for Michigan, and he 
says he never shall. Then, why does he twit 
me with having voted against what he desires 
when he does not want it and does not ask it? 
He is too proud; he cannot get on his knees. 
God knows some of us ought to be on our 
knees oltener than we are. [Langhter.] 
There is no question about that. If it is un- 
fortunate in me to say that my people come 
here on their knees, that is to say, praying to 
this Congress to give them aid; if that is a 
disgrace to them, would to God they would 
disgrace themselves every hour in the day in 
the same way. The Senator’s constituents 
never get on their knees! They ought to; at 
least their representative ought to, more, per- 
haps, than he does. [Laughter.] 
ow, Mr. President, what is the cause of 
this great heat? What have the people of 
Chicago done to Michigan? They have made 
you rich. Chicago’s money has made your 
people rich, and for that to-day she is receiv- 
ing this very kind generosity! Sir, the feeling 
that generaily is found in the bosom of man, 
reaching out in tenderness and kindness to- 
ward the unfortunate, is expected at least to 
be found as much in the bosoms of neighbors 
as of strangers. Strange to say, however, the 
_ neighbors of Chicago are not its best friends. 
The prejudice on the question of tariff is sought 
to be aroused on a proposition where charity 
is asked, when the question is one of generos- 
ity. We do not ask itas a right. The gen- 
tleman said I demanded justice. I may have 
used that word. But when he says I come 
here to demand it, does that comport with the 
language I used when I said Chicago was in 
ashes, and on her knees asking for the passage 
of this bill? : Does that show that I am de- 
manding anything of the Senate? I demand 
nothing. 1 present the unfortunate case of a 
portion of my coustituents, and I ask the gen- 
erosity of the Senate, to deal with them as 
they deem proper, and I expected that the 
generous impulses of a heart like that of the 
Senator from Michigan, if it could be touched 
for his own constituents, might at least be 
touched somewhat by the mistortunes of peo- 
ple situated elsewhere. But it seems not. It 
seems that certain questions that might affect 
us in the future come in and ride over the gen- 
erous sympathies that ought to be found in a 
man’s bosom. Iam sorry it is so, but it is 
true, 

Mr. President, I leave this question to the 
Senate; it is a question for them; Ido not pro- 
pose to discuss it any further. It has been 
discussed time and again by the three Senators 
that to-day have opposed the bill. I have 
refrained trom. making speeches, except the 


one I made in the commencement of the dis- i 


cussion. The Senator on my left from Michi: 
gan has made speeches on this. subject, the 
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Senator on my right the same, and the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin two to-day. I shall re- 
frain from saying anything further. Iam per- 
fectly willing to let the Senate now take the 
vote and decide the question. 

A constitutional objection is raised by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, who is said to bea 
fine lawyer; he has that reputation in the 
Supreme Court of the nation ; he has that repu- 
tation among lawyers. I must say that I am 
more astoudned at his doing this than I am at 
the want of sympathy in the bosom of my friend 
on my left, [Mr. CHANDLER. ] 

The Constitution is an old instrument, but 
it is seldom read without discovering, just as 
the occasion. requires, something in it that we 
did not think of before. This case was under 
discussion for a day, and the discovery was 
not made then. That instrument is seldom 
read, but it ought to be read more than it is. 
I answered the proposition at the time, or at 
least attempted to do so. I gave my answer 
to the Senator who raised this constitutional 
objection, and he abandoned it; saw it was 
not tenable. At every session of Congress 
since I first became a member, over twelve 
years ago, bills have been passed remitting 
duties. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator refers to me 
as having raised the objection, I certainly have 
not abandoned it. I renew it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
I am speaking of the objection of my friend 
from Wisconsin. I understood him to say 
that that suggestion was abandoned, and this 
one substituted. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Not this one substi- 
tuted, 

Mr. LOGAN, But the other was abandoned. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I was satisfied the bill 
did not conflict with that provision. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what I understood 
the Senator to say. I used my own language 
when I said “substituted.” I know the gen- 
tleman did not do that, but the other consti- 
tutional objection was abandoned when this 
one was discovered. It is a néw discovery. 

Now, I should like to make one or two 
suggestions to the Senate to show how strangely 
we do discuss questions. If this bill is uncon- 
stitutional, why did my friend from Wisconsin, 
while it was under discussion at first and sub- 
ject to amendment, propose seven amend- 
ments from Wisconsin to this bill? Why did 
he suggest the names of seven towns to be 
included in this unconstitutional law? Did 
he want to have seven unconstitutional votes 
instead of one? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I suppose my friend 
from Illinois does not wish to misrepresent 
me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Notat all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The debate in which 
I moved those amendments was before the bill 
passed. This provision, so far as [ know, was 
never suggested until the motion to reconsider 
was made, and then was suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. My attention had 
never been called to it before. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is exactly what Iam 


| saying, in order to prove that this is a new dis- 


covery in the Constitution by a gentleman who 
has the reputation of being an excellent lawyer. 
That is what I am trying to show. I am giving 
him the credit that Columbus was entitled to 
when he discovered America, for discovering 
something that was undiscovered before. Í 
suppose his legal ability caused him to. do it, 
and Í give him credit for it. 

There were many things said that if I had 
time and was not detaining the Senate I should 
answer. My friend to my right { Mr. Ferry, of 
Michigan] made two very elaborate speeches, 
and did that which is very unusualto be done. 
He made two speeches without repeating the 
first one over again entirely. That is seldom 
done in this Chamber or elsewhere onthe same 
subject. So Igive him credit for having done 
well. He made a good speech, taking his view, 


both times without repeating the first one. I 
do not know butthatthat is more than | could 
do, and more than is gencrally done. Wehave 
all said everything that we know on this ques- 
tion, some of us probably more, and I include 
myself as wellas others. My friend from Mich- 
igan [Mr.CuaxDLer] suggests that thatis mean. 
Weil, 1 am willing to declare that he did not 
say as much as I did, or he would have said a 
good deal more than he knows. . [Laughter. ] 

Inasmuch as this proposition is nat going to 
cause anybody to be murdered, as it is not in 
violation of the Constitution of the United 
States, in my judgment, it will not be injurious 
to any community, it will be an advantage to 
one. When the Senator from Michigan ac- 
cuses me. of pleading before the Senate, I 
admit it; I feel just as though I was pleading 
a case before a jury fora client that was in an 
unfortunate condition. Ido plead the case 
of Chicago, and I do ask the Senate not to 
reconsider this vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do 
not much like to be accused of a want of sym- 
pathy either for myself or the State I have the 
honor in part to represent. ‘The very morning 
after the fire at Chicago, and while the city 
was still burning, Detroit raised $40,000 in- 
stantly in money and sentitto Chicago, and I 
contributed with my fellow-citizens. I hada 
fire myself which consumed a very large 
amount of property. Within two or three 
days after came the news of these terrible con- 
flagrations in our northern counties, and we 
again put our hands in our own pockets to 
relieve our own sufferers. 

I do not like to be accused personally, or to 
have the State of Michigan accused, of a want 
of sympathy for Chicago. There is not a 
town, city, or village, scarcely a hamlet, 
throughout all the State of Michigan where 
liberal contributions were not instantly made 
for the sufferers’ of Chicago. The Senator 
says I know why he did not vote to put Pesh- 
tigo and certain other cities in the bill. Iam 
utterly opposed to this method of taking money 
fromthe Treasury. I do not believe it to be 
constitutional, and I said I never should intro- 
duce a bill of that kind, and I never shall. I 
think itis a bad precedent, and that the sooner 
we do away with itthe better. But if this was 
a precedent to be followed, I asked as a sim- 
ple act of justice that you put on these other 
citiesand villages that have been more totally 
destroyed than was Chicago, and that sim- 
ple act of justice, if it is to be a precedent, 
was denied. And now I say again, as I have 
said before, that I shall never introduce a bill 
nor would I advocate a bill for those cities in 
Michigan and Wisconsin. I am opposed to 
the principle. I believe the sooner we get rid 
of a bad precedent the better it will be for the 
nation, f 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I fear we 
shall not be able to get through with this bill 
to-day, and with that belief I move that the 
Senate now proceed with the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will not make that motion. We 
can soon get the vote, 

Mr. CAMERON. If we can have the vote 
without further discussion, I will not inter. 

ose. 
$ Mr. LOGAN. 
vote taken. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill yield if a vote can 
be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
reconsideration of the vote by which House 
bill No. 555, for the relief of ‘sufferers by fire 
at Chicago. was passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was going to say a 
word, and I can assure my friend from Penn- 
sylvania that I will not occupy more than live 
Or SIX minttes. 

The importance of this bill has been, as I 
think, greatly overestimated. It seems to mg 


I am willing to have the 
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that it has been discussed in a manner which 
is calculated to magnify very much its charac- 
ter and.its importance. Now, what is it, and 
what is the whole object of it? A great fire 
has destroyed a large portion of a great city. 
It is proposed to allow a drawhack of the 
amount of the duty paid upon materials going 
into the reconstruction of buildings upon this 
burnt district, This does not unsettle the mar- 
kets of the country or of the world. Lumber 
seems to be the article that Senators are par- 
ticularly alarmed about; but the demand for 
lumber will be just as great as it would have 
been if this fire had not occurred, and the citi- 
zens of Miehigan will get just as much for their 
lumber after this bill has passed as they could 
have got for it if the fire had not occurred. 
Now, do the people of Michigan want to 
speculate upon the misfortunes of these people 
whose buildings were burned up? Is that it? 
` Lumber went up, as my colleague has shown 
you, several dollars a thousand. Brick, I was 
informed, advanced after this fire, in the city 
of Chicago, not I suppose in the city of New 
York, not elsewhere, butin the city of Chicago 
brick advanced from eight to sixteen dollars a 
thousand, doubled in price. Why? By reason 
of the large demand. What created the large 
demand? This great fire. Now, the question 
is, shall these people whose buildings were 
consumed be required to pay double for the 
bricks with which to reérect them, and double 
for the lumber, because of the extraordinary 
demand caused by the fire? That is all there 
is to this bill. And is it liberal or just on the 
partof afew manufacturers in the country, who 


are engaged in the manufacture of such mate- | 


rials as are used in the construction of build- 
ings, for them to insist that they shall have 
increased prices by reason of this calamity ? 
That is all we ask, that they shall sell their 
lumber and their brick and their iron at the 
prices that they would have sold them but for 
this calamity, because the demand will be pre- 
cisely as great in the country for building 
material as it would have been if there had 
been no fire. 

But my friend from Wisconsin seems to be 

troubled. lest it is unconstitutional, and the 
Senator from Michigan farthest from me [ Mr. 
Ferry] speaks of a loss of $20,000,000. A 
loss of $20,000,000 to whom? How is any 
loss of $20,000,000 to be incurred by anybody? 
It is no loss unless that is counted as a loss 
which speculators upon the misfortunes of 
others suppose they could have made. And 
he speaks of the tariff, and of British nabobs 
who are to be benefited by this. 
_ Mr, President, if ever there was a sugges- 
tion presented against a tariff, it seems. to me 
that the argument of the Senator from Michi- 
gan would be conclusive in favor of that sug- 
gestion. Is it true that this is to amount toa 
loss of $20,000,000 to the people of this coun- 
try? How? Wouldany $20,000,000 accrue to 
your Treasury if this bill did not pass more 
than will accrue toit if it does pass? Not 
at all, but it would go into the pockets of your 
manufacturers if any $20,000,000 are raised. 

Mr. PERRY, of Michigan. Will the Sen- 
ator answer me a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly, with pleas- 
ure, ifi can... 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I presume the 
Senator wants to state this case fairly. As it 
isa fact that-the stumpage on pine in Canada 
is forty cents, and in the States the average 
about three dollars and fifty cents, would be 
by the removal of the duty of two doilars a 
thousand on Canadian lumber place the man- 
ufucturers- of Michigan and Wisconsin at a 
disadvantage inthe market? ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would not tex the 
people of this country to pay two dollars. a 
thousand to the Iumbermen of Michigan and 
Wisconsin, By what right, constitutional or 
otherwise, by what rule of justice are my con- 
stituents in Ìllinois to be. taxed. two dollars: a 
thousand to pay-the lumbermen.in Michigan? 
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Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. One question 
more and I will not interrupt the gentleman 
further. Though he resides in Chicago, he 
does not know as much about the lumber in- 
terest as some other interests there. Iremind 
him that the pine lands throughout the lum- 
ber region are largely held by eastern capital- 
ists. Therefore the point he makes is not to 
inure to the benefit of the lambermen, but to 
the benefit of eastern men. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | None the better for 
that. Are the people of my State, are the 
two millions and a half of Illinois, who take 
your lumber to fence their farms and to build 
their houses, to be taxed two dollars a thou- 
sand feet for all of if to pay the rich men of 
other States who own your lumber districts? 
Js that the system of government that the 
Senator from Michigan is advocating here, 
and opposing this bill, because the people 
of this country are to be taxed two dollars 


ms 


a thousand for all the lumber they use to pay 
a few rich men that own the lumber dis- 
tricts of Wisconsin and Michigan? There is 


where the $20,000,000 of which he talks goes— 
$20,000,000 to be pat upon the people, and 
the labor, and the industry of this country, to 
benefita few rich owners, as ke tells us, of lum- 
ber districts in Wisconsin and Michigan, and 
that is a. reason why people whose homes are 
in ashes, whose all has been burned up, should 
be required not only to pay the two dollars a 
thousand, but to pay double price for every 
brick they employ, and every foot of timber 
they use in the reconstruction of their dwell- 
ings. 

That is the kind of argument that is used 
here. Why, Mr. President, what do you sup- 
pose the whole amount of revenue derived 
trom the importation of lumber in this coun- 
try is for a year? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I can state it to 


the Senator; it is about one million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A million and a half is 
the amount paid into your Treasury by the 
people of the country as a duty upon lumber. 
But we are told here that $20,000,000 is to be 
lost to these people; and from whom does the 
$20,000,000 come? It comes from the great 
mass of the people; it is not to be lost to the 
Treasury. The effect of this bill will nov 
amount to one hundred thousand dollars to 
the Treasury. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I gave way 
some time ago to the Senator from Ilinois 
under the impression that he was going to say 
but a few words on this subject, and then we 
should vote. I find now we are going into a dis- 
cussion of the tariff question, which will cer- 
tainly bring up more speeches, and we shall 
not be able to dispose of tbe bill to-night. For 
that reason I wish the Senator would allow me 
to make my motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will conclude in a 
moment what I have to say. If I had not been 
interrupted I should not have take so much 


time. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator 
has perverted, as I think, what I have stated, 
and I shail deem it my duty to reply to him in 
a very few moments, and therefore the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will bear that in mind in 
the arrangement as to other business before 
the Senate. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL.  I-hope we shall finish 
this bill. is will be an economy of time, as 
we have it up, to finish it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
myself to five minutes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My remarks will only 
be extended fora moment longer. I wish to 
Call the attention of the Senator {from Wisconsin 
to. the constitutional question. This. matter 
of allowing drawbacks is not a new thing. I 
find in the statutes passed in 1866, this. pro- 
vision : f 


I will confine 


“That, from and after the date of the passage 
| of this act, vessels licensed to: engage in- the fish- 


eries may take on board imported salt in bond ito” 
be used in curing fish, under such regulations ag - 
the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury shail prescribe, and 
upon: proof that said salt has been used in curing 
fish, the duties on the same shall be remitted.” 


There isthe principle. Fishermen may take 
imported salt upon which there is a dety and- 
use it in curing fish, and on. proof that they 
have done so the duty upon that salt. is remit- 
ted. Has anybody ever supposed that was 
unconstiiutional? We bave had similar. pro- 
visions in the history of the Government all 
along, where particular articles have had’ the 
duties upon them remitted on proof that they 
have been used in a particular way, sometimes 


for manufacturing purposes, asin this instance, 3 


where the article has been used in the cure of 
fish. So that this is no new provision; it is 
no infringement of the Constitution; and all 
that is asked of the Senate is to refuse to 
reconsider this vote and let it stand as it-is, 
allowing the people in this burnt district-to im- 
port and purchase the materials to reérect 
their buildings at such prices as they would 
have been able to build them at but for the 
firé, and I think that the constituents of the 
Senator from Michigan ought not to desire 
to speculate out of the misfortunes of these 
people, nor do I think any person in Chicago 
should. a 

I know there are some manufacturers. in 
Chicago who object to the passage of this bill. 
They can make a few dollars by extorting 
extravagant prices in consequence of the ex- 
treme demand arising out of the fire; but I 
do not think it is just or right thatthey should 
do so. ‘I'his seems to me to be a proper thing 
to do, and in a national point of view it isa 
proper thing. This whole United States is in- 
terested in building up this great city of the 
West. Large revenues are derived froin it, 
and even in an economical view, if we were 
merely looking at dollars and cents for the 
Treasury of the United States, we shall get 
back in the increased property that will be 
subject to taxation, in the increased business 
that will early be undertaken in Chicago, an 
income which wiil more than make up for any 
loss the Treasury will sustain in consequence 
of allowing this remission of duties upon, the 
articles that go into the construction of build: 
ings iu the burnt district, I hope the Senate 
will not reconsider this vote. j: ae 

Mr. FENTON. I desire to call up the regu- 
lar order, so that it may be left as the úlu- 
ished business when the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania makes his motion for an executive 
session. l 

Me. TRUMBULL. Let us vote. 

Mr. FENTON, If the Senate is willing to 
vote on the motion to reconsider the passage 
of the Chicago bill 1 have no desire to inter- 

Ose. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If the Senator 
from New York will indulge me for a few 
moménts, I will then be prepared, so far as I 
am concerned, to vote on the question, desea, Sy 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish the Senator from 
New York would give way to me for a moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I bave no wish to take 
any part in this debate away from the few 
Senators who, have been engaged in it;. but 
before Í vote, I should like myself to make a 
brief suggestion or two in reierence to the 
motion to reconsider. I should like to do it 
at some time when I do not incommode any 
other Senator, but I should like to occupy the 
floor afew moments on the subject at some 


time. a 

Mr. FENTON. I insist on calling up the 
regular order, and having done so, £ will yield , 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania... ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. -The customs* 
bill is before. the Senate, the regular order 
being insisted upon. . 7555 wei 

Mr. CAMERON T move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of. executive 
business. j ae phe 


Mr, LOGAN. Mr, President— Pa 
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‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator: from Pennsylvania—— : 

Mr: CAMERON. Iam desirous of having 
an executive session; but if I was satisfied 
that the Senate would take the vote on the 
bill of the Senator from Illinois, of course I 
would give way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we can soon get 
a vote.” 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to appeal to the Senator 
to take the vote on this measure and decide it. 
It has been hanging here for weeks. It is-very 
important that it should be decided one way or 
the other. I do not like to have it postponed 
this way every day by having some other order 
called. It is well known that if the bill of the 
Senator from New York comes up, it is a very 
important bill, and will be under discussion 
for days, and I shall not get a vote on the 
Chicago bill. Ido not think that is the best 
way to treat a bill. I would be very glad if 
the Senate would take a vote and decide it. 
I think it nothing but right and just that it 
should be decided. I hope the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw his motion, and 
that the Senate will be permitted to yote. 
` Mr. CAMERON. You understand the rules 
better, Mr. President, than I do. Ifthere was 
achance to vote I would give way for that ; but 
I do not want to lose my motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will give way 
a moment I think we can vote. I do not think 
there is any disposition to prevent a vote being 
taken. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: We can get a vote in 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON. I cannot wait for thirty 

minutes. 
Mr. LOGAN. I appeal to the Senator not 
to urge his motion now. If the bill of the 
Senator from New York comes up, it will 
postpone this bill again, and while I do not 
complain, it seems to me that it would be an 
act of generous kindness if he would allow the 
vote to be taken on this bill. I certainly would 
do so to any Senator here who felt the same 
interest in a bill that I do inthis. It has been 
postponed a good deal. 

.The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. I cannot resist. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The customs bill 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. I have no objection that 
the customs bill be laid aside informally with 
this ‘understanding, that before the Senate 
shall adjourn or go into executive session it 
shall be called up and be before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Chair will recognize the right of 
the Senator from New York to call it up. The 
bill (H. R. No. 555) for the’relief of sufferers 
by fire at Chicago is before the Senate, and 
the question is on the motion to reconsider. 

: Mr. CAMERON.. If itis understood that 
there is tobe further discussion, I do not with- 
draw the motion. è 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Ferry] withdraws his claim to speak. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. ° 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania in his infinite goodness and 
spirit of accommodation puts some of us in 
rather an awkward position. Speaking of a 
measure of a good deal of gravity and import- 
ance, ‘the Senator from Illinois having it in 
charge, [Mr. Logan, ] felt a demand upon him 
to deliver to the Senate two forcible and seri- 
ous arguments. I think it was very well that 
he should, because. the bill in its immediate 
effects, and the bill in the example it sets, isa 
very important one, as I ventured to say on 
anotheroccasion when it was under consider- 
ation, being careful to confine my remarks 
within very narrow limits, not wishing to stand 
for an unnecessary moment in the way of the 
action of the Senate. . It comes again for-our. 

action, and after hearing the Senator from 
Hlinois and other Senators, I had said, al- 


thongh the Senator from Pennsylvania doubt- 
less did not attend to do it, that I wished to 
submit: some brief observations to the Senate 
on this question. I had before meat the mo- 
ment two or three authorities to which I meant 
to call the attention of the Senate, but I have 
sent them away. - I do not want anything to be 
done for my accommodation; but I do not 
think I am called upon, under the circum- 
stances, after the debate which has been had on 
this bill, to refrain from making a. remark or 
two, because, after other Senators have occu- 
pied the day, the time has come when, in order 
to take a vote. now, other Senators must 
observe silence or elsg the vote cannot be 
taken.. That. was just as true at two o'clock 
and at three o’clock as it is now at a quarter 
after four o'clock ; and therefore I hope those 
of us who have occupied no time, but who 
would like to say a few words, wiil not be 
thought discourteous if we ask that at this 


time or some time we may have a brief oppor- 
tunity of being heard. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the gentleman desire 
to go on to-night ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, nosir. As I have 
said to the Senate, I do not wish any time 
selected for me. Only at some time before I 
give my vote upon this bill I shallin as few 
words as may be assign my reasons for the 
vote I shall give. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the gentleman will do 
it this evening. J have for three weeks given 
way every day. I have no right to claim pre- 
eedence for this bill over others, as a matter 
of course; but it is perfectly apparent to the 
Senate that if the bill of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Fenton] is brought forward it will 
postpone this bill that I have charge of. 

Now, I appeal to the Senate, and especially 
to the Senator from New York, [Mr. Conx- 
Linc.] If he was placed in the same position 
on a bill that he had charge of, for the same 
length of time, he would feel that it was a very 
serlous matter to him that persons should inter- 
pose themselves as the vote was going to be 
taken and put it beyond-his control. If he 
desires to make any remarks I hope he will be 
permitted to make them. There is nothing 
so very important about an executive session 
that we cannot go on for half an hour and 
pass this bill or defeat it. Itis not the right 
way to defeat a bill to be putting it over all 
the time. There are things connected with 
this that make it very important; things that 
I do not want to say, not that they would be 
offensive to anybody if 1 was to say them, but 
there are matters connected with it that make 
it more important than the Senator from New 


York imagines; not to me, personally, for it i 


is of no importance to me; but there is an 
importance attached to it that perhaps if he 
knew the history of he would not feel as he 
does. I hope the Senate will allow now all to 
be said that is to be said on the bill, and let us 
have avote. I assure them that no matter 
what the bill may be or what the occasion may 
be, I will never attempt directly or indirectly 
to prevent any Senator from getting a vote on 
a bill when that is the only opportunity he may 
have for a length of time. 1 appeal to the 
Senator from New York now to make. his 
remarks and let us have a vote on this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihardly know why my 
friend appeals to me, for two reasons. Inthe 
first place, I have never stood in his way for 
one moment. In the next place he appeals 
to me to make my speech now. I have said 
over. and over again that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania either should have made his 
motion or withdrawn it. [do not think he 
ought to: put Senators in the position I am 
placed in now by the question of the Senator 
from Illinois. Yet I want nothing done for 
my convenience. $ only say that before the |! 
vote is taken I want:to assign my reasons for 
the vote I shall give. 

Now, I will say one:word to my friend from 


i 


Illinois in good nature, if he will allow it. 


He will never appeal in vain to me on any 
question of kindness; but he must remember 
that he has occupied of the time to-day, cer- 
tainly not less than an hour, although he has 
spoken upon this bill repeatedly before, and 
therefore, when he suspects those of us who 
have occupied no time at all with a disposition 
to delay, it seems to me that he does injustice 
to the motives of others. I have not stood in 
the way of his bill at all, and had he wanted 
a vote upon it to-day, I must say to him—not 
by way of criticism but in answer to his sug- 
gestion—that the better way would have been 
for the friends of the bill not to occupy time 
in its discussion, their views having been fully 
presented before. That having been done, I 
do not see why the Senator should appeal to 
those who have occupied no time to refrain 
from putting difficulties in his way because 
they want to be heard. 

Mr. LOGAN. l had not impugned the 
motives of the Senator from New York, and 
his remarks about what I should have done 
do seem to be a little unkind. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have said nothing 
about what the Senator should have done. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. CARPENTER] made a speech, and the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. erry] made a 
long speech. I replied to them, which it was 
certainly my duty to do, having charge of the 
bill. Then the Senator from Michigan to my 
left [Mr. CHANDLER] made a speech. The 
Senator from Michigan to my right made a 
speech again. The Senator trom Wisconsin 
made another speech, and F replied. What 
else could i have done? I have noticed the 
demeanor of the gentleman from New York. 
It is always kind and courteous toward every- 
body; but, so far as making speeches is con- 
cerned, I have never known him, having charge 
of any measure here, to fail to reply to anything 
that was said in reference to it, and he ought 
not to have criticised other gentlemen for do- 
ing the same thing. I have done nothing more 
than what the Senator himself would havedoné, 
There have been twice as many speeches made 
against this bill as for it. All that were made 
for it my colleague and myself have made, 
except the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
CaMERON,] and there have been numerous 
speeches made against it, several by the same 
gentlemen, more than I have made. Ido not 
think that is a fair way to criticise a person 
who has charge of a bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will let me 
interrupt him now, it will be the last time. In 
order that I may not criticise the Senator I 
wish to withdraw what I have said about this, 
and to assure the Senator that I will not ven- 
ture to make any suggestion to him again, 
If I am so unfortunate as to convey to him the 
idea that I intended to criticise him in what I 
have said the only safety for me is peace, and 
therefore I say to him, ‘‘ Let us have peace.’ 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is perfectly 
safe. These sharp allusions are sometimes 
unfortunate; but somehow or other these 
remarks are made toward me in a friendly 
spirit, as a matter of course, but at the same 
time putting mein a position that I am not 
entitled to occupy in reference to this or any 
other bill, Idisturb the Senate, as far as talk- 
ing is concerned, aboutas little as the Senator 
from New York, and I desire to act courte- 
ously toward everybody. I have appealed to 
the Senate: to let this bill come to a vote, 
That is all. Ihave proposed at least half a 
dozen times to take the vote without a word 
of discussion. I proposed that on Friday 
night when we adjourned; but the Senator 
from Wisconsin objected because he wanted 
to make a speech ; and I proposed this morn- 
ing when I ealled up the bill to take the vote 
without discussion, but the Senator from Wis- 
consin wanted to make a speech. 

“Speech after speech has been made, when 
I have proposed to take the vote without any 
discussion whatever, and then when the dis- 
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cussion seems to be over, when the Senate 
desires. to vote, when a majority of the Senate 
is willing to vote, by some kind of manage- 
ment or other a vote is attempted to be pre- 
vented. Now, I hope the Senator from New 
York will make his speech, if he has any to 
make, and if I think it worthy of reply I will 
reply to it, inasmuch as he has criticised me 
for the manner in which I have managed 
this bill. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
knows well—I appeal to him—that there is 
nothing for us to do in executive session. I 
ask him to allow the vote to be taken on this 
pill. The Senator from New York seems 
determined not to speak, but to sit here and 
insist that he wants to speak at some time. 
When will that sometime come? If that is 
the right kind of treatment in this Chamber 
toward any Senator having the management 
of a bill, it is a different kind of treatment from 
that which I would display to him or any other 
Senator, either now or at any future time. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 1 move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. f 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York has risen in compliance with 
the unanimous consent of the Senate, pending 
the motion to adjourn, to call up the special 
order, which is the customs bill. i 

Mr. CAMERON. Now I ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin to give way until I can have 
my motion put. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iwill give way to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania if he wishes to 
make a motion. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division——ayes 17, noes 26. 

Mr. CARPENLER. I move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
finish this bill. 

‘The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The customs 
bill is now before the Senate, Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield for the disposition 
of the Chicago bill? 

Mr. FENTON. Yes, sir, according to the 
understanding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on-the motion to reconsider the 
vote of the Senate passing the bill (H. R. 
No. 555) for the relief of the sufferers by fire 
at Chicago. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I shall 
not stand long in the way now or at any time 
of the vote of the Senate upon the bill. Lam 
not willing, however, to give any vote seeming 
by silence to acquiesce in some of the things 
which have been stated. 

‘The Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Logan] 
seems to have some feeling about this which 
I see nothing whatever to create orto warrant; 
aud he, 1 think, mistakes somewhat if he 
supposes that by the exbibition of acerbity 
or dissatisfaction he will deter Senators from 
doing their duty. That Senator took occasion 
to state that a Senator behind me was like 
Christopher Columbus, entitled to credit for 
having discovered now a constitutional objec- 
tion. 1 sent for and had before me—I have it not 
pow—the Globe of the 25th of January, from 
which I might have read to show that this 
objection was plainly and specifically pointed 
out then by the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Scotr.] Itook occasion my 
self to comment upon it, and to say that 1 saw 
no answer to it, that I found no answer in the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Suerwax,] that we bad remitted the 
duties upon a chime of bells, and that we had 
allowed philosophical instruments to come in 
free if they were to be used in colleges. It is 
quite clear, therefore, that no Senator to-day 
can earn a reputation.asa Columbus for having 
discovered this constitutional objection. And 


I hope not. Let us 
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now, having thought of it in the meantime, I 
am willing to say, as I was not willing to say 
then—for I expressed merely a doubt—I am 
willing now to express a couviction that the 
objection has not been and cannot be answered 
by any such suggestion as hasbeen vouchsafed 
to us. The provision of the Constitution is, 
and it is in the nature of a qualification and 
mandate after a grant of. power, that imposts, 
duties, and taxes ‘shall be uniform through- 
out the Uniied States.” Borrowing now and 
repeating the illustration that | gave when the 
biil was under consideration before, it is like 
saying that the people of the city of Syracuse, 
New York, shall for a length of time pay no 
duties upon salt, iron, and sugar. That was 
the illustration I gave then ; I give it now, and 
I say upon reflection that the provision in this 
bill is equivalent to that. 

I heard some Senator argue that because it 
was in the nature of a drawback, because it 
was to be taken out of one pocket and put in 
the other, because the duty was to be paid and 
immediately handed back by the Government, 
it answered the Constitution. I am not going 
to argue this question, but simply to call atten- 
tion to one or two things. Jf such an argu- 
ment can satisfy the mind of any Senator, 
certainly it is not my business to embarrass 
him with doubts. I say it seems to me not 
to rise to the point of an indirection. It is 
nothing whatever except a mere method of 
freeing from duties building materials to be 
used by a certain community. ‘That is all. 
I think no Senator, no lawyer will answer, 
except in one way, the question whether any 
other mode of answering the same purpose 
and producing the same result, if convenient 
and accurate, would not be equally accept- 
able to the Constitution. 

But, Mr. President, 1 heard a Senator read 
a statute showing that all fishermen, all Amer- 
ican citizens whatsoever, male and female, 
no matter at what port they lived, no mat- 
ter of what State they are citizens—all cit- 
izens and persons whatever, who use salt fora 
particular purpose, namely, curing fish, shall 
be entitled to a drawback, and I understood 
that statute to be read to answer the doubts 
of those whose doubts rest upon this point, 
namely, whether it is constitutional tosay, uot 
that all people alike shall be exempt from 
duties in a certain instance, but that one single 
community alone, and nobody else, shall be 
exempt, the language of the Constitution be- 
ing that, ‘but ail duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughoutthe United States.” 
That being the Constitation, the question is 
whether duties are uniform throughout the 
United States when the residents of a single 
city shall be exempted from paying them, a 
Senator having cited a statute which gives a 
drawback to all manner of people whatever in 
the whole country who use salt for a partica- 
lar purpose. 

With no better instruction than I have on 
this subject, I should say that the statute which 
we have been referred to has regard to the 
Constitution and is uniform. Why? Because 
it is applicable to everybody just as a draw- 
back on philosophical instruments used in col- 
leges is applicable to everybody who chooses 
to profit by it. 

Mr. MORTON. Will tbe Senator from New 
York give way to a motion to adjourn? J 
should be very glad to see this question dis- 
posed. of. I say for one, however, that I have 
another engagement, aud I think it is time to 


adjourn, 1 have no faith in getting a vote 
to-night. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. -If we stay here we can 
get a vote. 


Mr. MORTON. By staying here until to- 
morrow morning, perhaps you can, 1 move 
tbat the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. I yield the floor for that 
motion. : 

Mr. FENTON. Before we adjourn I must 
eall up the regular order. 


| is due for. anything of the sort, . 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought it wag under 
stood that before we adjourned. the other: bill | 
should come up. i Ueo 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The; Senator 
from Indiana moves that the Senate do-now 
adjourn. pts eTR 

The motion was not agreed to;: there; bein 
on a division—ayes 19, noes 20. tee 

Mr. CONKLING.. I was in the act-of .say- 
ing that the statute of 1866, and every other 
statute of drawbacks. as far as:1- know, is 
grounded upon this provision. It recognizes 
the necessity of uviformity in the imposition 
of imposts and duties. Does the bill before 
us recognize uniformity.? . If it does, consid- 
ering that on the 24th of January this oljec- 
lion was made, and that Senators have thought 
of this who have zeal to quicken their ability, 
why is it that down to this moment we have 
heard no explanation of the ground upon 
which this provision is to stand? 

The junior Senator from Illinois, as I under- 
stand him, said he did uot comprehend what 
was meant by saying that in exempting Chi- 
cago from duties, from taxes, other. people | 
were to contribute to pay them. I think I 
understand that. If it is not true, it must be 
because when you exempt the people of Chi- 
cago from duties, you impose them upon 
nobody else; they fall upon nobody else; 
nobody else suffers. In that view, I suggest 
that having exempted Chicago we take the next 
city, exempt that, and go around until all the 
cities are exempt, and whom does it fall upon 
then? It would be a device almost equal.to 
that of the man who proposed to abolish taxes 
altogether and pay the expenses _of the Gov- 
ernment out of the Treasury. It falls upon 
somebody. Soine one of course pays to make 
up the quota, to make up the revenue, to make 
up the income from which is disbursed: the 
expense of the Government; but its effect is 
not important in considering this question. 
‘Lhe point is whether legally it can be said with 
truth that we preserve the constitutional uni- 
formity when by express legislation we say 
that for a period of time imposts shall not be 
uniform, 

I voted for this bill before. I did. so for a 
double reason; first, from my extreme dispo- 
sition, as sincere as it was urged, to vote. for 
anything which I could properly vote for :to 
give aid to the people of Chicago; and second, 
I did it, as I stated at the time, feeling that 
every constitutional objection which was only 
a doubt ought to be resolved in favor of a 
measure like this. I should not reverse my 
vote now, I should not vote to reconsider the 
bill now but for the fact that reflection in the 
mean time has greatly increased, the diffen!ty 
that 1 find in seeing how this can be answered, 
and in addition to that, with all the earnest 
discussion the bill has received from its friends 
to-day, we have not been instructed bya single 
suggestion which seems to me to aid us in dis- 
posing of this objection. 

Well now, Mr. President, if the bill be con- 
stitutional. it must be so for some reason, 
this objection is not well taken, there must be 
an answer to it, and 1 insist that we are entitled 
to that answer. I insist that I am entitled to 
the answer, having voted for the bill, wishing 
to vote for anything which I have.a right to 
vote for to aid the people of Chicago. If I 
find myself involved in a doubt o this sortand 
there be an answer to it, J insist. that. I am 
entitled to it, and I say with entire good nature 
to the Senator from Illinois, whom certainly I 
have no wish to incommode, that it is a very 
slight liberty thata member of this body takes, 
and one which ought not to expose him to a 
charge of being wanting in a spirit of accom- 
modation, to propound a serious but sincere 
objection that he finds to.a measure of. his 
sort and ask that he may be relieved from the 
doubt which. exists in his mind. 1 make no - 
apology for it, , 1 cannot presume any Senator 
is so unreasonable as to suppose thatan apology 
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Now, I say again, not having risen to argue 
the question, not meaning to argue it; that here 
is a very serious question; it is a question that 
if resolved erroneously in this case will return 
ta: plague. us and many others, and if we are 
going to vote relief for Chicago it should be, I 
‘submit,.as it should have been in the Portland 
case, as it was declared by all those who ex- 
pressed an opinion on that subject at: the time, 
by direct appropriation from the Treasury; by 
such an actas was passed when an earthquake 
occurred; by such an act as we pass when we 
give to the poor of the city of Washington; by 
such ah act as comes with some great emer- 
- gency, and which violates no express provision 
of the Constitution, but which encounters no 
legal difficulty unless it encounters the difi- 
culty of not being provided for expressly by 
“any provision that we can find in the organic 
law. : 
This mode of doing it I submit hits against 
a clear outstanding requirement which tells us 
that this way is not the way, and therefore I 
should prefer to vote for a bill which directly 
: gives as'generosity, as a gift, by whatever name 
it: may. properly be called, so much money 
to be distributed:in such wise as may be best 
` tö afford. the relief needed by reason of this 
calamity; but Iam not willing to vote fora bill 
which, in my belief, violates the Constitution, 
and more particularly so-when the object can 

i be attdined in another way. 

This is all that I will say, and I would not 

have said even so much had my vote not been 
: où the last oceasion recorded in favor of the 
bill when I resolved my doubt in its favor, 
although I did not see my way very clearly, 
-which: cannot do again after having waited 
in vain for light on the question, and after 
having been convinced by my own reflection 
that it is more serious than I thought it was 
$ before: poea 
--Mr.cCORBETT. Mr. President, as my 
“sympathies are and have been with this bill, I 
desire simply to state my reasons for voting 
‘for its reconsideration. 

‘It- has been stated by the Senator from Ili- 
nois nearest me [ Mr. TRUMBULL] that whereas 
-a drawback is given upon salt to all people 
engaged in the fisheries throughout the Uni- 
ted States, that:is a reason why a drawback 
should be given to a single city on building 
materials. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
ime to interrupt him ? 

Mr. CORBETT. Not until I make the state- 
ment. Jn order to carry out uniformity there 
should be a drawback on these materials in 
every city and in every portion of the country 
that is now proposed to be relieved, and for 
that reason it seems to me that it is not uni- 
form,although Iam not clear on the state- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois but that 
the provision- of a‘ drawback: even for those 
engaged inthe fisheriés is unconstitutional. 
It seems to me that that is a provision perhaps 
that may be wrong; but it certainly embraces 
all people engaged inthe fisheries. While the 
people whom I have the honor to represent in 
part are willing to give to the object for which 
this bill-is proposed, that is, relief to Chicago 
an every legitimate and constitutional way, I 
do not feel bound myself to vote fora measure 
which I mag think unconstitutional, or about 
which I have a doubt'in my own mind whether 
it is constitutional ór not. 

For that reason I shall vote to reeorisider this 
bill, believing that the example is wrong, and 
that it will work pernieiously in its results in 
the future, and that every city that may have 
afire will be coming to Congress for aid by 
remitting daties upon imports. Believing this 
to'be: in principle bad; I feel bound to vote 
for reconsideration. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I call for the yeas and 
nays on'the motion to reconsider: : 
‘Phe yeas and nays were ordered. © 
io Mi MORRIEL, df Vermont. So-many Sen- 
ators have expressed to ‘thé their opinion’ that 


-ment, if for no other reason. ) 3 
-this measure how, it certainly will, after this 


it wasa mistake not to have adopted the 


amendment which I offered when the bill was 
before the Senate in the first. instance, that I 
venture to recall that amendment to the mind 


-of Senators for the purpose of having the bill 


reconsidered in order to adopt that amend. 
If we shall pass 


lengthy discussion, stand as a precedent on the 
statate-book, and I think a very mischievous 
one, in that it embraces so many articles that 
there isno knowing where it begins or where it 
leaves off. If the amendment shall be adopted, 
it will certainly relieve thè bill from a great 
many objections; and Ishould‘hope that amend- 


‘ment would receive the approbation of both 


Senators from Illinois, because certainly they 
do fot wish to adopt a precedent here to-day 
which they cannot stand by to-morrow. That 
‘amendment, instead of leaving it in general 
terms; proposes to confine the bill to specific 
articles, such as timber, boards, laths, shingles, 


‘cut nails, iron, steel, brick, lime, cement, glass, 
-linseed-oil, and white‘lead.. -I merely desire 


to gall the attention of the Senate to’ the 
amendment, not for the purpose of retarding 
action. - 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I gave way 
before because | was anxious to have the vote 
taken; but as the Setiate has decided to ton- 
tinue the discussion and close the matter to- 
night, I feel it my duty to return to what was 
said by the senior Senator from Hiinois. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will not my friend 
from Michigan give way to a motion to ad- 
journ? i : 

Mr. LOGAN, 
take the vote. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan: If the Senator 
will indulge me for two or three minutés, that 
is all I shall ask. I simply desire to place 
the ease right. 

The Senator from Mlinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] 
stated that the amount of this duty was to go 
into the pockets of the lumbermen. If thera 
isany point in the atgument of the Senator 
from Illinois it ig an argument against the 
whole tariff. It is well known that the lands 
in Canada are owned by the Crown, and the 
lumbermen have to pay a royalty of forty 
cents; while in Michigan and Wisconsin the 
lands are held principally by eastern capital- 
ists, and their royalty is from three and a half 
to four dollars, Our lumbermen, therefore, 
go into Chicago atid other markets of the Uni- 
ted States at that difference of disadvantage. 
Instead of the difference going into the pock- 
ets of the lumbermen they are cempelled to 
sell their lumber at just so mueh more in the 
markets of Chicago; or by force of that draw- 
back are driven to take it from the pockets of 
the laborers. Having had to pay these prices 
at the stump and for manufacturing, and freight 
to Chicago, whatever of market rate less than 
this cost comes out of the pockets of the work- 
men. Now,-the argument of the Senator from 
Illinois is to take money: out of the hands of 


Thope weshall be allowed to 


the working people, the laborers, of not only, 


the lumbermen of Chicago but the manufae- 
turers: of Chicago, for if it:applies to limber 
it apples on all other articles. J have just 
reeeived by mail a formal protest from Ohi- 
cago against the passage of this bill, signed by 
men representing some of thé largest business 
firms and associations in that city. It is signed 
by E. W. Blatchford & Co.y Atkins & Borger, 
Vulcan iron works; Cutler, Savidge & Co.; 
Daniel B. Shipman, white lead works; Heath 
& Milligan; J. F. Warren-& Go:; the Hydrau- 
lic Lead and Oil Company; Wright, Lowther 
& Coz; Waller, Ousléy & Co., ahd T. K. Hol- 
den, Phoenix iron works. Pudi tosis 
Now, I repeat if there is any pointin what 
the Senator said it-applies to the whole sys- 
tem of the tariff;in-other words, he would by 
‘this bill overthrow that system which raises 
some two hundred and eighty million dollars 
for the defraymént of the expenses of thé Gov- 
ernment, and if there is ‘anything in the argu- 


ment which he presetits here it is that the tariff 
shall be removed and we resort to direct tax- 
ation in order to carry on the business of the 
Government. s 

I repeat it is not just to single out not only 

one interest ‘but twenty-four others that are 
named in the catalogue I had read by the See- 
retary; it is not just to single them out and 
allow others to continue théir manufactures 
atid: sell their wares and fabrics while these 
manufacturers are compelled to reduce their 
prices. All we askis equality and justice, and 
I once more say, whether by tax upon lumber, 
whether by an assessment on the population 
of Michigan and allowing her to pay it in her 
own way, we will meet our share of either five 
hundred thousand, dné million, or even of 
twenty million dollars, and then the burden 
will not be so great as is proposed by this bill. 
It is striking a blow at; it is destroying the in- 
‘terests of, Miebigan, it: is compelling them 
while struggling to hélp themselves to lose 
the means by which they can help themselves, 
You invite them to the restoration of their 
mills, you invite their recuperation by secur- 
ing logs to supply their mills, and at the same 
time you propose to strike down the market 
two dollars less at least than ‘it was last year, 
and play into the hands of foreigners, 

Senators eannot evade the point of this 
argument. It is putting into the hands of 
foreigners what you should put in the hands 
of your own citizens. If it is taking out of 
one pocket and putting into another, the 
aggregate wealth of the nation is not disturbed. 
While in the other case you are taking out the 
amount, whether it be ten or twenty millions, 
from the Treasury of the Unived States and 
adding to the coffers of Great Britain. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam paired on this question 
with the Senator ftom Missouri, [Mr. Scutrz. ] 
I would vote for the reconsideration, aud he 
would vote against it. ; 

The questidn being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Meésrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler; Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Ferry of. Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 

, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil: 
ton of Texas, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Patterson, Saulsbury, Sherman, Stevenson, and 
Btockton—25. , $ a s 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Caldwell, Cameron, Clay- 
ton, Fenton, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lo- 

an, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Rice, Robertson. 
pencer, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
Wilson, and Wright—23, : i 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Qooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sdwyer, Schurz, Scott, 
Sprague, Stewart, Thurman, and Windom—D. 


So the motion to reconsider was «greed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. pubes, 

Mr.. FENTON rose. oj o 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York calls. up. the eustoms bill in 
pursuance to. the understanding. ; The Ben- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate 
adjourn, ; 

‘The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o’clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
-Monpay, February $2, 1872, 

The House met at twelve o'clock in. 

by Rev. C. A. Stork, of Baltimore. 


. The Journal of Saturday Tast was read and 
approved. i e 


West, 


Prayer 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. - This being Monday, the 
first business in order will he the-eall of the 
Statesand Territories, beginning with the State 
of Maine; for the introduction.of bills and joint 
resolutions for reference to their appropriate 
committees, and: not to_bei-brought back by 
motions to. reconsider.: Under. this call mento- 
tials and resolutions of State and: territorial 


1872. 


Legislatūres are in order. The morning hour 
now begins, at two minutes past twelve o'clock. 
l JONN L. BULLARD. i 
Mr. DAWES introduced abill (H. R. No. 
1428) for the relief of Jobn L. Bullard; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; and ordered 
to be printed. - : 
‘REVIVAL OF COMMERCE, 


Mr. DAWES also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1429) for the revival of commerce ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HARBOR OF STONINGTON. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1480) for the improvement of the 
harbor of Stonington, Connecticut; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

- CHARLES MARKLEIN. 


- Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1431) 
for the relief of Charles Marklein, sutler of the 
one hundred and seventh-eighth regiment New 
York volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROME, NEW YORK. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1482) to authorize the erection of a 
public building at Rome, New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK H. AGAN. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1483) for the relief of Patrick H. Agan, former 
deputy postmaster at the city of Syracuse, New 
York; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WOOD-WORKERS’ UNION. 

Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1434) to incorporate the National Wood- 
Working Mechanies’ Union ofthe United States 
of America; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA & PER LEE. 


= Mr. PRINDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1435) granting a pension to Maria S. Per Lee, 
widow of asoldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read afirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 
NAVY-YARD AT NEW YORK. 

Mr. PRINDLE also introduced a bill (H, 
R. No. 1436) to provide for reclaiming and 
improving the swamp and overflow lands con- 
nected with the United States navy-yard at 
New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. BARKER. 


Mr. CARROLL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1437) for the relief of William F. Barker, 
postmaster at Northville, in the State of New 
York; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF BUFFALO HARBOR. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1438) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement ofthe harbor at 
Buffalo ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commiitee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DUNKIRK POST OFFICE, ETC. 
< Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1439) to provide for the erection of a post 
cofes and custom-house at Dunkirk; New 


York; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Publis-Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


OGDEN COMPANY, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1440) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claims of the Ogden Com- 
pany against the lands of the Alleghany and 
Cattaraugus Indians; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordeted to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF INDEPENDENCE HALL. 


Mr. HILL presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, concerning the pur- 
chase of Independence Hall; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TRENTON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. HILL also presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, in rela- 
tion to a public building at Trenton, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF THE DELAWARE RIVER. 


Mr. HILL also presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, in re- 
gard to the navigation of the Delaware river; 
which were referred to the Committee.on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE CAMPBELL. 


Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1441) granting a pension to Catharine Camp- 
bell, guardian of John Thompson’s children ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be priuted. 


BOUNTY. 


Mr. McCLELLAND presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Pennsylvania Legislature, instruct- 
ing her Senators and requesting her Represent- 
atives to vote for and urge the passage of a 
bill granting bounty to persons engage in the 
military and naval service of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVY PENSION FUND. 


Mr. NEGLBY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1442) making an appropriation and to refund 
certain moneys now standing to the credit of 
the Navy pension fund; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN CRAWFORD. 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN. introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1448) for the relief of Benjamin Craw- 
ford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN DAVIS. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1444) granting a pension to Susan 
Davis, dependent mother of William W. Davis, 
late private of company E, one hundred and 
third regiment Pennsylvania volunteers ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid . Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

ROBERT A. MAYO. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a joint resolution 
(EL R. No. 97) for the relief of Robert A. 
Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON T. SCOTT. 


Mr. PLATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 


“No. 1445) for the relief of Washington T. 


Scott; which was read a first and second time, 


and ordered to be printed. ~ 


reférred to the Committee on Military, Affairs, | 
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| the United States Government; 


INTERNATIONAL OBSERVATIONS: i itt 
Mr. COBB presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislative Assembly of North Caroling, 
concerning Matthew M. Maury’s internationa 
observations; which was refetred-to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. least i gaat 
: HARBOR OF CAPE FEAR RIVER, o; 0. 
Mr. COBB also presented a joint resolution 
of the General Assembly of North Carolina, 
relating to the harbor of Cape Fear river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ` an 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
1446) amendatory. of the-act to provide a gov» 
ernment for the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 


ARMY APPROPRIATIONS... 00: 


Mr. BIGBY introduced a bill (H. B. No, 
1447) to amend an act entitled “ An act makr 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending June 80, 1872, and. for 
other purposes,” approved March 8, 1871, and 
to define and extend the powers and duties 
conferred upon the commissioners of claims 
appointed under said act; which was road a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed: ` 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 


Mr. BIGBY also introduced a Dill (H.-R. 
No. 1448) to provide for a building for: the 
use of the United States court, post office, and 
internal revenue offices at- Atlanta, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. ~ 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, introduced a Dill 
(H. R. No. 1449) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of William Ezzard, of Fulton county; 
David J. Bailey, of Spalding county, and Philip 
M. Russell, of Chatham county, Georgia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitiee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

REVIVAL OF POST ROUTES. - 


Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1450) 
to revive former post routes and declaring ćer- 
tain roads in the several States to be post 
roads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. i Wate 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES: 


Mr. DOX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1451) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of Samuel K. McSpadden and other 
persons therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AID TO A RAILROAD. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1452) granting public land in the States of 
Alabama and Georgia to the Alabama and 
Georgia Railroad Company to aid in building 
a railroad from Decatur, Alabama, to Rome, 
Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. Pape 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. i 

Mr, MORPHIS introđuced a bilt (H. R. 
No. 1453) for the removal of the political and 
civil disabilities of certain’ citizens therein 
named; which was read a; first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. T 

PAYMENT FOR COTTON. my te 

Mr. MORPHIS also introduced a pul (HA. 
R: No: 1454) for payment for:cotton taken by 
which “was 


read a first and:second time, referred to the 
Committee of. Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

S: PAYMENT FOR DESTRUCTION OF LODGES. 


“Mr. MORPHIS also: introduced a bill (H. 
R; No. 1455) to secure payment for destruc- 
tion of. lodges of the Independent Order of 
Odd Fellows by United States troops; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. l 


RIGUT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. MORPHIS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1456) granting right of way through 
the public domain, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to. the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARTIN P. HARDIN. 


Mr. MORPHIS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1457) for the relief of Martin P. Har- 
din, of Pontotoc county, Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered tobe printed. 

ae NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1458) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide a national currency secured by the 
pledge of United States bonds and to provide 
for the circulation and redemption thereof,” 
approved June 8, 1864; which was read a 
first ‘and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RIVES AND BAILEY. 


Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1459) to provide for paying Rives & Bailey 
for reporting and publishing the debates of 
Congress from the 4th day of March, 1871, to 
the Ist day of March, 1872; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

- mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, . 
DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 


- Mr. BEATTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1460) to provide for reporting and pub- 
lishing the debates of Congress; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed, 

WILLIAM DODDS. 


|. Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1461) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Dodds, a soldier of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolationary 
Pensions and War of 1812, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 1462) supplementary to an act 
entitled “ An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors of the war of 1812, and the widows 
of deceased soldiers ;’? which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION. OF FORESTS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1463) to make provision for the 
preservation of forests, and to encourage the 
planting of: timber trees; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, ard ordered to be printed. 


APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS. 


Mr. GARRETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1464) requiring the Commissioner of Pen. 
sions to furnish. the applicant for an invalid 
pension with a copy of all testimony or state- 
ments filed against him, with the name of the 
party furnishing the same, and with residence 
and post. office; also to do justice to the sol- 
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diers of our Indian wars and. the Mexican 
war, and to, employés of the Government 
who incurred disability, whether mustered into 
the service or not; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE OF THE OHIO AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1465) to relieve the commerce of the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers from the tax imposed thereon 
at the Louisville and Portland canal at Louis- 
ville, Kentucky; which. was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1466) in relation to the Oregon Central 
Railroad Company; which wasread a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


THE MILITIA. 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1467) to amend the thirty-first section of an 
act entitled ‘An act for enrolling and calling 
out the militia, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 8, 1863; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT. 

Mr. COBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1468) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to place at the disposal of the soldiers’ monu- 
ment cemmittee of Greencastle, Indiana, cer- 
tain condemned ordnance; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN TREATIES. 


Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1469) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to open negotiations with Indian nations, 
tribes, or individuals, for the purpose of com- 
muting the annuities now payable in kind, and 
to report his doings to Congress for its adop- 
tion, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY C. GREENE. 

Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1470) for the relief of Mary C. Greene; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE WASHINGTON, 


Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1471) for the relief of George Washing- 
ton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1472) for the relief of George 
L. Elliott, first lieutenant twenty-third Indiana 
volunteer battery ; which was: read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HEBERER, 

Mr. HAY introduced a bill 
for the relief of John Heberer; which was 
read a first and second time, with the accom- 
panying papers referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF PRINTING MATERIAL FREE. 

Mr. HAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1474) to place printing type, ink, and other 
printing material on the free list in the tarif; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. - 


: LAND CLAIMANTS IN SALT LAKE CITY. 
Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 


(H. R. No. 1473) 


| Mr. STOUGHTON 


H > 

No. 1475) for the relief of the claimants of 
land in Salt Lake City in the Territory of Utah; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 


DISTRICT COURT AT FORT GIBSON. 


Mr. BURCHARD also intraduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1476) authorizing terms of the 
United States district court to be held at Fort 
Gibson, in the Indian territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASUINGTON D. SANDFORD. 


Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1477) granting a pension to Wash- 
ington L. Sandford; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Commiitee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATIIAN HAINES. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a biil (H. R, 
No. 1478) for the relief of the heirs of Jona- 
than Haines, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF CURRENCY, 


Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 98) increasing the circulating currency 
$30,000,000; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT H. BROWNE. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1479) granting a pension to 
Robert H. Browne, of Adair county, Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD A. DIEILL. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (H. R.-No. 1480) for the relief of Captain 
Edward A. Diehl; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

JOHN C. CONNER. 

Mr. BURDETT introdueed a bill (H. R. 
No. 1481) for the relief of John C. Conner; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on thé Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE A. LAMB. 


Mr. BURDETT also introduced a bill (H. 
H. No. 1482) granting a pension to George A. 
Lamb; which was read a first and second 
time, with the accompanying papers referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be.printed. 


HOMESTEAD LAND OFFICE IN NEW YORK, 


Mr. "BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1488) to further amend the home- 
stead law by establishing a homestead land 
office-in the city of New York; whioh was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 72 4 


IMPROVEMENT. OF MICHIGAN TWARRORS, 


Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a. bill (H. 
R. No. 1484) making appropriations for cer- 
taiu harbors inthe State of Micbigan; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


A. J. MLACULEN. 

Mr. STOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1485) for the relief of A. J. Me- 
Lachlen, of Bear Lake Mills, Van Buren 
county, Michigan ; which was read a frst and 
i second time, referred to the Commitee of 
| Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURTS OF UTAN. 
also. introduced a bill 
1486) relating to the district courta 


(H: R. No. 


1872. 
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of Utah Territory ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
M. E. AND M. 3. SNIVELY. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced -a 
bill (H. R. No. 1487) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Snively and Mary S. Snively, minor 
children of Abraham Snively, who died in the 
United States service in 1865; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INVALID PENSIONERS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1488) for the payment of invalid pen- 
sioners who were deprived of their pensions 
for drawing pay for actual military, naval, or 
marine service during the war for the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1489) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
of certain persons therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUMAN K. BOWDISH. 


Mr. DONNAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1490) authorizing the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to sell to Luman K. Bow- 
dish a certain tract of land within the limits 
of the city of Dubuque, Iowa ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. | 

Mr. DONNAN also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Iowa, in relation 
to water communication between the Missis- 
sippi river and Lake Michigan, by way of the 
Fox and Wisconsin rivers ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PALMER presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa, relating to the 
terminus of the Union Pacific railroad, and 
the violation of its charter by action of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CHARLOTTE D. CROCKER. 

Mr. PALMER also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Iowa, in favor of 
an increase of pension for Mrs. Charlotte D. 
Crocker, widow of Major General Marcellus 
M. Crocker; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Wisconsin, relating 
to the Fox and Wisconsin river improvement ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


GREEN BAY AND SUPERIOR RAILWAY. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a biil (H. R. No. 
1491) granting the right of way through the 
public lands to the Green Bay and Superior 


Railway Company; which was read a first and | 


second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
FOX.AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

Mr. SAWYER also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking 
that Congress accept the award of the board 
of arbitration made in the case.of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers improvement; : which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN SCHOFIELD. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1492) for the relief of Susan 
Schofield, widow of A. F. Schofield ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
JAMES E. BARNES. 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1498) for the relief of James E. Barnes 
and nine other citizens of the State of Califor- 
nia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GRAPE BRANDY. 


Mr. COGHLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1494) for the regulation of the distillation 
of brandy from grapes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. McGREW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1495) providing for the improvement of the 
Monongahela river from New Geneva, Penn- 
sylvania, to Morgantown, West Virginia, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. McGREW also presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of West 
Virginia, instructing the Senators and request- 
ing the Representatives of that State to intro- 
duce, advocate, and vote for a bill to remove 
all political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE LANDS. 


Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1496) to carry out certain provisions of the 
Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for the relief of 
certain settlers on the Cherokee lands in the 
State of Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, avd ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS BOUNDARY LINE. 


Mr. TAFFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1497) making an appropriation for the survey 
of the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES RB. PECK, ETC. 


Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1498) for the relief of James B. Peck and 
Reuben Wood; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ERASTUS 8. JOSLYN. 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1499) for the relief 
of Erastus S. Joslyn, of Washington Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONFIRMATION OF TITLE. 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1500) to confirm 
title to certain lands in Washington Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DISAPPROVAL OF LEGISLATION. 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1501) to disapprove 
of ceriain legislation in the Territory of 
Washington ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Territories;.and ordered to be printed. 


‘LAKE WASHINGTON CANAL COMPANY, 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, alsoin: > 


troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1502) to incorporate 
the Lake Washington Canal Company ; which 
was read a first and ‘second timo, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and `- 
ordered to be printed. ; 
ARTESIAN WELLS. phe ga 

Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1503) to encourage the sinking of arte: 
sian wells upon public lands in the State.of 
Nevada; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

NEVADA COLLEGE OF MINING. 

Mr. KENDALL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1504) extending the time allowed the 
State of Nevada in which to provide a college 
of mining; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. KENDALL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1505) declaratory of the construction 
of an act approved September 28, 1850, enti- 
tled “Au act to enable the State of Arkansas 
and other States to reclaim the swamp lands 
within their limits;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MBYER’S PATENT. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1506) to adopt Carl C.. P. Meyers patent 
fire-proot section corner in all future surveys of 
the publiclands ; which was reada first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DAKOTA LAND DISTRICT. 5 

Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1507) to establish an additional land 
district in the Territory of Dakota; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee onthe Public Lands, und ordered to 
be printed. 

RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY. ` 

Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H..R. No. 
1608) granting to the Denver, Laramie, and 
Tron Mountain Railroad and Telegraph Com- 
pany the right of way through the public lands 
for the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed. 

WYOMING LEGISLATIVE ACTS. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (ĦA: R. No. 
1509) to continue in force certain acts and joint 
resolutions of the first Legislative Assembly 
of Wyoming Territory ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bili (H. R. 
No. 1510) granting the right of way through 
the public lands to the Cheyenne, Iron Mount- 
ain, and Helena Railroad Company ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF REGISTERS, ETC, 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1511) in relation’ to the pay of registers 
of the land office and receivers of public 
moneys in the land districts of the several 
Territories of the United. States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Publi¢ Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

GOVERNMENT: WAGON-ROAD,. 

Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1512) for the location and construction of 
a Government wagon-road from Laramie City, 
Wyoming Territory, to Fort Fetterman, in sai 
Territory; which was. read a firgt and. second 
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- time, referred: to. the: Committee on the Ferri- 
tories, and ordered te be printed... | - 


ARTESIAN WELL. 


Mr. JONES ‘also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No: 1513) authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
expend certain’ moneys for the panes of 
sinking an artesian welon the Fort D. H: 
Russell military:veservation, in Wyoming Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and secorid time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and.ordered to be printed. ; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 


The SPEAKER. Thecallof the States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions having been completed, the 
next business in order is the call for resolu- 
tions to be presented for consideratidn -at the 

resent time. The call rests at the State of 

aine. 2, 

` TESTIMONY OF RESPONDENTS. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1514) allowing respondents ‘in criminal cases 
in courtsof the United States to testifyin their 
own behalf; which was read afirstand second 
time. ©. i 
:> The bill was read. It provides that in the 
trial of all indictments, complaints, and other 
proceedings in any.of the courts of the Uni- 
ted States, which may be held in any State or 
Territory, against any persons charged with the 
commission of crimes or offenses, the person 
so charged shall at his own request, and not 
otherwise, be deemed a competent witness, the 
credit of his testimony being left solely with 
the jury, under the instructions of the court, 
but the omission of any respondent to testify 
shall not he taken as any inference or evidence 
of his guilt. i : 

Mr. PETERS. I demand the previous ques- 
tion-on the third reading and engrossment of 
‘the bill. 

.. Mr. ELDREDGE. Has not the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Perers] already offered one 
resolution ? f 

Mr. PETERS. Not under this çall. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Perers.] Have the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary considered this question ? 

Mr. PETERS. A majority of the commit- 
tee are individually in favor of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the Judiciary Com- 
mittee are in-favor of the bill, I wish the gen- 
tleman to say so. ; 

Mr. PETERS, They do say so through me. 
The majority of them individually and unoffi- 
cially favor this bill. 

Mr. KERR. I ask that the bill be again 
reported. f 
: “The bill was again read. : 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question there were—ayes 87, noes 42. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Í give notice that I shall 
call for the yeas and nays on this proposition, 
on the question of the passage. of the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I demand tellers on 
seconding the demand for the. previous. ques- 
tion. 

‘Yellers were ordered; and Mr. PETERS and 
Mr. FARNSWORTH were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes one hundred and three. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not insist on 
any further count. 

So the previous question was seconded and 
the main question was ordered ; and under the 
Operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. i 

The SPEAKER. The 
“Shall this billpass ?”? 

Mr.. HOLMAN. On that question I call 
for the: yeas and‘nays. — => ix : 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were 
ayes eighteen; nota sufficient number. 


question’ now is, 


Mr. HOLMAN: -I ask for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. ER 

‘The question being taken on ordering tellers, 
there were ayes thirty-eight. , 

The SPEAKER. The vote for tellers being 
more fhan sufficient. to. order the yeas and 
nays, the Chair, unless objection is made, will 
treat the vote accordingly. | 

There was no objection. —_ 

-So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question récurred on the passage of the 
bill." ae 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 141, nays 44, not voting 
54; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.. Acker, Ames, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks, Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bever- 
idge, Bigby,. Austin Blair, James Q. Blair, Boles, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bufiinton, Bur- 
dett, Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Cogh- 
lan, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, 
Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Farwell, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, 
Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobu W. Ha- 
zelton, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Kendall; Kerr, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
Maynard, McClelland. McHenry, McIntyre, Me- 
Junkin, McKinney, McNeely, Merriam, Merrick, 
Monroe, Moore, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley; 
Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Par- 
ker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli 
Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter. Price, Prindle, 
Rainey, Read, Jobn M: Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, John A. Smith, Snapp, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, Suth- 
erland, Sypher. Taffe, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, 
Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, Williams of New: York, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young--14l. 5 | 

NAYS—Messrs.Ambler, Bingham, Bird, Burchard, 
Caldwell, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Con- 
ger, Conner, Davis, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Finkelu- 

urg, Charles Foster, Getz, Haldeman, Iancock, 
Hanks, Mavens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Herndon, Hol- 
man, Houghton, Killinger, King, Lowe, McCormick, 
McGrew, Mckee, Mercur, Morphis, Niblack, Packer, 
Potter, Randall, Sloss, Stoughton, Waldron, Wal- 
lace, Whiteley, and Whitthorne—44, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Barnum, 
Biggs, Braxton, James Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, 
William T. Clarke, Cobb, Creely, Criteher, Darrall, 
DeLarge, Dickey, Bames,-Elliott, Eiy, Forker, Hen- 
ry D, Foster, Goodrich, Hambleton, George E. Har- 
ris, Hereford, Lynch, McCrary, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Morey, Orr, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, Worthing- 
ton ©. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Strong, St. John, Swann, Terry, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Tyner; Walls, and Wells—54. 

So the bill-was passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARITIME INTERESTS OF TUE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1515) in aid of the 
maritime interests of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. _ f ; 

NORTHERN LIBERTIES MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1516).to incorporate 
the Northern Liberties Market Company; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ ROANOKE RIVER, 

Mr. STOWELL, by unanimons consent, 
introduced a biil (H. R. No. 1517) making 
an appropriation to improve the channel of 
the Roanoke river; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the. Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a resolation in relation to international 
copyright, : : : 

Mr. COX. I call for the reading of that 


resolution. -The Committee on the Library 
will be in session this afternoon, and I would 
like to know what the nature of the resolu- 
tion 1s. . 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

‘Whereas it is expedient to facilitate the repro- 
duction here of foreign works of a higher character 
than that of those now generally reprinted in this 
country; and whereas it is in like manner desirable 
to facilitate the reproduction abroad of the works of 
our own authors; and whereas the grant of monop~- 
oly privileges, in case of reproduction here or else- 
where, must tend greatly to increase the cost of 
books, to limit their circulation, and to increase 
the already existing obstacles to the dissemination 
of knowledge: Therefore, . . 

Resolved, That the joint Committee on the Libra- 
ry be, and it hereby is, instructed to inquire into 
the practicability of arrangements by means of 
which such reproduction, both here and abroad, may 
be facilitated, freed from the great disadvantages 
that must inevitably result from the grant of monop- 
oly privileges such as are now claimed in behalf of 
foreign authors and domestic publishers. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and printed. 

The motion was granted. 


FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION, 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a biil (H. R. No. 1525) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to survey, plat, and sell 
the present cemetery grounds upon the Fort 
Gratiot military reservation, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CREEL AND MILLER. 


Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1526) for the relief of Creel & Miller; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EXPORTATION OF SPIRITS. 


Mr. HAY, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding such legislation as will facilitate the free 
exportation of spirits and whisky by manufucturers 
of the same in this country. 


APPOINTMENTS TO OFFICE, ETC. 


Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the: following resolution ; 
which was read, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on tlie state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the 
Forty-Second Congress should not close its sccond 
session until it shall have matured and enacted a 
law to enforce a reform in the civil servico of the 
Government, at least to the extent of the following 
particulars, namely: 

First, to prohibit members of either House of Con- 
gress and officers thercof, members of the Supremo 
Court and officers thereof, members of the Court of 
Claims and officers thereof, and all other ollicers of 
the Government of the United States, from solicit- 
ing, procuring, or attempting to procure tire appoint- 
ment of any person to an office under the Government 
of the United States, in the civil service thereof, 
in any manner notin compliance with the rules relat- 
ing to appointments in the civil service lately 
adopted by the President, or of such modifications 
thereof as may be for the time being in force. 

Second, to cut off from the leading officers under 
the. United States Government, in the great com- 
mercial cities and elsewhere, all gains and emolu- 
ments of every nature, direct or indirect, except a 
reasonable salary to be fixed by law, not ia any cise 
larger than the salary of the member of the Pres- 
ident’s Cabinet representing the saine general branch 
of business, + 

Third, to provide for the payment by salaries only 
to subordinate officers and employés in the different 
branches of the civil service of such increased com- 
pensation as will secure the sorvice of responsible 
men, and allow them to live in a self-respecting 
manner, not permitting perquisites or presents of 
any kind, direct or indirect, 


MONTANA PENITENTIARY. 
: Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1527) to enlarge 
and complete the penitentiary in ibe Territory 
of Montana; which was read a first and:second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and: Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed, 


1872, 
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CLAIMS FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


“Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1528) to provide 
for the auditing and payment. of claims for 
compensation for Indian depredations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 


EXPENSES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr: KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1518) to defray 
the expenses of district judges from other dis- 
tricts while holding district or circuit courts 
in the southern district of New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committe on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mons consent, introduced a bill (EH. R. No. 
1519) to prevent bribery and corruption of offi- 
cers and employés of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MAJOR GENERAL SCHUYLER HAMILTON, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusettss, by unan- 
jmous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1520) for the relief of Major General 
Schuyler Hamilton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL RIGUTS. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unan- 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1521) supplementary to an act to protect all 
citizens of the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means for their vindi- 
cation, passed April 9, 1866; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENABLING ACT FOR COLORADO. 


Mr. CHAFFER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial of the Legislature of Col- 
orado, praying Congress to pass an enabling 
act for that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IRRIGATION IN IDAILO. 


Mr. MERRITT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (IZ. R. No. 1523) to provide for 
the irrigation of the lands lying between Boise 
and Snake rivers in Idaho Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAZARUS B. WILSON. 


Mr. MANSON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (M. R. No. 1522) granting a 
pension to Lazarus B. Wilson; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War 


of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETI N. JACKSON. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (IT, R. No. 1524) for 
the relief of Elizabeth N. Jackson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Task thatthe 
papers in relation to the case of Elizabeth N. 
Jackron, now before the Senate, be called for 
by the House, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
how that can be done parliamentarily, unless 
the gentleman can get some friend in the Sen- 
ate to ask for their withdrawal. 


FRANCIS A. EASTMAN, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the Committee 
on the Post. Ofice and Post Roads, by unani- 


mous consent, reported a bill (H. R. No..1529) 

for the relief of Francis A. Eastman, -post- 

master at Chicago, Illinois; which was read 

a first and second time. i 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 

be engrossed and read a third time. 

: The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
roper accounting officers of the Post Office 
epartment to settle the accounts. of Francis 

A. Eastman, postmaster at Chicago, and to 

credit him with the amount which said office 

had received from postage stamps and stamped 

envelopes between October 2 and October 7, 

1871, inclusive, which was destroyed by fire 

in the safe of the Government in said post 

office, on the 7th October, 1871; and also to 
credit him upon his money-order account with 
theamount of money orders paid by biin during 
the week ending October 1, 1871, and which 
were destroyed by the fire in the safe of the 
post office, provided that said credits shall be 
made to such amount ouly as the Postmaster 

General shall be satisfied, from the proofs 

furnished him, are just and proper. - 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. lask that this bill 
be passed, in order that the postmaster may 
be able to settle his accounts. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be considered read three times 
and passed. 

There was no objection. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to submit for 
adoption at this time a resolution to which I 
hope there will be no objection. I ask that 
the memorial upon which the resolution is 
based be read at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


To the House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled è 

The undersigned respectfully set forth that they 
believe they havo a right to vote under the provis- 
ions of the national Constitution interpreted by the 
Declaration of Independence; also that their duty 
of voting is present and imperative, and that they 
are restricted in the same- by the State officers, who 
refuse to register their names and receive their 
votes; and further, that they have no representa- 
tive in Congress by reason of this disfranchisement, 
for which reasons they respectfully ask that they 
may be heard at the bar of the House concerning 
tbe whole matter of their present political disabili- 
ties and the remedies sought. They furtber plead 
that since the question of woman’s right to vote has 
been heretofore referred to committees composed 
wholly of men, who cannot by any possibility, how- 
ever justly inclined, represent the views and feelings 
of women on a subject of such vital importance, they 
are now entitled to present their own case, in order 
that Congress may act intelligently, and after argu- 
ments fairly presented on both sides, upon bijis 
already before them concerning the right of suffrage 
now withheld from half the citizens of the United 


oe ISABELLA BEECHER IOOKER, 
LAURA DE FORCE GORDON, 
ELIZABETIL CADY STANTON. 

The SPEAKER. Tbe resolution submitted 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Ker- 
LEY] will now be read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Saturday, the 17th of February, 
at one o’clock, the memorialists be heard at the 
bar of the House concerning the political disabil- 
ities of the women citizens of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this a proposition 
for a suspension of the rules? f 

The SPEAKER. It involves that. A two- 
thirds vote will be necessary to adopt the res- 
olution. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
resolution, l 

The SPEAKER. The ‘“‘noes’’ appear to 
have it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and 
Mr. RaxDALL were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 71, noes 73. 

Mr. SARGENT and Mr. KELLEY called 
for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the resolution pro- 
pose merely that these ladies shall have the 


i 


use of the Hall for a public meeting, or that 
they shall appear during the session of the 
House to state their case? : Pace 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, 
they are to appear while the House is jn. ggs- 
slon. i A i ‘ 

Mr. KELLEY. -At the bar‘of the House.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Has that been ‘allowed 
heretofore to any other petitioners ?: ae 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Toa Bu 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 87, nays 96, not voting 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, George M. Brooks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Builinton, Burdett, Benjax 
min E. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, William T, Clarke, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Cox. Donnan, Dox, Duell, Duurell, 
Wilder D, Foster, Garrett, Getz.Golladay; Goodrich, 
Grilith, Jobn W, Hazelton, Hibbard, Will, Hoar, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, 
Manson, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, McJun- 
kin, McKinney, Niblack, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, 
Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron: F. 
Perry, Bi Perry, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Rusk, 
Sargent, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Sutherland, Sypher, fwichell, 
Vaughan, Wukeman, Walden, Wallace, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
John l. Wilson—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Beck, Bell, 
Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, James U. Blair, Boles, 
Bright, Burchard, Caldwell, Freeman Clarke,Coburn, 
Comingo, Conger, Conner, Crebs, Crossland, Davis, - 
Dawes, Du Bose, Duke, Hldredge, Ely, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Haldeman, Mate, 
Halsey, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John "E; Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W, Hazelton, 
Herndon, Holman; Kerr, King, McCormick, McGrew, 
McHenry,. McIntyre, McKee,. McNeely, Mercur, 
Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 

his, Leonard Myers, Negley; Orr, Packer, Palmer, 

eters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Price, Randall; Read, 
John M. Rice, Elis H.Roberts, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Sawyer, Sessions, Shober, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington O. Smith, Snyder, 
Steveus, Stowell, Larner, Upson, Waddoll, Waldron, 
Warren, Wells, Williams of Indiana, Williams o 
New York, Winchester, and Young—%. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Barnum, 
Biggs, Braxton, Roderick R. Butler, Cotton, Creely, 
Critcher, Darrall, De harg , Dickey, Hames, Isliott, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Harmer, George E. Harris, Here- 
ford, Hooper, Houghton, Lewis, Lynch, McCrary, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Edward Ye 
Rice, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, Scofield, Sher- 
wood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, R, Milton 
Speer, Storm, Strong, St. John, Swann, Tatte, Terry, 
Thomas. Dwight Townsend, Washington ‘Townsend, 
Tuthill, Tyner, Van Trump, Voorhees, Walls, 
Wheeler, and Wood—s6. i 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended, 

During the vote Mr, McCLISLLAND stated 
that his colleague, Mr. B. F. MEYERS, was 
paired with his other colleague, Mr. Dickey, 
but he could not say how either of them would 
yote on this question. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympsoy, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had concurred in a- 
resolution of the House to print one thousand 
‘copies of the final report of the United States 
geological survey of Nebraska. 

It further announced that the Senate had 
rejected a bill (H. R. No. 880) for the removal 
of legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

It announced further that the Senate had 
passed a resolution that there be printed thirty- 
five hundred extra copies of the report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast Sur- 
vey for 1871, of which fifteen hundred: shall 
be for theuse of the House of Representatives, 
one thousand for the use of the Senate, and one 
thousand for the use of the Superintendent, 
in which the concurrence of the House was ~ 
requested, : 

Tt further announced that the President -of 
the United States had notified the Senate of 
his approval of an act (3. No. 890) granting @ 
pension to Sarah Evans. ae 
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:: PITTSBURG: POST OFFICE. 


Mr: NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to furnish the House of 
Representatives with the official report and all other 
information he has relating to the condition of the 
post office and United States court-room in the city 
of Pittsburg, and to the marine hospital in the city 
of Pittsburg, accompanied with the opinion of the 
supervising architect as to the expediency of erect- 
ing a new building. 


~: “REGULAR ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I call for the regular 


order, which is a motion to suspend the rules, 
coming over from last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct, 
and if the Chair’s attention had been called 
to it he would have taken the vote on it before. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Youre] 
has the floor, and if there be no objection the 
question on his motion will be first taken. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [do not object to that. 


JOHN J, SMITH, OF VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. YOUNG. I will yield to the gentle- 
man ‘from Mississippi, [Mr. Percs.] 

Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to this House all informa- 
tion he may have in regard to the seizure, receipt, 
gale, and disposition of the proceeds of seven bales 
of cotton, the property of or claimed by John J. 
Smith, of Vicksburg, Mississippi. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION. 


Mr. YOUNG. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Woop. ] 

Mr. WOOD, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back House bill No. 82, relating to telegraphic 
communication between the United States and 
foreign’ nations; which was ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. 

‘Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote: by which the bill was recommitted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to; 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of this 
House'be, and is hereby, instructed to report abillat 
its earliest convenience for the removal of political 
disabilities of all persons who may have applied to 
the Congress of the United States for relief from such 
disabilities. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the motion to suspend the rules, coming 
over from last Monday, made by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Srevenson,] and the Chair 
desires to have the attention of the House 

. for.a few moments in order that hereafter no 
member may be taken unawares. If at the 
end of sixty minutes this morning the demand 
for the regular order had been made, the Chair 
would have been compelled to take the question 
forthwith on the motion to suspend the rales 
coming over from last Monday. The matter, 
however, had escaped his attention. If the 
demand had been made, gentlemen who were 
not in during the morning hour when States 
were called for bills and resolutions would not 
have had the opportunity, which has been 
since afforded them, to present bills out of the 
regular order for reference. Had the regular 
order been called by a single gentleman, all the 
bills and resolutions which have been intro- 
duced out of order by gentlemen who were 
not present when their States were called would 
have been cut off. 

The Chair begs now to make one request 
for himself. On the call of States, or the 
first call on Monday morning, the attention 
of the Chair is needed every moment, and 
while he is glad to see gentlemen at hig desk 
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at any other time, he. must- say that members 
who come to prefer requests at that time seri- 
ously interfere with his ability to properly 
attend to the public business. Gentlemen have 
come and reminded him of understandings 
they believed him to have made during the 
morning hour while the States were rapidly 
being called for the introduction of bills and 
resolutions, when he is utterly oblivious of 
any such understanding having been made. 
His attention is absorbed to such an extent by 
the current business that it is impossible for 
him to hear what gentlemen say during the 
call of States on Monday morning. At any 
other time he will be glad to see members at 
his desk, but he requests they will not during 
the morning hour on Monday prefer their 
requests, as it very seriously interferes with 
the proper discharge of the pubtic business. 


PROTECTION OF CIVIL RIGHTS. 


The question in order was on the motion of 
Mr. Stevenson, to suspend the rules and pass 
the following resolution, coming over from 
Monday last: 

Resolved, That we recognize as valid and binding 
all existing laws passed by Congress for the enforce- 
ment of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, 
and for the protection of citizens in their rights 
under the Constitution as amended. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Are those not proper 
questions for the adjudication of the Supreme 
Court of the United States? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
68, nays 64. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 107, nays 65, not voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, 
Boles. George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, Bur- 
dett, Benjamin F. Butler, Freeman Clarke, William 
T. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Dawes, Donnan, Ducll, Dunnell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Havens, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, McGrew, Mc- 
Junkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Isaac Ç. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. 
Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland,Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, John A. Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Sypher, ‘Laffe, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beck, 
Bell, Bird, Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Com- 
ingo, Conner, Cox, Crossland, Davis, Dox, DuBose, 
Duke, Eldredge, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, 
Halderman, Handley, Hanks, John T. Harris, Hern- 
don. Hibbard, Holman, King, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lewis, McCleliand, MeCormick, McHenry, MeIn- 
tyre, McNeely, Merrick, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, John M. 
Rice, William R. Roberts, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
-Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of 
New York; Winchester, Wood, and Young—65. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barnum, Biggs, 
Austin Blair, James @. Blair, Braxton, Buckley, 
Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Crebs,Creely, 
Critcher, Darrall, De Large. Dickey, Names, Elliott, 
ily, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Harper. George B. Harris, 
Hereford, Houghton, Kellogg, Kendall,Kerr, Leach, 
Lynch, Manson, Marshall, McCrary, McKinney, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, 
Morey, Morgan, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Robin- 
son, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Strong, St. John, Suther- 
land, Swann, Terry, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Walls,and Wheeler—67. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 

thereof) the rules were not suspended. 
DUTIES ON TEA AND COFFEE. 

Mr. MERCUR. I move ‘that the rules 
be suspended, and the following resolution 
adopted. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be, and hereby is, instructed to report 4 bill repeal- 
jng.all import duties upon tea and coffee, 


‘Thomas J. 


February 12, 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] to agree to have 
his resolution simply referred to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MERCUR. I would rather have a vete 
upon it before the Committee of Ways and 
Means reports the general tariff bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the resolution be 
again reported. . 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the gentleman 
add salt to that? , 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Would it be 
in order to move to amend the resolation by 
inserting iron and steel? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. A resolu- 
tion, introduced under a motion to suspend 
the rules, cannot be amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 139, nays 87, not voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, Bell, Bigby, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Bright, 
George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burdett, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Caldwell, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, 
Conger, Conner, Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Donnan, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, , 
Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Handley, 
Hanks, Harmer, John T. Harris, Havens, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hoar, 
Hoiman, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Keicham, Killinger, King, Lamison, Lamport, Lan- 
sing, Leach, Lowe, Manson, Maynard, McClelland, 
McCormick, McGrew, McIntyre, McJunkin, Mce- 
Kee, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merriam, Mon- 
roe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Nib- 
lack, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pen- 
dleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Price, Prin- 
dle, Rainey, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis 
H. Roberts, William R. Roberts. Sargent, Sawyer, 
Seeley, Shanks, Sheidon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shober, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Storm, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Tafe, Washington Townsend, 
Turner, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, White- 
ley, Whitiborne, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—139. i ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Beck, Beveridge, Bird, James 
Brooks, Burchard, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Comin- 
go. Cotton, Dawes, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Gar- 
field, Hale, Hawley, Hibbard, Hooper, Kerr, Kin- 
sella, Lewis, Merrick, Moore, Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Potter, Slater, John 
A. Smith, Stevens, Stoughton, Stowell, Twichell, 
Wakeman, Warren, and Willard—37, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Biggs, Boles, Braxton, Buckley, Roderick R. But- 
ler, Campbell, Carroll, Cox, Creely, Critcher, Dar- 
rall, De Large, Dickey, Dox, DuBose, Eames, El- 
Hott, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Harper, George E. Harris, Hay, 
Hays, Hereford, Lynch, Marshall, McCrary. Me- 
Henry, Benjamin F, Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Peters, 
idward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Roose- 
yelt. Rusk. Scofield, Sessions, Shoemaker, Slocum, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Ste- 
yenson, Strong, St. John, Swann, Terry, Thomas, 
Dwight ‘Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, Walls, and 
Williams of New York—63. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. Hor- 
ACE PORTER, his Secretary, informed the House 
that the President had approved and signed a 
bill (H. R. No. 1076) establishing certain post 
roads in Vermont, 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


Mr. HOAR, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to furnish the House, as early as may be practicable, 
the following information in regard to the United 
States armory at Springfield: first, the number of 
Springfield breech-loading rife muskets mannfac- 
tured, and the actual cost of labor on the same, for 
each of the following years: 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, and. 
1871; second, the numberof Enfield muskets repaired, 
and the actual cost of labor on the same, exclusive 
of new parts, in the quarters ending July 1, 1868, 
and April 1, 1871; third, copies of the report of the 
foreman made in August and September, 1868, rela- 
tive to the working of the eight: and ten-hour sys- 
tems; fourth, the namesof the piece jobs upon which 
the foreman’s reports Were founded, and the tariff 
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onthe same in June, 1868, and as it now stands on 
the books in 1872; fifth. the amount and cost of gas 
and coal used in the quarters ending January 1, 1868, 
and 1869: sixth, was the number of foremen, assist- 
ant foremen. clerks, messengers, inspectors, or day 
workmen increased when the eight-hour law went 
into effect? If so, please state the per cent. as com- 
pared with the number of piece workmen employed 
at that period. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Task unanimous consent 
to report back from ‘the Committee on the 
Judiciary the bill (H. R. No. 534) to provide 
for holding the United States district court 
in the city of Toledo. The bill is purely 
local in its character, and involves no increase 
of cost. : 

The bill was read. It provides that there 
shall be two terms of the United States dis- 
trict court for the northern district of Ohio 


held in the city of Toledo in each year from. 


and after the passage of this act, the time and 
the length of the terms to be fixed by the 
judge of the court, è 

No objection was made; and the bill was 
received, and ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTILERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a moment to offer a resolution which I 
think will give rise to no objection ? 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the standing committee of the 
Jlouse on the Pacific railway be, and hereby is, in- 
structed to investigute and report upon the actual 


condition of the affairs of the Northern Pacific 
Railway Company, and that the said committee be 


authorized to send for persons and papers, 


Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution. was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr.. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 
luuon: 

Resolved, That the President be, and hereby is, 
requested, if not inconsistent with the public inter- 
ests, to give to the House any official information he 
may have of any intention or design of her Majes~- 
ty’s Government of Great Britain to withdraw from 
or impede in its execution any provision of the 
treaty of Washington, and especially the hearing 
belore the tribunalof arbitration at Geneva. 

Mr. BANKS. The Government has no 
information of the kind. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
let us ascertain the fact. 

Mr. BANKS. We do not want such a res- 
olution as this. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why not? 

Mr. BANKS. Because we know that they 
have not the information. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I suggest to 
the gentleman that the words ‘if not incom- 
patible with the public. interests’? should be 
inserted in his resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD. That reservation is usual. 


Tf not, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
already provided for in the resolution. 1 move 


that the rules be suspended and the resolution 
passed. 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 62, noes 69. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended, 


J. SCOTT PAYNE. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1530) for the 
relief of Lieutenant J. Scott Payne ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. — 


REORGANIZATION OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1531) to. provide for 
the reorganization of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Reorganiza- 
tion of the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that should be re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. This subject has already 
been referred to the Committee on the Reor- 
ganization of the Civil Service. 

The motion of Mr. Conaur to refer and 
print was agreed to. 


PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. SHANKS. I move that the rules be 
so suspended as to allow me to introduce and 
the House to pass a joint resolution in rela- 
tion to prisoners of war. 

The joint resolution, which was read, author- 
izes and requests the President of the United 
States to open friendly correspondence and 
negotiations with any and all civilized nations 
with a view to procure the‘adoption in the laws 
of nations of a provision that captives in war 
shall not be personally retained as prisoners, 
but shall, under flags of truce, be returned at 
the earliest possible time to their own lines or 
vessels, and paroled until properly exchanged, 
so that the books of the commissioners of 
exchange of the respective belligerents shall 
determine the relative advantage in captives, 
and thus the onerous burdens and sacrifices 
of prison-life be prevented. « 

Pending the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr, PENDLETON moved that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at two o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m. ) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Lieuten- 
ant J. Armstrong and 72 others, citizens of 
Stark county, Ohio, who were Union soldiers 
in the late war, praying the passage of a law 
equalizing bounties at the rate of $8 33} per 
month for time of service, and granting lands 
without actual settlement to soldiers, sailors, 
and marines in the war for the suppression of 
the rebellion. 

By Mr. BEATTY: The petition of E. W. 
Benson and others, asking thatthe act granting 
pensions to soldiers of the war of 1812 be so 
amended as to include those who served less 
than sixty days, and their widows. 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of citizens of 
New Jersey, regarding the laws governing ap- 
pointments and removals from office, salaries, 
and seizures of private books and papers. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of New York: The peti- 
tion of the New York Chamber of Commerce 
for relief of shipping, and. suggesting, first, 
relief for ship stores in bond as well as raw 
material; and second, a suspension for two 
years of the law against purchasing foreign- 
built vessels. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
William T. Davis and others, of Plymouth, 
Massachusetts, heirs of the original claimants, 
for a bill for indemnity for French spoliations. 

Also, the memorial of Freeman & Hilliard 
and 76 others, citizens of Provincetown, Mas- 


sachusetts, praying the improvement-‘of the 
harbor of New Castle, Delaware: : : 

By Mr. COBURN:: The memorial. of the 
Board of Trade of Indianapolis, Indiana, in 
relation to the improvement of Michigan City 
harbor. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of James 
E. Barnes and 9 others; praying relief.: : 

Also, the petition of John B. Miller, pray- 
ing that his name be placed upon the. pension- 
roll. 4 

Also, the petition of D. C. Rumsey and 100 
others, asking the establishment of a mail 
route from Woodland to head of Capay valley, 
in Yolo county, California. ; 

Also, the petition of C. J. Susenbeth and 40 
others, asking the establishment.of a- post 
route from Calistoga, Napa county, by way 
of Great Geysers, to Cloverdale, in Sonoma 
county, California. 

By Mr. COTTON : The petition of certain 
publishers of newspapers in Iowa, asking a 
modification of the postal laws. : 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Li L. 
Ayers and 200 others, citizens of Delaware 
county, Iowa, praying the early completion 
of the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, and for aship-canal around the falls 
of Niagara on the American side. 

By Mr. DUELL: The remonstrance of W. 
H. H. Gere, F. J. Plumb, A. O. Belden, and 
89 others, workers in the Onondaga Iron 
Company’s works at Geddes, New York, re- 
monstrating against a change of the existing 
tariff laws abating or abolishing duties. upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country. 

Also, the petition of R. Nelson Gere, of 
Geddes, New York, asking the passage of a 
bill in relation to a breakwater at Oswego, 
New York. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of H. 
D. Bath, of Columbia county, in the State of 
Wisconsin, for an amendment of the postal 
laws so that persons known as regular dealers 
in newspapers and periodicals may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may 
require, in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay postage thereon as received 
at the same pro rata as regular subscribers to 
publications weighing four ounces, who pay 
quarterly in advance. 

By Mr. FARWELL: The petition of Mar- 
garet Pattison. 

Also, the petition of Chicago manufacturers. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of 16 soldiers of Mackinaw, asking Con- 
gress to pass a law giving each soldier of the 
late war $8 334 per month, less all Govern- 
ment bounties paid. . 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition of 
134 citizens of Port: Clinton, Ohio, asking an 
appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor at that place. 

Also, the petition of George Stone and 8 
others, vessel-owners and builders, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, asking an appropriation for the 
improvement of ‘the harbor of Vermillion, 
Ohio. å 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of citizens of Mahoning county, Ohio, for an 
appropriation of money for the improvement 
ot the harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio. 

Also, the petition of De Lorma Brooks, ask- 
ing the consideration and action of Congress 
in regard to decisions of the district court of 
the United States for the district of Wisconsin, 
and of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which are charged to be in utter disregard of 
the pleadings and proofs of the.case, and in 
palpable, patent violation of law and justice. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition 
of the pastor, elders, and deacons of the Ger- 
man Reformed congregation at Winchester, 
Virginia, praying compensation for the use 
and destruction of their church by the Federal 
Army. ; 

By. Mr. HAY: The petition of James D. 
Mondy; asking that the one hundred and sixty- 
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second section ofthe codification act revising 
the postal laws: be amended, 

«Algo, the petition of numerous soldiers of 
the State.of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
: paas alaw equalizing bounties, and to amend 
the. twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress 
‘approved. July 15, £870, 60 as to allow soldiers 
and sailors.to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed: without requiring settlement thereon. 

„By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of R. N: 

. Papet, publisher of the Ripley County Journal, 
to reduce and equalize the postage on news- 
papers and periodicals, printed in whole or.ia 
part, to regular publishers and dealers in news» 
papers and periodicals. eine rE 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of William 
J. Larimen, praying compensation for prop- 
erty taken from him by Indians in July, 1864. 

By Mr. LAMPORT: The petition of Wesley 
D. Smith, asking an investigation and trial of 
the ‘! electrical indicator.” : 

By Mr. LANSING: The petition H. Soule 
& Son, in relation to postage on newspapers 
and printed. matter. f 

By Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
petition of Lindsay, Murdock, Montgomery 
& Wingo, publishers, : 
. By. Mr. McJUNKIN: The petition of Susan 
Davis, dependent mother of William W. Davis, 
late a private in company E, one hundred and 
third regiment of Pennsylvania infantry vol- 
unteers, praying the passage of an act grant- 
ing her a pension, 

Also, the petition of John M. McCandless, 
E. L. Varnum, and 50 others, citizens of But- 
ler county, Pennsylvania, praying the passage 
of an act granting a pension to Susan Davis, 
dependent mother of William W. Davis,-de- 
ceased, late a private in company E, one hua 
dred and third regiment Pennsylvania volun- 
teers. 

. By Mr. MeKEE: The petition of ex-soldiers 
of the United States Army, citizens of Mis: 
sissippi, asking that the military strength. of 
Vicksburg be preserved by keeping the channel 
of the Mississippi river in its present course. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of workers 
in the Soho iron-works, Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, against a change of tariff. 

Also, the petition of workers in B. McOul- 
lough & Co.’s iron mills, Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of workers in the Birming- 
ham iron-works, Alleghany county, Pennsyl- 
vania, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of William-H. Denniston, 
to. obtain pay for services rendered as second 
lieutenant, first lieutenant, and captain during 
the late war, . 

Also, the petition of Glover & Mather, for 
compensation and damages on account of the 
non-fulillment on the part of the United 
States of a certain contract. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions from the pub- 
lishers. of the Shelby County Record, Ring- 
gold County Record, Adams County Telegram, 
and Decatur County Enterprisa, in the State 
of Iowa, for a modification of the postal laws 
so as to authorize the transportation of news- 
paper sheets in the mails at lower rates of 
postage, 

Also, a petition from the trustees of the 
First Methodist Episcopal church in Council 
Bluffs, for payment of a claim against the Gen- 
eral Government. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The memo- 
rial of D..L. Babcock and others, remonstrat: 
ing against the proposed removal of the duty 
on lomber. : 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition: of Edward 
L. Young, of Portsmouth, Virginia, for a pen- 
sion: 

By Mr. PORTER: The remonstrance of 
H, L. Pelonze & Co., type-founders, and. 10 
others, workers in their establishment in the 
city of Richmond, Virginia, against any change 
in the tariff laws abating the duties on print- 
ing types now successfully produced in Amer- 
ican founderies, and praying a repeal of all 
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duties on the raw: materials used in the pro- 
duction of type, namely, tin, antimony, and 
type-metals, so that home industries may be 
fostered and defended. eee ae 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of M. Levi, 
R. F, Felder, W. F. Lesesne, and others, citi- 
zens of Clarendon county, South Carolina, 
praying the restoration of the cotton tax. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Joseph 
Delavan and several hundred others, journey- 
men cigar-makers, asking an ‘increased tariff 
on imported cigars. : ; 

Also, the- petition of S.-A. Harvey; guard- 
ian and mother of the minor children of Wil- 
liam E. Sgbeeg; late a captain of Gompany E, 
twenty-sixth Pennsylvania volunteers, asking 
a pension for said.minor children: 

By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition 
of. John. Russell and others, citizens of Boyd 
and Greenup counties, Kentucky, remonstrat- 
ing against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating the.duties on such articles ag are 
successfully produced in this country. 

. Also, the petition.of Lewis K. Kibbe and 


others, citizens of Boyd and Greenup counties, 
Kentucky, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating the duties on 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country. 

Also, the petition of KK. R. Culbertson and 
others, citizens of Boyd county, Kentucky, 
remonstrating against a change of the exist- 
ing tariff laws abating the duties on such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country. ` 

By Mr. ROGERS: The petition of N. K. 
Kingsland, Hon. Samuel Ames, and others, 
citizens of the sixteenth congressional district 
of New York, regarding the laws and regula- 
tions governing appointments to and removals 
from public offices. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Henry 
Harris, of Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin, for the 
passage of an act that persons known as deal- 
ers in newspapers and periodicals may receive 
by mail such quantities as they may require in 
bulk, whether wholly or in part printed, and 
pay the postage thereon as received at the 
same rates pro rata as regular subscribers to 
publications. weighing fonr ounces, who pay 
quarterly in advance. 

‘Also, the petition of Robinson & Brother, 
of Green Bay, Wisconsin, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of Stacks & Hoit, of Ber- 
lin, Wisconsin, on the same subject. 

Also, the’ petition of R, L. D.: Potter, of 
Waushara, Wisconsin, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of John Wileox and 25 
others, citizens of Omro, Wisconsin, protest- 
ing against the amendment of the Federal 
Constitution by incorporating in it a recogni- 
tion of God as the source of ali authority and 
power in civil government, and of the Lord 
Jesus Christ as the Ruler among the nations, 
and His revealed willas of supreme authority. 

By Mr. SNAPP: The remonstrance of Mar- 
des, Luse & Co., type-founders, and 29 others, 
workers in their establishment in ‘the city ‘of 
Chicago, Hlinois, against any change in the 
tariff laws abating the duties on printing types 
now successfully produced in American found- 
eries, and praying for a repeal of all duties on 
the raw materials used in the production of 
type, namely, tin, antimony, and.type-metal, 
so that home industries may be fostered and 
defended. 

Also, a remonstrance against any change of 
the tariff laws abolishing duties upon such 
articles as- are. successfully produced in this 
country.: 

Also, the petitions of J. Russel Smith and 
of Thomas 8. Sanger, and also of Galliger & 
Williams, asking that section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the revised codification of the 
postal laws be amended. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions 


of William Izzard, of Fulton county, and of 
Philip M. Russell, of Chatham county, asking 
the removal of their political disabilities. | 
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By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of E. 
Johnson, George Smith, Jerry Wallace, Alex- 
ander McGowan, R. S. Crandall, and 183 
others, soldiers of the war for the Union, pray- 
ing an equalization of bounties and an amend- 
ment of the homestead act. 

Also, the petition of E. Johnson and 187 
others, soldiers, asking an equalization of 
bounties. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition ot 
over 100 soldiers and sailors of Pittsburg, ask 
ing the equalization of bounties. 

Also, the petition of John Haley, late cor- 
poral company G, fifteenth Michigan infantry, 
asking a pension. . , 

Also, the petition of Michigan pensioners 
residing in Chicago, asking payment of pen- 
sions through the post office, i 

Also, the remonstrance of 112 citizens of 
St. Joseph county, Michigan, against the pro- 
posed religious amendment to the Constitution 
as subversive of religious liberty and the theory 
of our Government. 

Also, the remonstrance of D. C. Hender- 
son and others, citizens of Allegan, Michigan, 
against the manufacture by the Goverument 
of envelopes and business cards below cost, 

-By Mr. TWICHELL; The petitions of Mrs. 
Mary Andrews, widow of William Andrews, 
a soldier in the war of 1812; of Mrs. Eda 
Rowell, widow of Rufus Rowell; of Mrs. Lydia 
Stimpson, widow of William Stimpson; and 
of Mrs. Margaret C. Keith, widow of Robert 
Keith, for pensions, 

By Mr. VOORHEES: The petition of Har- 
rison Enniss in reference to the transportation 
of newspapers in the United States mail. 

. Also, the memorial of retired Surgeon Gen- 
eral William M. Wood, United States Navy. 

By Mr. WARREN: The memorial of James 
F. Dailey and others, journeymen cigar-makers 
of the fifteenth congressional district of New 
York, asking an increase of duty on imported 
cigars. 

Also, the memorial of journeymen cigar- 
makers of the fifteenth congressional district 
of New York, asking an increase of duty on 
imported cigars. 

By Mr. WELLS: Papers for the relief of 
William S. Mitchell. 

Also, the remonstrance of William Bright, 
type-founder, and 87 others, workers in his 
employment, in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, 
against any change in the tariff laws abating 
the duties on printing types now successfuily 
produced in American founderies, and pray- 
ing a repeal of all duties on the raw mate- 
rials used in the production of type, namely, 
tin, antimony, and type-metal, so that.home 
industries may be fostered and defended. 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of Mrs. 
Lucy A. Nichols, of Waterbury, Vermont, 
praying to be restored to the pension-rolls, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana: The peti- 
tion of J. W. Baker and T. J. Zimmerman, 
publishers of newspapers, asking a modifica- 
tion of section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the revised codification of the postal Jaws. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
S.. F. Wetmore, of Waverly, Ohio, praying 
that section one hundred and sixty-two of the 
codified postal laws now before Congress be 
so amended as to make newspapers printed 
on one side legal mailable matter at the mini- 
mum rate. 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


The following papers were withdrawn from 
the files of the House and referred to the 
appropriate committees : 

By Mr. HARMER: The papers in the case 
of Clarissa Huhn, widow of George Huhn, 
contract surgeon United States Army. 

Also, the papers in the case of Mary A. 
Benner, widow of John Benner, private com- 
pany A, sixty-seventh Pennsylvania volan- 
teers. 


Also, the papers in the case of Catherine 
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Tolan, widow of Isaac Tolan, private company 
D, fifty-first Pennsylvania volunteers. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The. following was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. STOWELL: A bill to establish a 
post road from Danville to Riceville, via Hall’s 
Cross Roads and Spring Garden, in Pittsyl- 
vania county, Virginia. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 18, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Twomsuy, D. D., of 
Wisconsin. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. RAMSEY presented the petition of 
Sharpe & Palmer, publishers of the Wabasha 
Herald, of Wabasha county, Minnesota, pray- 
ing an amendment to section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the bill for the revision and 
consolidation of the statutes relating to the 
Post Office Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph 
Gilpin, publisher of the Alexandria Post, of 
Douglas county, Minnesota, praying an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two 
of the bill for the revision and consolidation 
of the statutes relating to the Post Office De- 
partment; which was referred to the Com- 
miltee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented papers in relation to the 
application of Marie Witt for a pension for 
services rendered by her son, late a private in 
the Indiana volunteers ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the memorial of 
William M. Wood, late Surgeon General of 
the United States Navy, stating services ren- 
dered and information communicated by him 
in 1846, which he claims contributed largely 
to the acquisition of California, and for which 
he prays recognition by Congress. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Talso present a petition of 
citizens of Schuylkill eounty, Pennsylvania, 
calling attention to the unfair and partial char- 
acter of the laws by which the distillation of 
whisky is regulated, complaining that the 
excessive laws discriminate in favor of monop- 
olists who control unlimited capital and against 
persons of limited means, They point out the 
particulars in which they allege this is. the 
case, and ask for a legislative remedy, I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of some 
five hundred workmen engaged in the iron and 
coal industries of Sharpsville and vicinity, 
Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying a repeal 
of the duties upon tea, coffee, and other arti- 
cles of necessity, and for such an adjustment 
of the tariff duties as will protect home indus- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

- He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying a modifi- 
cation of the laws and regulations affecting 
and governing appointments to and removals 
from public. offices, the salaries, perquisites, 
and moieties of: public officers, and the seiz- 
ures of private books and papers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
a memorial of the heirs and for the coheirs of 
the late firm of Buchanan & Young, of Balti- 
more, Maryland, praying to be indemnified for 
spoliationg committed by the French prior to 
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the year 1801; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. - 2 


He also presented a memorial of the heirs 


of Claudius Besse, deceased, late of Baltimore, 
Maryland, praying indemnity for spoliations 
committed by the French between the years 


1793 and 1801; which was ordered-to lie on 


the table. 

He also presented a. petition of watchmen 
at the building and vaults of the Independent 
Treasury at Baltimore, Maryland, praying an 
increase of compensation ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
Albert Schaefer and others, citizens of Ohio, 
late soldiers of the Army of the United States, 
praying the enactment of a law giving to all 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who enlisted in 
the service of the United States for the sup- 
pression of the late rebellion, and who have 
an honorable discharge, and to the heirs of 
those that are deceased, a bounty of $8 334 
per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing thereform all Government bounty hereto- 
fore received by them; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. Arm- 
strong and others, citizens of Ohio, late sol- 
diers of the Army of the United States, pray- 
ing the enactment of a law giving to all soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who enlisted in the service 
of the United States for the suppression of 
the late rebellion, and who have an honorable 


discharge, and to the heirs of those who are: 


deceased, a bounty of $8 33} per month for 
the entire time served, deducting therefrom all 
Government bounty heretofore received by 
them ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military A fairs. 

Mr. FENTON. I present the petition: of 
A. N. Merchant, publisher of the Champlain 
Journal, of Clinton county, New York, pray- 
ing for such an amendment to. the postal laws 
as will allow persons known as regular pub- 
lishers and dealers in newspapers and period- 
icals to receive by mail such quantities of either 
as they may require, in bulk, whether wholly 
or in part printed, and pay the postage thereon 


as reccived, at the same rates pro rata as reg-, 


ular subscribers to publications weighing four 


ounces, who pay quarterly inadvance. I move. 


its reference to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. $ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota has given notice that the committee 
have reported on the subject in the postal code 
bill, a House bill now on the table, and which 
he gives notice. he will call up at an early day. 
The petition will therefore lie on the table. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Benjamin M. Van Derveer, praying Congress to 
refund to him $300 commutation money-paid 


by him during the war; which was referred. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petitions of 
James S. Robinson, of Fort Smith, Arkansas ; 
of Rufus W. Martin, of Arkansas ; of John M. 
luge, of Greenwood, Arkansas; of Benjamin 
Harris, of Poinsett county, Arkansas; and of 
Richard Wall, of Jackson county, Arkansas, 
praying the removal of their political digabili- 
ties; which were referred to.the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

He also presented, resolutions: of the Union 
League Association, begun and held at Sebas- 
tian Council No. 2, at Greenwood, Arkansas, 
in favor ‘of the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of John M. Inge, a citizen of Jackson 
county, Arkansas; which were referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities =. , i Se cake 

Mr THURMAN presented the petition of 
John H. Saunders abd twenty-six’ others, citir 
zens of Jefferson county, Ohio, late soldiers 
of the Army of the United States; praying the 


enactment of a law giving to all soldiers, sail- 


ors, and marines who enlisted in“ the gervice 
of the United States for the suppression of the 
late rebellion, and who have an honorable dis- 
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charge, and to the heirs. of those:that. are 
deceased, a bounty of $8.33} per month -for- 
the entire time served, deducting therefrom 
all-Government:bounty heretofore received by 
them; which was referred to: the Commitiee 
on Military Affairs, ~~ BF ye 

He also presented a petition of Robert Nel- 
son and twenty-seven others, citizens. of Jef 
ferson county, Ohio, late soldiers in the Uni- 
ted States Army, praying that a-bounty.- of... 
$8 834 a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and: sailors for the entire 
time served, and an amendment to the twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so.as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter. the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation; 
which was referred to the: Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. oe 

Mr. SCHURZ. presented the memorial of: 
Warren Chase and eighty-three others, 'citi- 
zens of St. Louis, Missouri, earnestly: asking: 
Congress to preserve inviolate the great guar- 
antees of religious liberty now contained ‘in. 
the Constitution of the United States, and 
to dismiss all petitions praying the adoption 
of measures for amending the Constitution by 
incorporating in it a recognition of.“ God as 
the source of all authority and power in civil 
government,” and of ‘‘the Lord Jesus: Christ 
as the Ruler among the nations, and His re- 
vealed will as of supreme authority;”’ which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER, presented a petition of citi- 
zens of South Carolina, praying that they be 
refunded certain money collected as tax.on 
cotton; which was referred.to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of 
Ann Biglin; mother of Nicholas A. Biglin, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of twenty pri- 
vateersmen who were engaged in the contest 
with Great Britain throughout the war of 1812 
to 1815, praying to be allowed a pension and 
also back pay to make them equal tothe: soldier 
and sailor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ai 

- He also presented the petition’ of. Oliver 
Lumphrey, late second lieutenant forty-third 
United States infantry, praying to be placed 
on the retired list: of the Army; which was. 
referred to the Committee on Pensions.. 

He also presented a petition of Thomas D.. 
Taylor, director of the American Lloyds, in 
favor of the: passage of the bill establishing 
a national registry of shipping; which. was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; - 

He also presented a memorial of, the: citi- 
zens of Port Henry, New-York, remonstrating 
against a change in the existing tariff laws 
abating or abolishing daties upon such articles 
as are successfully produced in this ‘country ; 
which was referred to the Committee: on 
Finance. e i 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a memo- 
rial. which I believe to be a very important 
and instructive paper, of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, on the decline 
ot American commerce. It contains so many 
facts and so much useful information that I 
move not only that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commeree, but I venture to move’ 
that it be printed, as I think it will repay the 
printing very largely. : pee 

The motion was agreed to. = ee 

Mr. SUMNER, I present a petition numer- 
ously signed by avery large number of citizens 
ag respectable as any in thecountry, belonging 
to Massachusetts, in which they’ set‘forth that 
the import duties now levied upon plants, trees, 
and shrubs are onerous“and excessive, and 
they give an account of the ‘operation of that 
part of our tariff, and conclude by asking that 
plants, trees, atd shrubs may be adniitted duty 
free. I move the reference of the petition to 
the Comifittee on Finance. ii 


i’ Dhe-motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. ANTHONY. -I offer the petition’ of 
citizens of the State of Rhode Island, asking 
foran appropriation for the improvement of 
thë harbor of Newport, setting forth that this 
harbor ia well known as one of the safest and 
most accessible in the world, and was origin- 
ally of very'ample dimensions, but from several 
causes; particularly the want of strong currents 
and the unavoidable deposit of dict from the 
commerce of the port, it has gradually grown 
shoaler. and. therefore less commodious and 
convenient than formerly.. This harbor is 
almost surrounded by lind thathas been ceded 
by the State to the Government of the United 
States for national purposes. it is one of the 
most. important harbors inthe country. and one 
of the most important in the world for refuge, 
and: know of no place at which an appropria- 
tion of the public money could be more judi- 
ciously expended for that purpose. This peti- 
tion is signed by the Governor of the State, by 
the Lieutenant. Governor, by the mayor of the 
city of Providence, by a large number of sen- 
ators and representatives of the State, and 
numerous merchants and mercantile firms. 
move its reference to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

:The motion was agreed to. 

“Mr. ANTHONY. I have a petition from 
Rear Admiral Charles Wilkes, who com- 
manded the exploring expedition. In 18438 
Congress passed an act for the publication of 
the results of this expedition, which are very 
important in a scientific and geographical 
point of view. During the progress of the 
war it was thought best to suspend the pub- 
lication until the war should cease; and Rear 
Admiral Wilkes now asks that the materials, 
which are very full and ample, which were col- 
lected at very great expense, may be now used 
in the publication; and incase Congress shall 
decline to do so, he desires to have the mate- 
rials placed at his own disposal, being willing 
rather to incur the expense of the publication 
himself than that a matter of so much import- 
ance to the world should be lost. I move the 
relerence of this petition to the Committee on 
the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
William 8. Penick, of Elmore county, Ala- 
bama, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities, 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a res- 
olution of the Legislature of Kansas concerning 
the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé Railroad 
Company, and the extension of the time for 
the completion of its railroad; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SWAMP LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 583) for the relief of Lucas, O’Brien, 
Dickinson, and other counties in the State of 
Iowa, bave had the same under consideration, 
and have directed me to report it back with 
an amendment, and recommend its passage. 
I think the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wricsr] 
desires, inasmuch as this is a mere local mat- 
ter, that the bill may be put on its passage 
now by unanimous consent. 

Mr, WRIGH IL. I will state that that is the 
same bill which passed both Houses of Con- 
gress before, has been referred to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and hag 
lis. approval. He has made an amendment 
to it such as the committee report back. It 
is a local measure entirely, and I trast there 
will be no objection to its consideration now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Coumitiee_ of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, 

The amendment of the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands was in the last lise of the bill, afier 
the word ‘legal,’ to. insert the words “en- 
iries or the,” and at the end of the bill to add 


“under the homestead and preémntion laws 
of the United States prior to the date of this 
act; so that the bill will read: 


That the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is hereby authorized and required. to receive and 
examine the selections of swamp lands in Lucas, 
O'Brien, Dickinson, and such other counties in the 
State of Iowa, as formerly presented their selections 
to the surveyor general cf the district including that 
State, and allow or disallow said selections, and in- 
demnity provided for according to the acts of Con- 
gress in force touching the saine at tho time such 
selections were made, without prejudice to the legal 
entries or the rights of bona fide settlers under the 
homestead and preémption laws of the United States 
prior to the date of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the 
petition of Hiram R. Rhea, praying for a pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that-it be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions; which wasagreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
petition of Elbridge Gerry, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 686) for the 
relief of Elbridge Gerry. 

The bili was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred a letter 
of the Secretary of the Navy and a copy of 
the report of a certain board of naval officers, 
moved that they be printed and recommitted 
to the committee; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
682) to establish a post road in North Carolina ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Commitiee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NORWOOD asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No 688) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of John O. Ferrill, of Georgia; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. | 
No. 684) to amend an act entitled * An act for || 


the removal of certain cases from State courts,”’ 
approved July 27, 1866; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimons 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 635) granting to the Denver, Laramie, and 
Iron Mountain Railroad and Telegraph Com- 
pany a right of way through the public lands 
for the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORTON. This bill asks no grant of 
land, but merely gives the right of way. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 687) to establish a municipal court 
in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

„Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appro- 
priations fur the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 


poses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

Messrs. CORBETT, FENTON, JOHNS- 
TON, and SPENCER submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them to the bili (H, 
R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, aud judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80. 1873, and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL CODE. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I submitthe following res- 
olution, and ask for its present consideration : 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating tothe 
Post Office Department be made the special order 
for Friday next after the morning hour, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This requires a 
two-thirds vote. , : 

The resolution was adopted, two thirds voting 
in the affirmative. 


TROOPS’ CLOTIING DESTROYED AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 615) to reimburse certain soldiers for loss 
of clothing by fire at Chicago. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read asecond time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The Secretary of War 
is authorized by its terms to issue without 
charge to certain soldiers of the general mount- 
ed service of the United States Army sufficient 
clothing, or the money value thereof, to replace 
the amount lost by each of them during their 
efforts to subdue the fire in Chicago; but the 
total value of such clothing shall not in the 
aggregate exceed the sum of $130. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, aud passed, 


TRANSPORTATION IN BOND. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 1830. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1880) to amend 
the thirty-second section of an act entitled 
“An act to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870. By 
this bill section thirty-two of an act enti:led 
“An act to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870, is 
amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 32. That merchandise transported under tho 

: Provisions of this act shall be conveyed in cars, 
| Vessels, or vehicles, securely fastened with locks or 


seals, under the exclusive control of the officers of 
customs; and inspectors shall be stationed at proper 
points along the designated routes, or upon any car, 
vessel, vehicle, or train, at the discretion of the 
said Seerctary, and at the expense of the said com. 
panies respectively. And such morchandise shail 
uot be unladen or transhipped between the ports of 
first arrival and final destination, unless authorized 
by the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or with his consent, first obtained; but in no case 
shall there be permitted any breaking of the original 
packages of such merchandise. 


The Committee on Finance reported an 
amendment to the bill, to strike out in line 
seventeen the words “or with hig consent 
first obtained,” and in lieu thereof insert “in 
cases which may arise from a difference in 
the gauge of railroads, or from accidents, or 
from legal intervention;’? so as to make the 
clause read: 

And such merchandise shall not be unladen or 
transhipped between the ports of first arrival and 
final destination, unless authorized by the regula- 
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury, in enses 
which may arise from a difference in the gauge of 
railroads, or from accidents, or from legal interven- 
tion; but in no case shall there be permitted any 
breaking of the original packages of such merchan- 
ise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only effect of this 
section, as every Senator will perceive, is this: 
in the act referred to, the act providing for 
interior transportation of goods in bond, it wag 


provided that the packages shail not be taken 
| from the car or vessel in which they are first 
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shipped until they arrive at the port of final 
destination; and this enlarges that so as to 
include cases of difference in the gauge of rail- 
roads, or accidents, or legal intervention. I 
will state that there have been some cases of 
that kind where an accident on a railroad train 
has prevented the original car from going 
through to its final destination. Such a case 
as that ought to be provided for, and the only 
effect of this bill is to provide against unavoid- 
able accidents. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I ask the chairman of the 
Finance Committee if in case goods are on the 
train or in the vessel that is referred to in the 
bill it is necessary that an agent should ac- 
company the train. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. An agent always has to 
accompany the train. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. On board a vessel that 
receives these bonded goods is it necessary 
that there shall be an agent in the vessel at all 
times? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. This very law 
provides for that. In that respect it is like 
the other law. Inspectors must follow with 
the car, vessel, or train, under the regulations 
prescribed by the Treasury Department. The 
only change this bill makes is providing for 
the contingency of the legal detention of a 
vessel or break of gauge as between the six 
feet gauge and the four feet ten inch gauge in 
the West, and also the case of an accident to a 
railroad train whereby the car cannot possibly 
go through, and where its contents may be 
transferred from one car to another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


NOTES AS CURRENCY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to consider Senate bill No. 589, to 
prohibit the issue and use of notes or bills as 
currency in certain cases. The bill will explain 
itself when it is read. 

Mr. SPENCER. My colleague hasan amend- 

’ ment to propose to that bill, and he is not 


present. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will not press it, then. 
DETENTION OF CALIFORNIA MAILS. 


Mr. CASSERLY submitted the following 

resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 
_ Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he 
is, directed to transmit to the Senate without delay 
any information: in his control as_to the detention 
of the California mails on the Union Pacific and 
Central Pacific railroads, or either of them, during 
the present winter, and what steps he has taken, 
if any, for the forwarding of such mails to their des- 
tination; and that he transmit also copies of all 
contracts for the transportaion of the California mails 
on the railroads specified. 


RESIGNATION OF FEDERAL JUDGES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 485) to authorize the President to accept 
the resignation of judges of any court of the 
United States. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know what length of 
time the bill proposed by the Senator from 
Ilinois will take; but I desire before it is 
taken up, as there is nearly half an hour left 
of the morning hour, to state that I shall deem 
it my duty (the gentlemen now being in the 
Chamber who are interested in the question) to 
call up Senate resolution No. 6, in relation to 
recusant witnesses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Another Sena- 
tor has given notice also of his intention to 
move to proceed to the consideration of a Sen- 
ate resolution; but the motion now is to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill, which-is 
not amendable, and debate on its merits is not 
in order. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
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| consider the bill (S. No. 435) to authorize the 


President to accept the resignation of judges 
of any court of the United States. 1t pro- 
poses to authorize the President to accept. the 
resignation of any judge of any court of the 
United States, whenever satisfactory proof 
shall be laid before him that such judge is, 
from physical or other infirmity, permanently 
disabled from performing efficiently the duties 
of his office; but the judge whose resignation 
is to be so accepted is thereafter, during. the 
residue of his natural life, to receive the same 
salary which was by law payable to him at the 
time of his resignation, unless he shall accept 
some office of profit under the United States, 
or any State, in which event the salary shall 
cease; but nothing in this act, or in any other 
act contained, is to beauthorized to extend to 
any judge other than a judge the tenure of 
whose office is during good behavior. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with an amendment in lines five and 
six to strike out the words ‘‘ satisfactory proof 
shall be laid before him,” and to insert ‘‘he 
shall be satisfied ;’’ so that the clause willread: 


That the President is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to accept the resignation of any judge of 
any court of the United States whenever he shall 
be satisfied that such judgeis, from physical or other 
infirmity, permanently disabled from performing 
efficiently the duties of his said office, &c. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless a division 
is demanded this amendment will be regarded 
as agreed to. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishould like to ask some one 
whether this bill provides for the retirement 
of any judge without reference to the length 
of his period of service; whether, under this 
bill, a judge may be appointed to-day and may 
signify his disability to-morrow, or a few weeks 
hence, and then be retired upon his full pay? 
I believe this measure was introduced at the 
last session. I may not be precisely accurate 
as to whether it is the bill now before the Sen- 
ate. I have sent for a copy of the bill. I 
should like to have some information on the 


subject. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The bill provides that 
a judge may be-retired at any time upon its 
being satisfactorily established that he 1s. per- 
manently disqualified to perform his duties. 
Under the present law for retiring judges, they 
must have served ten years and must have 
arrived at the age of seventy; but it is mani- 
fest that a judge may become permanently dis- 
abled within one year, or two years, or three 
years after he is placed on the bench. Now, 
the simple question is whether he shall remain 
in his place unable to perform his duties in 
order to draw his salary, or whether he shall 
have his salary and a competent man be put in 
his place to perform those duties. Itisa mere 
question of performing the duties of the office. 
We had a case of exactly that kind before us 
from Texas a year or two ago. A judge was 
paralytic, unable to rise from his bed, I believe, 
for several years, and yet he held on to his 
office and drew his pay until we passed a bill 
to provide for that case. Now, this is a gen- 


eral bill which provides for all such cases. It 
seems to me it. ought to pass. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to know the 
nature of the amendment reported by the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The amendment was a 
mere change of phraseology as to the manner 
of satisfying the President of the disability. 
The resignation is to be accepted on satisfac- 
tory evidence being produced to the President. 
I do not remember the very words. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the exact words of the amendment, 
and the Senator from Delaware, having a copy 
of the bill in his hand, cau see the change 
made. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not see a great deal 
of difference between those two phrases in 
their results. I believe the whole country felt 
two or three years ago, when a law was passed 


to give a judge who had served for a period of 
ten years the right then in his discretion to 
retire and enjoy his salary for the rest of his 
life, that a great blot had been removed from 
the condition of our legislation. relating to 
judges. There had been the case of a very 
illustrious man who had filled office for more 
years than many of us have lived altogether, 
who lived administering justice without reward 
or fee, who brought credit and honor upon the 
public service of this country, and yet by abso- 
lute poverty was prevented from seeking that 
repose toward the close of his life. to which 
his services so well entitled him, and which in 
every respect it was his right to demand. from: 
the public. I say, therefore, when a law was 
passed which provided for judges after a long 
term of service receiving an adequate and 
proper compensation for their declining years, 
everybody telt that it was an-act of simple 
justice creditable alike to those who. were to 
receive it and to the Legislature which enacted 
it. But here is somethihg going fur beyond 
that. Here is a proposition to create what 
may be called a pension-list of the most royal 
proportions. It applies to every Federal judge 
whose tenure of office is limited by good 
behavior, and any one of them can under 
this law, after one week, one month, or one 
year of service, retire forthwith and draw his 
salary for the rest of -his natural life. This is 
giving an opportunity for a pension upon what 
Í have termed a royal scale indeed, and I do 
not believe that justice to the official or 10 the 
public service demands the passage of any such 


law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I understand my 
friend from Delaware to say that every judge 
can do this thing? Thatis a misapprehension. 
It is only judges who are absolutely disquali- 
fied to perform the duties of their office, and 
as to whom satisfactory proof of disqualifica- 
tion is made to the President. The President 
is authorized in that case, and in that ease 
alone, to accept of their resignations, and then 
their salary is to go on. The principle of the 
bill has no reference to any merit. or demerit 
of the judges. It is simply because something 
must be done. 

The idea of the bill is simply this: these 
being judges who hold their office during good 
behavior, they cannot be got rid of, if they 
become disabled to perform the duties of their 
office, by any mode we can take, not even, 
perhaps, by a quo warranto. I doubt whether 
they can by guo warranto be got rid of; but, 
if they could be, nobody wants to resort to 
that. Then the question is, shall the public 
service suffer? We must get rid of them some- 
how. They will not die, and they will not 
resign that competent men may fill their places. 
The idea of the bill is simply for the public 
benefit. It has no regard whatever to the 
merits or demerits of the judges. 

Mr. BAYARD. I must express my sur- 
prise, then, that this bill is not worded as it 
should be in its title, “A bill to get rid of 
jadges.”’ ©. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is what it is. 

Mr. BAYARD. That may be. I did not 
pretend to look at what may lurk under the 
language. It may bea bill toget rid of judges ; 
but that is not a bill which I consider that the 
people of this country want to have become a. 
law. The object of all these laws isto raise 
the character of the public service, and you 
can do that in no way more efficiently than by 
providing equitably for the remuneration of 
service when it shall have been rendered. I 
shall be most glad. at all times to see proper 
remuneration for publie service. I believe 
that without it you will find defective service 
indeed. A great part of that reform which is 
so needed to-day, which cries so loud from all 
sections of this country for relief, is owing te 
the fact that there is not just remuneration to 
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the public servants of this country. If, there- 
fore; we can remedy that by declaring that 
when-a mau shall have served long and faith- 
fully, say fora period of ten years, as a judge 
of one-of the courts of the United States, he 
shall be at liberty to retire and enjoy his pay, 
we'do what is just and honorable in all-re- 
spects both to the ‘recipient and to the power 
which enacts this-into a law. me 
>` But we are to bave now, as L say, alist. of 
pensions upon the most royal seale. . What is 
there in this to preventa man from being nom- 
inated and confirmed to judicial office at a 
time when he has not rendered one hour of 
public service, when his whole life and all his 
powers have been expended in’ behalf of his 
own private interests, and he is then put into 
a public office, and thirty days thereafter, the 
natural wear and tear; the decay which his 
own exertions in his own behalf have brought 
upon him, shall entitle him to say ‘I am, 
from physical or other infirmity, permanently 
disabled from performing efficiently the duties 
of my office, and therefore, having rendered 
to the people of this country no service except 
for so:short:a time as scarcely to be worth the 
name of service, I shall retire, and take my 
full pay for the rest of my life?’ I see no 
necessity in the present condition of things 
that calls for a law of this kind: 

We all know that public service honestly 
conducted will impoverish the man who holds 
high office; at least he will not have the oppor- 
tunity to accumulate. By attention to his pri- 
vate affairs he may gain; in public office he 
cannot; and of that we have had many very 
brilliant and I may say almost sad examples 
in the results on public officials in this coun- 
try; but the idea always was that their devo- 
tion to the public interests had prevented 
their attention to their private interests; and 
for that reason when they saw fit at the end of 
a lengthy term to retire they should be pro- 
vided for. But is i¢ meant that when a man 
has devoted the prime and vigor of his life to 
his own affairs, and then when, in a condition 
of decay, he is transferred to the bench, he 
may instantly or within an unreasonably short 
period after that elect to declare himself per- 
manently disabled, from physical or other in- 
firmities, so that he cannot perform efficiently 
his duties, and demand and receive a pension 
equal to that which is judged proper and suffi- 
cient to remunerate him in the full tide of hig 
vigor and capacity for publie service? I am 
unwilling to vote for this bill, for the grounds 
which I have very imperfectly stated. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. . Will the Sen- 
ator from Delaware permit me to.ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
seems to admit the general propriety of the 
law now standing on the statute-book. I de- 
sire to ask him what he would do in the cage 
of a man who has performed the duties of his 
office efficiently for seven or eight years and 
is suddenly stricken down with ‘paralysis so 
that he has to be brought here to the Capitol 
and helped up the stairs every day, and per- 
forms his duties with great labor aifd peril to 
himself: What would he do in such a case ag 
that? That is a case which exists, 

Mr. BAYARD. 
ity of Congress shall choose to shorten the 
term of judicial service which a man shall per- 
form before he has the right to retire, that 
would cure the Seriator’s objection, say by 
reducing it from ten years to five years. But 
all general laws must be open to special objec- 
tions. General laws will bear hard upon indi- 
vidual cases, They have done so evér since 
general laws were made, and such ‘will be the 
history of legislation until the end of time. 
There never will be a case ander a general law 


that will not work individual hardseips. But: 
the principle that I have stated, imperfectly aa’ 
I am conscious I have stated it, is nevertheless: 


& true one. These pensions are based on the 


The Senator’ 


If the Senate anda major-: 


idea that publie service has been’ rendered. 

Now, how can public service be rendered 

unless the individual has been in office fora į 
certain time? This bill provides for no length 
of time; but a man may be put upon the bench 
in the month of January, he may resign in the 
month of March, aud he will draw for the rest 
of his life his full pay as if he had earned it by 
long and faithful service, which in point of fact: 
he never has rendered at all. - I say that you 
destroy the idea on which pensions are based 
when you allow men to retire without prescrib- 
ing a length of service. You do not do itin 
any other branch of the Government. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to ask a ques- 
tion. The Senator from Vermont has pre- 
sented to the Senator from Delaware a case 
of hardship, as I understand, the case of a 
public servant, in that instance a judge, who, 
having served seven years, becomes disabled, 
paralyzed; and the Senator from Vermont 
asks the Senator from Delaware what he is 
going todowith him. Iwish to inquire of the 
Senator from Delaware whether that case as 
stated presents any hardship to his mind 
greater than thatof any other publie servant— 
some man who has grown gray in one of the 
Departments or who has served elsewhere for 
seven years or some other time, and who, also, 
is stricken with paralysis? I want to knowif 
there is anything in the fact that the man who 
is stricken is a judge that makes that case 
harder than would be the case of some other 
public servant stricken in the same way on the 
same day. 

Mr. BAYARD; In the first place, I do not 
see the least relevancy, with all due respect, 
in the suggestion of the honorable Senator 
from New York to this case. There is none, | 
as I conceive. The case of a judgeis different | 
from that of another official. Judges by their 
duties are segregated from the employments of 
the community; they are compelled to stand 
off and not take part in human affairs as other 
men do. They are cut off from all ordinary 
methods of making money, which no other 
class of your officials are. 

Mr. CONKLING. No more than many 
others. 

Mr. BAYARD. I say that a man who 
properly appreciates the daties of high judicial 
station is more segregrated from his fellows 
than any other class of officials we have, neces- 
sarily so, and he cannot take the same personal 
interest in the matters of business that sur- 
round him which other officials can through- 
out the country, without jeopardizingina great. 
degree the respect in which his influence will 
be held by the mass of mankind. 

Mr. CONKLING. But after men are par- 
alyzed they cannot take much interest in any 
sort of business. I am talking of the hardship 
of the two cases. 

Mr. BAYARD. Isay that the illustrations 
here run remarkably toward individual cases. 
One of my. friends tells me that he wishes cer- 
tain judges to be got ridof. That is ungracious, 
and I would not desire to apply to any member 
of our judiciary. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not speak’ about 
getting rid of certain judges. Ihave no judge 
in my mind’s eye at all. I do not care who it 
is, if he is not able to discharge his duty, I want 
to get rid of him and put in somebody who can 
do the duty. I have nothing to do with the 
merits or demerits of any judge. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is precisely so, but 
the suggestion was made, and I have repeated 
it precisely as it was made. The suggestion 
was that this was a bill to get rid of inefficient 
judges ; and then again we have constant sug- 
gestions made that there are instances to illus- 
trate the bill. As I said before, you retire your 
Judges upona pension. You do that upon the 
basis that they have rendered long public ser- 
vice. If they have. I say I am rejoiced to think 
that after they have rendered public service in 
so high a position as that of the judiciary they 
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comfort through the rest of their lives. That 
our law already provides for; but here is-a 
proposition that a judge who has rendered no 
duty or service, who may have been but thirty 
days in office, is to be treated precisely the 
same as one who has given the best powers 
of his life, the very maturity of his forces, to 
the public benefit; and as I see in it the possi- 
bility of creating a long roll of pensions on 
a scale which I scarcely think this country is 
prepared to approve. I eannot vote for the bill, 

Mr. CARPENTER. I submit to my friend 
from Delaware that he has totally misappre- 
hended the motive and object and purpose of 
this bill. It is not a pension bill at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator will under- 
stand we were never to speak of motives of 
members. I spoke of the motives of the bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I speak not of the 
motives of men, but of the motives of the bill. 
It is not a pension bill at all; itis not passed 
as a favor to any jndge; and the Senator says 
that we do no such thing for any other depart- 
ment of the public service. We want to do 
this because the judges are the only officers of 
the Government who hold by a life tenure, and: 
must be retained even after they have become 
physically incompetent to perform the duties 
of their place. Suppose a man goes on the 
bench and is stricken with paralysis after two 
years, does the Senator from Deleware wish to 
compel him either to die in poverty or remain 
bolding his office for eight years absolutely 
disqualitied from performing its duties? What 
is the public to do in the mean time? This 
bill is passed for the purpose of relieving the 
public and having the duties of the court per- 
formed by a competent judge, not as a matter 
of favoritism to the judge himself, nor as a 
matter of reward for his past services; and in 
that respect it is of no consequence whether he 
has served one year or forty. If he becomes 
physically incompetent to perform the duties 
of the office, the public interests require that 
he should step aside and another man take hig 
place; but as he cannot be compelled to step 
aside, as he holds by a life tenure, you have to 
compound with him and pay him his salary or 
he wiil hold his office. 

The Senator from Delaware also supposes 
that men may be nominated judges for the 
mere purpose of evading this law and next 
day set up their permanent incapscity, There 
never was a law passed that could not be 
abused. To produce this abuse that the Sen- 
ator apprehends, three things must concur: 
in the first place, the President of the Uni- 
ted States mast act corruptly; in the second 
place, the Senate of the United States must 
be in collusion with him; in the third place, 
the judge must be an ineffable rascal himself. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ob no. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Take the last case, and 
if he is so, if he is willing to set up a pretext 
that he is physically incompetent to perform 
the duties of his office when the fact does not 
exist, if he is dishonest enough to do that, he 
is dishonest enough to be off the bench, and 
the sooner we get rid of him by paying his 
salary the better for us. : 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator is 
mistaken in supposing that it requires any 
consent of the Senate to accept the resigna- 
tion. 

Mr. CARPENTER. He must be appointed 
by the consent of the Senate. The Senator 
said men might be appointed who were per- 
manently disqualified, and the next day de- 
liver up the office and ask to be relieved under 
this bill. I say to accomplish that abuse these 
three things must concur: if the President is 
corrupt, if Congress is corrupt, then it can be 
done, and if thé judge is corrupt enough to 
take advantage of it, in that case, I repeat, it 

for the publie to get rid of him 
| even by paying him his salary. than it is to 
keep so dishonest a man on the bench. The 


shall be prevented from want, and shall live in | 


whole purpose of this bill is to secure the pùb- 
| lic service that it need not be suspended and 
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the courts be vacant for four, five, or six years 
because a judge who is stricken down with 
paralysis is too poor to live without the salary, 
and therefore will not resign. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 


an——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning- 
hour has expired, and the customs bill is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the customs bill 
will be informally laid aside until we get 
through with this matter. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the customs bill will be laid aside 
informally. 

Mr. COLE. I move the postponement of 
the present special order. . 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey is recognized as entitled to 
the floor on the bill under consideration dur- 
ingthe morning hour. ‘Lhatis now superseded 
by the customs bill. 

Mr. COLE. I move to postpone that bill 
and all other orders, and that the Senate take 
up for consideration the executive, legislative, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator will 
not make that motion at this momeut. This 
debate is probably nearly through. Let us get 
through with this bill. ie 

Mr. COLE. I see no likelihood of its being 
through. 

Mu. SRELINGHUYSEN. I will withdraw 
all claim to the floor, and let us take the vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California withdraw his motion 
temporarily, or not? 

Mr. COLE. If the vote can be taken with- 
out any farther debate I will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
saying a word. 

Mr. CONKLING. J, for one 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator rises to debate 
the bill, I must insist on my motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not rise at this 
moment to debate it, but to make a remark 
in which I mean no offense to anybody. It 
places Senators in a very ungracious attitude 
to be compelled, asthe Senator from New Jer- 
sey is at this moment, and as I shall be com- 
pelled myself, either to forego a remark which 
one would like to make upon an important 
bill of this sort, or else to stand alone, perhaps, 
in an appurently unaccommodating spirit, in 
the way of the suggestion that a vote be taken 
atonce. I should dislike very much to intrude 
any remark, because | cannot attach any value 
toa remark of my own which would be at all 
commensurate with incommoding the Senate 
when it wishes to vote upon a biil. But yet, 
when a bill is taken up as this has been, and 
two or three Senators express their views 
on it, and the morning hour expires, and then 
other Senators say, ‘‘ Now let us vote,” Ire- 
peat that it puts those who would like to say 
something about it, as 1 should about this bill, 
in a very awkward attitude, in the attitude of 
either interposing against the wishes of other 
Senators, or else withholding the remarks they 
would like to make in regard to it. At this 
time I shall not object to a vote being taken 
on this bill if nobody else does. 

I am opposed to the bill; I wish to assign 
my reasons for my opposition; and if it comes 
up at any time when 1 can do so without inter- 
fering with other Senators I shall beg briefly 
to assign my reasons for voting against it, { 
can see no great urgency in regard to it, and 
I should think it had better stand until we can 
have more than I think about seventeen min- 
utes which have elapsed since it was first 
taken up. I think it has been only about 
seventeen minutes, certainly a not very egre- 
gious length of time to consider a measure so 
important as this, Still, I will not object in 
this instance. I only say that I think we 
ought to avoid, if we can, that mode of trans- 
acting business which casts upon a single Sen- 
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ator the odium—for such it is—of insisting 
on his right to be heard, even at the expense 
of a general suggestion relating to the con- 
venience of the body. Ido not object now, 
if nobody else does, although I should like to 
say something about the bill. 


Mr. COLE. Out of courtesy to the Senator 


. from New York, I shall have to insist on my 


motion. ; 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The billis super- 
seded, and therefore the customs bill is before 
the Senate, and the Senator from California 
moves to postpone it and all other orders and 
to take-up the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill. 

i Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
one. 

Mr. COLE. I hope it will be done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am opposed myself 
to laying aside the business of the Senate at 
this stage for the purpose of calling up an 
appropriation bill that is not to take effect 
until after the 80th of June next, next July. I 
do not know why the Senator from California 
should come in here with such a suggestion. 
I trust the Senate will not consent to any such 
motion as laying aside all its business for the 
purpose of taking up an appropriation bill at 
this stage. I knowinthe latter portion of the 
session, when the session is drawing toa close, 
and there is a necessity for the passage of the 
appropriation bills before we adjourn, other 
business is made to give way to them; but 
that the other business of Congress in the 
commencement of February should be made 
to give way to an appropriation biil for the 
next fiscal year Í think is very unreasonable. 
If the Senator persists in his motion | hope 
the Senate will vote it down, and that we shall 
be permitted to finish the bill under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. President, there is a great deal in the 
economy of time in doing business, and we 
accomplish a great deal more, and the Sena- 
tor from California will succeed in getting his 
appropriation bills acted upon earlier, if he 
allows us when we have taken up a bill, as we 
have this one this morning, upon which it is 
not at all probable there will be any consider- 
able discussion, to dispose of it. [ presume 
the whole discussion would be ended and wè 
might have voted before this but for the inter- 
position of the Senator from California, who 
has persisted in thrusting in his motion, not 
being willing to allow a moment informally to 
considera bill that nobody proposes to debate 
at all. There was a suggestion that a few 
words might be said upon it, but he insists 
upon thrusting in an appropriation bill, and 
he has occupied more time, I apprehend, in 
doing that than it would have taken to pass the 
bill under consideration. If this bill goes 
over now and comes up another time, the dis- 
cussion will be gone over again. I ask the 
Senate to disnose of this bill before we take 
up the appropriation bill, and I ask the Sen- 
ate to dispose of the bill of the Senator from 
New York, the bill in relation to the customs 
service, a bill designed: to bring about a great 
reform in the custom-houses of the country, 
to purify them; one which will cure, as we 
are told by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, many of the evils of that service. 
I hope that the motion of the Senator from 
California will not prevail. 

Mr. COLE. 
example of my friend from Illinois and sub- 
mit any extended remarks on the motion I 
have made. The custom has been in the 
Senate too often to crowd the appropriation 
bills into the last few days, sometimes the last 
hours of the session, when it was impossible 
to give them the consideration they deserved 
as the most important bills before the body. 
We have brought up this bill pretty early in 
the session, it is true; none too early, how- 
ever. It has been before the Senate some two 


I do not intend to follow the | 


or three weeks. The Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate have given it véry. 

careful attention. I apprehend it will not 

excite much discussion in open session, Dati. 
| might be disposed of speedily, and so be out 

of the way of the business of the Senator from 

Illinois and that of other Senators, if they will 

assist in getting it up now aud hurrying it 

through. I hope the Senate will agree to the 

motion I have made and proceed to the cons 

sideration of this bill to-day, and get through 

with it to-day if possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion now is to 
postpone what is called the customs bill and 
take up an appropriation bill. The customs 
bill was introduced at the last session of 
Congress and ‘referred to the Committee on 
Finance, has been very carefully examined in 
connection with the information derived from 
the Treasury Department, embracesmany dif- 
cult and interesting subjects, and in my, judg- 
ment will enable the President and the Treas- 
ury Department to cure many existing evils 
in the customs service. It carries out several 
recommendations of the President of the Uni- 
ted States in his annual message, and also of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It repeals 
the system of fines, moieties, and forfeitures, 
according to the recommendation of both those 
high officers. It has been pretty well consid- 
ered. I know no good reason for its post- 
ponement except that the select committee 
recently in session in New York may be able 
to throw some light on the subject by the ` 
course of their investigations upon it, and if 
the members of that committee who have had 
this subject somewhat in charge desire the 
postponement of this bill, to give us the 
information that they derived in their exam- 
ination, I would not resist the postponement. 

But it does seem to me that this important 
measure, which has had the benefit of a very 
careful examination, ought not be postponed 
for the appropriation bills, which are usually 
passed at the closing hours of the session, 
‘This legislative appropriation bill especially is 
a mere matter of form. It carries out existing 
laws, sets aside sums of money for the purpose 
of paying salaries, &. Its passage now is not 
material. If it passes any time before the Ist 
of duly it will do just as well as now. It does 
seem to me that we shall economize time and 
do best for the public service by taking up the 
customs bill, which will no doubt give risé to 
some debate, considering it, voting upon it, 
and passing it; and then will be time enough 
to take up the appropriation bill. I shail 
therefore consider it necessary and proper for 
me to stand by the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance until it has had a fair dis- 
cussion, unless some good reason, not yet 
given, shall be assigned for its postponement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thecustoms bill reported 
from the Committee on Finance has somevery 
good features in it and some very bad ones, 
There is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce a bill prepared by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which he recommends, which is a 
much more perfect bill than this, but the Com- 
mittee on Commerce have deferred action on 
that bill, which of course I shall introduce as 
a substitute if this measure is taken up. Itig 
much better than this bill as it stands, although 
it is not yet perfected. The chairman of the 
Committee on Investigation and Retrench- 
ment has not yet returned; he is a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, and I desire bis 
experience in the New York custom-house be- 
fore acting on that bill. He is expected back 
before the meeting of the committee on Thurs- 
day, and I think we ought at least to avail 
ourselves of any information which may have 
been procured by the cominittee which sat so 
long in New York. 

While I am up, Mr. President, F wish to 
thank the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for bringing in bis bills 
thus early. Heretofore the appropriation bills 
have been crowded out until the very last 
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hours of the session,.and then we were driven 
night and day to get through with what ought 
to have been accomplished early in the session. 
I shall myself vote with the chairman of the 


Committee on Appropriations for the consid- 


eration of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much sur- 
rised at the observations of my friend from 
Hinois as to the best way to do business here. 

He now says the true policy is when you once 
take hold of a thing in its order to stick to it. 
It is within two years that we had a rule that 
provided for that very thing, and my honor- 
able friend was the leader of the opposition to 
it that broke it down. We had a rule within 
two years by which when a thing was taken 
up, instead of waiting between the introduc- 
tion of bills, &c., until one o’clock came, we 
would go right on with the unfinished business 
and dispose of it; instead of having breaks, a 
rule which, if gentlemen would have been 
patient a little while, would have worked 
admirably. My honorable friend from Illinois 
broke it down. He wanted exactly the state 
of things we have now, unless he has changed 
his mind. He wanted to have this interregnum 
to play with business in, to get one’s weapons 
of regular warfare sharpened up, I suppose, 
by a little preliminary debate on other topics 
before we took up the serious business of the 
day. Now he changes his ground and wishes 
to go on with one thing at a time. If we 
could have a rule which would enable us to go 
. onwith one thing at a time it would be advan- 
tageous; butas we have not, and as it is in the 
interest of the highest economy, such as my 
friend supposes himself to be in favor of, that 
of all the bills this body passes the appropria- 
tion bills should be brought in earliest and 
receive the most careful attention, that we 
should go on with each one of them as fast as 
we get them, because they are made up of 
innumerable details, and it is necessary to 
know how much the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment are before we can provide from the 
Committees.on Finance, Commerce, and so 
on, the necessary sums of money to carry on 
the Government, the appropriation bills ought 
to precede 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

Vermont will pause fora moment. The Sec- 
retary will read the second rule. The Chair 
has asked Senators to observe it. He will now 
ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“2, No Senator shall speak to another, or other- 
wise interrupt the business of the Senate, or read a 
newspaper, while the Journals or publie papers are 
being read, or when any Senator is speaking in any 
debate.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT, There isso much 
loud conversation in the Chamber that the 
Chair hears it, and it must interrupt the Sen- 
ator on the floor. | 

Mr. EDMONDS, I hope the Chair will 
always enforce the rule, but I must apologize 
for honorable Senators speaking when I am on 
the floor, because neither the topic I am on 
nor the person speaking is interesting. I think 
Senators ought to be excused this time; but 
any other time I shall stand by the Chair. So 
1 beg gentlemen to go on with their occupa- 
tions, which are more important to them than 
whether they will consider an appropriation 
biil. How it may be to their constituents is 
possibly another question. 

I repeat, there is no bill which ought to be 
considered before an appropriation bill when 
it can be got ready. The House of Represent- 
atives, I am glad to say, have adopted that 
plau and got the appropriation bills on foot at 
the very earliest point of time possible in the 
session, 

VONEGING: How many have they 

assed? 
r Mr. EDMUNDS. They have passed three, 
und we have passed one of the three; this is 
the second, and the committee are engaged on 
the third. 1 repeat, every gentleman must see 
it is in the best interest of purification and 


economy and reform that we should examine 
the items expenditure. Let my honorable 
friend from Illinois bring his powerful mind 
and the minds of his associates on the subject 
of reform—as they seem to think they are the 
only reformers—down upon these items of 
expenditure. There is the spot where the 
Government is to be saved. Let us look into 
these appropriation bills in the most scrutin- 
izing way, item by item, day by day, detail 
after detail, until everybody understands them 
and will be able to stand by the committee or 
do better than the committee has done in 
reducing the expenditures of the Government. 
That must take time. The time to do it is 
now before you have all those bills piled up 
upon you when nobody can understand any 
one of them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I should liketo know 
what is the motion that is before the Senate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itisthe motion 
of the Senator from California, to postpone the 
consideration of the customs service bill for 
the purpose of taking up the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope that motion 
will not prevail. The honorabie Senator from 
Vermont said let us take up the appropriation 
bill for the purpose of giving it that serious 
attention which it deserves. I think we can 
examine it more carefully at our desks or iu 


‘our commitsee-rooms than after it is taken up, 


and then we shall have more time to reflect 
over it and see the objectionable features in it, 
if there be any. But if this motion does not 
prevail, I give notice to the Senate that I shall 
submit another motion, to take up House bill 
No. 1050, for the removal of legal and polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I hope, however, 
the motion will not be agreed to, and that the 
bill now before the Senate will be acted upon, 
and after that I give notice I shall move to 
take up the House bill to which I have just 
referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill of the 
Senator from New York is before the Senate, 
and the moiion is to postpone it. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, this bill has 
had very full and careful consideration in the 
Committee on Finance, and I hardly think the 
consideration of the subject by the Committee 
on Commerce would lead to any different con- 
clusions than those which the Committee on 
Finance have reached. ‘The bill to which the 
honorable Senator from Michigan, the chair- 
man of that committee, refers, Senate bill No. 
596, is the draft of a bill by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in response to a resolution of the 
House of ‘Kepresentatives, and was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House, and it has not only been under the 
consideration of the Committee on Finance in 
preparing this bill finally, but has also been 
the subject of consideration by the Secretary 
of the Lreasury in comparing the two proposi- 
tions. The substantial features of the bill to 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan 
refers are embraced in this bill that we have 
reported and which is now before the Senate. 
Still, as he expresses a desire to consider the 
bill as presented by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and it is also urged by himself and 
others that the member of the Committee on 
Commerce who has been on the investigating 
committee in New York is absent and will be 
here to-morrow or next day, I am not disposed 
for myself to press this bill this morning. I 
think it ought to have early consideration. No 
one could object to an effort being made to 
push it forward to-day, as it has been before 
the Senate for alongtime. However, in view 
of the desire expressed by the chairman of the 
committee, and as I understood by my col- 
league and some others that this should be 
delayed for a day or two—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I have expressed no 
such wish, I beg to say to my colleague. 


Mr. FENTON. No public expression; I 
alluded to some private references 


Mr. CONKLING. Neither public nor pri- 


vate. 

Mr. FENTON. Iam inclined to give way; 
but first asking that there may be a general 
understanding on the part of the Senate that 
when this appropriation bill shali have been 
disposed of, the custom-house bill (S. No. 2) 
may come before the Senate at once, and be 
considered without interference on the part 
of other measures. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall certainly object 
to any such understanding as that, for I sym- 
pathize entirely with the Senator from South 
Carolina that it is our duty to proceed at the 
earliest moment to the consideration of the 
bill for the removal of political disabilities. 
There are two bills of that character upon 
your table sent here by the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the present session of Congress. 
We all know that the bill which we considered 
at such length was defeated by riders which 
were put upon it not pertinent to the disability 
bill, and it is hoped by the friends of the re- 
moval of political disabilities, by the friends 
of amnesty, which is the name that those bills 
have generally gone by, that we may be able 
when the next bill comes up to prevent these 
amendments being put upon it. If the bill 
under consideration is to be postponed, I shall 
certainly unite with the Senator from South 
Carolina in insisting that we take up the dis- 
ability bill, but not the appropriation bill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois will suspend bis remarks. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont rises to a question of order, 
which he will state. 

Mr. EDMONDS. As this may lead to a 
good deal of debate, I will not stop my friend, 
but I rise to a question of order whether debate 
on the amnesty bill is in order upon this prop- 
osition to dispose of one bill and take up 
another when the amnesty matter is not before 
the Senate at all. I make the point merely in 
the interest of saving time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The motion to 
postpone the pending bill opens the whole 
subject to the very widest debate the Senate 
allows, and the Chair bas never yet been ad- 
vised in regard to any restraint that he can place 
on Senators discussing a motion of that kind. 
They may themselves see some relation be- 
tween their remarks and the motion that the 
Chair and other Senators cannot see, and 
therefore Senators generally claim the right 
to decide for themselves as to whether their 
remarks are pertinent to the question before 
the Senate. The motion to postpone opens 
that debate. A motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill does not open such a range 
of debate; on the contrary, it is a very narrow 
limit of debate; you cannot debate the bill 
proposed to be taken up at all on its merits. 
The Chair has repeatedly stated what in his 
opinion the meaning of the word “ merits”? in 
that connection was; that it limited debaie 
very much. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. .I suppose it is entirely 
competent in considering the question under 
consideration, which is the customs bill, for 
any Senator to make such remarks as he sbail 
deem pertinent and proper, and there never 
yet has been a rule of the Senate to check a 
Senator in the discussion of a question of this 
character, that I am aware of. Now, the 
motion before the Senate I suppose is to post- 
pone that bill. It is mot in order, I under- 
stand, to move io postpone one bill and take 
up another one. Am I correct? 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is by the practice in this body as well as in 
the House of Commons, and he will now take 
occasion, as the question has-been asked him 
directly on this subject, to answer. ‘The 
motion to postpone a bill for the purpose of 
taking up and to take up another bill is not 


1872. 


known in the eleventh rule, but it is a motion 
which has been entertained by every Vice 
President during the last twenty years. The 
Chair has examined the Globe, and seen not 
only scores but hundreds of cases where the 
motion has been entertained by the Presiding 
Officer. Where a pointis made upon it any 
Senator has a right to demand its division ; 
that is to say, to have the question taken first 
on postponement, which opens a wide range 
of debate, and then on taking up the other bill, 
which does not open a wide but a very nar- 
row range of debate. Itis rather a remarkable 
fact that in 1856 in the British House of Com- 
mons, after six hundred years of experience, 
the Speaker finally entertained a motion of 
this kind from the convenience of the case as 
he stated, and it is now tolerated in the House 
of Commons. So it has grown up on both 
sides of the Atlantic ocean in these different 
bodies about inthe same way and as a matter 
of convenience. Therefore the Chair, follow- 
ing the precedents of his predecessors, has 
entertained this motion, as they have all en- 
tertained similar motions for twenty years past, 
except when the point was made and a divis- 
jon was demanded to bring it strictly within 
the eleventh rule; that is, first to postpone, 
and then afterward to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the other bill. ~ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishall call for that divis- 
ion, then, and let the question be taken first 
on postponing the present bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the right of any Senator. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the bill under con- 
sideration should be postponed, then the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina having already given 
notice of hbis intention to call up the House 
bill for the removal of political disabilities, I 
trust the friends of amnesty, if we have a 
majority in the Senate, will stand together 
and vote down the motion of the Senator from 
Catifornia, to proceed to the consideration of 
a bill that is not to go into effect for many 
months, and allow us to vote upon this urgent 
question of amnesty ; for I regard it as urgent. 
Tregard it as a question of peace; I regard it 
as a question of good order, and as one of the 
measures recommended most earnestiy by the 
Executive; one of the measures demanded 
by the people, which their Representatives 
have passed time and again, and I think we 
shall be derelict here if we do not act on that 
question. Ishallask nothing more than this. 
Alter it is settled by a clear majority of this 
body fairly obtained, without any entangling 
questions, that a majority are opposed to am 
nesty, then I shall take up no time in the Sen- 
ate in urging it upon its consideration; but 
until-we have arrived at that point, and I do 
not think we have yet reached it, I shall con- 
tinue to urge it. 

‘The analysis of the vote the other day shows 
that Senators who voted for these amendments 
to be put upon an amnesty bill persistently, 
after they had got them upon the amnesty bill, 
voted against the amnesty bill, amendments 
and all; thereby showing that their object was 
to kill the measure, and not to pass any partic- 
ular amendments, because even when the 
amendments were put upon the bill the bill 
was still voted down. Of course, the friends 
of amnesty hereafter will understand if they 
vote for these plausible amendments, the ob- 
ject having been made manifest by the votes 
we have had, that if the amendments are put 
upon the amnesty billit is with a view to defeat 
jt, because some Senators vote for the amend- 
ments and then vote against the bill. I should 
be glad to see the Senate brought to a test on 
that subject. 


That is cleariy 


Now, if the bill under consideration is to be 
postponed, the customs bill, which I regard as 
a very important measure, and one that ought 
to have the early consideration of the Senate, 
„I trust it will not be postponed for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill indicated by the 
Senator from California; but that after it is | 
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postponed we shall vote down the motion to 
take up the appropriation bill with a view of 
taking up the amnesty bill. ; 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is simply on the postponement of the customs 
biil, the Senator from Illinois demanding a 
division of the question. 

Mr. COLE. I only rise for the purpose of 
appealing to the Senate to allow a vote to be 
taken on these two propositions, which are as 
well understood now as they will be if they 
shall be debated for half an hour or an hour 
longer. The proposition presented by the 
Senator from Illinois, I apprehend, is now 
clearly understood by the Senate. He pro- 
poses to open up the discussion upon amnesty 
again, to occupy a month or two more of the 
session, before the appropriation bills are to 
be considered. If the Senate is willing to 
do that afier that subject has been discussed 
during nearly all the time of the session—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then we are ready to 
vote upon It. 

Mr. COLE. The Senate, I apprebend, will 
understand distinctly what the question is as 
well as the Senator from Hlinois. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to interfere with the regular order of 
business. I should welcome the considera- 
tion of the bill in charge of my friend, the 
Senator from New York, and Í think the 
Senate ought to proceed with it to-day, because 
it has been assigned for to day, and really we 
ought to follow our rules a litile. 

But if we do not take up that bill, there is 
another bill that I think we should proceed 
with, which is the bill for the relief of Chicago. 
We adjourned yesterday in the midst of the 
discussion of that bill. It is still unfinished. 
Meanwhile Chicago waits. I do not under- 
stand Senators who contemplate passing that 
bill interposing any delay. It seems to me we 
should act at once. 

But if both of those bills are set aside and 
the Senate chooses to proceed again with am- 
nesty, I desire it to be understood that there 
is something necessarily associated with that 
bill which is more important than amnesty. 
Sir, the removal of the disabilities of rebels, 
which certain Senators seem to have so much at 
heart, is nothing compared with the removal 
of disabilities of colored citizens counted by 
the million. I know I bave said this often, 
but I shall repeat it just as often as the occa- 
sion requires. I insist that the Senate shall 
take notice that the two discussions must go 
on together, side by side, and if my friend 
from Illinois insists upon removing the dis- 
abilities of rebels, he must encounter others 
in this Chamber as pertinacious as himself, 
who will insist upon justice to the colored race. 
Sir, I will not abandon that question. I know 
Tam right, and 1 will not sacrifice the duty I 
owe to an oppressed people by giving up the 


opportunity which is presented by this effort | 


in favor of rebels. 

I know the criticism that certain Senators 
put forth because I seek to associate these two 
measures. Sir, they naturally and legitimately 
go together, and I should be unworthy of my 
place in this Chamber, unworthy to speak for 
the insulted and the absent as I try to speak, 
if I was willing to see their interests jeoparded 
by following the poticy of certain Senators. 

I am asked sometimes, why not move the 
civil rights bill and let it pass by a. majority 
vote through this Chamber? Why not? For 
the obvious reason that I have no assurance 
that it would ever become a law. At once 
Senators would press amnesty, and I should 
Jose the leverage afforded by that measure. 
The bill for equal rights might go to the House 
of Representatives; but who can give me as- 
surance that it would not be consigned to some 
receiving-tomb there, from which no under- 
taker here could withdraw it? No, sir, the two 
measures logically belong together, naturally 
they belong together. Then, too, sir, by the 
exigency ot the case do they belong together ; 


and at this moment only through the attach- 
ment of the bill for civil rights to amnesty have 
we any assurance that civil rights will prevail. 
I therefore give notice that if the measure for 
the removal of rebel disabilities is pressed, [ 
shali encounter it by thet other measure which 
has on its side justice. : ny es 

Mr. SAWYER. I wished to ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts a question before he 
took his seat, but {£ was unwilling to interrupt 
him. My question is, why will he not move 
to take up the civil rights bill? nag bcd 

Mr. SUMNER. Did the Senator hear me 
just now? 

Mr. SAWYER. I did. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. The reason I will tell the 
Senator in all kindness. The Senator ought 
not to ask me that question. The Senator 
ought to know it. Let me ask the Senator, 
why does he not use his influence to secure 
the passage through the House of Representa- 
tives of a civil rights bill? Let a civil rights 
bill come to this Chamber from the House of — 
Representatives, and | certainly will be ione 
who will move at once to- put it on its passage; 
but the Senator sees at ouce that he asks me 
to sacrifice the colored race when he makes 
avy such proposition to me. He smiles. ‘The 
Senator from South Carolina, representing the 
colored race, smiles. 

Mr. SAWYER. I smile, Mr. President, 
not from any desire to express my disappro- 
bation of the Senator's course, but I emile-at 
the simplicity which there is in supposing that 
it is impossible to pass the civil mghts bill. in 
this Chamber as an independent measure, 
l am ready now, have been readyat. all times, 
to vote to take up the civil rights bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts as. an independ- 
ent measure, and 1 am ready to pledge myself 
never to make a motion to attach to it the 
amnesty bill or any proposition. for amnesty. 
l know, Mr. President, that the amnesty bill 
requires a two-thirds vote, and that the Sen- 
ator’s bill requires only a majority vote. I 
will not commit what to my couviction is the 
unpardonable absurdity of linking together 
two measures which require such different 
votes. j 

Mr. President, I ask the Senator, if he really 
has the interests of the colored peopleat heart, 
that he should move here to-day now to post- 
pone the pending and all prior orders for. the 
purpose of taking up the civil rights bill. and 
he wiil find, unless 1 em very much mistaken, 
that there is a majority of the Senators on this 
floor—at avy rate if tuere be not a majority, Í 
shall be found one of avery large minority—to 
vote with him to take up that biliat once. 

Mr. President, the Senator cannot but be 
aware, judging by the vote the other day, that 
he has a majority for his bili hereif he chooses 
to take itup. lam satisfied that no amnesty 
bill can pass the Senate until the civil rights 
bill has passed. How am [ satished? l am 
satisfied because, I say, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, having taken a position ou this floor 
that no amnesty bill shall pass unless this has 
been done first, has therefore won so much 
of viciory as that during the lorg debate 
that has taken place here—he has convinced 
me that it is impossible to pass an amnesty bill 
as long as he has the power of speech, aud as 
long as he has the power of obstruction which 
he bas maniiested in the last few days bere. 
He is not satisfied to take bis bill and-have it 
passed by a majority in the Senate; but he 
desires at the same time to do something else. 
Now, I want to have the privilege of voting 
for his bill first, as the only practical thing to 
be done here. I shall not vote'to take up 
amnesty until that is disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, two months 
and a half of this session have passed, and we 
have done little but scold each other, cridcise 
each other, find fault with each other, and 
make the world believe, if they believe what 
we say, that-we are hardly fit to do the busi- 
ness for which we were sent here, : We are 


984 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


February 13, 


living in a time of universal fault-finding and 
criticism and aceusation, and it is enough to 
makea man sick and wish to get out of pub- 
lic life to hear what we go through almost 


every day. ‘Every man in the Senate knows 


that three fourths of this body are in favor of 
the amnesty bill. There is not the shadow of 
doubt about it.. Then: I. believe that two 
thirds of the body. are in favor of. the civil 
rights bill. I have not a doubt.of that. . That 
will be the result when a fair vote can be 
obtained, 

Now, I hope the Senator from South Caro- 
lina who has made this motion will remember 
that we have some business to do at this ses- 
sion, and I trust that he will not press his 
motion to take up the amnesty measure either 
to-day or for some days to come. It is cer- 
tain to pass at this session of Congress. I 
have not the shadow of a doubt on that point; 
but we have already seen and experienced a 
long debate over the question, and we all 
kuow what the result is. The amnesty bill 
that he proposes to take up comes from the 
House of: Representatives at the present ses- 
sion. Here it is as the expression of their 
wish.. Now, there has been introduced into 
that House a civil rights bill, and if the Sen- 
ate will wait a few days I believe that bill will 
come from the House here. . 

Mr. SUMNER. That is practical. 

Mr. WILSON. When it is here we shall 
have them both, andcan act upon them separ- 
ately. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is it. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, I do hope that we 
shall try to curb somewhat our impetuous feel- 
ingsand our disappoint ments and stop scolding, 
if we can, long enough to do the public busi- 
ness. Letus waita few daysand see whatthe fate 
of that measure is in the House of Represent- 
atives.. 1f it does not pass, then we have got to 
take up the question and meet it as we can. If 
it does pass, it settles all this difficulty. 

Now, why not settle this difficulty? I say 
hereand I say to the country, if anybody wishes 
to hear it, North or South, that I believe on 
my conscience and in my judgment that three 
fourths of this body to-day is in favor of the 
amuesty bill; I believe two thirds of the Senate 
isin favor of the civil rights bill introduced by 
my colleague, perbaps with some slight modi- 
fications to satisfy the Senator from Wisconsin 
and the Senators from the Pacific coast, which 
can be easily made, and I had rather carry all 
our friends along together for what is practical 
to-day than to undertake to carry a measure 
over them, We had better go along together. 
We have had to stand together during the last 
twelve years and carry half a thing at atime 
when many of us wanted the whole. We have 
carried our measures a little at atime by piece- 
meal. We have accomplished a mighty work 
in that mode.of action. We have some years 
left, and if we are not here somebody else will 
be here, and I hope men quite as good-natured 
and courteous to each otheras we have proved 
ourselves to be this winter. 

Mr. FENTON. Returning, Mr. President, 
to the question before the Senate, I desire to 
repeat that I deem the customs service bill as 
one of the most important measures before 
Congress, and I am glad to notice that my esti- 
mate of it is entertained by so many Senators 
and that the desire is so general in the Senate 
that it may be acted upon without further delay. 
I have no wish to discuss the question, and 
hope that the Senate will proceed to a vote, 
and that it will result in the customs service 
bill being kept before the Senate, 

Mr SUMNER. Mr, President, I do not 
desire to prolong the controversy. which the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SAWYER] 
alwaysinsists-upon fastening upon me. Iam 
sorry; I wish: no controversy with anybody, 
least of all with the Senator from South Caro. 
lina. But he insists; he will have his way. I 
cannot prevent it. He likes controversy. He 
has not had enough of it yet. When he has 


been here longer he will like it less. . When he 
knows the opinions of his constituents a little 
better he will like it less. 

The Senator :proposes that we should pass 
the civil rights bill and then take up amnesty. 
The Senator will content himself with a barren 
victory. That is the way he represents the 
colored race. He will content himself with 
what is a mere form, a bill passed through the 
Senate. .I wish a law, and I haveno assurance 
of a law until the bill comes to us from the 
House of Representatives, which we can at 
once adopt, or unless by an amendment of the 
amnesty bill which.has already passed the 
House of Representatives. Do I err, sir? 
Can L, who have been in this contest so long, 
now even under the menace of the Senator 
from South Carolina, consent to abandon my 
sense of duty? Sir, 1 will not abandon the 
people the Senator represents. They have.a 
right to some support on this floor, something 
more than a formal support. The Senator 
wants the formal victory. I want the law. I 
want.a law by which their rights shail be made 
equal everywhere throughout the land, and 1 
know that so long as the question of amnesty 
is still undecided all of us who are willing to 
stand by the colored race have an immense 
advantage. i 

I know, too, that logically and naturally 
the two measures ought to go together. I 
know that all the best friends of the colored 
race throughout the country so regard them. 
I have lying before me now an autograph let- 
ter from that great citizen and illustrious man 
of letters, John G. Whittier, who has been 
devoted to the cause of the African much 
longer than the Senator from South Carolina. 
He says ‘‘amnesty fur rebels and a guarantee 
of safety for the freedmen should go together.” 
The Senator from South Carolina says they 
should not go together. Hehas been pushing 
amnesty as hard as he could; he has been 
pushing it as if he had no end of rebels behind 
him, instead of no end of the colored race. 
He has spoken for the rebels; I have not 
heard him speak for his colored constituents. 

Here is another letter from the great chief 
of the anti-slavery cause, William Lioyd Gar- 
rison. I will not read it all: ‘Tt will be a 
burning shame if it shall be evaded or post- 
poned by the present Congress’’—that is, the 
bill for equal rights—‘‘and all the more if the 
amnesty bill for the full acquittal of those who 
in rebellion sought to destroy the Republic 
shall find Senate and House alike favorable 
to its passage. The one measure should be 
insisted upon as the equivalent of the other 
as to the time of their adoption, if not in regard 
to their merits.’’ 

The Senator from South Carolina sets him- 
self against these great names in the anti- 
slavery cause, and has thus far insisted upon 
pushing a bill to relieve the rebels foremost 
in advance of the measure which I proposed 
to remove the disabilities of the colored race. 


| Now, sir, I wish the Senator would be practi- 


cal; I wish he would stand by his constituents, 
really sustain them, not in form, not merely 
in words, but in votes; and he mustremember 
that his vote must be such that it may surely 
have a practical result. It will not be enough 
merely to vote for a bill in this Chamber which 
has never passed the other House, and then 
let amnesty go through, as Senator Hammond 
said, you remember, of secession, “ high and 
dry;’’ but he must vote for a measure of equal 


i Tights that has already passed the House, or 


he must vote to attach equal rights to amnesty. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator has not only 
charged me with being insincere and with 
desiring only to vote for a civil rights bill as 


| a matter of form to obtain a barren victory, 


but he has charged me with seeking a contro- 
versy with him. I do not think is is necessary 
for me to say one word upon the latter point, 
I think, to any reasonably intelligent person 
who has witnessed the debates in the Sonate 
for the past few weeks, it is quite obvious 


whether the Senator has avoided or sought a 
coutroversy with my humble self on this ques- 
tion. Ithink itis within the memory of the 
Senate that only a short time since he tutned 
distinctly upon me and directed quite a long 
gpeech at me when the previous eontroversy 
had been closed. But that is neither here 
nor there. While the Senator charges me 
with being insincere and desiring to vote for 
a civil rights bill merely for forms’ sake and to 
gain a victory which will be entirely barren, 
he confesses what? That he has detained the 
Senate week after week in the consideration 
of an amendment to the amnesty bill in the 
form of a civil rights bill which he had no 
expectation would pass. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator's pardon, 
never; it is a mere piece of imagination. 

Mr. SAWYER. He says the passage of this 
bill by the Senate is of no account whatever, 
that the bill in order to be effective must come 
from the House of Representatives; and yet I 
say again he has for week after week detained 
the Senate here in an attempt to pass a bill in 
the Senate which had not passed the House of 
Representatives and which he did not believe 
could. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator certainly does 
not desire to misrepresent me or to misunder- 
stand me. ` 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not know. I think 
not, if I know myself. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator desire to 
misrepresent me? 

Mr. SAWYER. Not if I know myself, but 
I know some others who do not always know 
themselves. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is sure that 
be knows himself. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am sure that I do not 
wish to misrepresent the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts if I know myself. 

Mr. SUMNER. Weill, I do not wish that 
the Senator should push me into a contro- 
versy, but I am determined that he shail not 
push me into a position that I have never 
occupied, Jf he had listened to my remarks 
a moment ago-—— 

Mr. SAWYER, 

Mr. SUMNER. 
he spoke. 

Mr. SAWYER. No. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly, becanseI stated 
distinctly that the bill for equal rights must 
come from the House to this Chamber, or it 


I certainly did, 
Then he forgot them when 


| must be attached tothe amnesty bill in this 


Chamber. ‘hose are the two forms. Now, 
let the Senator understand me; he has mis- 
stated my position, not once, or twice, orthree 
times, and | want now to make it so that he 
cannot misstate it again. I have never for one 
moment had a serious doubt that the amnesty 
bill with my amendment would have a two- 
thirds vote of this Chamber. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator saw that it 
did not get it, 

Mr, SUMNER. Very well; I saw that it 
did not get it thrcugh the exertions of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SAWYER. I voted for it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ab! The Senator voted 
for it. Did the Senator speak for it? Did the 
Senator ever say one noble, generous word for 
his colored fellow-citizens? But now I desire 
that the Senator shall not misstate my posi- 
tion. Phat is all I ask of him. 

Mr. SAWYER. -If itis possible for me not 
to misstate the position of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, L will avoid it. It does not 
seem possible for the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to understand me, He says I have never 
said one generous word for his proposition, L 
have declared from the first to the fast, in sea- 
son and out of season—for the whole discus: 
Sion was ont of season—that I was for his bill 
first, last, and always whenever it could pass. 
l told the Senator it could not pass if it was 
attached to the amnesty measure. The vote 
which was taken on the amnesty measure with 
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that attachment proved my prophecy to be cor- 
rect, The Senator says he has no doubt that 
attached to an amnesty measure it can pass the 
Senate by a two-thirds majority. What child- 
like simplicity! Here within one week from 
the time when it has been defeated thus at- 
tached, he stands up here in bis place in the 
Senate and says he believes that he has so edu- 
cated the Senate that after the lapse of less 
than a week, it will, if attached again, pass the 
Senate by the constitutional majority. {say 
the Senator’s faith is child-like and beautiful. 
I only wish the country could have as much 
faith. I wish the rest of us could have as much 
faith. I would rejoice to vote for the attach- 
ment of hig bill to the amneaty measure if it 
could pass; but in view of the fact that every 
prophecy that I made in regard to it has come 
true, in view of the fact that it is very doubt- 
ful if it would receive a majority of the votes 
at the other end of the Capitol, not to say the 
two-thirds constitutional majority, I must, if 
the amnesty measure is taken up here—which 
will be done against my vote, as I said be- 
fore—but if the Senator moves to put on his 
proposition as an amendment, I shall still 
be obliged to vote against it, out of friendly 
regard and not hostility to the civil rights bill 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. It will 
be no vote for mere form that I give, but it 
will be a vote for substance; it will be a vote 
which will be given because I desire the suc- 
cess of both measures; and the reason I shall 
to-day vote against taking up the amnesty 
bill is, as I say, because I am aware of the per- 
sistency with which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will press his amendment upon it, and 
that the fate of any measure presented here 
with that attachment will be the same as that 
of therecentone. I willgladly wait with him, 
if he does not choose to bring forward bis bill, 
the passage of the measure by the House of 
Representatives, which 1 hope will pass there 
by the proper majority,and which I shall be 
very glad to vote for when it comes here. If 
the Senator abandons the position which he 
has held so stoutly, if he says, ‘* Now I wait for 
others to move instead of moving myself,” we 
must obey, I have not prepared a civil rights 
bill. I am not gifted, as the Senator is, in 
drawing bills which cover all the rights of 
human nature; but I shall gladly follow his 
lead in helping to pass them. 

But the Senator says that his course meets 
with the approbation of the distinguished 
friends of the colored race all over the coun- 
try. Ihave as much reverence for Mr. Gar- 
rison and Mr. Whittier as he has. J believe 
that Mr. Garrison and Mr. Whittier, if they 
had been on the floor of the Senate and seen 
the condition of public business, seen the aspect 
of the two bills, would have formed very dif- 
ferent opinions upon the proper parliamentary 
action to those which were entertained by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

With regard to others who have written him 
letters, I have this to say, that the Senator is 
one of those who have the happy privilege of 
making letter-writers famous allover the coun- 
try. He thereby induces large numbers of 
men to write to him, because he gives them 
dignity by reading their letters to the Senate. 
Itis quite a possible thing for any Senator to 
get a very large correspondence, if he will just 
ventilate that correspondence through the col- 
umns of the Globe. And yet, day after day 
during the recent debate on the civil rights 
question, we were regaled with letters from 
Mr. A, Mr. B, and Mr. O, all over. the coun- 
try, to justify what needed no justification if 
it was right, and that was the course of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator 
from Massachusetts stands before the country 
justified in his general spirit of legislation, but 
if there is: any Senator on this floor who has 
no special reason to boast of particular suc- 
cess in carrying through bis own particular 
moasures, the Senator from Massachusetts 1s 
that Senator. if there is any Senator on this 
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floor who has been identified. from the begin- 
ning with the great measures which have gone 
to secure human rights and human freedom, 
and who has not had particularly good fortune 
in carrying through the measures in his par- 
ticular form, it is the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I doubt not. the Senator’s desire to do 
justice to all men, except that [am compelled 
to add with pain and regret the recent mani- 
festation of his conduct in these debates 
has led me to doubt whether he is quite fair 
and right to those who sit on the same floor 
with him. He is earnest, he is loud, he is elo- 
quent—to use his own words with regard to 
myself—he is earnest, he is loud, he is eloquent 
in defense of the rights of all mankind; but 
he forgets his duty binds him to be fair and to 
do right to those about him, and not to mis- 
state their position before the country. 

Mr. President, the Senator has from first to 
last misstated my position on this question. 
The Senator from first to last has known that 
ĮI was in favor by. every means in my power of 
securing equal rights to all men before the 
law; and yet from first to last, day after day, 
the Senator bas endeavored to put me and 
others who acted as I did on this question 
in a false position. He may not be conscious 
of it. Men deceive themselves. I do not 
know that he has done it intentionally; but 
that he has done it is a fact to every Senator 
who sits on this floor except the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts himself. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
suspend fora moment. This debate has pro- 
gressed to a point so far from the direct ques- 
tion, and so much feeling has been exhibited 
in the remarks within the last half hour, that 
the Chair supposes it is the proper time tor 
him to read the fourth rule: 

“No Senator shall speak more than twice in any 
one debate on the same day without leave of tho 
Senate, which question shall be decided without 
debate.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts has spoken 
twice, and the Senator from South Carolina 
has spoken twice. The Chair supposes the 
Senator from Massachusetts desires the leave 
of the Senate to speak again on this question. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to say outy a word. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will 
submit that question without debate. The 
Senator from Massachusetts desires to be heard 
again on this question. Will the Senate allow 
it? 

The question being put, was determined in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, in the word 
that I shall say I shall have none of the tem- 
per which the Senator from South Caroliha 
has so largely displayed. He seemed to rejoice 
in it. I wish him well of it. He found pleas- 
ure evidently in criticising my life in this Cham- 
ber, what I have done, and what I have not 
done—much more what I have not done. Sir, 
I never say anything about what I have done 
or have not done. I shall leave to others to 
speak of that. 

The Senator from South Carolina, represent- 
ing a colored constituency, may condemn me, 
may criticise me. I shall not reply to him on 
that head. The Senator complained that I 
have faith, and be says he has not. I think 
that is pretty obvious. I do not ask faith from 
the Senator, but I ask works—that is all— 
works; and the works ofa Senator are shown 
in speech and in vote. I wish only earnest 
speech from the Senator from South Carolina 
in behalf of the colored race—that is what I 
call for—showing the indignities they suffer— 
pleading for their rights. Thatis what I want; 
and then I wanta vote from that Senator when- 
ever any proposition is presented in their favor. 
Tt will not be enough to say that he will vote 
for a proposition at some moment that has not 
yet arrived. He must vote now in the present. 
The Senator insisted again upon misstating my 
proposition.. I have. not said to-day whether 


the amnesty bill or equal rights bill can havein 
this Chamber now a two-thirds vote. Ihave 
not affirmed or denied on that points °.: 
‘Mr. SAWYER. Did not the Senator say so? 
Mr. SUMNER. . Oh, no; the Senator mis- 
stated me. I said that never during this long 
debate of four weeks have I despaired of 
obtaining the necessary two-thirds vote, pro- 
vided my measure could overcome the. stren- 
uous opposition of the Senator from. South 
Carolina and be attached to the amnesty bill. 
I was disappointed that it did not receive the 
two-thirds vote. J had: reason to expect it, 
aud I know other Senators on this floor who 
were disappointed with me. 1 say to the 
Senator most sincerely, from the bottom. of 
my heart, I had reason to expect it; his own 
colleague assured me that he expected it. 
Now, | have said nothing as to the nature of 
this measure in this Chamber; but. since the 
Senator has raised that question, I desire to 
say that the bill for equal rights modified, so 
as to eliminate what may be compendiously 
called the Chinese question, I do believe, if 
attached to the amnesty bill, can carry a two- 
thirds vote in this Chamber. Such is my con- 


$ viction, and to that end I mean to work earn- 


estly, faithfully, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. SAWYER... Have I the privilege of 
saying a word? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina has spoken twice and 
asks permission to reply. 1t must be decided 
without debate under the fourth. rale. The - 
question is on granting that permission to the 
Senator from South Carolina, : 

The question being put, was determined in 
the affirmative. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I shall not occupy the 
attention of the Senate long. - It seems from 
the statement now made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I misunderstood the state- 
ment previously made by him. I understood 
him to say that he had no doubt that the am- 
nesty measure when joined to the civil rights 
measure would receive a two-thirds majority 
in this Chamber, and I thought it a remark- 
able statement in view of the vote which was 
had upon the measure combined last week: 
The Senator says that he shall continue to vote 
for the union of these two measures, and he 
calls upon me for works, not faith, I have 
voted for the Senator’s bill in connection with 
the amnesty measure. Whenever the Sena- 
tor’s bill shall be by a vote of the Senate put 
upon the amnesty measure, I shall stiil vote 
for the two measures combined. He has no 
right to say that L voted against his measure, 
or that I helped defeat the measure. Itdid 
overcome the opposition which was made to 
it, and so put upon the amnesty bill The 
fact that we opposed its being put upon the 
amnesty measure had nothing whatever to do 
with its ultimate defeat. The only real ques- 
tion between the Senator from Massachusetts 
aud myself is whether it was wise or unwise to 
join the measures. 1 hold that it was unwise. 
The result seems to me to prove it. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts thinks otherwise. 

I have done, Mr. President, with this ¢on- 
troversy. The Senator speaks of the temper 
l have exhibited. Iam not aware that I have 
exhibited any. temper, more than certainly I 
have a very fair exemplar for. I have no dis- 
position at any rate to exhibit temper on this 
Hoor, or any improper temper; but when a 
studious attempt is apparent—I will not say 
exists, but is apparent—to place me in. false 
position, it is the most natural thing in the 
world that I should endeavor. not to remain 
placed there. aes 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I hope those of us who desire to bave 
the Senate do something, and not cousume 
the entire day in a discussion as to what meas- 
ure shall take precedence, will refrain from 
talking and come to a vote., The Senator 
from New. York having withdrawn any claim 
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to have the bill reported by him from the 
Finance Committee considered for some days 
to come, I trust we shall at once take up the 
appropriation bill in order to so expedite the 
business of the session that those who are in 
favor of an early adjournment can accomplish 
the purpose. oe 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on postponing the customs bill. 

Mr. FENTON. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yèas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New York that the 
bill will still remain the special order if it be 
postponed, and the oldest special order on the 
Calendar. i 

Mr. CORBETT. I understood the Senator 
from New York to withdraw really this meas- 
ure, to say that he was not anxious for it to be 
pressed at this time. That being so, I think 
the business of the session will be advanced by 
taking up the appropriation bill. ; 

The question on postponement being taken 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 29, nays 23; 
as follows: 


Y BAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morton, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Rumsey, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, 
and Vickers-—29. Le 

NAYS— Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sherman, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbnli, West. Wilson, and Wright—23. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alco:n, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cooper, Davis ot'Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Howe, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patter- 
son, Pratt. Schurz, Scott, Stevenson, Stewart, Stock- 
ton,and Windom—21. 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the remainder of the motion of the 
Senator from California. that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the executive, 
legislative, and judicial appropriation bill, on 
which the Senator from Illinvis demanded a 
division. í , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On taking up that bill 
I call for the yeas aud nays, giving notice that 
if that bill is not taken up I shail then move 
to take up the amnesty bill. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 31, nays 18: as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandier, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert. Hamiiton ot 
Texas, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Sawyer, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sumner, Vickers, Wilson, and Wright—31. 

NaYS--Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Goldth- 
waite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hiteheock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Rice, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
West—18, ` 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, 


Bucking- 


of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morridl of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Schurz, Scott, Sprague Ste- 
venson, Stewart, Stockton, and Windom—24, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
MESS \GE FROM THU HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 584) to provide for hold- 
ing the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1514) allowing respond- 
ents in criminal cases in courts of the United 
States to testify in their own behalf; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 
Francis A. Eastman, postmaster at Chicago, 
Ilinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1533) to remove the dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment 
tothe Constitution upon certain persons therein 
named in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1534) to authorize the 


ham, Caidwell, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis | 


a 


construction of afire-proof building at Albany, 
New York. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim 
of Joseph R. Curtis be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the 
Senate resolution of December 19, 1871, inform- 
ation in regard to the relationship of Touro 
hospital, New Orleans, to the United States at 
the time of its destruction ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message of 
the President of the United States, in answer 
to a resolution adopted by the Senate on the 
9th of December last, relative to questions 
with Spain growing out of affairs in Cuba, and 
to instructions to our naval commanders in 
Cuban waters; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on. Foreign Affuirs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message of 
the President of the United States, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 8th instant, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
State and a copy of the case of the United 
States presented to the tribunal of arbitration 
at Geneva; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1514) allowing respond- 
ents in criminal cases in courts of the United 
States to testify in their own behalf, and the 
bill (H. R, No. 584) to provide for holding 
the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo, were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 
Francis A. Eastman, posimaster at Chicago, 
Illinois, was real twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1533) to remove the 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution upon certain persons 
therein named in the State of Georgia was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

The biil (H. R. No. 1534) to authorize the 
construction of a fire-proof building at Albany, 
New York, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 7 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in a Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 80, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Before we proceed with 
the consideration of the appropriation bill, I 
should like to ask of the Senate the favor of 
taking up a little bill for the relief of the 
widow of adeceased soldier, which passed both 
Houses at the last Congress and was lost in its 
transmission to the President. Itappropriates 
eleven or twelve hundred dollars. It has been 
reported favorably again by the commiitee, 
having been passed upon by both Houses and 
met their sanction during the last Congress, I 
think there will be no objection whatever to it. 

Mr. COLE. I hope my friend will not seek 
to thrust a private bill into the appropriation 
bill in this way, Almost every Senator has a 
bill or two or three of the same character. 
If I yield to one, it will involve the necessity 
in fairness of yielding to others. It puts me 
in a very embarrassing situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects, and therefore the 


i 


object of the Senator from West Virginia can 
only be attained by postponing the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I thought this was an 
exceptional case, the bill not having reached 
the President, having been lost through some 
inadvertence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made 
to the proposition. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not wish to make a 
motion to postpone the appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations will first be disposed of, in accord- 
ance with the usage of the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, a few words 
will suffice for all the explanations that I think 
wiil be required by the Senate in reference io 
the bill as it is now before this body. The 
Committee on Appropriations have given it a 
good deal of attention, having been engaged 
npon it [ think altogether about two weeks, 
sitting almost daily during that time. They 
have proposed quite a number of amendments, 
and nearly all of them are in the interest of 
economy. Of course, since the bill came to 
the Senate from the House of Representatives, 
the heads of the Departments have observed 
the necessity for some changes in it, and we 
have had communications from the various 
Departments of the Government asking modi- 
fications, in order that they may better per- 
form the duties of the several bureaus and 
Departments. 

The House of Representatives sent the bill 
to the Senate ina better form, so far as the 
amount to be appropriated is coucerned, than 
was the case last year. aud the reductions in 
the expenses of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment this year are very marked. In the 
first place, as to the forces employed inthe vari- 
ous Departments, there has been a reluctance 
about increasing them, and they have not been 
increased except in cases of extreme emer- 
gency. There has been a reduction of force 
in some of the Depariments, which is justitied 
by the completion of labors in those Depurt- 
ments, labors in some instances that bad been 
devolved on the Departments by reason of the 
war, and that may now be easily, as it is 
beheved, dispensed with. 

There was a proposition in the bill as it 
came from the House to increase the force in 
the office of the Commissioner of Customs, 
which the Senate committee have not seen fit 
to acquiesce in, and they have left the fore 
in that office the same as it has been for some 
years past. In the Post Office Departments a 
proposition was embodied in the bill from the 
House to increase the force. As that was not 
embodied in any of the estimates seut to Con- 
gress the committee of the Senate did not see 
ft to acquiesce in the proposition of the House 
to increase that force, though it is possible 
the increase may be rendered necessary by the 
growth of that establishment. ‘he Senate 
committee have gone more into detail in por- 
tions of the bill in specifying the particular 
causes for which appropriations are made. 
This is the case in reference to the emplosés 
in several of the branches of the public service. 

The principal item of increase that has been 
proposed by the Senate committee to the biil 
as it came to us from the House of Represent- 
atives is in reference to an item found on the 
thirty-third page of the bill for the collection, 
safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of 
the public revenue. The House proposed 
$50,000 for that service, the amount that was 
appropriated last year for it. A letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury—which letter, I 
believe, sets forth that there is a deficieney for 
that service in the current fiscal year—led the 
committee of the Senate to believe that the 
amount asked for by him, $100,000, was vot 
in excess of the requirements of the service, 
and they recommend that amendment, 

In reference to the service in the various 
mints and assay offices in the country, the com- 
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mittee have made a little alteration. They 
have increased the appropriation for wages of 
workmen and adjusters in the San Francisco 
mint from the amount appropriated last year, 
$178,000, to $200,000 for the next fiscal year. 
The amount asked in the estimates was some- 
thing like two hundred and twelve thousand 
dollars for this service. 
of $21,500 which will have to be made up in 
the deficiency bill, andit was regarded as best 
that this should be provided for in the regular 
appropriation bill. The necessity for this arose 
from the fact that the coinage in that branch 
mint for the present year is some twenty-five 
million dollars against some nineteen million 
dollars for the last year, and a like sum for 
several years preceding that. 

The mint at Charlotte, in North Carolina, 
which is of really no service whatever, will, 
if the recommendation of the committce is 
adopted, be abolished, and provision is em- 
bodied in this bill for that end. 

There has been a reduction of the force in 
some of the assay offices, and in the establish- 
ments at New York and Philadelphia the sal- 
aries of the various persons employed there 
have been set out more in detail. 

The House of Representatives neglected to 
make appropriations for one or two of the Ter- 
ritories in which the Legislature will sit next 
year, and it became necessary for the Senate 
committee to recommend a provision for the 
expenses of the Legislature of the Territory 
of Arizona and one other Territory. 

The Secretary of War asked for a consider- 
ably additional force, quite large, some six 
clerks, I believe, to take charge of and arrange 
the rebel archives. An appropriation of 
$6,000 is recommended by the Senate com- 
mittee for that service. 

So, also, a mistake took place in reference 
to the necessary expenses of the British claims 
commission. ‘Lhe bill as it came to us asked 
for an appropriation of only $48,000, whereas 
the estimates for necessary expenses by that 
commission amount to a little over forty-nine 
thousand dollars, and that correction is made. 

But, Mr. President, notwithstanding all these 
corrections and the additions I have spoke of 
in other respects, the bill has been so reduced 
that the total amount of recommendations 
made by the Senate committee are $21,691 50 
less than the amount appropriated in the bill 
as it came to us from the House. The total 
amount as it passed the House was $17,287,- 
164 84. Reduced as I stated by some twenty- 
oneor twenty-two thousand dollars, theamount 
embodied in the bill now is $17,266,074 34. 
I hope the Senate will agree that we ought to 
keep it at about these figures, and not attempt 
to raise the salaries of officers and by other 
means to increase the amount to any consider- 
able degree above that which has been recom- 
mended by the committee. 

I will state, for the encouragement of the 
Senate and ‘the country, that the appropria- 
tions in this bill last year amouuted to 
$19,518,239 24, about two millions anda quar- 
ter more than are found necessary for the next 
fiscal year. 

I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the full second reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that the amendments be considered 
as the bill is read over the first time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
tHoNY in the chair.) The Vice President 
stated that that would be the order unless there 
was objection, and no objection was made. 
Therefore the amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations will be considered as they 
are reached in their order as the bil is read. . 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was in line twenty- 
nine, in the clausé making appropriation for 
the compensation of the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
Doorkeeper of the Senate, to insert: 


Provided, Thathereafter he shall receive, directly 
orindirectly, no fees orother compensation or emol- 


There is a deficiency ` 


ument whatever for performing the duties of the 
office, or in connaction therewith, otherwise than as 
aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines fifty-five, 
fifty-six, and fifty-seven, to strike out from the 
list of officers in the service of the Senate 
receiving an annual salary. ‘‘ superintendent 
in charge of furnaces, $1,440; assistant in 
charge of furnaces, $864.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to change the sum 
total for annual salaries of officers of the Sen- 
ate from $122,582 80 to $120,228 80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to 
appropriation for stationery for 
committees of the Senate in line 
from $8,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line eighty- 
seven, after the word ‘‘fuel’’ to insert “and 
oil;”? so as to read, “for fuel and oil for the 
heating apparatus, $8,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page:5, line 
eighty-cight, to strike out ‘‘ $10,000” and in- 
sert “ $5,000,” so as to make the appropria- 
tion for furniture and repairs of furniture for 
the Senate, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 5, line 
one hundred and one, to strike out ‘ two thou- 
sand and eighty-eight ’ and insert ‘‘ one thou- 
sand eighthundred ;” in line one hundred and 
two to strike out “three” and insert ‘two ;” 
and in line one hundred and three to strike out 
‘eight’? and insert five j”? so as to make the 
clause read: 


Capitol. Police: 
ro one captain, $1,800; two lieutenants, $1,500 
each. 


Mr. SPENCER. Ibope this amendment 
will not be adopted. Certainly there are no 
more responsible positions about the Capitol 
than the positions of the Capitol police. ‘They 
guard property of the value of many millions 
of dollars. It is a very honorable position, 
and in many respects a very laborious one; 
and I am astonished to see that the salary of 
the captain of police is proposed to be reduced 
by the committee when the salaries of no other 
officers are reduced. I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted, nor do I understand the 
particular reason for it. The most of these 
policemen, perhaps all of them, are soldiers ; 
most of them I believe are wounded soldiers, 
and they have families, and they cannot live 
ou less than what the salary was. - I hope this 
clause will be allowed to stand as it passed the 
House. I know of no reason why these salaries 
should be cut down. The same reason that 
would justify the cutting down of these salaries 
would seem to me to justify the cutting down 
of all the salaries provided for in the bill. I 
do not think there is any real economy or any 
humanity in reducing these salaries. 

Mr. COLE. The committee gave a good 
deal of thought and attention to this subject, 
and the matter was very fully discussed in the 
committee-room. There was a good deal of 
inquiry as to the propriety of the reduction 
which was recommended. The compensation, 
ag reported by the committee, is much larger 
than is generally given to persons engaged as 
policemen in other places, larger than in other 
cities, and considerably larger than is given to 
the Metropolitan police in the city of Wash- 
ington. The position of a policeman about 
the Capitol is, as has been stated, a very pleas- 
ant one for one who likes that sort of employ- 
ment, and is not attended with much of the 
annoyances that are attendant upon that ser- 
vice in cities; and we thought the compens- 
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privates, being more than was given for like 
service elsewhere, and considering the charac: 
ter of the service here amply sufficient. We 
therefore thought it proper and just to put it 
down the figures that are recommended. Of 
course, if we keep raising up the salaries 
of police officers and messenger and one’ set 
of officers after another, we shall after awhile 
find ourselves in great difficulty. ‘There is 
always complaint from those engaged in- one- 
employment against those engaged in others, 
and they are constantly pointing from one to 
another, and referring to the raising of salaries 
in one department as a reason why they should 
be raised in another. I think the Senate ought 
to leave this appropriation as it is recom- 
mended by the committee. ; ; 

Mr. WEST. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that this proposition to reduce 
the pay of these officers of police ‘has been 
arrived at by the unanimous conclusion of the 
committee. I think the chairman will confirm 
what I say. ‘The committee gave a great deal 
of attention to the consideration of it, There 
was no desire generally to reduce the emolu- 
ments of attachés and employés of the Senate; 
but the committee came to the conclusion 
after due investigation that these salaries had 
been unjustifiably raised, and that they were 
out of all proportion to the pay of officers 
doing similar duty in connection with. the 
Capitol. It was with no desire to reflect in: 
any way upon the efficiency of the officers 
themselves, but the committee unanimously 
concluded that the pay was out of all propor- 
tion to their duties. aay 

Mr. WRIGHT. I sincerely trust, with the 
Senator from Alabama and the Senator from 
Indiana, that there will be no reduction in the 
compensation of these officers. I have no dis- 
position as a rule to pay out of proportion for 
any services ; but I am very well satisfied that 
the discrimination as against these officers ig 
most unjust. I know of no reason why there 
should be a reduction in the compensation of 
these officers as compared with former years, 
I am advised by those who are in the service 
that it will be utterly impossible for them to 
live on the compensation that is provided for 
in the bill as reported from the committee. 
Why there should be a discrimination against 
the chief of police and the policemen here is 
something that L cannot understand.’ I know 
some of these men, and know them to be wor- 
thy and excellent men, as faithful in the dis- 
charge of their duty as any person about this 
Capitol, and | cannot couceive any reason or 
auy ground why there should be a reduction 
of tbeir pay. J-speak in behalf of these men, 
whom I know to be worthy men, and L insist 
that there shall be no discrimination against 
them. 

Mr. MORTON. The argument that the 
policemen in cities or other places do not 
get any more than is proposed to be given 
by this amendment, it seems to me, is not 
a good one. We ought to have a superior 
police here, and I think we have one, We 
have men who have seen service, men of 
character. l was told by a Senator, while 
the Senator from California was speaking, 
that two of the members of this police during 
the war had commanded brigades ; two mem- 
bers of it were colonels; they are wounded 
veterans. I know of one man who was a 
major in an Indiana regiment, from my State, 
and who was badly wounded during the war, 
and I believe has never entirely recovered from 
his wound. I know he was an excellent officer 
and an excellent soldier. I do not see the 
force of the argument which insists that these 
men shall be put upon a level with the police 
of cities aud paid in the same way. Take the 
twenty-five privates provided for here. Asthe 
bill passed the House, and as they have been 
paid heretofore, they get $1,500 a year.. : Itis 
proposed to cat them down to $1,200... They 
are not young men, most of them, like frst- 


ation we propose, $1,800 for captain of 
police, $1,500 for lieutenants; and $1,200 -for į 


| class-clerks, but they have families; they can 
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scarcely live on. the amount provided in the 
bill, $1,600 a year. Three hundred dollars 
taken from their salaries is a great deal taken 
from them, and not very much saved to the 
Government.. It seems to me it would be a 
hardship,.and I put it upon that ground, that 
it is a hardship to cut salaries down in this 
way, and I hope it will not be done. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I rise barely 
to confirm what has been said by the Senator 
from Indiana, I have had some knowledge 
of the members of this police force, and so far 
as I have observed they are not only worthy 
of this compensation, but instead of reducing 
it, I should be in favorof an increase. I] speak 
especially of one from my own State; aud I 
can say of him all that was said by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana of the one from his State. 
He served in the Union Army and lost an arm 
in. that service, Certainly men who have 
served so faithfully in that branch of the Gov- 
ernment ought to be regarded in this respect 
and not made espeeially the object of a reduc- 
tion of pay. I shall therefore vote against the 
amendment reported by the comimitiee. 

Mr. COLE. .I am unable to ascertain. by 
what rule the House fixed the salaries of these 
officers at the precise figures they seut to us. 
The estimates are in accordance with the rec- 
ommendations of the Senate committee, and I 
find that the appropriations in the appropri- 

* ation bill of 1871 were the same as thuse now 
recommended by the Committee on Appro- 
riations. I am therefore at a loss to know 
z whatrule the salaries were raised. I donot 
know what reason was presented for it any 
-further than it is presented by Senators here 
to-day. There was no estimate for these sal- 
aries beyond the amount recommended by the 
amendment of the Senate committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Before the 
vote is taken I beg to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations a question. 
These policemen, { suppose, are in effect 
watchmen. I should like to ask the chairman 
what watchmen receive at the Treasury Depart- 
ment and other Departments of the Govern- 
ment? They are called police here. 

Mr. COLE. Some receive $720; some 
$900. There are different rates of pay. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘They are a very different 
class of men. 

Mr. COLE. There are watchmen provided 
for in this bill with a salary of $1,000—eight 
watchmen in addition to these policemen. I 
can see no reason why these salaries should 
be increased. The recommendation. of the 
Committee on Appropriations is in accordance 
with the appropriations made in former years, 
and the proposition now made is virtually to 
increase these salaries. I hope the recom- 
mendation of the committee will be sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the recommendation of the committee 
reducing the compensation of these officers. 

The question being put; there were, on a 
division—ayes ten. 

Mr. COLE. I would call for the yeas and 
nays, but. I see that a quorum is not present, 
and I do not want to break up the Senate. 

Mr, POMEROY. You can take another 
vote upon it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no far- 
ther count is demanded, the amendment- is 
rejected. 

Mr. COLE. 
count. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other 
amendments in this clause in regard to the 
Capitol polive will be considered as falling 
with the amendment just acted upon. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 7, after the appro- 
priation for the salary of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives, to add the 
following proviso: 


Ido not insist on- a further 


Provided, That hereafter he shall receive, directly 
or indirectly, no fees or other compensation or emol- 
umont whatever for performing the duties of the 
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office, or in connection therewith, otherwise than as 
aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 7, lines 
one hundred and forty-eight and one hundred 
and forty-nine, to strike out. the clause ‘‘ pay- 
ing teller for the Sergeant-at-Arms,. $1,800.’’ 

Mr. COLE. Let that be passed over for 
the present. A resolution was brought to me 
a short time ago from the House of Repre- 
sentatives showing that that had been pro- 
vided for by them. I do not see the Senator 
here now who showed it to me. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be passed over for the present. 

The next amendment was on page 7, line 
one hundred and fifty-five, after the word 
eighty’? to insert the word ‘‘eight,’’ soas to 
make the salary of the first assistant postmas- 
ter of the House of Representatives $2,088. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 8, line 
one hundred and seventy, to reduce the total 
appropriation for ‘‘ compensation of officers, 
clerks, messengers, and others receiving an 
annual salary in the service of the House of 
Representatives,” from ‘'$151,311 60” to 
* $149,519 60.” 

Mr. COLE. I think that computation is 
not exactly correct,and I propose to amend 
the amendmeut by striking out ‘five hundred 
and nineteen” and inserting “four hundred 
and ninety-one.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


The next amendment was on page 8, line 
one hundred and seventy-four, in the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the House 
of Representatives, to strike out the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter all expenditures under 
this head shall be made up to the end of each fiscal 
year, and reported as by the other Departments. 

Mr. COLE. That is put in ata later stage 
of the bill, and made to apply to both the Sen- 
ate and the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 8, to 
strike out lines one hundred and eighty-one 
and one hundred and eighty-two, ‘for mes- 
senger to the Committee on Appropriations, 


$L” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 8, to 
strike out lines one hundred and eighty- three 
and one hundred and eighty-four, ‘‘for mes- 
senger to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
$1,314.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next’ amendment was on page 9, line 
one hundred and ninety-one, to strike out 
“seventeen”? and insert “ten,” so as to make 
the appropriation for furniture and repairs 
of the House of Representatives $10,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 9, after 
line two hundred and five, to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter all expenditures of the 


Senate and House of Representatives shall be made | 


up to the end of each fiscal year, and be reported to 
Congress at the commencement of each session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 10, line 
two handred and twenty-two, to strike out 


| “three thousand” and insert ‘‘ two thousand | 
five hundred,’’ so as to make the appropria- | 


tion for contingent expenses of the office of 
the Congressional Printer $2,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 13, line 


two hundred and ninety, to strike out ‘87207 | 
and insert **$1,089,”" as the compensation for | 


the assistant doorkeeper at the President's 


‘house. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 18, lines 
two hundred and ninety-five and two hundred 
and ninety-six, to reduce the appropriation 
for watchman in Franklin square from $720 to 
$540. 

Mr. COLE. I will state that this amend- 
ment is made for the purpose of having uni- 

~formity and preventing the complaints of 
those who draw less salary than the person 
who has charge of that square, and in order 
that we might avoid any invidious distinction 
between persons performing the same service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 13, lines 
three hundred and seven and three hundred 
and eight, to reduce the appropriation for a 
watchman at Lafayette square from $720 to 
$540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 18, after 
line three hundred and eight, to insert: 


For watchman for circle at intersection of Penn- 
sylvania avenue and Twenty-fourth street, $549, 

Yor watchman for Circle at intersection of Massa- 
chusetts and Vermont avenues, $540. 

For contingent and incidental expenses, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 14, line 
three hundred and twenty-three, in the clause 
making appropriations for the Executive, afier 
the word ‘‘ Secretary,” to insert ‘$3,500; 
and in line three hundred and twenty-five, 
after the word ‘‘writer,’’ to insert t $2,000 ;”” 
and iu line three hundred and twenty nine, 
after the words ‘ United States,’ to insert 
“in all;’? so that the clause will read: 

For compensation to the Private Secretary, $3,500; 
assistant secretary, (who shall be a short-hand 
writer,) $2,500; two executive clerks at $2,300 each; 
steward at $2,000, and messenger at $1,200, of the 
President of the United States; in all, $13,8uU. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 15, line 
three hundred and thirty-seven, after the word 
‘additional ’’ to insert the word ‘* compensa- 
tion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 15, line 
three hundred and fifty-one, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ repairs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. After line three hundred and 
forty-four, I give notice now that when the 
bill comes into the Senate I shall offer the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That all laws requiring the publication 
of the laws and treaties in newspapers are. hereby 
repealed, 

I think the committee by some oversight 
failed to embody that in the bill as it is primed. 
I think it was agreed upon in committee. 

Mr. HARLAN, I hope that question will 
not be raised now. ‘The Senate is thin. I 
have heretofore opposed asimilar proposition. 
If the Senator will withhold it until there is a 
full Senate, 1 shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. COLE. Iam quite willing to let it go 
over until the bill comes into the Senate and 
the Senate is fuller. 

Mr. POMEROY. We discussed that sub- 
ject at great length last year, and we finally 
modified the law. The law is not now as it 
was formerly. Formerly they published route 
bills and every act that passed Congress. Now 
they only publish the general laws, and that, 
I think, the committee at least ought to allow 
to remain, It was a compromise effected last 
year, and I do not think it should be disturbed 
now. f think the commitiee did wisely it they 
did not put that amendment in. I anderstand 
the Senater to say that they did not putit in 
the printed amendments. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The committee failed to make 
an appropriation for publishing the laws in the 
newspapers, and it was intended to embody the 
proviso in the bili, if my recollection serves me, 
to abolish the law requiring their publication, 


The Senator is entirely right in stating that the ` 
law was modified iast year, and only laws of 


1872, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


—— oe —————————————EE———— 


a general nature are now required to be pub- 
lished, and they are required to be published 
as soon as they are sent by the Secretary 
of State, who is required under the law to 
farnish them to the different newspapers, two 
in each State and Territory. Ido not think 
it is really necessary that this should be done, 
and I believe that is the opinion of the House. 
They sent the bill to us without providing for 
the publication of the laws in the newspapers, 
‘and the Senate committee, I think, agreed 
unanimously not to disturb the action of the 


House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Par- 
TERSON in the chair.) The Chair will ask the 
Senator from California if he offers this amend- 
ment at this time? 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator from Iowa re- 
quests that we shall not vote on it at this time, 
put when the bill comes into the Senate. 

-Mr, POMEROY. The Senator says the 
Secretary of State sends two copies of the laws 
as fast as they are published to the newspapers 
in the several States now. Very well; what 
sense is there in sending them if they are not 
to publish them, and if they are not to be paid 
for publishing them? Why send them to two 
papers in every State if you make no appro- 
priation for their publication? 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps I did not make myself 
understood. I will reply to the question of 
the Senator by stating that under the law as 
it now stands this publication of the laws of 
a general nature when published in the news- 
papers is to be paid for, but the proposition 
now is to stop that for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. POMEROY. What facilities have you 
to acquaint the people in remote States with 
the laws that are passed? What facilities will 
they have for knowing those laws? 

Mr. COLE. The Senator may remember 
that it is a presumption of the law that every- 
body knows the law. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is a very violent 
presumption where you do not furnish the 
people with the means of knowing it. Itisa 
strange presumption that the people of my 
State can know of a law that has not been 
published there until they are able to get the 
volume of laws two or three years afterward. 

Mr. ANTHONY. When the act was first 
passed providing for the publication of the 
laws in the newspapers it was very proper. 
That was pretty much all the means the people 
at large had of obtaining information of the 
acts passed by Congress; but I think the money 
now expended in publishing the laws aud 
treaties in the newspapers is just so much 
money thrown away. ‘Lhe laws are never read. 
in the newspapers. No man who has occasion 
to know what the law is ever looks in a news- 
paper forit. If itis not of sufficient conse- 
quence to him to go to counsel and inquire 
what the law is, he goes to a law library, or 
somewhere where he can find the statute-book. 
No man ever thinks of looking over the files 
of a newspaper for it. No man I fancy reads 
the laws as they come out with a view of gov- 
erning his action by them. But from time to 
time men want to know what a particular law 
is. No man goes to a newspaper to find it. 
If he takes a newspaper, that newspaper is 
destroyed long before he wants to know what 
particular act has been passed. 

But when there is any act of great import- 
ance, an: act which we want all the people to 
know, the newspapers print it of themselves, 
and they do not want any pay for it; and it is 
printed, not in two papers in each State, but 
in a hundred in each State; and these laws are 
printed not only after they are enacted, but 
before they are enacted; they are printed when 
reported, and the public is kept constantly 
advised of the progress of discussion and legis- 
lation upon them. have several times 
endeavored to have the law requirmg acts | 
of Congress to be printed in the newspapers | 


repealed; but the Senate have always voted 
me down. I do not know but they will do so į 


now; but I am convinced that the money is 
just so much thrown away. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator evidently 
does not understand the point I was trying to 
make. It is not-the old laws, itis not all the 
statutes -that we want published. People do 
not go to the newspapers for the statutes ; but 
they are on the lookout to see what new laws 
we are enacting, what new schemes Congress 
has got up, and it is only the new laws that 
are passed from year to year that the people 
have any interest in looking into the news- 
papers for. Of course, if they are after the 
statutes of the country they will go to the 
statute-books. But our constituents are con- 
stantly looking to us to see if we pass a new 
law on a particular subject, and the object of- 
having the laws published in the newspapers 
is to advise the people of the new laws that are 
passed before they get into the statutes, before 
you can go into a law library and find them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, these laws are published so late, they hang 
on in the newspapers from the end of one ses- 
sion to the beginning of another, and some of 
them do not get printed until they have been 
repealed. ` 

Mr. POMEROY. That is another mistake 
that my friend has been laboring under. That 
was formerly so when they printed everything ; 


but look in the newspapers now when they print | 


only the general laws, and you will find that 
they are up to date. I have bad occasion to 
look at the laws in the newspapers of my own 
State, as they are publishing them, and they 
are printed as fast as they receive them. Itis 
a notice to the people day by day that they 
have gota new law ọn this subject and that, 
and the people are looking at them, and as we 
are constantly changing the laws we ought to 
give the people this notice. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask the 
Senator from Kansas how many papers in his 
State are authorized to publish the laws? 

Mr. POMEROY. Two. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And those 
two probably have a circulation of from fif- 
teen hundred to two thousand each, and all 
the rest of the State are left in ignorance 
except the readers of those two papers in 
remote parts of the State. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Senator is judging 
of the papers in such a State as Kansas by 
those of Vermont. I suppose they do not pub- 
lish more than two thousand copies of any 
paper there; but here is one of those Kansas 
papers right before me now that has a weekly 
circulation of more than four thousand, as 
they report, to say nothing of its daily, and 
these laws go into the daily and weekly both. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that this debate is all out of order. 


“The Senator from California does not offer his 


amendment, but merely gives notice of his 
intention to do so. 

Mr. POMEROY. He has had the sense to 
withdraw it. . 

“Mr. COLE. Not quite. It is suspended at 

the request of the Senator from lowa. Let it 
be passed over. The Clerk can proceed with 
the bill. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the 
bill down to the clause making appropriations 
for the office of the supervising architect of the 
‘Treasury Department. : 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will this be the time to 
move an amendment to any portion of the 


bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
rHoxy in the chair.) Not until the amend- 
ments of the committee have been acted upon. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I propose to amend this 
clause by raising the salary of the supervis: 
ing architect of the Treasury from $3,000 to 
$5,000. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator should give notice of the amendment and 
have it referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 3 


Mr. COLE. The proposition to amend 

not be in order without notice. © 
_Mr. CONKLING.. It would be inorder to 
give notice to-day and move it to-morrow. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I give the notice now to 
the Senator from California. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment should be reduced to writingand handed 
to the Secretary and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, f 

Mr. RAMSEY. Iwilldo that, 
payee Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the 

ill. i 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 18,line four hun- 
dred and twenty-eight, in the appropriation 
for the office of Commissioner of Customs, to 
reduce the number of clerks of class two 
from nine to eight; of class one, from seven 
to five; and to reduce the total appropriation 
from $40,760 to $36,960. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 21, line 
four hundred and ninety-three, in the appro: 
priations for the office of Treasurer of the 
United States, after the words ‘five male 
laborers, ’’ to insert “at $720 each.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 21, to 
strike out the following proviso to the appro- 
priations for the office of Register of the Treas- 
ury, from line five hundred and eight to line 
five hundred and twenty-three: 


Provided, That, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to pay to the Register of the Trens- 
ury, out of the money appropriated to defray the 
expenses of the loans, such compensation as he may. 
deem just and proper for the additional labor per- 
formed by the said Register under the laws funding 
the public debt, notto exceed $1 25 per hundred bonds 
signed by him, under authority of the acts of July 
l4, 1870, and January 20, 1871, providing for the re- 
funding of the public debt; and that the same rate 
shall be allowed the said Register for all bonds hore- 
after signed by him: Provided, That the whole 
amount of compensation thus allowed him, in addi- 
tion to the amount of salary now allowed by law, 
shall not exceed $1,500. : i 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President— 
Mr. POMEROY. I should like the com- 
mittee to give some reason for striking that 


out: 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwas about to ask that ques- 
tion, and I hope the Senate will not concur in 
the amendment. l 

Mr. POMEROY. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I thought he got up to speak on another 
question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I got up on this question. I 
ask the Senate not to adopt this amendment. 
The adoption of this amendment will not only 
be doing a great injustice to a public officer, 
but will be departing from the usage of the 
Government followed from 1887. In 1837 Con- 
gress, in appropriating money for the purpose 
of carrying out the law to create a loan, made 
this provision: 

“That a sum not exceeding $20,000, to be paid out 
of any unappropriated money in the Treasury, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for defray~ 
ing the expenses of preparing, printing, engraving, 
signing, and otherwise incident to the issuing of the 
‘Treasury notes authorized by this act.” 

Underthat statute the Register of the Treas- 
ury was paid for signing the Treasury notes, 
and I am informed by the present Register. of 
the Treasury that the vouchers of the office 
show that he was paid at that time an extra 
compensation of $1 25 for every hundred sigs 
natures, and that the vouchers in the office 
show payments for three years amounting to 
$550 for that extra service performed by the 
Register. Under the loan acts all the Regis- 
ters of the Treasury, from 1861 to 1869, were 
paid out of a similar fand extra compensation 
amounting to about one thousand dollars annu- 
ally éach. er: a 

The present Register of the Treasury has 
performed the same duties; adding very largely 
to his labors, aud requiring, as Tam informed 
by him, and as I-have no doubt is the case, 
many extra-hours of labor during a large por- 
tion of last’ sammer, and the House has added 


will 
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this proviso for the purpose of compensating 
him for this extra labor at the same rate that 
has been adopted heretofore for paying his 
predecessors in office, and providing also that 
he shall hereafter be allowed out of the same 
fund at the same rate. 

Ifthe Senate will look at the compensation 
that is allowed to the various heads of bureaus 
in the Treasury they will find that the First 
Comptroller has $5,000 ; the Treasurer, $6,000; 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, $6,000; 
the Deputy Commissioner, $3,500, and the 
Auditors and Commissioner of Customs, $3,000 
each. These heads of bureaus, who have these 
duties to perform, are certainly none of them 
too well paid; but those who have three-thou- 
sand-dollar salaries have not imposed upon 
them such extra labor as is imposed upon the 
Register of the Treasury by the negotiation of 
loans, as he is required to sign all the bonds, 
and that does impose upon him a very consid- 
erable labor. 

Lhe propriety of this compensation having 
been recognized by the House of Representa- 
tives, aud this provision sent to us, l shall be 
very glad to hear from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations what reasons 
have operated upon the committee to induce 
them to depart from the practice of the Gov- 
ernment heretofore in allowing the Register 
of the Tréasury the compensation for this 
labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The reason that induced 
the committee to propose to amend this bill in 
this particular was one which was found in 
fidelity to law, to begin with. The statutes of 
the United States have for many years, in 
repeated and emphatic language, provided that 
extra compensation to officers in the Treasury 
Department and in other Departments should 
not be allowed for the performance of official 
duties or for extra duties, because that sort of 
thing, and partly in the instances to which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania refers, of early 
registers possibly, had grown to be a great 
abuse; and the theory and idea of these stat- 
utes to which I refer has been, as I submit to 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania it 
ought to be, that the salary which the officer 
is to have is to be a plain and fixed one for the 
performance of a certain class of duties to be 
named in dollars, so that all the world may 

know exactly what he is to have, that per- 
quisites and additions and addendas and com- 
missions and allowances are contrary to the 
true method of carrying on a Government. 

It sometimes happens, it is true, that there 
are ceriain inferior offices where it seems dif- 
ficult to fix a salary in the sense of which I 
speak ; possibly some clerks sometimes per- 
form duties outside the duties of their office 
which may be exceptions to the principle I 
lay down. That rule, it seems to me, applies 
with great force to the Register of the Treasury, 
who is the recording officer of that branch; he 
handles no money; he has no financial respons- 
ibility in the sense of being responsible for 
subordinates, as the Treasurer is, and as many 
other officers are; but he keeps the record, so 
to speak, of the Treasury Department, of its 
operations, and the law, therefore, has required 
him, the earlier acts not to sign, but to coun- 
tersign the loans and notes issued, as the laws 
now require him to sign and countersign, and 
it provides for him under all these great loans 
additional assistance of clerical force to that 
duty. That is what the present state of the 
Jaw is. The laws which have been referred to 
by this gentleman, who I presume has seen 
many of the Senators on the subject, and 
which he believes have authorized previous 
Registers to receive compensation, when you 
look at them, will turn out to be quite otber- 
wise, 

There is no statute, at least none that has 
been referred to, which has ever authorized 

_ the payment of any money to the Register of 
the Treasury for signing bonds. On the con- 
trary, the very acts to which he refers, (and I 


need not take up your time now in reading 
them, ) and which this officer supposes author- 
ized the Treasury Department to pay his pre- 
decessors, do not do anything of the kind. 
On the contrary, the appropriations that have 
been made have been for employing such addi- 
tional assistance to aid in the performance 
of the duties which the law fixed a compensa- 
tion to him for as might be necessary. 

Therefore, the statutes of the United States 
never have authorized the payment out of the 
Treasury, either by way of payment by the hun- 
dred bonds, commissions, or otherwise, of 
anything to the Register of the Treasury for 
the performance, as far as he does perform it, 
of this official duty. Itis the very thing that 
belongs to the officer for him to do, and the 
chief thing, and therefore any payments that 
have been made to his predecessors have not 
only been contrary to the true theory of car- 
rying on a Government, but have been contrary 
to law. 

When the present Secretary of the Treasury 
came into office, and when the present Admin- 
istration came into office, imbued with the 
desire to rectify abuses in every branch of the 
Government, and to have all of the Executive 
Departments carried on in strict subordination 
to law, the Secretary of the Treasury, on exam- 
ination of the subject, came to the conclusion, 
which is plain enough to anybody who will 
look at it, that these payments which had 
theretofore, under looser administrations, 
been permitted to be made to this officer and 
to others for what are called extra services, 
were notin conformity to law and must be 
stopped, and so they were stopped. And this, 
I say in passing, is only one of a thousand 
instances in which tbe present management 
of the Government of the country has been 
rectifying abuses when people out of doors 
have been crying ‘‘ wolf” all the time, and is 
will go on in the same way. 

Now, to return to this point, this being the 
state of the case, this gentleman comes io us 
and says that the labors which the law imposes 
upon him to-day in signing and countersign- 
ing all these bonds are not adequately paid 
for; that is to say, it is the simple proposition 
that his salary is not large enough. Grant it 
for the sake of the argument. I think I may 
grant that if I were to read just the salaries of 
these gentlemen, and hundreds of other officers 
of the Government to-day, I should raise a 
great many of them, while some others J 
should reduce. But it seemed expedient to 
the committee, and that appeared to meet the 
universal approval of the Senate, that we 
should not at this time go into a modification 
either up or down of salaries or compensations 
already fixed by law, and so we have reported 
adversely upon the bill to increase the salary 
of this gentleman, to increase the salary of 
some of the auditors, to increase a great many 


salaries and readjust them, in order that we | 


should not by taking up even a dozen dis- 
adjust and make worse even than it is now 
the inequality that exists in the Government 
from creating new officers and different offices 
at different times, but rather to wait until we 
should have the finances of the country brought 
to such a condition as to have a doliar worth 
a dollar and get down upon a steady basis of 
values and a steady progress of the autonomy 
of the Government, when we could then re- 
adjust all the offices that need to be continued 
upon an equal and proper basis; and that, as 
I believe, met with the universal approval of 
the Senate. 

It may be true that this gentleman’s salary, 
looked at alone, may be too small. But look 
in this same bill at the salary of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury—nota bureau officer, 
but one who in the absence of the Secretary, 
as the Secretary is often obliged to be absent, 
has the whole responsibility resting upon his 
shoulders of carrying on the operations of the 
finance department of the Government. We 
pay him the sum of $3,500 a year, anly $500 
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more than this simple bureau officer receives; 
and yet be is obliged to sign—thbis is put on 
the ground of signatures—he is obliged by the 
duties of his office as the Register is by the 
duties of his office, to sign his name probably 
five times in each day where the Register is 
obliged to sign once, to say nothing of the 
large responsibility and the large variety of 
other duties which are imposed upon him. 
Now if we are to raise the salary of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury from $3,000 to $3,500, 
or $4,000, or whatever it may be, we ought in 
like degree to raise the salary of the Assistant 
Secretary. I only speak of that as one of per- 
haps many instances in that one Department 
alone, where if you startone stone in the edifice 
you only produce a greater disarrangement than 
exists now and greater inequality unless you 
look over the whole ground and equalize all; 
and if you do that inone Department, as we have 
found heretofore in our experience, you are 
immediately appealed to and on grounds which 
are unanswerable if you once take the step, 
by every other Department, ‘‘You must 
rectify us; you must readjust us; you must not 
be invidious in your favors to the Treasury 
Department because it has the money, but you 
must extend equal justice to all the restof us.” 

Lhope my honorable friend will not press 
this amendment iv this form. It may be that 
in another way which may be suggested to him 
something may possibly be done, although I 
cannot say how that is, because I put it, and 
we all put it, not upon the ground of under- 
taking either to condemn or justify this gen- 
tleman in his action, or to say that he has too 
much or too little, but it is really and practi- 
cally only a proposition to increase the salary 
for official services of this one gentleman in 
the Treasury Department. ‘That is the whole 
of the story. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no other desire than 
that the discretion which is vested by this bill 
in the Secretary of the Treasury with refer- 
ence to other employés or officers in that De- 
partment shall also be vested in him with 
I concur with what 
the Senator from Vermont has said as to the 


expediency of having salaries fixed so that iv^ 


is understood what the compensation of officers 
is to be. But when he concedes that there are 
exceptions in the office in which it is proper 
to vest in the Secretary of the Treasury the 
discretion of determining whether extra com- 
pensation ought to be paid, then he agrees to 
just what I stated in this ease, that this is an 
exception, and I wish to have it vested in the 
Secretary of the Treasury to determine whether 
it is one of those which ought to have and 
deserve extra compensation. 

Now, I find on page 17 of the bill, which 
has been passed and adopted, this provision: 

‘For additional clerks and additional compensa- 
tion to clerks in his office, $22,500.” 

And under that provision in former appro- 
priation bills—and doubtless it will be so under 
the present—the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been in the habit of making extra compensa- 
tion to those clerks in bis Department whose 
extra labors deserved it to such an extent, ag 
I am informed. and J find no fault with it that 
one of the clerks in that Department receives 
a higher salary than the head of either of the 
bureaus to which I have referred—more than 
three thousand dollars per annum, If the 
Senator objects to this mode of compensation, 
I am willing to follow the one which in prac- 
tice has been used in the Dapartment of pay- 
ing a specific sum for each signature, or I 
would have no objection that the same dis- 
cretion should be vested in the Secretary of 
the Treasury with reference to the Register of 
the Treasury, to pay him what he believes to 
be proper for additional compensation for the 
additional labor devolved upon him-in requir- 
ing bim to sign the large number of bonds that 
will in al probability be issued under the loan 
acts, as they have heretofore been issued under 
the existing loan acts. 
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This salary, I may say, was fixed, if I am 
correctly informed, in 1817, and it has re- 
mained at that sum through all the mutations 
that have since occurred in the increased prices 
of living, and it remains to-day at $3,000, as 


it was in 1817, with ali the increased duties 


that have been devolved upon that officer by 
the increase in the business of the country, 
and particularly by the increase in later years 
with reference to loans, the laws in relation 
to them having imposed additional and oner- 
ous datjes upon him. I ask the Senate to 
adhere to the House provision on this subject ; 
but if that is not deemed proper, then i shall 
ask tbat this officer shall be provided for by 
making such discretionary provision for him 
to be regulated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as is made fur other officers who do per- 
form extra labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate any more, but my friend 
from Pennsylvania seems to understand that | 
concede the propriety of what is provided in 
another part of the bill, coming down from 
former times, appropriating a small sum of 
money to be used in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as extra compensation. 
I do not concede its propriety. Í think it 
improper. Butmy friend may not know, per- 
haps, as I do, that that is the tip end, if I may 
use so common an expression, of one of the 
legacies that the war and Mr. Johnson’sadmin- 
istration gave to us. At the end of the war, 
and in 1866 or 1867, there was a prodigious 
effort, in the then state of the currency and 
the prices of things, to raise the salaries of 
all the officers and clerks in the Departments, 
and everywhere else, for aught I know; and 
the question was whether we should fix a set 
of salaries at a high figure which experience 
proves can be rarely if ever reduced, or whether 
we should tide over (to use the expression of 
an honorable Senator from Maine, who has 
since left us, and who was then chairman of 
the Committee on Finance which then had 
charge of these appropriation bills) this ex- 
ceptional and as we hoped temporary period of 
inflation of prices and currency without mak- 
ing an increase of salaries and emoluments, 
in order that when we should reach hard pan 
again we should stand upon a footing where 
we should not havea great squabble in reducing 
compensations, ‘Therefore in those days we 
used to give, I think. $300,000. I believethat 
was the first sum which we putin in this way to 
be used at the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to help along those people who 
would have starved without it, and whose ser- 
vices were of great importance to the Govern- 
mentand could not be supplied. This has run 
down under the present Administration until we 
only have the shadow of it left, $22,500, which 
has enabled the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
last year or two to keep employed in his office 
in finishing out the war work and those old 
affairs young men who are mere clerks, but 
who can command and who have been offered 
over and over again twice the compensation to 
go into private lite and into mercantile houses 
and banks that they receive there. Young 
men beginning in life with little families to 
bring up, the necessity of whose work there is 
great because they have special skill, are thus 
induced to resist the tempiation of even higher 
prices than the Secretary can give them in order 
that he may have the benefit of their services. 

1 do not defend the principle of it by any 
meaus; it is wrong; buta wrong philosophical 
principle and a right practice tor the moment 
is perhaps the lesser of the two evils. When 
it comes to that, if a proposition be made to 
include other officers, it will stand upon its 
own merits. In this form, I think my friend 
ought to agree that he ought not to press it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I send to the Chair an 
amendment of which I give notice to this bill. 
I follow the rule that it may be referred tothe 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I rise merely to. make 
an inquiry for my owninformation. The clause 
which it is proposed to strike out contemplates 
the payment to the Register of the Treasury 
of additional compensation on account of his 
being compelled to sign certain bonds of the 
Government. The question I wish to ask of 
some one who isabletoansweristhis: whether 
he signs these bonds with his own hand, or 
his name is simply printed on them with a 


stamp? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, and Mr. 
SCOTT. Hesigns them with his own hand. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I should like to 
ask anotherquestion; and thatis, what the pro- 
portion of bonds which ke is required to sign 
under the funding law bears to the proportion 
which he has already signed of the bonds of 
the United States heretofore issued to which 
his signature is appended? I presume he has 
signed a very great many more than he will 
have to sign under the funding law, and [should 
like to know whether any additional compen- 
sation has ever been heretofore asked on ac- 
count of the onerous duty that devolved on 
him of signing those bonds. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Several years 
ago, when we were having more paper signed 
at the office of the Register of the Treasury 
than has been signed of late or will be prob- 
ably in the future—and this is the chief busi- 
ness of the Register, to sign his name under 
the authority alluded to by my colleague—the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I believe, allowed 
the sum of $600 to the Register for some years, 
and that was at a time when our currency was 
not worth more than forty or fifty or sixty 
cents on the dollar as compared with gold. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from Vermont 
will permit me, I will state to him that my in- 
formation is that from 1861 to 1869 $1,000 
annually was allowed to the Register of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
may be correct, but I have understood hereto- 
fore that it was $600. What I rose to say, 
Mr. President, was this: the Committee on 
Finance have had this subject under considera- 
tion for some time, and have more than once 
reported a bill to equalize salaries and to raise 
such as they thought ought to be raised, and 
this, as has already been said, is but one of 
quite a number more that should be raised, 
if any are raised. 1 hardly think it is expe- 
dient for us to act upon this case singly, and 
I hope that the Committee on Fmance will 
report at this session a bill embracing the 
whole subject. But lest the Senate should pass 
in favor of this measure of striking out what 
has been reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations adversely, I will propose the follow- 
ing amendment: to strike out on page 22, alter 
the word ‘‘loans’’ in line five hundred and 
eleven down to and including line five hundred 
and twenty-three, and insert ‘‘the sum of 
$800.°? That will make it read: 


That the Secretary of tho Treasury is hereby 
authorized to pay to the Register of the Treasury, 
out of the money appropriated to defray the ex- 
penses of the loans, in addition to the amount of 
salary now allowed by law, the sum of $800. 


I most decidedly object to paying an addi- 
tional compensation for almost the sole duty 
of the Register of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont proposes to amend the 
portion of the bill proposed to be stricken out. 
‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. Commencing in line five 
hundred and eleven, it is proposed to strike 
out after the word ‘‘loans’’ all down to and 
including the word “him,” in line five hun- 
dred and twenty-one, and to strike out line 
five hundred aud twenty three and insert in 
lien of the words in that line the words, ‘* the 
sum of $800;” so that, if amended, the pro- 
viso will read: ‘ 

Provided, That-the Secretary of the Treasury is 


hereby authorized to pay to the. Register of the: 
Treasury, out of the money appropriated to defray 
the expenses of the Joans, in addition to the amount 
of salary now allowed by law, the sum of $810. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the chairman 
of the committee if there is now an Assist- 
ant Register. We struck out of the appropria- 
tion bill a year ago, I think, the salary of the 
Assistant Register, because he was not. needed. 

Mr. COLE. There is one provided for in 
this bill. I do not know who he jis nor what 
his special duties are. There is a salary here 
for him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from. Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morri.. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on striking out the proviso as amended. | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will be struck 


out. 

Mr.SCOTT. The question is on the amend- 
ment striking out the proviso? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Asamended. 

Mr. SCOTT. Voting “ay,” we vote to 
strike it out? , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Voting “ay” is to sus- 
tain the committee in the effort to keep sal- 
aries where they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to strike out the proviso: 
as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and 
nays aud settle this question once for all. I 
do not want to stand here fighting for this bill 
unless the Senate want to have things kept 
down, Let us settle it at once. 

Mr. COLE. A call for the yeas and nays 
will break up the Senate, and we can raise the’ 
question again. < 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very sorry to dis- 
obey my leader and chairman, but if Senators 
cannot stay here and attend to an appropria- 
tion bill—especially the reformers who are 
all gone—and stand by the committee in keep- 
ing down the expenses of the Government, 
we ought to know it, and I do not care if it 
does break up a quorum. A 

Mr. COLE. The fact is conspicuous enough, 
and I think we had better go on. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only four o'clock. 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator from Ohio 
will withdraw the motion, Í will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. i 

Mr. THURMAN. I withdraw the motion 
in order that the Senator from Alabama may 
make his motion. | op hi 

Mr. COLE. Ihave not taken my seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I appeal to my colleague on 
the committee to let this question go over 
until to-morrow, in order that we may go on 
with the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a quorum here 
now. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

The question being put; there were on @ 
division—ayes 21, noes 9;- no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask that. the 
absent Senators may be called. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. i : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ohio 
is remarkably tender of his friends this after- 
noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves ‘that the Senate do now 
adjourn. ; i 

‘Mr. THURMAN: ‘Tender of my. friends? 

I do not understand the Senator’s remark, 
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What does he mean? I think I can show what 
proportion of my friends are here. ` 

Mr. CONKLING, The Senator is out of 
order debating his own motion. It is not de- 
batable. 

Tke PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Ohio has moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I ask for the yeas and 
nays. z 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Carpenter Corbett, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hawilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Pool, Robert- 
son, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton, and Trumbull—1s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Gilbert, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Vickers, and Wilson—23, 

ABSENT—~—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, 
Chandler, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Hamlin, lowe, Kelly Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Pratt, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, West, Windom, 
and Wright—32. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty minutes spent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 
four o'clock and twenty-nine minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvurspay, February 18, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
and then 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved that the 
further readiug of the Journal be dispensed 


with. 
The SPEAKER. That will require unani- 


mous consent, 

No objeciion was made, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

SECRETARY OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in relation to the 
non-payment of the salary of the secretary of 
New Mexico, and ez officio superintendent of 
public buildings in that Verritory; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WOOD'S END BAR SHOALS, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer 
to the resolution of the House of January 22, 
1872, in relation to establishing a light to mark 
the shoals known as Wood’s Eind bar, in Prov- 
incetown, Massachusetts. ; 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I move that this com- 
munication be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

TRADE ON NORTHEASTERN FRONTIER, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- | 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmit- 
ting a draft of a bill relating to the trade by 
sea on the northeastern frontier; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, 


WHITE EARTH RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 


sent, laid before the House a communication || 


from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation to aid and 
encourage the Indians on the White Earth 
reservation in Minnesota; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STORM SIGNALS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War in relation to the 
expense of the observation and report of 
storms by telegraph and signals; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior in relation 
to the claim of William E. Dougherty, on 
account of depredations alleged to have been 
eommitted by Sioux Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRESENTS AND PROVISIONS FOR INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitung a 
statement of expenditures by the War Depart- 
ment for the purchase of presents and provis- 
ious for Indians during the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1871; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY POSTS IN TEXAS, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
statement showing the expenditures for con- 
struction and repairs of buildings at each fort 
and military postin Texas; whieh wasreferred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. . 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the Houge a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in answer to a 
resolution of the House adopted February 1, 
1872, in relation to the improvement of the 
harbors of Sandusky, Ashtabula, and Wauke- 
gan; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF NEBRASKA, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriations for the sur- 
vey of the northern boundary of Nebraska; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ELECTION CONTEST— WHITMORE YS. HERNDON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
testimony in the covtested-election case of 
Whitmore vs. Herndon, from the first congres- 
sional district of Texas; which was referred 
to the Committee of Elections. 


PRINTING OF LAND OFFICE REPORT. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution of the 
House in regard to printing the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has 
come back from the Senate with amendments. 
The original resolution will first be read, and 
afterward the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed five thousand copies of the report of the 


| Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1870, 


of which three thousand shall be for the use of the 
House, one thousand for the Senate, and one thou- 
sand for the land department. 

The SPEAKER, The amendments of the 
Senate will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the resolution so as to read as follows: 

ftesolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed ten thousand copies of -the report of the 


of which six thousand copies shall be for the use of 
the House, two thousand for the Senate, aud two 
thousand for the land department, 

Mr. BEATTY. I think that the amend- 
ments of the Senate had better be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. I make that 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. . 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS FOR PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER. A resolution from the Sen- 
ate for the printing of extra copies of the 
coast survey report, and another resolution 
in regard to extra copies of the report of the 
Tehauntepee surveying expedition, will be 
referred, if there be no objection, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

There was no objection. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent 
to introduce for consideration at the present 
time a bill (H. R. No. 1532) supplementary 
to the several acts relating to pensions. 

The bill, which was read, provides that ail 
persons who, under and by virtue of the first 
section of an act entitled ‘‘ An act supplement- 
ary to the several acts relating to pensions,” 
approved March 8, 1865, were deprived of 
their pensions during any portion of the time 
from March 8, 1865, to June 6, 1866, by reason 
of their being in the civil service of the United 
States, shall be paid their pensions withheld 
by virtue of said section of the act aforesaid 
during the period between March 8, 1865, and 
June 6, 1866. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
passed the House at the last session—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the gentleman 
allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill passed the House 
at the last session, but failed in the Senate for 
want of time. 1 have submitted it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and it is approved by him, as no doubt 
it would be by the Committee on Pensions. I 
have presented the bill because a committee 
of these maimed soldiers who have the matter 
in charge called upou me and requested me to 
present it. I did so, supposing there would 
be no opposition to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not object 
particularly, but there is one only safe ground, 
and that is to go on with this great machine in 
regular order, 4 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the gentleman object 
to it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Task, then, that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. DU BOSE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1533) to remove 
the political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment upon certain persons in the 
State of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides for the 
removal of all political disabilities imposed 
by the third section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
upon Joel Abbott, Billups and Augustus Reese, 
of the county of Morgan; Edward H. Potte, 
of the county of Warren; Chapley Ross Strother, 
of the county of Lincoln; Jobn Jones, of the 
county of Baldwin; N. C. Barnett, of the county 
of Baldwin; Henry B. Hulme, of the county 
of Eibert; Nicholas Deibl, of the county of 
Jefferson ; Miles W. Lewis, of the county of 
Green; James R, Lawhon, of Lampkin county ; 
James M. Motley, of the county of Harris, and 
Martin J, Crawford, of Muscogee county. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
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Mr. DU BOSE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION. 


Mr. EAMES, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Rhode Isiand, in relation to 
indemnity for French spoliations on American 
commerce; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business is the call of committees for reports, 
beginning with the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and the morning hour 
now begins, at twenty five minutes after twelve 
o’clock m. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
make a report from the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. McNEBLY. Ido not know of any bill 
having been acted on by that committee; Ido 
not know of any authority given by that com- 
mittee to report a bill. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I present 
it as a report of the committee. 

Mr. McNELLY. Was the gentleman au- 
thorized and instructed to make the report ? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MeNEWLY. When was that authority 
given? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I cannot 
remember the precise date; it was some days 


since. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I have attended every 
meeting of that committee, and do notremem- 
ber any such instruction. Í raise the question 
that this is not a report from that committee. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The 
majority of the committee instructed me to 
make the report. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether this is the 
pill about which I spoke to him yesterday, and 
which I understood the gentleman to say would 
not be reported for several days? 

Ir. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. It is the 
same bill, and my impression, when the gen- 
tleman spoke to me, was that the committee 
would not be called for a week or two. [am 
not disposed to press action on the bill at this 
time. I prefer action should be delayed for 
one or two weeks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have 
its consideration postponed. ` 

Mr. MeNEELY. Ihave never seen a major- 
ity of the committee present, and I wish to 
find out something about this bill. I hope, 
us a member of the committee, it will not be 
presented. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say my 
duties as member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means have required me to be in attend- 
ance elsewhere. I have not been able to give 
as much attention to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures as Í should like, 
and therefore requested the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to act in my place as chairman 
of the committee. I have never had the 
pleasure of meeting the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. McNsgry] at any meeting of the 
committee when I was there. This bill was 
under consideration at all the meetings of 
the committee which I attended, and I believe 
the report. now made to have been the action 
of the committee. I was about to ask that a 
day may be assigned for the consideration of 
the bill. i 

Mr. McNEELY. Ihave never myself seen, 
al any meeting of the committee, the gentle- 
man who has just addressed the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a question of. 
order. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Hoorer] having presented a report from this li from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


- 42p Cone, 2p Suss.—No, 63. 


‘reports to make. 


committee, my point of order is that no call 
for information as to the way in which that 
report was authorized is or can be made an 
objection to the reception of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hli- 
nois [Mr. McNrety] being a member of the 
committee has a right, under the rules, to raise 
the question that this is not the report of the 
committee. 7 

Mr. BANKS. But what the gentleman from 
Jilinois [Mr. McNeety] says is that he does 
not know that the committee agreed to report 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood 
him distinctly that this was not the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. McNEBLY. I did make that state- 


ment. 

Mr. BANKS. That was not the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois in the first 
instance. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair must correct the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Banks. | 


That was the distinct statement of the gentle- | 


man from Illinois, and it was on that state- 
ment that the Chair acted. 

Mr. BANKS. But E heard the gentleman 
say that he did not know when this report was 
authorized; he did not impugn the fact that 
the committee agreed to report the bili. And 
to recognize this as a case raising the question 
whether the report is to be submitted to the 
House is to give a gentleman who does not 
attend all the meetings of a committee an 
advantage over those who do Attend and have 
I agree with the Chair that 
if the statement were made that no such report 
had been authorized or agreed to by the com- 
mittee then there would be a question for 
submission to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would’remind 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Bayxs] 
that the language in which a gentleman may 
raise the question whether a report is the re- 
port of a committee is not prescribed in the 
rule. The Chair understood the gentleman, 
from Dlinois [Mr. McNyeLy] distincily to raise 
the question that this was not the report of 
the committee. He then went on to specify 
why itwas not. That might have been out of 
order. But the fact that he raised the ques- 
tion was specific, and it was the duty of the 
Chair to take cognizance of it. 

Mr. BANKS. It is a question which is 
debatable, and the gentleman had a right to 
state his reasons. But he stated, and his ob- 
ject in rising was to state that he did not know 
when the report was agreed to. I will ask the 
reporters of the House to read the grounds on 
which the gentleman from illinois stated that 
his objection was based. 

The SPEAKER. Amongthe mostunpleas- 
ant things which ever arise in the House isa 
matter of this kind. It always involves ques: 
tions of veracity, which are most uupleas- 
ant for the House to deal with, The Chair 
requests the attention of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoorgr] who reported 
the bill. Does he state that by a vote of the 
committee this bill was ordered to be reported ? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. BANKS. I regard this as a most 
important question, 

The SPEAKER. It is doubtless a most im- 
portant question, since it involves the veracity 
of members; and a question, the Chair takes 
the liberty to say, wbich it were better if it 
were never raised in the House. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I have been endeav- 
oring for some time to get the eye of the 
Speaker. My object was to make a statement 
which may relieve the question from some 
of its embarrassment. There have been sev- 
eral meetings of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. I believe I have at- 
tended all those meetings, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hooper, J who has 
been acting chairman since the gentleman 
Kztupy] has been 


occupied with the business of the: Committee 
of Ways and Means, has always been present. 
We have very carefully gone over the whole 
ground and it is rather a perplexing question. 
The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures met regularly for some two weeks as 
often as twice a week, and only once did I see 
the member from [llinois at those meetings, 
My impression is that he attended one meeting, 
l am not prepared to say whether that is so or 
not, but I do say that the committee have had 
several meetings when they had a quorum, and 
have gone over the law and the facts, and that 
the acting chairman of the committee [Mr. 
Hoorser] was directed by the committee to 
report the bill now presented to the House. 
Mr. McNEELY. I desire to say that since 
I have bsen a member of the committee I have 
attended every meeting of the committee of 
which I was notified. Upon one occasion the 
clerk of the committee notified Mr. PARKER, 
of New Hampshire, a former member of the 
committee, instead of myself, and therefore I: 
was not present, but after I learned there had 
been a meeting I met Mr. CRITCHER upon the 
floor of the House, and I asked what they had 
done, and he said that he left at twelve o’ clock, 
at which time they had come to no conclusion. 
I repeat that I have been present at every 
meeting of which I was notified, but I leit 
always at twelve o'clock. At one meeting 
while I was there, while we were investigating 
this subject, and while a majority of the com- 
mittee were present, the gentleman who has 
just addressed the House [Mr. Sroveutoy ] 
was there and the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. Hooper] was there. Atno time 
did I meet the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Kerer] there, his duty calling him else- 
where. I have tried to investigate this meas- 
ure, and to go over it section by section, but 


there has as yet been no opportunity to do |» 


that, and it is for that 
objection to the report. 
when I was present was 
of reporting this bill. 

Mr. POTTER. ‘This is a very important 
bill, and one requiring much consideration.’ I 
trust that the suggestion of the. gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Keniry] will be 
adopted by the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee, and that some day willbe fixed for the 
consideration of it, The bill was once before 
the House, avd we found it necessary to con- 
sider it section by section. I trast that some 
time will be fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I stated, 
Mr. Speaker, when I was ou the floor before, 
that I prefer that a day should be assigned in 
the future fer the consideration of this bill,’ 
and I will now move to make it the special 
order for the second Tuesday of March next, 
atter the morning hour. 

‘Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
making this bill the special order for the sec- 
ond Tuesday of March next after the morning 


reason that I make 
I say that at no time 
there a vote in favor 


hour? : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How long is it 
to remain a special order? 

The SPEAKER. Until disposed of. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Well, I trust 
we shall fix some time for the disposal of the 
pill. If you will do so I will not object to his 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that even if made the special order until dis- 
posed of it would not take precedence of the 
appropriation bills, for the gentleman from 
Ohio can always move to go into Committee 
of the Whole, but the Chair suggests if it was 
limited to a single day it would be no day at 


all. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Irise to a parliament- 
ary question. Not long since a bill was fixed 
for a particular day, and no provison was 
made that it should be considered from day to 
day until disposed of, but it was held by the 
Speaker that itpreceded a privileged question 
then pending. í j 
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The SPEAKER. What was the bill? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The educational bill. 

The SPEAKER. The inquiry of the gen- 

tleman from Wisconsin is a proper and per- 
tinent one, and the Chair desires to answer 
the gentleman’s inquiry. The motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is to make this 
pill the special order for the second Tuesday 
in March after the morning hour, without the 
usual words ‘‘to the exclusion of other busi- 
ness,’’? which the order in relation to the edu- 
cational bill had. Ithas been the practice of 
the House to make specialorders for a partic- 
ular day to the exclusion of all other orders, 
but that is not the proposition in the present 
case. But a special order, such as it is pro- 
posed to make this bill, will not be subject to so 
stringent regulations. It will be reached unless 
the House shall determine to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, or to adopt some other course 
more highly privileged. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] proposes that 
this bill shall be made a special order for the 
second Tuesday in March. The colleague of 
the gentleman [Mr. Barxs] suggests the first 
Tuesday in March, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. BANKS. The third Tuesday in March. 

The SPEAKER. Then this would interfere 
with a previous order for that day. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I will 
promise the gentleman that I will call the pre- 
vious question on the bill as soon as there bas 
been sufficient discussion to present the bill 
properly before the House. I will not take 
up the time of the House unnecessarily. 

Mr. BANKS. Ifthe previous question can be 
called on the second or third day, I will have 
no objection. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no such 
understanding as will bind the House. There 
may be an understanding between the gentle- 
men. 

Mr. BANKS, 
understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that the question is waived concerning this 
being a report of the committee if it is to be 
made aspecial order, asproposed. The Clerk 
will vead the rule in relation to the question 
whether a committee has been authorized to 
make a report. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Tf it is disputed that arcport has been ordered to 
be made by a committee the question of reception 
must be put to the House.” 

The SPEAKER. That question having been 
waived, the question is, ‘Shall this bill be 
received and made the special order- for the 
second Tuesday in March next, and from day 
to day until disposed of?” 

No objection was made; and accordingly 
the bill (H. R. No. 1427) revising and amend- 
ing the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, 
and coinage of the United States was reported 
from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and made the special order for the 
second Tuesday of March, and from day to 
day till disposed of. 


I will not object with that 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALBANY, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HALSEY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 1534) to provide for a building for the 
use of the post office, custom-house, United 
States circuit-and district courts, and internal 
revenue offices at Albany, New York; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Scere- 
tary of the Treasury to cause to be constructed 
a fire-proof buiiding at Albany, New York, on 
a central and suitable site to be donated to 
the United States by the city or citizens of 
Albany, suitable for the accommodation of 
the custom-hougse, post office, United States 
circuit and district courts, and internal revenue 
offices in that city, at a cost not exceeding the 
sum of $350,000; but before commencing 


work on the building he shall cause plans 
and estimates to be made therefor, so that no 
expenditure shall be made or authorized there- 
for exceeding the sum herein named, said 
building to be constructed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; provided 
that no money which may hereafter be appro- 
priated for this purpose shall be used or applied 
to the erection of the building until a valid 
title to the site thereof shall be vested in the 
United States, and until the State of New York 
shall cede its jurisdiction over the same, and 
shall also duly release and relinquish to the 
United States the right to tax or in any way 
assess the site or the property of the United 
States that may be thereon during the time 
that the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether 
there is any custom-house at Albany, New 
York? I believe there is not. 

Mr. HALSEY. There is a custom-house 


there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume itis a port of 
delivery. 

Mr. HALSEY. The duties collected there 
last year were over three hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether 
any public buildings at all have been erected 
by the Government of the United States in the 
city of Albany? 

Mr. HALSEY. Not. any. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say tat there has been no post office 
or other public building erected there? 

Mr. HALSEY. No public building what- 
ever has been erected in Albany by the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. WOOD. Government owns no building 
there. 

Mr. POTTER. There is no Government 
building in Albany. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do not the Federal courts 
hold regular sessions there ? f 

Mr. HALSEY. They do, in the city hall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Government has 
erected no public building there, and it is a 
port of entry, which I believe it is not-—— 

Mr. HALSEY. It is; and on goods en- 
tered there duties were collected last year 
amounting to more than three hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There would seem to be 
some reason for the erection there‘of a build- 
ing for the post office and Federal courts, but 
the appropriation is certainly a very large one. 

Mr. HALSEY. I will occupy the floor only 
for a moment and then yield to other gentle- 
men who desire to speak upon this bill. The 
building provided for in this bill is most 
urgently needed, Albany being among those 
cities that have long suffered inadequate ac- 
commodations from the General Government 
in the matter of public offices. By way of 
information to the House I will state that 
Albany at the last census had a population 
of over 133,000, and it should be remembered 
that the city has large commercial and manu- 
facturing interests; her lumber-yards alone 
covering over. one hundred and ten acres of 
ground. It is the terminus of the Erie canal, 
and the central point of a large railroad cir- 
cuit. The total receipts of the post office at 
that city during the last year were over one 
hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars. The 
internal revenue collected there since 1863 
amounts to over fifteen million dollars. The 
pension agent at that city has over eleven 
thousand pensioners on his rolls, and paid out 
during the last year over one million seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

There are no quarters or conveniences what- 
ever in the city of Albany for the accommo- 
dation of the United States courts which the 
Government can control. The courts some- 
times sit in the fourth story of the city hall, 
sometimes in the supervisors’ room, sometimes 
elsewhere, There are-no permanent quarters 


H 


whatever. The total absence of all accom- 
modation, not only for the post office, the 
custom-house, and the United States courts, 
but for all uses required by the General Gov- 
ernment ; the fact that Albany is the capital 
of the State, that her population ranks amoug 
the largest cities, and that a Government 
building of no kind has ever been erected 
there ; these and other valid reasons have in- 
duced the committee to report this bill, and 
the report was agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations during the last 
Congress was charged with the consideration 
of this question of appropriations for public 
buildings, and in the performance of their 
duty they considered the proposition for the 
erection of a public building at Albany. The 
committee came to the conclusion—I! do not 
remember whether it was unanimous, but cer 
tainly it was concurred in by a large majority 
of the committee—that if a public building 
was needed anywhere outside of the great 
metropolitan cities Albany certainly had as 
strong a claim as any place. The committee 
therefore recommended an appropriation for 
that purpose; butit was defeated in the House 
in connection with many other similar propo- 
sitions. I think that if we pass any bill of 
this sort we ought to pass this. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I fully coneur 
with what my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
Houtman] has said on this subject; and I wish 
to call attention to what the Secretary of the 
Treasury has said in regard to these public 
buildings in his last annual report. On the 
twelfth page of that document he enumerates 
the public works now in progress, and then 
says: 

“The prosecution of these works—four of which 
are of great importance—in connection with public 
buildings to be erected at Chicago, and the erection 
of marine hospitals at Pittsburg, San Francisco, and 
New York, will, in my opinion, sufficiently occupy 
the supervising architect of the Treasury and the 
force at his command, I cannot, therefore, advise 
appropriations for other public buildings until some 
of those in process of construction shall have been 


| completed. The points at which the erection or 


repair of public buildings is most needed are H 
ford, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, and St. Louis,” 


The Secretary of the Treasury, in addition 


art~ 


| to the statement in his report, said, when talk- 


ing over the whole matter of public build- 
ings before the Committee on Appropriations, 
that the force now employed on publie build- 
ings cannot do more than they now have on 
hand ; and the four places named, if so many 
should be added, are those most requiring the 
attention of the Government in the erection 
of public buildings. Now, the Committee on 

Public’Buildings and Grounds have brought in 
a proposition for an entirely new building— 
not a building at any of the four places named 
by the Secretary as those most imporiant—~a 
publie building at a point which, as I under- 
stand, was discussed last year by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and decided to be a 
place where such a building was not necessary, 
I hope the House of Representatives will not 
at this time take up a new proposition, begin 
a new and great work, when the Government 
already has on hand far more work of this 
kind than can be done during the year. In- 
deed if we do this work we must so seuiter 
our efforts that we shall have a great group of 
public buildings—some half finished, some Just 
begun, some three fourths finished—publie 
buildings in all the various stages of erection, 
butnone completed; thus scattering our money, 
as it seems to me, most unwisely. 

_Thope, therefore, the House will not at this 
time authorize the beginning of this new and 
great work. We ought to inguire, first of all, 
how much can we afford to expend in begin- 
ning new structures, and next where are the 
points of most importance. We have already 
passed on Chicago and St. Louis; these stood 
out in special importance. It is now pro- 
posed to jump over the remaining points re- 
garded by the Secretary as most important, 
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and authorize a public building at a place 
which he has not named. I hope the House 
will not do it. 

Mr, HALSEY. 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not think the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] is a good one. He 
bases it, as I understand, on the report of the 
supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No; on the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So far as the public 
lands are concerned, the Secretary of the 
Treasury speaks from the report of the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury Department. 

The gentleman from Ohio bases his argu- 
ment upon the ground that there are enough 
public buildings in the process of erection to 
engage the attention of the supervising archi- 
tect and the force at his command. In my 
opinion, if the supervising architect of the 
Treasury can be keptin the city of Washington 
attending to that other duty he has to perform 
under the appointment of the President of the 
United States, on the Board of Public Works 
of the District of Columbia, and kept away 
from the public buildings of the Government, 
it would be far better for the Government, and 
we could erect our public buildings more eco- 
nomically and much better. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to stint 
in the matter of erecting public buildings in 
large towns, and especially at the capitals of 
States. Ihave no doubt the city of Albany 
and the needs of that district require a public 


Į now yield to the gentle- 


building, and I think the amount of $300,000 is, 


probably an economical amount to be expended 
for that work. I cannot see any force in the 
objection of the gentleman from Ohio. Ihave 
no doubt if he should raise the salary of the 
supervising architect of the Treasury $1,000 
he would have plenty of time to finish all of 
these public buildings. Ifwe are not to erect 
public buildings because the supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury cannot have time in which 
to attend to them, what an unfortunate thing it 
would be if he should be taken off or resign? 
According to the gentleman’s argument, no 
other architect in the United States could be 
found of sufficient ability to erect our public 
buildings. But none of us believe any such 
thing. ` 

Sir, the best architect to be employed to 
erect public buildings in Albany would be 
some reputable architect of that city who 
would understand the character of building 
materials best adapted to structures in that 
city, who would know where they could be 
procured at the cheapest rates, who also would 
understand the character of the soil, and who 
would know when he had gone deep enough 
to secure proper foundations for any build- 
ings which were to be erected there. For 
we recollect that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] has told us that this 
supervising architect of the Treasury after he 
had made up his plan was compelled to dig 
down twenty or thirty feet deeper in order to 
secure safe foundations for the New York 
post office. 

Now, we all know that the best officers to 
do any work, the best men to employ in any 
duty, are the men who are upon the ground 
where the work is to be done. The idea of 
the architect of the Treasury Department here 
in Washington must go ‘‘ galivanting’’ all over 
the United States and carrying his ‘‘jobbers’’ 
with him is utterly absurd. 

Mr. PLATT. The morning hour is rapidly 
passing away, and in order that the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds may not lose 
all of its time, I make the question that the 
gentleman from Illinois is not discussing the 
bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not per- 
ceive where the gentleman from Illinois has 
transgressed the legitimate line of debate. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the gentleman’s 
corns are any better, then J am through with 
all I have to say. 

Mr. HALSEY. The sub-committee called 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury in refer- 
ence to this building, and I now send to the 


Clerk’s desk to be read a letter from the Sec-’ 


retary of the Treasury, and a letter from the 
supervising architect of the Treasury. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 6, 1872. 
Sir: As requested by you I transmit herewith the 
report of the supervising architect, who was in- 
structed to visit Albany, New York, and to examine 
the various questions connected with the proposed 
public building in that city. : 
Very respectfully, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. Gro. A. HALSEY, Chairman Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings, &e., House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
February 6, 1872. 

Sie: In acgordance with your instructions I have 
visited Albany, New York, with the sub-committee 
of the Committee on Public Buildings of the House 
of Representatives, (Messrs. Orr and Perry,) and 
conferred with those gentlemen in regard to the 
various questions connected with the proposed pub- 
lie building at that place, and more particulariy to 
examine the Albany Exchange building, which has 
been offered to the Government, with a view to de- 
termine the expediency of purchasing said building 
and converting it to use of the Government. 

After as careful and thorough an examination of 
the building as could be made without the original 
plans, or an expensive survey, I am satisfied that 
although well located, on a most admirable piece 
of property, to adapt it to the wants of the public 
service would be a costly, difficult, and hazardous 
undertaking, and that when so altered it would be 
far inferior to a new building that could be erected 
ata cost approximating very nearly to the cost of 
the property and the expenditures that must be 
made upon it. I cannot estimate the value of the 
property for Government purposes at anything more 
than the value of the land and the value of the 
material contained in the building. 

The post office. which is now situated in the Ex- 
change building, is certainly the worst arranged and 
inconvenient that I ever examined both as regards 
conveniences for the public and facilities for the 
proper transaction of business. I believe that the 
necessity for a new building is urgent and pressing, 
and that there are few,if any, points in the country 
that should claim precedence overit., 

I have examined several beautiful sites in Albany, 
one of which is owned by the city, and which, I was 
assured by a member of the city government and by 
several very influential citizens, would be donated 
to the Government as a site for the new building. 
If this should be done, I would recommend the 
acecptance of the proposal, and the erection ofa 
building on the lot, which can be done within the 
limits of the appropriation requested, namely, 


$330,000. 
Very respectfully, A. B. MULLETT, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. GEO. S. BOUTWELL, ` 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALSEY. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER. ] 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I have a single 
purpose in desiring to make a remark or two, 
and that is to ask the attention of the House 
to the reason the Secretary of the Treasury has 
assigned why we ought not to enter upon new 
public works now. It does not, sir, so much 
lie in the fact alluded to by my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Farysworra] that the architect 
is busy elsewhere, but it is in the number and 
magnitude, as regards expenses, of the unfin- 
ished public works now on our hands in this 
country. He states them explicitly, one by 
one, and after stating them, he says that until 
some of them are finished we ought not to 
undertake any more. He submits that state- 
ment to the House, as the treasurer, as the 
money officer of the Government, to whom we 
look for our estimates. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like if we could 
that we shall make this vote a test vote, on the 
question as to whether we will recognize and 
abide by this recommendation of the Secretary. 
I believe that this is the first measure that we 
are invited to pass, which is in contravention 
of his recommendation. For, although we. 
have passed bills for more important works, 
yet this is among the works which he thinks 
we had better’ not now enter upon. I hope, 
therefore, the House will decide to make this 


a test case, as far. as we can, to determine 
whether we will adhere to the policy and sane- 
tion the reasoning of the Secretary, or whether 
we will not. And the especial reason why. I 
desire that is because my own State stands in 
the same relations to this matter as the State 
of New York does. And I would like to take 
the vote on this question as furnishing me some 
limit as to what my duties are, as a Represent- 
ative, to my own State. . 

Now, having said this much, I desire toadd 
(and I will then sit down) that Iam not-in 
favor of the view of the. Secretary. I think, 
sir, that it is a bad economy to permit these 
great. points, like Albany, and like the capital 
of my own State, to go without those abso- 
lutely necessary works. I seea smile og the 
face of my good-natured friend from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Vauenay.] I presume he would 
be disposed to say the same thing in. regard 
to Memphis. Now, I think in regard to those 
great centers of business it is good economy 
for us to build, under, of course, careful esti- 
mates and proper restrictions, these great and 
permanent public works, getting clear of the 
rest. If we do this, building of stone that 
will not perish, we will add to the property 
of the country, and will find that no dollar 
has been lost which has been judiciously and 
wisely expended. It will save our rents. It 
will add to the material wealth of the Govern- 
ment, dollar for dollar what we expend. And 
I think those works ought to be built now. I 
am in favor of building them now. And I 
hope, proceeding wisely, and discriminating 
acturately and thoroughly, we will give to 
such points in the United States as really 
need them, such economic structures—not 
great, extravagant, and foolish ones, but such 
economic and permanent structures as will 
supply the permanent wants of the Govern- 
ment in this regard. 

Mr. HALSEY. I now yield to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Tyner. ] 

Mr. TYNER. I take this occasion to say, 
in connection with the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] that, 
speaking for myself, for I have no right what- 
ever to speak for the committee, I will be 
glad if the vote on the pending Dill shall be 
taken as atest vote on the question whether 
or not the House will sanction the action of 
the committee in reporting other bills than 
those that have been recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The committee 
has already taken action in regard to other 
propositions than those that were presented 
in the report of the Secretary, and has rec- 
ommended the passage of bills which will be 
reported at some subsequent time. The com- 
mittee is under the impression in regard at 
least to two or three points, other than those 
that have been presented in the report of the 
Secretary, that the public needs require the 
construction of new buildings, and a vote now 
upon the pending bill, I presume, will be con- 
sidered by the committee as a test vote in 
regard to those other bills. 

I desire now to say a single word in regard _ 
to` the merits of this proposition. Before 
the committee acted upon the bill for the con: 
struction of a building at Albany it took the 
pains to appoint a sub-committee of its own 
members, who, in connection with the super 
vising architect of the Treasury, visited the 
city of Albany and made a personal inspec 
tion. That committee reported on its: re- 
tarn that they found all the public offices in 
the city of Albany without proper accommo- 


! dations. There there is a city of over 70,000 


inhabitants. I am corrected by a gentleman 
near me, who states that the population is 
188,000. Looking a few days ago over a list 
published in one of the newspapers, I saw it 
set down at 70,000. Iam told, however, that 
its population is 138,000. ‘There is a city of 
133,000 population in which there is not a pub- 
lie building, and in which the post office, the 
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custom-house, and the internal revenue offices 
have to go about begging for quartersin which 
to do their business. The committée believe 
that a building ought to be erected in Albany. 
They have based their recommendation upon 
the fact. that a sub-committee has visited 
Albany and reported in favor of a building 
being erected there. Now, if the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois, | Mr. Farnsworth, ] is controlled 
by the recommendations of his subordinates, 
if he makes his estimates from what they say, 
then he is bound by this recommendation, 
which comes in subsequently to his annual 
report. For these reasons, without desiring 
to take up the time of the House, I am in 
favor of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HALSEY. I yield now for a mo- 
ment to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Porter. ] 

Mr. POTTER. I agree, Mr. Speaker, with 
the gentlemen from Ohio and Indiana who 
have just spoken, that if any new public build- 
ing of the kind ought now to be erected by 
this Government it is this building for a post 
office and custom-house at Albany. 

I will state very briefly also, sir, relying for 
the .details of my information upon the sub- 
committee of the committee reporting this 
bill, why there is a special need and propriety 
for a public building there. Albany, sir, is 
one of the oldest capitalsin the Union. From 
the establishment of this Government it has 
been the capital of that great State which is first 
in population, first in wealth, first in commerce, 
and, as the last census discloses, first even-in 
the value of its agricultural products, exclud- 
ing live stock, of all the States of this Union. 
It is itself an important city, with a popula- 
tion of about seventy thousand persons, having 
five hundred enrolled vessels, with a lumber 
trade amounting the last year to $11,000,000; 
with a custom-house in which goods were im- 
ported last year to the value of $1,271,000, 
and duties paid to the extent of over three 
hundred thousand dollars in gold; where in- 
ternal revenue has been collected in the last 
eight years to the amount of $15,817,128 49 ; 
where eleven thousand pensioners are quar- 
terly paid and $1,750,000 a year disbursed for 
pensions, a city which is the terminus of the 
trie canal, the terminus of the principal navi- 
gation of the Hudson river, and the terminus 
of six or more important railways; a city in 
which the State of New York is about erect- 
ing a new capital building to cost millions of 
dollars. And yet in this most important cap- 
ital the Federal Government has heretofore 
erected no public building whatever. Its post 
office is kept in a hired building most incon- 
venient for the purpose; so are its customs 
and its revenue otlices; its courts, fora district 
extending from near the city of New York 
to Buffalo, are held in buildings belonging to 
the city or the State. 
exposed to loss and destruction by fre. And 
yet if the public building now recommended 
by the committee should be erected it would 
be the first expenditure of the Government for 
such a purpose at this most important and 
necessary point for such expenditure. 

- Surely, sir, gentlemen are right when they 
say that if this is not the place for a publie 
building such as that recommended by the 
committee no such publie buildings should 
now be erected by the Government at all. 
And the fact that the city of Albany has 
offered, as stated here, to freely give to the 
Government a suitable site for this much- 
needed public improvement is as much to its 
credit as further neglect by the Government 
of the needs of the public at this point would, 


it seems to me, be to the Governments dis. | 


credit. 
Mr. HALSEY. Inow yield fora momentto 
the gentleman from California, [Mr. SARGENT. J 
Mr SARGENT, When I was a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations last year 
I was one of those who believed that this 


Its pension papers are || 
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| his hands full of present structures, 


building was very necessary for the United | 
States, and very proper to be built, and I 
cheerfully aided in the House an effort to 
make an appropriation for it. Perhaps there 
are few appropriations for pubiic buildings | 
that could be better made a test than this. 
But if it is proposed that a test be made on 
this, it is necessary first to understand whether 
this exclusive recommendation made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whether based on 
his own knowledge or from information fur- 
nished to him, is based on a sufficient consid- 
eration of the facts. 

Now, to illustrate the fact that we cannot 
pass any particular measure and make a test 
of it without a broader consideration than is 
possible, having in view only that measure, 
Í desire to call atiention to a fact or two in 
regard to the city of San Francisco. The Gov- 
ernment owns in the business portion of that 
city, by undisputed title for fifteen years. a lot 
one hundred and thirty-seven and a half feet 
by two hundred and seventy-five feet. It is 
next to the custom-house. It is surrounded 
by brick business buildings used for whole- | 
sale purposes. This lot is now occupied by 
shanties, which years ago became so old and 
rotten that nails would no longer hold in 
them and repairs were impossible, and now 
these buildings are left to rot and damps, 
entirely unoccupied and unimproved. ‘hey 
are unsightly, a filthy nuisance in the business 
heart of the city, an object of contempt and dis- 
gust. Yet the lot is of high commercial value, 
and should be improved if the Government 
has need of it for business purposes, or sold. 
A piece of property like that in the heart of 
the city is, of course, a mark for speculators, 
and consequently, just before the meeting of 
the last Congress, a lease was made, by the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, of that property 
for $1,000 a month to one of the sharpest 
business men of our city, and an associate, 
subject to the disapproval of Congress, not the 
approval, so that without express dissent it 
became operative. That lease was worth 
$50,000 the moment it was signed. One of 
the first acts of the last Congress was to dis- 
affirm that lease and rescue that property 
from the hands of the speculators. Now this 
property, so large and so valuable, so dis- 
used and such a nuisance right in the busi- 
ness part of the city, is neglected year after 
year, while according to the report of the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, which took testimony 
upon that and other matters at San Francisco, 
it is shown that there is annually paid out for 
rents by the Government, of the United States 
for Government offices in the city of San Fran- 
cisco, $67,800. Now, I ask, is not that a start- 
ling fact? 

I have introduced and had referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
a bill to provide for the erection of a simple 
brick building, not a marble palace, to accom- 
modate our United States courts, land office, 
revenue offices, post office, surveyor general's 
office, coast survey office, and for additional 
appraisers’ stores, &c., all of which are neces- 
sary, and which the Secretary of the Treasury 
strongly recommended last yearand has assured 
me he will recommend to the committee again 
thisyear. My proposition is to cover this large 
lot with a simple, modest building of brick and 
mortar, by which the Government will save the 
large amount I have named each year. 

Now, what is the reason assigned by the 
Secretary of the Treasury against new build- 
ings? dt is that the supervising architect has 
Is the 
Government to bleed to the extent of $67,800 
annually for the rent of inconvenient buildings 
in San Francisco, scattered all over that city, 
for such a reason? If this is to be made a 
test case, J want the members of the House at 
any rate to understand what are the wants of 
the country. Iltisa standing disgrace to the | 
Government of the United States that a build- 


ing isnot put upon that lot, a modest brick 


building, but one that will answer the pur- 
poses of theGovernment. At the last session 
of Congress an item for the purpose was re- 
ported in the appropriation bill. Afier a state- 
ment of the facts such as I have made here 
to day, and after some contest which ceased 
when the facts were known to the House, on 
the call of the yeas and nays, that a few mem- 
bers desired, it was carried by a four-fifths 
vote. Afterward the bill was loaded down 
with appropriations for buildings in little 
places of five thousand inhabitants and of 
ten thousand inhabitants, and this proposition 
was swamped, because the House, in its good 
nature, went beyond where it onght to go. 

I call attention to the fact that the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, which ac- 
companied his cited recommendation, shows 
that the revenues collected in San Francisco 
amounted last year to $50,000,000. Tr is the 
great capital of the Pacific empire. Excent in 
San Francisco there is not a public building 
in the whole State. The only public building 
in San Francisco of any consequence, except 
the new mint, is an old custom-house shaken 
by an earthquake, and in which the post office 
is still held, and where you have to pay $500 
a month for the gas consumed in the day time 
to give light enough to enable the clerks to 
sort your letters. This condition of things 
demands reform. It is economy to provide 
speedily for a proper building on this lot, and 
I trast that to-morrow my bill will be reported 
by the committee, and pass the House. 

Mr. HALSEY. [cali the previous question, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I hope the pre- 
vious question will not be ordered now. ‘This 


-bill is still in manuscript, and has never been’ 


printed. J want to state some facts in connec- 
tion with it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HALSEY. I must call the previous 
question now, to keep this bill from going 
over till to-morrow, 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 93, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HALSEY and 
Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not desire any far- 
ther count. I want to state to the House that 
I think there are some here who might vote 
for this bill not as a test at all. There has 
been, on the part of the citizens of Albany, 
great liberality in this respect. They have 
given to the Government a lot worth $200,000, 
and I protest against this being made a test as 
to the policy of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further 
count required, the previous question will be 
regarded as seconded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
further count. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum voted on the 
last vote, and a further count being demanded, 
the gentleman from Obio, Mr. Garren, will 
act as teller with the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, Mr. HALSEY. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were--ayes one hundred 
and twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the thirid 
time. 

The question then recurred on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. HALSEY. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Perry. ] 

Mr. PERRY, of New York, asked and 
obtained leave to print remarks upon the 
pending measure. [His remarks will be found 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. HALSEY. I now yield to the gentle 
man from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 


I demand a 
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I see that the passage of this bill is decreed 
by the House; but | hope that gentlemen of 
the majority will bear with me good-naturedly 
for two or three minutes while 1 call attention 
to what they are about to do. In the first 
place, they are demanding the construction 
of a fire-proof building; yet the very archi- 
tect who is to have charge of it admits that 
there are not more than two fire-proof build- 
ings on this continent, and that if this building 
is to be made fire-proof it will be beyond all 
account an expensive one so far as regards 
the proportions of the building. 

I want to call attention also to the fact that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, when he was 
before the Committee on Appropriations not 
long ago, said that we ought to abandon alto- 
gether this business of erecting granite or 
marble buildings for the public service ; that 
plain, substantial, solid brick structures are 
not ouly better, butinfinitely more economical. 
When the Committee on Appropriations last 
year proposed the erection of a building for 
the Public Printer the supervising architect 
of the Treasury, I understand, estimated for 
a building to cost $85,000, which was the 
smallest figure he could estimate to insure such 
a building as was needed. The supervising 
architect of the Capitol extension took the 
very same plan of a building, or at least the 
plan of a building of the same size, and made 
his estimates, which were adopted. He was put 
in charge of its construction, and for $45,000 
he put up a fair, durable brick structure, 
fully as good as the committee had expected 
to have built at the figure named by the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury. The build- 
ing is now being used in the public service, 
and there was $38,000 of surplus when the 
building was completed, when the last brick 
was in place, 

lf we are ever going to strike wisely in any 
new direction on the subject of public build- 
ings, we ought to quit this business of building 
great palaces. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
speaking on this topic, said to the committee 
not long ago that if all our marine hospitals 
were to-day burned down it would in ten 
years be money in the pocket of the Govern: 
ment; that they have been built on an old and 
foolish plan of magnifience; that the whole 
plan ought to be rearranged and reconstructed. 
He suggested to the committee the adoption 
of a plan by which hospitals built under the 
supervision of the Government would serve 
better the purposes for which they are designed 
and would be vastly cheaper to the Govern- 
ment than they are under the present plan. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we propose to pass this 
morning a manuscript bill—a bill not one line 
of which is in print—a bill which no man out- 
side of this committee has bad an opportunity 
to read before its presentation to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The gentleman willallow me 
to state, in justice to the committee, that this 
bill is precisely as it was presented and printed, 
with the exception ofamendments made neces- 
sary by the agreement entered into that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
should recommend no appropriations, The 
alterations necessary to carry out this arrange- 
ment are the ouly differences between the 
manuscript bill and the bill which was referred 
aud ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I amvery glad 
to know that we know so much about the bill. 
I, however, know this: that on going to the 
desk to look at it I found a bill wholly iu man- 
uscript, and interlined in many places. Now, 
this bill brought in thus during the morning 
hour, when the morning hour was nearly half 
gone—a bill acted on under the previous ques- 
tion, with hardly ten minutes for debate; a 
bili going beyond the estimates, beyond the 
recommendation of the officers of the Govern- 
ment charged with this branch of business—is 
to be passed this morning asa test case. Then 
will come Cincinnati ; then Columbus, Ohio; 


then Newark, New Jersey. How many other 
bills of this kind are pending before the Gom- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the 
gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. HALSEY ] has 
not vouchsafed to telius; but I doubt not we 
are to have bill after bill in a long line of suc- 
cession. A 

Mr. HALSEY. We have nọ bill before us 
for a public building at Columbus, Ohio, or 
Newark, New Jersey. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh no; not 
yet. Yet my colleague [Mr. SHELLABARGER | 
puts in the good will of his hope in this case. 
if any State should have public buildings I 
think Ohio ought to have them; but I am 
speaking of the direction in which those prop- 
ositions are tending. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does not the gentleman 
from Ohio understand that this is to be made 
a test case, a test case whether any bill should 
pass, and not atest whether this bill should 

ass’ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. When my good 
friend from California comes up and shows his 
would have been a better test case, his Cali- 
fornia proposition, then, in the name of reason, 
if this bill be passed, as his California propo- 
sition is so much better, will it not come after 
this and be passed also? 


I now beg to call the attention of the House, ` 


Mr. Speaker, to a single fact, and shall to thas 
extent trespass further upon the courtesy 
of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Hausey.| The public works of the United 
States last year had appropriated for them 
$15,413,908; and after the Secretary has cut 
down the estimates for the coming year as low 
as he thinks they ought to be diminished, the 
total is $19,468,000, not counting in Chicago 
and St. Louis, for which we have already pro- 
vided. And it is proposed now that we shall 
enter upon the great unknown to swell that 
amount beyond the twenty-two per cent. of ail 
the civil expenses of the Government. If gen- 
tlemen, under these circumstances, desire to 
pass the bill, they must take the responsibility. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the gentleman from 
New Jersey to yield to me. 

Mr. HALSEY. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, it might be 
weli for gentlemen of the House to take into 
consideration, even on the passage of this bill, 
the questions which naturally arise, and the 
consequences which follow from it; and I would 
desire this House here if possible to determine 
whether, whenever there is any proposition 
made here to build a work necessary for the 
business of the country, we are to be met by 
the same array of figures, the same awful array 
of expenditures with which we are met every 
time a gentleman proposes a measure which 
the good of the country requires. Again, 
I would like to know what Committee of 
Appropriations we are to follow. What chair- 
man are we to follow. During the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended unanimously in 
their bill three public works to the considera- 
tion of the House: one at Albany, one at Port 
Huron, and one at St. Louis. They also rec- 
ommended an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of public works at those three places. 
Then the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Dawes,}] who was chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and who is equally watch- 
ful of the Treasury with the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] who is the present 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—the gentleman from Massachusetts, I 
say, and the Committee on Appropriations of 
the last session of the last Congress, unani- 
mously recommended the passage of a bill 
containing appropriations for the construction 
of public buildings at those three places. 

It seems folly for members of the House to 
be stopped in the passage of a pill which com- 
mends itself to the good sense of the House 


i 


and the country. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury no longer ago than yesterday renewed 
his recommendation for public buildings at 
Albany, St. Louis, and Port Huron. He.did it 
last year. So much he felt it necessary to do. 
Now, there is nothing to change his recom- 
mendation ; but inasmuch as this is spoken of 
as a test vote, I have to. say to gentlemen that 
when a committee report a bill for a custom- 
house at Port Huron, I beg gentlemen of the 
House to take it on its own merits, I ask 
gentlemen of the House to consider its import- 
ance to the Government and the country on its 
own merits. Ido not ask for $5,000,000 to 
build a palace like those in New York and 
Boston, and in other places. Unfortunately 
for us, we come here modestly and humbly be- 
fore the House, and ask an appropriation for 
Albany, Port Huron, and St. Louis, We ask 
humbly for structures to be built of cheap ma- 
terials which will answer the necessary wants 
of the Government, and at the same time pro- 
tect*those who file there the deeds of. their 
property. No doubt when a bill comes up for 
an appropriation to put up public byildings at 
Port Huron, the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GaRFIELD] will rise up and present 
his array of figures, and we shall be told of 
these very same expenditures, We will then 
be told that we must stop making appropria- 
tions for any public buildings, never mind how 
necessary they may be for the business of the 
country. Why did they not puta stop to these 
expenditures before they built the enormous 
palaces in New York and Boston? Why did 
they not gather strength enough before they 
appropriated $15,000,000 for public buildings 
which we are told by the gentleman we appro- 

riated last year for one or two places? That 
is all I have to say. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1880) to amend 
the thirty-second section of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved July 14, 1870. ` ; 

It further announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested ; 

A bill (S. No. 588) for the relief of Lucas, 
O'Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of lowa; and 

A bill (S. No. 615) to reimburse certain 
soldiers for loss.of clothing by fire at Chicago. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALBANY, NEW YORK. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill providing for a public building at Albany, 
New York. 

Mr. HALSEY. I now ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third 


time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. On that ques: 
tion I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. [ hope the public time 
will not be consumed by taking the yeas and 
nays on this question. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes ten}; not a suficient 
number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for @ 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALSEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid“on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House go to 
business on the Speaker’s table, and pend: 
ing that motion I would like to make a state 
ment. lamaware that the gentleman -from 


998 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 13, 


Maine [Mr. Hain] desires the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole for the consider- 
ation of an appropriation bill. Nevertheless, 
IL must ask the indulgence of the House for a 
few moments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,]| the chairman of the 
Committee of Waysand Means, desires to make 
a statement to the House. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAWES. The House yesterday by a 
very large vote instructed the Committee of 
Ways and Means to report a bill repealing all 
import duties upon tea and coffee. In obedi- 
ence to that instruction I am directed by the 
committee to present a bill to the House. I 
am instructed, however, to ask the indulgence 
of the House for a few moments before pre- 
senting the bill. I think the House will not 
consider that request unreasonable, 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 
I have no wish to place the Committee on 
Appropriations in antagonism to the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. I de- 
sire, however, to say that the Committee on 
Appropriations has had its business thrown out 
of the House for now nearly a fortnight, wait- 
ing all the time for an opportunity to press 
the bills which they have reported. "The com- 
wittee has two bills ready for the consideration 
of tae House. The naval appropriation bill is 
ready for consideration at the present time, 
and I desire to propose that the House shall 
go into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering that bill. I understood 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes,] the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, moved to go to business on 
the Speaker’s table. I wish to inquire whether 
or not the report to which the gentleman has 
alluded to is a matter which would come under 
that motion? 

Mr. DAWES. I simply made the motion 
to go to business on the Speaker’s table, in 
order to terminate the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 
to be the object of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. He made the highest privileged 
motion, in order to close the morning hour, but 
of course it requires unanimous consent for the 
gentleman to proceed with the remarks which 
he desires to address to the House. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that. 

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the 
chairmau of the Committee of Waysand Means 
proceeding with his statement ? 

Mr. COX. On what subject? 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means desires to make a 
statement in regard to the resolution of instruc- 
tion to the committee which passed the House 
yesterday. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, I wish 


to know whether he intends to raise a discus- |} 


sion upon the question of repealing the duties 
upon tea and coffee, or whether he desires 
simply to make a statement, without any op- 
portunity being given to gentlemen on the other 
side to be heard with reference to this ques- 
tion? Before I give my consent to the gentle- 
man proceeding, I want to know exactly what 
he desires to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state in reply to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] that 
1 do not desire to raise any discussion on the 
merits of the bill. Isimply wish to state to 
the House an embarrassment in which the 
committee finds itself, and I will ask the 
House; after I have reported the bill, to re- 
commit it, if it should think that the em- 
barrassment which I shall state is a sufficient 
reason for adopting that course. 

Mr. WOOD. If I correctly understand ihe 
gentleman, he intends that the proposition 


which he submits from his committee shall be || 


discussed by the House, 
Mr. DAWES. It was not my purpose to 


ask the House to discuss the merits of the bill, 
but merely to bring before the House the 
position in which the committee finds itself, 
and to see whether, in order to relieve the 
committee of this embarrassment, they will 
not recommit the bill. . 

Mr. WOOD. Will thatinvolve a discussion 
of the merits? . . , 

Mr. HALE. I suppose a motion to go into 

Committee of the Whole would be in order 
now? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts made the motion of highest privi- 
lege, to go to business on the Speaker’s table. 
That is the only motion which would take the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hate] off his 
feet in rising to move that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE, I understood the gentleman 
to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall withdraw it if the 
Honse is not willing to permit this statement 
to be made on behalf of the committee. I am 
the organ of the committee in this respect, 
and should like very much to be permitted to 
make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again dis- 
tinctly submit the question. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes,] the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
desires to make a statement to the House 
on bebalf of his committee. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. How long does the gen- 
tleman desire? 

Mr. HALE, One word. It seems to me 
that my motion is clearly in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is clearly in order. 
The gentleman from Maine will observe that 
what the Chair now bas to determine is the 
question of unanimous consent to a statement 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. HALE. If it is simply an explanation, 
to be followed by no motion which will take 
up the time of the House, I do not wish to 
object at all; but if the gentleman’s motionis 
to lead to a general discussion upon a subject 
which I know from my own interest in it will 
excite much interest in the House, I will not 
yield the floor, for 1 wish to go into Committee 
of the Whole to get rid of another of the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. COX. I hope the House will not have 
the discourtesy to refuse the request of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He makes the statement that there is embar- 
rassment in the business of his committee in 
reference to which he desires to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. TI do not object if it is simply 
a statement, butif we are to launch into a tariff 
debate, into the wide waste of debate upon 
that question, I really cannot yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Maine will observe that it is impossible to 


; make any agreement unless by unanimous 


consent. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means makes the request that the 
House will allow him to make a statement. 
It requires unanimous consent. An objection 
to it must be absolute. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and it is whether the unan- 
imous consent asked is for a statement or for 
some other object? I do not object to the 
statement, although I might object to any 
action that might be proposed. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as I am concerned I 
do not at all desire to occupy the time of the 
House, but there are other members of the 
committee who desire to be heard also. I think 
the whole matter can he disposed of in three 
quarters ofan hour. I do not intend, nor do 
i think that any member of the committee 
intends to enter into the discussion of this bill 
or of the tarif generally. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest, then, 


that three quarters of an hour be assigned to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MERCUR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts proposes to report a tax bill 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, he 
has the absolute right to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. [am notat liberty to report 
the bill unless I have permission to make a 
statement. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Could not the gen- 
tleman, as the member reporting the bill, 
occupy the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Hehas the right to report 
a bill in the nature of a tax bill at any time, 
but of course the rule requires that the bill 
should have its first consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, anda 
single objection would send the bill to that com- 
mittee. Except by unanimous consent, for the 
purpose of making a personal explanation, the 
gentleman cannot proceed in the House. - 

Mr. HALE. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of taking up the special order, 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BANKS. [understand that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are not ready to 
make a report in answer to the instructions of 
the House given to them yesterday. I will 
therefore move that they have further time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution adopted 
yesterday does not say that they should report 
forthwith. 

Mr. BANKS. But they feel it incumbent 
upon them to make a report or to ask to be 
heard. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall object to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts making a statement 
unless he can fix some time when he will re- 
port the bill. 

i DAWES. That would not relieve us 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees no neces- 
sity for the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] The resolution 
yesterday was not obligatory, and the Chair 
cannot hold that it was by entertaining a motion 
to fix the time. Moreover, the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would require 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE, I insist upon my motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and pending that motion I move 
that all debate upon the naval appropriation 
bill be limited to two and a half hours. I will 
state to the House that my reason for fixing a 
time which to some may seem too long is 
that certain gentlemen on the other side have 
requested an opportunity to be heard, and I 
propose to have time enough allowed for them 
to be heard. I had not proposed to take much 
time myself, but to allow this bill to be dis- 
cussed as other appropriation bills have been. 
But courtesy to the other side seemsto require 
that I should give them the time they desire. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the House would give 
me half an hour of that two hours and a half. 
It does seem to me (I may be mistaken about 
it) that matters pending in the Committee of 
Ways and Means are of such a character that 
the House might indulge me with a half or 
three quarters of an hour of the two and a 
half hours the gentleman asks to have allowed 
for debate. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored 
in every way he could to facilitate the object 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam fully aware of that; I 
am only making a suggestion to the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
half an hour of the time asked for shall be 
granted to the gentleman from Massachusetts g 
[Mr. Dawes. ] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly 
does notsubmit that as a motion to be determ- 
ined by a majority vote, 
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Mr.. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It could be 
settled before the House goes into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. No such arrangement as 
that can be made by the House except by 
unanimous consent. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion to limit in Committee of the Whole all 
general debate on the naval appropriation bill 
to two and a half hours, and it was agreed to. 

Pending the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole, 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, asked and ob- 
tained unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the amendments of 
the Senate to House bill No. 625, making 
appropriations to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for salaries and contingent ex- 
penses of the Post Office Department for the 
. current fiscal year. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, also asked and 


obtained unanimous consent to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations the amendments 
of the Senate to House bill No. 1071, making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1873. 


APPOINTMENT ON INDIAN COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER announced thatthe vacancy 
on the Committee on Indian Affairs, caused by 
the unseating of Mr. Edwards, late a sitting 
member from the State of Arkansas, will be 
filled by the appointment of Mr. Bores, the 
successful contestant in that case. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Hare, that the rules be suspended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the special 
order. l 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Buasr, of Michigan, in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special 
order, being House bill No. 1191, making 
appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 

oses. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
all general debate upon this bill is limited to 
two and a half hours. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the first formal 
reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HALISI. Idid not propose, Mr. Chair- 
man, to occupy the time of this Committee of 
the Whole upon this bill, but to allow it to 
proceed without general debate as other appro- 
priation bills have proceeded. But 1 was 
notified by gentlemen on the other side very 
courteously that a desire existed there for gen- 
eral discussion; that an attack (I do not use 
the word in any offensive sense) was proposed 
upon this bill, or upon the expenditures in- 
volvéd in this bill. That, it seemed to me, 
obliged me to make an opening statement with 
reference to this bill, which by a vote of the 
Committee on Appropriations is placed under 
my charge, and I ask the indulgence of the 
Committee of the Whole while | make that 
statement. 

In the first place, it is of importance to Con- 
gress to see what is in the naval appropriation 
bill of this year, as compared with the naval 
appropriation bill of last year. A reduction 
of expenditures in the several Departments of 
the Government is what is demanded by the 
people, and is what is undoubtedly demanded 
by a majority of this House. Such a reduc- 


tion of expenditures in any Department is of 
little account if itis merely spasmodic. The 
fact that in any single year a Department ora 
bureau of the Government spends less money 
than it spent in some previous year is of little 
account unless it is shown that, starting from 
the time of highest expenditure, the money 
needed for running the particular Department 
in question has been lessened each succeeding 
year. If such is the fact, then there is a guar- 
antee afforded to the tax-payers that the rule 
of economy has set in; that it is not spasmodic 
but continuous; that it has been established 
as a rule in the past, and may be regarded as 
a guarantee for the future. The reduction 
must be regular year by year. . 

Now, what is the fact as to the expenditures 
of the Navy Department from year to year. 
The present bill, Mr. Chairman, provides for 
an aggregate appropriation of $17,943,347 ; in 
round numbers, $18,000,000. The appropria- 
tions for the year ending June 380, 1872, as 
given by Congress for the needs of the Depart- 
ment, were $19,784,717, showing that the Navy 
Department proposes to run its machinery as 
a distinct part of the Government for the next 
fiscal year for about eighteen hundred thou- 
sand dollars less than was appropriated by Con- 
gress for the present fiscal year, which ends 
June 30, 1872. So much, then, according to 
the showing of the appropriations for the two 
years, is saved. So much less money is to be 
taken from the tax-payers for the next fiscal 
year than was taken for the present fiscal year. 

Now I wish to say—and it is a matter of 
perhaps more importance than at first view 
may strike members who have not investigated 
the workings of different Departments—that 
the appropriations embraced in this bill are 
believed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to be ample to cover the real expenditures for 
the year ending June 80, 1873, unless there 
should be some extraordinary demand upon 
the Government which is not now in the view 
of the committee. It is believed, and I state 
it with confidence to the House as the organ 
of the Committee on Appropriations, that the 
sum now proposed to be appropriated will 
cover the real expenditure of the Navy Depart- 
meut. No deficiency isexpected. ‘I'he Com- 
mittee on Appropriations believe that in the 
next Congress no appropriation for deficiency 
will be called for by the Navy Department to 
make up for meager appropriations in this 
Congress. This, 1 say, is an important mat- 
ter, because the Committee on Appropriations 
finds, if no one else finds, how difficult it is to 
hold the Departments to the limits laid out 
in the appropriations by Congress. It is not 
unfrequently the case that atter a matter is 
fully discussed, and Congress decides that a 
certain amount of money shall suffice for a 
Department or bureau, more money is ex- 
pended, and at the end of the yeara deficiency 
is brought in for which an appropriation must 
be made, because the services have been ren- 
dered. 

Now, I state to the House, and I state it in 
candor and sincerity, that the amount proposed 
to be appropriated in this bill will, it 1s be- 
lieved, cover every dollar of expense of the 
Department for the coming year. There will 
be no deficiency. In the campaign which is 
about to ensue no man in making up before 
the people the figures of the expenditures of 
the several Departments need have any hesi- 
tation, I think, in taking as his basis of cal- 
culation the appropriations of the present year 
as applied to this Department. The history 
of the past shows that this may be depended 
on. The deficiency of the entire Navy Depart- 
ment for the present year is the paltry sum of 
$8,718 07. The Department was allowed so 
much money last year. It obeyed the mandates 
of Congress in that regard. It spent the money 
that was given to it; and the overplus of 
expenditure for the entire year, according to 


the estimates for a deficiency, isonly $3,718 07. 
With this guarantee afforded by the past I may. 
well claim with confidence that Congress may 
depend on the amounts given in this appro- 
priation as not being fallacious and deceptive. 

But this $18,000,000 is a large sum; itis a 
great deal of money. My friend from Ohio, {Mr. 
Morean,]| who, I believe, is to follow me, may 
claim that this is a very large sum, that it is 
many times larger than the annual expendi- 
tures for this Department before the war. I 
think there may be an impression in the minds 
of many members that the amount of the naval 
appropriation bill should be much less than 
$18,000,000; and without looking into the 
figures many gentlemen here may believe that 
we got along with a half ora third ora quarter 
of this sum before the war. 

Let us see how this is following the line of 
comparison which it seems was ingenuously 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, | the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the other day ; for it does not 
seem to be a fair rule of comparison to take 
the expenditures of any Department of the 
Government for any particular period since 
the war and compare them with expenditures 
made under the extraordinary needs and emer- 
gencies during the war. Let us see what were ~ 
the expenditures in the Navy Department for 
the years preceding the breaking out of the war 
in 1861. Ihave taken from the books of the 


Navy Department a statement of the expendi- 
tures for the Navy fromthe year 1855 to 1861. 
Let us see what they are. 


Here is the table: 


18 
TR6L 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman from 
Maine let me have that statement for the pur- 
pose of examining it? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a showin 
somewhat new to members on this floor, 
presume. It was certainly to me, until I in- 
vestigated fur myself. It is a fact shown. by 
the figures which I have already given that 
the average of the expenditures for the Navy 
Department for all the years from 1855 to 
1861, inclusive, was $14,999,000 and the odd 
cents, or in round numbers $15,000,000 per 
year. That was the average per year of the 
expenditures of the Navy Department for the 
six years preceding the breaking ont of the 
war. I donot need to remind my friends on 
the other side of the House that this expendi- 
ture was all under administrations conducted 
by their own friends. This, too, Mr. Chairman, 
was in a time of profound peace. [t was ata 
time when prices were low. It was at a time 
when one dollar would purchase more of 
whatever is to be bought with money than can 
to-day, 1 believe I speak without exaggeration, 
be bought by a dollar anda half. lt was ata 
time when we did not have the eight-hour law, 
and when the Government obtained ten hours 
from all its employés. More than that, we 
then had a navy in perfect repair. We had 
the finest ships of war at that time on the 
face of the globe, sound and firm from keel 
to top-mast; yet under the administrations of 
James Buchanan and ‘Franklin Pierce there 
was an average expenditure for the Navy 
of $15,000,000 per year. To the extent of 
$15,000,000 the people were taxed to support 
the Navy. ' 

That is a comparison, Mr. Chairman, to 
which I invite the attention of whoever is 1n- 
clined to make an attack on the administration 
of the Navy Department at this time. I invite 
to it with confidence the attention of any gen- 
tleman who is disposed to attack this appro- 
priation, or who attacks the Navy Department. 
I ask comparison to be made between those 
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expenditures and the expenditures since the 
war has been closed. I invite the attention 
of all those who have been disposed to think 
the money voted to the Navy has been too 
much. 

__Now, Mr. Chairman, this committee, the 
House, and the country have the rightto know 
where the money goes. I must go over this 
point briefly. I wish to confine myself legiti- 
mately to the bill béfore the committee, and to 
all questions legitimately arising in this bill. 

Where does this money go? First, there is 
the civil force of the Department. The cleri- 
cal force of the Navy Department embraces no 
officials with high salaries, In its civil list is 
the Secretary of the Navy, holding a Cabinet 
appointment with a salary attached to a Cabi- 
net officer. I take it that no one is inclined to 
disturb that. He hasno Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy. The highest officer in the Depart- 
ment on the civil list is the chief clerk, who 
is only paid the salary allowed to the chief 
clerks of other Departments of the Govern- 
ment. The heads of bureaus are officers detailed 
from the Navy, and the only pay they receive is 
that which belongs to them as officers of the 
Navy. They do not receive any additional pay 
because they hold these official positions. Not 
one cent is added to their salaries. And the 
clerical force of the Navy Departmentis to-day, 
and always has been, smaller than that of 
any other Department of the Government, 
excepting only the Attorney General’s Office, 
and it may be that it as small as it is in that 
Department. 

Mr. CONNER. I desire to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to some facts in relation to 
these expenditures. T see from the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy that the Navy has 
been gradually decreasing since 1843, and that 
under the administrations of Mr. Pierce and 
Mr. Buchanan there was nearly double the 
number of guns afloat. We have now, ac- 
cording to the report which I hold in my 
hand— 

“In commission and fitting out for relief-ships 
twenty-nine vessels, amounting to three hundred 
and eighteen guns. 

“As tar hack as 1829, we had in commission twenty- 
two vessels mounting six hundred and twenty-six 
guns, In 1843 we had forty-one vessels in commis- 
sion mounting nine hundred and ninety-eight guns.” 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield to the gentle- 
man for such a lengthy statement. If the 
gentleman wishes to ask me a question, I 
shall be happy to answer it, if in my power. 

Mr. CONNER. I wish to know how you 
harmonize those statements. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman is altogether 
too impatient. He runs before his time. He 
wishes me to explain matters that I have not 
yet reached, but am coming to. 

The next large cause of expense is found in 
the men and the officers of the Navy. Now, 
the number of both of these is fixed by law— 
the number of men, the number of officers, 
and the pay of each. The number of men 
to-day in the whole United States Navy proper 
is eight thousand five hundred, as fixed by 
statute. The British navy bas sixty-four thou- 
sand men, nearly eight times as many as ours. 
I do not expect that our establishment will 
be brought up to that of England. And if 
any gentleman upon the other side or upon 
this side of the House asks the question, I 
answer it freely, I am not in favor of bringing 
up our establishment to the establishments of 
the Old World. The difference ig so vast that 
it proves at once that we are not attempting 
an absurd and expensive rivalry. 

As I have said, we have only eight thousand 
five hundred men in our Navy. Now, I do not 
Suppose that any gentleman on this floor will 
propose that we should cut down the pay of the 
common sailors, the seamen inthe United States 
Navy. Andas to numbers, Mr. Chairman, in 
any emergency which may arise from the com- 
pligations between our nation and foreign 


Powers, any emergency requiring that new 
ships should be fitted up, it would be impossi- 
ble to send out upon the seas three additional 
vessels all equipped and manned with the force 
we have now. Therefore I assume, and I 
think I am right in assuming, that no one will 
be in favor of reducing the number of men. 
Next, as to the officers, I know that many 
; complaints have been made by the gentleman 
1 from Ohio, [Mr. Moreay,] and other gentle- 
| men here, that the Navy is more than suff- 
ciently officered; that it has more officers than 
are required. Let us see how this is. 
' We have, Mr. Chairman, higher grades in 
the Navy than we had before the war. So we 
have in the Army. But, sir, just as much as 
the national debt, just as much as the extinc- 
tion of slavery, just as much as the overturn- 
| ing of certaininstitutions and habits of thought 
; were the inevitabie result and sequence of the 
war, so are the increased ranks and grades in 
the military establishment of this country, 
an inevitable result of the war. The war 
brought to the front our military establish- 
ments. The Republic depended upon the 
Army and the Navy for the maintenance of its 
cause. We started with a peace establish- 
ment, and the additional grades and ranks 
that were created followed from the achieve- 
ments of the Army and Navy. And I know 
of no man who at the time objected to the 


themselves and earned their new ranks. So 
we went up from captain to commodore, from 
commodore to rear admiral, from rear admi- 
ral to vice admiral, from vice admiral to ad- 
miral. It was the only way in which we could 
reward. We had no dukedoms to confer. 
We had no palatial mansions to give. We 
had no estates to settle upon our commanders 
by sea and land. 

We cannot present such instances as are 
given in the history of nations abroad. We 
cannot ennoble and enrich men as Wellington 
and Marlborough were ennobled and enriched; 
but we gave to Farragut the Admiralty, and 
to Porter and Rowan the Vice Admiralty. 
These offices expire with the lives of the 
incumbents. The next rank is that of rear 
admiral, and that, I maintain, is demanded by 
the necessities of the service. T do not believe 
in its being abolished. We need rear admi- 
rals in command of squadrons, if we are to 
maintain our rank as a naval Power with 
foreign Governments, if we are to maintain 
the rank and dignity of a great nation. A 
rear admiral only receives a thousand dol- 


squadron, We have but twenty-five commo- 


of lieutenants and captains, and who gained 
distinction during the war. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the gentleman include 
those on the retired list? 

Mr. HALE. Iam speaking only of those 
on the active list, and that list is made up of 
men, every one of whom won distinction during 
the war by his acts. 

Mr. MORGAN. To-day the number of rear 
admirals uponthe active list is fifty, and in 
1859 the number of captains upon the active 
list was eighty, 

Mr. HALE. That is clearly a mistake in 
numbers; but while we increased the number 
of commodores and rear admirals, we have 
actually thirty less captains to-day than there 
were in 1859. Their pay in 1859 was $3,500 
a year, with thirty-three per cent, added, which 
was always allowed. 


to say that the Government always allowed 
them thirty three per cent.? 
| Mr. HALE. Always since Secretary Welles’s 


order, 
Mr. MORGAN, I know the gentleman has 


rewarding of the officers who distinguished | 


Mr. MORGAN. Do Iunderstand my friend | 


dores on the active list. These positions are Hi 
filled by men who were formerly in the rank | 
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lars a year more than was received formerly f 
by a captain in the Navy in command ofa) 


investigated this subject, but I have also done 
so, and the thirty-three per cent. was allowed 
by Secretary Welles as commutation for cer: 
tain allowances which did not add a dollar to 
the pay of the officers. ; 

Mr. HALE. Bat it was put in money, in- 
stead of any allowances. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg my friend’s pardon 
for interrupting him, but I know well that he 
will not make a misstatement of facts. I de. 
sire to ask him whether he means to say that 
the allowances amounted to thirty-three per 
cent. 

Mr. HALE. I mean to say that the basis 
of thirty-three per cent. was fixed upon be- 
cause the different allowances amounted to 
that. If the gentleman will look to the letter 
of Secretary Robeson, read here in the last 
Congress, he will see that the payment was 
made direct instead of indirect. 

Now,as to commanders. The number of 
commanders upon the active list to-day is 
ninety; the number in 1859 was one hundred 
and sixieen, a saving of twenty-six in this 
grade. The number of officers, including 
the commanders, captains, and lieutenants of 
the Navy, in 1859 was four hundred and fifty- 
nine; to-day there are but three hundred and 
ninety-nine, a saving of fifty-six. 

I pass thirdly, Mr. Chairman, to the vessels. 
The question is most important for the consid- 
eration of Congress. It is a subject. not under- 
stood so well as I wish it was. Men see that 
from the year 1862 to the year 1866, inclusive, 
the amount of money put into the hands of 
the Navy Department was nearly or quits 
three hundred and fifty million dollars. They 
know that much of this went for supplies and 
materials that were necessarily perishable. 
Yet they know that vessel after vessel was 
built and launched and put to sea, or built and 
launched in ostensible readiness for sea, or 
built in assumed readiness for launching, or 
begun to be built. They know that full ecope 
was given to a certain man for the trial of new 
models and new inventions; they know that 
when it was seen that iron vessels were more 
efficient and surpassed wooden vessels, iron 
vessels were built without stint. They know 
that when the monitor proved the destructive- ; 
ness of turreted vessels, carte blanche was given 
for the building monitors. They know that 
money was given to Mr. Welles and to Mr. 
Fox without stint, and in sums that were 
Jarger than the wildest imagination had ever 
before conceived of in our national expendi- 
tures. They know that Mr. Isherwood, the 
engineer of the Secretary of the Navy,. built 
engines that would give steam and heat, and 
take up space, and insure everything bat specd. 
They know that he vexed the waters of every 
harbor in the country with his trials in compe- 
tition with other inventors, until it finally 
seemed that he had a commission to go out, 
like Moore’s lover, and “try inventions for 
delight.” They know that the money for all 
this was voted freely and trustingly, and they 
want to know what has become of it, and they 
have a right to know. Jam sorry to say that 
investigation shows badly. 

Give the Navy Department of that time all 


-credit for Hilton Head, for New Orleans, for 


Mobile, and the fight off the coast of France, 
where the Kearsarge sank the Alabama; give 
it all credit for the blockade of thousands of 
miles of our coast, which helped to strangle the 
rebellion; give Mr. Welles credit for the good 
judgment that was displayed in bringing for- 
ward naval officers that have given new luster 
to our naval history. Butin criticising bear in 
mind that so far as this last consideration goes, 
it should have been cheaper to fight a war with 
good admirals than with poor ones, and so far 
as the first consideration goes, that hardly a 
vessel of ours was lost in actual service with 
the gemy, who had little or no navy compara- 
tively, 


1872. 


The question then comes up, what became 
of the war navy? Remember that during the 
war the navy was brought up so that at one 
time there were six hundred and fifty vessels 
in the service owned by the Government of the 
United States. Now, what has become of 
them? Of course when the war ended many 
of them had to be sold; there was no use for 
them ; they were costly; it took money to take 
care of them; they were not needed, for we 
were atpeace. The war had put us ina posi- 
tion where we had conquered a permanent 
peace. These vessels had been bought or 
built during the war; they were not old ves- 
sels; many of them had undoubtedly been 
built for the time only, but many should have 
been built for the future. Mr. Isherwood did 
not claim that he was experimenting in put- 
ting in his engines simply for the time being, 
but that he was acting for the future and for 
posterity. 

Sir, with all this money at the disposal of 
the Navy Department, I do not wonder that 
gentlemen on the other side of this House 
should have been interested in the question 
of what has become of the American navy, 
when they are told that we have no navy to- 
day. Ido not blame them for being skeptical 
as to the good faith in which that money has 
been expended; or if they believe it to have 
been expended in good faith, I do not blame 
them for hesitating to-day and thirking twice 
before they vote money for more naval experi- 
ments. The whole point of what I have been 
saying is that the blame should full where it 
properly rests. If we have no navy now, and 
if, as 1 think most gentlemen on this floor 
will admit, we do need a respectable naval 
establishment, then let us not grumble at any 
expense that %s inevitable; let us see how we 
can best obtain a navy, and where the money 
goes which we appropriate for this purpose 
to-day. 

What Iam mainly interested in showing is 
that the present expenditure of the Depart- 
ment is not extravagant. I have given the 
comparisons between to-day and the years 
before the war. If itcan be shown that the 
expenditure with our present Navy, which we 
must keep up, is reasonable, then the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is sustained in report- 
ing this bill, and the Republican party is sus- 
tained so far as tbis Department goes; and 
although 1 am not, as gentlemen will see, 
making in any way a partisan speech, still it 
bears upon the general question of the expend- 
itures of the Government. 

Now, let us see what became of Mr. Welles’s 
navy after he retired to private life. The last 
report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that 
in all there are left one hundred and seventy- 
nine vessels of every class. More than four 
hundred of the six hundred and fifty vessels 
that Mr. Welles bought,equipped, or inherited 
have gone. Some have decayed, some have 
sunk; some have been sold. For those that 
have been sold some money has gone into the 
Treasury ; but the amount thus received has 
been small compared with the money which 
it cost to build them. I do not know the fate 
of scores of others. I have not been able to 
follow them. I do not know that to day they 
are not upon the hands of the Department. 
I know that to-day the Department is not 
responsible for them. I know that the Admin- 
istration is not responsible. I know that the 
Republican party is not responsible. These 
vessels have vanished. They have faded quite 
away. They are not to be found. They are 
sunk, decayed, lost, sold. 

The fact which we have to deal with is that 
the Navy, as reported by the Secretary, em- 
braces one hundred and seventy-nine vessels 
in all. For my own convenience, and for the 
convenience of other members, I have had 
these vessels classified, not as to the materials 
of which they are built, their rates of speed, 
or the motive power which impels them, but 
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as to their condition so far as present or future 
use may be concerned. I take it that what 
members want to know here more than any- 
thing else, when their minds are brought to a 
consideration of this subject, is how many ves- 
sels in the Navy are good for something and 
how many are good for nothing. I care more 
about that than anything else. 

I propose to show, Mr. Chairman, the result 
of the classification. Of vessels at sea we have 
thirty-six, including steam, sail, and iron-clad. 
This is the sum total of our present Navy upon 
the waters of the globe. This makes class 
number one. The second class embraces ves- 
sels that are suitable for relief; in other words 
vessels which can be fitted out from day to 
day to take the place of vessels that have run 
themselves out and are sent home for repairs. 
These make class number two. They are ves- 
sels suitable, when repaired, to be sent out 
to keep up the number of naval vessels in our 
squadrons. The number of this class is four- 
teen. Then there is a third class, ranking 
lower than the second—a class that is worth 
repairing, worth fitting up upon an emer- 
gency; that is, if we should have war with 
Spain, or if the little cloud in the sky that has 
disturbed the minds of some men should grow 
within the next few weeks or months, and 
trouble should be impending with another 
great Power, we could fit out and send these 
vessels to sea more cheaply than we could 
build new vessels. Thisis not a very promising 
class, I know; but still these vessels are worth 
something. ‘hey number twenty-four, includ- 
ing six upon thestocks. Down below any of 
these classesthat.l have named is the class of 
vessels which are utterly worthless, which can 
never repay any expenditure of money which 
may be put upon them, and which are unfit for 
repair. This class comprehends forty-six ves- 
sels—vessels upon which hundreds and thou- 
sands and millions of dollars have been spent, 
and which to day are good for nothing except 
what the materials may sell for. ‘The balance 
of thenumberis made up of store-ships, receiv- 
ing-ships, school-ships, and others not strictly 
war-vessels. 

Now, in reckoning the American: Navy, in 
looking at its size, we may throw out this last 
class of forty-six. The vessels embraced in 
that class are good for nothing ; they had bet- 
ter be sold to-morrow. ‘These vessels have 
machinery in them; and it costs something to 
keep machinery from rust and destruction ; 
and this helps to use up the $18,000,000 that 
the Navy Department expends. 

For all practical purposes the next class of 
twenty-four, with peace as I believe instead 
of war looming on the horizon, might as well 
be sold. Ido not believe any good will come 
of that class. I believe if we keep them the 
money expended upon them will only go to 
help to swamp our naval appropriations, and 
they had better go with the others. 

So, aside from these and the vessels not 
distinctly war in their character it leaves 
but fifty vessels to the American Navy. Mr. 
Chairman, I believe if those vessels were good 
vessels, in good repair, $15,000,000 wouid pay 
the bills of the Navy Department, and we 
would havea reduction of expenditure so much 
clamored for, and in the cail for which I ac- 
quiesce-and with which I sympathize, 

That would leave us fifty vessels; let us see 
what they are. 

Mr. BANKS. Vessels to be kept in repair? 

Mr. HALE. Fifty vessels, including all 
those at sea, and which could be fitted out to 
relieve those vessels when they came back. 
What are these fifty vessels, and why is so 
much money needed upon them? I can tell 
gentlemen very plainly. Jt is eleven years 
since war broke out. During the whole war 
the attention of the Navy Department seems 
to have been devoted to immediate necessities. 
As I have said, I give the management their 


‘new vessel. 


| fair credit for that, but I do censure it that! 


during that time, with all the extravagant ‘ex: 
penditure of the public money, some vessels 
were not built that, when peace was declared; 
would have been an honor to the Navy. Even: 
the good vessels that we had when-we entered 
upon the war were allowed to go to decay, and 
not at all kept in-good repair, so that when the 
war ended, and the present Administration 
came in, it found a navy in the navy-yardsand: 
in the harbors of the country actually sinking 
or sunk, and on the seas of the globe almost 
ready to sink. Repairs had to be made, and 
vessels had to be sent to relieve those which 
were called home for repairs. 

Let us see how the money was expended. 
Will gentlemen believe that the Navy Depart- 
ment has been. obliged to put in one vessel, 
the Pensacola, $700,000 of money in order to 
put her in readiness for sea. She was one of 
the best of our vessels, and it was deemed 
cheaper to make these repairs than to build a 
I have some doubt about that, 
however, but the Government, | suppose, like 
men engaged in the commercial marine, where 
good vesseis required repair have begun with 
repairs which they believed would only cost a 
certain sum, but which have run up far beyond 
that before they got through. Four per cent: 
of the $18,000,000 in one single year were thus 
put upon one vessel. 

I have here a letter from the chief engineer 
of the Navy Department giving his estimate of 
the cost of future repairs in his bureau neces- 
sary on certain vessels. He states that. the 
Minnesota of 2,912 tons will cost in repairing 
$25,000; the Franklin of 3,178 tons, $90,000; 
the Tennessee of 2;135 tons, $225,000; the 
Benecia of 1,122 tons, $65,000; the Juniata 
of 828 tons, $85,000; Monongahela of 960 
tons, $140,000; Ossipee of 828 tons, $85,000; 
Kearsarge of 695 tovs, $145,000; Mohican of 
671 tons, $90,000; and the Dacotah of 695 
tons, $250,000. 

And here is a table showing some bills for 
repairs in the past. The Shenandoah, a third 
rate, cost $306,279 for repairs; the Lacka- 
wanna, a third rate, cost $440,358 ; the Shaw- 
mut, a fifth rate, cost $181,801; the Yantic, a 
fifth rate, $150,000; the Ticonderoga, a third 
rate, cost $301,263; the Wyoming, a third 
rate, cost $348,988; the Iroquois, fourth rate, 
cost $300,289; the Pensacola, second tate, 
cost $745,005; the Richmond, second rate, 
not yet completed; andthe Brooklyn, second 
rate, $528,956. A 

That, Mr. Chairman, is where sọ much of 
the money goes, It was simply a question 
with the head of the Navy Department, with 
these vessels upon his hands, with the respons- 
ibility of maintaining a respectable navy, while 
Congress refused to appropriate for new vessels, 
what he should do with the money granted. 
And no Secretary of the Navy within the 
past four years has been able to make a fair, 
candid estimate of what would be needed for 
the coming year, except by taking into account 
the needs of the several vessels; and that has 
swamped the largest proportion of the appro- 
priation, 

Now, let me advert to another fact as bear- 
ing upon the kind of vessels that we got out 
of the war. It is an actual fact, Mr. Chairman, 
that a serutiny of all the vessels in the Amer- 
ican Navy during the past year, to ascertain 
which were the best, in the best state of effi- 
ciency, the best for use, the best for the 
purposes of their crews, the best in discipline, 
the best in adaptation to the purposes to which 
a naval vessel may actually be put showed 
this result: the four vessels which were selected 
for special mention as the best vessels in the 
Navy to-day were the Colorado, the Franklin, 
the Kichmond, and the-Portsmouth, every one 
of which came down to us from the time 
before thewar. ‘I'he best vessels that. we have 
got to-day are the vessels that were built up to 
the year 1861. We had when the war broke 
out the finest vessels, I believe, on: the face 
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of the globe—the Niagara, the Franklin, the 
Wabash, of one class; the Brooklyn, the Hart- 
ford, the Portsmouth, of another and lower 
class. ‘These had never been equaled up to that 
time, and were never equaled during the war. 
And the Navy Department to-day is necessarily 
spending the money that we give to it in keep- 
ing those old war-worn, time-honored vessels 
in repair, so that they may float and head 
our fleets, while the scdres and scores that 
were started during the war, costing millions 
upon millions of the public money, lie rotting, 
good for nothing, at the wharves in the navy- 
yards of the country. 

That is why we are spending so much money 
to-day in the Navy Department. I adhere to 
my statement made a few moments ago, that 
if we had new and good vessels in good repair 
twelve or fifteen million dollars would run 
the Navy Department, and not a dollar more 
would be asked or appropriated—being a less 
sum than was spent by the administration of 
Mr. Buchanan twelve years ago. 

Now, what is the remedy for all this? It 
is a matter of serious import that the commit- 
tees. to whom the question should properly 
belong should look into it. But an appro- 
priation bill, Mr. Chairman, is not the place 
where this can be entirely corrected. We 
have lodged in the hands of the Secretary 
of the Navy, a pradent, economical man in 


running his Department, the property of the 
nation, the American Navy. We refused to 
give him more. We refused to build him new 
ships. We say to him that he can keep the 
Navy afloat with what hehas got, and if trouble 
perchance comes upon us he must seek to be 
in the best condition of preparation, so that 
the people may not beat at the doors of this 
House and overthrow us because we are not 
found ready in great emergencies. I do uot 
say this because I believe that any emergency 
of war is pending. But no head of either of 
the military Departments of this Government 
ean wholly leave that out of the calculation. 

Now, what is the remedy? Well, so far as 
I have investigated the question, I would say 
the first remedy is this: I had thought, and 
I think now seriously—if the Committee on 
Appropriations sustain me, for it is not in the 
present bill—of moving that some such clause 
as this be added: ‘‘that the Secretary of the 
Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to sell. at public or private sale such 
vessels and machinery of the United States 
Navy asin his judgment are not suitable for 
or capable of repairs or fitting out.” That 
is a saving toa degree. These vessels lie at 
their respective navy-yards with machinery in 
theim, and are swallowing up some money 
every year. I would save all that and more 
than that, I would bring into the Navy funds 
derived from the sale of these vessels, or would 
devote them to whatever purposes Congress 
may prefer, 

Next, and I have no doubt that sooner or 
later we have got to come to it—the stern 
necessity is in our face—we must build new 
vessels for the Government; vessels that 
launched and put upon the sea will compete 
with the lately constructed vessels of foreign 
Powers; vessels that when built will simply 
call upon the Government for the ordinary 
expenditure of running them. We could save 
by this from three to five million dollars a year 
that we are now spending, not needlessly, but 
of necessity, in keeping the old Navy afloat. 
From three to five million dollars a year for 
the next five years will put on the sea ships that 
will make our Navy respectable. Six, when- 
ever such a measure shall be reported I shall 
be willing, not as a member of the Committee | 
on Appropriations, but on my own individual | 
responsibility, to advocate it in the interest of | 
economy. 

[Here the hammer fell. } | 

Mr, BANKS. As this is a very important | 


question I would ask that the gentleman have 


eae . I 
as much additional time as may be necessary | 


to complete his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
extending the time of the gentleman from 
Maine? The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. HALE. I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for his courtesy, and the House 
also. Jam nearly through with what I had to 
say. Sir, we are running our Navy to-day 
like a man who owns an old house, and who 
spends his money in patching and repairing 
sills, walls, and roof to keep out the winds 
and storms. We spend more money in the 
attempt to repair old ships than would enable 
the Secretary to build new ones, such as we 
have not yet built. 

When such enterprise is undertaken, how- 
ever, I want the expenditures hedged about, 
controlled, limited, and cared for with the 
most scrupulous and careful exactness ; I want 
no more money spent uselessly upon iron-clads 
which, the moment they come in contact with 
the element on which they are intended to float, 
gotothe bottom. I want no more vessels which, 
with steam, can be beaten by the old sailing 
craft. At the time the Kearsarge and the Ala- 
bama fought it was-only the false confidence 
of the captain of the Kearsarge that brought on 
the fight. We had not. then a vessel in our 
Navy to compete in speed with the Alabama. 
I want no more such experiments. I want 
the money carefully guarded. [want no more 
vessels built atpublic yards. Put them out to 
American builders, whose ingenuity and craft 
were never exceeded in the world. Let the 
American builders build our new vessels on 
the best contracts we can make with them. 

I have no fear then that we shall not have 
some sound, fleet ships. Then the American 
Navy will enter upon a better and brighter 
day than it has known for the past six years. 
The fault-finding wiil cease. Weare a nautical 
people, and shall have pride in our Navy when 
we are given anything to be proudof. Ihave 
no fear of that. But until that day we must go 
on in the way of the present, patching and 
repairing; and while 1 do not say that the 
administration of the Navy Department has 
been perfect, still I believe that the Depart- 
ment is run practically and economically, and 
that the amount asked for that Department is 
not excessive. 

Mr. MORGAN addressed the committee in 
remarks which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BECK. Iwish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Morean] a question before 
he sits down. There will be time enough, as 
he has not exhausted the extension allowed 
him of ten minutes. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question into which I have 
looked a good deal. I desire to know whether 
he has ascertained in the course of his invest- 
igations how much property the Naval Depart- 
ment has sold and spent in the last five years, 
in addition to all the appropriations made 
by Congress for the Department during that 
period? 

J had official information before me when I 
made a speech in 1870, and my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] had also the informa- 
tion, showing that the Naval Department at 
that time, in addition to $15,000,000 of unex- 
pended balances which they intimated they 
would spend, except $1,000,000, had spent 


nearly seven million dollars more arising | 


from the sale of old materials. My informa- 
tion is that that Department, and the War 
Department, and all the other Departments 
of the Government, are in the habit of selling | 
whatever they see fit to sell; that of all this | 
Congress gets no account, and that this is 
spent in addition to all their appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. Not at present, as the gentle- 
man is aware. 


Mr. BECK. Begging the gentleman’s par- || 


| predecessor are concerned. 


amounting to $35,000,000, he says in a note 
that there were $8,800,000 besides to be 
added to that, making a total of $44,000,000. 
And only yesterday a Senator from Massachu- 
setts rose in his place and showed how much 
had been spent by the Departments themselves 
of moneys derived from sales of property. 

Now, what I want to get at is the amount 
of property which the Departments have sold 
since the close of the war, and the proceeds 
of which they have spent without appropria- 
tions from Congress. They can give this 
information, but they have never yet done so. 
And I hope the House will refuse to vote one 
dollar of this money which is sought to be 
appropriated by this bill unt'l the Secretary 
of the Navy does furnish us with that informa- 
tion. Hecandoitinanhour. We bave tried 
to pass bills requiring it. This House did 
pass one applicable to the future, but we have 
never got it for the past. I assert here on my 
responsibility as a Respresentative that when 
the truth is known as to sales made by the 
War and Navy Departments it will be found 
that the expenditures made in addition to all 
the appropriations made by Congress amount 
to hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis very true, as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky has said, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury can furnish this information. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe that I have not 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. J agree that he did not yield 
to me, but he had used up his time and sat 
down. 

Mr. MORGAN. A question was propounded 
to me by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becx,] and in courtesy I am bound to answer 
him. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Ohio had concluded his 
remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to occupy 
the time of the House; I wish only to say that 
the facts stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky are entirely true. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill conclude what I was 
saying when the gentleman from Obio insisted 
on interrupting me, thatthe gentleman from 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] stated rightly that 
the Secretary of the Navy could furnish this 
statement, and for this very plain reagon, that 
upon the books of the Navy Department are 
entered every dollar for which any material is 
sold, and the disposition of that dollar. These 
matters, however, have never been communi- 
cated to the House, and for this other plain 
reason, that there is no law requiring such 
communication to the House. 

Itis also stated that the gentleman from 
Kentucky and myself proposed alaw by which 
the Secretary should be required to make this 
disclosure to the House, but that never did 
become the law. The Secretary has conformed 
with all the requisitions of the law in reference 
to the matter. If we should succeed in get- 
| ting that bill through, requiriny the Secretary 
| to make this exposition, the gentleman would 
then receive it officially from the Secretary. 
He can now obtain the information by going 
to the Navy Department and himself examin- 
ing the books of that Department. It is there 
he will find a long account of old material 
sold. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hare] 
| has given us full information on this point in 
his speech to-day. He will find what disposi- 
j tion has been made of the proceeds of the 
| sales so far as the Secretary and his immediate 
| If the gentleman 
| from Kentucky can find a misappropriation 
| of one dollar, and will communicate that fact 
| to the House, the House can act upon it, but 
i he has failed to do so. 

Mr. BECK. I am not prepared to make 


don, I must differ from him. While the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury certifies to us that 
the War Department expended appropriations | 


|, charges of the misappropriation of funds with- 
: Out proof; but what i complain of is that iron- 


i clads and naval materiel of all sorts, amount- 
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ing in value to not less than hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars, have been sold by the Govern- 
ment during the last five years, and the amount 
so realized has been expended in addition to 
all the appropriations made by Congress, so 
that Congress, representatives of the people, 
and presumed to know what is expended by 
the Department, have never known how mach 
money has been expended. This House ought 
to require the Secretary of the Navy, before 
we make any further appropriation for his 
Department, to tell us exactly what amount 
has been expended, what property has been 
sold, and what has been done with the pro- 


ceeds. 

. Mr. DAWES. The gentleman has failed to 
state that there is any law in violation of which 
the Secretary has expended one dollar. ‘The 
gentleman knows that in conformity to existing 
law the Secretary has expended every dollar 
he has expended, and it is entered on the 
books of the Department, which are open to 


him. 

Mr. BECK. But the gentleman knows that 
Icannot see them, that he cannot see them, 
and if we did, we could not understand them. 

Mr. DAWES. That last remark may be 
very true, but that is not my fault. 

Mr. BECK. No, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts could not understand them. 

Mr. DAWES. -But the gentleman can see 


em. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, yes, I can see them. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘They are open to everybody. 
Mr. BECK. I would ask the gentleman, is 
it not time that the proceeds of all these sales 
have to be added to the appropriations to 
get at the amount of money expended by the 
Department, and would not the proceeds of 
such sales amount to hundreds of millions 
of dollars more than the appropriations? Fhe 
Secretary can give us that information if we 
require it. 

Mr. HALE. There are several gentlemen 
who wish to speak upon this bill for a short 
time. That being the case, I will not myself 
take up more of the time of the committee now, 
but will yield to the gentleman fromm Connec: 
ticut, (Mr. STARKWEATHER. ] 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I wish to make 
a few remarks on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. I would inquire of the Chair, 
how much time is left of the two hours and a 
half allowed by the House for general debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN, There is twenty minutes’ 
time remaining. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] for 
ten minutes. . 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. In the absence 
of the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, [Mr. Scorrenp,] who by order of the 
House is charged with an investigation now 
being conducted in a distant State, I desire to 
say a word in regard to the subject of the con- 
struction of vessels, and also in regard to the 
subject of the sale of vessels and other mate; 


th 


rial that have been disposed of by the Navy 


Department. Perhaps the Committee of the 
Whole are aware that several bills have been 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
one introduced by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoorer,] one introduced by 
his colleague, [Mr. Banxs,] one introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
NxcGiey,} and perhaps some introduced by 
other members. Those bills have been taken 
up by our committee and have had a very fall 
and thorough investigation, and I think the 
result to which the committee has arrived 
from that investigation is in entire harmony 
with the line of remarks in that respect made 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hare. ] 
We have now in the Navy some forty-five 
vessels that for all practical purposes are use- 
less, and merely the cause of bills of expense; 
and I think that even more may be said: that 
because of the want of power to construct new 


vessels during the past few years more money 
has been es ponded. in refitting old vessels than 
it would have cost to have built vessels that 
would be much more useful and serviceable, 
and that are much more needed in the Navy, 
and vessels of an entirely better class than 
those that we now have. For instance, on a 
single vessel that could be named some six or 
eight hundred thousand dollars have been 
expended for refitting and repairs. If that 
money had been applied to the construction 
of fast iron vessels of the class proposed by 
the bills which have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and which we think 
can be built for less than that sum each, we 
would now have a vessel of vastly more ser- 
vice to the Navy than the vessel which has 
been refitted and repaired at such great, 
expense. 

Daring the war twenty light draft monitors 
were built, some of which never sailed an inch, 
never steamed an inch. ‘hey were built dur- 
ing the administration of Mr. Welles, Secre- 
tary of the Navy. They were. incapable of 


floating; no man would ever have gone to sea || N 


inthem, They have never been and never will 
be of any use to the Navy, and have been simply 
a bill of expense... 

I rise at this time, not for the purpose of 
going extendedly into this matter, but to say 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs, having 
had before them the leading naval officers, and 
the naval constructor stationed in this city, 
and who is an officer of large experience, came 
to the conclusion that all the testimony was 
entirely in harmony with what has been said 
by the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. HALE,] 
that the first thing to do is to authorize the 
sale of this old broken-down class of vessels. 
Many of them are now kept up at an expense 
of $25,000, $30,000, and $50,000, and some 
of them at an expense of $100,000 a year, and 
they never can be of one dollar’s worth of ser- 
vice to the country in any possible emergency. 
No man would think of taking a crew on board 
of many of them further than from here to 
Norfolk perhaps. I have here a list of some 
thirty-three of those vessels of from three hun- 
dred to five hundred tons, and some of them 
even larger than that. 

Then, beside the thirty-three vessels of that 
class, there are a number of others that may 
be repaired and made of some use. But I 
think that the testimony of those best qualified 
to judge of what our Navy should be would 
be that there are some ten or fifteen vessels, 
some of them of the largest class, in regard to 
which the expense of repairs would amount to 
at least three, four, or five hundred thousand 
dollars each, and perhaps in regard to some 
of them much more, that had better be dis- 
posed of to-day, than for us to attempt any 
repair of them. ‘The Committee on Naval 
Affairs bave approved a bill which authorizes 
the sale of vessels of that character, and unless 
provision is made in some other quarter, we 
also intend to favor the addition of such & 
provision as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Have] has indicated, that whenever a sale 


|i takes place there shall be advertisements so 


as to draw out competition from all quarters, 
in order to realize the largest amount from 
the sale of these vessels, and also requiring 
a specific detailed statement concerning each 
vessel in all these transactions. 

I say thatthe Secretary of the Navy has never 
been called upon for this information; but it 
would be, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] very proper that we 
should have a law requiring the Secretary to 
report to Congress the details in reference to 
all these matters. The Secretary of the Navy 
will, I know, be very glad if such a law should 
be passed by Congress, and will make his 
report in accordance with it. 

Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk, to be 
read by the Clerk, a list of vessels unfit for 
repairs, with the tonnage of each. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Name. Tonnage. 
ADS e essens sreserreeseorsesrteneeneneteneseita serata tates contive 2.000 
Algoma.. ARS 
Camanche. A96 
Catskill... 498 
Chickasaw”. 450 
Cohoes...... 483 
Delaware.. 2,490 
Etlah .... 483 
Galena... 514 
Gettysburg 


Guerriere 


Suncook.. 
Swatara. 
Vanderbilt. 


Yazoo... 
Yuma ~ 483 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. Those vessels, 
numbering about forty-five, are as useless as 
any wooden vessel that is abandoned entirely 
for naval purposes. Indeed, as 1 understand, 
they have no actual value for any purpose 
except what the machinery and other mate- 
riais of which they are composed might sell 
for. And, Mr. Chairman, | have no doubt 
there might be added to that list ten or fifteen 
vessels which are in such a bad condition that 
it would be much cheaper to build new ones 
than to undertake to repair them. The bill 
relating to this subject which was introduced 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Haut] has 
been agreed to by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; and that bill might, if it is thought 
best, be added as an amendment to this appro- 
priation bill, as has been suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine, so that unless a point 
of order should be raised upon it we may get 
early action on the subject. 1 know that the 
committee which I represent will be most glad 
to concur in any such measure. 

[Here the hammer fell. J pe 

Mr. BANKS. If that proposition is intro- 
duced, I hope there will be allowed additional 
time to debate this question, because it is of 
more importance than anything connected with 
this bill. 

Mr. HALE. I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs. ] 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SARGENT. I suggest that the com- 
mittee now rise, and that to-morrow before we 
go into Committee of the Whole the House 
extend for half an hour the time allowed for 
general debate. 

Mr. BANKS. Very well. 

Mr. COX. I shall object to that unless we 
on this side be allowed some little show. 
have asked five minutes to speak on this sub- 
ject, and have not been able to get it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Several of us want to speak 
for five minutes; and possibly the House may 
allow an additional hour for general debate. 
At any rate, half an hour would give oppor- 
tunity for a good many five-minute speeches. 
With the understanding that to-morrow the 
House will allow for general debate an addi- 
tional half hour-—— 


* River vessels, 
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One -hour. 
Í think half an hour will 


Several MEMBERS. 
Mr. SARGENT. 
be enough. 

. Mr. MAYNARD. I hope there will be no 
limitation of time. Perhaps there is nothing 
which we can debate more profitably than the 
questions presented by this bill. 

Mr. BANKS. I think an additional hour 
ought to be allowed. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I have been | 


desirous that general debate should be closed 
to-night; but as several gentlemen have ex- 
pressed a desire to speak foraboutfive minutes 
each, I hope that the time for general debate 
will be extended for half an hour. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I hope the time 
for general debate will be extended one hour. 

Mr. BANKS. In order that the time for 


general debate may be extended, I now move | 
i the repeal of all duties upon tea, coffee, and 


that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. BLAIR, 
of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole had, according to order, had the 
Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
House adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found truly enrolled an act 
(H. R. No. 1840) for the relief of Alexander 
Smith and Halcyon Skinner ; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

CORRECTION, 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, moved 
that the bill reported by him from the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures this 
morning be printed as it has been corrected, 

There was no objection; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
was then agreed to; and (at four o'clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of the Hing- 
ham Steamboat Company, for an appropria- 


tion to improve the channel in Hingham har- || 


bor. Also, the petition of William Whitton, 
treasurer, and others, citizens of Hingham, in 
aid of the petition of the steamboat company. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Curtis C. Howard and 12 others, citizens of 
- Plymouth, Massachusetts, heirs of the original 


claimants, for a bill for indemnity for French | 


spoliations, 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of T. 
J. Allen, of Davis, Illinois, asking that section 
one hundred and sixty-two of the revised cod- 
ification of the postal laws be amended. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The remon- 
strance of James A. St. John and others, type- 
founders of St. Louis, Missouri, against the 
repeal or reduction of duties upon printing 


types. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of 90 citizens of Cheboygan, asking an 
appropriation of $50,000 for the improvement 
of Cheboygan harbor, 

By Mr. GETZ: The remonstrance of Daniel 
Healy, James Healy, W. C. Besset, David Lord, 
D. B. Mauger, and 50 others, citizensof Berks 
county, Pennsylvania, against abating or abol- 
ishing the existing duties upon such articles as 
are successfully produced in this country, and 
praying for the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other necessaries of life as 
cannot be produced in the United States. 


J move the} 
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By Mr. GRIFFITH: The remonstrance of 
60 citizens of Conneautville, Crawford county, 
Pennsylvania, interested in agriculture, against 
any change of the existing tariff laws abating 
or abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country. Also, 
praying for the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other articles of necessity or 
comfort as cannot be produced in the United 


States, and that Congress will take care that | 
| duties shall be so adjusted as to encourage and 


defend every home industry, and foster the 
honor and interest of the American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of 500 citizens of 
Sharpsville, Mercer county, Pennsylvania, 
workers in iron and coal, against any change 
of the existing tariff laws, abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country; also praying for 


such other articles of necessity or comfort as 
cannot be produced in the United States, and 
that Congress will take care that duties shall be 
so adjusted as to encourage and defend every 
home industry, and foster the honor and inter- 
ests of the American laborer. 

Also, the remonstrance of 40 citizens of 
West Middlesex, Mercer county, Pennsyl- 
vania, interested in the manufacture of pig 
iron, against any change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upou such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; also praying for the repeal of all 
duties upon tea, coffee, and such other articles 
of necessity or comfort as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and that Congress will 
take care that duties shall be so adjusted as 
to encouraged and defend every home indus- 
try,and foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The memorial of Fred- 
erick B. Didier, of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tons. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The remonstrance of 
Michael. Tracey and 146 others, workers in 
Bloom furnace, Bloomsburg, Columbia county, 
Pennsylvania, against the change in the tariff 
laws abating duties on articles successfully 
produced in this country urged by the Free- 
‘Trade League, and praying the repeal of all 


| duties on tea, coffee, and such other articles 
as cannot be produced in the United States; 


and also for such adjustment of duties as will 


| encourage and defend every home industry, 


and foster the honor and interests of the 


| American laborer. 


By Mr. MONROE: The petition of FE. G. 
Johnson and 89 others, citizens of Elyria, 
Lorain county, Ohio, praying Congress to 


į retain tariif duties upon such articles as are 


successfully produced in this country, and to 
repeal the duties upon tea and coffee 

Also, the petition of William Jones and 23 
others, citizens of Black river, Lorain county, 
Ohio, asking Congress to make an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Black river harbor. 

Also, the petition of R. H. Penfield and 
others, citizens of Elyria, Lorain county, Ohio, 
praying Congress to make an appropriation 
tor the improvement of the harbor of Black 
river. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Charles 
Hebding, S. Seiberlich, Henry Myers, John 
C. Siner, and 263 others, journeymen cigar- 
makers and manufacturers of cigars of the 
third congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
praying an increase of tariff on imported cigars. 

Also, the petition of Alfred H. Love, Henry 
T. Child, Sarah T. Rogers, Anna T. Shourds, 
and 417 others, members of the Universal 
Peace Union, for the passage of the bill of 
Hon. Jonny B. Storm, of Pennsylvania, to 
reduce taxation, to promote peace, and for 


other purposes; for the gradual abolition of | 


the Army and Navy; proposing that foreign 
Powers be invited to join in a general dis- 
amament and system of international arbitra- 


February 14, 


tion, and asking for the passage of an amend- 
ment repealing the war clauses of the Consti- 
tution. - E 

By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of W. J. 
Huff, of Monticello, Indiana, asking such 
change in the postal laws as will enable pub- 
lishers of newspapers to receive papers with 
one side printed at the same rates of postage 
as newsdealers are required to pay on period- 
ieals. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions 
of John Jones and Nathan C. Barnett, of 
Baldwin county, Georgia, asking the removal 
of their political disabilities. 

By Mr. UPSON: The remonstrance of the 
Lumber Board of Trade of Cleveland, against 
the free importation of lumber from the ports 
of Canada to Chicago. : 

Also, the petition of E. O. Knox, publisher 
of the Cuyahoga Falls Reporter, asking an 
amendment of the postal laws. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The memorial of R. 
F. Trevellick, of Detroit, president of the 
National Labor Union, in favor of a protective 
tariff. 

Also, the memorial of John W. Daly, Daniel 
Sheehan, and others, citizens of Detroit, for 
the same. 

Also, the memorial of Alunon T. Croul and 
80 others, employésat Croul Brothers’ tannery, 
at Detroit, for the same. - 

Also, the memorial of A. C. McGraw, and 
others, of Detroit, for the same. 

Also, the memorial of R. L. Root and others, 
of Plymouth, Michigan, for the same. 

Also, the petition of Japheth Cross, publisher 
of the Weekly Journal at Adrian, Michigan, 
and of Augustus E. Allen, publisher of the 
New Era, at Morenci, Michigan, for an ameud- 
ment of the postal laws. 

Also, the petition of C. A. Clark in regard 


| to the transmission of printed matter through 


the mails. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
W. N. MeGugin and 100 others, citizens of 
Lawrence county, Ohio, praying the repeal of 
all duties on tea and coffee, and such an 
adjustment of tariff duties as shall encourage 
and defend every home industry and foster the 
honor and interests of American labor. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post roads in the State of Texas. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: A bill to 
establish certain mail routes in the State of 
Michigan, 

By Mr. HARPER: A bill to establish a 
post route from Warm Springs to Spring 
Creek, North Carolina. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: A bill to extend 
post route No, 3020 from Beallsville, via Zol- 
Jarsville, Carig’s Gap, and Martinsville, to 
Waynesburg, Pennsylvania. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 14, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ANTHONY presented resolutions 
passed by the General Assembly of Rhode 
Island, in relation to indemnity for French 
spoliations on American commerce; which 
were ordered to he on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in favor of 
the passage by Congress of what is known as 
the Chicago relief bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 
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Mr, SUMNER, I present three memorials 
of type-founders and other workers in print- 
ing offices in Boston, remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff laws abating the duties 
oti printing types, now successfully produced in 
American founderies, and praying for a repeal 
of -all duties on the raw materials used in the 
production of type, namely, tin, antimony, and 
type-metal, so that home industries may be fos- 
tered and defended. I move the reference of 
these memorials to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented the petition 
of Charles C. P. Townsend, of Marlborough 
county, South Carolina, praying the removal 
of his political disabilities; which was referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth 
Lyon, of Abbeville county, South Carolina, 
praying to be allowed a pension in considera- 
tion of the services rendered by her late hus- 
band, Joseph Lyon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OSBORN presented additional papers 
to accompany the petition of Ellen C. Long; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr: BAYARD presented a petition of ship- 
owners and masters of Cape May, New Jersey, 
praying an appropriation for an ice harbor at 
Newcastle, Delaware; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a petition of one 
hundred and seventy citizens of Cambridge 
and Dorchester counties, Maryland, praying 
for an appropriation for cleaning and deep- 
ening the harbor of Cambridge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Edward 
Mason, late a private company O, fifty fifth 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, praying for 
the passage of a law repealing the act of July, 
1864, so far as the same applies to his appli- 
cation for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, praying that a bounty of $8 833.a month 
bo granted to all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors for the entire time served, and that 
the twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 
1870, be amended so as to permit soldiers or 
sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two memorials of book- 
sellers, manufacturers of books, and music 
printers, type-founders, &c., remonstrating 
against the passage of an international copy- 
right law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, prayiug a repeal 
of the duties upon tea, coffee, and other arti- 
cles of necessity, and for such an adjustment 
of the tariff duties as will protect home iudus- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Eliza T. 
Phiilips, of Philadelphia, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a petition of 
Joseph Chalfaut and fifteen other soldiers of 
Jefferson county, Ohio, praying that a bounty 
of $8 384 a month be granted to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, and an amendment to the twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
so as to permit soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed without the 


requirements of settlement and cultivation; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of John 
N. A. Griswold, praying indemnity for spolia- 


t 


| 


i 


| 


i 


tions committed by the French between the 
years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. Í 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin 
B. F. Graves, publisher of the Condor Free 
Press, of Tioga, New York, praying an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the bill for the revision of the postal laws; 
which was referred'to-the Committee on Post 


! Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. POMEROY presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas, concerning the Atch- 
ison, Topeka, and Santa Fé Railroad Com- 
pany, and the extension of the time for the 
completion of its railroad ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FENTON presented the memorial of 
Nathan Lyman, type-founder, and twenty-six 
others, workers in his establishment in the city 
of Buffalo, New York, remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff laws abating the daties 
on printing types, now successfully produced 
in American founderies, and praying for a 
repeal of all duties on the raw materials used 
in the production of type, namely, tin, anti- 
mony, and type metal, so that home industries 
may be fostered and defended; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Farmer, 
Little & Co., type-founders, and one hundred 
and seventy-nine others, workers in their estab- 
lishment in the city of New York, remonstrat- 


ing against any change in the tariff laws abat- jj 


ing the duties on printing types, now success- 
fully produced in American founderies, and 


praying for a repeal of all duties on the raw |! in the production of type, namely, ‘tin, anti- 


material used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so 
that home industries may be fostered and 
defended; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of George 
Bruce’s Son& Co., type-founders, and ninety- 
nine others, workers in their establishment, 
in the city of New York, remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff laws abating the 
duties on printing types, now successfully pro- 
duced in American founderies. and praying for 
a repeal of all duties on theraw material used 
in the production of type, namely, tin, anti- 
mony, and type-metal, so that home industries 
may be fostered and defended; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He Also presented the memorial of Hagar 
& Co., type founders, and fifty-one others, 
workers in their establishment in the city of 
New York, remonstrating against any change 


in the tariff laws abating the duties on printing | 


types, now successfully produced in American 
founderies, and praying for a repeal of all 
duties on the raw material used in the produc- 
tion of type, namely, tin, antiniony, and ipe- 
metal, so that home industries may be fostered 
and defended ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial cf Peter C. 
Cortelyou, type-founder, and eleven others, 


| workers iu his establishment in the city cf New 


York, remonstrating against any change in the 
tariff laws abating the duties on printing types, 
now successfully produced in American found- 
eries, and praying for a repeal of all duties 
on the raw material used in the production of 
type, namely, tin, antimony, and type metal, 


so that home industries may be fostered and | 


defended; which was referred to the Commitee 
on Finance. 
He also presented the memorial of James 


Conner’s Sons, type-founders, and one bun- | 
dred and eight others, workers in their estab- | 


lishment in the city of New York, remon- 
strating against any change in the tarif laws 


abating the duties on printing types, now suc- | 


cesfully produced in American founderies, and 


praying fora repeal of all duties on the raw i i blic | 
i erty at Houlton, Maine, reported: it without 


material used in the production ef type, namely, 
tin, antimony, and type-meial, so tha: home 
industries may be fostered and defended; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


4 


| 
i 
| 
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He also presented the memorial of R.. & 
J. & A. W. Lindsay, type-founders, and gev- 
enty-three others, workers in their establish- 
ment in the city of New York; remonstrate 
ing against any change in the tariff laws abut 
ing the duties on printing types, now success: 
fully produced in American founderies, and 
praying for a repeal of all duties on the ifaw 
material used in the production of: type} 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so 
that home industries may -be heteved aod 
defended; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i 

Mr. AMES presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, praying an appropriation 
for a custom-honse at Shieldsborough, Missis- 
sippi, and that that place be made a port of 
entry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented: the 
petition of La Fayette D. Hay, of New York, 
praying an amendment to section’ohe bun- 
dred and sixty-two of the bill for the revis- 
jon and consolidation of the statutes relating 
to the Post Office Department; which was 
referred to thé Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. j 

Mr. BLAIR presented the memorial of Wik 
liam Bright, type-founder, and eighty-seven 
other workers in his establishment in the city 
of St. Louis, Missouri, remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff Jaws abating the duties 
on printing types, now successfully produced 
in American foundries, and praying for a 
repeal of all duties on the raw material used 


mony, and type-metal, so that home industries 
may be fostered and defended; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

He also presented the memorial of James 
A. St. John, John Watts, and Joseph W. 
Stalker, type-founders in the city of St. Louis, 
Missouri, remoustrating against any change in 
the tariff laws abating the duties on printing 
types, now successfully produced in American 
founderies, and praying for a repeal of all duties 
on the raw material used in the production of 
type, namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, 
so that home industries may be fostered and 


| defended; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the memorial of 
Allison, Smith & Johnson, type-founders, and 
eighty-three others, workers in their establish: 
ment in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, remon: 
strating against any change in the tariff laws 
abating the duties on printing types, now suc- 
eessfully produced in American founderies, 


| and praying for a repeal of all duties on the 


raw material used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so that 
home industries may be fostered and defended; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles 
Welis, type-founder, and ninety-eight others 
workers in his establishment in the city of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against any 
change in the tariff laws ubating the duties oa 
prinung types, now successfully produced in 
American tounderies, and praying for a repeal 
of ail duties on the raw material used in the 
produciion of type, namely, tin, antimony, 
and type-metal, so that home industries may 
be fostered and defended; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
Polly Welch, praying for arrears of pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen: 
sions, 

SALE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY IN MAINE. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on. Mili- 


| tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 475) to authorize the sale of public prop- 


amendment, oe 
Me. HAMLIN.. That little- bill will not, £ 
think, consume two minutes of the time of the 
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Senate. We passed a bill just like it at the last 
session. TI ask that it be put on its passage. 
Mr. SUMNER. I shail not interfere, ex- 
cept to express the hope that the Senate will 
indulge me during the morning hour in calling 
up the resolution that I offered a day or two 


ago. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. . Does the Sena- ` 


tor object? 

Mr. SUMNER. No, I shall not object. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to object 
either, but I wish to concur with the Senator 
from Massachusetts in hoping that no Senator 
will introduce anything in the way of his call- 
ing up his resolution, which I think we ought 
to act upon; and therefore I will put myself 
in this position, if my friend from Maine 
will allow me: if the bill leads to no debate, 
I will not object, but I shall object to anything 
being taken up which does lead to debate until 
the Senator from Massachusetts has had an 
opportunity to call up his resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
War to sell and convey the land and building 
belonging to the United States at Houlton, 
Maine, known as Hancock barracks, if in bis 
opinion it shall be for the interest of the Gov- 
ernment to sell the same, reserving to the 
county of Aroostook so much of the land as 
shall be necessary for the monuments thereon 
erected by the consent of the War Depart- 
ment to establish a meridian line. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 584) concerning the publication of the 
official Army Register, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 626) to authorize 
the:sele of certain public property at Augusta, 
Georgia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 867) to amend an act entitled “An act 
regulating proceedings in criminal cases, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1865, 
have direeted me to report it back without 
amegdment, and with the recommendation 
that it pass. As it relates merely to the chal- 
lenging of jurors, and will remove an incon- 
venience that I understand exists in selecting 
juries, particularly in the city of New York, Í 
ask that it be put upon its passage. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator took his seat the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. SUMNER] and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Conxivc] united in a desire 
that no other business should be taken up 
during the morning hour except the resolution 
of the Senator from Massachusetts; but the 
Chair will put the request of the Senator from 
Illinois to the Senate. The Senator from Ili- 
nois asks unanimous consent to consider this 
bill at the present time. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope not. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [t willnot take a minute. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think that had better go 
over until to-morrow. Iam very anxious to 
have the resolution that I offered taken up. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent, and objection being made, the 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 688) in relation to homestead and 
preémption claims; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


& 


ordered to be printed. 


(S. No. 639) to provide for the protection of 
navigable waters of the United States from 
obstruction and damage; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 640) to aid in the removal of the raft from 
Red river; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a biil (S. No. 
641) to extend the provisions of an act en- 
titled “An act for the final adjustment of 

rivate land claims in the States of Florida, 
ouisiana, and Missouri, and for other pur- 
poses ;’’ which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 642) 
to relinquish the title of the United States to 
certain lands in the State of Louisiana; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDUCATIONAL TEST FOR VOTING. 


Mr. COLE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and 
Labor be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing some educational test in the exer- 
cise of the electoral franchise. 


PROTECTION OF ANIMALS, 


Mr. COLE also submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of enacting 
a Jaw for the protection of the buffalo, elk, antelope, 
and other useful animals running wild in the Terri- 
tories of the United States against indiscriminate 
slaughter and extermination; and that- they report 
by bill or otherwise. 


REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the commisioner of fish and fish- 
eries be printed; fifteen hundred for the use of the 
Senate, three thousand for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and five hundred for the use of the 
commissioner, 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business is concluded. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 desire to have my resolu- 
tion called up. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by him on Monday last. 

Mr. CONKLING. Having united with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, as the Chair said, 
in the hope that this resolution would be taken 
up, I should like to ask a question, as I see 
the morning hourishalf spent. Doesthe Sen- 
ator wish to take up the resolution for action 
or for debate? 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to have it taken up 
for action, and I wish to make an explanation 
in regard to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. If it be the Senator's 


purpose to take it up for debate now, in the 
morning hour, of which only thirty-five min- 
utes remain, it might incommode other Sen- 
ators. Therefore 1 suggest to him that some 
arrangement be made on that point. An ar- 
rangement may occur to him; if not, I will 
suggest one by which, this resolution being 
taken up, if it be his purpose to express his 
views in regard to it, others may have the game 
opportunity, and also the Senate an opportunity 
to vote upon it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr, CONKLING, A simple motion to take || 


it up now, to fallat one o’clock, would rot, 
perhaps, be satisfactory to the Senator, and 
certainly not to other Senators who may wish 
to make observations upon it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I entirely coincide with 
the Senator from New York, and I shall be 
glad to unite with him in any way. It seems 
to me that the order at one o’clock may be 
informally passed over should we not reach a 
conclusion on this resolution by that time. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business can be set aside at one o’clock by a 


i majority vote, if the Senate see fit to con- 


tinue the discussion of the resolution during 
the day. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be debate on 
this resolution, and if it begins this morning, 
I hope the regular order will be informally 
passed over until it is concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. No doubt it will be. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to add, out of 
frankness to the Senator from California, that 
I will stand by him with and for his appropri- 
ation bill against any matter now before the 
Senate that [ can remember except this reso- 
lution of the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
think there is an urgency, a need in the early 
consideration and final consideration of this 
resolution, which will lead me to vote to post- 
pone even the appropriation bill. I promise 
the Senator I will not vote to postpone it for 
anything else, but I will postpone it for this 
resolution. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is on the floor claiming it. 
He will state if he yields. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. I would suggest, in view of 
the remark of the Senator from New York, 
that the resolution of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts give way now for the appropriation 
bill, and let us go on with that in the morning 
hour, and when that is through, later in the 
day, the resolution can be taken up, there being 
then uo interference with its final considera- 
tion. Otherwise, I shall feel it my duty to 
insist on the regular order at the hour of one’’ 
o'clock, and of course that would devolve 
on the Senate the necessity of determining 
whether the. order should be proceeded with 


or not. 

Mr.SUMNER. Iam very anxious to accept 
any suggestion from my friend, but { hope he 
will pardon me if I say that I do not feel that 
ander the circumstances I ought to allow this 
to be postponed. I have a statement which I 
wish to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What 
now? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is to proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution, which 
if adopted will keep it before the Senate until 
one o'clock, when it will be superseded by the 
appropriation bill, unless the Senate then post- 
pone the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that motion I have 
a word to say. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When it comes up. It 
is not up yet, I understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not yet 
up, and debate on the merits cannot proceed 
on this motion. There has been no debate ag 
yet on the merits ; ithas been legitimate debate 
under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it is pro- 
posed to take up a resolution that everybody 
knows on looking at its face will lead to a 
long political debate. Iam not to be deterred 
from what I deem the course of duty by any 
false charge or false imputation that may be 
made against me that I am opposed to the 
adoption of this resolution or to the appoint- 
ment of all the committees of inquiry that can 
possibly be named, If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts would simply strike out the whole 


is the motion 


I propose to speak on the 
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preamble, and merely ask for an examination 


into the facts relating to the subject-matter, I- 


suppose there would be no objection to having 
that examination as broad and unlimited as 
anybody couldask. But! appeal to the Senate 
of the United States to say whether they are 
now willing upon the demand of any Senator, 
however distinguished, to lay aside all the 
practical business of the people of this great 
nation and take up a political debate at every 
stage of our session. 

‘That is precisely the case. If the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts is taken 
up, and we have gotto vote on the preamble of 
this resolution, and we have got to debate its 
various statements, what will be the course? 
After he speaks somebody will reply, and so 
for days probably we shall go on in a political 
discussion that will eud finally, as all such 
things do, in the appointment of a committee 
of investigation. I appeal to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and to all Senators, whether we 
should not go on regularly in the conduct of 
the public business. If he has a resolution 
without all these preambles, simply asking an 
investigation as to any particular fact or sub- 
ject- matter, which can give rise to no discus- 
sion, there is no difficulty in passing it; but if 
the Senate must follow the lead of any Senator 
who desires at any moment to precipitate a 
political debate on this body, we may as well 
bid good-by to the business of the session, and 
have it all.crowded into the last stages and the 
last days of the session. 

I, for one, speaking only in behalf of the 
public business, without any feeling in this 
matter at all, without any desire to engage in 
this discussion, appeal to the Senate to stick 
to the business that is before the body, and let 
us dispose of the great measures which we can 
act upon. Let these political discussions be 
presented in a way and at a time when they 
will not interfere with the public business, 
and let these resolutions of inquiry or reso- 
lutions of examination ba presented in a form 
to which there is no objection, and then we 
can go on and dispose of them without debate. 

Mr. COLE. We made very excellent pro- 
gress with the appropriation bill yesterday, 
getting through with nearly a third of it, after 
the protracted preliminary debate in the morn- 
ing on all other subjects imaginable. I 
think if we are allowed to go on with the bill 
now we shall get through with it perhaps at 
an early hour to-day, and then the debate that 
will be presented by the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts would not be in- 
terfered with. Otherwise it is clear to the 
Senate that it will be interfered with by the 
anxiety on- the part of Senators to get 
through with the regular business. I move, 
therefore, that the Senate proceed at this time, 
the morning business being over, with the 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of 
the Scnator from Massachusetts cannot be 
amended. It is one of those independent 
propositions that must be voted upon, and 
adopted or rejected as a whole, withoutamend- 
ment. It is, to proceed to the consideration 
of a certain resolution specifically named, and 
it cannot be amended by substituting any other 
resolution or bill. 

Mr. COLE. I hope, then, it will be voted 
down, and if that be done, I shall then make 
my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
motion will then be in order. 

Mr. SUMNER, Iam very sorry to be obliged 
to press thig matter on the attention of the 
Senate. Ishould not do it except in the dis- 
charge of what to me is a public duty. My 
friend from Ohio complains of a preamble. 
Had he read the preamble, or listened to it 
carefully, he would have seen that it was in 
the main documentary. On other occasions 
I think Ihave heard complaints, when motions 
were brought forward for investigation, that 
there were no proofs presented, that the reso- 


The Senator’s 


lutions were founded on nothing. Now, sir, 
I give you a resolution founded on something, 
in the main documentary, and presenting a 
case of grave suspicion which has already 
arrested the attention of a foreign Power—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask if this is in order. 
I appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
as he is one of the oldest members of this 
body, whether he will, in violation of the 
rule, proceed to discuss the merits of the res- 
olution, the very discussion of which will 
compel the adoption of his motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg my friend’s pardon. 
J am not discussing it; Iam assigning a reason 
why we should consider this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is stating 
not only the contents of the resolution, but 
the gravity of it and what effect the facts con- 
tained in it have had abroad. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair had 
piven notice to the remarks of the Senator 

rom Massachusetts, and so far as they had 
progressed the Chair thought they were in 
reply to the Senator from Ohio who had sug- 
gested that the resolution itself might be 
adopted but that there were objections to the 
preamble. The Chair at that time thought 
of stating to the Senator from Ohio that pos- 
sibly that might be regarded as debate on the 
merits; but it has been so unpleasant for the 
Chair to attempt to check Senators in debat- 
ing the merits of resolutions that are pro- 
posed to be brought forward, that he preferred 
to let the matter pass. The Chair having had 
his attention directed to the remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and that Senator 
having replied to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, will now confine the debate 
within the rule, which prohibits discussion of 
the merits of a proposition on a motion to 
take it up. 

Mr. SUMNER. Thope the Senate will take 
up the resolution and proceed with it. We 
have already lost some time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution named by him. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [Ishall vote in this case, 
as I have uniformly, to sustain the Senator who 
has charge of the appropriation bills. I do not 
believe that in the whole of my record there 
can be found a case where I have not voted to 
sustain him, and if we intend to transact the 
public business we must take that course. 
Unless the Senate will stand by him, we can- 
not expect to have the appropriation bills con- 
sidered until the last of the session; and then 
how are they considered? We have all seen 
appropriation bills pass through this body when 
the reports of the committees of conference 
were not read ; there was not time to read them ; 
and then we have been astonished and morti- 
‘fied to find placed on them provisions that never 
could have gone through this body if they had 
had any proper consideration. n appropri- 
ation bill should always be passed in time to 
give the President an opportunity to examine 
it and to veto it if he finds something improper 
init. Butnowthe Presidentis obliged to sign 
the appropriation bills without examining them 


| and without reading them. It is impossible for 


him to do otherwise. It is unfair for us to put 
that upon him. Ishall vote to sustain the Sen- 
ator from California, and when this bill is dis- 
posed of, which I hope will be to-day, I will 
vote to give the Senator from Massachusetts as 
large a space as he desires to discuss his reso- 
lution, and others to reply to him. 

Mr. WILSON. I think if the Senator from 
Rhode Island will examine the Journal, he will 
find that he is greatly mistaken. Most of our 
appropriation bills pass and are acted upon 
weeks before our adjournment, unless it be at 
the short session. We have several months 
before us. Ido not think every measure of 
this Congress should give way all the time to 
this cry of appropriation bills. Two or three 
appropriation hills I think will soon come from 


the House of Representatives; they are in an 
excellent condition at this time; and Ido not 
think we shall have any difficulty about them. 
I do hope we shall take up this resolution that 
has been offered. I do not know that it is 
worth while to have a long debate about. it 
before we investigate and understand the facts. 
I think the debate had better come afterward; 
but at any rate an explanation for or against it 
may be made, and I think without occupying 
a great deal of our time.. I think we had better 
take it up and dispose of it. Ifthe Senator 
who has the care of the appropriation bills will 
give way for an hour or two, I think we can 
dispose of the resolution without any sort of 
difficulty. 

Mr. COLE. It will be noticed that two 
months and a half of the session have already 
elapsed, and we have now before us the second 
appropriation bill. There are a dozen yet be- 
hind--veryimportant bills. “The deficier cy bill, 
the miscellaneous bill, and the civil service bill, 
are all behind, and they will require a great 
deal of consideration. Now, if we are balked 
on the very first attempt to get up an appro- 
priation bill, even after two months and a 
half of the session have passed, we may de- 
spair of getting them in proper shape before 
the end of the session. 

The Senator from Massachusetts who last 
spoke [Mr. Wiison] is certainly mistaken 
about the manner of getting the appropria- 
tion bills through. ‘They are uniformly, from 
necessity almost, crowded into the last days 
of the session. It very frequently occurs that 
these important bills are passed without full con- 
sideration and in the last hours of the session. 
They are as a rule crowded in the last hours ` 
of the session. It is almost the custom of this 
body to put those bills in that position. I 
hope that may not be the case at this session. 
I hope that the Senate will not now take up 
a-proposition which is merely political; and 
I must be indulged in saying that there are 
perhaps many propositions pending before | 
this body of equal importance with the one 
that has been presented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and either of which it is justas 
proper to take up and discuss as the resolution ~ 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. I hope 
the Senate will stand by the Committee on 
Appropriations, and allow them to put through 
their bills in proper shape and in good time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would vote 
for a motion to postpone the appropriation bill ` 
until to-morrow, so that this subject, if dis- 
cussed at all before the country, may be fully 
discussed; but to take up this resolution, and 
to have only the statement made in reference 
to it that will be made by its mover, Í am not 
in favor of, and shall vote against. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwish to say one word— 
for I feel the justice of what the Senator from 
Rhode Island said so well—in excuse for the 
vote l shall give and for the suggestions that 
I before made. Without referring at-all, in 
the sense of the rule, to the merits of this 
resolution I beg to make this remark: it is 
not the importance of the resolution which 
moves me, because I conceive that it has very 
little importance in fact or in truth; it is the 
peculiar nature of the resolution; and the rule 
restraining me from referring to its merits, I 
say no more. But I suggest to the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island that if a propo- 
sition came here upon the responsibility of a 
Senator, casting, for example, some gross and 
hateful aspersion even upon this body alone, 
aud not upon the American name and the 
American Government, we could hardly. be 
asked to defer to an appropriation bill because 
it is important that an appropriation bill should 
pass. It is, therefore, I venture to suggest, 
the character of this resolution, its imputa- 
tions and its statements, groundless as I be- 
lieve them to be, which induce me to vote for 
its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. © The Chairmust 
now state to the Senator from New York that 
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he thinks this is debate on the merits, as is the 
hypothetical case also, because if this can be 
debated as a hypothetical case, a reply can be 
made on the same basis, and it really opens a 
debate upon the merits. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, thanking the 
Chair for its admonition, I beg to withdraw so 
much of my remarks. I suppose, however, I 
shall be in order when'I say to the Senator 
from California that itis not the importance 
but the nature of the resolution which leads 
me to vote for its consideration. So mach, I 
think, must be in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatisin order. 

Mr. CONKLING. One other suggestion, 
and I have done. The Senator from New 
Jersey expresses entirely my judgment and 
my feeling when he declares his unwillingness 
to vote to take up a resolution which is to 
receive a one-sided waft over the country and 
then to be dropped, and I shall assume that 
neither the urgency of the appropriation bill, 


nor any sense of duty or of justice which can | 


address itself to Senators or to me, would 
lead a majority of the members of this body 
to take up this resolution and permit its dis- 
cussion on one side, and then put up the bars 
against its discussion on the other, even if a 
hundred appropriation bills stood waiting for 
the time. | shall assume, therefore, that when 
the resolution is taken up, all Senators alike 
will have an opportunity to discuss it; that we 
shall have an opportunity to demand a division 
of the question between the resolution which 
calls for an inquiry and the preamble which 
does something else which the rule will not 
permit me to state, and vote separately upou 
these propositions; vote for an investigation 
the fullest, the farthest, the most searching, 
and vote (those of us who please) against the 
declarations and statements made in this pre- 
amble; so that when one o’clock comes I 
shall assume that we shall stand by the reso- 
lution if we take it up now. Therefore, agree 
ing with the Senator from New Jersey entirely, 
` I still persist in voting that the Senator who 
has brought this proposition here shall have 
„an Opportunity to be heard and to be answered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think we ought 
to take up this resolution this morning, be- 
cause, ag is stated, the necessary effect will be 
from its nature to postpone the appropriation 
bill until to-morrow. Of course this resolu- 
tion is of a peculiar nature, but it is not more 
peculiar than other resolutions which are on 
the Calendar the merits of which I cannot 
allude to; but if it is taken up it is very clear 
we must go on with it. Therefore I hope the 
Senate will refuse to take itup, as it is now 
within a quarter of one o'clock, and take up 
the appropriation bill which we have in hand 
and finish it; and upon that ground I can ap- 
peal to my honorable friend from IHinois who 
insisted yesterday that that was the true prin- 
ciple of action, and I agree with him to-day 
on that subject. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam sorry my friend 
ae Vermont did not agree with me yester- 
ays 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
been taken up. : 
Mr, TRUMBULL, The Senate having dis- 
agreed with me yesterday and established a 
different rule from what [thought a proper one, 
conforming as I always do to the opinion of 
the Senate, I shall vote to-day to proceed with 
the matter suggested bythe Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. he Senate, under the lead of my 
friend from. Vermont, yesterday overruled me 
and established a rule to which I bow with 
deference. I am sorry that my friend from 
Vermont now proposes to change his position 
and go against the rule that he yesterday estab- 
lished. f 
Mr. MORTON. It will take just about as 
much time if we go on now with the appropri- 
ation bill and take up this resolution at another 
time, as if we take up the resolution this morn- 
ing and dispose of it; but there are certain rea- 


I should if this bill had 


sons why I should like to see the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts taken up this 
morning and disposed of. That resolution is 
calculated to make an impression upon the 
country of a certaiu kind, and I think itis a 
matter of justice all around that it shall be taken 
up and disposed of. For one, Iam ready now 
to have it taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution 
submitted by Mr. SUMNER on Monday last: 


- Whereas it appears from_a recent cable telegram 

that the committee of the French National Assem- 
bly on war contracts has adopted a resolution ask- 
ing the United States Government to furnish the 
result of inquiry into the conduct of American offi- 
cials suspected of participating in the purchase of 
arms for the French Government during the war 
with Germany; + i 

And whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, at New York, in adispateh dated at New 
York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel Reming- 
ton, at Tours, in France, near the Government of 
National Defense, uses the following language: “We 
have the strongest influences working for us, which 
will use all their efforts to succeed ;”’ 

And whereas, inaletterdated at New York, Decem- 
ber 13, 1871, addressed by Samuel Remington to Jules 
Le Cesue, president of the armament committee at 
Tours, in France, the following language is employed: 


New Yor, December 13, 1870. 


Sır: I have the honor to inform you I have re- 
ceived your telegram of the 10th_and ilth, ordering 
the number of batteries to be reduced in number to 
fifty, and informing me of instructions tothe consul 
regarding the last credit to him of 3,000,000 francs. 

Although at the time of the receipt of the telegram 
Thad bought the whole number, one hundred, and 
had paid the advance required, $200,000, the Gov- 
ernment very willingly reduced the number to fifty. 

+ *¢ © © &® &© &© &© & & 


Regarding the purchase of Springfields, (trans- 
formed,) Allen’s system, am sorry to say the 
greatest number we may hope to get willnot, I fear, 
exceed forty thousand. The Government has never 
made but about seventy-five thousand all told, and 
forty thousand is the greatest number they think it 
prudent to spare. I may be ableto procure, depend- 
ing upon an exchange of our arms at some future 
time, for the number of breech-loading Springfields 
over and above forty thousand they are willing to 
let go now. | , . 

This question of an exchange, with the very friend- 
ly feeling I find existing to aid France, I hope to be 
able to procure more. Cartridges for these forty 
thousand will in a great measure require to be made, 
as the Government have but about three millions in 
hand. But the Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, four hundred for each gun, to 
be made, and the cartridge-works have had orders 
given yesterday to increase production to the full 
capacity of works. This question of making the 
cartridges at the Government works was a difficult 
one to get over: butitisdone. The price the Goy- 
ernment will charge for the guns and cartridges will 
be . oT as near that as possible. 

JULES Le CESNE, esq., , 

President Commission of Armament, &e. 


And whereas the Secretary of War, under date of 
January 19, 1872, addressed the following commu- 
nication to the Secretary of State: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasurneron Crry, January 19, 1872. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of a note from you of the 4th instant, inclosing, by 
request of Mr. de Bellonnet, chargé d’affaires of 
France, a copy of a letter from Mr. Remington to 
the president of the commission of armament at 
Tourz, containing a series of allegations in regard to 
the purchase of arms, &c. 

The first of these allegations which seem torequire 
specific replies is, “cartridges for these forty thou- 
sand will in a great measure require to be made, as 
the Government have but about three million on 
hand; but the Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, four hundred for each gun, 
to be made, and the cartridge-warks have orders 
(given yesterday) to increase production to the full 
capacity of the works. This question of making 
the cartridges at the Government works was a dif- 
ficult oneto get over, but it is done,” 

In reply tothat allegation, I have to say that on 
the 13th of December, 1870, cartridges necessary 
tosupply about two hundred rounds per gunto the 
model 1866 breech-loaders sold ‘Thomas Richardson 
were ordered to be manufactured at the Frankford 
Arsenal, and this number of cartridges was neces- 
sary to effect the sale of the arms. The Messrs. 
Remington & Sons did not buy any arms or ammuni- 
tion from this Departmentafter about the middle of 
October, 1870, nor would any bid from them for such 
articles have been entertained by the United States 
subsequent to that date. 

To the second prominent allegation which is con- 
tained in the paper purporting to be a copy of a tele- 
gram from Squires to Remington, and which is here- 


i} with returned, I have the honor to reply that this | 


Department has no knowledge of any influence 
-exerted in favor of, or for the success of, any trans- 
action between the United States and Mr. Squires, 
for himself or Meters: Remington A Sons. ; 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 
To the Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE. 

And whereas it appears from theseseveral com- 
munications not only that arms were sold, but that 
ammunition was manutactured in the workshops 
of the United States Government and sold to one 
Thomas Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs, 
Remington & Sons, when the bids of the latter had 
been thrown out for the reason that they were the 
agents of the French Government; . 

‘And whereas it appears from the official report of 
the Secretary of War that, in the year 1870-7], the 
sale of ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000,000, 
from which, according to the report, only a small 
sum was retained to meet the expenses of preparing 
other stores for sale, while the official report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for thesa me year acknowl- 
edges the receipt of only $8,286,131 70, showing a 
diference of over $1,700,000; 

And whereas acomparison of the accounts rendered 
by the French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the United 
States and the accounts rendered by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for moneys received in the 
same transaction show alarge difference, which seems 
to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that Uni- 
ted States officials have taken an undue pari therein; 

And whereas the good name of the American Gov- 
ernmentseems to be seriously compromised by these 
incidents, and ajust regard to national honoras well 
as to the interests of the Treasury, require that they 
should not be allowed to pass without the most thor- 
ough inquiry: Therefore, r, 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven be 
appointed to investigate all sales of ordnance stores 
made by the Government of the United States during 
the war between France and Germany; to ascertain 
the persons to whom such sales were made, the cir- 
cumstances under which they were made, andthe real 
parties in interest, and the sums respectively paid 
and recgived by the real parties; and that the com- 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers; 
and that the investigation be conducted in public, 

Mr. SUMNER.. Mr. President, Iam obliged 
to the Senate for its hospitality, aud I will try 
not toabuseit. The subject presented is grave. 
It is also interesting in two different aspects; 
first, as it concerns ourselves, and secondly, 
as it concetns foreign Powers. All must unite 
in a desire to relieve our country from sus- 
picion, especially when it is a suspicion of moral 
obliquity. This nation cannot afford to be 
under any such suspicion. I shall speak of 
facts only, and not of persons. If the facts 
that I adduce bear upon persons or point to 
persons, it will be the facts that speak, and 
not L 

Sir, I have brought forward this resolution 
with infinite reluctance, after hesitation and 
delay. The facts to which it refers became 
known to me, in substance, sometime before 
Christmas. Ihave been becoming more famil- 
iar with them since; but I postponed calling 
the attention of the Senate and the country to 
them because 1 knew that they were laid before 
the Administration ; I knew that the attention 
of the President was called to them, and also 
of the Secretary of War; and I anxiously 
awaited their judgment. I supposed that they 
would institute an inquiry, or, at least, make 
some statement; I had reason to believe that 
they would do so. { was mistaken. No such 
inguiry has been instituted; no explanatory 
statement has been made. I had reason to 
believe that there would be a report from the 
War Department explaining everything. I 
awaited that report. A report from that De- 
partment was presented to the other House on 
the 24th day of January. Before I finish you 
Shallknow something of that document, and 
whether that may not fall under the suspicion 
which seems to attach to this whole transac- 
tion. 

Now, sir, at the outset there are two char- 
acters that appearson the scene, one a French- 
man and the otheran American. The French- 
man is M. Place, late consul general of his 
country at New York, proceeded against in 
France some time last autumn for fraud in con- 
nection with the sale of arms, tried and acquit- 
ted; proceeded against a second time in the 
recent month of January, tried and convicted, 
while on his trial figured the American who ig 
the next person to be introduced, Samuel 
| Remington, of Ilion, New York, Mr. Reming: 
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ton, as I understand, is himself a manufac- 
turer of arma, and some time in the autumn 
of 1870, after the surrender at Sedan, he be: 
came the agent of the French Government for 
the purchase of arms in the United States, 
with a commission during his early purchases 
of five per cent., afterward cut down to two 
and ahalf percent. He did make purchases, 
buying directly in his own name, according to 
an official statement, 85,775 stand of arms. 
But besides this, other persons, acting under 
him, bought a much larger quantity of arms, 
namely: one Boker, 50,000; Schuyler, Hart- 
ley & Graham, 100,000; Austin Baldwin; 
110,000 ; also, Austin Baldwin, 40,000; the sum 
total by others than Remington himself: being 
800,000, which, added to those purchased 
directly by him, made 385,775 stand of arms. 
On this purchase I have to remark that the 


French Government, according to their report, | 


have only received 368,000 stand of arms. 
simply call attention to this fact. I do not 
know that it will have any bearing on the in- 
quiry, but it appears from the documents, 

Another fact is more important, that the 
French Government on account of these 
purchases paid Remington $6,092,173, while 
the War Department does not appear to 
have received on account of these arms but 
$5,124,953. 

Those are the two characters that appear in 
the forefront, Place, the Frenchman, Rem- 
ington, the American. I have already stated 
that Place at the first trial’ was acquitted. 
Remington comes tọ. Washington after that 
trial, repairs to the War Department, and ob- 
tains from the Secretary certificates of his 
character and his relations with our Govern- 
ment, by which he was, if I may so express 
myself, authenticated in France. His appear- 
ance as a prominent witness against the French 
consul general at the second trial is supposed 
to have been net without effect on the result. 
Now, bear in mind, Remington, the agent of 
France, was authenticated at the War Depart- 
ment by the Secretary of War. Meanwhile 
suspicion was excited in. France with regard 
to his conduct, and the French Government 
declined to complete their payments to him 
under the original contracts. The inquiry in the 
court attracted the attention of the National 
Assembly. The result appears in the action 
of the committee of that body, reported by a 
cable dispatch, under date of Paris, February 
9, as follows: 


“The Assembly committee on war contracts has 
adopted aresolutiou asking the United States to fur~ 
nish the result of the inquiry into the conduct of 
American officials who were'suspected of participat- 
ing in the purchase of arms for the French Govern- 
ment during the war.” 


Sir, it is not I who first use the word “ sus- 
picion;’’ it comes to us across. the sea in an 


official act reported by a telegraphic dispatch. | 


American officials suspected! Who, sir? How 
suspected? Eminent they must be if their 
names or their positions are known in France; 
not without. evidence, if suspicion has been 
awakened go far away. They could not act on 
straws. But without presuming to consider 
whether they were justified in suspicion, it is 
enough for us that their resolution is à declara- 
tion of suspicion. 

I have already said that I postponed this 
inquiry. Perhaps I erred, but there seemed 
to be three courses open. The first was to let 
the Administration take the initiative and insti- 
tute an inquiry. For that I waited. They 
took no initiative, but sent a report to the 
other House, which on examination. excited 
still further. suspicion. The second course 
seemed to be to:allow what have been called 
our officials, whoever they may be, whether 
of the Ordnance Bureau or the War Depart- 
ment, to be tried by a committee of the French 
National Assembly on: ex parte evidence. . I 
did not like to see that done, If there is to 


be any proceeding it should be here at-home’ 


where the whole case can be considered care- 
fully and candidly, and where we may have 


42p Cone, 2p Sess.— Noa, 64. - 


| eould not have done otherwise. 


| heré at home. 


Access to dll thé faets. Thé other alternative 


| was, on the failure of the Administration to 


meet the case, to call the attention of Con- 
gress and of the country to it; and I think 
before I have done you will see that I have not 
erred’; you will see that as a faithful Senator I 
Sir, this 
country eannot lose credit by any inquiry. It 
can only lose eredit by evading inquiry. It 
can forfeit fts good name only when suspicions 
are aroused-and not removed. And now, sir 


| I present tis case on suspicions arouse 


abroad and apparently sustained by documents 
Thatis all. Imake no allega- 
tion; least of all do I accuse anybody. I con- 
tent myself with éxhibiting certain facts, which 


į should at léäst put us on inguiry so searching 


ag to remove suspicion or expose the guilty. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. , 


The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts will please pause. The 
morning hour has expired, and the legislative, 


| executive, and judicial appropriation bill is 


before the Serate, thé pending question being 
oi striking out the proviso on pages 21 and 
22 as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the further 
consideration of the appropriation bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow with @ view of proceed- 
ing with this resolution. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. 

The. VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Hlinois moves that the further consider- 
ation of the appropriation bill be postponed 
for the purpose of continuing the considera- 
tion of the resolution which was under debate 
at the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. COLE. That motion is debatable, I 
believe. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that question I desire 
to be heard. 

Mr. COLE. I yield to the Senator from 


Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I again, 
without using the words, repeat the suggestion 
I made before. If u majority of the Senate 
have made up their minds to follow the lead 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, and three 
or four other Senators here, who, whenever 
they desire to present a political debate, intro- 
duce a preamble and resolution, let it be done 
at once, and we shall know exactly what to do, 
and we shall then go and ask them in the first 
place each morning what will be the order of 
business for the day, and what shall be done 
each. day, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts introduces a resolution here which will 
not. bé voted against by any member of the 
body; but he chooses to attach to it a pream- 
ble which excites political discussion, and he 
insists upon discussing the preambie. If the 
preamble is adopted there is no use of the res: 
olution, I appeal to Senators that it is better, 
wiser, more digeréet in every way, for us not 
to follow the lead of those whose manifest 
purpose is to continually exhaust this session 
in wrangling political debate. 

What can be the motive of the introduction 
of this preamble and resolution? What is the 
object of taking it up? The proposition now 
is to postpone an appropriation bill to take up 
a preamble and resolution. The resolution, 
the only legislative thing to be acted on, is not 
objected to, I suppose, by any one. On the 
statement by any Senator of the alleged facts 
contained in the preamble te this resolution 
every one would agree to an examination. 
Then why not have the examination? Shall 
we allow any member of this body because he 
chooses to assert in a preamble to a resolution 
disputed facts to start a debate upon that pre- 
amble and postpone all our business? I say 
Ifor ove will not-do it; and if the Senate are 
determined to go into this kind of debate and 
allow any member of this: body who chooses 
fora politital purpose to:présent at any time 


a resolution of this kind to divert us fi 
ordinary course of our business, I for one will 
not be present to attend it; because T have 
something else to do, © 05 eae 
I am perfectly willing to vote for any inquiry 
on any resolution that may be offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts on the statement 
of atiy facts that in his judgment.démand an |< 
investigation; but as tò postponing all the 
business of this body, the legislative appropri- 
ation bill, the most of the bills that lie upon 
our table, merely tó take up this politizal dis- 
cussion at his behest, and whenever he or any 
other member of the body desirés it, I am 
not willing to do; and lét me tell my friends 
it is not wise leadership or wise following. 
We aré treated like a bull in a` Spanish boll- 
fight. These gentlemen enter with 4 red fag 
| and wavé it in our faces aud demand, at their 
own time and in their own choicé of their own 
methods, apolitical debate. Wë aréthé major- 
ity here. I am willing to debate and. diş- 
cuss:and decide any question that is presented; 
but I am not willing to waive all the business 
of this great nation to allow this political 
debate to be présented at such timé and in 
such place as our adversaries choose to seléct. 
This is my opinion plainly spoken. If, how- 
ever, a majority of the Senate chooses to lay 
aside the regular business and go on with this 
political debate, with an inquiry into the con- 
duet of officers on a mere preamble to a reso- 
lution, which resolution will be adopted by 
unanimous consent, let it be done; but I cer 
tainly will not vote for it. f PE 
Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Président, I think the 
position taken by the Senator from Ohio ‘is 
very remarkable, I think there was no very 
special preamble to the regolution.of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois s short time ago, but it met 
with as studied opposition as Gan conie against 
this resolution presented by the Senator-from 
Massachusetts. I think, therefore, it is not 
the true reason of the opposition here, that 


there is simply 4 preamblé to the resolution 
brought in by thë Senator from Massachusetts, 
The fault of that resolution is that it proposes 
to be a searching, thorough, bold, and manly 
investigation in the face of the Senate and the 
whole country; and if the Senator from Ohio 
will choose to remember thë storm of indigna: 
tion that camé up from evry portion of this 
country in regard to the tactics adopted by 
himself and his friends on that other occasion, 
I fancy he may anticipate the same storm to 
hover above him and descend upon him again 
when he comes in here with the same tactics 
on this. : Pap 
He says that a few Senators are to flaunt 
their red flag of defiance in the , face of the 
Senate. True, I am not astonished at opposi: 
tion, for the majority here have got enough of 
investigation ; but we are determined that they 
shall take a little more of it and shall not- 
escape it by any political subterfuge whatever 
in the Senate. We are in earnest, and. the 
country ig in earnest, and the Senator from 
Ohio cannot evade the responsibility that resta 
upon him when an investigation such as this 
| is demanded, and it will come whenever the 
| voice of the people demands if, and Senators 
will be as ready to change their position or 
gracefully to surrender and say, ‘‘Qh, cer- 
tainly, we intended investigation all the time;. 
we were rather anxious for it than otherwise; 
| bat it was just a way we had of seemitg to. 
oppose it at first for a short time.” . [Latghter. |. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. President, one o’clock,. 
the regular hour for the special order, haying. 
arrived, it finds us upon a question undeterm- 
ined that was left over at the close of the 
morning hour, and the proposition now to go. 
on with the debate upon the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts-is a proposition 
that comes in the midst of the consideration, 
of a bill and whilea question is actually pend: 
ing upon which. we were about to vote.. If. 
| the appropriation bill can be pnt aside at.any. 


i time when any Senator wishes to vracipitate a 
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political discussion, we shall have no hope of 
getting through with the appropriation bills | 
this session, or in any reasonable time. 

‘This is the exact fact. This bill is partly 
considered; it is in process of consideration 
by the’ Senate, and the proposition is not that 
a resolution shall take precedence of this bill, 
but itis to precipitate that discussion in the 
midst of the consideration of the present 
order. Ihope the Senate will stand by its own 
interests, and before the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has entered far upon this discussion, 
while he has merely presented the outlines of 
it and partly entered on the discussion, I think 
this is the proper time 10 stop it. It must come 
up in the morning hour again, and then we | 
may be permitted to go on with the appropri- 
ation bill. 

I earnestly ask the Senate to stand by us in 
the consideration of this bill for the reasons I 
have already given, but particularly, perhaps, 


for those given by the Senator from Ohio. | 


They seem to my mind sufficiently weighty. 
But independent of that, I see the impropri- 
ety, as I believe, of the consideration of this 
resolution while an appropriation bill is pend- 
ing, a bill that must pass and ought to pass 
in good season. 


“Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I believe 


there is something sacred in this country be- | 


sides appropriation bills. I believe there are 
some matters of importance besides appropri- 
ation bills. During the last seventeen years 
I have heard a grcat deal of outcry here about | 
appropriation bills and the failure of appropri- 
ation bills; but Ido not know that I remember 
more than one case where such a bill failed. | 
We can stay here all next summer if necessary 
to pass our appropriation bills. I have no 
anxiety about their passage. I hope the Sen- 
ate will take what seems to me to be the prac- 
tical view of this question. A Senator rises in 
his place and offers a preamble and a resolu- 
tion; statements purporting to be facts are 
made in the preamble. I take it we areall in 
favor of the resolution and of the investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. COLE. And of the discussion ? 

Mr. WILSON. As to the discussion, I think 
it would come a great deal better after the 
examination was made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IThope my friend from 
Massachusetts will allow me to say a word. I! 
believe now I can speak for every Senator 
when I say there is not a single Senator in | 
this body who will oppose the investigation | 
demanded by this resòlation on the mere state- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. | 
Sumxer.] The only question with me is, | 
whether we ought to allow anybody, however | 
distinguished as a member of this Chamber, 
to come here and insist on discussing in ad- 
vance his own statement of the case, and com- | 
pelling us to vote in the form of a preamble | 
on facts that we are just about to institute an 
investigation into. Is it right for this body to | 
postpone the business of the nation to enable | 
a single Senator to present his own speeches | 
and his own views in regard to an investiga- 
tion to be conducted in the future? 

Mr. WILSON. In reply to the Senator 
from Ohio, I will say that it may not always 
be the fair thing, or, perhaps, the proper 
thing to yield to one or two Senators who 
choose to bring forward such propositions or | 
to eugage in such discussions. But there ig 


tion. Iam not one of those who claim to be 
specially Administration Senators, for I do 
not like the word. We are United States 
Senators, Republican Senators. We have an 
Administration in power of our own electing. 
Tt is our duty to do right, and it is the Admin- 
istration’s duty to do right; aud if charges are 
made against us, or made against the Admin- 
istration, I am willing to meet them at any 
time or on any occasion. If there have been 
any mistakes made, the great people of this 
country are generous and charitable, and they 
forgive much to mistakes of the head. If there 
has been anything wrong done, when it is 
proved io be wrong it wiil be condemned ; 
and, for one, I welcome the most searching 
investigation, not only of the Administration, 
but of the Republicans; not only of this Sen- 
ate and of the House aud of the office- holders 
of the country, but of the States anywhere and 
everywhere. There is a feeling in this coun- 
try to-day stronger than ever before against all 
sorts of peculation and defalcation and fraud. 
It is not a good time. for thieves in the United 
States; and I thank God that this is so. 

Now, sir, I have no fear of this investigation. 
I do not believe any Senator has any fear of 
it. But I want to say to our friends what I 
said to them on another occasion; and I think 
they are well satisfied that some of us were 
right then. Itis not worth while to give our- 
selves the appearance before the country of 
opposing the most thorough investigation. 
Let us hail and welcome it. Ido not want to 
take up all the time of the Senate in investiga- 
tions and in making charges. We all know 
why a great deal of these things come here. 
We are in a political canvass in the country ; 
everybody understands it; the people of the 
country understand it all, and they are sub- 
| stantially unmoved by anything that has been 
said or done in this Congress during the last 
two months. I have no anxiety about the 
people or about the result. Being in a polit- 
ical canvass, anybody has the right te go for 
the nomination of any man he pleases for 
President of the United. States. He has a 
right to advocate anybody he pleases, and 
anybody has a right to be a candidate subject 
to the decision of that body which is to meet 
at Philadelphia; and I never want to hear any- 
body denounced as an enemy of the Admin- 
istration because he believes it is best to have 
some other candidate than the present Pres- 
ident. I think a man who denounces any man 
for that is not a true friend of the present 
Administration. 

Neither do I like to hear men pick up every- 
thing they can gather up, and bawl all over the 
country, and undertake for simply political pur- 
| poses to hurl accusations at the Chief Magis- 
trate of the country. But this is to go on for 
the next threemonths, We mayas well under- 
hae it here, for the country understands it 
all. 
as well as we do here, and the people have 
quite as much confidence in themselves and in 
the men they trust that are not in the Senate 
as they have in us here in the Senate. We 
must all learn one thing, that we are not great 
centers around which events move ia this 
country. We are but fragmentary, humble 
parts in a great work. And now I advise the 
Senator from California who has the care of 
the appropriation bill to let it go over until 
to-morrow, and as this question has been 


One thing to be considered in this case, and 
that is that these statements have been made, 
and they are out; they are making the tour 
of the country; the people will read them. 
They have heard one side. I take it it will 
turn out before we are through that there are 
two sides to this question. 

Mr: MORTON. Only onè side. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘There’ is another side to 
the question than that already presented here, | 
if not two sides. I think it is well to do this. | 
The credit of the country is concerned in this 
matter, and so is the credit of the Administra- | 


launched upon us let us meet it here and now, 
consider it here and now, and sit here if it be 
necessary during the hours of this night until 
it is settled, 

Mr. MORTON. For one, Mr. President, I 
| have no responsibility for the introduction of 
| this resolution, and I shall have none in regard 
to the introduction of this debate. Lam ready 
to vote upon this resolution without one word 
| being said. But I have no power to avert this 

debate, and if I had it I wouid not. We know 


February i4, 


can be assigned by the Senator from Ohio, or 
anybody else, no matter how important or 
vital it might be, the very fact that we refused 
to-day to consider or to hear a speech upon this 
resolution. which proposes to make. an investi- 
gation would make it the foundation for vast 
suspicions to be sent abroad over the country, 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from Indiana 
will allow me to say that that is exactly true, 
and that is precisely what I, as a member of 
the Senate of the United States, would not 
care to yield to. You yield to what your judg- 
ment does not approve because your conduct 
otherwise might be misunderstood. 

Mr. MORTON. So far as I am concerned 
I do not yield to that fear; but as it will take 
about the same timeto consider it to-day as at 
any other time I seeno advantage to be gained 
in putting off the consideration of it. We 
have no power to prevent the Senator from 
Massachusetts making his speech, nor should 
I seek to prevent it if I had the power. But, 
as I remarked before, if we refuse to con- 
sider it to-day from any cause, that will be 
made the foundation for sending the most 
infamous suspicions all over this country. 

Why, sir, a few weeks agothe Senate of the 
United States had a choice in regard to the 
composition and the character of an investi- 
gating committee. I do not believe there was 
any Senator here who desired to avoid investi- 
gaiion; I believe the imputation that any 
Senator on this floor was desirous to avoid any 
investigation into the affairs of this Adminis- 
tration was false and unjust; but because we 
had a choice in regard to that matter, it was 
made the occasion for sending the most infa- 
mous calumnies all over this country in regard 
to a majority of the Senate. We shall live 
down these calumnies. The committee that 
was appointed to investigate was declared at 
the time to be a white-washing committee, a 
committee organized to acquit; but it. has 
already vindicated itself from that infamous 
slander. If this Administration cannot stand 
investigation, it deserves not to stand at all. 
‘There is no friend of it here that is afraid of 
investigation, There shailbe an investigation. 
It shall be ample. We are prepared to meet 
it now. 


The country knows what it is about quite | 


Here is a resolution that involves the most 
enormous suspicions and imputations against 
high officers of this Government, reaching 
even to a member of the Cabinet, if not going 
higher. We are prepared to hear what the 
Senator from Massachusetts has to say about 
it. I believe there is nothing init. I believe 
itis an immense blank cartridge. We have 
heard for four months that it was coming. It 
has come. Weare prepared to have it explode 
at once, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I do not 
| propose to express any opiuion as to whether 
this is a blank cartridge or not. The subject 
has been brought to the notice of the Senate, 
and I see no reason why we should not dispose 


of it. Ido not propose to enter into any dis- 
cussion of the resolution at this time. The 
question now is on postponing the biil which 
was the order of the day at one o'clock. We 
have wasted to-day, under the lead of the 
Senator from California, I suppose fully three 
fourths of an hour—ali the time since one 
o'clock and considerable of the morning hour— 
by his untimely attempts to force appropria- 
tion bills “in season and out of season.” 
Yesterday was almost entirely wasted in a dig- 
cussion about the order of business, brought 
about by the Senator from California insisting 
that the appropriation bill should be passe? 
upon when another bill was under considera- 
tion; he would not even let us informally dis- 
pose of it, and I think some two hours were 
wasted in his thrusting his appropriation bill 
untimely before the Senate. “ In season and 
out of season” he seems to delight, at the 
beginning of a session, and the middle of a 


| very well that if the consideration of this reso: 
i lution was to be postponed for any reason that | 


session, and at all times, to, if possible, get 
| an appropriation bill in the way of other busi- 
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ness. I am sure that more time was wasted 
yesterday in his interfering with the appro-. 
priation bill as he did than it would. have 
taken to pass the bill that. was regularly under 
consideration when the hour of one. o'clock 
arrived; and probably a half dozen others. . 
But now we are also met by the Senator from 
Ohio with a most remarkable speech. Ido 
-not understand the Senator from Ohio. Ido not 


know what. he means when he speaks of ‘‘our. 


adversaries,” and of our being inthe majority, 
and about.the red flag being thrown in our 
faces like a red flag displayed at a bull-fight. 
To whom does the Senator from Ohio allude? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I.can answer the ques- 
tion, if the Senator wishes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I yield, certainly. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I alluded undoubtedly 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, who intro- 
duced this resolution containing a preamble 
that assumes the facts to be investigated. I 
say that to the resolution there can be no 
objection, and because of his own statement 
that he believes such facts to exist there will 
benotrouble at all about the investigation... I 
appeal, therefore, to the Senator from Illinois, 
as one of the oldest members of this body, 
whether he has ever before known a case where 
a person moving an examination insisted upon 
putting in a preamble the facts that he desired 
to prove, especially when no one proposed to 
debate the resolution. : ; 

My remark was not made in any offensive 
sense to the Senator from ‘Massachusetts who 
is arraigning the Administration. I take it as 
a matter of course the friends of the Adminis- 
tration are ina large majority on this floor; 
and when he arraigns the Administration and 
offers a resolution to examine into their con- 
duct, while we are willing to have the examin- 
ation made, to have the committee appointed 
in the usual way, yet we do not like to be 
forced to hear a discussion about facts that are 
themselves to be examined into by the very 
committee that is proposed to be organized. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave always supposed 
that resolutions for investigation were preceded 
either by a statement of some reason in call- 
ing for them or perhaps by a preamble. That 
is a matter of taste, about which I will not 
undertake to criticise the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts; but I think it is usual, when any 
Senator moves an investigation, to state some 
reason as the basis of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, ifthe Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts states these alleged 
facts which are recited in the preamble as a 
part of his speech, and will state that upon 
these facts he desires the fullest investigation, 
no one will object.. But the fact that he states 
them in a preamble requires us to vote upon 
the truth or falsity of these facts before we can 
proceed with the examination. That is what 
{Í complain of in this whole matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | It is a mere matter of 
taste whether a Senator in offering his resola- 
tion should state the reasons for which he 
offers it in writing, or whether he should state 
them orally in his place. If he stated them 
verbally our reporter would take down every 
word that he said, and it would be published. 
Tf he wrote them out, the reporter would take 
them down, and all would be published. It 
amounts to the same thing practically. It 
would be very strange for a Senator to move 
an investigation on a subject without any state- 
ment as to the reason for moving it; and 
neither the Senator from Ohio nor myself 


would vote for an investigation unless there | 


was something to base it upon. That is a 
mere matter of taste with the Senator offering 
the resolution. But the point which struck 
me when the Senator from Ohio was speaking 
was that he should speak of ‘‘our adversa- 
ries.’ Ido not know that the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Massachusetts are 
adversaries; certainly not upon the great 

uestions inthiscountry. Ido not know what 
they are adversaries about. They have gen- 


| inevitably lead 


erally harmonized upon all the great questions 
that have been agitating and have divided 
parties in this country ever since I have known. 
them; and why we should regard anything | 
coming from the Senator from Massachusetts 
as adversary. I do not-know. For one, I do 
not know how to place them as adversaries. 
I should not know. on which side to place the 
Senator from Ohio. and on which the Sena-. 
tor from Massachusetts. They generally vote 
together upon all political questions, and I 
think the Senator from Ohio has no right to 
assume that the Senator from Massachusetts 
and other Senators are adversaries to him or 
to what he calls a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not wish to inter- 
rupt the thread of the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam through. I have 
nothing more to say. - 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I wish to make 
an inquiry—I have no speech to make: I ask 
if this preamble and resolution should be taken 
up could not any Senator demand, or would 
it not be the rule without any such demand, 
that the vote should be taken first on the reso- 


| me to ask him a question? I: ask what he 
means by a political- debate Z- Ts there aniy. 
political question about an abuse ora wrong: 
if there be one? E 4s 
Mr. SUMNER. . There is no intention to go 
into- politics at all. ; ; ENS 
Mr. TRUMBULL. How is it political? ” 
What does the Senator. from Ohio- mean -by 
a political point of view? - | Pai ET 
Mr. SHERMAN. My honorable friend from: 
Illinois is certainly very innocent for agèn- - 
tleman who has been here so long ashe. Can 
there be any. motive under heaven.in the:pre- 
amble of this resolution except. to: invite .a 
political discussion? My honorable friend, 
from New York is as eager for. the fray, and 
my honorable friend from Indiana is as: eager” 
for the fray as my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts. ` eae 
Mr. SUMNER. I am not. -I give notice | 
to my friend that I am not going into: any. 
political discussion; not at all. I shall leave 
it to what the Senator calls his adversaries. to 
do that. (Laughter. J : 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is perfectly manifest 


lution and afterward on the preamble? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unquestionably 
that is the parliamentary law, and the Chair 
always puts it so except where the preamble 
ig unimportant, and then he says, “If there 
be no division demanded, the question will 
be taken on the preamble and resolution 
together.” 

Mr. THURMAN. Cannot any Senator 
demand a division? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
himself state, without a division being de- 
manded, that the resolution would first be 
acted on, and then the preamble. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then whereis the trouble 
about it? Ifmy colleague does not like to 
vote for the preamble, let him vote for the 
resolution and against the preamble. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now,! will appeal to 
my colleague, for I wish to put gentlemen on 
their good behavior; is there any one in this 
Senate, according to his information, who will 
vote against the resolution of inquiry presented 
by the Senator from Massachusetts? What 
motive, then, can there be in a long debate 
preliminarily on the preamble of the resolu- 
tion stating the very facts to be examined into, 
unless it be for a hostile political purpose? 

Mr. THURMAN. But my suggestion was, 
so that there need be no debate at all, that 
my colleague could vote for the resolution, 
and then he and all who thought with him, 
without there being a debate on the preamble, 
could vote against the preamble. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole difficulty grows 
out of this: the Senator from Massachusetts 
knows that I feel the utmost kindness for him, 
and I submit to him whether it is fair to the 

ersons accused in this resolution, or whether 
it is fair as a matter of judicial examination, to 
engage in a debate preliminary to this investi- 
gation. He knows very well that there is no 
opposition to a fair and impartial investigation 
of the grave charges and imputations he has 
made. Why not then let the resolution be 


adopted and the committee appointed, and let || 


them investigate the case before he proceeds? 
As a matter of course, if he goes on in an 
indictment and arraignment of these persons, | 
giving his view of it, making himself an attor- 

ney of the accusers, spreading out before the | 
Senate a mass of testimony that is to be sub- | 
sequently submitted for examination, it will 
to a political debate, and the 
result will be that the resolution will be adopted 
and the country will suppose that somebody 
or other is opposed to the resolution, when he 
knows, as is admitted on all hands, that there 
is no objection to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion, but there is an objection to a preliminary 
debate on a matter that has not been investi- | 


gated. hea whe 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow | 


and patent what thisis. Ifthe Senator wishes 
what he says he does, an investigation, he can 
have it freely. But he wants to tread upon 
somebody. He is like the Irishman of Donny- 
brook. fair: he wants to tread upon. some- 
body’s coat-tail and. have a fight. I have no 
objection to these Senators fighting, debating, 
discussing; I am always interested in their 
debates; but I do object to the postponement 
of the public business to this scholastic and 
forensic and political debate, for it will be all 
this. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts will,. 
in the old-fashioned way, having stated the 
grounds of his suspicion and belief, having 
stated the accusations made in regard to the 
sale of these arms, involving as théy do to some 
extent the conduct of our foreign relations, 
simply say that he desires that these matters 
shall be fairly and fully investigated by a com. 
mittee appointed by the Presiding Officer of 
the body, we will all say amen; we will all 
agree heartily. Then the investigation will be 
made, and the Senator from California will be 
made happy by the passage of his appropria- 
tion bill, and we shall be all on good terms with 
each other. But if, on the other hand, he 
insists upon it that he shall try these things 
first, before the examination, and that. they 
shall be debated prior to the examination, then 
we have what I call a political discussion be- 
tween the adversaries of the proposition on the 
one hand and those of a different view on the 
other. And here my friend from Massachu- 
setts leads off as one of the adversaries; aceus». 
ing by facts-not yet proven; facts: that are to 
be submitted to examination, high. officers of 
this Government, and involving grave derelic-. 
tions of public duty, not only in our. domestic 
but in our foreign relations. Therefore it is 
to that I object, not to the adoption of the reso- 
lution, but to the postponement of the regular: 
order of business. 2 
Mr. COLE. The present motion I believe 
is one to postpone the appropriation bill for 
the purpose of continuing the discussion upon 
the resolution of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The motion is made by the Senator 
from Illinois. He takes occasion to find some 


|| fault with me for persisting in requiring the 


consideration of the appropriation bills, The 
Senate will bear me out that on the 9th of Feb- 
ruary last, when this bill was reported, I gave 
notice that I should call it up yesterday after 
the morning hour and insist upon its consider- 
ation, no matter what other. propositions or 
business might be proposed or suggested. The 
| Senator from Illinois at that time was very 
anxious to dispose of a bill from his committee 
| for retiring superannuated or infirm judges. 
Notwithstanding the notice thathad been given 
by me, he insisted upon that bill, and so còn- 
sumed a very latge: part of the time that was 
| wasted yesterday. And now, against the reg~. 


| ular order, against the bill that is fairly under 
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consideration and that ought to be proceeded 
with, we are interfered with by another prop- 


osition of his to postpone this regular order of. 


business again. - a eee 
T insist upon it, therefore, that if time is 
wasted, it is not by myself, but by the Senator 


from Hlinois. I have consumed but very little 


time in speaking upon any of these proposi- | 


tions, as little as I possibly could. It is not 
my wont to consume much time upon such 
propositions or upon any other before the 
Senate. I- always fecl embarrassed, when I 
do speak, with the idea that I am consuming 
time which might be better used in the trans- 
action of business. I hope that we shall now 
proceed with the appropriation bill, and that 
‘the Senator from Illinois will not insist upon 
wasting any more time. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Ido not intend, Mr. | 
` President, to enter into a lengthy discussion | 


of the precise question now before the Senate, 
to wit, the postponement of the appropriation 
bill, nor do I intend or expect to participate 
in the debate that will follow if the resolution 
under consideration shall be proceeded with, 
but I do desire to explain why Í shall vote to 
proceed with this resolution. 

And, in this connection, let me say that 
while there are many bills pending before this 
body reported by the Judiciary Committee 
which are, in my judgment, of the highest 


importance, and deserve the immediate con- | 


sideration. of the Senate, and ought imme- 
diately to be enacted into laws, yet I will 
always vote to postpone all ordinary and gen- 
eral legislation for the purpose of taking up 
an appropriation bill. The evils which we 
have seen to result from appropriation bills 
passing at midnight or in the early hours of 
the morning just before our adjournment; in 
many such instances general legislation tacked 
upon appropriation bills, sections which upset 
the organization of the Army and the Navy, 
change the rule of evidence in civil causes, 
affect land titles, and I do not know what 
all—these evils are so great that I desire, for 
one, to thank the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations for having so carly brought 
this bill to our attention, and I give him my 
solemn promise (and if that is not sufficient, 
I will reduce it to writing and stamp it under 
the internal revenue law) that I will vote 
with him and for him against all the ordinary 
legislation pending in this body. 

But, Mr. President, this is a peculiar case. 
I. suppose it would not be proper for me to 
mention what everybody knows outside. The 
Senator seems to be very much in the condition 
in which Lord Mansfield once found himself. 
When it was said to him from the’ bar that he 
could not take judicial notice of a certain fact, 
and that there was no proof of it, Lord Mans- 
field said it was a little remarkable if he did 


not.know.and could not know what every other | 


man in London did know; and it is a little 
remarkable that there is such profound igno- 
rance in this body of what is known: perfectly 
well and thoroughly understood by the whole 
people of the land. 

Sir, we are going into a political campaign. 
This Administration is on trial before the peo- 
ple. It is well understood that the Chief 
Executive will be renominated by the party 
which put him in power before, and it has 
been announced all over this country, it is 
expected, that three or four Senators in this 
body, who T have no doubt are traduced by 
that belief, but yet are believed to be in oppo- 
sition to the administration of General Grant 
really and substantially, have had nursing and 
coaxing and leading and ramming and pre- 
paring a bomb-shell that was to be exploded 
in the nick of time, and which was to blow 


General Grant and all his friends plumb out | 
Now, sir, the bomb- | 


of water. [Laughter. ] 
shell has: been brought into this Chamber. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has just 
lighted the fuse. I desire to pause and await 
the explosion. If we are all blown into frag- 


7 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


| appropriation bill; we'shall have no Govern-' 


| ing, add we can take our hats and go home in 


! and wrong proved, there let cénsure fall and 
| punishment await the guilty. j 


| attached to this .neasure as a party measure, 


| it because it is another indication that we shall 


| vice, corruption; barbarism at last:’’ 


: country has not yet recovered from the shock 


ments there will be no occasion to pass: any 
ment, I suppose; no Administration; no noth- 


peace. [Laughter.] — 

As a friend of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I am opposed to suspending: hit:in this: 
joncture of hia affairs, with the fusè lighted, 
which at this period, if he were to stop, would” 
be very likely to burn his fingers. No, let the 
proceeding go on; let this investigation be 
had; and I will vote for every measure, I will 
vote for every proposition that can insure a 
thorough, speedy, ‘stringent investigation of © 
this subject, and wherever guilt is established 


There is nothing to be concealed here, and 
as friends of this Administration—and now, 
sir, pardon my greenness, for I am öne of those 
who believe that a political party is indispens- 
able to the management’ of this country, one | 
of those who believe that the interests of the 
Republican party and thé interests of this 
Government are one and inseparable. If I 
did net believe that, E would leave‘ the party 


and join some other wliose interests. were in || 


harmony with the interests of the country. 
In view, then, I say, of the interest which is 


for that is what everybody knows it means; 
everybody knows it is a move in hostility to 
General Grant; everybody knows it is ex- 
pected to destroy everything and everybody— 
if it is to come; I do not want to be gasping 
in anxiety and wasting my strength over an 
appropriation bill. I want to’know-at once | 
the worst of my fate; and die with whatever | 
decency I can. [Laughter.] ! 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, E do not be- 
lieve I have been here long enough yet to | 
conceal my ideas by the use of words, and: so | 
I am disposed to look upon this resolution 
very much in the matiner in Which thie Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin told us the other day the 
Constitution was to be construed, in the light 
of surrounding circumstances. ' 
Sir, I welcome this resolution. T welcome 
have in this country trae and génuine civil 
service reform. I weleome it as an evidence 
that the people themselves are waking up to 
their own delinquéncies; and T welcome it’ 
because it will give the opportunity to determi | 
ine whether we are drifting, as- sore people 
believe we are, in the line which some: poet 
has deseribed for all nations to travel: “' First; 
freedom, then glory; when that-fails, wealth, | 


Now, what are the surrounding cireum- 
stances? It is but a few months since the | 
moral sense of the whole country was shocked | 
by the revelation of a systém of robbery and | 
peculation carried on ‘by the organization 
which controlled the interest andthe destinies: 
of the Democratic party in this country. The | 


which that revelation produced. Men stood’ 
aghast and said, “Is it possible’ that: im the: 
very metropolis of the country, whereis con- 
gregated the largest portion of ‘its wealth, to 
which point gravitates the largest and the moat 
important portion of its intellect, self-govern- 
ment is a failure, and that themen of property 
who control commerce and trade step back and | 
permit the Government to fall into the hands: 
of those who have no interest in its pros- 
perity ?”” 

So great was the shock that as we approach 
the presidential campaign the heads of that 
organization look around for means to divert 
the public sentiment from that great iniquity | 
and ascertain whether a counterbalancing in- | 
iquity can be found: The people themselves 
are aroused to the importance of taking charge 
of their own interests’; and while the péople 
are thus aroused, that organization are seeking 


not simply for counter-charges, but for couriter- 
instruments through whom they may organize 


i 


some faititopposition tothe existing Admin- 
istration.’ They ate coquetting all over the 
land, and I am sorry to say that where they 
are coquetting they are not always met as 
they ought to be, with the indignant response, 
‘CIs thy servant a dog that he should do this 
thing?’ © Arid, sir, because this publie senti- 
ment is aroused there are Senators in this 
Chamber, not instruments: of that organiza- ` 
tion, of course, not seeking ‘that purpose, but 
laying hold of this public sentiment in favor 
of public purity, public virtue, public integrity, 
which wé all ought to cherish, and every charge 
that cam be made against the Administration is 
made. They are welcome to it, sir. If this 
Administration is guilty of fraud or pecula- 
tion, if it encourages it, its friends ought to 
know it, gò that they may condemn it and cure 
it, or if it be incurable, abandon it. If it 
ig untrue, thé people ought to know it, 30 
that they may detérmine whether this counter- 
organization, which is confessedly so corrupt 
that its: own friends have been compelled to 
denoutice it anid abandon it, is worthy of their 
support with any alliance that it can make 
with any party or any fragment of a party. 

Fri that view, sir, I welcome this resolution. 
T understand that it charges that the agent of 
the Frerich Government has defrauded his own 
Government. I understand it goes further and 
says that this circumstance reveals the sus- 
picion that Government officials in our own 
land aré in complicity with that agent in de- 
frauding his own Government. It they are, 
off with their heads. I care not where it may 
strike or whom it may strike at. There is no 
amount of partisan service, no amount of par- 
tisan fidelity, no amount of party eminence 


' that any man can render or attain to in this 


land that will compensate for the absence of 
personal integrity, 

If thig resolution is to be urged at any time, 
letit come now. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] Says that by taking it up now we 
postpone the business of the nation. I usually 
agree with that Senator on practical questions, 
and desire to get them disposed of; but in the 
light, again, as I say, of surrounding circum- 
stances, what is the business of the nation? 
As already said, we are approaching a presi- 
déntial campaign ; the destinies of the country 
for four yéars' are to be confided to one party 
or to another party, orto a third party, per- 
haps, and if so, no other business of this 
nation can be moré important than to exam- 
iné and determine whether those who are now 
practically before it for their suffrages are 
worthy of them, whether they have that integ- 
rity which is the basis of all governmental 
success. In that point of view, whatever 
might have been my inclination when this 
resolution was introduced, however apparent 
itis that it ig to Jead to a debate, if that debate 
must come, let it come now; let us have the 
committee; letus Have the investigation, and 
let the people havévall the information that the 
mostuntiring industry and ‘all the motives that 
may-be contentrated in this investigation can 
bring out of it. Let them have it, and as soon 
as possible, without delay. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on postponing the further consideration of the 
appropriation bill for the purpose of consider- 
ing the resolution of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. COLE called for the yeas and nays, and 


| they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 


yeas 40, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Mieh- 
igan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 

exas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Logan, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Pat- 
terson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Sauisbury, 
Sshurz, Seott, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trambull. ickers, West, and Wilson—40. 

NAYS—Meésstrs. Ames, Anthony, Cole, Edmunds, 
Gilbert, Harlan, Hill, Kelly; Morrill-of Maine, 
sborn;: Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer,. Sherman, 
prague, Stevenson, and Wright—l7. 
ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 


ham, Caldwell, Cooper, Corbett, Davisof Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland; Howe, Lewis, Nye, Pratt, Stewart, and 
Windbiml6s. o ET otha SE Bae OR ee 
So the motion was agreed to. i 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL., 7” 
Mr. COLE. I ask permission- at this point 
to. make, a report. from the. Committee on 
Appropriations. nis i S 
VICE PRESIDENT. .. The Chair will 


The 
receive it if there he no objection. 208 

Mr. COLE. The Committée.on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill. (H. R. 
No, 1192) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent. expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling: treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending Jane 30, 1878, and for other purposes, 
have directed me to reportit back with sundry 
amendments. I will not .state.at what time 
Ishall call it up for consideration. . That: will 
be for the pleasure of the Senate to decide. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, no; it. is nothing 
but an appropriation bill; that is of no im- 
portance! Ea a 

MESSAGE. FROM’ THE JLOUSE. 


nati, Ohio. : 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following pills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) making appropria- 


tions to supply a 
tions for salaries and contingent expenses of 
the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year; and S A E 

A bill (H. R. No. 1071) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 80, 1873. 

ENROLLED BILL: SIGNED. 

Tho message also announced that the 
“peskar of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. H. No. 1840) for the relief of Alexan- 
der Smith and Halcyon Skinner; and 
signed by the Vice President. 


SALE OF ARMS TO FRENCH ‘AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed. the consideration. of 
the resolution. submitted by. Mr. SUMNER on 
Monday last. Soa cae 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, again I 
am grateful to the Senate for its hospitality. 
One hour has passed since I was interrupted. 
Much within that time I should have relieved 
the Senate had I, been allowed.: to.: roceed. 
Senators are afraid of politics, and they at 
once proceed to discuss polities, They are 
afraid of an attack on the Administration, 


deficiency in the appropria- 


it was 


and proceed at once to defend the Adminis- i 


tration. One Senator is afraid that something 
may be. said against General Grant, and he 
proceeds to defend General Grant... Another 
characterizes the. resolution and. the proposed 
inquiry as a blank cartridge, and another Sén- 
ator characterizes it as a bomb-shell: Now, 
sir, it is none of these things, and all these 
Senators are mistaken, SA 


Tam not about to make a political-speech. i 


I shall not introduce politics, . If it finds 
a place bere. it 
‘Vadversaries,!’. as they haze been happily 
characterized by my friend from Ohio, [Mr.. 


will be because some of the | 


-Ehe 
y do that; I shall not. I 


declaring suspicion of American officials. 

Mr. MORTON. . Will the Senator give the 
date of that resolution? 

Mr.SUMNER. February 9. Iwas at that 
stage of. the inquiry when interrupted. And 
now, Mr. President, I ask you if the French 
committee were not justified in suspicion? 
I trust that the inquiry which the Senate 
promises in advance‘to institute will relieve 
all from suspicion; but were they not justified? 
I know not all the testimony before them, but 
I do know some of it. One piece I hold in 
my hand. It is a dispatch dated October 8, 
1870, from one Squire, agent and son-in-law 
of. Remington, and forwarded by the consul 
general of France to the armament com- 
mission at Tours; in cipher, where you will 
find the following sentence, reproduced in the 
preamble : i 

“ Wo have the strongest influences working for 
us, which will use all their efforts to succeed.” 

That flew in cypher across the Atlantic to 
Tours. “The strongest influences working 
for us.” Sir, what are the ‘strongest influ- 
ences?” ‘They could not be men in the streets 
or mere attorneys hired for the occasion ; 
hardly members of Congress; they must be 
men near the business in hand. I shall not pre- 
sume to suggest who or what those “ strongest 
influences’” were; that will be a subject of 
inquiry ; but I think the Senate will begin to 
gee that the French commission, with that 
evidence before them, must have seen that the 
Government of the United States, or officials 
of considerable importance in that Govern- 
metit, were compromised, and you ‘will see 
very soon the importance of the inquiry to 
them when I disclose the sums they seem to 
have lost. ‘ : 

Beside this testimony the commission had 
before them, asd have reason to believe, the 
letter of Mr. Remington, originally employed 
by France to make these very purchases, and 
now in France armed with credentials from 
our Seeretary of War. They had before them 
his letter addressed to the head of the French 
commission of armament at Tours. . You have 
seen in-the:preamble some of the statements 
in-that remarkable. document,.and must have 
remarked how: constantly he refers to the Qov- 


ernment of the United States, showing hisrela- 
tions with it; the agent.of France for the pur- 
chase of arms in relation with our. Govern- 
ment. For instance: 

“Although at the time of the receipt of the tele- 
gram Í had bought the whole number, ope hundred, 
and had paid the advance required, $200,000, the 
government very willingly reduced the number to 

y.” od K 

He was amag with“ the Government. ” 
` Mr: MORTON. Will the Senator state what 
part'of the letter is omitted in the copy in the 
preamble? — > 7 o 0 % 

Mr. SUMNER: I will:come to that by and 
by. Theimportant question of cartridges for 
these guns arose; ‘for what are guns without 
cartridges? But these, too, were to be had 
from the: Government. 
himself as follows: 
| “Qgrtridges fot these forty thousand will in ® 
great measure require to be made, as the Govern- 
mept have but about three millions on hand.” 

The witness proceeds: 

“Bat the Government has consented to allow the 
requisite number, four hundred for each gun, to be 


Here he expresses 
E j 


i 4 works haye. had orders,- 
given yesterday, to increase production to.the fuli 
capacity of the works.” E pon 
Then again: A DE 
“This question of making the cartridges atitha < 
Government works was a difficult. one to get pyor. 
But it is done.” : 5 


Difficult I should think. The very difheulty 


made, and the cartridge- 


testifies. Then again: —- . ae: 
“The price the Government will charge for the 

guns and cartridges will bo ~——, or-ag near that as 

possible.” i 

I have not the means 
blanks. © . ee 

That is all, I believe, that the Senatax ‘will 
find in the preamble ; but immediately follow- 
ing in the letter is the following: © > : 
The forty thousand guns cannot all be shipped 
immediately, as they are distributed in the various 
arsenals throughout the country.” 

There was to be a drag-net through the 
national arsenals to find these guns. Of 
course that could only be through the-Gev- 
ernment. But on this point what says the 
chief of ordnance? Here it is: ; 

“The chief of ordnance thinks it may be twenty to 
thirty days before they ali can be broughtin, Onl} 
about five thousand with cartridges can be chipped 
now, and those aronot in New York, but in arsenals 
near by.” s 

Again says the authority last adduced: ` 


“Tho chief of ordnance estimates the cost of the 
arms, including boxing and, expense of freight to 
bring them to New York, at $20 60 currency... This 
price I have agreed to pay, and have made the 
necessary deposits.” : 

But harnesses were to be supplied: 7,- 

“With rogard to the two thousand five hundred © 
sets of harness, these, too, were similarly situated ‘as : 
the guns, they being in the various arsenals through : 
the country. The Government have not full, cona- 
plete sets to the extent of two thousand five hun- 
dred, after selling the number required for the fifty 
batteries. Some parts are wanting in order tọ còm- 
plete the sets. [have made arrangements té have 
this deficiency made good by either the Government, 
or by outside persons. This question will be settled 

o-day. 

That-is not all. The Government is always 
near, and when I come to consider our neu- 
tral obligations you will see thé very consider- 
able importance of these statements: 

“This question will be settled to-day.” . 

What then? : ea AS 

“Tn the mean time the Government have ordered 


2 Coa Ti egik 
of filling up. the 


the harness to be sent here immediately.” 

‘Another incident in this letter hardly ‘bears 
on the Government, but rather on things iù 
New York; but ag it is before ‘me 1’ will 
read it: 3 

“Tf S., H., and Q. (leather goods) are for the Gov- 
ernment” Hini 

That, I presame, must be the French Gov: 
ernment— eee as 
«possibly there may be necessity us much i$ for our 
own.. Favoritism Å find, to a great extent; prevails 
here in the shipping of goods, and money 38: aid for 
the purpose of Procure such favoritiem. Colonel 
Sauire, acting for our house, has been’ greatly ém- 
barrassed at times in carrying out instructions’in 
consequence of it.” ; z 
- Lomit much in this letter as irrelevant, bu 
all is at the disposal of any Senator. I conte 
to another remark :. ee Be 

"T forgot to say the Government haye no Spencer 
rifies, having never had. but asmaH number, and ati 
of those you have bought.” i wets Crs, 

“With these two pieces of testimony before 
them, one a letter of Samuel Remington, now 
in France fortified by credentials from theSec- 
retary of War, I think it is not unnatural that 
suspicion should be. aroused in the French 
Assembly. Iam speaking only of saspicions 
I trust that all will be satisfactorily. explained: 
Bear in mind, sir, that I make no allegation 
against anybody. Senators have said aiready 
that I-aecused somebody. I accuse: nobody. 
T only speak of suspicions justifyingnqpary. Ț 

And now, sit, transferring ourselves from 
France to Washington, and taking up the 
thread here; I ask you whether we, too; have 
not occasion for:suspicion?: I -call attention 
to the report: of the Secretary of War stotke : 
opening of Congress, where ‘ho sets forth ré: 
ceipts for the sale of small-arms and ordnance 
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stores during. the: year. His language is as 
follows; I quote from page 11: 
“During the fiscal year small-arms and ordnance 
‘stores to the amount of $10,000,000 have been sold, 
and the entire proceeds’ — i 
| That is the word— 
‘except a small sum retained to meet the expense 
“ofpreparing the other stores for sate, have passed 
into ee Treasury beyond the control of this Depart- 
ment. 
': Now, sir, turn to the finance report of this | 
same year, and at the proper place, on page | 
277, the report of the Treasurer for this same | 
period of time 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator mean 
“ for the same period of time?” 

Mr. SUMNER. I mean precisely the same | 
period of time. For the same period of time | 
we find the following item: 

“On account of ordnance and ordnance stores, 
$8,286,131" 
showing a difference of over one million | 
and seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Iam obliged to the Senator from New York 
for the inquiry which he interposed as to | 
whether I meant for the same period of time. | 
Tam aware that certain persons undertaking | 
to speak for the Secretary of War have already | 
asserted by way of explanation that these | 

reports are for two different periods of time. | 
To that I reply, the language of the report cf | 
the Secretary of War is as follows: 

“During the fiscal year small-arms and ordnance 
stores to the amount of $10,000,000 have been sold.” | 

The report of the Treasurer, io which I have | 
already referred, acknowledging the reccipt | 
only of $8,286,131, begins with these words: | 

* The books of the office were closed June 30, 1871, 
after the entry of all moneys received and disbursed 
on authorized warrants within the fiscal year.” 

In both cases it is “the fiscal year,” which | 
has with us a definite signification, so that 
whatever explanation may be given of this 
-discrepancy there is at least reason for 
inquiry. 

ut supplementary to the annual report is 
the recent letter of the Secretary of War, 
dated January 24, 1872, in which he says : 
“The Secretary of War has the honor to send | 
to the House of Representatives a communication 
from the chief of ordnance respecting the sale of 
arms and ordnance stores belonging to the United 
States, at public and private sales, since the close of 
the rebellion, and also a list of all the principal 
sales made by the ordnance department from July 1, 
1865, to July 1, 1871.” 
Now, sir, on examining that report of Jan- 
uary 24, which is prefaced by the avermentof 
the Secretary that it enumerates all the sales, 
it appears that the sales mentioned for the 
fiscal year, that is, from July 1, 1870, to July 
1, 1871, amount to $9,638,783. That is the 
result of a careful examination of that docu- 
ment, tallying to a certain extent, though not 
completely, with the allegation in the annual | 
report of the War Department, but, as the 
Senate. will see, differing radically from the | 
item in the Treasurer's report. But, sir, this 
report which I hold. in my hand, and which | 
was sent here to counteract the inquiry already 
foreseen, dated January 24, cannot-stand the 
test of inquiry. If you look at it, you will 
find on its face—how shall I express it?—an 
incompleteness, if not a slovenliness of prep- 
aration. Here is thig long list, containing the 
amount of sales, but there is no addition, 
there is no sum total at the end. Why was | 
that omitted? I hope before this debate is | 
over that there will be some explanation of | 
it. I have heard of an explanation from an 
important quarter, and I await communication 
of it by some other Senator. I have said that f 
this report, sent to the other Chamber as an \ 
answer in advance to any possible inquiry, is | 
- Incomplete; I am almost ready to say pain- 
fully incomplete. eee | 

I ask attention to the transactions at the | 
Ordnance office at one date. I take one date, | 
the 8lst of October, 1870, and I turn to the | 
report of the Associated Press as I find it in! 
the New York Times. I know not that the | 
reports of the Associated Press in the New} 


i 
i 
| 
! 
| 


| with the authority of the Associated 


i! statement. 


1 what? 


sale? 
| Mr. SUMNER. Ihave not had any com- 
munication with the Department on the sub- | 
The Senator says it was a bid, and that į 


York Times are of higher’ authority than in 


any other paper; but I take it that a report 


from the Associated Pressin that paper is as 
high an authority as ean be adduced for that 
date. I find in that paper, under the tele- 


i| graphic head of “ Washington, October 30:'" 


“ Further Sale of Arms.—The bids, under the ad- 
vertisement of October 17, opened at the Ordnance 

ureau yesterday, are as follows: Oliver Lippincott, 
of Chicago, $5 50 per set for one thousand sets horse 
equipments; E. H. Pond, of New York, $10 05 each 
for seven hundred Joslyn carbines; Schuyler, 
Hartley, & Graham, of New York, $12 25 for twenty- 
five hundred Gallagher carbines; samo price for 
twenty-five hundred Warner carbines ; $25 50 for 
one thousand Spencer rifles with bayonets, with the 
privilege of four hundred rounds of ammunition, at 
eighteen dollars per thousand.” . 


That was communicated by the Associated 
Press under date of October 30, 1870 


probably went over the whole country. 


facts were in relation to that matter. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


Mr. HARLAN. 
that this was merely a bid that was rejected by 
the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- | 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts declines to yield. 

Mr. CONKLING. Would a question be} 


disagreeable to the Senator from Massachu- | 
setts ? ! 
| 


Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 
Mr, CONKLING. I beg, then, to inquire | 
whether he has taken any pains to learn | 
whether the trangaction that he refers to there 
was merely a rejected bid ora consummated 


ject. 
was all. It may be so. 

Mr. HARLAN. Isaw the telegram myself 
in the very language of this Associated Press 
communication that the Senator has read— 
merely a bid, and indorsed on the bid the date 
of its reception, and ‘‘ rejected.” 

Mr. SUMNER. “Rejected.” 


[ Very well, 
then ; this is answered if it is so. 


The point 


is that in the report of the Secretary it does | 


not appear. 

Mr. CONKLING, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will come to that if the 
Senator pleases. The twenty-five hundred Gal- 
laghers and the twenty-five hundred Warners 
are found at the above-given date in this report; 
the other items do not appear. The answer is 
given by the Senator that they were rejected. 
Very well; if that is so, that can be established, 
and I shall have nothing further to say upon 
it. I had supposed they were not rejected. 
If, as Senators say, they were rejected, noth- 
ing more need be said on that head.. This 
point is an incident only. So far as it is.now 
explained it is out of the. case. 


It would not appear if 


This brings me to another difference more | 


important in character, showing a discrepancy 
between the annual report of the Secretary of 
War and the annual finance report. During 
the fiscal year 1869-70 the sales of arms 
reached the sum of $2,642,448, The report 
of the United States Treasurer shows that only 
$2,069,835 werc received from the ordnance 
department. Here again I say, as before, I 
make no allegation, I only call attention to 
the difference, the discrepancy, in such precise 


harmony with. that already shown during the | 
period when we were selling arms to France. | 


and 
Press | 
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I wish to observe here | 
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Mr. SUMNER. For the previous fiscal 
year. Now, Mr. President, on these facts 
please to bear in mind that I make no allega- 


tion. 

Mr. MORTON. Wil the Senator allow ma 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I understand the Senator 
to state that there was a discrepancy in the 
previous fiscal year between the two reports. 
Will he state what the amount of it was 

Mr. SUMNER. I have already stated that 
one report shows $2,642,448 and the other 
shows $2,069,836. It is a discrepancy kindred 
to that in the report of the present year. I 
wish an explanation. Senators about me, 
perhaps, are prepared to give it. If so, I 
shall listen with great attention and respect. 
Nobody can question the importance of such a 


| 

i| discrepancy, and the necessity of explaining it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Perhaps the honorable | ree ped J p £ 
Senator would like to know what the exact į 


And now I submit that on the facts before 
the Senate there is ground for the motion I 


i| have made, which is simply for inquiry b 
I would rather finish my | ave DA S) ply quiry by 


& committee. The discrepancy in the two 
reports of the present year, each purporting 
to be for the fiscal year, using that precise 
language, should be considered and explained. 
If not explained, certainly suspicion must 
continue. 

Then comes the singular and larger diserep- 
ancy between the sums paid by the French 
Government and the sums received by the 
United States Government. Evidently the 
reports of the two Governments do not tally. 
Remington made the purchase as agent of 
France. He was bound to account for all 
moneys paid. We have a French official re- 

ort—it is here within reach—of June last 
referring to the purchase of three hundred and 
sixty cight thousand stand of arms. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly, 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator speaks about 
the discrepancy between the amount paid by 
the French Government and the amount 
received by ours, and says that Remington was 
the agent of the French Government. I ask 
the Senator now if he intends to be understood 
as making the statement that our Government 
sold the arms to Remingtcn knowing that he 
was the agent of the French Government? 
Does he intend to be understood as making 
that statement? 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I make no 
allegation. I have made no allegation to-day. 
I have simply communicated documents and 
facts as they appear in evidence. It will be 
for the Senate to judge whether the Govern- 
ment had reason to believe Remington the 
agent of France. 

I say, sir, we have a French official report 
of June last, referring to the purchase of three 
hundred and sixty-eight thousand stand of 
arms, which is the number the French Gov 
ernment acknowledge to have received, and of 
fifty-three thousand cartridges. The French 
Government, according to that official report, 
paid. Remington for these purchases $6,092,- 
173. It is easy to identify every item in the 
statement of the Ordnance Bureau, recently 
communicated by the War Department to 
Congress ; but the prices marked in that report 
vary from the sums disbursed by the French 
Government through Remington. Instead of 
$6,092,173, we find that the War Department 
has only received $5,124,953. There is a large 
difference, a large amount of money. This 
is the result of a careful examination of this 
recent report by a book-keeper. 

Mr. HARLAN. Will the honorable Sen- 


Mr. CONKLING. A discrepancy between || ator have objection to state who made this 


Mr. SUMNER. Between the report of 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
Treasury as to the amaunts received 
sale of arms. : Beg 

Mr. CONKLING. For the previous fiscal 
year? - i 


the į 


from the 


|| examination ? 


Mr. SUMNER. I say this last report has 


the || been examined by a book-keeper. 


Mr. HARLAN. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator to give the exact figures, the discrepancy 
between the sum paid to French agents and 
the book-keeper ? 


1872. 
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Mr. SUMNER. The figures of Franee ap- 
pear in the report made by M. Riant, which is 
found in the official journal of the French 
republic of June 28, where Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons are charged with $6,092,178 10. 
That is the authority. 

Mr. HARLAN. The point of my inquiry 
is, who made the comparison of the French 
statement with the statement of the Ordnance 
Bureau of our own Government? On what 
witness does the Senator rely? 

Mr. SUMNER. The witness on which I 
rely I can communicate to the Senator. That 
is the witness, [holding up a public docu- 
ment. | 

Mr. HARLAN. What book is that? 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The report of the Secre- 
tary of War dated January 24, 1872. 

Mr. HARLAN. Who is the book-keeper 
that compared these two records? 

Mr. SUMNER. That I do not know. 

Mr. HARLAN. I understood the Senator 
to give the balance showing the discrepancy. 

Mr. SUMNER. I said this had been care- 
fully examined. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
point. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
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By whom? That is the 


I said by a book-keeper. 

Mr. HARLAN, What book-keeper? 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not know his name. 

Mr. HARLAN. That is at. I wished to 
know on what authority the Senator relies for 
this statement. 

Mr. SUMNER. The authority on which I 
rely is the report of the Secretary of War. 
That is the authority, and the Senator can 
make hig examination as well as any book- 
keeper or myself. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
stated to the Senate that it had been compared 
by a book-keeper. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 

Mr. HARLAN. And that this comparison 
showed a discrepancy between the two records. 
I want to know who this book-keeper is on 
whom the Senator relies. 

Mr. SUMNER. I told the Senator that I 
could not give the name of the book-keeper. 

Mr. HARLAN. Very well. 

Mr. SUMNER. I stated the fact, that 
according to this report the War Department 
has only received on the Remington items 
$5,124,953, and I offer as the witness this 
„report. Let the Senator examine it himself. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave read the report and 
it shows that not one dollar’s worth was ever 
sold to Remington by our Government. That 
is shown by that book. 

Mr. SUMNER. I speak of the items re- 
ceived by France. Remington was the agent 
of France, and the arms received by France 
are all specified in this report. I do not say 
that they are specified as sold to Remington, 
but they have been carefully examined by an 
expert, and have been detected. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator, 
doubtless, does not want to make a false im- 
pression. Now I want to show by the docu- 
ment which he has read that not one dollar’s 
worth was ever sold to Remington by this Gov- 
ernment. Will he permit me to do so? 

Mr. SUMNER. When Iam done. 

Mr. HARLAN. Very well. 

Mr. SUMNER. My allegation is that the 
arms which were sold by the ordnance depari- 
ment to Prance—— : 

Mr. HARLAN. Notone dollar’s worth was 
ever sold to France by the Government of the 
United States, and I challenge the Senator to 
produce the record. 

Mr.SUMNER. Very wells that will be for 
the inquiry-—— 

Mr. HARLAN. But the honorable Senator 
is stating here on his authority as a Senator 
facts for the consideration of this body in sup- 
port of bis resolution; and hence I challenge 
the production of the record to sustain the | 
facts which he alleges. 


Mr.SUMNER. The Senator is very earnest 
in challenge.. I reply bythe record. For the 
arms received France paid with $6,092,173, 
and these same arms as they appear in this 
report amount to only $5,124,958. Isay noth- 
ing of the names in the report. I speak of 
things. In the present state of the question, 
relating to the purchase of arms, it 1s hardly 
possible to define with accuracy the discrep- 
ancies existing between the prices paid by the 
French Government to their agent, Rem- 
ington, and the sums received by 
Department. Ihave already said that in his 
last official report—— f 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator allow me 
a word? 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator from Iowa 
said that Remington’s name did not appear 
in this report. 

Mr. HARLAN. Idid not intend to say that. 
I intended to say that not a dollar’s worth had 
been sold to Remington after it was known that 
he was an agent of the French Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ah! that is different from 
the Senator’s statement. l 

J have already said that in his last official 
report the Secretary of War states that the 
total amount received by his Department for 
sales of Army ordnance stores during the fs- 
cal year embracing the whole period of the 
French war has been about ten millions cur- 
rency. Tt is understood that the sums paid to 
Remington, their agent, by the French Gov- 
ernment were as high as fifty-four million 
franes, to which sum should be added about 
fifteen per cent. difference between the price 
of gold and currency during the latter part of 
1870. Calculating five francs to the dollar, 
and adding the difference between gold and 
currency, the fifty-four million francs repre- 
gent $11,960,000. On the other hand, it is 
necessary to deduct from the ten millions rep- 
resenting the proceeds of the sale of arms as 
stated by the Secretary of War many items 
which were not purchased either directly or 
indirectly by Remington. ‘Though calculations 
are thus far exceedingly uncertain, the amount 
of those items may be roughly estimated at 
about one million two hundred thousand dol- 
lars currency. 

It is also proper to state that Remington 
purchased several lots of arms from private 
parties, and the sums paid for them should be 
deducted from the $11,960,000 which represent 
the amount paid to him by France. There- 
fore, the difference between the prices paid to 
Remington by the French Government and 
the sums received by the War Office may be 
stated at about twenty-four hundred thousand 
dollars. I understand that there are other 
contracts which have not been fully investi- 
gated, and which would increase the sum, so 
that more than twenty-four hundred thousand 
dollars represents the apparent difference 
between the money paid by France and that 
actually received by our Government. What 
has become of that vast sum? Has it sunk 
midway in the Atlantic? Is it detained in 
France? Or is it here in our own country? 
That is the question, which in these days of 
inquests, ought to be examined. The money 
did not take wings and fly away. It is some- 


where. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senatorallow me 
a word? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. [Iask the Senator in that 
statement what importance there is in the 
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allegation of the difference between the amount | 


paid by Franceand the amount received by our 
Government unless he means to bave it under- 
stood that our Government sold the arms 
directly to French agents With that knowledge. 
If the French Government 
ington, Schuyler, Hartley, & Graham, or other 
private parties in this country, they undoubt- 
edly made their profit. They sold their arms 


pce’ of Rem- | 


| for more than they gave for them ‘to the Gov: 


j 
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ernment of the United States. And therefore 
there is no importance or significance. in the 
statement of the Senator unless ‘he intends to: 
have it understood that our Government sold 
the arms directly to the French Government 
and the French Government paid that money 
directly to our Government, and our Gov- 
ernment failed to account, for this sum of 
$2,000,000. I desire to have the Senator state 
whether he means to make that impression or 
to convey that idea, for if he does not there is 
no importance attached to the statement: 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, have I not 
stated again and again that I make no allega- 
tions? The Senator wishes to drive me to an 
allegation. He willnot. I am occupying a 
different position. I am reviewing the evi- 
dence and facts to show that on those there is 
ground for inquiry. : 

Now, sir, I put it to the Senator, as a can- 
did man, if there is not ground for inquiry? 
Why, sir, you have a telegraphic dispatch, 
communicated in cypher to the French Gov- 
ernment, stating that the ‘‘highest influences 
are working’? tobring about thatresult. What 
are the highest influences? It must be per- 
sons about the Government, familiars of those 
who controlled the sales. You have then the 
ample letter from Remington himself, who 
has been indorsed since by the Secretary of 
War. You have then a resolution adopted 
by the committee on war contracts of the 
French National Assembly declaring . their 
suspicion of United States officials, Is not 
this enough to create suspicion? And: that 
ig all that I assert. Iput.it tothe Senator, 
and cannot contradict. it, that there is in these 
facts ground for suspicion. l 

Mr. MORTON rose, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave not done. ` Should 
not our officials, before entering upon these 
great sales, have instituted an in uiry into the 
character of the purchasers? Should they 
have sold loosly and at hap-hazard, without - 
verification, when the sale might involve a 
violation of neutral obligations? Such large 
sales naturally put the officials ‘on their guard. 
What they did was with notice. Eee 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allowme 
to interrupt him? ‘ 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. If I understand the Sen- 
ator now, he means to say and to be under- 
stood as saying that all these circumstances to 
which he refers simply amount to a suspicion. 
Now I desire to know whether a suspicion— 
and that is all the Senator claims—-whether a 
suspicion such as he describes is sufficient to 


| warrant an elaborate speech in advance of the 


examination, in advance of any proof as to 
the facts, even from which the suspicion itself 
is to be created? The Senator has himself 
condensed his whole statements into the alle- 
gation that these things warrant a suspicion 
against the Government of the United States. 
Mr. SUMNER. I stated in the beginning 
that I should not even point at any man. 
said I should simply adduce facts, and if those 
facts pointed at men, it would be the facts that 
spoke and not I. The Senator from Indiana 
is trying to drive me beyond the line. of my 
purpose. He is not content because I will not 
assail somebody. He will not succeed. -I 
know the strength of this case. I know that it 
must be inquired into. I know thatthe Sen- 
ator cannot set himself against this inquiry. 
It may be that its result will all be as he an- 
notnces; but he cannot deny that on the facts 
T adduced there is enowgh for inquiry. “The 
name of the United States cannot be fly-blown 
in foreign lands; its honor cannot be brought 
under suspicion; we cannot be arraigned’ at 
the bar of the world for a violation of neutral. 
obligations and dishonesty in. our public. s 
vants, without suffering. ` I insist that. th 
must be inguiry to relieve üs of this suspicion, 
and the Senator seeks to drive me into sonio 
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allegation against some individual: or. some- 
body. J-content myself with standing on the 
facis in evidence, which cannot be questioned, 
apd whatever may be the final result, will jus- 
tify an inquiry. 

Sir, I: do not end here. This case opens 
a-larger question, of our neutral obligations. 
Herë I approach the point which the Senator 
from Indiana seemed to anticipate. He wished 
to know whether there was evidence that the 
United States had sold these arms and stores 
knowingly to any agent of France. You have 
the letter -of the Secretary of War in which he 
states his refusal to sell to Remington, but 
that ‘he sold the next day or immediately after 
to: one Thomas Richardson, who in point of 
fact. was the known attorney of Remington, 
not himself a dealer in arms, not, as I under- 
stand, a man of business in the common sense 
of the term, but the attorney of Remington, 
and who isnow with him in France, by his side. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. With the per- 
mission of the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
desire. to say a word here. I notice that this 
preamble states on the point to which the Sena- 
tor is now alluding, after quoting Remington’s 
letter, and after quoting Belknap’s letter, that— 

“It appears from these several communications, 
not only that arms were sold, but that ammunition 
was manufactured in the workshops of the United 
States Government, and sold to one Thomas Rich- 
ardson, the known attorney of Messrs. Remington 
& Sons, when the bids of the latter had been thrown 
out for the reason that they were the agents of the 
French Government.” 

Task the Senator—a point which I have not 
been able to ascertain in the investigation I 
have. given the subject—where it appears in 
this communication, as the preamble states, 
that’ Thomas Richardson was the known attor- 

_ ney of Remington? 
:: My, SUMNER, I understand that is a fact. 
. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But the pre- 
amble states that it appears by this communi- 
cation. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is nothing in the 
communication on that point, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then the pre- 
amble is erroneous as to that fact. I think it 
is the most important fact stated in the pre- 
amble—that word ‘known.’’ It struck me in 
carefully looking at it. 


Mr. SUMNER. I understand that in point 


of fact he was the known attorney of Reming- 
ton, acting for him, and is now acting for him 
in France... The relations were notoriously 
such as to make him recognized as such. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat you make the pre- 
amble say that these documents show it. 

Mr. SUMNER. It were better to say that 
he was notoriously so, which is enough to put 
our officials on their guard. The question for 
the Senate is whether, on the evidence, there 
is. ground to suspect that these arms were not 
sold bona, fide to private individuals but were 
sold. to France; whether the private individ- 
uals in whose names the purchases were made, 
every one of whom it will appear, I think, on 
inquiry, acted under the agent of France, are 
not to be regarded as French agents, so that 
the Government by selling to them under the 
ciroumstances compromised our neutral rela- 
tions, Doubtless under the circumstances it 
was the duty of the Government to look čare- 
fully into the position of each purchaser, and 
to ascertain whether or not he was an agent 
of: France, an agent under Remington, or an 
agent directly from the French Government. 
if under Remington, then was he an agent of 
France. In this light the inquiry assumes 
additional importance, though let me say it 
has two aspects, each .of which is important. 
‘The first is the money question, and there you 
have the discrepancy between the. report of 
the War Department and the report of the 
Treaaury, atid then you have the larger discrep- 
ancy between the French accounts. and the 
American accounts. That I call the money 
question, involving money counted by the mil- 
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lion. . Where are those millions? A Senator 
suggests that they may be in the pockets 
of private individuals, intermediate agents. 
Before Í am done I shall call attention to that 
suggestion in the light of the only case of 
international law applicable to this question. | 

And this brings me to our neutral duties. 
Here the question is grave. No doubt indi- 
viduals may sell arms to a belligerent, per- 
haps even ships, subject. to confiscation 77 
transitu; but a Government cannot. A Gov- 
ernment cannot mix asa merchant in a foreign 
war. During peace it may sell arms if it 
pleases. But when war has begun it cannot 
sell arms to either belligerent. Here the inter- 
dict is peremptory and complete. We all 
know that our Government from the beginning 
has claimed for private individuals the right 
to sell ships and munitions of war to belliger- 
ents, but it has never claimed for itself the 
right to sell ships or munitions of war to any 
belligerent, | 

There is a clear distinction. A merchant 
as such may do this; but tke Government 
cannot play any such part and thus mix in the 
war. This is plain; but you shall see it in 
the incontrovertible words of others. Wheaton, 
our great authority, in Lawrence's edition, 
page 67, quotes Vattel as laying down the rule 
of neutrality: ‘To give no assistance where 
there is no previous stipulation to give it, nor 
voluntarily to furnish troops, arms, ammuni- 
tion, or anything of direct use in war.’ Vat- 
tel, as quoted, then says, ‘I do not say to 
give assistance equally, but to give no assist- 
ance; for it would be absurd that a State 
should assist at the same time two enemies.’’ 

Another home authority, the late General 
Halleck, in his work on international law, 


mica ryt 


|| after speaking of merchants engaged in selling 
; ships and munitions of war toa belligerent, says: 


“ The act is wrong in itself, and the penalty results 
from his violation of moral duty as well as of law. 
The duties imposed upon the citizens and subjects 
flow from exactly the same principle as those which 
attach to the government of neutral States.” 


He then says, quoting another: 


“By these acts he makes himself personally a 
party to a war in which, asa neutral, hehad no right 
to engage, and his property is justly treated as that 
of an enemy.” 


Ourotherhome authority, Professor Woolsey, 


in his work on international law, section one | 


hundred and sixty-two, says: : 

“International law does not require of the neutra’, , 
sovereign that he should keep the citizen or subject 
within the same strict lincs of neutrality which he is 
bound to draw for himself.” 

That is, a citizen may sell ships and arms 
to a belligerent and take the penalty, but the 
Government cannot do any such thing, 

Mr. MORTON, What is the authority? 

Mr. SUMNER. That is Professor Wool- 
sey. Another authority of considerable weight, 
Blurtschli, the German, lays down the rule as | 
follows: 

“A neutral State cannot send troops to a belli- 
gerent, nor put at its disposition ships of war, nor 
furnish subsidies to aid in making the war, In going 
directly in aid of one of the belligerent powers by 
the sending of men or war material he takes part in 
the war.” s 

There is. the true ‘principle—‘‘in sending 
men. or war material he takes part in the war.” 
But the most important illustration of this 
question, and the only case bearing directly on 
this point which, according to my recollection, 
has ever been diplomatically discussed, is one 
somewhat famous at the time, known. as that 
of the Swedish Frigate, which will be found in 
the second series of Causes Célébrés, by Baron 
Charles Martens. It seems that in 1825, after 
ten years of peace, the Swedish Government 
conceived the idea of parting with ships, some 
of them more than twenty years. old, as com- 
paratively useless. A contract for their sale 
was made with a merchant in London. The 
Spanish Government, by: their minister at 
Stockholm, protested .on the alleged ground 
that though nominally sold to a merchant | 
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they. were purchased for the revolted colonies 
in Mexico and South Ameriea, and in his 
communication, dated the Ist of July, 1825, 
used the following energetic language, which 
I translate: 

“And what would his Majesty the King of Bweden 
think in the case of a revolt of one of his provinces, 
of the kingdom of Norway, for example, if friendly 
Powers and allies furnished to the rebels arms and 
munitions supplied through intermediary specula- 
tors under the pretext of ignoring the resalt?”— 

I translate literally— 

“intermediary speculators under the pretext of 
ignoring the result? Instructed by these prepara- 
tions, would the Cabinet of Stockholm wait till the 
iron and cannon furnished to its enemies had mown 
down its soldiers, till the vessels handed over to 
rebels had annihilated its commerce and derglated 
its coasts, in orderto protest against similar supplies, 
and to prevent them if possible? Andif these pro- 
tests were rejected, independently of every other 
measure, would it not lift its voice thoughout all 
Europe and in presence of all allied Courts against 
this act of hostility, against this violation of the 
rights of the sovereign, and against this political 
scandal?” 

These are strong words, but they only give 
expression to the feelings naturally awakened 
in a Power that seemed to be imperiled by such 
an act. eat a 

In another communication the same minis- 
ter said to the Swedish Government, ‘It is 
the doctrine of irresponsibility which the cab- 
inet of Stockholm professes with regard to the 
sale of war vessels, which excites the most 
lively representations on the part of the unter- 
signed.” Mark the words, ‘‘the doctrine of 
irresponsibility.’ Then, again, the minister 
says in other words worthy of consideration at 
this moment: 

“The Swedish Government on this occasion ere- 
ated a commerce of a new character, determined to 
furnish without distinction ships of war to every 
purchaser, even to private individuals, without 
guarantee, establishing, as it seems to indicate, that 
the commercial profits of these sales are for the State, 
a necessity ofan order superior to political consid- 
erations the most elevated, as to moral obligations 
the most respectable.” 

Task if these words are not applicable to 
the present case? Did it not become the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at this time, when 
making these large sales, almost gigantic, so 
that its suspicion was necessarily aroused, to 
institute inquiry into the real character of the 

urchaser? Was it not put on its guard? 

very morning told us of war unhappily rag- 
ing in Europe. Could there be doubt that 


jį these large purchases were for the benefit of 


ane of the belligerents? Was our Govern- 
ment so situated that for the sake of these 
profits, it would neglect political considerations 
called in this dispatch the most elevated, as 
moral obligations the most respectable? Was 
it ready to assume the responsibility char- 
acterized by the Spanish minister in a case 
less plain, as “an act of hostility, a violation 
of the laws, of sovereignty, and a political 
scandal ?”’ 

It is perfectly vain to say that the name of 
Remington does not appear in these sales. 
Under the actual and conspicuous circum- 
stances, there was an overwhelming burden 
on our officials to ascertain who was the real 
purchaser. We could not act blindfold, or if 
we so acted it was at our peril. 

T hope; sir, that I shall not be reminded of 
that time-honored claim made by the mer- 
chants of our country that they may sell arms 
to a belligerent. I know its origin and bis- 
tory; but I believe that the best interests of 
civilization require that it should not be ex- 
tended, On the character of the claim, one 
of the ablest writers, indeed the ablest that 
has ever treated that branch of the law of 
nations, Mr. Bemis, in his masterly Essay on 
American Neutrality, expresses himself as 
follows: 

“That we should reconsider our cherished tenet 
of the right ofa neutral to furnish arme and muni- 
tions of war. to belligerents, and. either restrict it 
within narrower limits, or else altogether repudiate 
it, and put such material of war upon the same foot- 


ing as armed ships. ‘Fhis, I am quite aware, will be 
considered nothing short of a revolutionary proposi- 


tion, yet though the proposition is in itself one en- 
tirely eotitradictory to our past doctrine and prac- 
tice, I feel very sure thatthe more it is considered, 
the more it will commend itself to. the acceptance 
of the American legislator. Of course, I agree ‘that 
under the coda of nations, at least as declared and 
adhered to by England and the United States, it has 
become settled law that a neutral is at liberty to 
furnish and even carry arms and munitions of war 
to: a belligerent, taking his chance by the way of 
forfeiting his commercial adventure by belligerent 
capture for contraband of war.” . - 

This is wise and humane, But I raise no 
question now of limiting the merchant. My 
desire isto show theimpolicy of countenancing 
any extension of this license to the nation. 

Since the case of the Swedish ships, I know 
no instance where.a nation has been called in 
question for-selling arms to a belligerent. For 
the first time.has the United States within my 
knowledge fallen under suspicion of violating 
the requirement of neutrality on this subject. 
Such seems to be our present position. Weare 
under suspicion. What I propose is a search- 
ing inquiry, according to the magnitude of the 
interests involved, to ascertain if this is with- 
out just grounds. 

The statement.I now make is. in the dis- 
charge of a public duty. Ihave tried to avoid 
all. allusion to individuals, except so far as 
they may be mixed with the facts adduced. 
To the facts and the law I refer, and here I 
leave the case... 

“Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I feel con- 
strained by a sense of duty to the. War Depart- 
ment, with which I have had such intimate 
official and personal relations for many years, 
briefly to notice the allegations made against 
it, “he love of fair play has ever been a 
marked characteristic of the race to which we 
belong. Boyhood in its sports, and manhood 
in its achievements, alike respeet and applaud 
it. Fair-minded men everywhere demand it 
and pronounce it ‘a jewel”? That manly 
quality should ever be manifested in these 
chambers of high debate and legislation. 
During the seventeen years I have held a 
seat in this body I have never sought to shield 
politi cal friend or accuse political foe unjustly. 

have never striven to protect political friends 
guilty of peculations or defalcations, nor to 
accuse political foes of- peculations or defal- 
cations unless the evidences of their miscon- 
duct were apparently well founded. Words 
uttered in these Chambers against the integ- 
rity and honor of our fellow-men are greed- 
ily caught up and flashed over the country. 
They remain upon the record when we have 
passed away. Justice and charity alike de- 
mand that in these positions of high respons- 
ibility we should be careful in our utterances, 
for they may blast the hopes and blight the 
good name of lionorable men. 


“We are living, sir, ata time when the peo- 
ple are more than ever before sensitive and 
watchful. The extraordinary developments 
in the city of New York during the last six 
months, and the ignominious defeat and dis- 
honor of the Tammany thieves, have made 
the people suspicious and jealous. These 
feelings have been increased by the revela- 
tions that come to us from some portions of 
the’ reconstructed States, where some men 
intrusted with high duties have proved them- 
selves faithless and corrupt. Accusations 
againsl the integrity of public men are readily 
made, greedily devoured and believed. Tri- 
fles light as air arouse suspicions and confirm 
aécusations. “It might be well for us, and 
for the press, with its omnipotent power, to 
be guided in times: like these by justice and 
truth, and that sense of fair play that even 
prize-fighters respect. 

Iam in favor of this investigation.  I-hope 
it will be thorough and complete. I-do not 


rise for the purpose of justifying the sales of 
arms, but simply to state the facts. ‘When the 
war Closed’we had hundreds of thousands of 
arms that had cost, with other war material, 
hundreds of millions of dollars. Congress 
authorized the War Department to dispose of 


| accurate 


arms to sell, wagons to sell, every kind of war 
material to sell.  Beginhing-in 1865, we sold 
up to the Ist day of July, 1870, $5,240,817 36 
worth of war material, From the 1st day of 
July, 1870, to the 80th of June, 1871, the Pe- 
partment sold to the value of $9,852,325 45. 
From the Ist of July, 1870, to the 80th of 
June, 1871, the War Department deposited in 
the Treasury ofthe United States $9; 737,487 70, 
for which it has certificates of “deposit, leay- 
ing $114,887 68 in the hands of the offers 
of the War Department. Not a single doflar 
has been misappropriated or lost, but every 
dollar is accounted for. y 

The amount sold by this Government from 
the Ist of April, 1865, to the 80th day of June, 
1871, was $15,102,142 81. The United States | 
Government has never lost one dollar of it, 
and there is no occasion whatever, here or 
abroad, to cast any imputations upon the War 
Office or to excite suspicions against it. ‘The 
property was sold and the money is in the 

reasury, and the records of the Treasury an 
War Departments show it. So much fer this 
matter, supposed to involve the integrity of 
the War Department. 


this material of way. We had powder to-sell, 


its given t The evidences of these de- 


posits exist, may be examined, and the facts 
verified. Co ee tee 
Now, if I may. be permitted 


of the Treasury. What I was inquiring aboni 
was how thisdiscrepancy originated; what was 
the cause of it? 


The Department had offers fromthe mimis- 
ter of the Prussian Government to sell arms, 
or rather to allow agents to purchase arms,” It 
refused to do it. It had offers from French 
agenis, and refused to sell, and never sold arms 
to any man known to be an agent of France 
or Prussia. When in October, 1870, after a 
sale had been made to Remington, a dispatch 
was received that he was an agent of the Gov- 
ernment of France, the sale was disallowed. 
I state here on good authority, and I believe it 
to be true, that the War Department had no 
knowledge whatever then that Richardson was 
the authorized agent of Remington, or acted 
for him. We had the arms to sell; we sold 
them; obtained the highest price we could for 
them, and put the money in the Treasury: 

Now, the question may be raised—and ou 
that question I have nothing to say—that the 
Government ought to have been more careful 
to whom it sold; that they ought to have seen 
to it that no citizen of the United States to 
whom they sold arms should sell those arms 
to anybody engaged in war. So far, as the 
Government sales were concerned, I believe 
on my conscience—and I say it after the most 
careful scrutiny—that the sales were made pre- 
cisely as they had been for the five’ previous 
years; that every dollar has been strictly 
accounted for, and not a farthing misspent 
or lost. I may be misinformed, Ismay be 
deceived. The investigation that we all favor 
will settle that question, beyond all doubt. 


made.upto sometime in October. bout: 
Mr. SCHURZ.. The question 1 wes putting 
last was this: there having been a deficiency 


Then another question which I would like 
to pat to my friend from Massachusetts, who 
can probably give a satisfactory reply, is this : 
a comparison between the two reports for the 
two last fiscal years shows a discrepancy on 
this same head of ordnance stores of $2,800,000. 
If it were accounied for in the same Way, pf 
course it would overlap from one year inta the 
other, and something anght to occur in the 
reports of the Treasury Department : to show 
where this money is, at least that which gou- 
stituted the. deficiency of the previous year; 
` Mr. WILSON. ‘There is no delgipore 
whatever last year or the year before... [hese 
differences are apparent, not real.. The money 
is deposited in the Treasury, and certificates 
of deposit given, but the money may not have 
been covered into the Treasury when the Sec- 
retary made up his reports. That I. nader- 
stand to be the fact in this. case, but, the 


money is there, and’ the evidences to show it 
are in both the Treasury and the War, Depart: 
ments. Not adollar; no, not one dollar has 
been misused or fost: — oco yi $ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. 
the fact to be that the report of t 
of the Treasury is made up to the 0th of 
June,. while that of the Secretary of Wag.is 


_Tunderistanc 
the Secretary 


occurring in the last fiscal. year, not this, 
amounting to something over a milljon, it ought 
| to appear in the account of the Seerotary of 


Mr. SCHURZ. May I puta question to 
my friend? nae me 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. ``. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Inasmuch’ as he seems to 
have investigated the case, I suppose he can 
give information to the Senate about the origin 
of the discrepancy between the report of the 
Secretary of War and of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury. : 

Mr. WILSON. The report of the Secretary 
of War states that he sold ten million dollars’ 
worth in round numbers... He sold less than | 


that. The statement in the report of the Secre- | 


tary of War is that they sold about tea milion 

dollars’ worth. ; fetes 

. Mr. MORTON. He does not- pretend -to | 

make an exact statement, Be ss Bee 
Mr. CONKLING. Ifthe Senator will allow 


me one moment, I have it before me. That 


statement is not in the tabular, but merely in 
the narrative part of the report. Nairating in 
a general way, generalizing, he says + : 

“ During the fiscal year small-arms and ordnance 
stores to the amount.of $10,000,000. have been sòld, 
and the entire proceeds,” Æe. | | l n ogi Len 

There is no table here, and no pretense df an 
statement. . wo RSS a 


the: Treasury of this fiscal year, orsrather the 
fiscal year last reported ; bat..as db is, we find 
two deficiencies. which; have occurred daring 
the last two fiscal years, amounting -to about 
wo million six. hundred thousand. dollars, 
which ought to:appear somewhere or other in 


the accounts. mes het 
_I say. to. the. Senator 


. Mr. WILSON. nat 
from the 1st day, of January, 1869, ta the 
31st day of December, 1869, the amouat of; 
arms sold was $2,044,433 08; that from the Let 
day of January. to the Ist day of Junes, 1879; 
the amount sold. was. $816,362 18, making 
abont.two million eight hundred. and gixty 
thousand dollars sold in the eighteen moushs 
preceding the Ist-day of Jaly, 1870, aad every. 
fee orit was pat oe the. Treasury, and.not 
a dollar lost te anybody... | cu) Beg 

From the Ist day of April, 1895, to the 8 th, 
of dune, 1870, the seles of ordnaneeabd-ord- 
nance siores were $5,249,817 36,and the whole 
of that amount was deposited in the Treasury. 
The entire sales from April 1, 1866, to July 1, 
1871, were $15,102,143 81... OF this amount 
there has been deposited iņ the Treasury the 
sum of $14,987,255 18ydeaving $114,887 68 in 
the hands:ef; the officers. of the Was Deptt 


Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator from. New i 


ment fully ceccounted- for. The. entire pror: 
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ceeding has been in strict accordance with the 
law by which the sales-were authorized, an 

with the custom of the Department in all sim- 
ilar cases. aes fee To 
The War Department sold ordnance and 
ordnance stores from the Ist day of July, 
1870, to the 30th of June, 1871, a period during 
which occurred the Franco-Prussian war, to 


che amount of nearly ten million dollars. Tj 


am. assured by General Belknap, the Secretary 
of War, and by the chief of ordnance, Gen- 
eral Dyer, that no arms or munitions of war 
were sold either to the agents of the Prussian 
or French Governments, or to persons known 
to be in their employ. These armsand muni- 
„tions of war were sold to American citizens. 
The Government had a lawful right to sell, and 
these persons had a lawful right to buy. If 
these citizens sold arms bought of the United 
States, or arms bought of private parties, to 
the French Government for millions more than 
they paid for them, the War Department is 
not to be held responsible for their transac- 
tions. The Prussian minister notified his own 
Government that it could purchase of the per- 
sons who had bought arms of this. Government 
for fifteen per cent. advance. ‘But Bismarck, 
who held that the transaction would be neither 
a violation of the laws of nations nor of treaty 
stipulations, refused to buy, for the reason, as 
he said, that he could get them ‘cheaper from 
the French army. Gambetta’s Government, 
however, which the Government of Thiers now 
seeks to disgrace, purchased arms and muni- 
tions of war of American citizens, and doubt- 
less paid for them at much higher rates. Tsee 
nothing in that transaction that concerns the 
integrity or honor of the officials of the United 
States. ; 
T take my full share of responsibility ‘for 
the party now in power. I labored twenty 
_years with zeal and ‘fidelity to bring into power 
a great’ political organization to ovetthrow 
slavery, and to make the Government a Repub- 
lic in reality as well asin name. {haye done 
what I could to sustain those in power, and I 
propose to stand by them to the end, for I 
believe in the principles of the Republican 
party, and I am proud of its great history. It 
is a political organization that is tested by 
higher and more exacting tests than any polit- 
ical party that ever governed the country. We 
are not judged as other parties have been 
judged. We have made high pretensions to 
be guided by lofty purposes, and men are held 
to their professions; and so are political parties. 


Bat if there isa class of men on the face of | 


the earth that ought to be hunted down and 
driven out of the councils of the nation itis 
the men who will join the Republican party, 
and will steal themselves, or countenance 
stealing in others. : ~ 
- Sir; I vote for this investigation. Let the 
truth come: out, hit whom it may. But, what- 
ever may be our’ political associations, and 
whatever may be our desires relating to can* 
didates for the Presidency, let us remember 
the responsibilities. of our position in’ this 
Chamber. ‘It is an easy thing to excite sus- 
picions, cast imputations, and inake ‘accusa- 


tions, but if these suspicions, imputations, and | 


accusations are hurled at random against the 
innoeent, the sense of justice and the love of 
fair play will not fail to condemn the wrong- 
‘doers. : ; 

` Mr. HARLAN 


R poe to address the 
Senate. His remar 


-will be published in the 


Appendix when bis speech: shall have been | g 


concluded.: . He- pave way to: : 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If itis agree- 
able to the Senator from Towa, I will move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax: 
THONY in the chair.) Does the Senator give 
way tothat motion? — - : SPE 
Mr. HARLAN. Yes, sir: 
The ‘motion was agreed to; and 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


(at:four 


$ 


| Crocker, member-elect from the ninth cou- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 14, 1872. 
-The House met at twelve ò’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Borer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and j| 
approved. ; Gna! 
: HON. ALVAH CROCKER. ; 
Mr. DAWES. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I present the credentialsof Hon. Alvah 


gressional districtof Massachusetts, and move 
he be now sworn in. 

Mr. Crocker presented himself, and was 
duly qualified by taking the oath of July 2, 1862, | 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HAYS, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back a biil (H. R. No. 518) in relation to 
promotion in the Navy in the grades of com- | 
modore and rear admiral and pay of retired | 
officers ; which was ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted. | . 


MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, from | 
the Committee on. Indian Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1585) to abolish the tribal 
relations. of the Miami Indians, and for other | 
purposes; which was read a first and second | 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, also reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 1586) for the relief of Miami Indians, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and | 
recommitted. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. WELLS. I ask unanimous consent to 
resent the memorial of the Kansas Pacific | 
ailroad Company, asking such legislation by | 

Congress as will prevent the présent action | 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company in 
discrimination against the interests of said 
Kansas Pacific company in transportation of 
fréight and passengers whereby the Govern- | 
ment and general public are greatly damaged. | 
Task that it be ordered to be printed in the 
Globe. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. That seems to be a volum- ! 
inous document, | 
_ Mr. WELLS.” No; it is short. j 
Mr. HOLMAN. . I suggest it be printed as 

a docnment. : 
Mr. WELLS. I have no objection to that; 
but should if also be printed in thé Globe? | 
i 


‘Mr. MAYNARD: “As a matter of economy | 
I object to its béing printed in the Globe, and | 
will object fo its being received unless it is 
printed as miscellaneous documents. 

Mr. WELLS. I will withdraw it if it can- | 
not be printed in the Globe. 


SALES OF NAVY PROPERTY, 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent. to | 
offer the following regolution. j 
The Clerk read ‘as follows : ; 


„Resolved, That the Seeretary of the. Navy be | 
directed:to inform this House as soon as practicable 
what property. belonging to. the. United: States has 
been sold by any officer or agent of the Navy De- | 
partment or ony bureau thereof, or of any of the | 
uavy-yards of the United States ace the 30th day | 
of June, 1865, giving the name of the officer making | 
the sale, the character of property sold, the time, | 
place, and manner of making the sales, and the | 
amount realized from-said’sales, and the disposition | 
made of the proceeds, if paid over to the. Treasurer | 
or into the Treasury; when and -by whom it was 
lrawn out, when it has been_so drawn, and what | 
wos done with the-proceedss He is directed to state | 
how. much money has. been spent by his Department | 
and the officers and bureaus thereof since the 30th | 
day of June, 1865, i addition to amounts appro- | 

i 
| 
H 


priated by Congress for the service of the several 


fiscal years commencing July 1, 1865. say as JE 
. Mr BUTLER; of Massachusetts: I object | 
until the chairman of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs comes in: © coi onh taa sog 

Mr. BECK, The acting chairman of the | 
committee f Mr. 


Hap] annownéed. yesterday | 


evening, as I understood, that the committee 
desired this information. ; ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. BECK, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution ; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform the House what amount of money 
has been paid into the Treasury or to the Treasurer 
of the United States from the sales of property by 
the officers of the Navy Department since the 30th 
day of June, 1865. -He will inform the House how 
much of the money so paid into the Treasury, or to 
the Treasurer, has been withdrawn, stating when 
and by whom, and in what amounts, such portions 
as have been withdrawn were paid on the draft or 
order of any officer of the Navy Department. 

Mr. BECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ' 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COLONEL CUTTS. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby 
requested, if not inconsistent with publio interests, 
to transmit a copy of the report of Colonel Cutts, 
made February, 1870, for the use of the House of 
Representatives, ; 

Mr. COX. I object, until I know what the 
report is about. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be 
again read. ` 

Mr. COX. I heard the resolution read, but 
J do not understand what the report refers to. 
I should like the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] to give an explanation. 

Mr. BANKS. A report was made to the 
Secretary of State a year or two ago on the 
fisheries, in which the United States were 
interested. It is a general report upon the 
subject of the fisheries. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. It is 
Colonel Cutts’s report, and is a very able one. 

Mr. BANKS. It is one of the ablest papers 
ever prepared on the subject. 

The resolution was adopted, 


LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 


|| No. 884) extending the time for the comple- 


tion of the Green Bay, Sturgeon Bay, and 
Lake Michigan ‘ship-canal, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. T call for the regular 
order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is 


|| called for, which is the calling of committees 
‘| for reports. 


Mr. HOLMAN, If I can, I withdraw the 
call for a moment, to allow the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. McCormick] to introduce 
a resolution for reference. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
“Mr, McCORMICK, of Arizona, by unani- 


mous consent, submitted the. following reso- 
lution ;-which was read, and referred to tho 
Committee on the Rules: 

Resolved, That the following bo added to the rules 
of the House; j 

The fourth Thursday of each month, from the hour 
of two o’clock p. m. until the adjournment of that 
day, shall, when claimed by the committees having 
territorial business, be devoted exclusively to the 
consideration of said business, other than that 
relating to the District of Columbia. 


` FOG AND STORM SIGNALS, 


„àir. PECK, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following preamble and resolution 3 which 


|| Were read, considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas the steam fog.and storm signals that are 
now ehiefly used by the Light-House Board at the 
light-house stations are very expensive and troublo- 
some, requiring between five and ten thousand dol- 
lars for the construction of each signal; and whereas 

r, Foley is represented to. have invented a means 
whereby he can produce and transmit sound in 
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f 


i 
radii of twenty-five miles at one tenth of the ex- | 
pensee attending tho production of sound by steam : | 
herefore % : 

esolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
requested to inquire into the comparative value and 
capacity of the said invention, and determine the 
expediency of purchasing the right to make and use 
the same by the Government in the interests of com- 
merce and agriculture. 

Mr. PECK moved. to reconsider the vote 
by which the preamble and resolution were 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DUTIES ON TEA AND COFFEE. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG, from the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 1537) to repeal existing duties on tea and 
coffee; which was read a firstand second time. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desire to say that 
Į report this bill under instructions from the | 
Committee on Ways and Means, in obedience 
to the order of the House. I desire to say 
further, in explanation of the situation of this 
bill, that a majority of the committee are 
opposed to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to.a point of order. 
I desire to know whether this bill can be con- | 
sidered in the House. i 

The SPEAKER. The bill-cannot be con- 

sidered in the House. ‘The gentleman is making 
the statement by general consent. 
- Mr. FINKELNBURG. I desireto say that 
a majority of the committee are adverse to the 
passage of this bill, and that I am myself one 
of that majority. 

Mr. MERCUR. Is this in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
stated that the gentleman from Missouri is 
speaking by unanimous consent. Does the 
gentleman object? 

Mr. WOO Lhope the gentleman from 
Missouri will be allowed to proceed. | 

Mr. MERCUR. I do not object. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The House having | 
instructed the committee to report such a bill, | 
we make the report without any recommenda- 
tion from the committee, and desire to have 
it referred to thé Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, so that the mem- 
bers of the committee who are opposed to the 
bill may have an opportunity to give their 
reasons for their opposition hereafter. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state ofthe Union, and | 
ordered to be printed. 3 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLATT. I.demand the regalar order į 
of business. pew : 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order of busi- | 
ness being demanded, the morning hour com- 
mences, at twelve o’clock and twenty-three 
midutes, and reports are in order: from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


STATUE OF GENERAL SCOTT, 


On motion of Mr. HALSEY, the Committee | 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a 
letter from the Secretary of War in régard to | 
an appropriation. for a pedestal. for the statue 
of General Scott; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. © 7 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS. -° 


; i 
Mr. TYNER, from ‘the samé committee, | 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1588) for the con- 
struction of an.addition’ to the- United States | 
court-house aud post office builditig in Indian- | 
apolis, Indiana, and for thé purchase of addi- 
tional grounds adjoining the site of said build-‘| 
ing; ‘which was read a first and-sécond time. 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. °° ~~ 
The bill was read. It direċts the Seeretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be erected an! 
addition to the building now owned by the 
United States in the city of Indianapolis, Indi-. 
ana, to correspond in design to said building, 
suitable for the accommodation of the United 


ported a bill (H. R. No. 1539) to provide for 


| cause to be constracted a suitable building, 


States post office, local land office, internal 
revenue, and pension office, at a cost nat to 
exceed $160,000, said addition to be erected 
upon ground now owned by the United States. 
The second section authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate for the 
purchase of a lot or part of lot. lying east of 
and adjoining the grounds upon which the 
United States court-house ‘and post office 
building has been erected, at a cost to be 
agreed upon by the owner or owners of said 
lot or part of lot, and the judges of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, the 
district attorney of the United States for 
Indiana, and the postmaster of Indianapolis, 
Indiana, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. It is provided, how- 
ever, that no money hereafter appropriated 
for the purpose shall be used or expended in 
the purchase of said lot or part of lot. until 


a valid title shall be vested in the United 


States, and the State of Indiana shall cede 
jurisdiction over the same, and shall relin- 
quish the right to tax the United: States for 
the property erected thereon. __ i 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time; and passed. 
Mr. TÝN ER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be: laid on the 
table. Ete : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT.: 
Mr. PLATT, from the same committee, re- 


a building for the use of the post office, custom- 
house, pension. office, and United States dis- 
trict and circuit courts and internal revenue 
offices at Hartford, Connecticut; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question wus upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the. Treasury be authorized to 


fire-proof, at Hartford, Connecticut, for the 
accommodation of the custom-house, post 
office, pension office, United States district 
and circuit courts, and internal revenue office, 
at a cost. not to exceed $300,000, said build- 
ing to be constructed: under -the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall cause 
proper plans and estimates to be made so that 
no expenditure shall be made for the comple- 
tion of the ‘said building beyond the sum of 
$300,000. It is also provided that no money 
shall be.used or expended for the purpose 
mentioned in the bill until a valid title for the 
land for the site of such building, which, it is 
understood, the city of Hartford proposes to 
donate for this purpose, shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Conuec-: 
ticut shall cede its jurisdiction:over the same, 
and also duly release and-.relinquish to the 
United States the right to-tax the-said site or 
the property of the United States that may be 
thereon during the time that the United States 
may be or remain the owners thereof. . 


. Mr. HOLMAN. 


it makes an appropriation at this time or not.. 
‘Mr. PLATT. — It does not. f 
Mr. HOLMAN, Is. thé erection 


Of. this 


building recommended by the Secretary of | 


the Treasury? = i 

Mr. PLATT. ‘It has been recommended 
by the ‘Secretary of the Tredsury for three 
years in suécession, and stands at the head of- 
the list ag one of the most 
buildings now needed.) _- 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is one of the four’ 


buildings recommended to this Congress ‘by. 
the Secretary of the Treasury ? ae PETE 
‘Mr. PLATT. Itis coo ooo 5 OS 
‘Mr. HOLMAN. Indianapolis wa 
the places: where the Secretary of the Treasiry 
has recommended the erection of public build- 


I did not understand dis- | 
tinctly, from the reading of this bill, whether | 


important public’) 


“was one of | 


ings; tbis is another. 
places? ` ae . 
Mr. PLATT. Cincinnati and St. Louis, 
“The bili was ordered to'be engrossed’ and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: : 
r. PLATT moved ‘to: reconsider thë ‘vote 
by which the bill was passed; and'also moved - 
that the motion to reconsider be laid’ onthe 
table. i i ; an 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CINCINNATI, OHIO. -., 


. Mr. TYNER, from the Committee on‘ Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill (H, R. 
No. 1640) to authorize the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Cincinnati, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time. - pa 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and reada third time. Prost 

The bill, which was read, directs: the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase a central and 
suitable site in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
for the erection of a building for the aceom: 
modation of the United States courts, custom: 
house, United States depository,-post office, 
internal revenue, and pension offices, at a cost 
not exceeding $800,000; provided that. no 
toney: Yhich mmay heteafter be appropriated 
for this purpose-shall be used or expended in 
the- purchase: of said site until a valid title 
thereto shall be vested inthe United States, 
and until the State of Ohio shall cede‘its juris- 


; What are the ‘other 


|| diction over the game, and shall duly release 


and relinquish ‘to the United States the right 
totax orin any way assess said site or the prop- 
erty of the United States that may be thereon 
during the tinie that the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof. Py es 
“Mr. HOLMAN. This is one of the: build- 
ings recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury? - . a ees 

Mr. TYNER. Itis. The following is the 
language of the Secretary of the Treasury’: 

“Tho points at which the erection or repair of 

ublic buildings is most needed are Hartford, 
adianapolis, Cincinnati; and St. Louis? © ciis, 

- This bill proposes simply the purchase:of a 
site with the view, after that site. shall. have 
been purchased, to make sale.of: United States 
property already there, which. it. is.supposed 
will bring about two hundred thousand dollars 
in the market... o a x 

. Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that where 
the Secretary of the Treasury. has specially 
recommended these public works, he being 
the officer of the Government responsible for 
that. character of appropriations, his recom- 
mendation should ie well received by.:the 
House. Otherwise, it seems to me that these 
appropriations should: be well considered be- 
fore we agree to them, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third ‘time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
`- Mr. TYNER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider -be laid on: the 
table. - Be P : 
The latter. motion was agreed to. 


| PUBLIC BUILDING AT QUINCY, ILLINOIS, 


Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill 
(H: R. No. 1543) for the‘erection of a public 
building in Quincy, Tineis; which. was read 


a first anù second time... 


of said city in a` central and convenient loca- 
tion, and that no appropriation made: under 
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the. provisions of tbis bill, shall be operative. 
until such site shall be donated, nor until a 
valid title to the land shall be vested in the 
United ‘Bites, and uùkil the State of Illinois 
shall cede its jurisdiction over said site, and 


shall algo duly release and relinquish fo the. | 


United States the right to tax orin any way 
assess said site, or the property of the United 
States that may be thereon, during the. time 
that the United States shall be and remain the 
owner thereof. nice ean een hale, i 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is this building’ recom- 
mended: by the Secretary of the Treasury ? 


Mr HAWLEY. It was recommended: by : 


-he Secretary of. the Treasury——- 
Mr, HOLMAN. 

gress. o re 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It was not. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It was recommended by 


the Secretary of the Treasury in 1870, in rẹ- || 
sponse to a resolution of this House as. one | 
of the. buildings he then recommended, . It | 
was again recommended by him at the a 

will | 


Congress, in a separate letter, which 
have read if. the gentleman desires. . <. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to ask one other 
question. Quincy is, I believe, merely a port 


af delivery, not of entry. The Federal courts | 


are not held in that city, I believe; and the 
only purpose for which this building can be 


asked is for the convenience of the post office, | 


not that all? ere 
Mr, HAWLEY. Oh no, sir. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Whatmore? ... 
Mr. HAWLEY. There is now. paid by the 
Government, or there was paid two years ago, 


and for the officers of the port.of delivery. Is 


at the time the first report was, made on this | 


subject, between four and. five thousand dol- 
lars, for rents of public buildings at Quincy. 
The building now used for.a post, office is en- 
tirely inadequate. 


in response to a resolution of the House, and 
his letter bore date March 21, 1870. This 


building was then recommended by him as one | 


of six to be appropriated for by Congress. at 
that time. At the last.session my attention 
was called to the fact that the Committee on 
Appropriations expected of those who were 
asking for the constraction of public buildings 
that they would secure another recommend- 
ation. from the Secretary of: the Treasury. 
Leerning that such was the expectation, I went 
again to the Secretary.of the Treasury and he 
gave me. then. a letter bearing date February 
18, 1871, which I now send to the Clerk to be 


read, - fav 4 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, +0 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, . 
5 . February 18, 1871. 
Str: Mr. HAWLEY, of the House, from Illinois, 
having called upon me this morning in reference to 
a résommendation made by this Department at the: 


last segeton for the erection of a custom-houseand | 


post office at Quincy, Ilinois, I take the liberty of 
stating tho faets which prevented its consideration 
by mo at this segsion. = pth Lae oe : 

either 
called my attention to the recommendation in Bo- 
half of Quincy, the’ case did not even océur’to me 


in making my recommendations for the prefent.ses- 3 


sion; E have no information in addition to what 


yas possessed by the Department whan theletterof | 


March 21,1870, was written ; but I presume the 
reasons for an appropriation at that point are not 
legs strong than t nthe list of takin ijd adh Eee 
uingy was upon the list of publio buildings tec- 
ommended in that letter, and had my attention been 
called to it at the presentsession I should have made 
a gimilar recommendation concerning it: ms 
Very respectfully, A ae ee hee 
~ GEO, $. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon, H. L. Dawes, Chairman Commitiee on Appro- 


priations, House of Representatives. 

‘Mr, HAWLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far 
as. I know, no recommendations have been, 
made to Congress since that time. Pigs 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand, the real 
purpose for which this building is ‘asked is 
thé accommodation of the post ofice. . I be- 


lieve there are no other officers of the Gov- 


eriment of the United States at that point; 


Imean to the present:Con- | 


As I have already stated, f 
the Secretary of the Treasury. recommended 
the. construction of a public building at Quincy | 


T. HAWLEY nor any one else having | 


= the speptis . af those having. charge 
of th : Basie ofthe. ie ; ei $ of deliv- 
H ‘port pf entry; £0-that the 


or its nota port pf 
application is vrtasl for 
PLA a an gegtopap watie 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman under-. 
stands that hë ig gt ailyinerrgr. oag an 
“Mr, HOLMAN. If there is any other ppr- 
pose for whieh this building is to be used £ 
should be very glad if the gentleman would 
show it. TENI os 
- Mr. HAWLEY. There are various. other 


lig erection of a 


Tye 


| Mr, HOLMAN. The purposes for which this 


_Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all. a: 
|. Mr. HOLMAN. : There js a pension office 
in almost every considerable city; there is a 
post office, of course; and there is the ordin- 
ary collecting offices.. Almost every consider- 
able point on the Mississippi and Ohio has a 
port of delivery. There is certainly no neces- 
sity for erecting a public building for the. pur- 
poses of a pension office or a port of delivery. 
| This bill must really be based on the ground 
of the. necessity. of this building for a post. 
office alone; and. I submit to the gentleman 
from Illinois that-it would be too great a dis- 
crimination in favor of Quincy if the Governa- 
ment should erect there a post office and leave 
so Vast a, number of cities with larger popu- 
lation. without such accommodations. 
Mr. HAWLEY. „L undertake. to say that 
of.all the bills that-have been introduced or 
may be introduced for the construction of new 
buildings none provide. for-a Government. 
building at any placé where one is more needed 
than at.the-city of Quincy. 
know for what the gentleman would have a 
public building. erected, if not-for all the pur- 
poses I have named; for certainly. these ‘are 
all the purposes for which the Government 
can want a building. This building, as I have 
said, has been recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury at. two different sessions of 
Congress; it has also been recommended by 
the supervising architect. . It' has-been esti- 
j mated for... It was reported upon. favorably 
last session: by- the Committee. on Appropria: 
tions, and.-it- passed. the House at that time 
‘under œ ‘suspension of the rules, receiving’ a 
vote -of more than two thirds. If it. could: 
have more. recommendation than it has, Lam 
sure I do not know where. I could go tofind it. 
, Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mz, Speaker, 
this. House has.-now been. twenty. minutes: in’ 
the morning hour, and in that time we baye, 
agreed to build three public bpildings, only 
one of..which,has been recommended in the: 
report.of the Secretary of the Treasury for this 


another which was beaten when fairly, con- 
sidered before the House last year, the very 
same proposition. .It does not come to usin 
the report of the Secretary. of the Treasury. 
We are asked to go down to a city. of thirty- 
five thousand inhabitants and build g.custom- 
house in it—an interior city way up thestream, 
two thousand miles from the sea. The bill is 


I would like to į 


year, and we.are now. in the. aet of building: 


1 valuable. 


te 


here ia manuscript, as all the other bills have 
been, and no-one out-of the committee is sup- 
posed to have readthem. They have been each 
once rapidly read atthe Clerk’s desk, and we 
are voting out of the Treasury by pledge in 
this way money without stint and without bin- 
derance. e yeas and nays cannot be had on 
atest vote. Only nine members care enough 
aboutthe matter to vote for the yeas and nays. 
One gentleman was so anxious to save the 
time oF the House yesterday that he rose and 


| said, ‘* Do not use up the public time by call- 
J ing the yeas and nays.” 


No, we will use up 
the public money, we will open the gates of 


| the Treasury widespread on all sides, but this 


precious public time, which if abridged would 
gave some of these expenditures to the Gov- 
ernment, is not to be interfered with ! ; 
_Mr. Speaker, I admit the morniog hour is 
A man who has the impertinence 
te rise and say anything to prevent this state 
of things is of course an impertinent inter- 
meddler ia the estimation of gentlemen ọn this 
floor who are. anxious to push these things 
through without due consideration. But [ 
must say I long for the days of Bllibu B. Wash- 
burne, that man who was so uacomfortable 
in the House, but whose memory was blessed 
by every man just as soon as the session was 
over... As soon as members went away from 
the sessions of the House and got upon the 
stump, they were all the time blessing the Lord 
that Ellihu B. Washburne was in the House to 
save useless expenditure of the public money. 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. Let me say to the 
gentleman from Ohio that the very man he 
speaks of got more appropriations for his own 
town that anybody ever got. f 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
has named the one thing, and I am glad to say 
the. only thing, be could name in the career of 
Ellihu Washburne to which any objection could 
be made; but I donot propose to enter into a 
general defense of Mr. Washburne. __ ; 
My friend [Mr. Horman] on the other side 
let me say, has not been as diligent as he used 
to. be in reference to these matters. By my 
nature, by my habits and my tastes, I am un- 
fitted to do this thing, but I felt it was my duty 
to call the attention of the House to what we 
are doing this morning. . The gentleman from 
New York {Mr. Brooxs] pulled out his watch 
on: this flopr, and looking at the passage of 
time, said, t'I am ready-to report that in the 
last eight minutes there has been what I have 
never known to have been done before, and 
what I believe has never before been done in 
any legislative body inthe world: $50,000,000 
have been appropriated in two bills in the 
course of only eight minutes ; $30,000,000 was 
appropriated by the first bill in three minutes, 
but it took five minutes in order to pass the 
other $20,000,000.” The gentleman from New 
York ‘signalized that:-event by that remark. 
It was then in the time of war, when the coun- 
try felt there should be. no. limit to voting 
whatever was necessary in order ta secure suc- 
cess for our arms. ‘Now, in the time of pro. 
found peace, ‘whén ‘we “have not political 
citement enough to call the yeas and nays, 
we laye passed three bills this morning forthe 
erection of public buildings, and we have now 
another on the way for fhè same purpose, and 
have not yet consumed twenty minutes of the 
morning bour.. .We have now got down to a 
town pf. thirty-five thousand inhabitants, . 1 
can. aay;one.thing to my distinguished friend, 
that I have no such. great interest in putting 
any. public buildings anywhere as will absorb. 
all my time,and all my. efforts, and all my 
views in regard to any other interest, in order, 
that that particular interest may succeed. 
But there isa little town of ten. thousand 
inhabitants. They want a post office, and they 
think the Goyerument.ought to. build it: be-. 


cause it is.a-fine thriving town. ; And now if- 


you give itto Quincy you come within a very 
tew-notches of Youngstown, Ohio, and I shall 
feel authorized, if not bound, should this 


1872. 
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precedent be set, to ask for a“public: build- 
ing there. And if this policy is pushed to its 
logical result 1 may with propriety before long 
ask for a navy-yard at Hiram Hill. [Laugh- 
ter. 
the 1. caaeiidue strides this ‘House ‘has taken 
in this matter of public buildings. I have said 
now all I wished to say or the subject. 

Mr. FARWELL. Í yield to my colleague 
from Illinois, [Mr. Hawiey.] = 

Mr. HAWLEY. It isa little strange, Mr. 
Speaker, that the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House; the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, should sit here tlie | 
i i {| any business before the Howse sice its organ: | 


whole morning—- 


_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I had just got 


in, ' : : 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is not my fault. I 


gay it is a little strange that the gentleman 
should sit by or be absent while he regards it: 
as incumbént upon him to watch these bills so 
closely at a time when he knows those bills 
weré to be reported. This committee was on 


call for an hour yesterday, and the gentleman ` 


must have known that they had business of 
this kind to bring before thé House. But 
after the bills for Cincinnati and’ other places 
have passed, he comes iti and declares that he 
cannot allow money to be taken in this way 
from the Treasury. The gentlemarr allows 
bills to pass for buildings whith ate to cost 
from three to five million dollars, but whem it 
is proposed to construct in & western city a 
building that will cost only ‘an aggregate of 
$160,000, why then ‘he declares’ it’ must be 
stopped. Tt ië énorthdus! It ‘takes'so much 
from the Treasury that Congress cannot for a 
moment submit to it! 

Now, this city'of Quincy pays annually more 
than half a million dollars into the Treasury 
of the United States, and I say that the same 
city of Quincy is entitled: to receive out of the 
public Treasury of the United States a fair 
proportion of the money it pays in, as well as 
the cities of Hartford, Cincinnati, New York; 
Boston, or any others in any section of the 
country. And it is not-fair now to say that be: 
cause that city only nuntbers thirty-five or forty 
thousand people it shall not have any money 
expended when it comes here recommended, 
agit is, by all the officers of the Government 
whose recommendation it is usual to secure in 
favor of any public building. 

Now, I do not understand that anything has 
been said in opposition to this, except that 
this city has: not, perhaps, so large a popula: 
tion ‘ag that of some’ of the other cities that 
have been mentioned. But, sir, it would be 
impossible to’ secure stronger recommenda- 
tions than those that. Have been obtained by 
thiscity. It isrecommended by the supervising 
architect and by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was indorsed by the Committee on Appro-. 
priationa during last session, and, as I stated 

efore, received the votes of more than two’ 
thirds of the members of this House. 

Mr. FARWELL. I now yield to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
eee [Mr. Prarr.] 

Mr. PLATT. In justice to the Committee 
on Public Baildings and Grounds, ‘I. desire; in 
as few words as possible, to answer some of 
the remarks made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Approptiations both yesterday and 
to-day. And, in thé first-place, I will ask the 
indulgence of the House while I state the policy 
which hag been adopted by that committee. 
Fortunately, or unfortunately, we are not a 
committee of lawyers. I beheve weare all, 
without exception, plain business men, who 
look at these matters in a plain, business-like 
way. Now, I believe that what is good policy 
for an individual in his business. is good policy 
for an aggregation of individuals in the Gov- 
ernment. And I believe that, where the Gov- 
ernment of the United ‘States, at points where 


it is absolutely necessary that public business 


should be transacted, is paying twelve or fif- 
teen per cent. on the‘dmount of money neces- 


All I ask you is to consider a moment: 


| Elihu. B. Washburne. 


ozr 


sary to construct buildings- affording the neces‘ 
sary accommodation, it is true econdmy for - 
the Governtient of the United Statés-to eect: 
such suitable buildings as are absolutely re] 
quired by the business wants'of the commun- 
ity, when it -cat be done with -nioney which ` 
does not cost the Government more. thin six 
percent. I believe that would be true gcor“ 
omy for an individual and also traé economy 
for a Government. . er, 
Yesterday the chairman of the Cominiittee: 
on Appropriations, who has antagonized the) 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds | 
from’ the first time it has attempted: to: brig: 


ization ——— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
first: two’ bills to-day? : . 

Mr. PLATT. ‘Fhat gentleman said that 
if those bills were admitted, they would swell 
the aggrfégate apprépriations òf the present 
year by an enormous sum: Now, I am violat- 
ing no confidences of the committee-room, 
when I state that all the works up to the present 
timé which the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have agreed to report favorably 
aggregate an entire cost limited to $1,660,000. 
I would call the attention of the House’ to the: 
fact that it does not necessitate the appropria~ 
tion of that amount, but that the amornt of the - 


How about thé- 


appropriation required this yeaf'und next year ||: 


will be but a small proportion of tle amount 
that is to be the total cost. It will probably 
amount to $1,650,000, but for this year not 
more than $500,000. , 

Now, the gentleman has called up here, as 
an admonition to the members of the present 
House, the memory of my réspected friend, 
Now, sit, there is only | 
one thing against Mr. Washburne, and that is 
this, that he originated the nathe of ‘ watch- 
dog of the Treasury ;’’ and since he left the 
House there have been so many gentlemen -| 
emulous of succeeding him in that title that it 
has caused a great deal of opposition to neces- 
sary measures. 

There were many remarks made yesterday 
to which I should like to reply; but I will-not 
take up the time of the House. I only wish 
to say that every bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings: and Grounds has 
received their careful arid conscientious con: 
sideration; that wè have not reported to the 
House any bill that was not in our opinion 
necessaty for the wants of the Government, 
and was not. in the line of true economy for 
the Government, and where a public building 
was needed in the locality. I will simply say, 
further, that in my opinión there are no ex- 
penditures made by the Government of the 
United States that meet with sach universal 
approbation in the country aš appropriations’ 
made for erecting*suitable buildings in various! 
localities; and I hope that the bill now before 
the House for its consideration will pass with- 
out further debate. - y uga Tt" 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwould be- glad téask the- 
gentleman a question: How maty bills of this: 
class does his committee intend to report? 

Mr. PLATT. The gentleman: will excuse 
me if I do not answer that question. F will 
say that I am desirous that each bill which we 
report shall ständ upow ite own merits, audif 
we cannot give satisfactory reasétis’ why any 
particular building should be erected, we do | 
not care to press the bill, i 

Mr. W. B. ROBERTS. With every word: 
which the gentleman who is clitirman of the | 
Committee‘ on Appropriations has uttered F 
entirely agree, excepting, indeed, as to build- 
ing a navy-yard at Hiram Hill, for I do not 
know where he is going to get a supply-of 
water from. [Laughter.] But it seems to me 
that this bill is onë of many that are to come 
before this House by which we are to'rob ‘the: 
Treasury of the United States‘and the people- 
of the moiiey which is dran by taxation from 


them. I am‘épposed to it. ' We rust std erat 
system somewhere, and Iv regvét-that Tam 


compelled tò say we should commence just’ 
here. Yesterday I felt disposed’ to object: to: 
these appropriations, and to-day I see so'many 
gentlemen on the floor who have similar ones, 
tó ‘press’ upon our ‘attention’ that I feel it 
my duty to enter my protest against them: i 
The tinte ‘will: come wher thé. country ‘can 
afford to put up’meghificent public structures: 
for the occupation of our public offices, but 
that'time iv-not now. “It is net how, when we 
are threatened with a foreign war,and when: 
we havé'no Navy worthy of the name, and are 
called upon for some fifteen million. dollars to 
recorstriét or repair it. The country ¢anziot 
afford these expenses. We cannot afford these: 
structures. “Let us reduce taxation; let us 
come down to thé “hard-pan’’ of economy: 
which is do ably urgéd by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations; and ‘then tke 
country will be satished with our action, and’ 
we shall be doing justi¢e to our constituents: - 
Mr. DUKE. 1 would like to ask: the gen: 
tleman how much bas been appropriated for. 
public buildings in’ New York? eds 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I did- not vote for 
that, and Iam not responsible. Theonly qes- 
tion is whether I should vote for these extracr-- 
dinaty appropriations now,’ which are: vast; 
extravagant, and draining’the résources of the: 
country. For‘one'E shail vote against theni.. i 
Mr. GETZ. Did the gentleman vote' yés- 
térday: against the appropriation ‘for building 
at Albany ? f . 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Ihbavealready suid 
that E thought it was time to commence evon- 
omy. fLaughter.} s ajeti 
Mr. FARWELL. I 
tleman from New York. : 
Mr. COX. In two minutes I cannot say 
very much. A great many years ago, Mr. 
Speaker, in this Congress, members used to 
speak by the hour upon appropriations of this 
kind, and no billof this character went through: 
here that was not challenged: but, sir, I think 
that unnecessary criticism has been made on 
the honorable-chairman of the Committee on: 
Appropriations. In: opposing this bill he is 
doing his duty. Ido not kdow what he has 
done hitherto, but in following the footsteps 
of Elihu B: Washburne ‘he: is simply doing: 
his duty, not asa representative of a loeulity, 
but of the United States. And although we 
may vote for local improvements here ‘and 
there, as I did for the post office and court- 
house building in the city of New York; a 
city which represents the whole country, and 
as I did yesterday for ‘the public building 
at Albany, the capital of the State which T 
in part represent, and for the reasons stated 
yesterday, there must be a limitation! sorie~ 


where. 2 : 
Mr. SARGENT. A limitation to: the State 
of New York, I suppose. 

Mi. COX. And to the State of California 
algo, T will sdd. This matter will all be use- 
less now; we are but wasting time. These 
bills are only preliminary. ‘The appropria- 
tions will have to come in ‘in the appropriation 
bill, and as the last resort they- will go to.con- 
ference committeds, and then there will be 
jugglery and bargains and log-rolling, and 
everybody interested will be deserting his trae 
post as a Representative in the Congress öf 
the U nited States in order to be merely a local 
Representative. 

F protest’ against this bill in regard to a 
public building at Quincy, because it will lead 
to all sorts of bills’ in the fature; riot of public 
interest, not-représenting large Joculities; but 
répresenting all Kinds of small places; and it 
will be wrong in a member of the United States 
Congréss to permit the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, [Mr. GARFIELD, | 


yield now to the gen- 


‘who is striving here to do bis duty, to be ma- 


lignéd on this’ floor Because he has been stand- 
ikg up for the intëtests of the Treasury and the 
interests-of the:péople. For one; I-shall vote 
agaiist tiivapprépriation and: évery other of 
the kind navess I shall ee some special nedes- 


‘sity. for it. growing ont. of, the. locality or the 
businessof the, place. <> w: i 


Mr; FARWELL. I now call the, previons, 
MAN, ai move ta lay this pill on. 


Mr. DAWES. L ho e.the gentleman: from 


Tilinois[Mr..: FARWELL 
five minutes... o oo > Aef : 
Mr, FARWELL. ; Iwill withdraw my-call | 
for. the: previous. question. and yield tothe . 
gentleman from..Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
for five minutes,» ©. > ; 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will for the present with-. 
draw my motion to. laythis bill on the table. 
Mr. DAWES. . The publie buildings here- 
tofore provided for have been at places where 
the business of the. custom-house, the post, 
office, and the. United States courts. hag ren- | 
dered them necessary; in large places, cap-. 
itala of States, and large cities like Cincinnati,. 
where there are combined. United States courts, 
post office, and custom-house. In the city of. 
Quincy, Illinois, which. is.a young and pros-. 
perous city, there is as yet no necessity . be- ` 
yond..a post office simply. It presents the 
cage. of every other city of that size:in the Uni- 
ted States. : It: has no further claim upon the 
Government of the United States for a public 
building than any other city that has only a 


will yield to me for, 


public post office in it. D 

Mit. HAWLEY. I suppose the gentleman 
does not desire to misrepresent the fact. He 
says the city of. Quincy has only a post office. | 
Sir, it has four or five other offices; it has a 
custom-house, a pension agency, collector, 
&c., there. ; 

Mi. DAWES. It has a pension office there, 
I understand; and the gentleman says it hasa 
collector of internal revenue there, (and there 
willbe need of it at this rate;) but it has no. 
United States court there, and nothing except 
such customs. as are upon the Mississippi river. 
Now, sir, without any hostility to Quincy, but 
knowing as I do. how the recommendation was 
obtained from the Secretary of the Treasury 
for this proposed building, I cannot attach 
much weight to it. When it was given out 
from. the Committee on Appropriations last 
year that that committee would recommend 
no buildings except such as had received the |/ 
indorsement of the Secretary of the Treasury, |i 
let me say that there was a line. of members 
from the committee-room tọ the Treasury 
Department, and my . industrious and zealous: 
friend, from Illinois {Mr. HawLey] got there 
first, and that is the reason he got this in- 
dorsement. And now, in the light of the fact 
that more than twenty public buildings stand 
hanging upon the same recommendation as 
this, I would like to have read asa portion of | 
my, remarks the letter addressed to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations at the earnest request, 
of the:gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HAwLEY. ] 

: If: we are at.this.time to erect public build- 
ings in all cities of this size, let us abandon 
all attempts to'reduce. the tariff and the in- 
ternal revenue .taxes. Let. us shut up the 
committee-room of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and cling to that $50,000,000. or 
$100,000,000. which will be absolutely. neceg- 
sary. to meet the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, for any reduction of the taxes and. 
the revenue will only be followed by a repu- 
diation of the public debt if we construct these: 
public buildings where so many feel a desire 
to have them in their respective congressional 
districts. One gentleman came to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations last year, and said, 
Why, a public building is going up in the 
district adjoining mine, and unless T have a 
public -building in my district I cannot go. 
home and be reélected.’’ And so they spread 
all over the. United States. Gentlemen here. 
well know. that the architect of the Treasury. 
has a personal-ambition to gratify in erecting. 
these splendid public buildings. You. cau 
travel west. from here to the Pacific. coast, 
and in every one of the young and thriving 
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towns that you. pass. through the only. struc- 


ture of cat stone. there will be a public build- | 


ing, going. up at: an expense of one hundred 
and fifty or two. hundred thousand dollars. 
Now, I ask gentlemen to pause in this course. 
I have.no special objection to Quincy; itstands 


as meritoriously as any, other town of that size.. 


But how many such towns are there! Are 
we to inaugurate a hundred of these buildings 
and fasten them upon the Treasury.;. or shall 
we say that we will erect these public buildings 
only where the necessities of the custom-house, 
United Statea courts, and post offices are com- 
bined, and where the rents. paid by the Goy- 
ernment are-very high? .._ i : 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentle- 
man allow .me to correct a: statement he has 


made? I understood him to say just. now that: 


we have not -heretofore appropriated for. the 
erection of public buildings except. where 
they are needed for the combined purpose of 
a post office, a custom-house, and for the use 
ofthe United States courts. .. ni 
. Mr. DAWES. I..did not say that, I said 
that those were the questions we ought to take 
into consideration. . ari : 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have read as 
partof my remarks the letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, to which the gentleman. 


from Illinois [Mr. Haw ry] called the atten- 
tion of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THR SECRETARY, 
February 18, 1871. 
Sir: Mr. Hawury, of the House, from Illinois, 
having called upon me this morning in reference to 
a recommendation made by this Department at the 
last session for. the erection of a custom-house and 
post office at Quincy, Illinois, I take the liberty of 


stating the facts which prevented its consideration. 


by me at this session. 

Neither. Mr. H. 
called my attention to the recommendation in be- 
half of Quincy, the casedid not even occur to me in 
making my recommendations for the. present ses- 
sion. ne 

Mr. DAWES. It will be observed that the 
Secretary forgot all about the matter. The 
necessity was not pressing enough to keep the 
subject in: his mind. : : 

The Clerk continued the reading as follows: 

I have noinformation in addition to what was 
Rpssessed by. the Department when the letter of 

arch 21, 1870, was written; but I presume the rea- 
sons for an appropriation at that point are not less 
strong than they were at that time. | 

Quincy was upon the list of public buildings rec- 
ommended in -that letter, and had my attention 
been called to it at the present session I'should hare 
made a similar recommendation concerning it. 


Veryr | peat aan 

Very respectinlty O §, BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon, H. L. Dawes, Chairman. Committee on Appro- 

priations, House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 am sorry 
to take up so much time on this subject; but 
I feel that I must reply to the gentleman from 
Maseachusetts [Mr. Dawes] -who last ad- 
dressed the House. It is a little singular that 
the gentleman should come in here now and 
attack this bill, which was reported by him 
from the Committee on Appropriations at the 
last session of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. . Not by my vote. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. | I do not know thatit was; 
but the gentleman reported the bill. — —— . 

Mr. DAWES, . Let me say that the bill in 
which this appropriation was included went to 
the Speaker’s table because it contained so 
many of these appropriations for public build- 
ings. > 

Mr. HAWLEY. . This measure was reported. 
from the Committee on Appropriations at the 
last session, and received the votes of more 
than two thirds of the House. ` l 

The gentleman says I went to the Secreta 
of the Treasury and obtained the letter which, 
has been read. What was the fact? It appears 


from the letter itself that. I was not aware 


members were running from: the committee 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to get letters 
until I was advised by the committee that 
another recommendation. of the Secretary of 


r. HAWLEY nor any one else having. 


| 


` Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs; Bird, 
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the: Treasury..was required. Why should [ 
have supposed. it necessary to get a new rec- 
ommendation from him when he had already 
recommended the work at-the previous ses- 
sion?. I never dreamed of such a thing; but 
by.accident I learned that other gentlemen 
were securing from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury renewed recommendations, and to com- 
ply with the rule of the committee I called 
upon the Secretary to ascertain whether he 
was going to recommend the construction of 
the building he had formerly recommended. 
He then sat.down, wrote the letter which has 
been read, and gave it to me in order thatthe 
rule of the committee might be complied with. 
The committee, upon that letter and upon the 
letter previously received, reported the meas- 
ure to the House. and recommended its pas- 
sage; and it received, as I have said, the votes 
of more than two thirds of the House. How, 
then, can the gentleman from Massachusetts 
undertake to assail this bill as one which, 
standing upon its own merits, ought not to be 


passed? 

Mr. DAWES.. The gentleman knows that 
I opposed. every proposition of this kind, but 
many such appropriations were put upon the 
bill, and under the weight of them it went to 
the table. I then brought in another bill 


with these sppropriationa omitted. , 
Mr. HAWLEY.. I call the previous ques- 
tion. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I renew the motion that 
the bill be laid upon the table. , 

On the motion there were—ayes 64, noes 66. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 104, not voting 
56; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames. Beatty, 
Beck, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, James Q, Blair, 
Braxton, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, Burch- 
ard, Caldwell, Campbell, Cobb, Cox, Crossland, 
Dawes, Dickey, DuBose, Dunnell, Eldredge, Fink- 
elnburg, Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock; Hanks, George E. 
Harris, John T. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, Lamison, 
Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McHenry, McKee, Mc- 
Kinney, Mercur, Merrick, Morgan, Morphis, Nib- 
lack, Packard, Hosea. W.: Parker, Potter, Price, 
Rainey, Randall, John M. Rice, William R. Roberta, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Slater, John A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Storm, Sutherland, 
Sypher, Terry, Upson, Van Trump, Wakeman, Wa 
den, Whiteley, Whitthornoe,. Willard, Wiiliams of 
New York, and Youn re : 

NAYS—Messrs. Arthur, Averill, Barber, Barry, 
Bright, Buckley, Buf- 
finton, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, William T 
Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, 
Grebs, Creely, Crocker, Davis, Donnan, Dox, Duell, 
Hames, Farwell, Forker, Wilder D, Foster, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, Harper, 
Havens, Hawley, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lamport, Leach, Lowe, 
Marshall, McGrew, McIntyre, oNeely, Merriam, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packer, IsaaeC, Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Eli Perry, Platt. 
Poland, Porter, Ritchie, Bilis H. Roberts, Robinson, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Shellabarger, Sho- 
ber, Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens Stoughton, Stowell, trong, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wallace, Wells, 
Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, and Winchester—104, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Banks, 

arnum, Boles, Roderick R. Butler, Carroll, Free- 
man Clarke, Coburn, Critcher, Darrall, De Large, 
Duke, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, 
Goodrich, Hale, Hay, Ketcham, Lansing, Lynch, 
Maynard, MeCormick, McCrary, McJunkin, Ben- 

amin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, 

aimer, Perce, Peters, Prindle, Read, E ` 
Rice, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Scofield, Slocum, 
H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, 
St. John, Swann, Taffe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Waldron, Walls, Warren, and Wood—36. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. FARWELL, I demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. z 

ORDER OF BUBINESS.: | 

Mr, DICKEY. Irise to makea report. from 
the Committee òn Appropriations. I report 
the Army appropriation bill, and move that it 
be printed, and made a special order for Tues- 


1872. 
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day next, after the morning hour, and from 
day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I want the floor to move to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the Navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope gentlemen will not 
interfere with the pending bill. : 

The SPEAKER. At the expiration of sixty 
minutes, the morning hour having expired, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has the right to 
make a report. from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and the gentleman from Maine { Mr. 
Hate] the right to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the-state of the Union on the 
naval appropriation bill. Do the gentlemen 
withhold their motions until the pending. bill 
is disposed of? 

Mr. HALE. If the pending bill will only 
consume a short time, I am disposed to with- 
hold my motion for the present; but I do not 
yield if it be the understanding that after the 
previous question has been seconded we are 
to go on and discuss the bill for another hour. 

Mr. FARWELL. I have called the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not in order for any 
other member of the House to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the pending appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. [t would be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will under- 
stand that at the expiration of sixty minutes 
the Chair does not announce the close of the 
morning hour, but allows it to run on; but 
if any gentleman makes a privileged motion, 
of course the question will be put on that 
privileged motion, and the morning hour will 
come to a close. 

Mr. HALE. Under the circumstances I 
must make my motion that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the naval 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. Before that is done I desire 
to make a report from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT. What will be the effect on 
the pending bill reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

The SPEAKER. That bill will go over 
until to-morrow morning, and will remain in 
the morning hour until disposed of by a vote 
of the House. It can only be taken out of 
the morning hour by a majority vote. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1541) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1873; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKEY. I now move that the Army 
appropriation bill be made the special order 
for Tuesday next, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of 
order on that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Inow move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union to continue the consideration of the | 
; Before that. motion | 
is put, however, at the suggestion of gentlemen. | 


naval appropriation bill. 


I will move that general debate be extended 
for one hour. 


NAVY EXPENDITURES. 
Mr. BECK. I now ask unanimous consent 


to submit the resolution which was objected’ 


to on account of the absence of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Hare: ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to inform the House, as soon as practicable, 


what property belonging to the United States has 
been sold by any officer or agent of the Navy De- 


f 
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partment, or. any bureau thereof, or of any of the 
nayvy-yards of the United States, since the 30th day 
of June, 1865; giving the name of the officer making’ 
the sale, the character of property sold, the time, 
place, and manner of. making the sales, and the 
amounts realized from said sales, and the disposi- 
tion made-of the proceeds, if paid over të the Tress- 
ury or into the Treasury; ‘also, when and by whom 
it was drawn, and when. it- has been so drawn, and 
what was done with the proceeds. He is directed to 
state how much money has been spent by his Depart- 
ment, and the officers and bureaus thereof, since:the 
30th day of June, 1865, in addition to amounts appro- 
priated by Congress for the service of the current 
fiscal year commencing July 1, 1865, j 


There was no objection ; and the resolution 
was received and adopted. . i 


‘POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio, from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, reported back House 
bill. No. 625, making appropriations to sup- 
ply a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
salaries and contingent expenses of the Post 
Office Department for the current fiscal year, 
with the recommendation that the amendaient 
of the Senate be concurred in. . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, lines three and four, strike out the words, 
“caused by the defaication of F. A. McCartney, 
late disbursing clerk.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is a merely 
formal amendment, 

The amendment. of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment was 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, also, by unan- 
imous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the bill (H. R. No. 
1071) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending June 30, 1873, with 
the recommendation that the amendment of 
the Senate made thereto be concurred in. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill add the following: 

Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for 
Navy. pensions, and the other expenditures under 
that head, shall be paid from the income of the 
Navy pension fund, so far as the same may be suffi- 
cient for that purpose. 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS OF LONG ISLAND. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of January 30, 1872, ia relation to the 
survey of the rivers and harbors of Long 
Island; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. WOTRING, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to ex-Lieutenant 


John F. Wotring, claiming compensation for |; 
services as firsi-lieutenant of company L, | 


West Virginia cavalry; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEVI LEE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to Levi Lee; 
which was referred to the Committee on Inva 
lid Pensions. 


| ATCHISON AND SANTA FÉ RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
secretary of State of the State of Kansas, trans- 
mitting a joint resolution of the Legislature 


4 connecting 


i 


of Kansas concerning the Atehison, Topeka, 


and Santa Fé Railroad. Company, and: the 
extension. of the time for the completion ofits 
railroad; which wag referred .to the Commit- 
tee on the Publie. Lands, and ordered to. be 
printed. . se vie EE Nog. Cae 
NORTHERN AND NORTHWESTERN LAKES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons:-cén- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from: the 
Secretary of War, in relation to.appropriations 
for improvements of the northern and--north- 
western . lakes;. which was. referred- to..the 
Committee: on: Commerce, and’ ordered .to be 
printed. os : lenge. ERIA 

_ FRANCIS V. DE COSTA. z4 

The SPEAKER ‘also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House ‘a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to Francis V. 
De Costa, late sergeant and acting captain of 
company D, first battalion Mississippi marine 
brigade cavalry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ; ios ; 

WAGON-BRIDGE AT MOLINE, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 


; sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of War, asking for an appropriation 
for the completion of the wagon-road_bridgé; 

Moline with Rock Island, Illinois; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro: 


ptiations, and ordered to be printed, ` 
INTERNAL BEVENUR OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to & reso- 
lution of the House of December, 1871, in 
relation to the amounts paid to officers of the 
internal revenue as salary, traveling or con- 
tingent expenses, fees and moieties, for ‘the 
twelve months next preceding the lst day of 
March, 1869, and the Ist day of December, 
1871; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be’ printed: 


STATISTICS OF STEAM VESSELS.: 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House of January, 1872, trans: 
mitting a statement of statistics pertaining to 
steam vessels upon the different waters of the 
United States during the years 1868, 1869, 
1870, and 1871; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered ta be 
printed. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I should like to 
move that three hundred extra copies of that 


|| communication be printed. y 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will 
write a resolution for that purpose he will be 
recognized ‘by the Chair to move it, and it 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing, 


! under the rules. 


NEW HAVEN HARBOR, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution 
of the House, in relation to the improvement 
of New Haven harbor-and Housatonic river, 
Connecticut; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered tobe printed. 

JAMES CRUTCHETT. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, asked and ob- 
tained unanimous consent to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of 
James Crutchett. ; ; : 

. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GETZ, by unanimous consent, asked 

and obtained leave of absence for his col- 


league from Pennsylvania,.Mr. ACKER, until 
Tuesday, on account of a death in his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ORR asked and obtained unanimous con- 
sent. to withdraw from the files of the House 
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the original “manuscript of House report No: 


1, Forty-Birat Congress. © ©- 
Oa meotion-of Mr. FRYE, by unanimous 
condent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 


from the fles‘ of the House of the papers in 
the case of Ann Bagley and Sarah 8. Nichols: 

f “LEAVE OP-ABSENOE.: pee 
: < Leave: of- absence was granted by unani- 
mòougconsent for fve days to Mr. Brxxtoy-on 
account of ‘sickness. GRE Sh eens ae ete 

«Leave of absence was granted by unani- 
mous cohsent'to Mr. Lansixa for two weeks: 

Leave of absence was: granted by unani: 
mous consent to Mr. Garrett until Monday 
next. pak ; 

Leave of. absence was granted. by unani- 
mous consent for two weeks from yesterday 
té Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. ee 

“Leave of absenée was granted by. unani: 
mous consent to Mr. Lync# until Tuesday of, 
next week. Oe tp as He : 

o NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Hats, that: one hour be added to the limit 
set yesterday for general-debate upon the naval 
appropriation bill in Committée of the Whole 
Gn the state of the Union;and being put, the 
‘thofion wasagreed to. = 


“The: question’ recu 


1 ‘red upon Mr. HALES 
motion, that the rulés be suspended and the 
Houge resolve itself into Committée of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the special 
order; and being put, it was agreed'to ; and the 
House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee.of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Buarr, of Michigan, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration: of the special 
order, being House bill Nọ. 1191, making 
appropriations for the payal service for the 
year ending June 80, 1873; and for other pur- 


OSCR i n 
Tho CHAIRMAN, The time allowed for 
general debate has baen gxtended: one honr; 
and the. gentleman .from Maine [Mr. Hats} is 
entitled to the floor. B 

Mr. HALE. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman: from Massachusétts, [Mir. Banks. ] 

Mr. BANKS. . The ‘remarks I have to make 
are very few. It gave.me great pleasere to 
listen to the speech. of the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. Hare} wha reported the bill to 
the House yesterday. It breathes, as E unger- 
stand it, aniew spiritintothe Navy Department. 
Tt’ promises to` establish what wë: have been 
wanting id so` many other respects; a new 
departure, and if the indications given. by:him 


in bis remarks: shall be‘ verified. and carried | 


out’by the administration of the Navy Depart- 


ment, this branch of the public service wilt | 


regain its popularity with the people of the 
country which it enjoyed for so’ many years; 
I remember asking an officer of tha Army 
dering the war why it was that we heard: so 
little before the war of the song of the “Red, 
White, and Blue,” which was repeated every- 
where by everybody constantly during that 
great struggle. Hë said that hë did not know 
ufileds twas that the Army Was Mentioned in it. 
Thé Navy monopolized, to a gréat extent, the 
affections of the people. Since that'time great 
elfauges have occurred, and the Army has 
sdcured, in a great degree, the affections of the 
people once enjoyed’ by the Navy. FE believe 
the present Secretary of the Navy will not only 
change the existing order of things, but will 
reéstablish in the affections of the people of 
the country the Department of which he is now 
the honored and distinguished head. He has 
it in his power to do this, and it appears to be 
his desire; and he is entitled tò the support 
of: dll parties-in any. just measures. which dre 


intended to secure this object. The defects: 


of its administration belong te the past. Itis 
tothe futute we are to look for a restoration’ 
of its popularity and power. ..; 

The gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Moraay,] 
to Whose remarka T listened with gréat: piés- 
ire yesterday, stated’ with great earndstnéss 


| sales; 
' but good can come from a discontinuance of 


ployed in the Navy Department during the 
war, and it was difficult if not impossible then, 
and it: is even now impossible, to reduce the 
list: of officers immediately to that number 
which the interests of the country and perhaps 
that of the service demand. ‘The officers of 
the Navy cannot: be discarded as the officers 
of the volunteer army were.: The people seem 
to recognize this fact, and they were quite 
content with measures of retrenchment which 
left larger numbers in service than the Navy 
actually required. This gives a larger expend- 
iture and more officers than are actually re- 
quired now, or than existed at an earlier 
period of peace. It is one of the unavoidable 
evils of war. It is impossible for us even to 
get back to the exact position we occupied 
before the war, or to that point which we 
could easily attain if it were not for the conse- 
quences of the war. 

The same is true of the vessels constructed 
in great haste, of imperfect materials, for 
special purposes, and which, now that the 
occasion which created demands for them 
has passed, are left upon our hands, useless 
and worthless. It. could scarcely have been 
otherwise, It is due more to the necessities 
of war than to the errors of administration. 

In other respects there have been serious 
faults in the administration of the Navy 
Department, which ought to be corrected, and 
which I have no doubt will be corrected. The 
honorable gentleman from: Kentucky [Mr. 
Bxcx] made allusion to one of these topics, 
which is likely to be repeated by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. it was in 
relation to the sale of materials, in some 
instances without authority, and in all cases 
without any direct responsibility, or even any 
report of the sales or the disposition of the 
proceeds of the sales. Sir, no member of the 

ouse can justify a practice of this kind. 
Gentlemen on this side of the House have re- 
peatedly heretofore called the attention of this 


| House to that subject. Iam glad the gentle- 


man from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] has intro- 
duced a resolution calling for a report of such 
No one can object to it,and nothing 


that practice. It does not, however, belong 
to this. Administration, nor to the present 
head of the Navy Department, in any degree 
whatever. On the contrary, we have sought to 
correct these evils by such legislation as seemed 
necessary, and we are ready to go further in 


|| this direction if more stringent measures are 


required. 

And in connection with that matter, let me 
mention another to which he did not make allu- 
sion, but to which thé attention of the House 
bas heretofore been called. It relates to the 
unexpended balances of appropriations which’ 
from year to year the law requires should be 
covered into the Treasury. These unexpended 
balances have been continued from yéar to. year 
on the accounts of the special appropriations 
to which .they belonged, and from those two 
sonrees they have had an immense. amount 
of money not contemplated by Congress, and 
which they haye applied to such objects as they 
deemed proper. Every friend.of the Govern- 
ment and every friend of the Navy must object 
tö- thëse practices. And out of these expend- 
itaPes of money Have growd up many of the 
abises which havé begi dnd dre still eon- 


| 


$ 


demned: ` It has given rise to'a bureau system 
in the management of the Navy Department 
which is objectionable to the spirit of the Gov- 
ernment ‘as it is injurious to the interests of 
the people and’ to that Department itself. ` 

During a period of some years past the Navy 
Department has been an organized system of 
irresponsible bureaus, of which the chiefs have 
exercised the power of heads of Departments, 
with scarcely any responsibility to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, or to the Government itdelf. 
But, as I have before said, this condition of 
things is already changed. One result of this 
great fund at the disposal of the Department 
arising from the sale of materials and from 
unexpended balances was that there were 
organized in the several navy-yards distinct 
departments or bureaus which now stand ‘as 
so many separate navy establishments, each 
with its separate corps of officers, its separate 
machine shops, its separate gangs of men, and 
all the paraphernalia of independent establish- 
ments, increasing expenses and engendering 
discontent and dissatisfaction everywhere. And 
so far has this gone that a code of laws.shiould 
be enacted based upon this separation of depart- 
ments that ought to be united. At the head 
of these departments naval officers have been 
placed. They have brought confusion into the 
service, and the system into reproach. The 
workmen are discontented; the country dis- 
satisfied. The objections to the Navy Depart- 
ment that are urged here arise from this cor- 
rupt policy. 

Another injury to the Department and to 
the people finds its origin in part, if not alto- 
gether, in this order of things. The posses- 
sion of these advantages has given such power 
to those who enjoyed them that it enabled them 
to maintain themselves in power at all times 
and everywhere against all remonstrances and 
all opposition. It engendered a system ‘of 
favoritisn:y which was aS unjust as it was 
injurious. I hold in my hand an autograph 
letter from the commander of the Kearsarge, 
to whom allusion was made yesterday by the 
honorable gentleman from Maine [ Mr, Hare] 
in his eloquent speech as the officer who was 
entitled to the honor of having destroyed the 
Alabama. In this letter he says that such is 
the influence exerted by favorites, who will 
never forget his sinking the Alabama, that he 
has ceased to hope or to expéet that anything 
but disappointment would follow any requedt 
that he might make. 

I have not time in the brief period allotted 
to me to speak at length upon these matters. 
But that to which I wish especially to call the 
attention of gentlemen on the other side is 
that this condition of things is changed, and 
that the present Secretary of the Navy, so far as 
I understand the spirit in which he is disposed 
to administer his Department, means to correct 
these abuses, and to place the administration 
of his Department where it should be, upov 
the affections of the people, and not upon any 
coteries in his Department, or upon. any 
fund covertly or indirectly obtained. Under. 
a late order of the Secretary of the Navy he 
has assured to every man in the employ of his 
Department the right to express his opinions 
upon all subjects, and to act upon all matters 
not connected with the Government freely and 
independently. If he continues in this spirit 
T am sure all these abuses will be correeted, 
and we will have a Navy that will maintain 
wit! honor the flag of our country on every 
seaand in every part of the world. It will 
regain its high place in the affections of the 
people. It will sid materially in the revival 
of the general maritime interests, with the pros- 
perity of which it has always been connected, 
and with which it must forever he inseparably 
identified. This is the greatest good that we 
can accomplish. In this and in all meagures 
of reform or of administration that are essential 
to its success we can commiénd the codperation 
of the present Secretary of the Navy aud of 
all his associatés, whether of the staff or line, 
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The policy of the Department is in that direc- 
tion, and it will receive the cordial support of 
other Executive Departments, as I hope it will 
of Congress. In this way we correct the errors 
of the past, and prepare for the important duties 
which are disclosed to us on all sides and by 
every approaching event of the future. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HALE. I now yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. Sar- 
GENT. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. I did not object this 
morning when the resolution was offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beer] 
calling for certain information from the Navy 
Department, because I thought it was well 
that that information should come in and cor- 
rect the extravagance and the wild statements 
which the gentleman himself indulged in yes- 
terday upon that subject, and to correct the 
erroneous impressions which grew out of such 
statements. In order that I may not do my 
friend injustice. I will ask the Clerk to read a 
portion of his remarks on yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Mr. Beck. Iam not prepared to make charges 
of the misappropriation of funds without proof; 
but what I complain of ig that iron-clads and naval 
materiel of all sorts amounting in value to not less 
than hundreds of millions of dollars have been sold 
by the Government during the last five years, and 
the amount so realized has been expended in addi- 
tion to all the appropriations made by Congress, so 
that Congress, representatives of the people, and 
presumed to know what is expended by the Depart- 
meut, have never known how much money has been 
expended,” 


Mr. SARGENT. Now, Mr. Chairman, since 
the gentleman’s remarks yesterday I have 
taken pains to trace out the amount of sales 
in the Navy Department during the present 
Administration. Iwill leave the gentleman to 
explain any sales under the preceding Admin- 
istration, or the Secretary of the Navy can 
state the amount under the resolution which 
has been adopted. ‘The information will then 
he before the House, and will be liable to any 
criticism that may be necessary. I will only 
say, however, that as to the period prior to 
March 4, 1869, the Secretary of the Navy from 
the close of the war down to that time was in 
full fellowship with the Democratic party, and 
if there is any political capital to be made for 
or against Republicans or Democrats by call- 
ing out those facts, I and my party friends 
have certainly no reason to regret their being 
called for, . But since March 4, 1869, about 
three years ago, the whole amount of sales of 
material has been $927,696, less than a million 
dollars. ‘By the old law it was provided that 
sales of materials should go in aid of appro- 
priations for the Department or bureau that 
made the sale. For instance, if the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering sold old material, the 
proceeds went in aid ofthat bureau. So with 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair, &c. 
But by the statute of July 12, 1870, it was 
provided that— 

“Tt shall not be lawful for any Department of the 
Government to expend in any one fiscal year any 
sum in excess of the appropriation made by Congress 
for that fiscal year.” 

The Secretary of the Navy ruled under that 
statute that these amounts received from the 
sale of old material could not be used for 
Department purposes without specific appro- 
priation by Congress, and must be paid into 
the Treasury ; and since that time the amounts 
thus realized have not been used in aid of the 
appropriations. Not one penny of them has 
been expended by the Navy Department for 
any of its purposes. For two years past, no 
matter what may have been the amount of the 
sales, that amount has gone into the Treasury 
and has not been used by the Department. 
My friend therefore makes a mistake when 
he says that we ought not to appropriate the 
amount of money proposed in this bill until 
we can break up the system of selling old mate- 
rials and of using the money, until we can 
find out the amount of the annual sales of 
material and how largely money thus realized 
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swells the appropriations that we ordinarily 
make. Under the statute to which I have 
referred, as construed by the Secretary of the 
Navy himself, such amounts, as I have said, 
and repeat, are not available for the purposes 
of the Department, but must be, and are, 
paid into the Treasury. But even if the whole 
amount were available, the sum of such sales 
for three ycars past has been, as I have shown, 
less than a million dollars. 

The sales made by the different bureaus 
since March 4, 1869, are as follows: 
Bureau of Construction and Repain,.........$456,777 00 


Bureau of Steam Machinery... . 97,325 59 
Bureau of Ordnance.......... . 156,738 69 
see 216,835 36 

sa dasnsngbesioseadondesesastondebdes devasovieldestaiaee $927,696 55 


The whole of this amount did not go to aid 
appropriations. I am safe in saying that dur- 
ing the time the present Administration has 
been in power not more than $750,000 has 
been so used, and that before the statute. But 
we now gauge the economy of expenditures in 
this Department by the actual specific appro- 
priations we make. Those appropriations can- 
not be enlarged to the extent of a single dollar, 
and the Department has not attempted to do 
so since the passage of the act to which I have 
referred. The Secretary is a careful and intel- 
ligent officer, economical in expenditure, and 
makes the parsimonious appropriations we 
make go as far as possible in keeping the 
Navy afloat. The task is not easy. He is 
compelled to give strength to the rotten ships 
that came down to him, and administer the 
whole naval service on less than the English 
spend in asingle year on iron-clads alone, We 
should double our appropriations if we aim 
to keep up a Navy. For one, I regret that 
these resources from sales are cut off, though 
they are so small. 


Another remark with reference to the inva- | 


sion of what I might perhaps consider my 
province on the Committee on Appropriations 
by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Morcay, ] who 
stated with regard to the Indian expenditures 
that for years they amounted to three or four 
million dollars annually, while they now amount 
to some seven millions annually. Unfortu- 
nately, the speech of the gentleman does not 
appear in this morning’s Globe, and hence I 
am not able to scrutinize the figures which he 
submits to test their exactness or to ascertain 
clearly the point he was aiming at. Sir, I call 


attention to the fact that the appropriations | 


for Indian purposes at the last session were 
less than $5,000,000, $2,000,000 less than the 
amount stated by the gentleman. Tadmitthat 
before the settlement of California, Oregon, 
and Nevada; before we acquired Arizona; be- 
fore the opening up of Wyoming, Montana, 
and Idaho brought us in contact with the 
Sioux and the Apache Indians; before the 
Pacific railroad was built, carrying us across 
the hunting grounds of the Indians; before 
there was the present necessity for pacifying 
and keeping at peace the Indians in order to 
save our people from the depredations of 


hordes of Indians with whom we have been | 


brought in contact by the extension of settle- 
ment and of railroads, the annual appropria- 
tions for Indian purposes simply were some- 
where about four million dollars, varying a 
little, sometimes over that amount and some- 
times under it. 

The expenditures for direct Indian purposes 
at that time were smaller, but for your Army 
for war purposes they sometimes exceeded 
the amount now expended by six or seven 
times. The Seminole war in Florida is an 
illustration. We then knew only a war policy, 


and even with the few tribes with which we | 


were in contact it was frightfully expensive, 
in increasing the cost of the Army. 
now adopted a more humane policy. But the 
increased expenditures for direct Indian pur- 
poses have been created by the necessities 
of our situation. In those days our people 


We have | 


H 


l 


scarcely ventured across the Missouri, ` Now 
they are found in all tho intervening space 
between there and the Pacific coast. They are 
crowding into all our new Territories, lured 
there by their mineral wealth. ARN along the 
Pacific railroad towns and hamlets are spring- 
ing up; and even along the line of the North 
Pacific railroad at this time towns and hamlets 
are springing up. In Montana we have forty- 
five thousand Sioux Indians, Indians of the 
most warlike character, and which, in the 
years to which the gentleman refers, were not 
brought into contact with our people.’ They 
were then pursuing the buffalo, and if they 
had wars, those wars were among themselves 
or with other Indian tribes, and not with our 
own people. So with the Apaches in Arizona, 
As our people have gone to the Territories, ag 
towns and cities and farms have been created 
in those Territories, as our people have pene- 
trated into Indian hunting-grounds and cir- 
cumscribed their limits, as we have destroyed 
the buffalo and limited in every way the range 
of those Indians, we have been necessarily 
obliged to take care of them. In some in- 
stances we have been obliged to subdue them 
to protect our frontiers. We have been com- 


_pelled to take care of them upon reservations, 


because when roaming they are in mischief. 
To keep them at peace we must feed them, 
and that costs money. As a consequence the 
appropriations have increased on the average 
during the last five or six years somewhere 
about a million or a million and a half of 
dollars over the amount they formerly reached. 
This has arisen from the necessities of our 
situation, and no Administration could have 
avoided it, and is by no means an evidence 
of extravagance on the part of the Govern- 
ment. i 

I thank my friend for his courtesy, and I 
will not take up any more of his time. 

Mr. BECK. Willthe gentleman from Maine 
yield to me for five minutes? 

Mr. HALE. I promised to yield next for 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Nrpzacx,] who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
occupy the attention of the House for a short 
time. Iwill not either attempt to attack or 
defend the Navy in the few remarks I have to 
submit. Representing in part the minority of 
the committee, it is proper I should say a few 
words before the debate closes. 

One of the most encouraging symptoms of 
the times in which we live is the fact of the 
general disposition to call attention to the 
extravagance into which we have fallen for so’ 
many years past in all matters pertaining to 
the Government. It is not at all strange that 
we should have been reckless in our publie 
expenditures for the last ten years, as the 
spirit of extravagance has attended everything 
connected with the finances of the Govern- 
ment, both in public aud in private life. At 
one time I despaired of ever being able to get 
the public ear on questions of this kind; but, 
sir, as the contraction of the currency has 
gone on, as the prices of commodities which 
ihe people of the country have to sell have 
diminished, this spirit of extravagance seems 
to have been arrested. Iam gratified to find 
the disposition now among the people to hold 
every Department of the Government to a rigid 
accountability on all questions affecting the 
public expenditures. 

The Navy is not, L am sorry to say, in all 
respects in a satisfactory condition. Indeed, 
in many particulars it is very far from it. But, 
sir, by the legislation of Congress I think there 
have been during the few years past some m~ 
provements, and one of. thoge improvements, 
one of the greatest, arises from the provision 
of law adopted by Congress a few years ago 
requiring all bureaus and all Departments 
of the Government, of course including the 
Navy Department and all the bureaus thereof, 
to account for and pay into the Treasury the 
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proceeds of all: sales: of. Government property | 
which .they may receive from time to time. 
My friend from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] reminds 
me that provision. of law has not been com- 
plied. with in all respects. Mr, Chairman, 
that is a matter of administration, and I am 
only referring to.the law for the present.. How 
far this law has been complied with I have 
not interested myself to learn so much as my 
friends whoare near me. I have not inquired 
into how it has been executed, for the reason 


my attention has been wholly absorbed in other |; : 
i| time left to yield. 


directions. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, many legacies were |: 


left usin regard to the Navy at the close of 
the last war. One has been the existence of 
supernumeraries; a great many more officers 
than we want, many more than a peace estab- 
lishment requires. Congress seems never to 
have had the courage to correct this evil. It 
can only be corrected by mustering out of the 


service those officers who are. not needed. Bat |! 


to do so it would, be necessary to muster out 
many gallant men who are fayorites with the 
country, and this. has. never been attempted. 
Another is the large number of vessels, which 
were not of much: value even in their best 
days, and have become of less and less value 
every. year. by the deterioration which natu- 


the harbors or at service on the ocean. Many 
of those vessels cost considerable sums of 
money even to take ordinary care of them, 
and are growing less and less valuable every 


year. 
Now, I think there ought to be some pro- 


vision made—and I think there is a proposi- | 


tion of that sort—before this bill is passed, to 
absolutely dispose of all that class of vessels, 


at whatever price they may command, for I |! 


believe it will be better to get. quit of them, 
by gift, if they cannot be got rid of in any other 
way, than to endeavor to take care of them in 
their present dilapidated condition. 

_ But, sir, I shall not elaborate these points. 
The difficulties I have suggested belong rather 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs and other 
committees of this House than to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. All we can do is to 
ascertain how much money is needed to carry 
out the laws, and for that we have mainly to 
rely upon the estimates submitted to us by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is true we have 
attempted to go beyond his estimates, and 
have called for information from time to time, 
not only from the Secretary of the Navy him- 
self, but from other officers in charge.of the 
different bureaus of that Department. And 
acting upon all the information we were able 
to get, in the necessarily brief time allotted to 
us, for each particular bureau, and for this bill 
particularly, to which I have reference now, 
we have reported the bill, believing that under 
all the circumstances it is as good as we could 
have, unless we had more time to expend in 
examining all its details. It does not appro- 
priate by $2,000,000 as much as. we appro- 
priated last year for this purpose. Now, 
whether this will absolutely carry the Depart- 
ment through next year, or not, I cannot pre- 
sume to say. 
asked for, I know it is somewhat a habit 
of the Departments, in the year preceding the 
election to the office of President 

Mr. HAL. Is it not the fact that this year 
the Navy Department ask for no deficiency: 
except the small sum of $3,000? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Thatis true, but, as I was 
remarking, in the year preceding the presi- 
dential year, it is the custom of all Adminis- 
trations to be as modest as possible in the 
estimates, and of the friends of the Adminis- 
tration to be as sparing as possible in making 


appropriations, so that, although.there may | 


this year bea reduction in the estimates and 
appropriations. of $2,000,000, there may. be 
that deficiency to be provided for next session 
of Congress. But. that question is not now 
before us. Very little in the way of deficiency 


i Mr. MORGAN. 


|l Department for the ensuing year. 


It may be a deficiency may he | 


i 


there will be none next session. 

But my object in rising was simply to state 
on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations 
that in view of the circumstances which sur- 
rounded us we believed the present bill to be 
as good and as fair a one as it is possible for 


| 
i 
} 
| 
] 


the estimates. But I find myself too ill to pro- 
| ceed further, and yield the balance of my time 
| to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Beor. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no 
BECK. I ask the gentleman from 
| Maine [Mr. Hare] to yield to me for a few 
; moments. 
Mr. HALE. I will, before the debate closes. 
| Meanwhile I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. Coauian. J 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

| The committee informally rose; and Mr. 
| Hay having taken the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Goruax, its Secretary, informed the House that 
| the Senate requested to be furnished in exec- 
utive session with the testimony before the 


committee who investigated the question of 
attempted bribery in the impeachment trial of 


Mr. 


rally attends all such vessels, whether lying in i Andrew Johnson. 


The message further announced that the 
| Senate had passed a bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 
A bill (S. No. 475) to authorize the sale of 
public property at Houlton, Maine. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. COGHLAN. During the short time 
j allotted to me I will not attempt to state to 
the House the opinions entertained by the 
members of the Naval Committee as to what 
amount of appropriations will be necessary 
for the coming fiscal year in order to make the 
Navy of the United States effective. Ilistened 
yesterday to the speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Morcan,] and I believe his whole 
argument, or rather the only reason advanced 
by him at all tending to show why this bill 


| should not pass this House, was that we have 
i, now too many officers, and that there are too 


| many high grades among those officers. 
And too many navy-yards 
and naval stations. 

Mr. COGHLAN. And too many naval sta- 
| tions; and that the people’s money is being 
squandered in paying the salaries of these 
officers. 

Now, itis true that the gentleman has charged 
reckless expenditures on the part of the Navy 
Department in times past, butit cannot be held 
even by that gentleman himself that that is 
any argument why this House should not pass 


; this bill which appropriates only money suffi- 


; cient to pay the current expenses of the Navy 
There was 
no other effort made by the gentleman to show 
why this House should refuse to make this 
appropriation. The assertions made by him 
charging reckless extravagance by the Navy 


| Department, heretofore, although assisting in 


the make up of a very slashing campaign 
speech, can hardly be claimed as an argument 
why the necessary appropriations asked for by 
the Navy Department should not be made at 
! this time. 

He also advances some rather queer reasons 
why these high grades in the Navy were estab- 
| lished by the Government.. He seems to be- 
lieve that the people of this country created 
i these high grades for the simple purpose of 
making our officers equal in the name of their 
rank to the officers of the European Govern- 
| ments. I believe there was.a higher motive. 
I believe the people of the country were 


| endeavoring to- repay by some means what 


| they deemed they owed. to the men who led 
the Army and the Navy during the rebellion, 


’ 
has been asked from. us. this year, and I trust || 


| us to report without arbitrarily cutting down. 


i 


! appropriations. 


I believe, and they also- believed, that it would 
hold up a-prize. for the younger officers of the 
‘Navy which they might hope to reach by emu- 
lating the glorious deeds of those for whom 
these high honors were created.. I do not 
think the Government of the United States 
had any intention, as the gentleman seems to 
believe it had, to place our naval officers upon 
the same. footing in rank with the naval officers 
of other couniries. 

Now, there is another thing to which I wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman. For 
all: measures of economy my vote will ever be 
given. It will always be found upon the side 
of true.economy, but I believe it is just pre- 
cisely this parsimoniousness, this false kind of 
economy which placed our Navy at the com- 
mencement of the rebellion in a condition 
which called for and required these vast ex- 
penditures to which reference has been made. 
It was by this very system, by gentlemen cry- 
ing out for economy here, and refusing to vote 
for what was needed by the Government, that 
we had a Navy which, it is true, may have been 
better than the one we have to-day, but still 
was inadequate to keep in check even an 
enemy that had not a shadow of a navy, 

Mr. MORGAN. How, then, does it happen 


| that $161,000,000 have been expended for the 


Navy during the six years following the war, 
while only $80,000,000 were exended for the 
support of the Navy during the six years of 
peace previous to the war? 

Mr. COGHLAN. Because there was raised 
in this House, before the war, the same false 
cry of economy that is being raised here to- 
day; because the gentleman is following in 
the footsteps of his predecessors, who by rais- 
ing this economy catch-word when the inter- 
ests of the Navy were at stake, left us at the 
commencement of a great war with a Navy 
entirely inadequate; because we were com- 
pelled by the exigencies of the war to build 
ships in leas time than good ships can be built 
out of ungeasoned timber, which could not be 
expected to do more or less than rot in one 
or two years; because we were compelled to 
buy up everything that would float; ferry-boats, 
scows, tugs, double-enders, anything and every- 
thing was pressed into the service, and these 


j millions of dollars were necessarily spent in 


that way because of the system of carping at all 
The gentleman’s sysiem of 
false economy had prevailed, and as a neces- 
sary consequence we were compelled by neces- 
sity to use make-shifts at a vast expense which 
were worthless in a short. time after their first 
use, and which have cost more for repairs than 
would be needed to build a stronger Navy. 
The gentleman calls this economy, and is now 
trying to enforce the same ideas—— 

[Here the hammer fe}].} 

Mr. HALE. I now yield ten minutes to the 


| gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brcx.] 


Mr. BECK. I wanted five minutes simply 


i to explain somewhat what I said on yesterday, 


and to call attention to a few of the remarks 
made by the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
SARGENT, ] who seemed to think I was greatly 
mistaken in some things that I said. 

I desire to begin by thanking the House for 
passing my resolution this morning enabling 
us to ingaire into the sales of property made 
by the Navy Department since Jay. 1865. We 
never have been able to obtain this informa- 
tion before, and the gentleman from California 
was mistaken when he said that all the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of material have to be paid 
into the Treasury, and that the law has required 
it to be done for the last two years. 

Mr. SARGENT. LT only said it with refer- 
ence to the Navy Department. All the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of property are paid into the 
Treasury, and I verified the fact 

Mr. BECK. We passed a law in 1870, for 
which my friend voted, by which: any unex- 
pended balances would be covered into the 
Treasury within a year from the time of its 
receipt, And we passed another section, the 
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gentleman and myself both being on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that reported it, as 
follows: 

“ That it shallnot be lawful for any department of 
the Government to expend in any one fiscal year any 
sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress 
for that fiscal year, or to involve the Government in 
any contract for the future payment of money in 
excess of such appropriation.” 

We passed that provision, and it was a great 
step in the right direction. The House passed 
a bili, as the gentleman very well recollects, 
providing — 

“That all proceeds of old material, condemned 
stores, supplies, or other public property of any 
kind shall hereafter be deposited and oovered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, on account 
of ‘proceeds of Government property,’ and shall 
not be withdrawn or applied, except in consequence 
of a subsequent appropriation made by law; and a 
detailed statement of all such proceeds of sales shall 
be included in the appendix to the book of esti- 
mates. But this section shall not be held to repeal 
the existing authority of law in relation to marine 
hospitals, revenue-cutters, the clothing fund of the 
Navy, or the sale of commissary stores to the officers 
of the Army. And it shall bethe duty of the Register 
of the Treasury to furnish to the proper accounting 
officers copies of all warrants covering such pro- 
ceeds, where the same may be necessary in the set- 
tlement of accounts in their respective offices.” 

That bill the Senate has never passed. But 
some days since I moved it as an amendment 
to the legislative and executive appropriation 
bill, believing that as that bill must pass, the 
Senate might be induced to adopt that pro- || 


vision. 

Mr. SARGENT. Allow me to say to the 
gentleman that the Secretary of the Navy 
has acted on the second provision of law 
which the gentleman has oe and has refused 
to expend one dollar unless it was expressly 
appropriated by Congress for that year. 

Mr. BECK. I have no private information 
as to the action of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and, as I said yesterday, I was not attacking 
him. I say there was no law compelling him 
to so act in regard to the avails of the sales of 

. property. I have the word of Mr. Saville, 
who, as the gentleman knows, prepared this 
bill, and I introduced it, that the different 
heads of the Departments of the Government, 
including the Secretary of the Navy, had 
failed to set forth what they had sold durin 
the last year, although the act that passe 
this House required them to do so, and we do 
not know now what they have sold. 

But the gentleman from California [Mr. | 
Sarcent] is clearly mistaken when he says 
that the Navy Department has expended less 
than a million dollars over and above the 
appropriations since this Administration came 
into power. I call his attention to the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, which shows on | 
the 30th of June, 1869, to the credit of the | 
Department. unexpended balances to the | 
amount of $16,490,000. Then let him turn 
to the statement of unexpended balances at | 
the close of the fiscal year of 1870, and he will | 
find the amount reduced down to $8,000,000. 
How was that other $8,000,000, the balance of 
the $16,000,000 of the year before, expended | 
bythe Department? Then let him turn to the | 
statement for the present year, and he will ji 
find the unexpended balances reduced down 
to $1,000,000. Now, I ask, where is the; 
$16,000,000 gone, in addition to the regu- | 
lar appropriations which have been made? : 

‘Phere are the reports of the heads of Depart- | 
ments, running from 1869 up to the present | 
time, showing that two years ago there were | 
$104,000,000 of unexpended balances, and , 
now there are not thirty-odd millions, | 

Now, when the gentleman from California | 

[Mr, SaraeNT] complains of the extravagance 

of my statements, let him turn to the speech 
of the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. Hau», } and 
he will see that he says that nearly all the ships 
we had at the close of the war have been sold, 
and the proceeds have gone no one knows 
where. In 1866 we had appropriated for the 


| has been this agency of bureaus. 


Navy Department $111,300,000 to buy ships 
and materials which have been sold and are i! 


now gone. I am not saying that they have 
been disposed of in violation of law; I have 
not said that. But the proceeds of those sales 
have been expended without being reappro- 
priated by Congress, and the Representatives 
of the people have no check upon any of the 
Departments for any expenditures they may 
make in that way. That is the cause of my 
complaint. The gentleman forgets that when 
appropriations are made, and the property is 
sold which was purchased by those appropri- 
ations, the money thus obtained is not cov- 
ered into the Treasury. It is paid to the 
Treasurer, who holds it as the agent for the 
Navy Department, and it is subject to their 
draft, and is drawn out by them again on their 
own warrants, without any reappropriation by 
Congress. I believe it is strictly true, and the 
information will develop that fact when we 
obtain it from the Secretary of War, whom I 
hope to ask the same questions that I have 
asked the Secretary of the Navy, tbat bun- 
dreds of millions of dollars have been expended 
that Congress knows nothing about. It is that 
system which I complain of. 

Iam glad the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] has called attention to these 
bureaus of the different navy-yards. There 
are seven distinct bureaus in every navy-yard, 
running independently and doing pretty much 
as they please. That is one of the crying evils 
of the present system. It is a system I have 
been complaining of all the time. We have 
taken a step in the right direction by the law 
which we passed last year, and if we will just 
continue to require these items of information 
to be given to us, we will have some means by 
which we can exercise a check on them. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether the system of which 
he complains is not one which we have inher- 
ited from past Administrations? 

Mr. BECK. My opinion is that the system 
has been bad from the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment till the present time. Í want to cor- 
rect it now. But the malpractices since 1865 
in the sales of property have been frightful, as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shows. 

Mr. BANKS. This bureau system in the 
navy-yards has grown up within the last five 
or six years. 

Mr. BECK. The system of making these 
extensive sales has grown up within five or six 


years. 

Mr. BANKS. It is a recent abuse compar- 
atively. 

Mr. HALE. | I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] for five minutes. 

Mr.COX. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] as complaining 
very justly of this bureaucracy that has grown 
up in the Navy Department. The management 
of the Department has become a blunder at 
almost every step, because at every turn there 
Before Mr. 
Welles’s time the different bureaus of the Navy 
Department were in the habit of selling vari- 
ous articles among themselves, and charging 
each other, so that for years and years nobody 
could tell what the accounts were. Mr. Welles, 
however, to guard against these very abuses, 
directed that these transfers of property from 
one bureau to another should take the shape 
of regular purchases, and that when there was 
a purchase there should be a proper account 
forit. But when a new administration took 
charge of the Navy Department all that was 


|! changed; and my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 


Becr] is correct when he charges that at least 
$7,000,000; in fact, the amount was $7,799,373, 
was used by the Navy Department, although 
never appropriated by the proper action of 
Congress. 


But, sir, that matter has been thoroughly | 


ventilated. Let us have a better practice 
hereafter. What I complain of is that reform 
moves so slowly. What I complain of is that 
the Navy Department itself is almost entirely 


I 


| well as build them at home. 


dead. It has no respect abroad; it has very 
little respect at home. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
when I vote an appropriation, I like to know 
how itis to be used. {f I furnish a man witha 
gun I like to know how it is tobe used. What 
is the use of our Navy? To give respect to 
our country abroad, to honor the American 
name, to protect our citizens and our. com- 
merce? Why, sir, we have now scarcely any 
commerce to protect. Our marine is yet to 
grow under the fostering care of the State of 


| Maine, as I suppose, from therecent-bills that 


have emanated from that quarter. Before I 
vote very much money for a Navy to protect 
our commerce abroad, I want to see some real 
revival of that commerce or some hope for it, 
More than that, I want to see passed not 
merely the bill which the gentleman from 
Maine introduced the other day, but some bill 


| which will revive our shipping in such a way 


that we may go abroad to purchase vessels as 
I shall take 
occasion hereafter, during the five-minutes 
debate on this bill, to discuss that question. - 
Look at our condition abroad to-day. Look 
at our condition with respect to Spain and 
Cuba. The most horrible butchery ever en- 
acted on this star has been committed by the 
volunteers under the rule of Valmaseda, and 
still goes unwhipped of the world’s justice; 


' and our Navy sneaks around the island with- 


out having the courage to demand the rights 
of our own American citizens, or even to inter- 
pose in behalf of little children who are cause- 
lessly butchered. 

I want to see, Mr. Chairman, some little 


‘strength in our Navy, some defiance of for- 


eign dictation. I suppose that one reason why 
we have not seen this is that we have no Navy. 
We have no spirit; that is what is the matter 
with the Department of State, to start with. 
If we had the necessary spirit we would have 
the Navy. We want both Navy and spirit in 
our Government. Icould go to the records ; I 


i could refer to the archives of the State Depart- 


ment, or even to the files of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and find testimony enough of outrages com- 
mitted upon American citizens which. have 
never been punished, and for which ning 
in the shape of indemnity has ever been aske 
by our Government. More than that, sir; I 


| could ask the other gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts [Mr. Burien] as to how the fishing busi- 


ness is protected by our Navy. And before E 
yote money to increase our Navy and build 
more ships, I wish to hear some of that old 
defiance of foreign dictation that was once 
shown in the Democratic party in the days of 


| Wiliam L. Marcy. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HALE. I will yield now five minutes 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. SAR- 


GENT. | 
Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Chairman, the spe- 


' cific statement made by my friend from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. Beck] was that hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars of material had been sold and 
recklessly spent in the last five years by the 
Navy Department, and that that amount was 
in addition to the regular Navy appropriations. 
He further said that iron-clads had been sold 


| and other vessels of a like character, and the 


proceeds are unaccounted for. I called his 
attention and the attention of the House to the 
fact that during the last three years less than one 
million dollars of property had been sold, and 
I also stated the fact that since the passage. © 
the law of 1870 the amount of proceeds from 
ihe sale of property, a very small amount, has 
gone into the Treasury, and bas not been used 
for any purpose of the Navy Department, and 
not a single iron-clad has been sold. 

Mr. BECK. What became of the balance? 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman comes now 
with another thing. He shifts his ground. He 
proposes another conundrum, and wishes us to 
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guess it, He wants to know what has become 
of certain’ balances. He must know that all 
balances were covered into the Treasury after 
1870 by the act of July 12, 1870. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. SARGENT. I state it as a fact, and 
thegentleman knows it, that of the $16,000,000 
referred to by the gentleman a large part mast 
havé “been covered into the Treasury by the 
actof 1870, But take the whole $16,000,000, 
if the gentlemar pleases, that does not. amount 
to the ‘hundreds of millions” that the gentle- 
man declaimed about. I object to the loose- 
ness of such statements. Jam glad the gen- 
tleman will hereafter get theinformation which 
he has called for, so that he may see, if he 
does not know now, how wide of the mark his 
statements are. . 

. Mr. BECK. Idesire to see this information. 
There was not a dollar of the $8,000,009 cov- 
ered into the Treasury. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well; I undertook 
to trace up the statement of the gentleman 
made upon the floor yesterday, and {L say that 
less than’ a million is the amount of mate- 
rial sold by the Navy Department during this 
Administration, and that is not ‘‘ hundreds of 
millions of dollars.” Now he attempts to 
shift his ground, and talks upon another sub- 
ject. I have not had time to examine into 
these matters; but if the gentleman’s state- 
ments are based on the document to which he 
refers, which only shows $16,000,000 instead 
of ‘‘ hundreds of millions,” then there was no 
warrant in anything the gentleman quoted for 
the statement he made that ‘‘ hundreds of mil- 
Hons of dollars’ ’’ worth of material have been 
sold and the proceeds used in keeping up the 
Navy. 

Mr. BECK. I said this, and guaranty it 
to be true, and if the gentleman will read my 
speech he will find it to be so, that in connec- 
tion with all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment since 1865, after the 1st day of July, 
there has been over a hundred million dollars 
of public property sold. The same expression 
was used by me in speaking of the Navy De- 
partment as of all other Departments. While 
millions of the public property have been sold, 
the information has been wrongfully withheld 
from Congress, though application has been 
made time and again for such information. 
When we do get that information, I believe 
that . $200,000,000 will not cover all of the 


public property which has been stolen and | 


squandered by these Departments under Repub- 
lican administration. Yes, sir, this inform- 
ation has been wrongfully withheld, although 
many applications have been made for it. 
And it was very well stated by the gentleman 
from Maine yesterday, although millions have 
been recklessly spent by the Navy Depart- 
ment our ships have been allowed to go into 
rapid decay. Whenever we have the informa- 
tion before us, and an opportunity is afforded 
to examine into these facts, the result will be 
found to be just as I have stated it. 
` Mr. SARGENT. Ifthe information has 
been withheld, who withheld it? 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman is general; he 
wants to know who withheld the information. 

Mr, SARGENT. If withheld, what Depart- 
ment withheld it? 

Mr. BECK. The information has been with- 
held by the Navy Department. 

Mr. SARGENT. Oh, no. 
been asked forit. 

Mr. COX. I can answer. the gentleman’s 
question if he will let me. 

Mr. SARGENT. Idecline to yield. 


It has never 


Mr. COX. I offered a resolution calling for 


this information, and it was voted down by 
gentlemen. on the other side. They said we 
had the information when we had not. If my 
resolution had: been adopted the information 
would not have been withheld. 

Mr. SARGENT. I decline to yield. 


Mr. COX. The Navy Department did not į 


answer the resolution. 

Mr. SARGENT. I decline to yield. 

Mr. COX. Iam not talking to you. 

Mr. SARGENT. NorlItoyou. Ihavethe 
floor but for a minute more. I say that the 
information has never been asked by this House 


or by Congress, and that no Department of | 


the Government has wrongfully retused to give 
any information we have asked for. And I say 
that the statements to-day of my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Becr] on this subject, on which 
he gets so peculiarly excited, are as extrava- 
gant as were his statements of yesterday. 
am satisfied that his resolution of inquiry will 
be cheerfully answered, and I believe when it 
shows him thathe is mistaken he will have the 
generosity to get up and say so. 
~ Mr. BECK. 
taken, I will acknowledge it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to say just one 
thing more.. The balances the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. Becx] refers to are not made | 


up of proceeds of sales. They are rather ex- 
penditures of former appropriations. Hun- 
dreds of millions were appropriated during 
the war, and it was found at the close of the 
war that there were large balances of appro- 
priations. The gentleman says there were 
$16,000,000 of unexpended balances in the 
Navy Department. [I admit that that was 
about the amount. But I say that two years 
ago we passed a law which covered all these 
things into the Treasury, including sales of 
machinery, &c. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HALE. I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from Texas, [Mr. CONNER. } 
" Mr. CONNER. My friend from New York 
(Mr. Cox] made a remark in relation to our 
Navy skulking around Cuba, The American 
Navy, Mr. Chairman, skulks nowhere. They 
obey the mandates of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and conduct themselves in a manner 
agreeable to the policy established by the 
Administration. That the Navy of the coun- 
try has not gone to Cuba and protected the 
lives of American citizens upon that island is 
no fault of the American Navy, but it is the 
fault of an Administration which has inaugu- 
rated and is justly held responsible for a policy 
that has brought disgrace upon the flag. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that it is good 
policy to reduce our Navy. I know it is pop- 
ular among the people to say that standing 
armies and military forces are dangerous to 
our institutions. It is true as regards the 
Army that in time of peace a large standing 
force is not compatible with republican insti- 
tutions, and that it was not deemed so by our 
fathers because such forces would necessarily 
come in collision with our civil authorities 
and exert upon them an undue power and 
influence. But it is different with the Navy. 
Their home is on the sea. They are there to 
protect our commerce when we have a com- 
merce to protect, and to secure to our citizens 
in foreign lands that protection which it is the 
duty of every Government to accord to its 
people. I find from the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy that since 1843 the Navy of 
the United States has been gradually retro- 
grading. 

The Admiral of the Navy in his last report 
to the Secretary says: ` 

*“ I wish to call your attention fora moment to the 
decadence of our Navy, taking into account the num- 
ber of ships and guns afloat or preparing for sea. 

“Since the year 1829, when the Navy. during the 
existence of the board of Navy commissioners, may 
be said to have started into life, the service has but 
for a short time increased in efficiency. 

*: We have now in commission and fitting cut for 
relief-ships twenty-nine vessels, mounting Beg guns. 
Many of these are staunch vessels, but six or eight 
of the number will soon- be worn out, being built 
daring the late. war of unseasoned white-oak 

** As far back as 1829, we had in commission twenty- 
two vessels, mounting 626. guns; in 1813 we had 


forty-one vessels in commission, mounting 998 guns; 
in 1852, thirty-seven vessels, with 626 guns; in 1853, 


1 we would build up our commerce, if we would 


If it shows me that I am mis- | 


t 


| 


forty-six vessels, with 067 guns; in 1854, thirty-six 
vessels, mounting 634 guns; in 1859, forty-three ves- 
sels in commission, mounting 675 guns. | 

“Thus, from 1829 to 1870 we fell off in guns an 
average of about six per annum, or about 240 guns 
in all, and have now afloat 609 guns less than we 
had as far back as 1843.” 

While we claim to be the first nationality on 
the earth in point of wealth, progress, educa- 
tion and influence, with a sea-coast perhaps 
greater than that of any other Power, and 
with commercial resources second to none, 
the flag of our country is rarely seen in for- 
eign ports, and where other nationalities have 
fleets we have but a single cruising vessel. If 


give protection to our citizens engaged in trade 
with foreign countries, we must give those 
foreign nationalities some evidence that we 
are disposed to protect our citizens who have 
business with them. 

A few days ago I saw in a newspaper that 
some little insignificant Government, that of 
Venezuela, had, through its Government an- 
thorities, captured some American vessels, had 
imprisoned the owners or officers of those 
ships, and taken and appropriated the vessels 
to their own use. Willany gentleman pretend 
to say to me that they would have dared to 
have done that if we had had a flect in those 
waters? ‘They did it because they could do it 
with impunity. They knew there was no 
danger of being brought to account for it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNER, I desire to say just one word 
more, if the gentleman who has charge of the 
bill will yield to me for another moment. 

Mr. HALE, I yield to the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. CONNER. They knew very well that 
there was no danger of their being called to 
an immediate answer. They were revolution- 
ists, and would be ready, as a matter of course, 
when the demand was made by our Govern- 
ment to make all necessary apologies. That 
does not protect the country; that does not 
give to our merchants and to our business men 
engaged in trade with those countries the as- 
surance that when they invest their money 
there it will be secured to them. I therefore 
believe that it is bad policy to. think of reduc- 
ing our Navy. Ihave nothing to say in defense 
of the bad practices which have grown up in 
our Navy for years. I have no defense to make 
of the reckless expenditures of money. My 
remarks are general, and as to the policy of 
sustaining a Navy worthy of the first Republic 
on earth. 

When the party to which I have the honor 
to belong administered the affairs of our Gov- 
ernment we had acommerce second to but one 
nationality on the planet, and while our Navy 
was not so. large as some other Governments, 
it was yet sufficiently strong to command respect 
and to vindicate our rights upon the sea. It 
is quite true that we have not the commerce 
now that we had then, but its decay is not per- 
manent. . The people of the country will not 
permit that, great interest to die an unnatural 
death, orto much longer sleep under the effects 
of a congressional opiate. The same power 
that will rebuild our shipping will sustain a 
Navy. Iam proud of our little Navy. Small 
though it is, it makes up in valor what it lacks 
in numbers. It has never fallen a prey to 
political intrigue, but has ever been true to 
the country. The records of our Navy fur- 
nish the brightest gems of American history. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate has now 
been closed by order of the House, and the 
committee will now proceed to consider the 
bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read. the first paragraph of the 
bill, as follows: 

That the folowing sums be, and they are hereby, 
appropriated, to be paid out. of.any money in the 

reasury not otherwise appropriated, for the naval 
service of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes : 


for pay of commissioned and warrant officers at 
sea, on shore, on special service, and of those on the 
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retired list and unemployed, and for mileage or 
transportation of officers traveling under orders, and 
for pay of the petty officers, seamen, ordinary sea- 
men, landsmen, and boys, including men-for the 
engineers’ force, eight thousand five hundred men, 
atan average pay of $300 cach per annum, $6,500,000. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out the last 
word of that paragraph, simply for the purpose 
of remarking in response to what has been said 
by my friend from California, who came at 
me in rather a snapperado style, that there has 
been no effort made to inquire into the matter 
which has been discussed by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] Sir, Í offereda 
resolution, very carefully drawn, upon the Ist 
of February, 1870, asking the Secretary of the 
Navy first, that he furnish a statement of the 
unexpended balances of each and every ap- 
propriation of the Navy Department, and of 
ihe respective bureaus of that Department, on 
the Ist of March, 1869; second, of the bal- 
ances of each appropriation on the first day 
of each succeeding month thereafter until 
the 1st of February, 1870, and the aggregate 
of expenditures for this period, and if in ex- 
cess of the appropriations for the entire fiscal 
year ending the 30th June, 1870, the amount 
of such excess; and third, a statement of the 
amounts received and credited to the proper 
appropriations from sales of vessels, stores, 
and other property, from March 1, 1869, to 
February 1, 1870. 
` That resolution was objected to by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, | Mr. Mayxarp,] and 
by another Republican from New York, [Mr. 
Krisey,) and as the gentleman from Califor- 
nia has said, it is not the fault of the Navy 
Department that they have not answered the 
resolution, because it was not passed, but they 
did take notice of it, and after awhile some 
gentleman here said that it was already an- 
sweredin Executive Document No. 79, ‘“Treas- 
ury balances unexpended,’’ and when we had 
these balances up we found that it was not a 
satisfactory exhibit. When gentlemen upon 
this side of the House offer resolutions with a 
view to ascertain facts upon which to base dis- 
cussion in debate, the gentlemen on the other 
side vote down our resolutions, or if they vote 
for it, the officer to whom the resolution is 
addressed sends such general statements that 
we cannot understand them. 

But, sir, I am happy to know that a reform 
is going on in this particular. I am happy to 
know that a resolution of my friend Kentucky 
[Mr. Becx] has been adopted this morning 
asking for information as to the receipts for 
property sold by the Navy Department. I trast 
that Department is better employed than when 


my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] | 


bragged tbat the incoming Secretary saved 
$2,000,000 a year on coal, when his predeces- 


gor only spent $135,000 upon coal! Í think | 


he ought, perhaps, to have credit for reform- 
ing the Administration to some extent. 

Mr, DICKEY. The Secretary of the Navy, 
then, had an unexpected balance. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman was on the 
Committee on Appropriations and should look 
that up. My gallant friend from Texas has 
referred to the fact that our naval vessels were 
skulking around the islands of the sea. I did 
not mean to limit the remarks to Cuba. I 
might extend it to other islands. I might go 
among our fishing grounds, I might refer to 
the fact that vessels engaged in our fisheries 


have been seized, but I meant no reproach to | 
‘The reproach belongs to the gen- | 


the Navy. 
tlemen who direct them from Washington. I 
hope there will be an improvement in this 
regard, and there certainly ought to be. 


ment. 
The gentleman after I left had some criticisms 
in reference to my style, with which I never 
sought to win his approbation, and to other 
matters which I do not know are worthy of 
reply. 

Mr. COX. I beg pardon of the gentleman ; 
I simply said this, that he came at me ina 


‘“‘snapperado” style. Perhaps there is no 
propriety in that expression, and I will with- 
draw it, and say that the gentleman has always 
behaved courteously to me. 

Mr. SARGENT. At the time the gentleman 
refers to I was addressing the Chair strictly in 
order, while he insisted upon talking out of 
order. And in maintaining my right to the 
floor and declining to yield, I may have spoken 
in what he termsa ‘‘snapperado”’ style, though 
I do not know in what lexicon he will find 
such a word. 

Mr. COX. It is in the Polyglot dictionary. 

Mr. SARGENT. As tothe Navy Depart- 
ment I have simply this to say: I defended it 
in that it had not refused to give any informa- 
tion asked for by this House, or by Congress. 
Twas not defending Congress or this House 
in not asking for the information. It would 
be sufficient, perhaps, for me to defend my- 
self by saying that I never objected to any 
resolution asking for information of this kind. 
But the Navy Department is not justly liable 
to all the diatribes and philippics which gen- 
tlemen have launched against it for not fur- 
nishing this information. 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Irenew it. I do not propose 
to go into a discussion of this bill, nor do I 
propose to object to it particularly. I suppose 
that it has been carefully prepared, and that 
perhaps it ought to pass substantially as it now 
stands, 1 know the Committee on Appropria- 
tions cannot change the law, and they have to 
report appropriations according to even bad 
laws. We meet the same difficulty here that 
we met in regard to the Indian appropriation 
bill. In regard to that bill we had to make 
appropriations according to the Indian treaties, 
however bad many of them were. We have a | 
bad system of legislation, but the Committee | 
on Appropriations have to act in accordance 
with it, because they cannot change the law. 

The bureau system 
Departments and all the navy-yards of the | 
country is all wrong. I am glad that this 
House did, on my motion, on the very last day 
of the last Congress, say thatwe did not intend 
to be longer bound to make appropriations for 
treaties, right or wrong. I do not propose to 
be bound by such as have been made with the 
Indians longer than is absolutely necessary. 
‘And when the time comes that we can safely, 
without danger of war, 
under those treaties, I will be one who will | 
stand by this House in refusing to carry out 
those treaties; and I will be one who will 
endeavor to reform our naval system by abolish- 
ing these bureaus whenever we can safely do so. 

But what E want to get at is this: as I sai 
before, I do not want any bureau or any De- | 
partment of this Government to have the right 
to sell the property of the Government with- 
out being obliged to pay into the Treasury the 
money derived from such sales, there to re- 
main until the Representatives of the people 
shall withdraw it by act of Congress. AndI: 
say now, that whenever we get full answer to 
the resolution of inquiry we have adopted—for | 
this is the first time we have ever got a resolu- 
tion through this House authorizing any such 
inquiry—the fact will be developed that hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth of property | 
has been sold and 
beyond the power of Congress to say what has | 
become of any of the proceeds of those sales. 
If I said the Department has refused this 
information to members of Congress, I used | 


withhold appropriations |; 


disposed of, and it has been. |; 


improper language. Congress has steadily | 


i| refused until now to allow this information 
Mr. SARGENT. Iriseto oppose the amend- | 
I have not but a word or two to say. | 


to be asked for. This House has passed a | 
bill which the Senate did not pass, but sent ; 
back, but I hope they will pass it in the future, : 
and we will thereby be enabled to get all the | 
facts in relation to the expenditures of all | 
the Departments of the Government. | 

1 do not want to wrangle about this matter. | 
I want to say to the gentleman from California | 
(Mr. Sargent] that when I spoke about the | 


that pervades all the || 


| Department 


unexpended balances of the Navy Department 
being reduced in one year from $16,000,000 
to $8,000,000, I was not shifting my ground 
at all; I was merely endeavoring to show that 
he was misinformed when he said that the 
Department had expended less than one mil- 
lion dollars more than the amount appropri- 
ated for its use. a 

Mr. SARGENT. That is not the point. 1 
said that less than one million dollars’ worth 
of property had been sold by the Department, 
whereas the gentleman said that hundreds -of: 
millions had been sold. A 

Mr. BECK. Since the 1st of July, 1865, 
was my statement, and the speeeh of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Hare] bears me out 
in that statement. And they want now to sell 
forty-six more ships. And if we do not require 
them to pay into the Treasury the money for 
which those ships may be sold, and let it 
remain there till we take it out by act of Con- 
gress, I am afraid they will expend it and we 
will not know what becomes of it. I do not 
want them to do that. Many ships have been 
sold, perhaps to favorites and at low prices, and 
nota dollar has been beld till again appropri- 
ated by Congress, but it has all gone. How 
much does it amount to? Can the gentleman 
tell me? If it does not amount to hundreds of 
millions it is because the ships have been sold 
to favorites for less than they were worth ; for 
those ships cost many, many hundred million 
dollars—L will not say how many. They have 
been sold, and the proceeds are gone, as the 
gentleman from Maine admits. We never 
reappropriated a dollar of that money, nor 
authorized its expenditure. The money has 
gone in ways that Congress knows not of. I 
want to stop the Department from conducting 
business in that way for the future. . 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose during the pendency of the bill to take 
up much time, preferring that the bill should 
run along without discussion on my part, be- 
cause I think it does not,need it. But one or 
two remarks seem to be called for by the state- 
ments of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becxk,] in whose candor I commonly have 
great confidence. F bave no doubt it is the 
fact, as he says, that some laws appertaining 
io the management of the Navy Department 
might be improved. That is undoubtedly true 
of every other Department of the Government. 
We have not reached the era of perfection. 
But that any extravagant expenditure is going 
on, that the money of the people is spent waste- 
fully by the Department now particularly under 
consideration, I donot believe. Itis very easy 
to make general statements—to say that the 


d || laws and the acts done under them are bad; 


that hundreds of millions of dollars are ex- 
pended needlessly ; but it is well for gentle- 
men of the committee to bind themselves down 
to the facts of the aggregates. ‘‘ Take care of 
the minutes,” says the proverb, “and the 
hours will take care of themselves.” The con- 
verse of the rule is true, that if the hour is 
taken care of the minutes must have been taken 
care of. 

Now, what is the record which this Depart- 
ment presents to the people? From the time 
when the great appropriations were expended, 
during the war and the years immediately suc- 
ceeding the war; from a period commencing 
with 1868 inclusive, and coming down to the 
present year, the expenditures of the Navy 
have been only—I cannot take 
time to give the figures in detail—from niie- 
teen to twenty millions annually. So far as 
regards unexpended balances, I believe it can 
be shown that since Congress took that matter 
in hand and provided that all such balances 
should be turned into the Treasury, the law 
has been complied with by the Navy Depart- 
ment. The expenditures in the aggregate do 
not justify these general charges, as gentlemen 
will see Dy an examination of the figures. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to these old ives- 
sels. Í did say yesterday, and J reaffirm ib 
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now; that since 1865, when the war closed, and 


mainly during the administration of Mr. John- | 


son; many vessels. were sold, and that I was 
not able to follow out the matter in its details. 
But on this point the gentleman falls again 
this- morning into what seems to be his beset- 
ting sin—extravagance of statement. I did 
not say, and do not believe, that hundreds of 
millions of dollars remain unaccounted for. 
These vessels, whose construction cost so 
vastly, were necessarily sold for comparatively: 
small sums. If the clause which I propose to 


add to this bill be adopted, as I believe it will | 


be, for the sale of the remainder of these old 


vessels, I do not expect that anything like the | 


money which they cost will be returned to the 
Treasury. I warn gentlemen that when the 
exhibit of a fair sale appears the amount will 
be meager compared with the amount expended 
in building or purchasing the vessels. ‘The old 
materials will not make good more than avery 
small fraction of the cost of the new materials. 
As this matter has been urged upon us by the 
Secretary of the Navy let me tell the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that the measure which I 
propose to offer by-and-by did not originate 
with the Navy Department. That Department 
has not asked that it be allowed to sell these 


vessels and appropriate the funds wherever it | 


may please. More than that, I do not pro- 
pose to frame the amendment so that themoney 
shall beat the disposal of any bureau or Depart- 
ment, or any other power than Congress. When 
these old materials and vessels are sold the 
money should be held in the Treasury subject 
to the order of Congress. I do not propose 


that the money shall be placed at the disposal | 
of any Department; and I will say, in justice | 


to the Navy Department, that it has never 
asked that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
upon the pending amendment. 
:Mr. BECK. I withdraw the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bureau of Ordnance: 
For one thousand two hundred and fifty barrels 
of gunpowder $25,000, s 
or fuel and materials necessary in carrying on 
the mechanical branches of the ordnance depart- 
ment at the rape Pa ha and stations, $100,000, 
For labor at all the nayy-yards, $300,000. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I move, after the word 
‘‘dollars,”’ in line one hundred and eleven, to 
insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the | 


several navy-yards by the proper officers in charge 
Without dictation from political committees and 
without regard to the political sentiments of the 
laborers employed. 

Mr. Chairman, allusion has been made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Banxs]| 
to a recent order of the Secretary of the Navy 
which prohibits interference with the political 
sentiments of laborers employed in the navy- 
yards. This order, if it shall be carried out in 
good faith, is certainly very creditable to the 
chief of the Department that issued it. How 
the fact may be with regard to the execution 
of this order I am not definitely informed; but 
I take oceasion to say that during the last 
season it certainly is the fact that no laborer 


was employed at the Kittery navy-yard, which | 


is partly in my own congressional district prac- 
tically and partly in the district represented by 
the gentleman from Maine, 
unless he had the recommendation of a polit- 
ical committee, a committee of citizens who 
held no offices in the navy-yard, or in any 
Department of the Government. And I take 
the responsibility to say farther that previous 
to that time, pending the election in Maine, a 
committee of citizens residing in the first con- 
gressional district of Maine held the same con- 
trol over the designation of laborers in the 
navy-yard at Kittery. : 

I say; Mr. Chairman, the ‘officers in charge 
of that navy-yard exercise no control whatever 
over the employment of laborers in designating 
who shall be placed in the yard. Now, whether 
this order goes far enough, not only to provide 
there shall be no dictation after thase men are 


| 
į 
3 


[Mr. Lyyou, | || 


employed, and employed: too, perhaps, on 


account of no political sentiment or other, but. 


also to provide there shall be no dictation in 
selecting them, I am not informed; but I trust 
it may cover the whole ground. : 

Mr, Chairman, a committee of citizens who 
have been living in Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, have been dictating the appointment of 
men in the navy-yard at Kittery, and they to- 
day dictate the selection of men in that navy- 
yard. Now, whatever we may think, any of 
us, of applying the principle of making polit- 
ical tests in designating men to fill the offices 
in the country, I hardly think the country 
has come to- the conclusion to have a polit- 
ical test applied to the selection of laborers in 
any department of the Government. 

I move this amendment, Mr. Chairman, for 
the purpose of testing the sense of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this question. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. BANKS. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to | 


oppose the amendment, and I desire. to say 
that which is charged by the honorable gen- 
tlemen from New Hampshire. [Mr. Hrpzarp] 
is not true, so far as it regards the navy-yards 
at Boston or Charlestown. 
ical standing in the neighborhood, and leading 
Democrats of the country have offered to aid 
me in getting my friends in the navy-yard if I 
desired it. 
was charged by some prominent citizens in 
that part of the State in regard to the men 
employed at the navy-yard there, that the 
State Republican committee had no influence. 
That was the charge against the Administra- 
tion, that they were never permitted to have 
any influence in the appointment of men there. 
Five or six of the gentlemen were compelled 
to come out and state that- they had no reason 
to complain they had not proper influence; but 


no one alleged against them that. they had the | 


entire control of the employment in the navy- 
yards there. 

So far as the amendment is concerned, it is 
not true, therefore, in regard to that. navy- 
yard, whatever the fact may be in the gentle- 
man’s own neighborhood. ButI wish to say 
this, that the mode of appointment of persons 
employed in the navy-yards in the country is 
now like the mode which was adopted fifteen 
or twenty years ago when the Democratie 
party was in power. Ihave not the slightest 
idea, if that party should come again into 
power, it would undertake to carry this amend- 
ment into effect. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wish to say one word in 
that connection, and I therefore move, pro 
forma, to amend the amendment, simply for 
the purpose of pointing out the vast difference 
in the different navy-yards in the different 
States. [say in reference to the navy-yard in 
Brooklyn it is controlled by political influence 


to-day, and has been ever since this Adminis- | 


tration has been in power. I say they have 
employed gangs of laborers the day before an 
election and discharged them the day after an 
election. | 

And if this House will give me a committee 
of investigation I will undertake to prove that 
it has been done by the aid of the Secretary 
of the Navy himself, who came there in per- 
son and walked through the yard at the time 
Tran as a candidate at the last election. I 
will prove, furthermore, that copper nails, 
costing the Government a vast sum of money, 
were used to stick up your political posters all 
over the city. [Laughter.] I will prove that 
you have taken gangs of laborers who never 


; did one day’s labor in the navy-yard, and put 


them on- your pay-roll simply for political 
purposes. I will prove that not only did you 
change your men there and turn out experi- 


| enced, capable men for political purposes, but 


that you went beyond that, and did so in the 
interest of factions of your own party. When 
Mr.. CoxKLING rose into power Fenton men 
were turned out. A ship-carpenter having 
years of experience, if he happens to be a 


Wsi 


I hold some polit- ; 


jLaughier.] A few years ago it | 


Fenton man is turned out, and a Conkling 

| man putin. You gobeyond politics in exert- 
ing influence over these men ; you go into fac- 
tions of your own party. The thing is quite 
notorious in Brooklyn. The best men you 
have in your party there are ashamed of it, 
and yet I am prepared to prove that that 
| is the way in which things are managed in 
| Brooklyn. 
Mr. BANKS. I donot know that it is neces- 
| sary to approve of every thing that takes place 
in the State of New York. But I say that no 
such thing occurs in Massachusetts, 

Mr. SLOCUM. I am glad to hear it. It 
may not be so in Massachusetts, but it is so in 
our State. 

Mr. HALE. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment. I hope it will not be adopted. I do 
not understand that any serious complaint is 
made in any quarter that a fair amount of 
work is not got from the laborers in the differ- 
ent navy-yards. I do not suppose that that 
labor amounts now to so much as it did some 
years ago, because the eight-hour rule, passed 
as was supposed in the interest of the labor- 
ers, now obtains. I do not understand that 
any real objection exists to the manner in 
which men are now employed, or to the kind 
of men who are now employed. Undoubt- 
edly gentlemen on the other side can see with 
a very clear eye that if they had possession 
of the navy-yards of the country, and of the 
custom-houses and other offices of the coun- 
try, a different set of men would be put in from 
i those that are there now. And I have no 
doubt, indoctrinated as they have been so thor- 
oughly in the doctrine that ‘to the victors 
|! belong the spoils,” whenever they do come into 
possession, if that time is ever to arrive, the 
laborers in the employment of the Govern- 
ment will be wheeled out and another set of 
‘men putin. But that any gain will be made 
| to the Government, that more will be gained 
| from the labor, I do not believe. I believe it 
i is now conducted, as has been stated by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs] 
in regard to the Charlestown yard, and in the 
other yards also, fairly and for the best inter- 
ests of the Government. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. SLO- 
| CUM] has a cause of complaint, because, I 
| presume, most of the laborers, perhaps a 
majority of them in the Brooklyn navy-yard, 
voted against him. The sum and substance 
; of the gentleman’s charge was that his party 
could not have the management of them. 
What he says is that we took gangs of laborers 
up tovote. But Ido not understand that any 
| of them ever voted more than once. But the 
gentleman and his friends on the other side 
took up gangs of laborers who voted over and 
over again, and the result is that our navy- 
yard men in Brooklyn could not compete with 
them, and that the gentleman is back here, and 
will be back here as long as he is nominated 
by his party. I acknowledge that we cannot 
compete with them in that respect, and I think 
we are entitled under those circumstances to 
:| one vote ahead out of the navy-yards. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. - 

Mr. COX. Irenewit. Iam very glad that 
this matter has been brought up in regard 
| both to our civil service and our naval service, 
| and I propose to give my little experience 
and observation on the subject. While I was 
at Mare Island, California, I happened to be 
on a little expedition in the town of Vallejo, 
and there I heard all sorts of rumors about 
li the number of employés that were being 
| rushed into the navy-yard just before the elec- 
|i tion. Rumor gaid—I-do not know whether 
truly or not—thaé the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Sargewt,] who has been go dis- 
! tinguished by his State by being. chosen. as its 
i future Senator, was in. some way engaged in 
| forwarding that business of adding to the nam- 
| ber of employés for the benefit of his party. 
i, And for all that I know the gentleman who 
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represents that district in California might | 
have been elected without that particular aid. - 
They told me that he wag a very clever man, 
and being very active in the campaign he | 
might have got through very well, but I would | 
like him, and I would like his honored col- į 
league, [Mr. Sarcent,] to tell me what are | 
the peculiar influences usually exerted in the 
navy-yard on that coast. I would like my i 
friend to be frank and tell me just what was | 
done in the last election. I know what was | 
told me there. I know the rumors upon the | 
same character of fact that were current in 
relation to the yard at Brooklyn, and if they | 
be not true, let it be at least understood by 
the people how my friend was elected and the 
influence exerted in his favor. As the genile- | 
man from Maine has said, other parties would | 
do the same thing. Let us, at least, make 
an effort to secure the selection of men in these | 
offices without regard to party. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COGHLAN, I wish to say thai the 
quasi charge brought by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] against the Mare Island 
voters comes with a very bad grace from a 
member of a party which, while I was running 
as a candidate for the position of Congressman 
from that district, in a town where the Mare 
Island workmen all vote, and in which there 
were five hundred and eighty-odd Democratic | 
voters, only polled for their candidate, a 
worthy and good man, a little over two hun- | 
dred Democratic votes. I am proud to say 
that I stand here as a Representative voted | 
for by three hundred and fifty of the gentle- ; 
man’s own political followers, who do not- 


belong to the navy-yard at all, but are mer- || 


chants and business men, and who do not | 
receive any special benefit from the navy-yard. | 

Mr. Chairman, there is something in what | 
the gentleman from New York has said as to 
the mode in which men are employed in these | 
navy-yards. Ihave done all in my power to 
correct it, and have been reprebended by | 
some of my party friends at home for putting | 
Democrats to work. I have always thought | 
that the laborer should not be deprived of | 
the opportunity to earn a livelihood for his | 
family because of his political proclivities, | 
although I know that in the days of the Dem- 
ocracy men who worked with the Democracy 
prevented any man who was a Republican, or 
geven one whose wife's cousin was a Repub- 
lican, from going inside the yard as a work- 
man. Those men remember these things, and 
are endeavoring to prevent the Democracy 
from getting work. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says that this is 
the policy of his party and he is compelled to 
abide by it. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I do not say it is the 


policy of the party; but there are men among || } : é 
ii head of it a proper, learned, and skilled me- 


us, educated under the rule of the Democracy, | 
who wish to carry out the old rule and policy | 
of that party aud prevent our political oppo- 
nents from holding even the position of labor- 
ers under the Government. The great Repub- | 
lican party does not carry its political principles 
or its partisan animosities so far. It does not 
say to the laboring man, ‘f You shall not earn 
a living because you are a Democrat;’ but 
there are some old remnants of the Democratic 
party who are in our ranks to-day who always | 
stick to the doctrine that * to the victors belong 
the spoils,” and that no man shall be voted 
for and no man be allowed even to labor ata | 
navy-yard if he does not support our party.: 
The gentleman will see that such men have | 
still, in spite of their Republicanism, some of 
the old leaven of Democracy yet clinging to 
them. Be Fly 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw my formal 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire ! 
to move a substantial amendment to the one 


i| ment to the amendment is in order. 


moved by the gentleman from New Hamp- | 


shire; [Mr. Hressar, | to add to it the follow- | 
ing: i 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio, I rise to a point | 

of order, sot 
The CHAIRMAN. 
state it. i 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My point of | 
order is that this proposed amendment to the | 
amendment is a proposition to change existing | 
| 


| 
The gentleman will | 


laws, and therefore is not in order upon an 
appropriation bill. 
Mr. BROOKS, of 
of order is too late, 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have |} 
proposed an amendment which is germane to | 
the amendment now pending. ! 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
my point of order is too late. 
The CHAIRMAN. No point of order hav- | 
ing been raised upon the amendment of the || 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. His- | 


New York. That point 


I do not think 


BARD] which is now pending, and the amend- ‘| 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts i 
[Mr. BurLeR] to that amendment being ger- | 
mane thereto, the Chair holds that the amend- 


i 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire | 
to say that I have had some little political 
experience as well in the Democratic party as | 
in the Republican party. I am quite sure it | 
was always one of the Democratic means of ‘| 
carrying elections, in the neigborhood of navy- |! 
yards, to control them so far as to see that :| 
their friends were selected for employment in i! 
the various bureaus of the navy-yards, In evi- i 
dence of that E will state that when we Dem- :: 
ocrats cast only some forty thousand out of || 
some one hundred and twenty-five or one hun- '! 
dred and thirty thousand votes in the State of 
Massachusetts, in the olden time, Charlestown | 
was always Democratic, because the navy-yard |} 
was there, and the Secretary of the Navy was |! 
a Democrat, under a Democratic administra- 
tion. I did not complain of that; my Demo- || 
cratic friends did not then complain of it. And || 
when they again come into power, if we ever | 
do have another Democratic President, they | 
will want to do the same thing again. But as | 
they propose now to vote for a Republican for | 
President, perhaps that is the reason why they 


i 
| 
| 
H 
want to adopt this amendment at the present | 
time. [Laughter. ] | 
But I now desire to speak of a special griev- | 
ance; audthatis, that, by the system of which | 
my colleague [Mr Baxxs] spoke some time | 
since, there are several—eight or nine I think | 
—distinet bureaus in each navy-yard of the | 
country—of construction and repairs, of black- 
smithing, of boat-building, of sail-making, | 
and soon. Each of these bureaus has at the | 
I 

| 

| 

| 

i 

t 

| 

$ 


chanic ; but over him, in each of these bureaus | 
or departments, is a line officer of the Navy. 
There are, therefore, some eight or nine dif- 
ferent departments in our navy-yards presided | 
over by line officers of the Navy. Now what i 
I desire, and that is the purport of my amend- 
ment, is that the skilled mechanics who are ; 
at the head of these several bureaus, and who 
are responsible for the proper performance of 
the work done, shall be allowed to select 
their laborers independent of politics, and 
without the interference of these line officers 
of the Navy. : 
Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask my colleague | 
what he proposes to do with the line officers? } 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. They | 
will go to sea, 1 hope, when we shall have | 
provided ships to put them in. H 
Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman put that | 
in his amendment, so that they will be sure į 
to go? | 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I cannot | 
correct all the bad things in the Navy by one il 


| agree to it, 


| positions. 


amendment. But I desire that if these officers 
are to be there they shall not interfere. with 
the mechanical work of the navy-yards. Iam 
now looking after the laborer and. the- me- 
chanic. Why do our. ships cost more than 


| ships built outside of our navy-yards, when 


we have large establishments of shops and 


| machinery, no rent to pay, and no interest to 


pay on our invesiments? We ought to be able 
to build ships as cheaply in our navy-yards ag 
they can be built outside. Ttis not on account 


f of our laborers. They labor as well, and I 


believe do as much work in eight hours in our 
navy-yards as they do in ten hours outside. 
The difficulty is, that the selection of the 
laborers is taken away from the mechanical 
heads of the various departments in the yards. 

Take the naval coustructor.. He makes out 
a list of the workmen that he wants to employ, 
but under the regulations of the Navy Depart- 
ment he is bound to send that list to the -com- 
mandant of the yard, who can strike off that 
list anybody he chooses, and put on anybody 
he chooses, and the naval constructor must 
So with the master carpenter, the 
master boat-builder, the master painter, the 
master sail-maker, and the masters of the 
various other depariments of work in the yard. 
For that reason I desire this House, in all 


| soberness and earnestness, to take advantage 


of what my friend from Maine [Mr. Hare] 
says will be done by the Government, and 
adopt the amendment I have proposed. I do 


| not see why it should do any harm to allow 


skilled men to select skilled men. That is all 
I want. I desire that the laborers shall look 
to the heads of their respective departments 
for promotion and for the stability of their 
To secure this object I have pro- 
posed my amendment, which I hope will. be 
adopted. . 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know that I exactly 
understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Buruer,] and Task 
that it be again read. ; 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I am by no 
means certain but that this amendment is in 
its purpose a good one; but I want.to suggest 


| to the gentleman who offers it certain doubts 


that arise in my mind with respect. to the 
operation of. his proposition. The trouble, it 
seems to me, is this: the responsibility for 


| the labor does not lie upon the heads of those 


mechanical departments. Those heads are 
not officers of the Government. ‘They are 
employed as laborers are employed, aithough 
their pay, of course, is larger. They have no 
fixed tenure or term of office; they are com- 
ing and going from time to time as laborers 
come and go. Another. power must settle how 
many men are-wanted at a particular time ; 
the number cannot be settled hy these head 
mechanics. Of course, then, the perma- 
nent officials in charge, the commandants 
of the yards or the executive officers detailed 
for the charge of these different mechanical 
departments, who have the responsibility from 
month to month and from year to year to the 
Navy Department and the country, are the 
mento whom we may safely look for the proper 
expenditure of the money paid in the employ- 


| ment of laborers. 


Now, I have no doubt that the commandant 
of the yard, or the executive officer detailed 
there, will at. any time consult with whoever 
may happen to be at the head of any mechan- 
ical department as to the kind of men.that.he 
wants. But if you put it in the power of these 
temporary heads, these master mechanics wno 
are employed by the day, and perhaps only for 
a short time, to say what men shall come in 
and what men shall go out; then every time 
you change the head ofa ‘mechanical depart- 
ment and-put in another man at so much a 
day he turns out at once the men who are.in 
and brings in his own men ; and thus you have 
what is the worst thing you- can have-in any 
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executive. department of the Government 
constant change. - I can sce that certain incon- 
veniences and grievances may arise under the 
present system ; butthe evil to which we would 
tly by the adoption of the amendment seems to 
me clearly greater. ‘he effect of the amend- 
ment would be constant fluctuation and change 
which must paralyze the efficiency of any yard. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. - I move 
to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the 
amendment is now pending. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I renew it, and yield to my 
colleague, [Mr. BUTLER. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to answer the objections which have suggested 
doubts in the mind of my friend from Maine, 
[Mr. Havz.] I only desire that the mechan- 
ical work in our navy-yards shall be done under 
precisely the same system adopted by men in 
ordinary business. employments. I have dur- 
ing a part of my life lived at a manufacturing 
city, and am thoroughly acquainted with the 
manner in which work is conducted in large 
establishments. The rule with us in every 
instance is to allow the head of the room, who 
is known as the ‘‘overseer,’’ to select his help. 
Persons applying for employment are sent to 
any particular room where there are supposed 
to be vacancies, and the overseer there selects 
the help that he needs. ‘That is the rule, I 
think, in Massachusetts everywhere. The 
chief executive officer of a mill never thinks 
of selecting help; he only adjudicates when a 
wrong is claimed to have been done between 
the laborer and his overseer. 

Now, let us apply that principle to our navy- 
yards, We have there, for instance, a master 
boat-builder, or a master rope-maker; and let 
me say that men of this class have such skill 
that their tenure .of office is generally very 
long. I believe there are at the heads of the 
mechanical departments in our navy-yards 
men who have been there for ten, fifteen, and 
twenty years. Supposethe master rope-maker 
wants some rope-makers. How can any other 
officer know so well as he who are the best 
rope-makers? Why should we, for political 
purposes, or any other purposes, deprive the 
master rope-maker of the right of selection, 
and give it to some other officer? So how can 
any officer—how can the executive officer 
of the yard, who is a first lieutenant of the 
Navy, and does not know a planer from a mil- 
ing-machine, or a milling-machine from a 
lathe—how can he tell who 1s the best man to 
rao these machines? Why should not this, 
then, be put under the control of the machinist? 

We have a naval officer known as naval con- 
structor, one of the staff and not of the line, 
and all staff officers are under the control of 
the line. It is his business to know about the 
building of ships, and to know when they are 
built. He is responsible for them. He igs 
responsible for their efficiency, and for the 
economy of theirconstruction. He is respons- 
ible for the success of their construction, 
Why should he be overruled by any first lieu- 
tenant of the Navy, or commodore of. the 
Navy, or Admiral of the Navy, on the question 
as to who is the. best ship-carpenter ? 

Changes will not be half as many under this 
system in which my friend from Maine [Mr. 
Harej thinks there is danger. I think, if my 
amendment is adopted, it will cure all the 
evils that are complained of by gentlemen on 
the other side. It will cure all those evils, 
because a man who is responsible for putting 
his work through well will care more whether 
he gets good workmen than whether he gets 
good voters,. And if the great Republican 
party cannot stand in this country without the 
votes In any navy-yard it will not stand a 
great while anywhere. I do not look upon 
this matter as a political matter of any great 


i 


consequence. It is of some little local con- 
sequence. I can say it has not been of much 
consequence in the district represented by my 
colleague. He neverhad any motive to inter- 
fere. But very little of political influence has 
entered into it. The influence, if any, in that 
yard, has been from the local squabbles in that 
immediate neighborhood about local politics, 
about the city government, &e. -` ; 

I will move my amendment as a substitute 
for the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Hisparp,] and I ask 


|| the Clerk to read it as I have modified it. 


The Clerk read as follows: . 


Provided, That mechanics and laborers shall be 
employed on the selection of the heads ef the sev- 
eral mechanical departments in the several navy- 
yards without the interference of any naval officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point of 
order that the substitute provides for new legis- 
lation, and is not in order. The amendment 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire was 
allowed to come in without a point of order 
being made, and is therefore properly before 
the House, But the substitute is not in order, 
and I make that point. K 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled 
that the amendment itself being in ordér, it is 
in order to move a substitute for it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Wehave had differ- 
ent rulings from that. Under the present de- 
cision everything germane to this amendment 
will be in order, however much it may be in 
the character of new legislation, aud the rules 
of the House prohibit all new legislation on 
the appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Chair. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am sorry to sce 
this amendment offered as a substitute. I 
would like to see both of these amendments 
adopted. I think they both ought to be 
adopted. ‘The first amendment offered is only 
in the line of recommendations of the Presi- 
dent for civil service reform. It is to that 
extent an Administration measure, and it will, 
in my opinion, work reform in the navy-yards 
if you withdraw appointments from the control 
of political committees of any party. Sir, 
in my opinion that is one reason, and one very 
powerful reason, why we have been building 
worthless ships, and why we. cannot in our 
navy-yards, where there is no rent to pay and 
all that sort of thing, compete in the building 
of ships with private yards outside. Itis be- 
cause men are turned out and others appointed 
in their place in the Government navy-yards 
on the dictation of political committees, and 
not merely political, partisan committees, 
but, as has been stated already on this floor, 
personal committees ; for parties in many parts 
of the country seem to have degenerated into 


That is the ruling of 


mere personal worship and not to be devoted | 


to any particular principles. .And so, even 
when the same party remains in the ascend- 
ency, when a member of Congress is elected, 
he turns out the operatives of the navy-yard 
put there by his predecessor, and when an- 
other man belonging to the same party is 
elected in his place he turns out the men put 
there by his predecessor. 

Now, I say that while mechanics and other 
workmen hold places merely by the favor of 
members of Congress who know nothing about 
the work or take no interest in it, except 
as they may advance themselves politically, 
the work in the navy-yards must and will 
suffer. And not only have we been putting 
men into the navy-yards because they are 
friendly to political parties or particular candi- 
dates, but we have been legislating for these 
navy-yard operatives, giving them more pay 
and reducing their hours of labor; thus making 
a distinction between the mechanics in the 
navy-yard and the mechanics just ontside.that 
navy-yard, as well in the. hours of labor as in 


{ 


the rate.of pay. : Now, all this ought to be 


stopped; and a day’s work of a man outside, 
in a sbip-yard or any other. yard, should be of 
the same duration as a day's work of a man 
in a Government navy-yard. ‘The rate per 
day which a mechanic of the same class 
receives from a private employer should be 
the pay per day which the Government pays 
in its yards. ‘hese distinctions and favor- 
itisms which have been and still are being prac- 
ticed in regard to men in Government works 
ought to be stopped; and the rule henceforth 
should be that we shall employ men in our 
navy-yards and in other Government works 
on the same principle as governs the private 
employer—because they are skillful and earn 
their pay, and not because they are political 
partisans. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HIBBAKD. The substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Bur- 
LER | at the first view presents a very plausible 
appearance. But, upon reflection, there is in 
my judgment very great force in what tha 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] has gaid 
against it. In my opinion it would: interfere 
with the independence of the officers in charge 
of the various navy-yards. Unquestionably 
they will allow the recommendations of the 
various mechanics in. charge of ‘separate 
departments to have great weight with them. 
But to provide that instead of making recom- 
mendations they should have the power actually 
to designate the men it appears to me would 
be a very unfortunate amendment to make. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
word in reply to another remark of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Haty.] He said, 
as I understood him, that the only difficulty 
in the various navy-yards was that they were 
somewhat subjected to the influence of poli- 
tics. Now, for my part, I charge that that 
is not the only difficulty in the navy-yard at 
Kittery. I charge that a large number of 
men are employed there who are not needed. 
I charge that drones and idlers are put in 
there, and that the officers in charge are 
unable to resist the influence that is brought 
to bear upon them by the politicians. But 
lest some one should understand that I make 
any allegation against the naval officers at 
Kittery, Í wish to say that I do not. I say 
nothing offensive against any officer in charge 
there. I believe them to be gentlemen in 
every sense, and that they are compelled, 
against their better judgment, to do in this 
matter of putting men into the yard what they 
would be very glad to avoid doing. I yield 
the rest of my time to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Suocuat.] 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wish to say one word in 
regard to the substitute which has been offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Borer.) But before speaking of that I wish 
to advert to the matter of the removal of naval 
officers, which has been alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hispar. ] 
I take, as to that, ground very different from 
what he takes; and Í allege that the command- 
ant of the Brooklyn navy-yard, one of the 
ablest and noblest officers in the American 
Navy, was removed from his position in the 
yard by President Grant for no other reason ` 
under heaven than that he stood up like an 
honest man against this political influence. 
Admiral Godon, who had seen forty years! 
service in the American Navy, was removed 
from his position in that yard for no other 
reason than that he stood up like an honest 
man and protested against that abuse. In that 
respect I differ from- my friend from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hrpparb,] and I say that 
political influence does have sway in refer- 
ence to the Navy officers. They are liable, 
the best of them, to be stricken down fot hold- 
ing to what they believe to -be right: S 

Now; with regard to the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ber- 
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LER] I agree with the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH, | but not as a substi- 
tute for the pending amendment, because it 
does not strike at the root of the evil. The 
original amendment strikes at the root of the 
evil; it provides, that laborers shall not be 
removed at the instance of political commit- 
tees, while this substitute leaves the appoint- 
ments in the hands of the “boss laborers,” 
so called; but the boss laborers hold their 
positions only at the pleasure of politicians ; 
they can be removed at any time. -Let one of 
them stand up for a moment in opposition to the 
dominant party, and he is instantly removed. 
I think, therefore, that the substitute to the 
amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wouldask if in the last 
Congress in the investigation upon the conduct 
of Admiral Godon in connection with affairs 
in Paraguay, where he refused for months to 
carry the American minister to bis destination, 
the House did not order a court-martial into 
his conduct on that occasion ? f 

Mr. SLOCUM. That is truc, and, in my 
judgment, a greater injustice was never done 
to a noble sailor than was then done. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is a matter of opin- 
ion, and the House did not agree with the 
gentleman. I simply call attention to the 
charges then made against him and the judg- 
ment of the House to show that the Adminis- 
tration may bave bad other reasons for remov- 
ing him than those suggested by the gentleman 
from New York. : 

Mr. SLOCUM. He was afterward placed 
in charge of the navy-yard at New York. 

Mr. SARGENT. After those acts in Para- 
guay, by Mr. Welles; but he was removed by 
this Administration after the action of the 
House. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that 
the vote be taken onthis amendmeut without 
further debate, and when it is disposed of I 
will move that the committee rise. 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. 

The question being upon the substitute of 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, for the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Hissar, it was put; and 
there were—ayes 45, noes 60. 

Mr. HALE calicd for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Hisparp were 
appointed. 


The committee divided ; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 75, noes 68, 
So the substitute was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to Mr. | 


Hipparp’s amendment as amended, 
Mr. COX. Is the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire as amended still 
open to amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
addition. 5 
Mr. COX. I move, then, to add to the 
amendment of the gentleman from 


It is, in the way of 


additional proviso : 


Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the | 


several navy-yards by the proper officers in charge 
without dictation from political committees, and 
without regard to the political sentiments of laborers 
employed, 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that 
that amendment is the same- thing as that for 
which the House has adopted a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
well taken, and is sustained. 

Mr. COX. Then I will leave out the words 
‘tofthe laborers employed,’ and change “the”? 
to “ their” before ‘ political sentiments.”’ 

Mr. HALE. J raise the point of order that 
that is the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
it is not precisely the same thing, and that the 
amendment is in order. 

The question was pnt on Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment; and there were—ayes 65, noes 69, 


Mr. KING called for tellers. 


New | 
Hampshire as amended the following as an | 


ji 


il 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr. 
HALE were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers. re- 
ported—ayes 71, noes 64. 

So the:-amendment to the amendment was 


agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was then 
adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

. The committee accordingly rose; and. the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. BLAIR, 
of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole had, according to order, had the 
Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

BRIBERY IN IMPEACHMENT TRIAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay 
before the House a resolution of a somewhat 
peculiar nature, reecived from the Senate, and 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In EXECUTIVE Session, 
SENATE oF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 13, 1872. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives be 
requested to furnish to the Senate, in executive 


investigated the question of attempted bribery in 
the impeachment trial of Andrew Johnson. 

Mr. DAWES. In connection with that res- 
olution of the Senate I submit the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed 
to furnish the Senate,in confidence, the testimony 
tuken by the committee who investigated the ques- 
tion of attempted bribery in the impeachment trial 
of Andrew Johnson, as requested by its resolution 
of the 13th of February, 18/2, and that the same be 
communicated to the Senate in secrecy in executive 
session; and that when no longer required by the 
Sonate it be returned to the House for its safe cus- 

ody. 


The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DESTRUCTION OF STEAMBOAT PROPERTY. 


Mr. SHELLABARGRER, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, and, under the law, referred to the 
Committee on Printing : 


Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the 
communication made to the House of Representa- 
tives on this day, in response to the order of the 
House in relation to the destruction of steamboat 
property onthe waters of the United States, be 
printed for the use of the House. 


COMMERCE OF SCIKUYLKILL RIVER. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1542) to regulate 
the commerce of the Schuylkill river; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and fifteen minutes p: ni.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of Albert Fear- 
ing and others, in aid of the Boston and Hing- 
ham Steamboat Company. 

Also, the petition of Seth L. Hobart and 
others, in aid of the petition of the Hingham 
and Boston Steamboat Company. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of 
Sherman & Gowdy, of Beaver Dam, Dodge 
county, in the State of Wisconsin, for an 


session, the testimony taken by tho committee who | 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 


amendment of the postal laws so that persons 
known as regular dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quanti- 
ties of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay 
postage thereon as received at the same pro 
rata as regular subscribers to publications 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance. 

By Mr. FARWELL: A petition from the 
Columbian iron-works, of Chicago. 

Also, the petition of cigar manufacturers of 
Chicago. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of 45 soldiers, asking an amendment to 
the homestead law, ` 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petitions of R. 
M. Forbes and others; of T. H. Spooner and 
others; and of B. M. Lacy and others, asking 
that the tax on cotton be refunded. 

Also, the proceedings and memorial of the 
Galveston Chamber of Commerce on the same 


subject. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The pctition of 31 book- 
sellers, manufacturers, &c., citizens of Phila- 
delphia, protesting against the passage of an 
international copyright law. 

Also, the petition of Franklin B. Gowen 


|| and 188 others, praying Congress to pass such 


measures as will give free navigation to the 
Schuylkill river. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of 40 citi- 
zens of Merrimack county, New Hampshire, 
for the removal of the duty on salt. 

Also, the memorial of 100. citizens of Jo 
Daviess county, Illinois, for the removal of the 
duty on salt. 

Also, the memorial of 80 citizens of San 
Francisco, California, for the removal of the 
duty on salt, 

Also, the memorial of 20 citizens of Orange 
county, Vermont, for the removal of the duty 
on salt. 

Also, the memorial of 20 citizens of Rutland 
county, Vermont, for the removal of the duty 
on salt. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The remonstrance 
of Emanuel Kuhns and 336 others, in the em- 
ploy of the Westmoreland (Pennsylvania) Coal 
Company, against any change it the existing 
tariff laws, and praying the repeal of all duties 
upon tea and coffee, and that. duties shall be 
so adjusted as to encourage and defend every 
home industry, and to foster the honor and 


i| interests of the American laborer. 


By Mr. McHENRY: A memorial praying 
compensation for James A. Stevens while a 
prisoner of war. : 

Also, the memorial of Nelly A. Smith, pray- 
ing compensation for her husband, Thomas 
Smith, while a prisoner of war. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of John V. 
Coon and 39 others, citizens of Elyria, Ohio, 
praying Congress to make an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor of Black 
River, Ohio. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of type- 
founders of the first congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, against any reduction in the 
tariff on printing types. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
George Bruce’s Son & Co., type-founders, and 
99 others, workers in their establishment in the 
city of New York, against any change in the 
tariff laws abating the duties on printing types, 
now successfully produced in American foun- 
deries, and praying a repeal of all duties on 
the raw materials used in the production. of 
types, namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The remonstrance or 
citizens of Clinton county, New York, against 
any reduction of duties on: such articles as 
may be successfully produced ia this country, 
and praying the repeal of all duties on tea and 
coffee, and such other articles of necessity or 
comfort as are not produced in the United 
States. k EA y 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Johu 
Peter Heinrichs, of Manitowoc, .Wisconsin, 
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praying reliefias a sub-contractor on the mail 
route from Manitowoc to Menasha, Wisconsin. 
By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of D.D. Doyal, of Spalding county,- Georgia, - 
asking the removal of his political disabilities. 
By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 
Albert'Schaefer, Frank Engel, Joseph There, 
and 67.others, soldiers in the late war for the 
Union, praying an equalization of bounties 
and an amendment-of the homestead laws. 
By Mr. STRONG: The memorial of Gor- 
don Robbins, of Hartford, Connecticut, rela- 
tive to what are commonly called French spo- 
liation claims. 
By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
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‘try with the military posts and navy-yard, ten 


Martha R. Robinson, widow of Major Joshua 
V.: Robinson, deceased, late of the thirty-third 
regiment Ohio volunteer infantry, praying a 
pension. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: . 

. By Mr. SHOBER: A bill to establish a post 
route in the State of North Carolina, from 
Catawba Station to Jefferson. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. N. G. AxrteLL, D. D., of 
New York. i 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills yesterday received from ! 
the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their. titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1538) for the construction 
of an addition to the United States court-house 
and post office building in Indianapolis, Indi- 
ana, and for the purchase of additional ground 
adjoining the site of said building ;- 

A bill (H. R. No. 1589) to provide for a | 
building for the use of the post office, custom- 
house, pension office, United States circuit 
and district courts, and internal revenue 
offices, at Hartford, Connecticut; and 
_ A bill (H. R. No. 1540) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. We 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SPENCER ‘presented the petition of 
M. C. Bowling, of Fayette county, Alabama, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- | 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a petition very 
largely signed by citizens of Philadelphia, 
representing that they are largely interested as | 
property-owners and otherwise in the com- 
merce of that port; that for many years past | 
all persons having occasion ‘to transact busi- | 
ness on the river Schuylkill in that-city have | 
been ‘seriously embarrassed: by street bridges 
erected across such stream. in such a manner. 
as materially and unnecessarily to injure the 
navigation of the river; that they, as well as 
citizens of other States and foreign merchants, 
have been much injured and damaged by the 
absence of a proper survey of that river and 
by the existence of obstructions which could 
be easily removed. They then give statistics. 
at considerable length with reference to. the 
business done upon that-river, and pray that 
this petition may be referred to the proper 
committee, and that, after full examination 
and report, such measures may be adopted as 
will secure the free navigation of the river. 
I move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Commerce. À i 

The motion:was agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORN. I present the petition of 
George E. Wentworth and others, directors of 
the Pensacola and Barrancas Railroad Com- 


pany, asking aid to constructa railroad con- 
necting the present railroad system of the coun- 


miles below Pensacola, and showing that this | 
work would be of great importance to the 
Government of the United States. I move 
that this. petition be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. : 

The motion was agreed to. é 

Mr. VICKERS presented the memorial of 
Henry A. Lucas, -type-founder; and twenty- 
three others, workers in his establishment, in 
the city of Baltimore, Maryland, remonstrating 
against any change in the tariff laws abating 
the duties on printing types, now successfully 
produced in American founderies, and prayin 
for a repeal of all duties on the raw materia 
used in the production of type, namely, tin, 
antimony, and type-metal, so that home in- 
dustries may be fostered and defended; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Ryan 
& Ricketts, type-founders, and eleven others, 
workers in their establislinient, in the city of 
Baltimore, Maryland, remonstrating against 
any change in the tariff laws abating the duties 
on printing types, now successfully produced 
in American founderies, and praying for a 
repeal of all duties on the raw material used 
in. the production of type, namely, tin, anti- 
mony, and type-metal, so that home indus- 
tries may be fostered and defended; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented the memorial of 
Amos Sanford, special delegate from settlers 
on the Cherokee neutral lands in Kansas, pray- 
ing for the speedy passage of Senate bill No. 
558, for the relief of actual settlers upon the 
Cherokee neutral land in Kansas; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of the | 
Sun Mutual Insurance Company of New York, | 
the Mercantile Mutual Insurance Company of 
New‘ York, the New York Mutual Insurance 
Company of New York, and the China Mutual | 
Insurance Company of Boston, Massachusetts, 
praying for a rehearing of their. claim for the 
loss of the bark Caldera, her cargo, &c., and 
the payment of the same out of the Chinese | 
indemnity fund; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of | 
the Commercial Navigation Company of the 
State of New York, asking that a committee 
be appointed to investigate and report on the 
circumstances connected. with obligations en- 
tered into between the United States and that 
company ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. i . 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of 
Henry M. Barnes and numerous other citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to adopt such measures as will provide 
Philadelphia with a building sufficient to ac- 
commodate the present and future postal busi- 
ness of the city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of McDowell 
& Bennett and numérous other citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to adopt such measures as will provide Phila- 
delphia with a building sufficient to accommo- 
date the present and future postal business of 
the city; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
Taylor & Aspinwall, publishers of the Free- 
port News, of Stephenson county, Iinois, 
praying a modification of the postal laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. i 

He also presented a resolution adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois, in favor 
of the passage of a bill for:the establishment 
of an additional district court in that State at. 
Peoria; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. > i ; 

-He also presented the memorial of Barn- 


hart Brothers. & Spindler, type-founders, and || 
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seven others, workers in their establishment, 
in the city of Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating 
against any change in the tariff laws abating 
the duties on printing types, now successfully 
produced in American. fownderies, and pray- 
ing for a repeal of all duties on the raw mate- 
rial used in the production of type, namely, 
tin, antimony, and. type-metal, so that home 
industries::may be fostered and defended; 
which was referred to the Committee : on 
Finance. ; 

He also: presented the memorial of Mar- 
der, Luse & Co., type-founders, and twenty- 
nine others, workers in their establishment, 
in the city of Chicago, Illinois, remonstrat- 
ing against any change in the tariff laws 
abating the duties on printing types, now suc- 
cessfully produced in American founderies, 
and praying for a repeal of all duties on the 
raw material used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so that 
home industries may be fostered and defended ; 
which was referred to the Committeee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
George Makepeace Fowler, of Boston, grand- 
son of George Makepeace, formerly a mer- 
chant of Boston, Massachusetts, praying in- 
demnity for spoliations committed by the 
French prior io the year 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of J. 
R. Monroe, publisher of the Seymour Times, 
Indiana, praying a modification of the postal 
laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a preamble and resolu- 
tion adopted at a meeting of the Machinists’ 
and Blacksmiths’ Union, No. 5, of Evansville, 
Indiana, in favor of the passage of the bill to 
create a commission on labor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of George 
Jenkins, of Washington, District of Columbia, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented the 
petition of Simeon Savage, praying for au 
extension of his patent for machinery for 
printing oil-cloths; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Simeon 
Drake, praying that publishers of and dealers 
in newspapers and periodicals be allowed to 
receive packages of four ounces on the same 
terms as regular subscribers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Arkansas, praying the establishment 
ofa mail route between Clarksville aud Reveille 
in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and proofs of Pheebo 
Hepburn, relating to the loss of certain bounty-land 
warrants, be taken from the files of tho Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial, proofs, and papers 
of William Hany Otis, relating to.his claim for dane 
ages and for injuries done his Jand adjoining Indian- 
apolis, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
roferred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and other papers of 
William H. Colledge, praying compensation for cler- 
ical services rendered the Government, be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 

Ordered, Thatthe memorial and proofsof Minorva 
Lewis, praying for compensation for the value of a 
steamboat appropriated by the naval and military 
authorities of the United States, be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committes on 
Claims. pa, 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Ordered, That the papers and files in the claim of 
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J. & €. M. Dailey be taken from the files of the Sen- | 


ate and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. SCOTT, it was 


Ordered, That J. S. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and 
George Burnham, trustees of the Walput Grove 
Gold Mining Company, of Arizona, praying remun- 
eration for property destroyed by Indian depreda- 
tions, have leave to withdraw their petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. SCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of John 
Montgomery, praying compensation for the use and 
occupation of property by the Army, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for an order that the 
communication of the Secretary of War, em- 
bodying one from the chief of ordnance rec- 
ommmending certain improvements to the 
harbor of St. Louis, and on the Mississippi 
river from Alton to the mouth of Merrimac 
river, be returned to the Senate, so that it may 
go to the other House. It was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. As the House 
originates appropriation bills, I ask that those 
papers be taken from the committee and re- 
turned to the Senate for the purpose of being 
transmitted to the House. 

It was so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 508) for the relief of certain tribes in 
the northern superintendency, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of the United States, praying an 
appropriation for a custom-house and post 
office at Shieldsborough, Mississippi, asked 
to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee | 


on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 188) for the relief of John B. Emerson, 
reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
rinted. 
£ Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the petitions of William George, Anna 
J. Lamberton, and Patrick Robbins, praying 
the allowance of arrears of pension, to report 
adversely, on the same ground on which we 
have reported in other cases of the same kind. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am also directed by 


the same committee, to whom. was referred 


the petition of John Caleb, praying to be | 
allowed a pension, to report adversely, on the |; 


ground that after a careful consideration of 
the evidence we are not. satisfied that he is 
entitled to any pension. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 


petition of William Sellers and Coleman Sell- | 


ers, praying for permission to file their appli- 


cation for an extension of their patent with | 


the Commissioner, have had the same under 


consideration, and have instructed meto report | 


adversely. The failure to apply to the Com- 
missioner appears to have been clearly negli- 
gence, and therefore the committee do not 
propose to grant authority by Congress for an 
extension. The committee recommend, there- 
fore, that the bill (H. R. No. 896) to enable 
William Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents 
for the extension of letters-patent for an im- 
provement in coupling for shafting be post- 
poned indefinitely. 
The bill was postponed indefinitely. 
BLUE FARTIL RIVER. 


Mr. CORBETT, Iam directed by the Com- 


The Com- ! 


Hi 
j 


the Blue Earth river, in the State of Minne- 
sota, not to be a navigable stream; and- I ask 
for its present consideration, as it is a matter 
which will not, I presume, be objected to. — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
648) declaring the Blue -Earth river, in the 
State of Minnesota, not to be a navigable 
stream, was read three times, and passed. The 
preamble recites that the Blue Earth river, in 

linnesota, hasbeen meandered and recorded 

as a navigable stream, but it is of no practi- 
cable use for the purposes of navigation, and 
therefore the bill declares that it is to be con- 
sidered in contemplation of law not a navi- 
gable stream. 


LEVI W. POND’S PATENT. 
Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on 
Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
624) confirming and extending a patent-right 


to Levi W. Pond and Eau Claire Lumber | 


Company, have instructed me to report it back 
without amendment. This bill was reported 


| unanimously by this committee during the last 


Congress and passed the Senate; but, as I 
understand, was not reached iu the House of 
Representatives. It is unanimously reported 


now; it will lead to no debate, and I ask for | 


its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. By it the rights described in 
the letters-patent granted on the 4th day of 
August, 1868, to Levi W. Pond and Eau Claire 
Lumber Company, of the county of Eau Claire, 


| and State of Wisconsin, and citizens of the 


United States, to an invention therein described 
and referred to, are granted, confirmed, and 
extended to Levi W. Pond and Eau Claire 


| Lumber Company, their heirs and assigns, for 


the full term of seventeen years from the Ist 
day of June, 1870, notwithstanding that the 


i invention may have been to some extent pos- 


sessed and enjoyed by the public prior to the 
date of the application for the Jetters-patent, 
which was filed on the 28d day of January, 
1868, the invention so granted and confirmed 
being described in the letters and application 
as an ‘‘improved device for sheering booms; 
letters-patent No. 80663, dated August 4, 1868; 
Levi W. Pond, of Eau Claire, Wisconsin, as- 
signor to himself and Kau Claire Lumber Com- 
pany, of same place ;’’ but all rights and priv- 
ileges heretofore sold and granted by the 
patentees to make, construct, use, or vend the 
invention, and not forfeited by the purchaser or 
grantees, are to inure to and be enjoyed by 
such purchasers or grantees respectively as 
fully and upon the same conditions, during 
the period hereby granted, as for the term that 
did exist when such sale or grant was made. 


Any pefson who had, more than two years | 
prior to the date of the application for the let- 


ters-patent, bona fide erected or constructed 
any such machine or structure for the purpose 
of putting the invention into use in any of its 
modifications, is to have and enjoy the right 
of using the invention in any such specific 


machine or structure so actually erected more į 


than two years prior to the date of the appli- 


cation for the letters-patent, in all respects as | 


though this act had not been passed; but no 
person, without grant or license from the pat- 
entees, or their assigns, is to have or enjoy by 
virtue of this act any other or greater priv- 


ileges or rights than he would have or enjoy ! . -duty 
‘| by the construction of the Pension Office, he is 


if the act had not been passed, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a; 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PORT OF DELIVERY AT SHREVEPORT. 


Mr. KELLOGG. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 


550) to constitute Shreveport, in the State of | 


Louisiana, a port of delivery, have had the 
same under consideration, and have instructed 


mittee on Commerce to report a bill declaring i| me to report it with an amendment; and I 


1 merchandise into Pittsburg, Wheeling, an 


ask, as it is very short and will lead to no 
debate, that it be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, ag in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider. the bill. d r aeg 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Commerce was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and in lieu thereof to ingert 
the following: 

That Shreveport, in the State of Louisiana, be, 
and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery within 
the collection district of New Orleans; and there 
shall be appointed a deputy collector of customs to 
reside at said port, who shail, in addition to his own 
duties, perform tho duties prescribed by the act of 
Congress, approved March 2, 1831, “for im onting 
other 
places, ? and who shall receive as compensation a 
salary not exceeding $1,500 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, aud passed. 

NAVAL PENSIONS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 457) to place on the naval 
pension-roll the names of the widows and 
minor children of Newton H. Adams and 
John Rudenstein, to report it back with the 
statement that while it appears that these 
people ought to be equitably entitled to a pen- 
sion, we think that others similarly situated 
ought to fall in thesame class; and therefore, 
while we report this bill without any opinion 
and ask to have it postponed, we at the same 
time report a bill which will grant them the 
relief and also all those who stand in the same 
class. Therefore I report this House bill with- 
out expressing an opinion, asking that it be 
postponed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar, and the new bill now 
reported by the Senator will be read. 

The bill (S. No. 644) amending the act 
approved July 27, 1868, entitled ‘An act 
relating to pensions,” was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill I ask may be 
acted on now, as it merely corrects a miscon- 
struction of a word in the pension law. 

The bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It amends the second section 
of the act of July 27, 1868, entitled ‘An act 
relating to pensions,’’ by inserting after the 
word ‘‘commissioned’’ in that section the 
words “f or was at some naval station.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Task unanimous consent 
to pass the bill now, for the reason that it is a 
bill to relieve these two widows who come 
within the equity of the statute, and other 
widows so situated whom the Pension Office 
declined to allow pensions to because their 
husbands in the naval service, although at a 
naval station and performing duty and receiv- 
ing injuries in the line of duty, did not fall 
within the letter of the statute. By the same 
section officers in the Army who are at a post, 
fort, or garrison, and in the line of duty, in 
time of peace, if they are disabled, receive a 
pension; but by the omission of one word, 
which was evidently a clerical omission, the 
words “at a naval station,’? when we turn over 
to the naval side of the samé section, are omit- 
ted. While a naval officer, asurgeon, or sailor 
is on his way toa naval station, if he receives 
an injury, a pension is. given to him now; but 
if he has got thereand entered upon his duty, 


not entitled to it, The reason for the bill is 
so plain and proper that I hope the Senate 
will pass the bill at once. i 
The bill was reported to tbe Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. MORSE. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The, Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred. the 


petition of George W. Morse and the bill (S. 
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No. 516) fo¥ the relief of George. W.. Morse 
accompanying the petition, have directed me 
to report:them back, and to ask that they be 
postponed indefinitely, as we have à favorable 
report to make upon a similar House bill which 
I hold: in my hand; i 

‘The VICE: PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill and petition will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

“Me. FERRY, of Connecticut. I am directed 
by.the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R: No. 1417) for the relief of George 
W: Morse, to report it back with an amend- 
nient, and I should like to have the bill pat on 
its-passage now. The petitioner was required 
to file some affidavits only five days before the 
expiration of the time limited by law for the 
extension of his pateat, by the Commissioner, 
and being at a distance the order didnot reach 
him, go that the five days expired without his 
affidavits being filed. The affidavits I hold in 
my hand, and they are amply sufficient for the 
purpose for which they should have been filed. 
I think the bill will take no time. 

By unanimous. consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes the Commissioner 
of Patents to entertain and exercise jurisdie- 
tion over petitions of George W. Morse for the 
extension -of two letters-patent granted to him 
on the 28th day of October, 1856, for a fur- 
ther term of seven years from the day on which 
such extensions may be granied, and to hear 
the testimony of the applicant and determine 
upon the petitions in the same manne? and with 
the same effect as if the original terms of the 
patents, or of any foreign patents covering the 
same inventions, bad not expired, and to grant 
or refuse such extensions upon the same prin- 
ciples, otherwise, that govern his decisions 
upon such applications when made under the 
law of July 8, 1870; but no person is to be 
held liable for the infringement of the patents, 
if extended, for making use of the inventions 
since the expiration of the original terms of 
the patents, and prior to the date of their ex- 
tension; and any person, firm, or corporation 
now engaged in the manufacture of fire-arms, 
aad using the invention, shall be entitled to 
use the machinery already made or constructed 
by them for manufacturing the same, without 
liability during the term of the extension. 

The Committee on Patents reported the bill 
with an amendment in line twenty-two, to 
strike ont the word. “already,” and after the 
word ‘‘same,’? in line twenty-three, to insert 
‘since the expiration of the original terms of 
said patent;’’ so that the proviso will read; 

And provided further, That any person, firm, .or 
corporation now engaged in the manufacture of üre- 
armis, and using said invention, shall be entitled to 
use the machinery made or constructed by them for 
maniacturing the same, since the expiration of the 
original terms of said patent, without liability during 
the term of said extension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 


amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in, It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CILICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to ask permission 
at this time to submit a motion to refer thebill | 
(H. R. No, 555) for the relief of sufferers by 
fire at Chicago to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois asks unanimous consent that the 
Chicago relief bill may be recommitted to the 
Committee on Finance. The Chair hears no 
objection, and that order will be made. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I suggested an 
amendment which I proposed to offer to that 
bill during my remarks upon it, and I ask 
that that amendment be also referred to 
accompany the bill, so that in the delibera- 
lions ofthe committee it may be before them. 
I ask unanimous consent. à 
. The VICE PRESIDENT.: The Chair under] 


stands from the Clerk that the amendment has 
gone to the Committee on Finance with the 


pill. . 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Very well. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask to have 
a bill which. was reported a few days since 
from the Committee on Patents, changing a 
single word in the patent laws relating to 
designs, acted upon at the present time. I 
am sure that there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ï suggest to the Sen- 
ator to wait until we get through with the 
morning business, f 

Mr. CHANDLER. The senior Scnator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BrowxLow] desires to make 
a personal explanation this morning in writing, 


and I ask that the Secretary may be permitted | 


to read the personal explanation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call for 
morning business is still resting at reports of 
committees. The Senator from Michigan 


states that the Senator from ‘Tennessee desires | 


to make a personal explanation in writing. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator may 
have the opportunity. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope there will be no 
objection to that, but I desire to introduce a 


bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the request submitted by the 
Senator from Michigan; but some Senators 
desire to introduce bills, and if there be no 
objection the Chair will receive them, subject 
to objection by any Senator in favor of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 645) to confirm the title to certain lands 
on the Fort Kearney military reservation, in 
Frémont county, lowa; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
646) to extend letters-patent heretofore issued 
to Joseph W. Fowle; which was read twice 
by its. title, referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 647) 
to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
clothing to enlisted men in place of clothing 
destroyed by accident; which was read twice 


by its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. | 


No. 648) for the relief of the heirs of Jonathan 
Haines, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, and ordered to be 
printed. , = 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of Sim- 
eon Savage; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAWS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business appears to have concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee consents, and it will take 
but a single moment, I ask to have the bill to 
which I called attention a few moments ago 
taken up and acted upon. It is Senate bill 


No. 583. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from 
Tennessee-will be allowed to proceed now. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: He consents 
to-have this bill taken up. It will not take a 
single moment, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from. Vermont .asks unanimous consent to 


consider a bill reported from the Committee 
on Patents. It will be reported, subject to 
objection after the reading, or if it should give 
rise to debate, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 583) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating 
to patents and copyrights,’’ approved July 8, 
1870. It proposes to amend section seventy- 
one of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to revise, con- 
solidate, and amend the statutes relating to 
patents and copyrights,’ approved July 8, 
1870, by striking out the word ‘ person ” in the 
first line of the section, and inserting in heu 
thereof the words ‘“‘eitizen of the United 
States.’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
what the effect of that is, whether it changes 
the law so that American manufacturers can 
put foreign marks on their manufactures and 
impose them upon the country? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As the law 
now is, it gives foreigners the same right as 
the American citizens, which the Senator from 
Illinois; I am sure, would not permit. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the effect of 
this change? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The cffect 
of this change is to allow Americans to copy 
any designs that are brought here from abroad, 
if they choose. Asthe law now is, foreigners 
may come here and have their designs regis- 
tered, and although they may he produced here 
at a much lower rate than they can be abroad, 
they cannot be produced here because they 
have obtained a copyright for the design. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the effect of this bill 
is, as it would seem to be, to allow a manu- 
facturer here to copy a foreign design, and palm 
off his goods upon the country as a foreign 
manufacture, when they are made here—take 
a great many of our perfumes and things of 
that kind which have French names, names 
unpronounceable to me—I do not know what 
the ladies would do. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Ser- 
ator desires to debate the bill 1 will withdraw 
it. I see the Senator desires to defeat the bill, 
and I will withdraw it until I can have time to 
answer him fully. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
Tom Hlinois object to the consideration of the 

i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
consideration myself, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be laid aside. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I withdraw it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont withdraws the call for the considera- 
tion of the bill at this time? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, sir. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Ido not object to its 


Tennessee [Mr. Browxtow] now has the con- 
sent of the Senate to make a personal explana - 
tion in writing, and the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the speech 
of Mr. Brown.ovw, as follows: 

Mr. President, I speak to a question of 
privilege, and ask permission of the Senate 
to reply to some aspersions on my character 
‘made by a member of the House of Represent- 
atives on the 22d ultimo, which appear in the 
Daily Globe of the 23d. The Secretary will 
find them on page 7 of thatissue under the 
name of “ Mr. BECK.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair must 
ask the Secretary to stop at this point. The 
rule in Jefferson’s Manual, quoted from Grey 
and Hatsell, reads: f 

“Tt is a breach of order in debate to notice what 


hasbeen said on thesamesubject in the other House, 
or the particular votes or majorities on it thore.” 


Also: 


“ Neither Honse can cxercise any authority over 
amember or officer of the other, but should’ com- 
piain to the House of which he is, and leave the 
punishment to them. Where the complaint is of 
words disrespectfully spoken by a member of another 
House, it is difficult to obtain punishment, because of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1037 


the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to the 


of members. Therefore, it isthe duty of the House, 
and more particularly of the Speaker, to interfere 
immediately, and not to permit expressions to go 
unnoticed which may give aground of complaint to 
the other House, and introduce proceedings and 
mutual accusations between the two Houses which 
can hardly be terminated without difficulty and dis- 
order.” —3 Hatsell, 51. : 

The Chair is compelled, without knowing 
whatthis refersto, or what has been said in the 
other House, to draw the attention of the Sen- 
ate to this point, as it is the duty of the Pre- 
siding Officer, and so stated in the authority 
in the Manual, to arrest proceedings at this 
particular point, because if this is a speech 
replying to words spoken disrespectfully of a 
Senator in the other House, then of course it 
can be replied to by the member in the other 
House, giving, as it is said, ‘‘ a ground of com- 
plaint,” and introducing ‘‘ proceedings and 
mutual accusations between the two Houses 
which can hardly be terminated without difi- 
culty and disorder.’’ It is, however, for the 
Senate, as the Chair has performed his duty, 
to decide what they please on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it would per- 
haps have been very well had that rule been 
enforced in the other House; but I ask unani- 
mous consent for the Senator from Tennessee 
to proceed, inasmuch as the member of the 
House was allowed to proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not know what proceedings have transpired 
in the other House in regard to this matter, 
and therefore speaks without knowledge, offi- 
cial or unofficial. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


sent-— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to hear 
the sentence read again, that we may know 
what it is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

“I speak to a question of privilege, and ask per- 
mission of the Senate to reply to some aspersions on 
my character made bya member of the House of 
Representatives on the 22d ultimo, which appear in 
the Congressional Globe of the 23d. The Secretary 
will find them on page 7 of that issue, under the 
name of ‘Mr. BECK?” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that of course it is unpleasant to him to 
arrest the remarks of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, as he is unable to deliver those re- 
marks himself; but he performs this unpleas- 
ant duty as he would in regard to any Senator 
on either side of the Chamber who had risen and 
opened his remarks in the same way, because 
the Manual is imperative on the subject. The 
Senator from Michigan asks unanimous con- 
sent that under the circamstances the remarks 
of the Senator from Tennessee may be reported. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis very embarrassing, 
in consequence of the situation of the Senator 
from Tennessee, to say anything in regard to 
this. I donot know what will follow, but it 
apparently is a reply to something that has 
been said in the House of Representatives; and 
the suggestion that it occurs to me would per- 
haps under the cireumstances be the proper 
one to make would be, as perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee may not have had his 
attention called to the rule, that he withdraw 
this matter until to-morrow morning and see 
whether there is anything in his remarks that 
is obnoxious to the rule which has been read 
by the Chair, and if there should be, I have 
no doubt the Senator from Tennessee would 
himself modify them so as to make his re- 
marks entirely parliamentary and proper to 
be delivered here. I merely make that as a 
suggestion, as it would, perhaps, relieve any 
embarrassment that would otherwise arise. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of course Ido not know 
the undisclosed contents of this paper; but I 
humbly submit to the Senate that there is noth- 
ing, so far, in the reading which subjects the 
Senator from Tennessee to the rule. He says 


Task unanimous con- 


Tt will be again 


immediate oting down of, words) for the security. 


that he finds in the Globe a certain thing, and 


that it contains aspersions upon him. That is: 


afact. He says he proposes to reply to that. 
Now, it may be that in the subsequent portions 
of his address he invades the privileges of the 
House or of some member of it; but I sub- 
mit to the Senate and the Chair that he does 


not, except in a very technical and formal way, | 


by saying that he finds in the Globe a para- 
graph or a statement headed as follows, which 
contains aspersions upon hiseharacter. I take 
it that if the person whose name he mentions 
in the House read an article from a newspaper, 
or read a letter from any individual reflecting 
upon him, and he finds that in the Globe, he 
does not subject himself to the rule merely by 
locating the place where he finds it, and say- 
ing that he proposes to reply to aspersions 
there. I can understand how he may very 
well reply to aspersions without interfering 
with the rule atall. I do not know how that 
maybe. It may be that the rule is interfered 
with. I only now submit to the Chair and to 
the Senate that we have not heard enough to 
say that the Senator, in any sense except a 
very technical one, has violated the rule to 
which the Chair has very properly and so 
kindly called his attention. 

Mr. HAMLIN. In corroboration of what 
the Senator from New York has said, allow 
me to call the attention of the Chair to the 
precise language of the rule, which should 
leave no doubt on the minds of Senators, if 
there were any doubt after the explanation of 
the Senator from New York. I take it this 
rule and this law applies where disrespectful 
words are spoken, because it says, ‘* where 
the complaint is of words disrespectfully 
spoken.’ Itake it that it is proper, and it 
is done every day here, for Senators to act on 
what appears in the Globe as having been said 
by members of the House in a respectful man- 
ner, and certainly in the address which the 
Senator from Tennessee has prepared, and the 
reading of which has just been commenced, 


there has been no word yet disclosed showing | 


that the Senator means to speak disrespectfally 
of a member of the House. If there should 
be words disrespectful used by the Senator, 
then only, and not until then, would the rale 
apply. 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine has quoted the words of ‘the rule, 
but the Chair looks at them very differently. 
The remarks of the Senator from Tennessee 
opened by saying that he asked permission 


made by a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 22d ultimo. The rule applies: 
«Where the complaint is of words disrespect- 
fully spoken by a member of another House.”’ 


An aspersion on the character of the Senator | 


from Tennessee is certainly ‘‘ words disrespect- 
fully spoken’? of him, and he makes com- 
plaint and desires to address the Senate on 
the subject. 

In regard to the precise point made by the 
Senator from New York, the Chair would state, 
in reply, that there have been no words dis- 
closed yet in this address, nor does the Chair 
know what the words are that violate any rule 
of the Senate in regard to parliamentary deco- 
rum except possibly reference directly to the 
proceedings of the other House. But if it is 


the pleasure of the Senate that these remarks | 


shall be made, of course the Chair will con- 
form to that pleasure. 


Mr. CONKLING. By the permission of |; 


the Chair I should like to say that I intended 
to draw the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
does not, I submit, make complaint of these 
words. He refers to the fact that such words 
have been uttered, and he says he proposes to 


reply to them. Perhaps he means to reply in | 


a spirit of complaint; perhaps he means to 
reply disrespectfully ; but I think we have a 


right, as the Chair has now suggested, toii ent States; 


| 


{ 


i 


i 


|! partially saved her for a time. 


assume that he means to reply, as he has a: 
right to reply, until the contrary appears. : 

Mr. MORTON, It seems to me that where 
a member of the other House has been per-: 
mitted by the rules of the House to make 
aspersions on the character of a Senator, the 
Senator ought at least to have unanimous con-: 
sent to make areply to such aspersions-as. 
might be proper in view of the language which. 
has been employed, and there are circum: 
stances connected with the Senator. from 
Tennessee that would make this especially 
proper, and I think he should be allowed to 
reply in terms that may be fit and proper in 
view of the character of the charges that may 
have been made against him. I hope, there- 
fore, unanimous consefit will be given. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. All the Sen- 
ators who have spoken appear to regard that 
the Senator should proceed with his remarks 
until some language is disclosed which: will 
require the Chair to interfere. The Secretary, 
then, will resume the reading. : 

The Secretary continued the reading of Mr. 
Brown Low's speech, as follows: 

The Secretary will ind them on page 7 ‘of 
that issue under the name of ‘Mr. Brox :” 


‘No, sir; Lhavenot time. When Georgia elected 
a Legislature which was Democratic, the President, 
through General Terry and his soldiers, re-recon- 
structed that State, and put into the Legislature 
nineteen Republicans who had been defeated, turn- 
ing out the duly-elected Democratic members, so as 
to make it a Republican Legislature. Tho result is 
that her debts and liabilities, as Mr. Angier, the 
treasurer, shows, were $50,000,000 when Bullock left, 
many millions of which have been stolen, and are 
forever lost to the people of that State. Those two 
great States have thus been plundered by men im- 
posed upon them by Congress and the President. 
against their will, and. soit has been in nearly all 
the southern States. Virginia, it_is true, escaped, 
as my friend from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] says; 
she never fell under Radical rule; and Mississippt 
happened to elect one of her own citizens, which 
In North Carolina 
Governor Holden was successfully, impeached for 
high crimes and misdemeanors; he is now editor of 
the Government organ at Washington city, Governor 
Bullock, of Georgia, resigned his position, and fled 
from the State to prevent certain conviction for like 
offenses. Governor Smith, of Alabama, retired in 
disgrace, proved to have officially plundered his 
State by the illegal and corrupt issue of $500,000 of 
her bonds to the Alabama and Chattanooga Rail- 
road Company; Scott, of South Carolina, proved 
by his own partisans to be a public plunderer, who, 
if he escapes impeachment, must buy his corrupt 
Legislature; Reed, of Florida, willfully robbing his 
State by illegally placing millions of her bonds in 
the hands of such a thief as Littlefield is shown 
to be; Crayton, of Arkansas, charged. by Radical 
officials with all sorts of corruption, and indicted in 
a Radical court by a Radical grand jury for the 
most flagrant offenses; Warmoth, of Louisiana, if 


to reply to some aspersions on his character | half that is said against him by his own party friends 


be true, is worse than any of them; BROWNLOW, 
while in Tennessee, making a Pandemonium of 
that State; Davis, of Texas, a tyrant and usurper, 
who is denounced by his people, regardloss of party, 
as a fiend in human form, whose orders and acts are 
a disgrace to American civilization—these are the 
men placed by Congress over seven ‘million people 


in nine once free and independent States; men who 
are loathed and execrated by the people whose rights, 
liberty, and honor it was their duty to protect. Re- 
tributive justice is on their track ; some have heen 
overtaken, the others will be. Hated and despised, 
their only refuge, if they can escape the penitentiary, 
seems to be in the Senate of the United States.” 

I beg leave to state that some ten days had 
elapsed after the utterance of these remarks 
before they were called to my attention; and 
as they assailed my official integrity while Gov- 
ernor of Tennessee I have delayed my response 
in orderto receive from home some facts which 
prove their recklessness and falsity. 

The charges of Mr. Beck are, in general 
terms, that the southern States have “been 
plundered by men imposed upon them by 
Congress and the President against their will,’ 
with particular reference to myself as ‘‘ BROWN- 
Low, while in Tennessee, making a Pandemo- 
nium of that State;’’ and in order that I may 
not escape the imputations of a want of integ- 
rity or unmitigated  scoundrelism which he 
hurls at the southern governments, he farther 
says: 7 

“These are the men placed by Congress over 
seven million people in nine once free andindepend= 
men who are loathed and éxecrated by 
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the. people whose rights, liberty, and honor it was. 
their duty to. protect. Retributive justice ig on 
their,track; some have been overtaken, the others 
willbe. Hated and despised, their only refuge, if 
they-can escape the penitentiary, seems to be in the 
Senate of the United States.” 

Aslam one of the two: Governors alluded 
to,.now Senators of the United States, these 
general charges apply to me, and. I cannot 
permit them to‘go unanswered to the country. 

I have had nothing to do with the adminis- 
tration of any. other State than the one I have 
the honor to represent in part in the Senate ; 
and shall therefore confine my reply to that 
portion of Mr. Bzcx’s remarks which asperse 
the government of Tennessee and myself per- 
sonally. 

There was a time in the history of my life 
when Mr. Breck would not have dared to put 
this or any other insult upon me, for fear I 
would have taken from his hand the slave- 
whip with. which, as overseer on a Kentucky 
plantation, he was accustomed to whip negroes 
for pay, and laid it across hisown back. The 
code by which the gentlemen of Kentucky were 
governed in those days, having in it certain 

rinciples of honor, would not have reached 
ow enough down in the social scale to find 
his level; for when he abandoned the honor- 
able pursuit of hostler in a livery stable to 
become a slave-driver he betrayed the posses- 
sion of qualities which the gentlemen of old 
Kentucky never ceased to despise. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state that he regards this language as language 
which could not be regarded as in order if 
addressed by one Senator to another on the 
floor; and therefore, regretting that he is com- 
pelled to do it in performance of duty to him- 
self, he reads again from page 232 of the 
Manual, to which he has already drawn the 
attention of the Senate: 

“Therefore it is the duty of the House, and more 
particularly ‘of the Speaker’— 
` Which, of course, means the Presiding 
Officer here— 

“to interfere immediately, and not to permit ex- 
pressions to go unnoticed which may give a ground 
of complaint in the other House, and introduce pro- 
ceedings and mutual accusations between the two 
Houses, which can hardly be terminated without 
difficulty and disorder.” 

Of course, if these remarks were consented 
to by the Chair, a reply to them would be as 
much in order in the House. It is for the 
Senate to decide. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
interposed, but that the Senator will be allowed 
to proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri asks unanimous consent that 
the Secretary shall continue the reading not- 
withstanding the point made by the Chair. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. POMEROY. This reflection, I notice, is | 


not.simply upon the Senator from Tennessee, 
but it-is upon the Senate itself. The House 
hag allowed the Senate itself to be insulted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
state that the precedents in Hatsell are very 
numerous to the point that when aspersions 
are made on one House itself it must bring 
the matter to the notice of the other House 
by distinct resolution ; so much sothat on sev- 
eral occasions they have postponed all busi- 
ness until disputes between the two Houses 
have been settled where the aspersions were 
on one House itself. The Secretary will 
resume the reading, as unanimous consent of 
the Senate is granted. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to inquire 
from the Vice President whether there is any 
precedent within his knowledge for the use of 
such language by a Senator on this floor against 
a member of the other House? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That isa matter 
which the Chair must answer not as a question 
of parliamentary law but as a question of rec- 
ollection. © =; 

Mr, CASSERLY. Of history. 


I hope no objection will be | 


$ 


{ 


| 


. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
reply that he has on several occasions, in the 
fifteen years that he has been here, seen re- 
marks of this character printed in the Globe 
relative to Senators and Representatives in 
regard to matters on which there was some 
personal excitement. 

Mr. BLAIR. . I think there is abundant pre- 
cedent for any Senator here, who: came here 
by the. same means with the Senator from 
Tennessee, being allowed to use such character 
of language as he. deems fit in regard to the 
means by which he came here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not understand the reference of the Senator 
from Missouri. .The words themselves are 
general in their character; but unanimous 
consent of the Senate has been granted for 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Browntow] 
to proceed. The Secretary will resume the 
reading. 

The Secretary continued the reading of Mr. 
Browntow’s speech as follows: 

If the overseers of Kentucky whipped the 
negroes under their slave system of labor, the 
gentlemen from Kentucky, be it said to their 
credit, sometimes. whipped the overseers; 
they did not fight with them. Their code of 
honor forbade it. But both of these methods 
have gone out of date, and in the upheavals 
of the civil war we find men who were once 
overseers aspiring to the seats formerly filled 
by Clay and Crittenden, denouncing the Senate 
as a house of. refuge for thieves, and yet can- 
vassing their States to secure a seat in it. 
it be a mere refuge from the penitentiary, why, 
I would like to ask, is Mr. Beck so anxious to 
come to the Senate? Is he affrighted by the 
rapidly closing career of his Democratic com- 
patriots, Boss Tweed, Peter B. Sweeny, Con- 
nolly, and Hall? Does the shadow of Sing 
Sing reach all the way to Kentucky? Does it 
forewarn him of his impending doom, that he 
should strive to find a refuge here, like the 
guilty king of England, who exclaimed : 

“By the apostle Paul, shadows to-night 

Have struck more terror to the soulof Richard, 

Than can the substance of ten thousand soldiers?” 

I am a refugée, and while the short limit 
of my life endures cannot recover from its 
outward signs. ‘These feeble limbs that need 


assistance to bring me to this Chamber; these |; 


paisied hands that ask for help to write; my 
whispering voice that cannot speak my thoughts, 
all bear testimony to the fact—I am a refugee. 
It is a coward’s part to call me one, but yet I 
hold the title as an honor. 

I first became a refugee on the Sth day of 


| November, 1861, having remained at my home 


in Knoxville defending the cause of my coun- 
try against organized treason at the risk of my 
life until that day. How I had escaped immo- 
lation I do not know, except that it was in the 


| merey of God’s providence which sustained 
| me in my efforts to put down ahell-born rebel- || 


lion. My paper had been suppressed and my 
arrest for treason against the southern con- 
federacy determined upon. . 

In my. last issue of. the Knoxville Whig, 
dated October 24, 1861, I, addressed my sub- 
scribers in the following terms: 


“JT shall in no degree feel humbled by being cast 


into prison whenever itis the will and pleasure of || 


this august Government to put me there; but on the 


contrary, 1 shall feel proud of my confinement. I 1 its support and repairing had to be made 


shall go to jail as John Rodgers went to the stake— 
for my principles. I shall go because I have failed 
to recognize the hand of God in the work of break- 
ing up the American Government, and the inaugu- 
ration of the most wicked, cruel, unnatural,and un- 
called-for war everrecorded in history. I go because 
J have refused to laud to the skies the acts of tyranny, 
usurpation, and oppression inflicted upon the peo- 


ple of East Tennessee for their devotion to the Con- 


stitution and laws of the Government handed down | 


to them by their fathers, and the liberties secured to 
them by awar of seven long years of gloom, poverty, 
and trial?” = è. = °. "Exchanging with 
proud satisfaction the editorial chair and the sweet 
endearments of home for à cell in the prison or th 


lot of an exile, I have the honor tobe, &e., e 
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keditor of Knoxville Whig.” 


If | 
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H 


ji 
| 


H to my account, 
| dilapidated, and its splendid grounds and val- 
|: uable farm property of hundreds of acres run 


i 
| destroyed and run south 


The utterance of words like these made me 
a ‘refugee,’ and on the 5th of the succeeding 
month J found a-hiding place from the blood- 
hounds of rebellion in the smoky mountains 
which separate North Carolina from Tennessee, 
beyond the precints of civilization. Amid 
the high summits of this rango, and in one of 
their deen gorges where no vehicle had ever 
penetrated, I found a temporary refuge until 
rebel scouts discovered my hiding-place. I 
was then induced by false promises of protec- 
tion and being sent through the lines to deliver 
myself up to the rebel authorities of the con- 
federacy in Tennessee, but they treacherously 
threw me into prison. I will not detail the 
dreary horrors of that incarceration, in which 
I saw men led from my side to an execution I 
expected daily to share; others dying of fever; 
the agonized cries of wives and children of 
men sent to death for loving their country. 
I, who was second to no man in strength and 
vigor of body and constitution, came out of 
prison sick, and have never recovered from 
the shock my system there received. 

After this I was exiled by the rebel govern- 
ment, sent through their lines, and became a 
refugee north of the Ohio, while he who assails 
me did what? I had liked to have said he , 
doffed his rebel uniform and joined the army 
of traitors to fight against his country; but 
that would be paying an undeserved tribute 
to a courage he never possessed. He obtained 
his commission, he got his uniform and equip- 
ments ready, but he never wore them. Like 
Falstaff, he thought ‘‘discretion the better part 
of valor,” and skulked. Whipping Union sol- 
diers was a different sort of pastime from whip- 
ping slaves, as the most courageous overseer 
thought twice before a fighting game in which 
the opposite party held as good a hand as he. 

I returned to my home with Burnside’s 
army, and when at last the voice of the loyal 
people of Tennessee could be heard through 
the ballot-box, they gave me a ‘‘refuge’’ in the 
gubernatorial chair of that State. Iwas not 
put there by Congress and the President. 
| After the expiration of my term of service the 
1 same people reélected me to a second guber- 
| natorial term by over fifty-two thousand ma- 
| jority, and before the expiration of that term 
j the Legislature sent me to this ‘‘ refuge.” 

There were some extraordinary expenses 
but very necessary ones, which the State ha 
to incur during my administration, resulting 
| from the destruction of State property by the 
| rebels. Among the first of my duties was to 
rebuild the penitentiary, a large portion of 
which the Democracy had burnt down in 1864, 
perhaps from a desire to have the leaders of 
| their party at large. This was adding to the 
| State’s indebtedness, but should not be charged 
The State lunatic asylum was 


down. These had to be renovated, anda new 


| building had to be erected to provide for the 


i colored insane, no provision having been 
made for them before. The school fund had 


| been appropriated to purposes of treason. 


All over the State rebellion had done its bale- 
ful work of destruction. The asylum for the 
; deaf and dumb children of the State had been 
| occupied as a hospital, its furniture destroyed 
| and property injured, and appropriations for 


Railroads were worn out, their rolling-stock 
; bridges destroyed ; 
depots demolished, and Í was compelled to 
rebuild; and he who charges that in anything 


| I did I was animated by other than a sincere 


desire to serve my State, or that I had an itch- 
ing palm, or that one cent of the people’s 
money, other than my limited salary, was 
appropriated to my own uses, is, without qual- 
ification, an unmitigated liar, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading 


will be suspended. The. morning hour has 
expired, and the resolution of the Senator 
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from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumyer] is before 
the Senate, upon which the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr: Haran] is entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the regular 
order be passed over informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan asks that it be informally passed over 
until the conclusion of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the resolution will be informally 
passed over. The reading of the remarks of 
the Senator from Tennessee will be continued. 

The Secretary continued to read Mr. Brown- 
Low’s speech, as follows: 

I invite investigation and I challenge proof. 
I sawit stated the other dayin a leading paper 
that it is a bad symptom of the times that pub- 
lic men, whose integrity is assailed, take no 
notice of the slanders,if they be such, allow- 
ing themselves to be classed among the guilty 
whose only refuge is in silence. I am notone 
of that class. 1 do cherish my reputation for 
integrity. Men may say what they please of 
my political views and public policy. If the 
first are unsound, they are at least those of a 
majority of my fellow-countrymen ; and if the 
latter seems harsh to the enemies of the Union 
they will at least admit that it has been con- 
sistent. Their tender mercies toward myself 
and the Unionists of Hast Tennessee were 
hardly the sort of schooling they could expect 
to produce a meek and merciful ruler. If I 
have, to a certain extent, repaid them in 
kind, let them remember Gratiano’s response 
to Shylock : 

“I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that word.” 

They must, moreover, acquit me of returning 
their savagery in degree; for [neitherhad them 
whipped nor hung, nor otherwise maltreated 
them as Isaw them treat those who agreed with 
me. But there is one thing [ permit no man 
to assail without response, and that is my hon- 
esty. I know the fallibility of human judg- 
ment, and can therefore view with unconcern 
all differences of opinion; but if I have any 
knowledge of my own acts, and must carry 
that knowledge to the bar of final judgment 
where He who judges will know whether I speak 
truly or not, I never soiled my soul with pecu- 
lation, nor used the people’s trust for private 
gain. My enemies, and [bave plenty of them, 
as my country has, in Tennessee, will tell the 
member from Kentucky that his statement is 
not true. If he reads the Democratic news- 
papers of Tennessee he would long since have 
learned that his own party do not believe me 
to have been corruptin office. The most influ- 
ential newspapers of the State which supported 
Seymour and Blair have vindicated me from 
any imputation upon my personal or official 
integrity. Differing widely from me upon the 
policy of my administration, they have never- 
theless done me the justice to acquit me of any 
official malfeasance or personal dishonesty. 
Tt is further gratifying to me to state that 
such has been my treatment at the hands of 
the Democratic press generally in Tennessee 
since the bitterness of local conflict has ceased, 
while many prominent leaders of that party 
have paid me a like tribute. I avail myself 
of this opportunity, for I may never have an- 
other, to thank them for this, and to express 


my grateful acknowledgments for what [ be- 


lieve to be their just appreciation of my char- 
acter in that respect. 


Of course my administration in Tennessee | 


did not escape without personal motives of 
self-interest being ascribed to me; but as I 
had no reason to shun the broad light of day 
upon all my acts, I invited investigation, and 
had the good fortune to be vindicated by my 
political antagonists. A Democratic commit- 
tee of the Legislature, which looked into my 
administration of affairs with the hope of find- 
ing some delinquency which would give them 
a triumph over me, reported that they could 
find nothing. I was charged with personal 
motives in the suit of The State os. William 
H. Ballew ez al., from which I was vindicated 


by-the decision of the supreme court of Ten- 
nessee, composed exclusively of my political 
opponents, and the record is there for any to 
peruse who wish: - 

At one period, with. the view of making 
political capital, my action with regard to the 
issue of State bonds was assailed by a gentle- 
man who has since confessed his ignorance of 
the facts, and frankly admitted the errors of 
his statements and the injustice done me. 

Mr. A. J. Fletcher, then secretary of State, 
by no means in harmony with me personally, 
made the following statementin the New York 
Times for the satisfaction of Tennessee bond- 
holders, not purposely in my vindication. The 
result, however, will be seen to have been a 
thorough justification of my course in that 
regard: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY OF STATE, 
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE, October 4, 1869. 
To the Editor of the New York Times: 

Some days since my attention was called to a 
letter from your correspondent at Knoxville, dated 
September 16, 1869, upon the finances of Tennessee, 
with a request that thestatements therein contained 
be denied orexplained. As the letter was anony- 
mous, and its statements, as L supposed, generally 
known to be unfounded, I did not deem the com- 
munication worthy of attention. But as I continue 
to receive Jetters of inquiry as to the statements 
alluded to, I will, with your permission and through 
your paper, notice the principal allegations of your 
correspondent. 


AMOUNT OF THE STATE DEBT. 


_ The statement that the debt of Tennessee has been 
increased since the war from $16,000,000 to $40,000,000 
is recklessly made, in total ignorance of the facts. 
As the financial report of the comptroller will be 
sent tothe Legislature in a few days, it will not be 
necessary here to make exact calculation as to 
amounts, as they will then fully appear. TI will, in 
view of the early appearance of that important doc- 
ument, use round numbers in this paper. The entire 
State debt at the beginning of the war was about 
cightcen million dollars. The interest which accu- 
mulated during the war amounted to over four mil- 
lion five hundred thousand dollars, and the debt 
that matured during the war amounted to about 
half a million; making the State debt at the close 
of the war about twenty-three million dollars. Since 
| then over a million dolars of that debt bas matured 
and been funded by the issuance of new bonds. It 
| will be seen that your correspondent considers the 
$5,000,000 that matured during the war and $1,000,000 
since as an increase of the debt. And even upon 
that assumption, his statements are greatly exag- 
gerated. The actual amount of tho increase of the 
debt since the war, for all purposes, does not reach 
$14,000,000. Your correspondent has it $24,000,000— 
an error of $10,000,000. 


ALLEGED FRAUD IN SIGNING AND SEALING BONDS. 


Your correspondent further says: ‘‘ laminformed, 
on very reliable authority, that there is no record 
in the comptroller’s or treasurer’s office at Nash- 
ville to show just how many bonds have been issued 
since Governor BRowNLow’s administration com- 


! with blank bonds, to which the seal of the State 


number they signed and issued.” 

It is only necessary to say that both the comp- 
trolier’s books and the books of the Executive, kept 
by theseeretary of State, willshow the exact amount, 
date of issuance, numbers and time of maturity, 
with the letters and series of every bond issued 
since the war, as well as the purpose of issuance 


was issued. The latter sentence of the foregoing 
| quotation is without the slightest foundation in fact, i 


menced, Irresponsible men were intrusted by him | 


was affixed, and no living human being knows the | 


! and a reference to the law under which such bond jj 


i ” Again: “Sworn witnesses deposed, before one of | 
| the investigating committees of tho last Legislature, | 
that one of BROWNLOW’S agents was found some i 
time ago in one of the private banks of New York | 
| signing Tennessee bonds, which were furnished him | 


| of the number of bonds issued, and I see no reason 
| to doubt but that many were signed and issued 
without any authority.” 3 


only witness who spoke of signing the Governor's 


make the foregoing statement worse than simply 


f blank bonds from the National Bank | 
Note Company, who were the engravers. Not wish- 
ing to return to Nashville immediately, and the 
bonds being needed, he signed about two hundred 
with the Governor’s name, without the great seal, | 
aud sent them by express to the secretary's office, 
where they were countersigned and sealed, passed, 
to the comptroller for the signing of the coupons, 
and then issued to the railroad company entitled to 
them. This is all there is of this story. 
REPUDIATION NOT POPULAR. 

It is not true that “many of their leading men 
are open and ayowed repudiators.” It may be true 
that a few persons in Tennessee, misled by such re- 
| ports as your correspondent publishes, have spoken 


receive alot o 


I have before me the original deposition of the i 


untrue. On one occasion the Governor’s clerk, who || 
signed hiig name to all papers, went to New York to |; 


in blank, with the seal of the State affixed. No per- | 
fect record has been kept by the officer at Nashville |; 


of ‘repudiating any bonds that might appear to'be 
illegally issued, but nothing more. Í have conversed 
with most of the members of the incoming Legis- 
lature, and have yet to hear a single one speak of 
repudiating any bond lawfully issued.. Ua Ps ss 
eferring toa statement. of the new bonds lately 
publisbed from this office, your correspondent says: 
_ “The bonds embraced in the third class were 
issued in exchange for some bonds which were 
returned as mutilated. and defaced, New. ones 
were issued in their stead, but I am informed that 
the defaced bonds cannot, now be found, and ‘itis 
believed they are also in circulation.” Soars 
If this statement is true, the Governor, secretary 
of State, and comptroller, and all otbers implicated 
with them, are guilty of felonies of gigantic propor- 
tions. Of course no denial from those officers will 
be expected.. But for the information of those inter- 


ested in Tennessee securities, I will state that a 


book has been kept in the secretary’s office, in which 
a receipt will appear for every bond issued in 
exohanye for each mutilated, defaced, or defective 
bond taken up, showing the numbers, dates, series 
and amount of both, the new bond issued and the 
new bond taken up, and also the receipt of tho 
comptroller for the old bond thus retired; in addi- 
tion to which, every bond thus retired is now in 
the comptroller’s office, completely canceled with 
the proper instruments. And every coupon which 
has matured since 1861, and which has been paid 
or funded, is also preserved, totally canceled, and 
pasted in a book in such manner as to be easily 
counted. : 

T shall not combat the legal argument of your cor- 
respondent in vindication of his position that “a 
State is sovereign, and cannot be sucd without, her 
consent,” except to state that the reports of the 
‘Supreme Court of the United States would seem to 
indicate that the like has been done very often, and 
that the ablest lawyers in Tennessee are of opinion 
that our bondholders may be subrogated to the 
rights of the State in her railroads. The disclosure 
of your correspondent’s name may cast all these 
into the background, in view of which I will not 
enter the lists with him. 


REGULAR RECORD OF ALL BONDS. 


In conclusion, I will take this occasion to aay to 
all holders of Tennessee bonds that every new bond 
of the State now in circulation has been sealed and 
countersigned by me, after being signed by the Gov- 
ernor himself, or some one Known to me to have 
been authorized to sign his name; that the books 
which record the issuance and retiring of bonds have 
been kept with far more accuracy and fullness since 
the war than they were before; and that, having 
been connected, as scoretary of State, with the State 
government since its organization in 1865—being 
now the oldest State officer in office—I venture the 
statement that not a single reason can be given for 
the repudiation of the new bonds that does not 
apply with equal force, if there be any force in such 


| reason, to the old bonds, 


THE STATE DEBT CAN BE PAID. 


The resumption of the payment of the interest 
may be delayed for several years—perhaps. three 
years—but as yet no well-informed Tennesseean 
thinks of repudiation; and unless further anarchy 
and revolution occurs every dollar of her liabilities 
will be paid. Any able business mun, if he could 
be untrammeled, can take charge of the finances 
of Tennessee, and by a judicious management of the 
State’s lien on her railroads reduce the debt of the 
State in twelve monthsto $9,000,000, a sum that the 
people of the State would not be conscious of. Half 
of the entire debt rests upon railroad companies, 


| who pay their interest without difficulty, and who 


are already considering the project of buying in the 
bonds of the State to an extent sufficient to extin- 
guish their entire liabilities to the State. This 
would certainly be sound financial policy on their 
part: and as the Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company has done so, strong hopes are entertained 
that other companies will follow. 


WHEN INTEREST WILL BF PAID. 
Your correspondent gives the new bondholders 
the comforting assurance that their interest will 


not be paid in ten years. The duration of the sus- 
the State 


! be safely made as to the duration of the suspension, 


name in New York. It is so grossly perverted as to jj 


uld not be 


A. J, FLETCHER, 


Secretary of State of Tennessee, 

I do not deem it necessary to go further ia 
vindicating either my personal or official in- 
tegrity. If it shall ever be the good fortune 
of the member from Kentucky to receive the 


i} game number of evidences of his State’s re- 


gard as I bave received from mine, and after 
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the discharge. of his public functions he can | 


show ‘as. clean a pair of hands, I trust no 
younger man will be so ungracious as to charge 
him with escaping from the penitentiary. 

His declaration that I am loathed and exe- 
crated by the people of my State is as falseas 
shell, for it is the solace of my declining days 
‘that they bring me every day renewed evidences 
of the good willand kindly appreciation of my 
fellow-citizens of Tennessee. The asperities 
of the war are not yet over, and I doubtless 
share in the hatred which unrepentant rebels 
still manifest toward Union men, but I am 
sustaifed bya good conscience and unfaltering 
trust in divine goodness, and I can stand that. 

My public acts are already a part of the his- 
tory of my State and country, and [ submit 
them to the honest judgment of posterity. As 
for my rude assailant, as Daniel Webster once 
said of a contemptible foe— 


“T leave him; I Jeave him inthe worst of all pos- 
sible company; I leave him with himself.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPuersony, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
1548) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Quincy, Ilinois, for the acommo- 
dation of the post office, custom-house, and 
other public officers ; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMU NICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Postmaster 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 13th instant, informa- 
tion as to the detention of the California mails 
on the Union Pacific and Central Pacific rail- 
roads, or either of them, during the present 
winter, and what steps he has taken for the 
forwarding of such mails to their destination ; 
which, on motion of Mr. CASSERLY, was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed, 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
Somyer on the 12th instant: 


Whereas it appears from a recent cable telegram 
that the committee of the French National Assem- 
bly on war contracts has adopted a resolution ask- 
ing the United States Government to furnish the 
result of inquiry into the conduct of American offi- 
cials suspected of participating in the purchase of 
arms for the French Government during the war 
with Germany ; ; : 

nd whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, at New York, in a dispatch dated at New 
York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel Reming- 
ton, at Tours, in France, near the Government of 
National Defense, uses the following language: * We 
have tho strongest influences working for us, which 
will use all their efforts to succeed :” 

nd whereasin aletter dated at New York, Decem- 
ber 13, 1871, addressed by Samuel Remington to Jules 
Le Cesne, president of the armament committee, at 
Tours,in France, the following language is employed : 


New York, December 13, 1870. 


Sin: Ihave the honor to inform you I have received 
your telegram of the l0th:and lith ordering the 
number of batteries to bereduced in number to fifty, 
and informing me of instructions to the consul 
regarding the last. credit to him of 3,000,000 francs. 
Although at the time of the receipt of the telegram 
2 had bought the whole number, one hundred, and 
had ‘paid the advance required, $200,000, the Gov- 
ernment very willingly reduced the number to fifty. 

Regarding the purchase of Springfields, (trans- 
formed;) Allen’s system, I am sorry to say the 
greatest number we may hope to get will not, I fear, 
exceed forty thousand. The Government has never 
made but about seventy-five thousand all told, and 
forty thousandis the greatest number they think it 
prudenttospare. I maybe able to procure, depend- 
ing upon an exchange of our arms at some future 
time, for the numberof breech-loading Springfields 
over and above forty thousand they are willing to 

‘let go now. | 

This question ofan exchange, with the very friend- 
ly feeling I find existing to aid France, I hope to be 
able to procure more. Cartridges for these forty 
thousand willin agreat measure require tobe made, 
asthe Government have but about three millionsia 
hand. But the Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, four hundred for each gun, to 
be made, and_the cartridge-works have had orders 
(given yesterday) to increase production to the full 
capacity of works, This question of making the 

-eartridges at the Government works wag a difficult 


one to get over; butitisdone. The price the Gov- 
ernment will charge for the guns and cartridges will 
be: „or as near that as possible. 3 
JULES LE CESNE, esd., | 

“President Commission of Armament, &e. 


And whereas the Secretary of War, under date of 
January 19, 1872, addressed the following commun- 
ication to the Secretary of State: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON City, January 19, 1872. 


Sır : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of a note from you of the 4th instant, inclosing, by 
request of Mr. de Bellonnet, chargé d’affaires of 
France, a copy of a letter from Mr. Remington to 
the president of the commission of armament at 
Tours, containing a series of allegations in regard to 
the purchase of arms, &c, i, 

The first of these allegations which seem to require 
specific reply is, ‘Cartridges for these forty thou- 
sand will ina great measure require to be made, as 
the Government have but about three million on 
hand; but the Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, fonr hundred for each gun, 
to. be made, and the cartridge-works have orders 
(given yesterday) to increase production to the full 
capacity of the works. This question of making the 
catridges at the Government works was a difficult 
one to get over, but it is done.” 


In reply to that allegation, I have to say that on | 


the 13th of December, 1870, cartridges necessary. to 
supply about two hundred rounds per gun to the 
model 1866 breech-loaders sold Thomas Richardson 
were ordered to be manufactured at the Frankford 
Arsenal, and this number of cartridges was neces- 
sary to effect the sale of the arms. The Messrs. 
Remington &Sons did not buy any arms or ammuni- 
tion from this Department after about the middle of 
October, 1870, nor would any bid from them for such 
articles have been entertained by the United States 
subsequent to that date. E i 

To the second prominent allegation which is con- 
tained in the paper purporting to be a copy of a tele- 
gram from Squire to Remington, and which is here- 
with returned, I bave the honor to reply that this 
Department has no knowledge of any influence 
exerted in favorof, or for the success of, any trans- 
action between the United States and Mr. Squire, 
for himself or Messrs. Remington & Sons. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 


To the Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE. 


And whereas it appears from these several com- 
munications not only that arms were sold, but that 
ammunition was manufactured in the workshops 
of the United States Government, and sold to one 
Thomas Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs. 
Remington & Sons, when the bids of the latter had 
been thrown out for the reason that they were the 
agents of the French Government; , 

And whereas it appears from the official report of 
the Secretary of War that, in the year 1870-71, the 
sale of ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000,000, 
from which, according to the report, only a small 
sum was retained to meet the expenses of preparing 
other stores for sale, while the official report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the same year acknowl- 
edges the receipt of only $8,286,131 70, showing a 
difference of over $1,700,000; 

And whereas acomparison ofthe accounts rendered 
by the French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the United 
States, and the accounts rendered by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for moneys received in 
thesame transaction, shows a large difference, which 
seems to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that 
United States officials have taken an undue part 
therein; 

And whereas the good name of the American Gov- 


| erument seems to be seriously compromised by these 


incidents, and a just regard to national honor, as 
well as to the interest of the Treasury, requires 
that they should not be allowed to-pass without the 
most thorough inquiry: Therefore, 

Lesolved, That a select committee of seven be 
appointed to investigate all sales of ordnance stores 
made by the Government of the United States dur- 
ing the war between France and Germany ; to ascer- 
tain the persons to whom such sales were made, the 
circumstances under which they were made, and tho 
real parties in interest, and the sums respectively 
paid and reseived by the real parties; and that 
thè committee have power to send for persons and 
papers; and that the investigation be conducted 
in public. 

Mr. HARLAN resumed the floor and con- 
cluded the speech commenced by him yester- 
day. [It will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I cannot vote for the preamble to this resolu- 
tion, and I am at a loss to see how any other 
Senator can do so; and the resolution I con- 
sider entirely uncalled for. 

This is a most anomalous and unusual pro- 
ceeding. If it did not come from one whose 
patriotism I do not question, I should say that 
it was a proceeding hostile to the interests 
of the country. It is anomalous in this: with 
no complaint from Prussia, although the mat- 
ter involved in the resolution oceurred in 1870, 
we are referred to telegraphic dispatches, to 
scraps from the correspondence of brokers, 


H 


and to recondite authorities, which are trans- 
lated before us from the French for inter- 
national law, for the purpose of showing that 
our nation has violated her neutral obligations 
to a friendly Power. An effort is made to 
establish a case which, if successful, authorizes 
Prussia to demand of our nation apology, 
indemnity, and damages. : Í 

Sir, to effect that result is no part of my 
mission to this Chamber; such is not my duty. 
If I were here a representative of Prussia, I 
would not feel authorized to make this case 
against the United States unless I were so 
directed by my Government. And I do not 
understand that even the Prussian minister 
complains of any violation of the neutral obli- 
gations of this country toward his nation. It 
is a volunteer movement on the part of the 
American Senate to make a case against our 
own country, 

And, Mr. President, on what a trifling cob- 
ble-house statement this charge against the 
country is founded! Let me look at this pre- 
amble for another purpose than that for which 
my friend from Iowa has referred to it. The 
first position taken is this; 


Whereas it appears from a recent cable telegram 
that the committee of the French National Assem- 
biy on war contracts, has adopted a resolution ask- 
ing the United States Government to furnish the 
result of inquiry into the conduct of American offi- 
cials suspected of participating in the purchase of 
arms, &c. 


A telegram! From whom does it come? 
It is anonymous; it does not come from the 


| French Government, and therefore should not 


be respected by us. It does not appear to 
whom it is directed, and as it is not directed to 
our Government we should not notice it. The 
Senate of the United States is asked to base 
most important action and to make a case 
against our own country because an anony- 
mous telegram has reached here which refers 
to a resolution! Why not wait for the resolu- 
tion? If the French Government has any 
right to ask our action, why does not the French 
minister present his demand? 

The telegram says that American officials 
are suspected. By whom they are suspected, 
whether by the French Government or by indi- 
viduals, does not appear. Certainly they are 
not suspected by us; and it is most illogical for 
us to base our action here on suspicions that 
exist there. I might as well eat a dinner he- 
cause some manin France is hungry. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have heard of an old gentleman who, 
during the season of the cholera, used to drink 
freely of brandy and water whenever his wife 
had any unpleasant feelings, [laughter ;] but I 
never thought it was very logical. Quite as 
much so, however, as for us to base grave 
action in this country on suspicion entertained 
in France. 

Look at the next specification of the pre- 
amble; : 

Whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, at New York, in a dispatch dated at 
New York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel 
Remington, at Tours, in France, near the Govern- 
ment of National Defense, uses the following lan- 


guage: “ We have the strongest influences working 
for us, which will use all their efforts to succeed,” 


What is that, sir, but the mere brag of the 
employé to make himself appear a great- man 


j to his employer, just as lobbyists write home 


that they have brought the strongest influence 
to bear upon Senator A or Senator B, and that 
the thing will work finely? The very preamble 
itself shows that Mr. Squire’s statement is in- 
correct, for the Secretary of War, in the letter 
recited below, says that in the middle of Octo- 
ber, 1870, he had determined that he would 
not receive a bid from Remington & Sons. It 
was on the 15thof October he had made this 
determiuation ; but Mr. Squire, on the 8th of 
October, writes that he had this prodigions 
influence at work. His influence did not turn 
out to. be very potential, for his employer 
seems to be the only man in all the world to 
whom the American officials had determined 


; they would not sell arms. 


The next statement of the preamble is the 
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letter of Remington. * What is there in that? 
The point of the letter is that the Government 
had agreed to have cartridges manufactured 
to be sold with the arms. If the sale of the 
arnis was unlav ful, making the cartridges was 
an aggravation of the wrong; butif the sale 
of the arms was lawful, the making of car- 
tridges in order to effect the sale was also 
lawful. Ifa man steals a horse and sells him 
it may be some aggravation that he sells the 
stolen blanket and halter with him; but if he 
sell a horse that he owns, honestly selling the 
blanket and balter with him does not change 
the character of the transaction, 

The next point in the preamble is the letter 
from the Secretary of War, in which he says 
that he sold these arms to Richardson and 
had the cartridges manufactured in order to 
effect the sale. 

That is the testimony, and that is all of it. 
Those four points constitute the whole founda- 
tion upon which this superstructure is reared | 

Now, we come to the original suggestions 
of the mover: 

Whereas it appears from these several communi- 
cations, not only that arms were sold, but that am- 
munition was manufactured in the workshops of the 
United States Government and sold to one Thomas 
Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs, Reming- 
ton & Sons, when the bids of the latter had been 
thrown out for the reason that they were the agents 
of the French Governinent. 

Here we find a most important inaccuracy. 
The whole point of this specification is that 
Richardson was, as is here stated, ‘‘the known 
attorney” of Remington & Sons, the French 
agents. This important fact the preamble 
asserts appears by the preceding communica- 
tions, and these communications show no such 
fact, neither do they tend to show it. 

Then the next specification rans thus: 

Whereas it appedrs from tho official report of the 
Secretary of War that in the year 1870-71 the sale of 
ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000%000, from 
which, according to the report, only a small sum was 
retained to meet the expenses of preparing other 
stores for sale, while the official report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for the same year acknowledges 
the receipt of only $8,280,131 70, showing a difference 
of over $1,700,000, 

Why, Me. President, we are practical men, 
acquainted with affairs, and are not novices. 
Did it ever occur that one who was about to 
piller and abstract $1,700,000 made the entry 
in his books that he had received the full sam 
for which he was to account, the $10,000,000, 
ahd then, after he had abstracted the money, 
putitin the foré-frout of his report that he had 
yeceived $10,000,000, and sowed the report 
broadcast over the country, so that every man 
who could read should have the full proof of 
his guilt? Addressed to men acquainted with 
life the charge of gnilt is an absurdity, This 


oo oe . | 
charge has been sufficiently refuted, however. 


Tue preamble next asserts that— i 
_A comparison of the accounts rendered by the 
French Government for moneys expended by its 
agents in the purchase of armsin the United States, 
and the accounts rendered by the Government of 
the United States for moneys received in the same 
transaction, shows a large difference, which seems 
to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that the 
United States oficials have taken an undue part 
therein. 

As has been properly inquired by my friend 
from Jowa, does the standing of American 
ollicials, the integrity of our leading men, 
depend upon the correctness with which ac- 
counts are kept in France? If so, it becomes 
the officers of this nation, who would guard 
their integrity or reputation, to have some 
expert accountant on hand to see that the 
French accounts are accurately kept. The 
difference in these two accounts only show 
that those who sold to France obtained for 
the arms more than our Government sold 
them for. me 

Ahen comes the last specification ; and per- 
mit me to say that I cannot conceive how any 
Senator, of either political party, or even the 
mover of the resolution, can ever vote for a 
resolulion containing this allegation: 

Whereas the good name of tho American Gov- 


ernment seeis to beseriously coimpromised by these 
incidents. 
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What Senator is willing to make: his record 
that ihe incidents to which I have referred, 
and that is all of it, seriously compromise the 
good name of his country? Do we hold that 
name so cheap, our country’s honor so light, 
that we will make such a charge against it on 
such grounds? To maintain that honor, one 
clarion note would bring half a million stal- 
wart men around this capital, who, leaving 
their homes, their wives, and their children, 
would stand ready to have the land furrowed 
again with their graves. We cannot vote that 
the fair name of our country is seriously com- 
promised, or that her honor is violated. I 
hope at the end of this session to return to my 
home; but were I to give such a vote; the 
“ þoysia blue’’ of my town, who have changed 
their uniform for the livery of industry, with 
their overalls and leather aprons on, would 


authority I entered a cognovit, or confessed 
judgment against the honor of their country; 
that they had once tendered their lives to 
maintain it, and were ready now, if needs be, 
to die for it. Sir, they havé little of this 
world’s goods, but the nation’s honor is their 
jewel, and they would visit with ‘scorn and 
condemnation the man who dares to trample 
that jewel under his feet. 

No, sir, the fair name of America is not 
seriously compromised by these incidents, is 
not compromised ut all, and 1 do not believe 
that there will be found many Senators of 
either party so to declare. 

Mr. President, it would be grateful to the 
American people, and would harmonize with 
their estimate of the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts, if he would even now with- 
draw that preamble. eee 

I do not, sir, adopt for my maxim of duty 
the motto ** my country, my country right or 
wrong; but £ do feel at perfect hiberty to 
abstain from making to Prussia the suggestion 
ibat we have injured her. {Í feel at perfect 
liberty to abstain from inciting her to dissat- 
jsfaction and possible resentment. I feel 
no obligation upon me to suggest to foreign 
nations that we have violated rights when such 
violation has never occurred to them. 

And more, sir: there are in our country 
hundreds of thousands of citizens, valued and 
honored, who claim the country which this 
preamble necessarily implies that we have 
injured as their fatherland. It is the home 
of their homes; there sacred memories and 
fond associations ‘still. linger; and they are 
naturally sensitive as to any injustice to their 
native land; and I would besitate long before 
I said a word or gave a vote calculated to 
excite the animosities of our adopted citizens 
against our country or its Government. There 
ig in this case no ground for such animosity. 

But, sir, let the luvestigation proceed. Let 
it be full, speedy, and thorough. Let it be 
before an unbiased and impartial tribunal. No 
one accused can ever afford to be tried by his 
accuser or a biased court. It is because of 
this consideration that Í should be unwilling 
to have the resolution referred to a special 
committee, as by parliamentary courtesy the 
chairman of this special committee would be 
one who in the preamble has expressed his 
couvictions against the propriety of conduct 
of those to whom the investigation relates. I 
trast the resolution will be so amended: that 
the reference will be to the committee created 
for the purpose of such investigations. : 

Fraud, too, is to be investigated. | Sir, 
charges of fraud have become epidemic in 
this country, and the people are very suscep- 
tible. ‘hat condition of things will not long 
continue, A pleasant day in June, about the 
meridian of Philadélphia, will see this malady 
disappear, and we shall be again a harmonious 
brotherliood. 
with the Senator from: Massachusetts nearest 
to me [Mr. Winson] in the remarks which he 
made yesterday deprecauting the habit which 
lL exists “here, in the press, and. in the dand, 


meet me in the street and demand by what, 


In the mean time I sympathize | 


unnecessarily to censure’ and: criticise “our 
public men, often unjustly ‘detracting from 
their character. I believe that our Govern: 
ment is much weakened -by this practice, 
Charges are made against thosé in official posi: 
tion which if made by a foreign country woul 

sever friendly relations. “These official post 
tións, when sotght for the j 

usefulness and a more enlarged service to 
mankind, are objects worthy the ambition: of 


the youth of our-coun'ry,and should. beheld 


up to them as objects to be desired, and it 
is a crime unnecessarily to tarnish that prize. 
I believe that we must bave some faith in the 
people. We must learn to say ‘no?’ to many 
demands for investigations. The people of 
this country believe that the administration 
of the man who delivered a nation which still 
wears the anxious expression, the halting gait, 
the habiliments of sorrow, incident to the con-. 


flict out of which he brought the nation, can . 


afford sometimes to decline even an investi= 
gation. y , ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. . Is the Senate 
ready for the question? ‘The preamble. twill 
be reserved until after the vote is taken on 
the resolution. : 
Mr. HARLAN. I desire to amend the 
phraseology of the resolution in one or two 
respects. < : 
Mr: SCHURZ. Mr. President—— R 
Mr. HARLAN. I yieid to the honorable 
Senator if he desires to address the Senate. 
Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President; the: resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
contemplates an investigation of certain. facts. 
Yesterday that investigation seemed to be ex: 
ceedingly popular in this body ; at least every 
member of the Senate speaking upon it de: 
clared that he should be delighted to see it go 
on. To-day it does not appear quite as popu- 
lar as it was yesterday. At any rate I have 
heard it argued by several Senators that this 
investigation would rather be a disgrace to the 
country. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Suwxer,] who moved it, I had always 
coasidered a very good American, and I think 
his record will bear out that opinion. .The 
American people seem to share it. But now 
he appears suddenly before us in the character 
of—what. do you think, sir?—of a French 
agent, of a mere instrument of the French 
legation, put up to.a job by somebody for the 
benefit of the French Government. : Nay, sit; 
further, the Senator from New Jersey: PMr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN] represents him as óne who 


intends to incite the Prussian Goveraméiit to 


bring claims for damages against the United 
States; so that ic appears the Senatot Irom 
Massachusetts is not only a French agent, but 
a Prussian agent at the same time. {t seems 
as if the two beiligerents of 1870 weré united 
in this one body. ave not the Adieritan 
people, who bave always considered him & 
patriot, grossly mistaken their nian? ` 
Sir, this is by no means a very extraordin: 
ary spectacle, for you will well remem bet that 
at the commencement of this session, When 3 
resolution was introduced by the Senatéf from 
Illinois, [Mr. TrungBvLt,] contemplating čer“ 
tain investigations to be made in the various 
branches of the civil service at New York and 
elsewhere, it was intimated, nay, loudly is: 
serted in the newspapers, that those.wh6 de- 
manded that investigation were ver. doubtful 
characters compared with. those whose con: 
duct was to be investigated; in fact, that such 
men as the Senator from Massachusetts; [ Mr. 
SUMNER,] the Senator from Illinois, { Mr. 
TRUMBULL, | who is not now in his seat, and 
others, including myself, would rather appeir 
at a disadvantage in comparison with Lees and 
Stocking, of general order notoriety. `- : 
Now, sir, is the inquiry proposed 


| Senator from Massachusetts at all proper? Is 


there any good reason forit? Senators have 
gone over the preainble, point by point, and 
although I think it may beeome father tedious 


urpöse of higher 


bby thë | 
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to this body, yet I cannot refrain from imitat- 
ing their example. The preamble commences 
as follows: 


Whereas it appears from a recent cable telegram 
thatthe committee ofthe French National Assembly 
on war contracts has adopted a resolution asking the 
United States Government to furnish the result of 
inquiry into the conduct of American officials sus- 
pected of participating in the purchase of arms for 
the French Government during the war with Ger- 
many. 


: How has this statement been interpreted by 

the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Hartan?] He 
stands up boldly before us and charges the 
Senator from Massachusetts or some other 
Senator with having given a promise to a 
French agent authorizing him to telegraph 
home that a certain inquiry calculated a 
benefit the French Government would come 
up here at a certain time. JI ask the Senate, 
is there the least reason before us for such a 
supposition? Is there any reason to be found 
in the well-known character of the Senator 
from Massachusetts’? If the Senator from Iowa 
thinks he can shape the public sentiment of 
the country by such insinuations, I think he 
will find himself mistaken. 

The fact seems to be that the French Gov- 
ernment has discovered certain transactions 
of a questionable nature connected with the 
purchases of arms during the late war, and 
has certain reasons to suppose that the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States has become 
aware of practices of a doubtful character 
connected with the same thing in this neigh- 
borhood. The French Government, therefore, 
may have expected such an inguiry to be insti- 

‘tuted by the executive branch of ours. Hence, 
itis fair to suppose came this cable telegram. 
But where in the world is the foundation for 
the innuendo thrown out by the Senator from 
Towa that. the Senator from Massachusetts has 
himself been instrumental in instigating this 
thing? But, as a fact, there the cable dis- 
patch is; and when by the French Govern- 
ment the character of American officials is 
called into question, as, aseording to this dis- 
patch, it appears to be, I ask you, is not that 
a subject of serious concern to us? And does 
it not most properly figure in the enumeration 
of things which render the proposed inquiry 
advisable? 

Secondly : 


Whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Remington 
& Sons, at New York, in a dispatch dated at New 
York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel Reming- 
ton, at Tours, in France, near the Government of 
National Defense, uses the following language: “ We 
have the strongest influences working tor us, which 
will use all their efforts to succeed.” 


The Senator from Iowa seemed very much 
startled by the fact that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had possession of that document. 
Where he obtained it I do not think is a very 
importantquestion. The only important thing, 
and it seems to me the thing which annoysthe 
Senator from Iowa, is that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has it. The question is, does 
the genuineness of that dispatch stand im- 
peached? So far it is not; and now is that 
dispatch founded upon something? Is there 
anything in it calculated to awaken our atten- 
tion and thus give usa ground for inquiry? 
Can anybody doubt the propriety of incorpor- 
ating a statement like this in a preamble of a 
resolution of inquiry? if not, why is the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts blamed for it? 

Thirdly: 

Whereas in a letter dated at New York, Decem- 
ber 13, 1870, addressed by Samuel Remington to 
Jules Le Cesne, president of the armament. com- 
mittee at Tours, in France, the following language 
is employed, 

Iwill not read the whole statement again. 
Tt treats of the sale of certain batteries, I 
believe, and of the manufacture of cariridges | 
in the Government workshops, the order for 
which was given after sume difficulty had been 
overcome, Sir, is it not eminently proper to 
jucorporate a statement like this in a preamble 
of a resolution of inquiry? When you hear 
that the American Government—or, I will 
rather say, the ordnance department of our | 


Government—not only sold arms to certain 
men suspected of being agents of one of the 
belligerents parties during the great war of 
1870, but that the ordnance department even 
went so far as to actually manufacture car- 
tridges for sale to such men; when it is stated 


by a gentleman for whose character | think the | 


Senator from New York [Mr. CoxkiixG] has 
already vouched, that after great difficulty the 


order was obtained to have those cartridges | 


manufactured—I ask you, is there not some 
reasonable ground for a suspicion in that? Is 
not such a statement with perfect propriety 
incorporated in an instrument like this reso- 
lution? 

Furthermore: 


Whereas the Secretary of War, under date of 
January 19, 1872, addressed the following communi- 
cation to the Secretary of State ”— 


I will notread this communication at length. 
‘Tts contents are simply that he denies having 
sold to Remington & Sons arms after the mid- 
dle of October, while headmits that cartridges 
were manufactured at the Government work- 
shops for another purchaser of arms; and that 
he denies also to know anything of strong 
influences brought to bear on the War Depart- 
ment, as mentioned in Mr. Squire’s dispatch. 
Why, gentlemen, here is a document of high 
official authority, in which one of the allega- 
tions brought forward in the letter of Mr. Rem- 
ingtou is substantially admitted and confirmed ; 
that is, the manufacture of cartridges, although 
itis stated that they were not manufactured 
for Remington & Sons, but for Mr. Richard- 
son. Is it not proper to bring this forward in 
the enumeration of the reasons which render 


; this investigation advisable? 


Furthermore: 


Whereas it appears from these several communi- 
cations, not only that arms were sold, but that 
ammunition was manufactured in the workshops of 


the United States Government and sold to one | 


Thomas Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs. 


| Remington & Sons, when the bids of the latter had 


been thrown out for the reason that they were the 
agents of the French Government. 

I see no impropriety in that, except per- 
haps as to the use of the word “known.” I 
do not know whether the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts put it in for the purpose of conveying 
the impression that by the record here he was 
known as the attorney of Remington & Sons. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; of course not. 

Mr. SCHURZ. AsI understand, it is a mat- 
ter of general notoriety that Mr. Richardson did 
legal business for Messrs. Remington & Sons. 
Js there any impropriety in this? it is merely a 
recital, a further statement, only shorter and 
plainer, of what the Secretary of War actually 
admits. 

Farther: 


Whereas it appears from the official report of 
the Secretary of War that in the year 1870-71 the sale 
of ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000,000, 
from which, according to the report, only a small 
sum was retained to meet the expenses of preparing 
other stores for sale, while the official report of the 


| Secretary of the Treasury forthe same year ackuowl- 


edges thereceipt of-ouly $8,286,131 70, showing a dif- 
ference of over one million seven hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Nobody will deny that, upon the face of it, 
this statement has foundation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I deny that upon the 
face of it the statement is correct. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Then the Senator from 
Vermont denies that on the face of it it is 
correct. His denial will go upon record. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Give us the proof. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Reading the report of the 
Secretary of War, and reading the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury as it has been 
read here several times, it appears that in the 
Treasury report there is accounted for ord- 
nance stores a considerable sum less than 
there is reported by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That I deny, and Ichal- 
lenge my friend to read from the documents 
the items that he depends upon to make the 
charge. 

Mr. SCHURZ. They have been read very 
frequently. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like my friend 
to point them out, because i can show him 
that he is laboring under an immeasurable 
mistake on that point. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I was going to make a 
statement which I think will satisfy the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
point them out. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I for my part have never 
thought of asserting that the apparent diserep- 
aney would not be susceptible of explanation, 
for I cannot imagine that such stupidity would 
prevail in any of the departments of the Gov- 


Here are the four books; 


ii ernment that if anything wrong was there they 


would make it appear so glaringly upon the 
books. I am only endeavoring to show that 
the Senator from Massachusetts had some 
reasons for mentioning this matter, although 
it can be satisfactorily explained. I will 
merely add that in one respect, by the explan- 
ations which have been given, my mind hag 
not-been entirely satisfied as to the clearness 
of the official statements. Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Vermont can, in the course of thie 
debate, give us information perfectly satis- 


factory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot give it to him 
until he points out to me whereabouts in these 
documents the precise thing on which he and 
I differ appears. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I will tell the Senator. I 
had this morning a conversation with the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, who explaines to me 
the apparent diserepancy between the two 
reports for the last fiscal year. Í suggested 
to him that that was not the only discrepancy, 
but that in the fiscal year preceding there was 
another, and that the two apparent discrepan- 
cies together amounted to about two million 
six hundred thousand dollars. Now [ tell 
the Senator from Vermont that I expect this 
discrepancy will be explained also, but I sug- 
gest that it has not, been explained up to the 
present moment with sufficient clearness. 

Mr. EDMONDS. But my honorable friend 


| does not either understand me or he does not 


mean to point out where this apparent discrep- 
ancy, as he calis it, is; because if he will show 
it to us I think I shall be amply able to show 
him in about five minutes that there is no such 
discrepancy. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Ido not desire to discuss 
this matter now, and if the Senator from Ver- 
mont will permit me to go on with my arga- 
ment, we may return to it when I am through, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; by all means 
go on if you do not wish to explain. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The preamble proceeds: 

Whereas a compari-on of the accounts rendered 


by the French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the United 


! States and the accounts rendered by the Government 
; of tne United States for moneys received in the same 


transaction show a large difference, which seems to 
have given rise to the suspicion abroad that United 
States officials huve taken an undue part therein, 
It has been asserted that this shows on the 
part of the Senator from Massachusetts an 
undue familiarity with the affairs of the French 
Government. Why, sir, columns upon col- 
umns on that head have appeared in the 
French newspapers; reports upon reports have 
been made upon it; and anybody familiar with 


| conteniporaneous history and reading the jour- 


nals of foreign countries could acquaint bim- 
self with the facts in the case with great facility. 
‘There is.no great magic, no hocus-pocus about 
this. Anybody who wanted to understand it 
could understand it, and certainly the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if he wanted to know it, 
was able to acquire that knowledge. Nobody 
will deny thatifin the public press such state- 
ments have appeared it is perfectly proper to 
enumerate the fact among the reasons for this 
investigation. 

Again: 

Whereas the good name of the American Gov- 


ernuient seems so be seriously compromised by these 
incidents, and a just regard to national honor, as 
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well as to the interests of the Treasury, require that 
they should not be allowed to pass without the most 
thorough inquiry. 

And here I touch the point which was so 
eloquently commented upon by the Senator 
from New Jersey. Certainly, to see the Amer- 
ican name compromised would be a very pain- 
ful thing to every patriotic man, but I think in 
the course of my remarks I shall be able to 
show that if susptcion has been thrown upon 
the American name it is not by those who 
denounce these transactions, but by those who 
directly or indirectly participated in them ; 
and when there appears any reason to fear 
that the American name is thus compromised, 
I think every good citizen will endeavor at the 
very first opportunity either to clear the Amer- 
ican name of allimputations, or to expose and 
punish those who compromised it. 1 do not 
think that we can protect the honor of the 
American name, keep untarnished the bright- 
ness of the American escutcheon, by supinely 
folding our hands when we see facts cropping 
out calculated to throw suspicion upon men 
officially connected with our Government. 
Nor has the Senator from Massachusetts ever 
been known to deal lightly with the honor of 
the American name. 

Now comes the resolution, and I think this, 
with all its particular points, will form a special 
part of this debate. As far as I can see, the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the preamble included, was in the main con- 
ceived in a proper spirit and properly put. 
He declared time and again that he did not 
bring forward positive accusations, but that 
he merely suggested suspicions—suspicions 
grave enough to demand an inquiry. If any 
positive allegations have been made, they were 
made on the other side, for we heard the Sen- 
ator from Jowa and several other Senators 
open and close their speeches with the em- 
phatic remark that they were perfectly satisfied 
that there was absolutely nothing in the facts 
stated in the preamble; that it was a blank 
cartridge ; that there was no ground for any 
suspicion at all; that every man in any way 
connected with the Government of the United 
States stood perfectly clear. I say, therefore, 
that if there was any effort to prejudge this 
case by allegations, it was made on the other 
side; a complete acquittal was to precede the 
investigation. 

This will justify a review of the reasons for 
the acquittal. Let us see whether they are 
entirely conclusive. 

The subject of this inquiry is to be certain 
sales of arms. Sales of arms, as such, are a 
perfectly proper proceeding. They are author- 
ized by law. When the arsenals of the Gov- 
ernment are filled to surfeit, and when there 
isa good opportunity to sell, there is good 
reason why we should consider it in order to 
disposed of our superfluous material for a fair 
consideration. 1f there is anything in any 
manner calculated to make the sales-of arms 
improper it may consist in the circumstances 
under which those sales are made, or the 
manner in which they are conducted. 

What were the circumstances under which in 
this instance those sales were made? There 
was a great war going in Europe; two of the 
greatest nations of modern history met one 
another on the battle-field ; the fate of the Old 
World seemed to tremble in the scale; and 
this great Government of ours, being a friend 
of both these nations, desired to maintain in 
that straggle a strict neutrality. Certainly 
there was a tempting opportunity for selling 
our surplus arms. Butit may be asked whether 
under such circumstances the sale of arms was 

= not surrounded by questions of extraordinary 
delicacy. 1tseems to me there were consider- 
ations of great importance suggesting them- 
selves before the sale of arms under such cir- 
cumstances was commenced; especial care, 
especial circumspection, were evidently re- 


quired. The Senator from Iowa, if I under- 
s‘ood him correctly—and [am vary sorry not | 
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to see him in his seat now, for I may misinter- 
pret what he said—advanced here a new and 
rather startling principle of international law 
as to the maintenance of a country’s neutrality. 
He said one belligerent Power needing those 
arms, and the other not needing them, it would 
have been rather a breach of neutrality if we 
had stopped the sales, thus not furnishing the 
former with what it needed, and that thus a 
Government may violate its neutrality by not 
seiling material of war. I regret the Senator 
from lowa is not present, so that, if I am stat- 
ing him erroneously, he might correct me, for 
the proposition I thought I heard him advance 
was quite extraordinary; I might say some- 
what startling. 

I merely desire to observe that I certainly 
cannot subscribe to that entirely novel doc- 
trine. It appears from the record that the 
Government of the United States at that time 
laid down for itself a very safe rule of action. 
The Senator from Jowa called already our 
attention to certain proceedings which passed 
between the Prussian legation and the War 
Department. He said that the Prussian min- 
ister had requested the Secretary of War to 
suspend the sales of arms for a little while so 
that Prussian agents also might have an oppor- 
tunity to bid. The Secretary of War having 
communicated to me the same statement at 
the time, or a short time after, [ inquired of 
the Prussian legation whether this was actu- 
ally the case; and the information I received 
was this: that indeed they had requested the 
Secretary of War to suspend the sales of arms 
for a certain time, but not with a view to buy 
for the use of the Prussian Government, which 
had arms enough, but in some way, by advanc- 
ing money upon them, to prevent the sale of 
those arms to the French. This, as I under- 
stand, was to be done by Boker, of New York. 
I was further informed that the legation was 
instructed by the Prussian Government not 
to do this. Such was the story as I received 
it. As to the rules of international law as 
they now stand, it was admitted by our own 
authorities that they do not permit the sale 
of arms by one Government to a nation in a 
state of belligerency against another. This is 
easily proven. 

The Secretary of War transmits to Congress 
in his report of the 24th of January a letter of 
the chief of ordnance, in which the following 
statement occurs: 

‘About half an hour before the time fixed for 
opening the bids for the purchase of Springfield aud 
Enfield muskets, in October, 1870, I was shown a dis- 
pateh from «a memberof the house of E. Remington 
& Sons, stating that they were agents of the French 
Government, and authorized to purchase arms for 
it. I postponed opening the bids, and immediately 
showed the dispatch to you, and you promptly 
directed me to suspend the sale, and not to enter- 
tain any bids from E. Remington & Sons for arms, 

This, sir, you will admit, was very proper. 
The principle, the rule of action laid down by 
our Government for itself, seemed to be sim- 
ply this: that no arms should be sold to a 
known agent of one of the belligerent Powers ; 
in other words, that nothing should be done 
by the Government of the United States by 
which with its knowledge one of the belliger- 
ent parties should be aided to the detriment 
of the other. 1f this rule of action was estab- 
lished, then no arms could have been sold by 
the Government when their going at once into 
the hands of either belligerent could be fore- 
seen with a reasonable degree of certainty. 

The Government had to use more than or- 
dinary circumspection in this regard. The 
Government had to be careful not only not to 
sell to men whom they knew to be agents of 
either one or the other of the belligerent paries, 
but the Government had to satisfy themselves 


j that persons applying for arms were not the 


agents of either one or the other of the belli 
gerent parties, with all the means of informa- 
tion within reach. If the Government did not 
do that; if arms were sold to individuals who 
could reasonably be presumed 


those arms at once to one of the belligerent 
parties, it is as clear as sunlight that then this 
rule of action laid down was in great danger 
of sinking to the level of a solemn mockery. 

Now, sir, it is asserted that no arms were 
sold to anybody who appeared as an agent of 
one of the belligerent parties. Let us look at 
the facts. At that time I assert that the pre- 
sumption was rather strong that every man 
approaching the Government to buy large lots 
of arms did it with a view to dispose of those 
arms to one of the belligerent parties. Sup- 
pose, sir, you had been the chief of ordnance. 
After the breaking out of the French-German 
war, a person had come to you asking for 
fifty thousand muskets, or, say, one hundred 
batteries of artillery. For what purpose did 
he want that large amount of arms? This 
question would have occurred toyou. Hedid 
not ask for fifty thousand muskets. to scare 
away the blackbirds; he did not ask for one 
hundred batteries of artillery to kill geese on 
a pond; not for his own private use and pleas- 
ure; he had an opportunity in view for dis- 
posing at once of this enormous material. This 
might have been reasonably suspected, Tsay, 
therefore, that under such circumstances a bid 
for very large quantities of arms wasin its very 
nature suspicious, and the Government had 
good reason to be more than ordinarily cir- 
cumspect in the disposition made of ordnance 
stores. 

Ft must also have occurred to you that pre- 
vious to a certain date the sales of ordnance 
stores were very light. Look at the report. 
You will find there are some thousands of 
pounds of gunpowder sold now and then; there 
are some puirs of harness, some pig brass, some 
cast iron, here and there some Spencer car- 
tridges, small lots of rifles, andsoon, Suddenly 
in October, 1870, Remington & Sons come to 
buy 50.000 Springfield rifled muskets, 14,757 
Remington carbines, 19,434 Spencer car- 
tridges, 17,517,822 Spencer cartridges, and 
so on. It was then certain that something 
extraordinary had taken place in the market. 
The suspicion suggested itself that one of the 
belligerents was a bidder and buyer in that 
market. Now, I am very far from asserting 
that the ordnance department, when it sol 
these fifty thousand Springfield muskets and 
those numbers of thousands of carbines, was 
at that time aware that Mr. Remington was the 
paid agent of the French Government. The 
Secretary of War says that he did not know 
it, and I certainly presume he did not. But 
immediately afterward Mr. Remington dis- 
closed himself as the agent-of the French Gov- 
ernment. He telegraphed to them, making a 
bid for a new lot of arms, that he acted as the 
agent of France. 

Mr. CONKLING. The chief of ordnance 
says that he was shown a dispatch disclosing 
it, not that the dispatch was sent to him. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator is right. He 
was shown a dispatch. At any rate it was 
ascertained on very good authority immedi- 
ately afterward that Remington & Sons were 
the agents of the French Government, and 
then, as is stated in the report, their bids were 
thrown out. This was correct. But the sales 
econtinued—sales to a tremendous amount. 
You wiil find on page 18 of this report: 

“Caleb Huse, 13,009 Enfield muskets; Caleb Huse, 
2,600,000 musket cartridges; H. Boker & Co., 50,000 
Springfield muskets; Schuyler, Hartley & Graham, 
2,500 Gallagher’s carbines; Schuyler, Hartley & Gra- 
ham, 2,492 Warner’s carbines: Schuyler, Hartley and 
Graham, 925,372 Warner’s cartridges; Schuyler, Hart- 
ley & Graham, 100,000 Springfield muskets; Austin 
Baldwin & Co., 40,000 Springfield muskers,1853; Aus~ 
tin Baldwin & Co., 110,000 Springfield muskets, C. & 
R.: Austin Baldwin & Co., 25,000,000 musket car- 
tridges.”’ 

OF course the new bidders who now came, 
warned by the example of Remington, woull not 
come to the Government and tellthem, * We 
are French agents,” knowing that it would be 
dangerous to the prospectof their operations. 
The new bidders, of course, would be- very 


to transfer || careful; but I ask you again, was not there 
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reasonable ground for suspicion? Had not 
the ordnance department strong reason to 
take. surrounding circumstances into consider- 
ation, and to use more than ordinary circum- 
spéction in the case? Wasnotthe fact.already 
„apparent that cargo after cargo of arms was 
being shipped to France week after week? 
Was the ordnance department justified if it 
violently closed its eyesto sée nothing of what 
was going on? . Was not the presumption that 
those men bought these arms, not for the pur- 
pose of transferring them to one of the bel- 
igerenta, but for other uses, a somewhat vio- 
lent presumption? And yet this was exactly 
the presumption which was acted upon. It 
turned, out afterward that all of those who 
bought these large lots of arms did act as the 
agent of one of the belligerents in some way, 
and that the arms they had bought were at 
once shipped to France. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ishould be glad to hear 
from the Senator where that appeared. 

Mr. SCHURZ. If the Senator will read 
the items in the report of the Secretary of War 
about the sale of ordnance, and if he will read 
also in the French documents, which he can 
find in French papers and reports, the lots 
bought there, he canidentify them very easily ; 
or is the Senator one of those who suppose 
that Austin Baldwin & Co. bought one hun- 
dred and ten thousand Springfield muskets, as 
I said before, for the purpose of scaring away 

` blackbirds ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator want 
an answer? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I beg to say to him 
hat the Senator from New York is not one 
who will discuss thisquestion as if at that time 
the Franco-Prussian war gave rise to the only 
arms market in the world. On the contrary, 
be will discuss it, knowing that at that time 
other peoples were arming, as the Senator from 
Missouri also knows. And in the same con- 
nection I say to him that having made some 
investigation on this subject I not only do not 
find that coincidence between French accounts 
and American sales which identifies these arms 
as all having gone there, but | find the reverse 
to my entire satisfaction. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I think the course of the 
investigation wiil satisfy the Senator that if 
not absolutely all, at least an overwhelming 
majority of these arms went right there. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will ob- 
serve that there is a diference between ‘‘all”’ 
and ‘tan overwhelming majority.” As he 
expressed it, I understood him to say that all 
these arms went there, and that I would so 
find if I would look. I reply to him that I 
do not so find, nor do I understand that the 
purchase of arms by the two belligerents of 
which he is speaking constituted by any man- 
ner of means the whole or even the chief mar- 
ket in Christendom for arms at that time. 

Mr. SCHURZ. . [thinkthat is one of those 
things which can easily be ascertained by the 
investigation. At any rate,it will turn out that 
all the large lots of arms sold went that way. 
It may, bowever, interest the Senator also to 
learn that most of those who bougbt arms 
after Remington & Sons’ bids were thrown oat 
turned out afterward virally to be sub-agents 
for Remington & Sons, forit is a very curious 
fact, that com paring French accounts with this 
report, in point of price, a great many of these 
lots tally exactly, thatis to say, the prices 
paid by the French Government tally with the 
prices received here, and it must be borne in 
mind that all these lotsof arms went through 
the hands of Remington, who was the general 
authorized agent of France; he picked up these 
lots here and shipped them there, and while 
he did so on his own account, I repeat it 
turns out that, in point of price per piece, the 
prices paid here and the prices charged there 
tallied almost exactly as regards most of the 
lots sold under other names. There is an 
eminent probability thatthe relations existing 


between these gentlemen and Remington were 
of an exceedingly intimate nature, so that, in 
point of fact, it will be very difficult to tell one 
from the other. But, sir, it seems also that 
Mr. Remington himself was the business agent 
of some of these very gentlemen, conducting 
their transactions for them with the ordnance 
department. I will refer to that letter from 
Mr. Remington which was produced here yes- 
terday by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
That letter is addressed to Jules Le Cesne, 
esq., president of the commission ofarmament: 
“New YORK; December 13, 1870. 


“Sır: I have the honor to inform you that I have 
received your telegrams of the 10th and 11th, order- 
ing the number of batteries to bereduced in number 
to fifty, and informing me of insiructions to the 
consul regarding the last credit to him of 3,000,000 
franes. Although at the time of the receipt of the 
telegram I ”— 


Mark you, “I,” Remington— 

“ had bought the whole number, (one hundred,) and 
had paid the advance required, $200,009, the Govern- 
ment very willingly reduced the number to fifty.” 

Where do these fifty batteries appear? Look 
over the report of the ordnance department 
and you search in vain for the name of Rem- 
ington, but these fifty batteries do appear on 
the nineteenth page of that report under the 
name of Anstin Baldwin & Co. So we have 
here Mr. Remington, who says, “I got the 
Government to reduce the number of batteries 
from one hundred to fifty ;’’ “ I made the frst 
payment of $200,000 ;’’ these being the same 
batteries, for there are no others, which ap- 

ear here under the name of Austin Baldwin 
v Co. We go on with this letter, and we find 
Mr. Remington in a confidence with the chief 
of ordnance which is perfectly astounding. He 
says: 

“The chief of ordnance thinks it may taketwenty 
to thirty days before they all can be brought in. 
Only about five thousand with cartridges can be 
shipped now.”  * * ë * # eee: 

“The chief of ordnance estimates the cost of the 
arms, including boxing and expense of freight to 
bring them to New York, at $20 60 currency. ‘This 
price I have agreed to pay, and have made the 
necessary deposits.’ 

This was dated at New York December 13, 
1870, and, mark you, Remington had discov- 
ered himself as the French agent before the 
18th of October of that year. And yet the 
same man whose bid had for that reason been 
rejected, and who was therefore under the ban 
of the department, the same man says here 


to the commission of armament in France, ‘I | 


have made this arrangement with the chief of 
ordnance,” ‘‘I have bought these arms,” and 
“I have made these payments.”’ 

Now, I suppose, this appearing from Mr. 
Remipgton’s own letter, it cannot be regarded 
as a mere empty boast for the purpose of get- 
ting money out of the French Government, for 
the Senator from New York told us yesterday 
that he considered Mr. Remington a perfectly 
honorable man. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not know to what 
the Senator refers as having been said by me 
yesterday. I believe he referred to it once 
before. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I understood the Senator 
from New York to say that Mr. Remington 
was a very worthy neighbor of his, and a gen- 
tleman, and all that sort of thing; that he was 
a great arms merchant, and so on, giving him 
a general indorsement. I may have misunder- 
stood him. 

Mr. CONKLING. That shows the extent 
of the honorable Senator’s understanding, but 
it is too great a measure of what I said, I 
made no such declaration, be my opinion as it 
may. I said that Mr. Remington was my 
neighbor; that I had known him long, and his 
father before him; and I added that he did 
not deserve, I thought, to be spoken of as be 


had been by the Senator from Massachusetts. | 


i said also that for a long time and on a large 
scale he had been a manufacturer of and 
dealer in arms, and was known in that char- 
acter to the Government. ‘This is, [ think, 
the substance of my statement, I did not 
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employ the terms the Senator ascribes to me, 
or go into the particulars he mentions. Ido 
not say that all he supposes I said might not 
fitly be said. {only correct him as to the fact 
in regard to the debate as it took place. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator says he might 
indorse him if he had occasion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I say I do not affirm 
or deny that I might. I say nothing on that 
subject now. $ 

Mr. SCHURZ. 
circumstances to 
require it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ishould like to know what 
I said of Mr. Remington to which the Senator 
from New York takes exception. 

Mr. CONKLING. That I could hardly in- 
ject now into the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri. At any convenient time I will be 
happy to answer the Senator’s question; but 
I suppose it would be hardly fit to do so now 
in the midst of the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri. I will, however, do it, if both Sen- 
ators wish me. 

Mr. SCHURZ., Ihave no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator said I had said 
something inregard to Mr. Remington to which 
he objected. l should like to know what it 


was. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to speak of Mr. Rem- 
ington not only in a disparaging way, but I 
think in an opprobrious way, on one occasion 
alluding to © this Remington.’ I understood, 
him to treat Mr. Remington as if he was æ 
disreputable man, a dishonest or unpatriotic 
man, who had been figuring’ in France of late 
in some improper way. Indeed, I think that 
a listener could hardly fail of the impression 
that the Senator meant that by false testimony 
or by improper influence of Mr. Remington a 
conviction had recently befallen a culprit in 
France. This was one connection in which he 
spoke of Mr. Remington as a person who wont 
to France authenticated, fortified. I may have 
received an incorrect impression of what the 
Senator intended to say; but I certainly sup- 
posed he meant to assign Mr. Remington a 
roy low and unfortunate place in the scale of 

eing. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator's par- 
don. If the Senator wiil look at the report 
he will see that there was nothing to justify or 
sustain him. 

Mr.. CONKLING. Shall I understand the 
Senator now, then, to say that he did not in- 
tend and does not upon these facts intend to 
impute anything improper to Mr. Remington? 

Mr. SUMNER. IL say I never intended to 
mike any allegation in regard to Mr. Reming- 
ton. I simply referred to facts. He has been 
recently a witness in the courts of France and 
has attracted great attention there, as the Sen- 
ator knows. To them I referred; that wag 
all. [think the Senator will find no expres- 


I am going to refer to 
show what occasion did 


| sion by which 1 in any way characterized Mr. 


Remington. 1 had no disposition to do it; 
andif any such thing fell from me inthe course 
of my remarks I have no recollection of it, 
and | certainly did not intend to say anything 
characterizing Mr, Remington. I know noth- 
ing with regard to Mr. Remington’s character 
beyond what appears in this transaction. 

Mr. CONKLING., Very well. Iam more 
likely no doubt to be mistaken about this than 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. 
do not wish to continue the matter at this 
time, but only to add that I do know that Mr. 
Remington has recently appeared as a witness 
before a tribunal of France, and I find also in 
a journal which Hes before me, published yes- 
terday, a letter from a correspondent stating 
that Mr. Remington has received the thanks, 
the somewhat conspicuous acknowledgment, 
apparently, of that wibunal and of its presi- 
dent, for his intelligence and integrity. 

Mr. SCHURZ. {am most happy to hear 
the Senator from New York say so, to give 
Mr. Remington so high a character, for I was 
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just going to observe that being a gentleman 
of that description, certainly his word cannot 
pe doubted. When he says ‘I bought these 
arms” which afterward figured under the name 
of Austin Baldwin & Co., then Mr. Remington 
must undoubtedly be believed. When heafter- 
ward said “I had these cartridges made,” un- 
doubtedly Mr. Remington, the agent of France, 
had these cartridges made. 

Mr. CONKLING. Would an inquiry just 
there interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. SCHURZ, Not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to inquire whether 
he would like the Senate to understand, 
whether he means to make upon the public the 
impression, that Mr. Remington. in that letter, 
says or implies that he personally or directly 
purchased these arms? Transposing my ques- 
tion, L beg to ask the Senator whether the 
letter he reads is not just as true, just as 
accurate, even if Mr. Remington made his 
purchases, as the Senator has alleged he did 
sometimes, through third persons, Austin 
Baldwin & Co., Schuyler, Hartley & Graham, 
as it would be bad he appeared face to face 
with the Secretary of War and put in his bids 
himself by word of mouth? 

Mr. SCHURZ. I do not allege anything. 
I permit Mr. Remington to allege himself. 
stand upon the language of his letter. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator must par- 
don me there; he puts me in a false position. 

Mr. SCHURZ. 1 do not desire to do any- 
thing of that kind. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator did allege 
just now, and I took it down, that notwith- 
standing the Secretary of War, reporting the 
words of his bureau officer, says that after the 
middle of October he did not accept aud would 
not have entertained a Wid from Mr. Reming- 
ton—in spite of that fact, in December after- 
ward this same man, said the Senator, writes 
“Į purchased,” “I did thus and so.” Now 
the Senator will see that his allegation is friv- 
olous, it is pointless, unless he means, as evi- 
dently he does, to confront the Secretary of 
War and the chief of ordnance with the letter 
of Remington. ‘Therefore I ask him whether 
he means that when Remington writes in De- 
cember ‘‘I have purchased so and so” he 
understands that to amount to a contradiction 
of anybody, bureau officer or otherwise; aud 
whether on the contrary that letter is not 
strictly and fully true if Remington purchased 
not only through one middle wan, but through 
two, three, four intermediate purchasers aud 
holders? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does the Senator from New 
York ask me what impression that letter con- 
veys to my mind? Ls that it? 

Mr. CONILING. I did not so ask the 
Senator. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Then what was it? 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator this 
question, which 1 think is a very direct one: 
he presents that letter to cast bad faith upon 
the statement of the chief of ordnance. ‘Lhe 
chief of ordnance says that after the middle 
of October he had no transaction with this 
man, and refused to have any. The Senator 
reads a letter later in date, in which he says 
Mr. Remington speaks of a transaction then 
recently had. Of course, he confronts these 
two statements with each other. My question 
is whether to his mind, as a man of common 
seuse, there is untruthfulness in that letter 
of Remington if the fact be that Remington 
bought, not personally avowing himself, but 
through Schuyler, Hartley & Graham,through 
Austic Baldwin & Co., and various other per- 
sons, as to whom, let me remind the Senator, 
the maxim would be true so familiar to him, 
gui facit per alium facit perse? fi do an 
act through my triend from Massachusetts here, 
[Mr. Witson,] as my agent, 1 do that act in 
Jaw and in truth; and when L write that I have 
done it | ask the Senator whether he wants te 
convince the Senate that my statement will be 
false that I have done the thing if it turn out 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1045 


that I did it through another and not through 
myself? 

Mr. SCHURZ. In the first place, when the 
Senator fronz New York alleges that the chief 
of ordnance asserts not to have had any trans- 
actions with Remington after he had been dis- 
covered to be a French agent, he states some- 
thing that is not in accordance with the rec- 
ord, for the chief of ordnance simply says, “I 
postponed opening the bids, and immediately 
showed the dispatch to you, and you promptly 
directed me to suspend the sale and not to 
entertain any bids from E. Remington & Sons.” 
But he does not say that subsequently be had 
no transactions with him. The Secretary of 
Warsays that ‘‘the Messrs. Remington & Sous 
did not buy any arms or ammumitions from 
this Department after about the middle of 
October; nor would any bid from them for 
such articles have been entertained by the 
United States subsequent to that date.’’ So 
thatit appears that the language of the chief 
of ordnance as well as of the Secretary of War 
is by po means as broad as the Senator from 
New York seems inclined to make it. 

Mr. CONIKLING. I cannot say that. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does he not deem it pos- 
sible that Remington may have in the name 
of these other firms transacted in person all 
the business without making a bid and pur- 
chasing a single gun in his own name? 

Mr. CONISLING. Does the Senator want 
an answer to that? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, I 
cannot Conceive, except by convicting the 
Secretary of War and the chief of ordnance of 
falsehood, that Mr. Remington in person or 
in avy character known and revealed to them 
made bids, purchased arms, or became pos- 
sessed, as purchaser, of arms or ordnance 
storos from the Government of the United 
States after that day in October when his 
transactions ceased, and when he was driven 
to the cover of other names, and compelled 
to buy through Schuyler, Hartley & Graham, 
or somebody whom the Department at Wash- 
ington did not suspect of buying for one of 
the belligerents. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Very well. Now, let this 
letter stand here, such as it is, and I shall not 
say another word about it except a few re- 
marks I shall make about another case that 
has some bearing on this question. One of 
the most curious features of this proceeding 
was that with which one Thomas Richard- 


son, whose name has already been mentioned | 


in this debate, was connected. Mr. Thomas 
Richardson, I suppose itis generally unger- 
stood, is alawyer residing in Hion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never heard of him 
until yesterday. 

Mr. SCH URZ. That at least is common 
report. Ile is said to bave been the attorney 
of Messrs. Remington & Sons. Not having 
any definite information on that point, I state 
it merely as a report. Mr. Thomas Richard- 
son, a lawyer from Lion, New York, the home 
of Remington, comes before the ordnance de- 
partment, or some other person comes in his 
name,andasks the chief of ordnance to sell him 
forty thousand stand of breeeh-loaders. What 
a bellicose Lawyer! Here we do not behold a 
great manufacturer or trader in arms, whose 
regular business it was to buy and sell such 
articles from one party to another. Here comes 
a lite country lawyer asking tor forty thousand 
muskets and tour hundred rounds apiece. For 
what purpose does he want this great arma- 
ment? Does he mean to set his clients to 
fighting? Does he want, perhaps, to storm a 
court-house or to bombard the heads of the 
judges on the bench with bullets instead of 
arguments? What has this Jawyerto doin the 
arms business? Why, it might reasonably be 
supposed that when a little country attorney 
appears before a chief of ordnance and asks 
for forty thousand Springfield muskets the 


suspicion was justified—is could scarcely be! 
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avoided—that he was acting for some other 
person, whom he was to cover with his name. 
But it seems that Richardson did not trans- 
act his business with the ordnance department 
himself—and here I claim the attention of the 
Senator from New York again, for he may 
possibly contradict me in my statement. `T 
say it appears that Richardson did not transact 
his business: with the ordnance department 
in person. In fact it is somewhat doubtful 
whether Mr. Thomas Richardson appeared in 
Washington about that time atall. But Mr. 
Thomas Richardson did buy that large lot of 
muskets from the United States, and accord- 
ing to the report of the Secretary of War it 
was for Mr. Thomas Richardson that the ear- 
tridges were manufactured. Here, by the way, 
I might ask a question. That a sale of arms 
under the statute of 1868 is legal, nobody 
doubts. Here is that statute: 

“ Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentulives of the United Stutes of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and be is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be sold, 
after offer at public sale on thirty days’ notice, in 
such manner and at such times and places, at public 
or private sale, as he may deem most advantageous to 
the publie interest, the old cannon, arms, and other 
ordnance stores now in possession of the War De- 
partment which are damaged or otherwise unsuit- 
ablo for the United States military service, or for the 
militia of the United States, and to cause the net 
proceeds of such sales, after paying all proper ex- 
penses of sale and transportation to the place of 
sale, to be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States.” 

No doubt under this statute the chief of ord- 
nance had perfect authority to sell such arms 
as fell under its provisions; but you will notice 
how carefully this statute is drawn, how it is 
guarded, and how the quality of arms is desig- 
nated that may be sold—no arms that might 
be suitable for the service of the United States; 
and certainly this statute does not authorize 
the War Department to manufacture anything 
for sale. It has been said that it was au old 
custom when guns were sold to sellammunition 
with them, If it was an old custom, not only 
to sell old ammunition on hand, but to manu- 
facture new ammunition for sale, I would like 
to have it shown to me. Certainly, if we may 
believe Mr. Remington, who is an honorable 
man, it took a great effort to induce the ord- 
nance department to manufacture these car- 
tridges. Let us see what he has to say about , 
that: 

“Regarding the purchase of Springfields, (trans- 
formed,) Allen’ssystem, Iam sorry to say the greatest 
number we may hope to get will not, I fear, exceed 
forty thousand. The Government has never made 
but about scventy-five thousand all told, and forty ` 
thousand is the greatest number they think it pru- 
dent to spare. I may be able to procure, depending 
upon an exchange of our arms”— 

Which certainly did not mean Richardson, 
but Remington, for it is not to be presumed 
the little lawyer of Ilion was in possession of 
an arsenal !— 

“at some future time, for the number of breech- 
loading Springfields over and above forty thousand 
they are willing to let go now. 5 

“This question of an exchange, with the very 
friendly feeling I fnd existing to aid France, I hope 
to beable to procure more. Cartridges for these forty 
thousand will in agreat measure require to be made, 
as the Government have but about tbree miliion in 
hand. But the Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, four hundred for each gun, to 
be made, and the cartridge-works have had orders, 
given yesterday” — 

You will notice how very intimate Mr. Rem- 

ington was with the movements of the ord- 
nance department; he certainly. could not 
have been very far away from it— 
“given yesterday to increase production to the 
fuil capacity of works, This question of making 
the eartridges at the Government works was.a dith- 
cult one to get over; butitis done, The price the 
Government will charge,’ &e. 

I will say, to explain Mr. Remington's posi- 
tion, that be was made the agent of France 
for the purchase of arms in ue United States 
in the monthof September, and came back to 
this country again, arriving here on the Piè of 
December. a n 

Mr. BLAIR. The statute authorizing tne 
sale of these ordnance stores characterized 
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them as.‘‘those now in possession of the War 
Department.”’ 

Mr. SCHURZ. Yes, then in the possession 
of the War Department, and not things to be 
manufactured. 

Mr. CONKLING. I would like to know 
whether pig-lead and all the other parts of a 
cartridge, in the judgment of the Senator, being 
ia possession, would be ordnance stores within 
that statute, or whether, according to hisremark 
before, he thinks it relates to arms alone—guns 
with all parts assembled, or cartridges with all 
the parts assembled? 

Mr. SCHURZ. I did not say so. Ionly 
said that the statute provides that arms in pos- 
session of the United States Government may 
be sold, but that it does not say anything about 
authorizing the War Department to manufac- 
ture any articles for sale. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the honorable Sen- 
ator does not understand me. He reads the 
statute which relates to arms alone. I am 
trying to call his attention to the fact that it 
relates to all ordnance stores, and Iam remind- 
ing him that pig lead, for example, and every 
other part of a cartridge is a part of the ord- 
nance stores. Perhaps it may appear to him 
before this is over. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Iread the statute as it stands 
in that connection, ‘‘arms and other ordnance 
stores.” I never doubted that. I understand 
the Senator perfectly. As to pig lead, pig lead 
is not cartridges; pig lead and gunpowder 
may, as such, have been in the possession of the 
Government, but the cartridges had to be 
manufactured, and the cartridges to be man- 
ufactured were not old stock, as designated 
by the statute, 

And now here it appears again that not 
Richardson, not the bellicose lawyer, but that 
Remington was the man who moved in this 
matter; for Remington says of himself, ‘I 
had those cartridges made,’ ‘I made the de- 
“posits,” ‘I wastold by the chief of ordnance,”’ 
and so on. It seems to me that the proof of 
Remington’s agency in these things is not far 
from being conclusive, for as the Senator from 
New York has already stated, he might take 
occasion to say that Remington is an honorable 
man. But I ask you, after all this, even if 
Remington conducted the purchases through 
. third parties, was not there such abundant rea- 
son for suspecting him of being at the bottom 
of the whole of it, and he being known as the 
French agent, that it required an extraordinary 
amount. of short-sightedness not. to see it? 

And here comes the chief of ordnance 
and says, ‘* Oh, we would not sell to Reming- 
ton, God forbid! but Thomas Richardson 
was an innocent man,” while it appears from 
Remington’s own letter that Mr. Remington 
was Mr. Thomas Richardson. Well, sir, Lam 
forced to the conclusion that in these transac- 
tions there. appears a degree of blindness com- 
pared with which the blindness of bats and 
moles is clairvoyance, or that the whole pro- 
ceeding was a piece of transparent jugglery. 
It was either one or the other ; but whether 
it was one or the other, it is certainly worth 
while for the Congress of the United States to 
investigate. 

But more than that—and I request the atten- 
tion of my friend from New York once more; 
I am sorry to trouble him so much 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator allude 
to me in those touching terms? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to assure him he 
has not troubled me yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCHURZ. I am happy to hear it. 
.Mr. Remington happened to get into some 
difficulties with the French Government, diffi- 
culties growing ont of the purchases of arms 
through his agency from the Government of 
the United States. The French Government, 
it appears, had become suspicious concerning 
some of his dealings, and retained certain 
sums of money due him on a lot of arms fur- 
nished by him previous to his transactions with 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


our ordnance department. Mr. Remington 
went to France to have these difficulties set- 
tled and to obtain his money. His character 
seems to have been called in question, and 
before going he was armed with a letter of 
recommendation certifying to his character and 
standing as a gentleman and a business man; 
and unless I am very greatly misinformed 
that recommendation bore the name of the 
honorable Senator from New York, also the 
name of General Dyer, chief of ordnance, 
and was generally indorsed by William W. 
Belknap, Secretary of War of the United 
States. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
to know how that is? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly, with the greatest 
pleasure. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Sen- 
ator to say that he is informed that Mr. Rem- 
ington carried a letter from the Secretary of 
War indorsed by me among others. I think 
that can hardly be, as I never saw such a let- 
ter as he speaks of. To be explicit, however, 
and possibly to aid the honorable Senator in 
his present laudable endeavors, I will tell him 
something more. Sometime ago Mr. Re-ring- 
ton came to me with a number of letters, I 
think one from Mr. John T. Hoffman, the 
Governor of the State of New York, and sev- 
eral from other well known citizens of both 
political parties, which were to the effect 
that he was a highly respectable man in 
the general and business community. He 
related to me that some citizen or emissary 
of France had asserted in France, as I now 
remember it, that he, Mr. Remington, and 
I think all the members of his house, were 
worse than indifferent people; in short, that 
they were greatly wanting in respectability ; 
that they had no character in their own 
country ; and he asked me to write him such 
a note as I would, that he might show where 
ever his character should be called in question. 
I did write, not an indorsement upon the letter 
of anybody else, but a note of my own. It 
was a statement in general terms of this kind: 
that having been informed by him that his 
commercial and personal character had been 
questioned, and he having asked me to say 
whether his reputation deserved to be so ques- 
tioned, I could not hesitate—I think now I 
employ the words I did in the letter—I could 
not hesitate to say for him and for all his 
father’s sons that commercially and person- 
ally, as far as I had ever known, their char- 
acter was good and their standing strong 
Rao enviable in the community in which they 
ived, 

I think I have given the Senator the whole 
of the note which I wrote; but I saw no note 
from General Belknap. 1 ought to add, how- 
ever, as I am furnishing the Senator informa- 
tion, one thing more if he will indulge me. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. And that is this: Mr. 
Remington complained bitterly that his own 
Government withheld from him and from its 
citizens what every Government in the world 
that he had visited, and he had visited nearly 
all the Christian Governments, was in the 
habit of extending to theircitizens or subjects ; 
and he illustrated to me in a very interesting 
manner what he said. I would repeat his 
illustration here if I were not encroaching upon 
the time of the Senator. He told me that the 
same favors which he had seen himself granted 
in England to British subjects, which had been 
granted in England to men not even British 
subjects, were refused by his Government to 
him, and that he had in his transactionsin arms 
been impeded, questioned, baffled by his Gov- 
ernment as no citizens of any Government he 
had ever visited would be; that now when his 
character was questioned abroad he had ap- 
plied in vain to officials of the United States 
to make statements of facts which their records 
showed, and had been refused upon the ground 
that they abstained from all interference in ! 
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such cases, and did not feel at liberty to cer- 
tify, even when they believed it, the good char- 
acter of our citizens. 

I think he told me—and having said this I 
shall relieve the Senator—that all he had been 
able to procure from any Department of the 
Government of the United States (very likely 
he had reference to the communication to 
which the.Senator has referred coming from 
the Secretary of War) was some certified tran- 
script of the records òf Department or bu- 
reau with a statement (I think he told me, 
rather meager) that he had furnished large 
quantities of arms to our Government during 
its own struggle, and that in his transactions 
he had been found upright. I think he told 
me that from some Departments he received 
such a statement, and doubtless that is the 
statement to which the honorable Senator 
refers. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Now, it will be admitted 
that the statement of the Senator from New 
York virtually confirms everything I have 
stated. But I desire to observe that when a 
citizen of the United States goes abroad and 
wants to introduce himself there in society, 
by producing a certificate as to his character, 
so as to be received with confidence and cor- 
diality, it would be considered somewhat sin- 
gular for him to go to the chief of ordnance 
for a letter of recommendation, I think he 
would rather approach the Secretary of State, 
those authorities who conduct the diplomatic 
intercourse of Governments, and stand in 
continual contact with official society abroad, 
instead of the War Department and the chief 
of ordnance. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the honorable Sen- 
ator understand me to report Mr. Remington 
as applying for letters of introduction to intro- 
duce him to good society abroad? 

Mr. SCHURZ. No, sir. Junderstood the 
Senator from New York to say that Mr. Rem- 
ington, having been maligned abroad, desired 
to, have some certificate as to his character 
and standing, and that he obtained that cer- 
tificate as an act of friendship from the Sen- 
ator from New York, not to speak of the 
indorsement given him by the chief of ord- 
nance and the Secretary of War. Thatis what 
I understood him to say. 

Mr. CONKLING. The object of my inquiry 
was this: Mr. Remington being an arms-dealer, 
and having been questioned as to his business 
and character, and having obtained from the 
military department of his Government a cer- 
tificate that ‘lis dealings with it had been hon- 
est, the Senator seemed to think that was 
remarkable in view of his supposition that 
Mr. Remington wished to introduce himself to 
good or fashionable society abroad. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Not at all. l 

Mr. CONKLING. It would have been in 
the worst of taste, I admit, for Mr. Reming- 
ton, if that had been his object, to pass by my 
honorable friend, for example, and go to the 
chief of ordnance for certiticates to put him 
in fashionable society abroad; but I beg to 
assure him, knowing Mr. Remington, that that 
was no part of his mission; he went with no 
aspiration like that, 

Mr. SCHURZ. I thank the Senator from 
New York for whathe says. Iam so far from 
believing that Mr. Remington desired to in- 
troduce himself into fashionable society that 
Iam almost sure he desired those letters to 
aid him in the settlement of his own accounts 
with the French Government; his integrity 
having been questioned there, right there a 
semi-official certificate coming from the chief 
of ordnance of the United States, and from 
the Secretary of War of the United States, was 
exceedingly welcome and useful to bim. 
That is what I should bave said, had not the 
Senator from New York said it for me. But 
it is very questionable whether it was proper 
for the chief of ordnance and the Secretary 
of War to give such a certificate to Mr. Rem- 
ington so as to introduce him to the confidence 
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of the French Government, and to aid him in 
the settlement of his transactions with that 
Government, after Mr. Remington, as we are 
told, had been, so to speak, turned out of the 
War Department as a French agent and his 
bids had been rejected for that reason, as a 
trade this Government could not entertain. 
What I mean to say is this-—— i 

Mr. CONKLING. Ishall not interrupt the 
Senator; but will simply suggest that he of 
course does not understand that these letters 
were furnished to Mr. Remington while the 
war was going on or this transaction. 

Mr. SCHURZ. No. I know very well when 
these letters were furnished to Mr. Remington. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will tell the Senator, 
if he will allow me; I ought to have told him 
before if I did not. It was long, long after 
the war between France and Germany had 
ceased to rage. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I understand. 

Mr. CONKLING. It was now recently; 
since snow fell this winter, I think; certainly 
quite recently. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly; I am well ac- 
quainted with the case, and the Senator and 
myself do not: differ on that point. lt was 
after the trial of Place had taken place. it 
was when Mr. Remington, as the agent of the 
French Government, had got into difficulty with 
the French authorities about his transactions 
that these letters were furnished him; and it 
is for this very reason that I say it was of 
most questionable propriety that documents 
on their face semi-official, bearing. official sig- 
natures, at least official titles of officers of the 
United States attached to the signatures, should 
appearon such an occasion., Certainly 1 would 
not find fault with the Senator from New York 
for giving him his letter as an act of friend- 
ship; but when I see the names of American 
officials appear in such transactions in France, 
I would suggest to the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey, whom I do not sce in his seat 
now, that the American name may in that way 
indeed be somewhat compromised. ; 

Well, after all this, I believe the Senator 
from Iowa will no longer assert that there is 
not at least a ground of suspicion indicating 
that there were transactions between this Gov- 
ernment and persons who might reasonably 
have heen presumed to be agents of one of the 
belligerent Powers. 

Now, as to the money part of the transac- 
tion. There were certain sums paid by France 
for arms which appear in their newspapers 
and in their official and semi-official docu- 
ments. If we may believe them, the whole 
sum of money expended by Trance through 
Remington for arms bought of the United 
States amounted to about fifty-four million 
francs. On the other hand, as is stated by the 
Secretary of War, the whole sum received by 
him amounts to not quite ten million dollars.. 
The aggregate sum paid by the French Govern- 
ment does not appear in a quite definite shape. 
It is merely put at about fifty-four million 
franes, which would make in gold $11,000,000 ; 
in currency about fourteen million dollars. 
There would then be a discrepancy of about 
four million dollars between the money paid 
on one and received on the other side. 1 do 
not presume to speak with any definiteness 
upon that point. Iwill not vouch for the abso- 
lute correctness of the aggregzte figures given 
in France, but it is very probabie that the 
whole amount really expended by the French 
Government. in these purchases through Rem- 
ington, is not very far from fifty-four million 
francs. We know one thing by the documents 
that have been published in the newspapers, 
and that is that up to the 23d day of Decem- 
ber, 1870, when the moneys expended for 
American arms ceased to pass through the 
hands of the consul general, the French Gov- 
ernment expended $6,092.173, and that for 
the same lots of arms as identified the money 
received by the United States was $5,124,953. 
There is a discrepancy of $847,000. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. What document? 

Mr. SCHURZ. I have already said that I 
am quoting from official documents. It is 
figured up from the account of the War De- 

artment. The Senator has the report of the 
epartment and can make the caiculations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report of the War 
Department is six hundred pages long. 

Mr. SCHURZ. No, this little report. [That 
of January 24, 1872.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me have that. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Certainly. Now, sir, we 
know also that all the purcbases which were 
made of the Government of the United States 
were on the part of France made through 
Remington. We know further from French 
official reportsthat Mr. Remington was author- 
ized to charge the French Government a com- 
mission at first of five per cent., which finally, 
after it turned out that the sales were very 
large, was reduced to two and a half per cent. ; 
so that taking the basis of fifty-four million 
franes or fourteen million dollars, Mr. Reming- 
ton’s commission might have been from three 
hundred to three hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. That there is a discrepancy between 
the money paid by the French Government 
and the money received by the United States 
Government and Remington’s commissions 
seems obvious. It has been suggested that 
that money was pocketed by intermediate 
parties. That would at first sight seem very 
plausible; but I have already alluded to the 
curious fact that taking the accounts of those 
intermediate parties it turns out that in nearly 
every case the prices received here, as to each 
item, corresponds almost exactly with the 
prices paid by the French Government. So it 
would seem, as far as the prices of the goods 
are concerned, that no money fell into the 
pockets of those intermediate parties—a very 
curious circumstance; and certainly it cannot 
be presumed that Mr. Remington could have 
pocketed it, soiled his hands with illegitimate 
gain, indorsed as his integrity is by so many 
great authorities. Nay, it may be presumed 
that such sums of money as those usually do 
not remain in the hands of one person, but 
are to some extent distributed. If I were 
asked what I believe as to where these sums 
of money have gone, I would very candidly 
tell the Senate, | do not know. Here we are 
moving on dark ground, which is to be ex- 
plored. Neither do I think that we ever com- 
menced an investigation of such things where 
we were able distinctly to say ‘‘ there is the man 
who has the money.” Were we able to say 
that, investigation would be unnecessary. The 
circumstance that we do not kuow what has 
become of those sums, is one of the reasons 
why the investigation is demanded, 

Well, sir, after all this was the Senator 
from lowa right in tauntingly asking the ques- 
tion, is this any concern of the American peo- 
ple? Why, sir, is not everything that affects 
the honor and standing and reputation of any 
American official, even if it only distantly 
affected, a matter that must most surely con- 
cern the American people? We have heard 
here in these dispatches of “ strong influences” 
being brought to bear. The idea has been 
ridiculed. lt has been represented as the mere 
boastful expression of an agent who wanted to 
make himself important. Well, sir, if such 
statements stood entirely alone, if there were 
no other circumstances suspiciously connected | 
with them, then I readily admit it might be 
put out of the way as irrelevant. But when | 
there is reason to believe that money has been | 


if 
spilled in a mysterious way, and when there is 4 
H 


talk of ** strong influences ’’ having been used, ! 
of difficulties having been overcome, the idea | 
naturally suggests itself that the strong infla- | 
ences may possibly have something to do with |i 
that money. I am far from asserting that they | 
had; but I say they may have had, and the sus- I 
picion has been expressed that they did have. | 


‘That suspicion has grown up not only athome; || 
it has shown itself abroad. And I think it is 


the bounden duty of every citizen of the United 
States who values the standing of the Govern: 
ment and the honor of his country to fathom 
the subject to the bottom. . Nay,.sir; hereis:a 
man implicated, Mr. Remington, whois :to.a 
certain extent accredited with the French: Goy- 
ernment, by our chief of ordnance and: our 
Secretary of War over their official signatures, 
Yell me, does not our Government to a certain 
extent appear implicated in his case? = I will 
not say that it was so.implicated by the author- 
ity of the President, for I am confident it was 
not; nor by order of the Secretary. of State, 
who conducts our international intercourse. 
But if it was done merely by an act of -indis- 
eretion on the part of other high officials of 
the Government, yet after all it was: done; 
and is not this a matter of grave importance? 
It will not do for us to close our eyes to these 
occurrences, for nobody else does... It is im- 
possible to conceal these things. It is unworthy 
of a great Government to attempt to.cover. up 
what the whole world has already learned from 
the proceedings in French courts and in the 
French National Assembly. : 
Something has been said here of our de 
nouncing the Government of the United States 
to the world abroad. Why, gentlemen, are 
we not revealing any secret here? Do not in- 
dulge in such delusions. All Europe knows 
already what we are speaking about.: Do you 
think you can by putting your heads in the 
sand, like the ostrich, make all the world be- 
lieve that what is known abroad is a secret 
here? By affecting to treat it as a secret, can 
you make it secret? Is that taking care of the 
honor of the Government? : Ignoring charges 
is not refuting them. We have to show in 
the face of the world that if we cannot stop 
corrupt practices we can at least ferret them 
out in order to correct them. If this country 
is compromised, itis not done by those who 
denounce the offense, but by those who per- 
petrated it. If any wrong has been done, we 
cannot make it good by trying to conceal: it 
when it is known to the world, but by boldly 
expressing our disapproval we can right our 
position before mankind. i 
A closing word, sir.. A yearago I had.a 
very peculiar interest in this case. When the 
war between France and Germany was raging, 
and when the news went abroad that our Gov- 
ernment was furnishing arms to France, a great 
commotion sprang up among American citi- 
zens of German nativity. When first, the great 
sales, in October, were made, protests were 
brought before the Government, strong repre- 
sentations were made to the President, him» 
self, and I read at that time a statement in 
the newspapers that the sales were suspended. 
Whether it was true or not Ido not know; at 
any rate, the newspapers reported it. The 
November clections passed over, and the sales, 
if they ever were, did not remain suspended. 
‘Then the commotion increased, the excitement 
rose, meetings were. held all over this coun- 
try, resolutions were passed, and I especially 
was flooded with an avalanche of letters and 
addresses and protests and remonstrances 
urging me to attack the Government, for the 
sales of arms that were made, on the floor of 
the United States Senate. To show the spirit 
of these manifestations, I will quote a few 
sentences from one of them which was sent to 
me, covered with thousands and thousands of 
signatures, by citizens of Wisconsin: : 
“ Considering that the German people at the time 
of the war of the rebellion did not content them- 
selves with mere expressions of sympathy for. the 
United States, but also strengthened the credit of 
this Republic by the purchase ‘of bonds in great 
number, thus codperating in furnishing means to 
fight the rebellion successfully; and considering 
that almost every German-American citizen capable 
of bearing arms followed the call of the President 
against the rebellion and stepped into the ranks of 
the Army, we declare that we as men of German 
nativity and free citizens of the American Republic 
do not approve of it that the same arms: whieh, 
partly at least, were bought by our money and car- 


ried by us in the war of the rebellion, should be now 
sent to France to serve in killing our brothers and 


u relatives,” > 
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». I say E received: thousands and thousands 
of signatures attached to such papers as these, 
urging me to attack the Administration for 
those proceedings on this floor. I did not 
yield to that pressure,-and I did not carry the 
matter before the Senate of the United States, 
deeming it imprudent at that time to provoke 
a debate: which would have involved our rela- 
tions- with the two great nations then at war 
in Europe; which might have tended to induce 
the. Administration majority on this floor to 
defend, justify, and make itself responsible for 
the sales of arms, which could not be denied. 
I think now, and I thought then, that I acted 
well in avoiding such discussions here. I 
thought it was far wiser and far more expe- 
dient, and also surer of effect, to make every 
effort quietly by application to the executive 
branch of this Government to have these sales 
of arms stopped and that source of unwhole- 
some excitement removed. So I went to the 
Secretary of War as soon as the matter came 
fairly to my attention. I had a number of 
interviews with him, reading to him the remon- 
strances which I received, pointing out to him 
the thousands and thousands of signatures at- 
tached to them, representing to him how every- 
body in the United States understood very 
well where those arms from our arsenals were 
going—how everybody in the United States 
learned week after week that cargo after cargo 
‘of those arms were shipped to the theater of 
war directly and indirectly, and entreated him 
even by the consideration of political conse- 
quences to have the mischief discontinued. The 
answer I received in several of these interviews 
was that the Government had a right to sell 
arms to American citizens; that he did not 
know. that the arms went into the hands of 
French agents, and did not see any reason to 
stop the sales. Thus a considerable time 1 
entreated in vain. I continued my instances, 
and finally went to the Secretary of State to 
urge the same matter upon his attention. He 
promised to exert his influence in accordance 
with my representations. As I understand, 
although I cannot say so by authority, he has 
always been opposed to the sale of arms, At 
last the sale of arms was stopped, and I was 
notified by both the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of State to that effect. 

Now, sir, I do not state these circumstances 
for the purpose of conjuring up again the feel- 
ings which then prevailed, but for another 
reason. I did not then understand the whole 
ease. I did not know that not only arms had 
been sold to one of the belligerents through 
intermediate parties, but that also ammunition 
had been manufactured for sale. I did not 
know then that those transactions went more 
or less directly through the hands of a man who 
had become known as an agent of the French 
Government. I did not know then that large 
sums of money were traveling on mysterious 
roads. And yet, being ignorant of all this, L 
mast. confess that a very grave suspicion arose 
in me even then. Why? Isaw this Government 
doing a thing which not only was calculated 
to compromise its international standing, its 
relations with foreign Powers, nay, 1 saw this 
Administration doing a thing which was calcu- 
lated to disturb the good feeling which existed 
between it and what everybody will admit to 
be a very useful, and estimable, and most 
patriotic class of American citizens—doing all 
this for no apparent reason but to sell arms, 
which sooner or later might have been dis- 
posed of to equal advantage without any of 
the risks now attending the transaction. And 
when thus I saw that the international stand- # 
ing of this country was jeopardized, and that 
even every consideration of politcal prudence 
was set aside without any counterbalancing 
public advantage, then { must contess the sus- 
picion forced itself instinctively upon my mind | 
that there was a job atthe bottom of this other- 
wise senseless proceeding, 

Understand me well. I am by no means 
willing to cast any aspersion of that kind upon ii 


the Secretary of War. I have always esteemed 
him an honest man, and | do*belteve that iu 
these transactions he is rather a victim thana 
guilty co-actor. But, gentlemen, do vot close 
your eyes to one fact—and here I will express 
mnyseif frankly and boldly. There is an im- 
pression prevailing in this country that some- 
where in this Government there sits ‘‘a mili- 
tary ring,” which is exercising an unwhole- 
some, a far-reaching, a corrupt and dangerous 
influence upon this Administration. That 
impression is growing all over the land. This 
suspicion may be well-founded or it may not. 
And now, whether the inquiry here proposed 
discover that there is such an influence, bring- 
ing the guilty men to disgrace and punishment, 
or whether it discover that there is not, in 
either case, I humbly submit, the investigation 
will have rendered a great service to the best 
interests of the country, and to the honor of 
the American name. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Lhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After nine minutes spent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were reopened, and 
(at four o'clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspay, February 15, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. But_er, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 


approved. 
ppro CORRECTION. 


Mr. BANKS. I wish to make correction 
of an error I committed yesterday. In the 
debate upon the construction of a pubtic build- 
ing at Quiucy, Illinois, I referred to the action 
of the Committee on Public Lands at an earlier 
session of Congress. Speaking from recollec- 
tion only l referred to Hou. Mr. Washburne, 
late a member of the House from Lilinois, as 
a member of that committee at that time. I 
wish to correct that error. 1 have examined 
the Journal of the House and find that he was 
not a member of that committee. I desire this 
correction tobe madein the Globe, from which 
the original remark, at my request, has been 
omitted. 

NAVIGATION ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on 
the Public Lauds, made a report in writing to 
accompany the bill (H. It. No. 1027) to perfect 
navigation on the Mississippi river; ‘which 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

GREEN BAY AND LAKE MICHIGAN CANAL. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table, for 
consideration at this time, Senate bill No. 384, 
exteuding the time fur the completion of the 
Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake Mich- 
igan ship-canal in the Siate of Michigan. An 
exactly similar bill has been introduced in this 
House and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and a majority of that commit- 
tee are in favor of its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will hear objections, if 
any. 

The bill was read. It extends the time for 
the completion of the Green Bay and Sturgeon 
Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal, in the 
State of Michigan, to the 10th of April, 1874, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this bill should 
come up in its regular order. I object to its 
consideration at this time. 

UNITED STATES COURT IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CONNER. I ask unanimous consent 
to present at this time, aud have printed at 
length in the Daily Globe, a petition from citi- 
zens of Jefferson, Texas, asking that the place 


for holding the United States courts for the 
western district of ‘Texas be changed from 
Taylor, Smith county, to the city of Jefferson, 
Marion county, Texas. 

Mr. MAYNARD. [object to printing the 
petition in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The petition can be pre- 
sented at the Clerk's desk. under the rule. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Qhio. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
demanded, the morning hour now begins, at 
twelve o’clock and fifteen minutes, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(II. R. No. 1548) coming over from the morn- 
ing hour of yesterday. to provide for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Quincy, Illinois. 
The question is upon seconding the previous 
question upon ordering the bill to beengrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If the previous question is not sus- 
tained, will it be in order to move to reduce 
the amount of this appropriation to $100,000? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question 
be not sustained, the bill will be open to 
amendment, of course. 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question, there were—ayes 53, noes 40; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. FARWELL were appointed, 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 47. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question being taken on ordering the 
main question, there were—ayes 74, noes 40. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L[eall for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the athirmative—yeas 104, nays 03, not voting 
73; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Arthur, Averill, Banks, Bar- 
ber, Burry, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, Boles, Buckley, 
Bufinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 1° Butler, 
Campbell, William T. Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, 
Conger, Conner, Cotton, Creely, Donnan, Dueil, 
Duke, Donnell, Lames, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 


Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Getz, 
Golladay, Goodrich, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, 
Harper, Havens, Hawley, Juhu W.ifazeiton, Hern- 
don, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kellogg, Ketch: 
King, Kinsella, Lamport, Leach, Lowe, Marsh: 
Maynard, Melntyre, McJunkin, MeNeely, Mer- 
riam, Leonard Myers, Negicy, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Pendieton, Peree, Aaron F. ry, Ei Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Edward Y. Rice, ititehie, Elhs HL 
Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, pawyer, Seeley, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheliabarger,, Sloss, John A, 
| Smith, Snapp, Toomas, J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, ‘Twichell, Tyner, 
Vaughan, Wallace, Wells, Wheeler, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson. John T., Wilson, Winchester, and Wood~104, 
NAYS—Aessrs. Beatty, Bell, Austin Diair, George 


M. Brooks, James Brooks, Caldwell, Cox, Critcher, 
„Crocker, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, Da Bose, 
Eldredge, Ely, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garteld, 
Ilaldeman, Hambleton, John T. Harris, Hays, Hib- 
bard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger Lamison, Lewis, 
Manson, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, Mell enry, 
MeKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Monroe, Niblack, 
Packard, Packer, Hosen W. Parker, Porter, Potter, 
Read, John M. Rice, Willam BR. Roberts, Roose- 
veit, Sherwood, Slater, Worthington U. Smith, Syy- 
der, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Terry, Upson, Van 
Trump, Waldron, Whiteley Whitthurnc, Willard, 
and Young--63. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, 
Archer, Barnum, Beek, Bigby, Bingham, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Roderick R. Butler, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cobh, Coburn, Crebs, 
De Large Dickey, Dox, Eliott, Farnsworth, Garrett, 
Griffith, Hale, Ilancock, Hanks, George P. Har- 
ris, Hay, Uerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Hill, Kel- 
ley. Kendall, Lansing, Lynch, McClelland, Me- 
Kee, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, 
Morgan, Morphis, Palmer, Platt, Price, Prindie, 
Rainey, Randall, Robinson, Seofield, Sheldon, 
Sbober, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Stowell, St. John, Syphe ie, 
Dwight Townsend, Lurner, Tutbili, Voorhees, Wad- 
deil, Wakeman, Waiden, Walls, Warren. Williams 
of Indiana, and Williains of New York--73. 


So the main question was ordered; which 
was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman de- 
mand the reading of the engrossed bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the main question was ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. On that question I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the demand 
for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. 

The bill was read a third time; and the ques- 
tion was on its passage. 

Mr. COX. On the passage of the bill I 
call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes fourteen, noes not counted. 

Mr. HARPER. I cali for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the tellers there were—ayes 
eighteen; not a sufficient number. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the select Committee 
on the Reorganization of the Civil Service of 
the United States. reported back, with amend- 
ments, a bill (H. R. No. 1341) to regulate the 
employment and compensation of clerks for 
the committees of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The bill, which was read, provides that here- 
after the standing committees of the House of 

tepresentatives shall be allowed clerks with 
compensation as follows: 

The Committee of Ways and Means and the 
Committee on Appropriations may have each 
a clerk, with an annual salary of $2,592; 

The Committee of Claims and the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands may have each a clerk, 
with an annual salary of $2,160; 

The Committee on Elections, the Committee 
on the Judiciary, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post toads may have each a clerk, with com- 
peusation at the rate of six dollars a day during 
the sessions of Congress ; 

The Committee on Banking and Currency 
may have a clerk, (who shall also act as clerk 
for the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures,) with compensation ‘at the rate of 
six dollars a day during the sessions of Con- 
gress; 

The Committee on Commerce, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, the Committee on the Territories, the 
Committee on Printing, the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States, the 
Committee on Education and Labor, the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
may have each a clerk, with compensation at 
the rate of five dollars a day during the ses- 
sions of Congress; 

The Committee ou Patents may have a clerk, 
(who shall also act as clerk for the Committee 
on Private Land Claims,) with compensation 
at the rate of five dollars a day during the 
sessions of Congress; 

The Committee on the Pacifie Railroad may 
have a clerk, (who shall also act as clerk for 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812,) with compensation at the rate 
of five dollars a day during the sessions of 
Congress. 

No person receiving compensation as clerk 
ofa committee of the. House is to receive pay 
during the time he is receiving compensation 
as such clerk, as an officer or employé in any 
other department or branch of the Government. 


Mr. Speaker, is the bill 


4 


The second section provides that whenever 
a standing committee, which is authorized to 
employ a clerk during the sessions of Con- 
gress, shall, by order of the House, sit during 
the recess of Congress, the clerk in actual 
attendance upon the sittings of such commit- 
tee may be paid for such attendance at the 
same rate per day as during the sessions of 
Congress, upon an account examined and 
allowed by the Committee on Accounts. 

The third section provides that whenever 
any standing committee of the House, not 
authorized to employ a clerk, or any select 
committeee of the House, shall, by resolution, 
be charged with any special investigation or 
business that in the judgment of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts requires the employment of 
a clerk, and the Committee on Accounts shall 
recommend, and the House shali vote that 
such committee may employ a clerk, such 
clerk shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House not more than five dollars a day 
while actually acting as clerk during the ses- 
sions of Congress, orin actual atteudance upon 
any session of such committee during the 
recess of Congress; such payment to be made 
only upon an account examined and allowed 
by the Committee on Accounts. 

The fourth section provides that no clerk of 
any committee of the House shall be allowed 
or paid any salary or compensation except as 
provided in this act; and all acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are repealed. 

Mr. WILLARD. T desire to move an amend- 
ment, to add at the end of line twelve the fol- 
lowing : 

The Speaker ofthe House of Representatives may 
have acierk with an annual salary of $1,800, and the 
employment and payment on the rolls of the Door- 
keeper of the JIouse for a person acting as said clerk, 
or of any person in his place, shall be hereafter 
discontinued. 

The committee also proposes an amendment 
by striking out ‘Committee on Territories’? 
and “Committee on Public Buiidings and 
Grounds,”’ and inserting what I have sent to 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The bill at the Clerk’s 
desk does not seem to be the one to which the 
gentleman refers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In order to under- 
stand the action of the committee, I hope the 
gentleman will make an explanation of pre- 
cisely what is proposed by the committee. 

Mr. WILLARD. Before these amendments 
are acted upon, I will make a statement to the 
House covering the ground of the commiitee’s 
report. 

Mr. Speaker, early in this session a resolu- 
tion was offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GarrieLD,] chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, instructing the select 
Committee on Reorganization of the Civil Ser- 
vice to prepare and report a billto the House 


regulating the employment and compensation | 


of the clerks of the committees of the Honse. 


That resolution was adopted, and this bill is | 


reported in pursuance of the instructions con- 
tained in thatresolution. Iean say in general 
I believe that no committee which in the last 
Congress had the service of a clerk alone or 
in conjunction with some other committee is 
left out of this Lill. 
provides forthe employment and payment of 
clerks for all committees of the House which 
have been accustomed to employ and pay 
clerks heretofore. 

The committee in considering this bill, or 
rather in considering the resolution of instruc- 
tions referred to them, came to the conclusion, 
and I think it was a proper conclusion, that 
the object of the resolution was more. to reg- 
ulate the compensation of clerks than it was 
to cut down the number of clerks who were 
to be employed. 

There has been, Mr. Speaker, what seemed 
to the committee a vicious practice heretofore, 
not only in the last Congress, but in preced- 
ing Congresses, to get a resolution introduced 


toward the close of the session providing: for 
the payment during the recess of Congress at 
the same per diem which was paid to the clerks 
during the session of Congress; and this hag 
been done in reference to some committees 
which had no work for clerks to perform dur- 
ing the recess of Congress. In the last Con- 
gress, for instance, clerks of the Committee 
on Accounts, the Committee of Elections, the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, were each paid during 
the recess of Congress, and the amount of com- 
pensation received by each clerk of those - 
committees was nearly forty-three hundred 
dollars, while the amount received by the 
clerks who were employed only during the 
session of Congress, who were paid the same 
per diem, was only a trifle over seventeen hun- 
dred dollars each. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether, if we pass this bill, it will not pat it 
out of our power hereafter to make any change 
in reference to the clerks of the House which 
may become necessary, or rather whether we 
are not putting this matter out of the discre- 
tion of the House, where it properly belongs? 

Mr. WILLARD. This will only be as bind- 
ing and as imperative as any other legislation 
ot Congress. The Senate wiil never besitate 
to pass any law in relation to the clerks of the 


In other words, this biil |; 


House which the House would send to the 
Senate asking that body for its concurrence. 
But I wili come to all these matters in the 
course of the explanation which 1 propose to 
make of the bill. 

One other observation, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to make here. The clerks of four committees 
of the House have been paid heretofore by 
law. The clerks of the Committee of Ways 
and Means and the Committee on Appropria- 
| tions have each been paid by law aa annual 
salary of $2,592. The reason why it comes 
to be that precise amount is because it was 
fixed in conformity with the Jaw passed some 
years since increasing the pay of employés 
twenty per cent., and twenty per cent. isadded 
to what was heretofore given to these clerks, 
making the amount $2,592 each, The clerk 
of the Committee of Claims and the clerk of 
the Committee on the Public Lands were each 
paid an annual salary of $2,160, their pay 
before that being $1,800, and twenty per cent, 
being added increases it to the amount I have 


| stated. So far as the clerks of those four 


committees are concerned, this committee did 
| not consider they had jurisdiction to change 
the jaw in that regard; inasmuch as the reso- 
lution referred to only instructed the commit- 
' tee in reference to the employment aud com- 
| pensation of clerks whose salaries were not 
| regulated by law. The committee deemed it 
| advisable, however, inasmuch as this is a prop- 
osition to regulate the pay of clerks of the 
House, to include them in this bill, leaving 
them, however, as they stand in the law, mak- 
ing no recommendation, but leaving to any 
member of the House to submit a motion in 
reference to the pay of those four clerks. he 
committee, as | have stated, make no recom- 
mendation in reference to those four clerks, 
but leave it to the House to act upon the mat-. 
; ter independently, as may be deemed best. 

There was some difference of opinion, I may 


say, in the committee in respect to the amount 
i of compensation that should be paid to the 
| clerks, and there was at least considerable 
| force in the suggestions that were made by 
members of the committee, that possilly it 
might be wiser to make this compensation 
| larger in some instances for some clerks than 
| itis either in this bill or than it was previously, 
land stili have no clerks paid except during 
| the sessions of Congress or the sessions of 
| the committee. making the pay large enough, 
| however, per diem for his Isbor to make an 
i adequate compensation for yielding his time to 
the committee. Bat the committee were: of 
the opinion that the six dollars a day which 


has been the maximum sum paid per diem 
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hitherto as salary for clerks was probably suff- 
cient compensation in other words, that for 
that compensation. competent clerks could be 
employed for all the committees except those 
four which I have named here; or, I think in 
the opinion of the committee, the first three. 
* As to the others the sum of six dollars per 
diem ig limited to the clerks of the Committee 
of Elections, of the Committee on ihe Judi- 
ciary, of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
of the Committee òn Invalid Pensions, and of 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
The clerk of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, who by this bill is also directed to 
act as clerk for the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, is also put into that 
class. And itis proper to say here that this 
clerk is at present also acting as clerk of this 
select Committee on the Reorganization of the 
Civil Service; and it occurred to our com- 
mittee that if this clerk acted also for the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and for the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, it was fair and no more than just com- 
pensation to give him six dollars per day, 
which is given to the other clerks who act only 
as clerks for a single committee. I mention 
this because the compensation of the clerk 
‘of the Committee on Banking and Currency 
has hitherto been only $4 80 per day, and that 
has been the compensation also of the clerk 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; but it seemed to the committee that 
that clerk also bad more work to do than the 
clerks of many of the other committees, and 
that it was no more than just that his compen- 
sation should also be of this grade. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to the clerks of 
the second class, whom it is proposed by this 
bill to pay five dollars per day. I may say, in 
the first place, that they are all at present paid 
$4 80a day, and that sum was fixed by this 
method: adding twenty per cent. to the former 
per diem compensation of four dollars a day. 
The committee deemed that the fraction of 
twenty cents had better be taken out of the 
computation, and perhaps in a spirit of gen- 
erous liberality they took it out by increasing 
the sum to five dollars, In other words, they 
put ia that twenty cents for the purpose, as 

as been suggested, of making even change. 
Now, there are included in that class the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the Committee on For- 
eigu Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, the Com- 
mittee on Printing, the Committee on Revis- 
ion of the Laws of "the United States, the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, the 
clerks of which committees were paid in the 
last Congress, and are now by a resolation of 
the House being paid, $4 80a day. 

The Committee on the Territories has been 
allowed:a clerk, and he has been paid at the 
rate of $4 80 a day. The bill proposes that 
that committee shall be allowed a clerk in 
connection with the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 
duties of those two committees were so nearly 
of a kindred nature—mines and mining being 
so largely in the Territories—that it would be 
well to put these two together in the classifica- 
tion, 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds in this classification employs a clerk 
in connection with the Committee on Public 
Expenditures in an amendment which has been 
proposed to the bill. The former committee 
is authorized at present to employ a clerk, I 
think, in connection with the same committee 
or with some other which has not any more 
work to do. The Committee on Publie Ex- 
penditures has little work to do; and, as [ 
have said, those two committees, it is pro- 
posed, shall be authorized to employ one clerk. 

The Committee on Patents is authorized 
by this bill to employ a clerk, who is also to act 
as clerk to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. That is the arrangement which now 


-formed for both committees. 


exists, one clerk acting as clerk for the two 
committees. 

` The Committee on the Pacific Railroad is 
authorized to employ a clerk, who is also to act 
as clerk to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. I may say that 
the reason which operated upon the mind of 
the committee in iavor of putting these two 
committees together was this: the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad has hitherto been au- 
thorized toemploy a clerk, and I think he has 
acted as the clerk of some other committee. 

Mr. WHEELER. The clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. WILLARD. It is now proposed to put 
that committee with the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road is to be authorized to employ a clerk, and 
as the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812 meet in the same room, there 
is no difficulty whatever in one clerk perform- 
ing whatever duties there may be to be per- 
The chairman 
of the Committee on the Pacifc Railroad 
said that he had no objection to having the 
clerk act for both committees. I do not 
understand that any objection is made to this, 
and the salary of the clerk is not increased. 

The clerkship of the Committee on Agri- 
culture was not mentioned in the original bill, 
and that committee, and the Committee on 
Manufactures, are now put together, and al- 
lowed to employ a clerk. 

The Committee on Railways and Canals 
is also authorized to employ a clerk in con- 
nection with the Committee on Freedmen’s 
Affairs. 

These four committees are authorized now, 
by resolutions of the House, and were in the 
last Congress, to employ clerks, as they are 
authorized by this bill to employ clerks. And 
although there was some hesitation on the part 
of the committee at first, in respect to these 
committees, as well as in respect to some other 
committees, in recommending the employment 
of clerks, on the ground that the business before 
the committees was hardly sufficient to war- 
rant such an expenditure, still the commit- 
tee, after further consideration, and on con- 
ference with the chairmen of those committees, 
who stated to them something of the busi- 
ness before them, and the importance of a 
clerk for the proper transaction of their busi- 
ness, came to the conclusion that it would on 
the whole be a wise expenditure of money, 
in consideration of the advantage to the pub- 
lic service, to allow these committees to retain 
their clerks, 

The Committee on Agriculture represents 
here in this House certainly one of the most 
important interests in the country, and whether 
or not ‘at all sessions of Congress it has an 
amount of business before it that requires the 
aid of the clerk that has been assigned to the 
committee, it is still true that while it repre- 
sents this important interest, and is liable at 


) |! any time to be charged by resolutions of this 
It seemed to our committee that the | 


House, or by bills referred to it, with business 
affecting the industrial interests of the whole 
country, it ought to have the aid of a clerk, 
and a clerk can aid that committee as much 
as a clerk can aid any committee of the House. 
The same thing might be said of other com- 
mittees. 

I think it can be said generally that the 
money that is expended on clerks of the com- 


mitiees of the House during the session of | 


Congress is not money unwisely expended. 
These committees ought to be encouraged in 
every possible way, short of extravagant ex- 
penditures of public money, to attend to all 
the business which can properly be considered 
by the committee; and there is no doubt that 
in correspondence, and in looking up author- 
ities and facts concerning matters referred to 
the committee, and in many other ways, a 


clerk can be of great service in advancing | 


the business and helping the members in the 
transaction of the business properly before the 


i 
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| think the 


committee: As a general rule, therefore, it 
seems to me, and that was the opinion of the 
committee generally, that it would not be a 
wise measure, looking to progress aud rapid- 
ity in the dispatch of business, to cut off the 
clerkships of committees entirely from any 
committees that had been accustomed to their 
employment. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, further, while my 
attention has been called to it as to the amend- 
ment suggested in reference to a clerk to the 
Speaker, that while that matter was not strictly 
referred to the committee, it has been the cus- 
tom for years, as lam told, for the Doorkeepet 
of the House to put upon the rolls a person 
who has acted as clerk for the Speaker, and 
that person hag been paid at the rate of $1,800 
ayear. Now, what is proper to be done by 
indireetion—and I think it entirely proper that 
the Speaker should have a clerk—we propose 
todo directly and to pnt into this law the right 
on the part of the Speaker to employ a clerk 
at the same salary which has been paid hitherto 
tothe person acting as hisclerk, And I think 
no gentleman will disagree with me in saying 
that if any committee of this House needs a 
clerk, certainly the Speaker, more than any 
committee of the House, needs a private secre- 
tary or clerk. The proposition 1s guarded so 
that there shall be no payment hereafier to 
such a person on the rolls of the Doorkeeper. 

Now, having got through with my statement 
in respect to the clerks themselves, let me re- 
fer for a moment to a proviso put on this bill, 
and which was put on at the suggestion of some 
members of the House as well as some mem- 
bers of the committee reporting this biil, The 
proviso is as follows: 


Provided, That no person receiving compensation 
as clerk of a committee of the House shall, during 
the time he is receiving compensation as such clerk, 
receive pay as an oficer or employé in any other 
department or branch of tne Government. 


It has been said, I do not know with what 
truth, that persons serving as clerks in the 
Departments here have taken advantage of 
the opportunity presented by sessions of Con- 
gresg to take their thirty days’ leave of ab- 
sence from the Departments, or, perhaps to 
get other persons to act in their stead in the 

eparuments for a less compensation than they 
receive as such clerks, and then come here and 
get employment as clerks of committees, and 
tor the time being, in that way, they are enabled 
to draw double pay. It is perlecily proper, I 
think, that a person who is acting here as the 


H clerk of a committee of Congress should not 


in this way be permitted to draw double pay 
from the Treasury of the United States. His 
time should be commanded by the committee, 


| and his pay, of course, should be adequate. 


Certainly there should be no device by which 
he can draw double pay for the same time 
from the ‘Treasury. This provision is similar 
to provisions in our statutes forbidding any 
person from receiving two compensations from 
the Government for the same period of time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As the gentleman 
goes along I would like to have him explain 
this: I notice that this provision, as well as 
this entire biil, applies only to clerks of com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives, Ag 
regards the proposed adjustment of the pay 
of our clerks, I think that perhaps it is very 
proper throughout. I presume it is, and { 
pay of those employés should be regu- 
lated bylaw. But at the same time and by the 
same law I think it would be proper to regulate 


i the pay of the clerks of the committees of the 


Senate. Now, suppose that we pass this bill 
and send it to the Senate? I know it is said 
that we should leave to the Senate to put on 
the provisions necessary for the regulation and 
employment of its own clerks; but suppose 
that the Senate does not put on any such 
provisions, and merely takes up our bill and 
passes it as we send it to them, and it becomes 
thereby a law, we wiil have fettered ourselves 
by a law which we cannot change by a simple 
House resolution, while the Senate will be 
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left to fix the pay of its clerks as it may please, | 
and those clerks may hold other offices or not 
as they please. 

Mr. DICKEY. And there is now a clerk 
for cach committee of the Senate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, they have a 
clerk for each committee, and they pay their 
clerks some two dollars a day each more than 
we do ours. : 

Mr. WILLARD. I agree to the force of 
the observation of the gentleman from Iili- 
nois {[Mr. Farnsworts.| I think it would 
be a wise thing if we could have a law to regu- 
late the employment and compensation of the 
clerks both of the Senate and of the House. 
One reason why this committee does not report 
such a bill is that we were instructed to report 
a bill concerning only the clerks of the com- 
mittees of the House. Even if we had felt 
disposed to report a different bill. we had no 
authority to do it. Beside, it would seem to 
be a most manifest intermeddling with what 
is specially the province of another branch of 
Congress for us to assume to say what clerk 
the Senate should employ or what compensa- 
tion they should give them. If this bill should 
pass the House and go to the Senate, and they 
choose to attach to it provisions in relation to | 
the employment and payment of their clerks, 
similar to those here proposed in relation to 
clerks of the House, we of course would very 
cheerfully accord to them that privilege and 
not object to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Allow me 
a question. Does this bill, by its provisions, 
prevent this House from employing any new 
clerks should we desire to do so? 

Mr. WILLARD. I would have come to 
that in a moment, but.for the interruption 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH | 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, -Another 
question, and I will not interrupt the gentle- 
man further. I would like to bear the gentle- 
man give a reasou for taking the clerks for the 
committees of this House from under our con- 
trol and placing them under the control of the 


Senate. 

Mr. WILLARD. I think Ihave stated that 
reason once, but I will state it again and right 
here. The reason is just this: in the last Con- 
gress there were four clerks of committees of 
the House who were paid in the aggregate 
$10,000 out of the Treasury during the recess 
of Congress. I do not mean that they were 
paid that amount for their services during the 
recess of Congress, for they rendered no service. 
But there were four clerks of committees of 
this House whose per diem during the recess 
of the last Congress amounted to $10,000, and 
who had no work to perform during that time. 
That was done, as a geueral rule, by the adop- 
tion of resolutions offered in a thin House just 
afier the reading of the Journalin the morning, 
or just before the adjournment of the House, 
or at some time when uo particular attention 
was called to them. Now, it must be obvious 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts that such 
things cannot be prevented in any way as long | 
as it rests in the hands of the House alone to | 
control in all respects the employment and com- 
pensation ofits clerks. While che House alone 
has control of this matter we can at any time, 
by resolution, direct that clerks shall be paid 
during the recess a per diem compensation. | 
will say frankly to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that one object of this bill is to tie our 
own hands so that no such resolutions may go 
through here at a time when the attention of 
the House is not called to them. 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. If that is 
an abuse, can we not prevent it by a rule of 
the House? I cannot agree that we are to put 
ourselves under the guardianship of the Sen- 
ate lest we should do wrong. 

Mr. WILLARD. Under the. guardianship 
of the law. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make 
aninquiry. Ifthis bill should become a law, 


| 


i 


and the House, thereafter disregarding it, 
should make ore of these objectionable orders 
for the payment of some one or more of its 
employés, would the bill overrule that order 
and make it illegal so as to prevent the pay- 
ment of the money thus ordered by the House? 

Mr. WILLARD. It would. That is just 
the object of the bill. 

Mr. KERR. Task the gentleman whether in 
his opinion such an order, after the enactment 
of this bill, would be inoperative if made by 
the House? 

Mr. WILLARD. I will answer that in con- 
sidering the remaining provisions of the bill; 
and I shall be very brief, because the gentle- 
man from Maine, [ Mr. HALE, ] representing the 
Committee on Appropriations, desires to call 
up the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to offer 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the 
following: 
` And hereafter no money shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House by resolution of the 
House for the payment of clerks of standing com- 
mittees of the House. 

Mr. WILLARD. I have no objection to 
that amendment if it is considered necessary. 
I yield a moment to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] that he may call atten- 
tion to anamendment which he desired to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, atasuitable time, to 
move the following amendment, to come in 
before the proviso at the end of the first sec- 
tion: 

But nothing herein contained shall prevent the 
louse hereafter from discontinuing, by resolution, 


the employment of any clerk herein named, or 
from transferring his duties from one committee to 


another, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is all 
right. 

Mr. WILLARD. There is no objection to 
that, so far as Í can see; but let it await the 
final action on the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the second section pro- 
vides for the payment of committee clerks who 
may act as such during the recess of Congress. 
The provision is— 

That whenever a standing committee, which is 
authorized by this act to employ a clerk during the 
sessions of Congress, shall, by order of the House, sit 
during the recess of Congress, the clerk in actual 
attendance upon the sittings of such committee may 
be paid for such attendance at thesame rate per day 
as during the sessions of Congress, upon an account 
examined andallowed by the Committee on Accounts. 

The reason of this provision is obvious. A 
committee charged with special business, when 
obiiged to sit during the recess, should of course 
be allowed to employ a clerk at the same rate 
paid during the session of Congress, but only 
while in actual attendance upon the sittings 
of the committee. 

The third section makes provision respecting 
standing committees not authorized by the bill 
to employ a clerk regularly. It was represented 
to the committee—and the statement has much 
force—that a standing committee not requiring 
ordinarily a clerk—for instance, the Committee 
on the Expenditures of the Treasury Depart- 
ment or Navy Department or Post Office De- 
partment—might be charged at any particular 
session with the special business of investigat- 
ivg expenditures in any of those Departments. 

Now, apparently these committees have 
nothing to do unless their attention is specially 
calied to expendituresin these Departments by 
resolution instructing them to examine into 
them. 1f they should be charged by the House 
with such labor, then itis manifest they ought 
to be authorized to employ a clerk during the 
time so engaged. Section three of the bill 


| therefore provides that whenever any standing 


committee of the House, not authorized by 
this act to employ a clerk, or any select com- 
mittee of the House, shall, by resolution, be 
charged with any special investigation or busi- 
ness that in the judgment of the Committee 
on Accounts requires the employment of a 
clerk, and the Committee on Accounts shall 
recommend and the House ‘shall vote that 
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such committee may employ a clerk, such clerk 
shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the 
House, not more than five dollars a day: while 
actually acting as clerk during the sessions 
of Congress, or in actual attendance upon any 
sessions of such committee during the recess 
of Congress; such payment to be made only 
upon an account examined and allowed by 
the Committteeon Accounts. In other words, 
it leaves the committees not authorized by this 
bill to employ clerks precisely where all the 
standing committees are now. If they should 
be specially charged with such business by the 
House, then, if in the judgment of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts they should: have a clerk, 
the question will be submitted to the House, 
and the House can then order the employment 
of a clerk, for whose pay provision is also made 
in this section. 

I come now to the fourth section of the bill, 
which answers substantially the question put 
to me by the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Kerr, ] which was whether this bill would pre- 
vent the. House by resolution from paying a 
clerk out of the contingent fund of the House, 
Itwould preventsuch payment, it seems to me, 
if any language can be framed which would 
secure that result. 

Section four provides— 

That no clerk of any committee of the Mouse shall 
beallowed or paid any salary or compensation except 
as provided in this act; and all acts and parts of acta 
inconsistent with the provisions of thisactare hereby 
repealed. 

We provide that no clerk shall be paid except 
in the way provided in this bill, lt seems to 
me that resolutions authorizing the pay of 
clerks would be contrary to the provisions of 
this bill; and if clerks were paid-out of the 
contingent fund they would be paid in direct 
violation of this law, and it would be a breach 
of duty on the part of the officers who paid 
them. We cannot make a provision abso- 
lutely preventing such a thing, but if it is done, 
it will be done illegally. 

The morning hour has now expired, and I 
have not called the previous question, as some 
other members of the committee desire to 
present their views to the House when the bill 
is before us again in the morning hour next 
Tuesday. Á 

Mr. BANKS. Iask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a few moments. 

Mr. WILLARD. I will do so if the gentle- 
man from Maine has no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I must call for the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a parliamentary inquiry. Will this bill go 
over to the morning hour of Friday, or the 
morning hour of Tuesday? -> 

The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and 
will go over to the morning hour of Tuesday 
next. 


VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, moved that the Committee on Appro- 
priations be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of ex-soldiers of the 
United States, citizens of Mississippi, asking 
that the military strength of Vicksburg be pre- 
served by keeping the Mississippi channel in 
its present course, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM W. HUBBELL. 

Mr. DICKEY, by unanimous consent, moved 
that the Committee on Appropriations be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
papers in the case of William W. Hubbell, 
praying for relief, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, moved that a bill (S. No. 187) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide 
national currency secured by pledge of United 
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States bondgand to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof, approved June 3, 
1864,betaken from the Speaker’ stable, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY LOAN CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, also moved that a bill (S. No. 
588) to amend an act entitled ‘f An act to pro- 
vide for the redemption of three per cent. tem- 
porary loan certificates, and for increase of 
national bank notes,” approved July 12, 1870, 
be taken from the Speaker's table, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FEDERAL COURTS PRACTICE. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
moved that a bill (S. No. 468) to regulate 
criminal practice in the Federal courts be 
taken from the Speaker's table, referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

fhe motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. These bills have all been 
referred, not to be brought back by motions 
ta reconsider. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. PLATT 
for three days,and to Mr. Lncu till Tuesday 
next, 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Patents, in relation to the official 
Gazette issued weekly from the Patent Office; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATLON BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I now move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to continue the consideration of the 
naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Buair, of Michigan, in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special 
order, being House bill No. 1191, making 
appropriations for. the naval service for the 
year ending June 80, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses. : 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 
from the point at which its consideration was 
suspended yesterday, and read as follows; 

Jureau of Medicine and Surgery: 

For suppart of the medical department of vessels 
in commission, navy-yards, naval stations, Marine 
corps, and coast survey, $50,000. 

For necessary repairs of naval laboratory, hospi- 
tals, and appendages, including roads, wharves, out- 
houses, steam heating apparatus, sidewalks, fences, 
gardens, and farms, $24,000, 

For pay of the civil establishment under this 
bureau: at the hospital at Chelsea, Massachusetts, 

yf OZ, 

"At the hospital, New York, $11,336. 

Mr, SLOCUM. I move to strike out the 
words “at the hospital, New York, $11,836.” 
I move to strike out that appropriation, for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the House 
to the spiritin which these appropriations are 
made. Members of the House, as a rule, are 
not capable of examining in detail the differ- 
ent appropriation hills, We place confidence 
in the committee reporting the bill, and take 
their word and act on their judgment. I sup- 

ose they act on the judgment of the different 
Yabinet officers, The Cabinet officers. as a 
rule, act on the Judgment of the different hareau 
officers. Therefore, iu reality. we are merely 
confirming the judgment of the different bureau 
oflicers. 

_ lt is unfair to judge a bill by any one par- 
ticularitem. Still, I think it is fairand proper, 
and i think the House has a right to judge of 


the spiritin-which any one bureau officer has 
been governed by any particular item of appro- 
ptiation which he has recommended. I have 


taken the troubla to examine into that partic- | 


ular item, the hospital being located in my 
district. Ihave done it with a view to ascer- 
tain what it costs this Government to support 
a patient in that hospital. For the purpose 
of arriving at a correct conclusion with regard 
to that matter I addressed a note to the Secre- 


tary of the Navy, asking what was the average. 


number of patients in the hospital during the 
past year, and I hold in my hand his letter in 
reply. He says that the average number of 
patients in that hospital during the past year 
was fifty-five. Now, to take care of these 
fifty-five patients, I find that the chief medical 
officer of the Navy Department asks appro- 
priations for the following: two apothecaries, 
one carpenter—and remember tbat this is to 
take care of fifty-five patients—one engineer, 
one painter and glazier, one gardener, three 
watchmen, two ambulance drivers, one mess- 
man, two mess-room attendants, three firemen, 
one messenger, four nurses, four laborers, one 
laundry-man, one matron, one chief cook, two 
assistant cooks, and four washers. This list 
embraces merely the helpers. 

‘There is nothing in the bill showing the 
staff of medical officers employed. But I 
turn to the Navy Register, and find that there 
are stationed atthat hospital one surgeon with 
the rank of commander, two surgeons with the 
rank of lieutenant, one first assistant surgeon 
with the rank of lieutenant, two assistant sur- 
geons with the rank of master; making eight 
medical officers and some forty attendants to 
take care of a little over fifty patients. 

I think the committee will agree with me 
that there is no very strong indication of econ- 
omy in that estimate. But that is the least 
of the matter. This chief medical officer of 
the Navy Department estimates the value of 
the site of the Brooklyn hospital at $100,000 
peracre. The site embraces about ten acres 
of land, making the site alone, exclusive of 
buildings, worth $1,000,000. But the gentle- 
man is not content with thateven. He is not 
content with having ten acres of land for his 
hospital worth $100,000 an acre. He is not 
content with eight medical officers and some 
forty attendants to take care of fifty-five 
patients. But he wants the Government to 
keep as a lawn for his hospital $400,000 worth 
of land. Thisis proven bya letter which I 
hold in my hand, and which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The city of Brooklyn recently applied to the 
Government for the purchase of four acres of 
swamp land adjoining the hospital, and there 
is the reply which they have received from the 
Navy Department, which I think illustrates 


the economy of the medical branch of that | 


Department. 
‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 
January 27, 1872. 

Sır: After a careful personal examination of the 
grounds belonging to the naval hospital at Brook- 
lyn, New York, with Medical Directors Samuel 
Jackson and A. A. Henderson, proposed to be ceded 
to the city of Brooklyn, I respectfully report: 

These grounds, about four acres in extent, are of 
great value, worth about four hundred thousand 
dollars, with two large fronts; one of seventeen hun- 
dred fect on Washington avenue, the other of four 
hundred and ninety feet on Flushing avenue: and 
are immediately in front of the hospital building 
and grounds. 

If ceded or sold to the city of Brooklyn, these 
grounds would soon be covered with buildings, prob- 
ably a city market, or manufactories, which would 
be a great nuisance to the hospital and injurious 
to the-sick, 

The cost of having the low grounds filled up is 
estimated at from one bundred and thirty thousand 
to two hundred thousand dollars but if left open 


for what in New York is called a “free dump,” it | 


would be speedily filled up without any cost what- 
ever. This process 6f free filliug up is Dow going on. 
When filled upand graded it would form a beautiful 


lawn or garden for the use of the hospital, adding | 


materially to itssalubrity and beauty. 
therefore urgently recommend that this valuable 
piece of land should not be sold, but retained ag 
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hospital grounds so long as the United States naval 
hospital shall remain where it now stands, 
Very respectfully, J. M. FOLTZ, 
Surgeon General United States Navy, 


Hon. Gro. M. Rosssox, Secretary of theNavy. 


Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wauted a couple of minutes 
more in which to explain this matter. 

Mr. HALE, Iyield the gentleman two of 
my five minutes. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The House will observe 
from that communication that this chief officer 
of the medical department upon whom we are 
depending, and whose judgment governs our 
actions here inregard to these appropriations, 
not only demands to occupy in the heart of 
the city of Brooklyn ten acres of land for his 
hospital whicli he estimates as being worth 
$100,000 an acre, but he wants four more 
acres, valued at the same price. He wants 
to keep eight surgeons there and some forty 
attendants for the care of fifty-five sailors. 

Now, I contend that it was the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy to look into this matter, 
and that it was the duty of the member of the 
committee who reported this bill to investi- 
gate the matter. If there is any absolute neces- 
sity for keeping the sick sailors of our Navy 
in the heart of our great cities, it would be a 
matter of economy tor us to transfer them to 
the Fifth Avenue Hotel, every one of them. 
We can provide for them at a less expense if 
each sailor had a separate doctor and we sent. 
the whole party to the Fifth Avenue Hotel, 
sailors, doctors, and all, and we should save 
$50,000 a year by the operation. Now, it is 
the duty of the party in power to correct these 
evils. We are spending more money a year 
for the support of every sailor kept in this 
hospital than it costs here to support a Cabinet 
officer, and it is the duty of the members of 
the majority here to look into this matter, and 
they will be held responsible by the couutry 
for their neglect to do it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York has opened a wide field, and 
it is a field that when properly before the 
House I will join hands with him in. Ibe- 
lieve, as he does, that the Brooklyn navy-yard 
and the hospital grounds had better be sold 
and the money turnedintothe Treasury. Mil- 
lions of dollars can be obtained from these 
grounds and buildings and materials there, 
and the amount received by the Treasury would 
be so large that it is not counterbalanced by 
the necessity for a navy-yard thereat present, 
in my view, 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Does thegentleman 
desire that the navy-yard at Brooklyn should 
be abolished ? 

Mr. HALE. I am in favor of selling the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, And establishing 
another one elsewhere? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not time to yield for 
interruptions. That question is not now betore 
the committee. There was a bill pending in 
the last Congress, which I presume will be 
brought forward again either by the gentle- 
mau irom Brooklyn, or some other gentleman 
in relation to these navy-yards, and then we 
can do it, and it will shut off this source of 
expenditure at present upon us. But for the 
present that naval hospital islocated in Brook- 
lyn, and if oificers are needed anywhere, I 
think no gentleman on this floor will question, 
so long as we have a navy-yard to maintain 
there, that they ure needed. I know the gen- 
tleman does not mean to be unfair—it is not 
characteristic of him—yet it is not fair to pus 
upon this hospital item the expense of all that 
are there under the medical department of the 
Navy. Of course if you have surgeons and 
assistant surgeons ranging in different ranks, 
such as the law provides for you must place 
them somewhere. ‘Thisis not the place where 
we can cut them off. These men are drawing 
pay. What are we to do with them? What are 
we to do with the surgeons and two assiatant 
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surgeons now atthe naval hospital at Brooklyn? 
They are drawing pay, and may as well be 
there doing something, as to be somewhere 
else doing nothing. It may be that there are 
too many of them, but I say thisis not the 
place to cut the number down. And it is not 
a fair representation. I say again that I do 
not think the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Stocum] means to be unfair at all; to say 
that all of this medical corps there is inter- 
ested and employed simply in attending to the 
naval hospital there. They have generally 
charge of those interests in the entire navy- 
yard there. 

Now, so far as the staff of laborers, ambu- 
lance drivers, and engineers at this hospital 
is concerned, I say simply this: an estimate 
from that yard was laid before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for an increased appro- 
priation for this purpose. That matter was 
inquired into and examined by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and they came to the 
conclusion that no such increase should be 
granted. They have therefore cut down the 
estimate laid before them, and have reported 
only the same amount that was appropriated 
last year and the year before. N 

I do not know where anything more could 
be taken off safely, or what amount could be 
taken off safely. If the gentleman knows 
and will select some item that he believes 
the hospital ean do without, he can do some- 
thing more than I can, for the Committee on 
Appropriations have had no opportunity, and 
perhaps the geutleman himself has had no 
more opportunity to investigate that matter 
thoroughly and exactly. But so long as we 
have a navy-yard there undoubtedly we should 
have this hospital there, and the expenditure 
here proposed is not extravagant as compared 
with the other yards if you keep it up there 
at all, 

I do not know that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Srocum] realiy means to press his 
motion to strike out this entire paragraph, and 
leave this hospital without any appropriation, 
as his motion would imply. 1 fully agree with 
him in what he has said about the extrava- 
gance that is manifested in the desire to get 
more land. I do not know that we could ever 
satisfy ‘them. But we do not propose to give 
them any more land, and, as I have said, Lam 
in favor of selling all the land there isin Brook- 
lyn belonging to the Government and turning 
the proceeds into the Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. BANKS. IJ believe the proposed amend- 
ment is subject to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BANKS. 1 move to amend it by strik- 
ing out the last word, in order to have an 
opportunity of saying thatin my opinion there 
is no policy so little profitable or so injurious 
to the Government as these propositions to sell 
its lands. In this very case, if this land is sold, 
you will have to purchase other land, and in- 
eur all the expenditures in fitting up another 
establishment that you have already incurred 
in regard to this, in order to make it sui able 
for the use of the Government of the United 
States. And then when it shall have become 
valuable, as it will and ought to become valu- 
able, you will have a proposition to sell again. 
Thus you make the United States a miserable 
speculator in lands, the last of all pursuits in 
which the Government should engage. And 
that is true of all such propositions. If there 
is any land asked for that is not required, of 
course I will agree with the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. SLocux] that it ought not to 
be purchased, 

Gutinasmuch asa hospital is necessary there, 
and as it is supported by charges upon the 
seamen, or was when it was established, and 
it is for their benefit, and inasmuch as it is in 
the neighborhood of a large maritime port, 
where it is especially needed, we ought to keep 
itup. And even if we could get five or ten 


million dollars for this land, there would not 
be one dollar of gain to the Government in sell- 
ing it. The only organization that has exer- 
cised wisdom in this regard is that of the Cath- 
olie Church, which sometimes buys, but never 
sells. And the Government of the United 
States ought to pursue the same course. 

Now thisland has become valuable, because 
it is owned bythe United States, Let it stand 
so; it will not add one dollar to the value of 
the public property, nor to the value of the 
municipal property of the city of Brooklyn 
nor to private property, to sell it; for they 
would buy other land somewhere adjacent, 
and make that ‘more valuable by the very 
fact that the Government owns this. If it 
is the desire of the Government to have their 
ships constructed in private yards or by con- 
tract, I would not make any objection. But 
itis in the last degree unwise to sell a naval 
establishment upon which we have expended 
five, ten, or fifteen million dollars, merely 
because the land is worth something, and go 
somewhere else where we do not want a navy- 
yard, and there expend the same or a greater 
amount of money, and when that land has 
become valuable sell again and remove some- 
where else. I hope this proposition will not 
be considered favorably for a moment, for I 
am gure it is in the last degree unprofitable 
and unwise. 

If we want to profit by the experience vt 
others on this subject, we have only to turn 
to innumerable public institutions which have 
been endowed with large Janded possessions, 
to towns and cities in every part of the coun- 
try, which for small profit have sold lands not 
required at the moment, and have been com- 
peiled to purchase again for indispensable pub- 
lic uses inssiffcient accommodations at fabu- 
lous prices. We ought to remember that in 
providing for governments the rule of wisdom 
is not that of individual and private conduct. 
In the case of individuals the horoscope is that 
of a few years, or a generation at most; in the 
other, it is fora perpetual existence, and never- 
ceasing. ever-increasing public necessities, 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wish to say one word in 
reply to the gentleman from Maine. Hethinks 
I have exaggerated the number of medical offi- 
cers at this hospital. In that he is mistaken. 
I omitted entirely from my calculation the 
officers in Brooklyn outside the hospital. I 
gave only those who are named in the naval 
register as stationed there. There are eight 
or ten others in Brooklyn besides these. 

Mr. HALE. What | was claiming was that 
I thought the gentleman’s remarks did not 
convey what was the fact. He seemed to 
assume that these medical officers have no 
duties except attendance upon this hospital. E 
do not think their number was stated wrongly; 
I believe the gentleman gave it correctly. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I did not mean to charge 
at all what the gentleman now states. I in- 
cluded in the number stated by me only those 
officers engaged in the hospital. There are 
others employed in the navy-yard; and there 
are four or five others who appear by the naval 
register to bein Brooklyn, but what they are 
doing nobody knows. Perhaps they are re- 
cruiting for the medical service. {Í do not 
know but that they are trying to bring in more 
doctors, although there is now about one doctor 
to every sick man in the Navy. [Laughier.] 

Now, I want to say one word in reply tothe 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] | 
He takes the view that because the Govern- | 
ment owns land in Brooklyn it should retain it. 
Well, sir, if he should pursue such a policy as 


a business man, I think he would fail in his ij 


business. ‘Lhe navy-yard and the hospital 

were located at Brooklyn when the place was | 
but a village, when land was worth $109 an | 
acre. The land now occupied there by the 
Government has become worth $100,0U0 an 


acre; and 1 cannot understand what argument | 
there can be in favor of having the Government 


hold on to land there worth twenty or thirty 
million dollars simply for the purpose of. re- 
pairing a lot of vessels and caring for a few 
sick seamen, when one half the interest on 
the money would repair all the vessels in the 
Navy and take care of all the sick. I know 
that such a policy is not what a good busines 
man would adopt. I know that if I had fifty 
sick men to take care of I should not locate 
them on Broadway; I should not locate. them 
in the heart of Brooklyn, where land is worth 
$100,000 au acre; and I have too much respect 
for the good sense of my friend from. Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Banxs] to believe that he would 
do any such thing. . 
Mr. BANKS. Certainly not. As an indi. 
vidual I should act exactly asthe gentleman 
from New York [Mr, Stocum] proposes; but 
I think that a Government which is to last for 
a thousand years should not change the loca: 
tion of its institutions on any such reasons, 
Mr. SLOCUM. As a government I would 
act in the same manner as I should act ag an 
individual. 
Mr. BANKS. 
very different. 
Mr. SLOCUM. What sense can there be 
in keeping up that naval hospital at Brooklyn 
when the Government can sell it and with one 
half the interest of the money obtained take 
care of all ihe sick men in the Navy? It is non- 
sense to talk about it. The proposition to re: 
move the hospital from the heart of Brooklyn 
has been recommended over and over again, 
by one of the predecessors of the present Seo- 
retary ofthe Navy. He hasrecommended that 
the hospital be taken up the North river or 
upon the shore of Long [sland, where the air 
is pure and salubrious, where the patients will 
not be brought in contact with the citizens, 
where they wiil not be liable to spread disease 
among our population. Fora man to rise on 
this floor and oppose such a proposition seems 
to me to be absurd. Every coutagious. áis- 
ease from all over the earth is brought to this 
hospital, and is liable to be spread through 
the great cities of New York and Brooklyn. 
Yet the man at the head of that iustitmton, 
in order to magnify his own importance, wants 
to keep the hospitul at its present location, 
retaining for that purpose land which he says 
is worth $100,000 an acre. Does any gentle: 
man here claim that that is economy? It 
is anything but economy; it is anything but 
common sense. 
Mr. BANKS. I withdraw my amendment, 
Mr. NIBLACK. 1 renew the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, these naval hospitals, as is 
known to all gentlemen who have given any 
attention to the subject, are supported by. a 
percentage withheld from the wages of the 
seamen. The care of sick seamen, therefore, 
isnot directly a charge upon the Government. 
We withhold simply a portion of the wages of 
these seamen, and become their trustee for the 
proper care of this money ; that is, for its being 
expended in the proper care and attendanee of 
this class of people when they are sick. ‘This, 
therefore, witb us ought to be a purely business 
question. Howcan we best expend this money 
ior the benefit of these people for whom we 
hold it? For many years we have been build: 
ing expensive hospital buildings throughout 
the country. Some years ago, nearly twenty 
years since, a comparatively handsome build- 
ing was erected at Evansville, in my district. 
The same thing was done in many of the intet 
rior towns and cities of the United States. 
Experience soon demonstrated the fact that 
the number of sailors to be taken care of 
was not very large. Averaging the whole year 
they could be more cheaply boarded at private 
boarding-houses, or even at hotels, or any- 
where else, if you please, than they could bo 
taken care of in these expensive marine hos- 
pitals; for whether or not there are any patients 
in these hospitais at any given time, we have 
to have all the officers to take care of those 
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hospitals that they would have if they were filled 

; with patients. Ascertaining that this was but 
an extravagant expenditure of the money of 
these people, after some years it was provided 
that. all the smaller hospitals throughout the 
country should be sold, and they have accord- 
ingly all been sold. 

The Secretary of the Navy, who appeared 
before the Committee on Appropriations, with 
others, in regard to expenditures for which 
his Department is more particularly respons- 
ible, made a statement (and I think I violate 
no confidence in repeating it) that it would be 
better economy for the Government if every 
«naval hospital in the country were burned 
down and we were left to take care of these 
sailors who were sick in temporary buildings, 
which is the case in reference to Army hos- 
pitals, or in boarding them out in private 
boarding-houses. In a very few years these 
buildings become undesirable by being filled 
with persons with contagious diseases, and the 
Government-cannot afford to burn them down 
as it could if they were merely temporary 
puildings, and it has, therefore, to appropriate 
money for the purpose of purifying and reno- 
vating them. I look, Mr. Chairman, to the 
time when we will change our whole policy in 
reference to the disposition of these buildings. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, that I 
may say that the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
Hate] has shown great ingenuity in meeting 
this charge of extravagance, illustrated by the 
provision of forty-five employés to take care 
of fifty-five patients, by raising a discussion 
in respect to the sale of certain Government 
lands, in which discussion we seem to have lost 
sight of the original objection made by my 
colleague, [ Mr. SLocom.] The gentleman from 
Maine says he entirely agrees with my col- 
league that the navy-yard ought to be removed 
from Brooklyn, and the Government grounds 
there sold. In view of his relations to the 
Government and to the Navy Department, I 
desire to say that when the proposition for the 
removal of the Brooklyn navy- yard was before 
this House in the last Congress a commission 
was appointed to inquire whether the navy- 
yard ought, in the interest of the Government, 
to be removed from Brooklyn at all, for there 
were many persons well informed on the sub- 
ject who thought the great port of New York 
could not be so well served in defense by a 
navy-yard at any other point as by one at 
Brooklyn. In case they found it ought to be 
removed from Brooklyn at all this commis- 
sion was further to inquire and report to Con- 
gress at what point in the immediate vicinity 
of New York or elsewhere it ought for the 
protection of that city to be erected. That 
subject is still before that commission, and, 
so fur as I am aware, they have never made 
any report on it-—— 

Mr. HALE. Have they ever acted at all? 

Mr. POTTER. I am not able myself to 
answer whether they have ever acted at all, 
and I will yield to my colleague from the 
Brooklyn district to answer. 

Mr. SLOCUM. ‘The House passed the reso- 
lution creating the commission, and that reso- 
lution is. now pending in the Senate, but 
Senator ConkLine seems to keep it as if he 
were unwilling to have the investigation. 

Mr. POTTER. The resolution I referred 
to was passed in the Forty-First Congress, 
but it seems it could not have been acted 
under, and that a like joing resolution passed 
the House in this Congress, which resolution 
is still pending before the Senate. Now, sir, if 
that committee be appointed, when its report 
is made here, then the subject of the removal 
of the Brooklyn navy-yard can be properly 
considered. In the mean time, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Have] says that the navy- 
yard ought to’ be removed from Brooklyn. "I 
wish to say that if that should be found to be 


so I am confident it will also be found that 


if this navy-yard is removed from Brooklyn | 


it should be established at some point in 
the immediate vicinity of New York, because, 
after a careful examination of the subject, 
I am firmly convinced that that great city 
for its proper protection requires a navy-yard 
in its immediate neighborhood. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Szocum] will now withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I merely offered the amend- 
ment with the view of bringing before the House 
the extravagance of the medical officer and his 
ideas of economy. I now withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the naval station, Mound City, Illinois, $1,480. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out that 
appropriation. My main object in making that 
motion is to ascertain—and I presume the in- 
formation will be cheerfully granted by the 
gentleman who has reported this bill from the 
Committee on Appropriations—the object of 
the Government in keeping up a naval station 
at Mound City. I heard it said some years 
ago that the object of having a naval station 
at that point was in order to have at some 
convenient point a fresh-water station for the 
storing of irou-clad vessels, which require tọ 
be kept in fresh water. But it seems to me 
that that reason no longer exists, inasmuch as 
the most of those vessels have been disposed 
of. Those that have not been disposed of, 
I suppose, have been taken to the navy-yard 
in Philadelphia, where they can be properly 
taken care of. 

I do not know and I have never heard of 
any particular reason why this naval station 
should be kept up. It is distant some two 
thousand miles from the sea-board, and I have 
understood for years past that there is no pub- 
lic necessity for it. We have got an unusual 
number of navy-yards for a nation with a Navy 
such as ours, and for maintaining them we are 
incurring a very extraordinary expense. 1 
find that the personnel in these navy-yards—- 
eight in number—costs in the aggregate the 
enormous sum of $271,000. We have cer- 
tainly more of such establishments than other 
nations having a great deal more of naval 
power. Not even the Government of Great 
Britain, with her enormous navy, requires such 
a widespread system of navy-yards as we have, 
and they seem to have been kept up for no 
other purpose in the world than for the em- 
ployment in various parts of the country of a 
body of gentlemen at very handsome salaries. 
Everybody knows that three navy-yards on 
the Atlantic sea-board and one on the Pacific 
are all that are required. Yet we are keeping 
up now, when our Navy amounts practically 
to nothing, four unnecessary navy-yards at an 
expense for the personnel alone—that is, of the 
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persons there employed—of at least $125,000. | 


I find that on an average the civil establish- 
ments of each of these navy-yards costs the 
sum of $26,880. : 
Now, sir, at this period when there is a cry 
for retrenchment and encenomy, when we 
have before us a measure looking to a reform 
in the civil service by diminishing the number 
of persons in the employment of the Govern- 
ment, it seems to me very remarkable that this 
bill should be reported again to the House, 
the old stereotyped bill, with the old stereo- 
typed appropriations, when there can be no 
public reason for it. Whatis the use of talk- 


ing about civil service reform, and what is the | 


use of the national Executive urging it upon 
the attention of Congress, if the old stereo- 
typed bills are still to come before us, making 
provision for the same civil employés year 
after year? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] and the commit- 
tee will bear in mind that the appropriation 
here for the naval station at Mound City, 
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Illinois, an interior point, is in no degreo like 
the appropirations for other navy-yards. The 
appropriations for the different uavy-yards 
range from fifty to one hundred thousand dol. 
lars for each, because they are navy-yards. 
Here is a small appropriation of $1,400 for 
this station at Mound City, a station growing 
out of the necessities of the war. The Gov- 
ernment property is there. It is to be looked 
after and taken care of, and somebody is 
needed to do it until the gentleman from 
Indiana shall introduce a bill repealing the 
act establishing this naval station there. So 
long as there is a station there, and the Gov- 
ernment property is kept there, and the law is 
not repealed, it needs to be cared for, and it 
needs some litile expense to take care of it. 
This expenditure of $1,400is a mere bagatelle 
compared to what is given to other yards. 

That is the explanation I give to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, and that is the entire 
explanation as to why this item is there. 
It seems an anomaly that there should be 
a naval station there; but gentlemen whose 
memories go back to the events of the war 
remember how for a time the attention of the 
nation was fixed upon the great rivers of the 
West and the necessity of their protection, and 
how need/ul it was thata naval station of some 
kind should be established. Mound City grew 
out of that, and it is continued from year to 
year because the law establishing the station 
has not been repealed. I donot know that it 
could be run for iess money than $1,400. That 
amount is simply for the purpose of taking care 
of the property there, and as the gentleman 
knows, of course, this is nothing like tue estab- 
lishments at other navy-yards. That is the 
reason why the amount of the appropriution is 
so small, and why itis here at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of saying 
a few words I move to strike out the last word. 
I understand, then, that the only object in 
fitiing up this naval station at Mound City and 
appropriating fourteen hundred and odd dol- 
lars tor that purpose, which of course is a mere 
bagatelle, is that there is some Government 
property there which needs to be cared for. It 
is not a naval station and the Government has- 
no use for it, and has not had for six years. 
Sir, there is no need of appropriating a dollar 
for the care of the public property there. 
There are five other similar establishments 
that can be easily reached, and this property 
can be transported there. 

Mr. HALE. You cannot transport this kind 
of material. It has to be sold, and it requires 
an act of Congress to authorize its sale. I 
think it ought to be sold. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman intend 
to report a bill providing for the sale of this 
worthless material which will never be used 
by the Government again? I desire to inquire 
why year after year we make these appropri- 
ations when thereis no public reason for them, 
and when a bili to dispose of this worthless 
material would be passed by the House in one 
hour? These amounts, which appear to be a 
mere bagatelle, really amount to hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Here the Committee of the Whole rose in- 
formally ; and Mr. Maynarp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. Symeson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of George W. 
Morse, with amendments, in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing a patent right to Levi W. Pond and Eau 
Claire Lumber Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 643) declaring the Blue Earth 
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river, in the State of Minnesota, not to be a 
navigable stream ; 

A bill (S. No. 644) amending an act approved 
July 27, 1868, entitled ‘‘ An act relating to pen- 
sions;’’ and 

A bill (S. No. 550) to constitute Shreveport, 
in the State of Louisiana, a port of delivery. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to say a single 
word in addition to what I have already said. 
The gentleman from Maine is well aware that 
ifthere is to be any reform in the direction 
of getting rid of these bagatelles, which run 
up in the aggregate to hundreds of millions 
of dollars, and get rid of supernumerary em- 
ployés, it must come from the controlling 
power in this House. 

There is a large Opposition in this House, 
but for the purpose of inaugurating any meas- 
ure of reform that Opposition is powerless. If 
there is any reform to. be accomplished, if 
there is any reduction of the expenses of the 
Government to be made in connection with its 
employés, it must come from gentlemen who 
have the control and management of the busi- 
ness of this House. We can make resistance 
to measures, but to inaugurate them we are 
entirely powerless. It is just such bagatelles 
as these, as the gentleman terms them, that 
amount to millions of dollars. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Cress,] in whose district 
this naval station is situated. 

Mr. CREBS. I think it would be very im- 
proper to strike out this appropriation, as re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
for the reason that even if it is true, as stated 

- by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hor- 
MaAN,] that all such naval establishments as 
the one at Mound City ought to be done away 
with, it is equally true that before you attempt 
to do anything of that kind the Government 
property that is there ought to be removed. 
The Government owns property at Mound 
City which, without knowing exactly its value, 
J think I am safe in saying is worth probably 
$500,000. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. CREBS. 
that are there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What kind of property is 
it, and what is the Government to do with it? 

Mr. CREBS. I do not know what the Gov- 
ernment is going todo with it. But I know 
thatatthis time, unless they have been removed 
very recently, there are some four or five iron- 
clads there. As to what value they are to the 
Government, I do not know. Bat they are 
there, and they require attention and care. In 
addition to that, there is in the Mound City 
arsenal, for I may call it an arsenal very prop- 
erly, probably three or four hundred pieces 
of ordnance and a large amount of ammuni- 
tion. ‘There are some ten or fifteen Govern- 
ment buildings there, all of them of great value 
tothe Government. Nowif you propose sim- 
ply to refuse any appropriation for their pres- 
ervation, and let a'l this property go to destruc- 


More than that. 
I mean outside of the vessels 


tion for want of care, you will probably lose || 


to the Government one or two million dollars. 
And if you look at it as a matter of economy 
on the part of the Government, you had better 
keep this appropriation as it is, and provide 
for having some one there to take charge of 
this valuable property. This is all I have to 
say. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate has been ex- 
hausted upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my motion to 
strike out, and move to amend the paragraph 
by adding to it the following: 

Provided, That the property of the United States 


at Mound City shall be disposed of at the earliest 
practicable moment by the Government. 


Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the point 


of order that that is legislation not in order on 
an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I will renew my 
motion to etrike out. The Government has 
iron-clads there which it has no opportunity 


to use. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would suggest 
to the gentleman that the Committee on Appro- 
priaticns propose to move an amendment at 
the end of the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to dispose of all the property 
connected with the naval service that in his 
judgment is not needed by the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then [ will withdraw my 
motion to strike out, and will move that appro- 
priations for this purpose shall cease with the 
current year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. You cannot bind 
future Congresses in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We can at least bind our- 
selves. y 

Mr. HALE. Iraise the point of order that 
this is new legislation, and therefore not in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ` 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the gentleman 
that the amendment which we propose to offer 
is general, and will apply to this as well as 
other property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. . With that understanding 
I will withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 


For provisions for the officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, $1,547,600, 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend by 
inserting after the paragraph just read ‘ For 
clothing for seamen, $590,000. It is not 
my intention at this time, or at any time while 
this bill-is pending, to embarrass it in any 
way. But I cannot allow this subject to pass 
without proposing some amendment, or at 
least obtaining some information from the 
Committee on Appropriations. In the bill 
before us we provide for the civil establish- 
ment of the several bureaus of the Navy, for 
the pay of laborers and mechanics in the 
various navy-yards. We have provided for 
the officers of the Navy. We have provided, 
so far as we can, for the repair of the present 
Navy. As to the construction of new vessels 
I believe we are almost of one mind, that that 
is needed at an early day, in order that the 
American Navy may present a respectable 
force to back up what it shall do and demand 
now or hereafter. 

But there is one subject that has not had 
proper attention. There is one class of men 
for whom we have but ill provided—the sea- 
men of our Navy—those who man our ships 
and fight our naval battles, men of whose 
exploits we are at all times proud to speak. 
We are now considering that part of this bill 
which comes under the head ‘‘ Bureau of Pro- 
visions and Clothing ;’’ and if gentlemen of 
the committee will glance along the sections 
relating to this bureau, it will be found that 
they contain nothing about clothing. Why? 
Amongthe appropriations for the Marine corps 
you find a certain amount appropriated for 
the clothing of marines. At the commence- 
ment of the bill we find that the eighty-five 
hundred men in the Navy are provided with 
an average annual pay of $300 each. Now,do 
they actually receive this amount? No, sir. 
An American seaman gets abouttwenty dollars 
a month in money,and rations equal to $109 50 
a year, making nominally $850 a year. 
there isa deduction made from this pay. When 
the seaman goes into the Navy three months’ 


ddvance pay is nominally given to him; and 
after taking out whatis generally due to board- 
ing-house keepers to whom the would-be sailor 
is indebted, a further deduction is made to pay 
for articles embraced in the list which I ask 
| the Clerk to read. 


But- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Outfit of clothing issucd and charged to seamen enlist- 
ing in the United States Navy. 
Price, 


-814 00 
4 94 


One pea-jacket, or monkey-jacket... 
Two flannel overshirts at $2 47..... 
Two woolen undershirts at $2 30... 
Two pairs woolen drawers at $1 79.30. 
Two pairs woolen socks at 44? cents. 
One pair satinet trowsers........ 
One pair cloth trowsers 
One seamless Cap.......cce 

Two pairs canvas-duck trowsers 
One pair calf-skin shoes 
Two linen frocks at $1 4 
One pair blankets at $2 
One mattress. 
One black silk 


[eteni 


ae $59 05.9 


Mr. L. MYERS. Of thatamount, $59 05, the 
seaman is indebted for fifty-two dollars when 
he goes into the service; so that his family, 
expecting to get something from his early 
wages, get nothing in fact for over four months, 
I wish to call this matter to the attention of 
the gentleman who reports this bill, I do not 
know that I shall press this amendment if 
it should be deemed inappropriate at the pres- 
ent time. In the last Congress I introduced 
and had referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs a bill embracing the proposition I now 
offer as an amendment. I have not referred 
such a bill at this session, because I supposed 
the matter might properly be embraced in the 
appropriation bill. ltis a fact that year after 
year we have forgotten the seamen, not allow- 
ing them the same privileges that we extend ’ 
to our soldiersand marines. We have deducted 
these items from their pay. Why should we 
not do justice to them in the present bill? If 
the gentleman will give me some reason, I will 
cheerfully withdraw the amendment and offer 
it at a more appropriate time; but certainly 
these men deserve justice at our hands. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Army and Navy are 
relied upon by the country for its defense in 
time of war; hence the necessity that an 
establishment in each be kept up in time of 
peace. Now, certain advantages accrue to one 
branch of the service, and certain advantages 
to the other. ‘The soldier has an advantage 
in respect to clothing, as has been stated by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. 
Myers.] Counterbalancing tbat and perhaps 
some other advantages which the soldier may 
have, the sailor has the advantage of his share 
in prize money and bounty—the results of his 
efforts at sea—to which there is nothing corre- 
sponding in the Army. From our experience 
in times past it is supposed that, all things 
considered, the one stands about on a par with 
the other. So it has come about that this 
allowance for clothing which the soldier has 
the seaman has not. I do not know that the 
seaman would be overpaid if an allowance for 
clothing were added to his pay, but it would 
involve very considerable additional expense 
each year, and the result would be that soon 
the soldier would come in for something addi- 
tional. So we should start out on that never- 
ending journey of increasing expenditures, 
which every man knows is unending when 
once begun. This, I suppose, is the answer 
as a matter of principle to the gentleman from 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. L. MYERS, I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. I renew it, and will yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. L. MYERS. In answer to the gentle- 
man from Maine, I will detain the House but 
a few moments. The years of peace, I am 
happy to say, are the most in number, and 
the times when sailors receive prize money 
are in consequence the fewest. ‘Lhe times are 
few and far between when sailors have the 
opportunity of receiving prize money. Sailors 
have a saying which is very pertinent to 
this debate, that prize money is sifted through 
a ladder; all that falls through going to the 
officers, while only the small amounts that 
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stick go to the sailors. [Laughter.] The 
sailors do not get much, ‘The power of the 
United States is so well recognized througb- | 
out the world that a foreign war nowadays 


_seldom comes to our shores; civil war will, I | $3 


trust-and believe, never again afflict us. Nev- 
ertheless, sir, wo must keep up a navy, and 
while, as I have stated, the years of peace are 
many, those of war few, and the chances of 
prize money slight, still every year this money 
is deducted from the pay of these sailors, 

Nowminally they bave a certain amount of pay, 
yet.in reality it is much less. I do not under- 
stand the gentleman from Maine to oppose 
the principle of my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. No; Iam only opposed to its 
coming here in this bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I understand’ he is only 
opposed to its presentation now, before a com- 
mittee of the House has considered the ques- 
tion, and I shall not press the consideration of 
the amendment at thistime; but I willdraw a 
bill covering this whole ground, and have it 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
for their consideration, hoping for early and 
favorable action. J withdraw the amendment. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Atthenavy-yard, Brooklyn, New York: two writers 
to paymasters, at$1,017 25 each ; assistant to inspector 
of provisions and clothing, $1,878; writer to inspector 
of provisions and clothing, $1,017 25; assistant super- 
intendent of mills, $939; in all, $5,868 75. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of making an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Maine who has 
charge of this bill. Can he explain to the 
House why the salaries of these officers are 
fixed at such odd and singular amounts? Here 
we have one of $1,017 25. Jn this and in pre- 
ceding paragraphs salaries seem to be irreg- 
ular and odd and singular fractional amounts, 
Is it merely arbitrary, or does it arise from 
some fixed principle? 

Mr. HALE. I did. not happen at the 
moment to be listening to the gentleman, and 
do not understand his question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made an inquiry in 
reference to the salaries of officers in this and 
in preceding paragraphs. I wish to know 
whether these salaries with such unusual frac- 
tional parts of a dollar are established upon 
any principle or are merely arbitrary? Are 
they here by accident, or because of some 
principle adopted in reference to the pay of 
these officers ? 

Mr. HALE. Icannot tell in reference to 
some of these officers, as their salarics were 
fixed by lawat a time which goes back to before 
I was a member of the committee, and as it 
was the sum appropriated heretofore for many 
years for the sume purpose, I did not invest- 
igate it. So far as these writers are concerned 
they likely get so much per day, as [ see a 
resemblance to salaries in other Departments 
which come about in that way. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In the paragraph in ref- 
erence to Mare Island, California, one writer | 
to paymaster gets $1,017 25, while one writer 
to inspector of provisions and clothing gets 
$1,295 50. 

Mr. HALE. The explanation I have given 
I find to be the true one. These writers are 
paid by the Navy Department so much per day. 
Writers living in Washington employed by the 
Navy Depariment are paid so much per day. 
In some cases it has been put together and 
appropriated for as one salary. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What 1 wish to get at is 
whether this odd and singular combination of 
numbers is without reason or is because of 
some principle. 

Mr. HALE. In the case of these writers, 
it is because of their being employed and paid 
by the. day, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, i 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Bureau of Construction and Repair: 


For preservation of vessels on the stocks and in 
ordinary; purchase of materiais and stores of all i 


kinds; labor in navy-yards and on foreign stations + 
preservation of materials; purchase of tools; wear, 
tear, and repair of vessels afloat, discharge of liabil- 
ities, and general maintenance of the Navy; inci- 
dental expenses, advertising, and foreign postages, 


Mr. HIBBARD. I move to amend by 
striking out ‘$3,300,000’ and inserting 
tt $8,000,000. My object in making this 
motion to amend is to get an opportunity to 
make a single point. I do not assume, Mr. 
Chairman, to be sufficiently experienced in the 
necessities of the naval service to state whether 
the sum here provided for is too large or not. 
IJ observe that it is $200,000 less than what it 
was in the last appropriation bill, and it may 
be no larger than it ought to be. ButI wish 
to call attention to what I believe to be a very 
great evil in the administration of the Navy 
Department, and that relates to the repair of 
worthless vessels. 

For the purpose of illustrating what I have 
to say, I call attention to the case of a vessel 
now undergoing repairs in the navy-yard at 
Kittery, a vessel called, I think, the Mononga- 
hela. And I think I am warranted in saying 
that itis the judgment of the officers in charge, 
although I have had no direct communication 
from them, and the judgment of everybody 
having anything to do with that service, and 
the judgment of everybody that knows any- 
thing about that vessel, whether he is engaged 
in the work upon it or not, that it was absolutely 
a worthless vessel; and that when completed 


it wiil not be so serviceable as a new vessel of | 


the same capacity. It is not on so good a 
model, and has nothing about it that would 
make it equal to a good, new vessel, as far as 
I can judge, and at the same time it will cost 
absolutely more money than a new vessel of 
the same capacity. 

Now, Lunderstand the justification set up 
by naval officers for what I believe to be the 
practice of the Navy Department such as I 
have stated is this: that it has been found 
impossible to get through Congress appropria- 
tions sufficient to meet the absolute demands 
of the Navy, and that in order to increase the 


efficiency of the Navy, or perhaps I ought to | 


say to prevent it from going into an absolute 
decline, they have been compelled, if I may 
use the expression, to ‘‘ whip the devil around 
the stump” by repairing vessels which they did 
not themselves believe to be worth repairing. 

I call, then, upon the gentleman who has 
this bill in charge to state whether itis the 
opinion of the Committee on Appropriations 
that there has or has not been such a practice 
as I have stated. And if there has been such 
a practice for some years past, then I desire 
to know whether it is the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that the sum which 
is here provided tor is necessary for the repair 
of vessel3 which ought to be repaired. 

Mr. HALE. The question of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. HIBBARD] 
opens the whole subject which the committee 
has been discussing during the last three days. 
This item of $3,300,000 is much the largest 
item in the bill, because under it comes more 
of the necessities of the Navy Department 
than under any other item. 

I will say this for the committee and for 
myself, tbat this item has been carefully scru- 
tinized. ‘The details have been ali gone into, 
as they cannot be done in the bill here, which 
takes the form of law, and the appropriation, 
as the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hipsarp] has stated, has been cut down, so 
that there is a saving of $200,000. Now that 
some vessels have been repaired, or that re- 
pairs have been undertaken where afterward 
it was found that they were not profitable, is 
undoubtedly true. But I wish gentlemen to 
bear this in mind, that the Navy Department 
only repairs. for the purpose of keeping our 
Navy which is afloat good in point of numbers. 
It goes into no new experiment in the line of 
repairing a vessel that is not needed to be 
fitted out and sent off for a squadron when 


that squadron becomes weakened by a vessel 
being sent home. When a-vessel has to be 
repaired the materials that are used are pur- 
chased as cheaply as possible, and are put 
upon the best vessels that we have left. But 
even in that way, as I explained the other day 
to the House, the expenses upon some of 
these vessels amount to a frightful sum. As 
I stated then, one vessel swamped $700,000, 
nearly a quarter of this whole appropriation ; 
and in some years we have to repair perhaps 
fifteen or twenty vessels. 

But Lam satisfied for one, and I can state 
candidly to: the committee that I believe the 
expenditure in this bureau is guarded as closely 
and is made as carefully as in any bureau of 
the Navy Department. 

I do not think, and the committee did not 
think, that it could get along with less than. 
this sum this year. in short, if you will not 
give the Navy new vessels you have got to 
go on appropriating in this way; butit they 
can have new and good vessels, then I grant 
that this appropriation can be cut down one 
half the moment they get vessels that do not 
need repairing. But we are going on patching 
up, and this is to pay for patching up. Itisa 
patching-up item, and in such work the money 
goes very fast, as any one who has anything to 
do with such work will find out. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I was absent when a clause 
in the bill was passed to which I desire to offer 
an amendment, and I have the consent of the 
gentleman who has charge of the bill to offer 
that amendment now. i ask fur the reading 
of the clause embraced in lines one hundred 
and fifty-four, one hundred and fifty-five, and 
one hundred and fifty-six. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Civil establishment: 

or pay of the superintendents and the civil 
establishments of the several navy-yards under this 
bureau, $15,000. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend that 
clause by adding to it the words ‘‘ which shall 
include one stcre clerk of ordnance at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard at a salary of $1,400.” 

Mr. HALE. ‘here is no objection to that 
amendment, It does not increase the appro- 
priation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

At the navy-yard, Washington, District of Colum- 
bia: For draughtsman to naval constructor, $1,400; 
clerk to naval constructor and clerk of store-houses, 
inspector of timber and time-clerk, at $1,200 each; 
in all, $6,200. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend that 
clause by inserting after the words ‘‘clerk to 
naval constructor’ the words ‘Sat $1,400,” 
and striking out the word ‘‘ each,” in line tour 
hundred and seventy, and also by increas- 
ing the total appropriation to $6,400. ‘The 
clerk of the naval constructor at the Wash- 
ington navy-yard gets only $1,200 a year, 
while the clerks of the naval conetructors in 
all the other navy-yards get $1,400 a year. 
The chief of the bureau has recommended this 
amendment. Ihold in my hand a letter on 
the subject from the naval constrnetor. My 
amendment simply proposes to add $200 to 
the salary of this clerk, and make it exuctly 
what the salary of the naval constructor’s cleric 
at other yards are. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imake the point 
of order that that amendment proposes to 
change existing law. i 

Mr. L. MYERS. The rules allow salaries 
to be raised in appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is a salary 
fixed by law, and the proposition is to raise ii. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. L. MYERS, I do not want to differ 
with the Chair more than to say that amend- 
ments raising salaries have been repeatedly 
decided to be in order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that this salary is fixed by law. ; i 

Mr. HALE. All these salaries are fixed by 
law. as the committee understand it. © °° 

‘The Clerk read as follows: . - ah. 
‘For pay of watchmen and others, $30,659-50.:: <- 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to'amend that 
paragraph by reducing the appropriation from 
$30,000 to $10,000. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that there seems to be some mistake about 
these two clauses—the one preceding this and 
the present one. -In the previous clause for 
all the artistic: and intellectual ability of the 
Academy $58,000 is appropriated, whereas 
in: the clause just read, ‘‘for watchmen ard 
others,” which I suppose to include assist- 
ant watchmen, we have an appropriation of 
$30,659: 50. ‘fhe first paragraph provides for 
five professors, twelve assistant professors, a 
sword-master, and two assistant sword- masters, 
boxing-master and. gymnast, ‘assistant libra- 
rian and two clerks, apothecary, and all the 
real talent: necessary to be employed at the 
Academy... Among them I find the item of 
“commissary, at $288.” . I must pause fora 
moment there to point out what seems to me 
a very gross inconsistency, for while the com- 
missary receives but $288, the cook, who is 
next but one below him, receives $825. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I myself claim the right of 
speaking on the commissary subject. Iam an 
expert as to tbat, sir, and I utterly repudiate 
the -propriety of putting the pay of a com- 
missary below that of a:cook. I not only 
deny it as a commissary myself in the great 
struggle which we have just gone through, 
which resulted so victoriously and successfully 
to the Republican party, but I do so in some 
sort as a commissary by inheritance, [laagh- 
ter,}] for my grandfather, in the revolutionary 
war, was a commissary, and I insist that some 
correction shall be made er explanation given 
why the pay of a commissary is placed below 
that of a cook. I never was a cook; I never 
aspired to be a cook; I do not want. to bea 
cook, [Laughter.] But what I have to say 
is, thatifiit were not for the commissary, where 
would your cook be? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What is the use 
of a commissary if you do not havea cook? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I have no doubt the 
remark. of the gentleman from Ohio: [Mr. 
GARFIELD] is very witty, but as I cannot hear 
what he says, he will forgive me if Ido not 
notice it. è 

Now, we have provided to perform all this 
artistical and intellectual labor, fifty-seven 
gentlemen, including a commissary. On the 
other hand we next proceed to. appropriate 
$36,659 60 for ‘‘ watchmen and others.” F 
suppose ‘‘others’’ means something like ‘t e¢ 
al.” in legal documents, something that does 
not amount to much, that is thrown in as a sort 
of makeweight. ‘For watchmen. and others, 
$36,659 50.” The “fifty cents,” I have no 
doubt, is very important, and 1 would very 
much like to know which one of the watchmen 
takes that ‘‘fifty cents.” [Laughter.] Now, 
divide that sum by $200—and [insist that no 
watchman should be paid as much as a com- 
missary ; I might, perhaps, consent to allow a 
watchman to receive nearly as much as it is 
proposed to give the commissary, and therefore 

name the sum $200—and you will have nearly 
a hundred and fifty watchmen, and some few 
odds and ends to give to the “ others.” 

We have fifty-seven professors, assistant 
professors, sword-masters, assistant sword- 
masters, a boxing-master and gymnast, a 
librarian, clerks, apothecary, commissary, 
messengers, cook, armorer, gunner, gunner’s 
mate, coxswain, seamen, a band-master, musi- 
cians of the first and of the second class, 
drummers, and a fifer of the first class; andin 
order to watch those gentlemen we make pro- 
vision for the employment of about a hundred 
and fifty watchmen. That is, we have fifty- 
seven artistic and intellectual gentlemen, and 
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about a hundred’and fift 
to: wateh over them. I do- 
particular-case there-is-too-much bread for the 
amount of.sack. fLayghter.} -= i 
: -The question was taken on the amendment 
moved by Mr. Roossvesr, dnd it: was not 
agreed to.: - PAG ap rh 

The Clerk’ read thé following, under the 


‘persons, more or less, 
do think that in. this 


head of ‘Naval Academy 2’ 
For contingent exponsés, $64,000. ©" 7? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend by adding to the paragraph just read 
the following: ee 


- Provided, That graduates of the Naval Academy 
shall take rank according to their proficiency, as 
shown by their order of morit at date of graduation: 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the point 
of order that that amendment proposes new 
legislation. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
there should be no objection to that amend- 
ment. i i 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I withdraw my 
point of order. 

Mr. MAYNARD.’ Is not that the law now? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts: Tt is only 
a regulation now. es 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I understand 
that is the regulation now, and it is proposed 
to make it the law. aie 

Mr. BUTLER,.of Massachusetts. It has 
been the regulation. I propose to make it the 
law, So that when graduates are sent up for 
examination and promotion they shall be pro- 
moted in the order of their proficiency at the 
time of graduating. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose there 
can be no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Marine corps: 

For pay and subsistence of officers of the Marine 
corps, and for pay of non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and others of the corps, $678,145. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out the para- 
graph just read. I do not understand exactly 
what marines are doing in our Navy at this 
time and in this age. A marine corps is one 
of those imiportations from Great Britain 
which we made ata time when they had dif- 
ferent ships, and when there was a different 
mode of impressing sailors into the service. 
This bill, in its several paragraphs, provides 
for appropriating more than a million dollars 
for the Marine corps. That is a very large 
expenditure, and I would like to be able to 
see the utility of keeping up that particular 
branch of service in this age of steam and 
improved naval architecture. 

‘The marine corps in England grew out of 
the peculiar condition of things at the time 
when fighting was done by means of wooden 
vessels, when marines were employed in the 
navy to fire their musketry at the enemy, and 
to use the bayonet to repel boarding by the 
enemy. And they were sometimes employed 
for the purpose of preventing a descent of the 
enemy upon the shore. We have in our Navy 
twenty-five hundred marines, and we have a 
coast of nearly twenty-five thousand miles. 
So far as regards any descent of an enemy 
upon our shores, L do not think our Marine 
corps of ten men to every hundred miles would 
be of very great service. Are they of any ser- 
vice in working a ship? No, they are not 
trained to that; they are never compelled to 
go aloft. What, then, are they doing in the 
Navy? 

I know it has been considered the custom 
to keep marines in the Navy because they 
were once used by England in impréssing sea- 
men and for the arrest of those who were 
deserters. But in this respect we need a 
reform in our naval service. My reason for 
making these remarks is because it strikes 
me there should be some general reform; a 
reform which shall commence at the very bot- 


tom and clean off the barnacles of this navy 
business. Since naval architecture hag been 
reformed, since we ‘have ai new ofder of fight- 
ing upon the sea, and since ‘marines in a-fight 
are of no consequence on. ships, either for 
boarding or otherwise, why can wë not ingus 
gurate a reform which shall save a million 
dollars now expended for this Marine corps? 
For the expendittres are not merely the sam 
of $678,000 for pay of officers, &c., but there 
are expenses for provisions; clothing, &e, °°“ 

Mr, MAYNARD. Does the gentleman in- 
clude in his proposition the ‘‘ horse marines ?”? 
[Laughter] 3 y poa 

Mr. COX. Iam coming to that, I findin” 
the bill this item: : Po beim 

For forage for horses belonging to field and staff 
officers, $6,000. ne 

So we have ‘‘horse marines’? in our Navy. 
t Captain Jinks” is one of thé corps we arè 
now providing for by the present arrangement. 

.Mr. MAYNARD. But does the gentleman 
propose to abolish the ‘horse marines?” ii 

Mr. COX. I would like to know what 
marines are doing upon horseback. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Does not the gentle- 
man know that every borse marineis asailor? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman perhaps. knows 
more about that than I do; for Ihave never 
been, as he has, upon the sea on horseback. 
{Laughter.] I have seen pictures of such 
things in mythological works. 

“But I want to call attention seriously to the 
fact that here is an expenditure of $1,000,000 
in a time of vaunted economy, when. a little 
good sense on the part of the gentlemen run- 
ning this Administration might save this ex- 
penditure altogether. What are these marines 
doing? Will my honorable friend from Maine 
pie Hare] or my distinguished friend from 

alifornia, [Mr. Sageexr]-—these gentlemen 
who represent the various naval stations of 
the country—tell what is the present occupa- 
tion of our marines? ‘Are they for watching 
over the materials and other public property 
at navy-yards? Why, sir, the bill) provides 
for watchmen. What can’ a marine do on 
board a ship? As I have said, he never goes 
aloft; he has nothing to do with the working 
of the ship. In this time of iron-clads there 
is no need of musketry on board 4 naval ves- 
sel. I wish to know whether there is’ not 
enough of good sense, enough’ of the spirit 
of retorm in the majority here, to put an end 
to this enormous expenditure of $1,000,000 
for a service that is now utterly useless. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman ftom New 
York [Mr. Cox] insist on his amendment?:~ 

Mr. COX. I would if I thought the gentle- 
man would help me. ut I withdraw it. 

The Clerk continued and concluded the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr: HALE. As the reading of the bill has 
been finished, I proposé to movean additional 
section in accordance with the proposition I 
made to the committee in my remarks when- 
the bill first came up. The object is to insure 
the sale at as early a day as possible of the 
vast amount of useless material in the Navy. 
As I have before said, it now costs more or less 
each year—the expense ranging up into hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars—to keep such 
property from utter destruction. With all this 
expense it deteriorates year by year. What 
has been sought by the committee, on consult- 
ation with the head of the Navy Department, 
is to so frame an amendment that the respons- 
ibility might lie where it should, and yet 
these old materials and ships be sold and 
taken out of the Navy, the Treasury getting 
some money for them. i . 

I want to say here what amounts to # 
correction of the Globe. I am reported as 
saying in some ‘remarks submitted by me 
yesterday that the proposition came from the 
Secretary of the Navy. What I said was, 
“This proposition does not come from ‘the 
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Secretary of the Navy,’’ as is shown by the 
following remarkk:.. ; Paes 
=“Tedoes-not-come from him, but from the. com- 
‘mittes, and has been matured in consultation with 
hor aa 


Iwill ask the Clerk to read the amendment. 
Thope there will be no objection to it. 
~ The Clerk read as follows: . 

Suc, 2.. Thut the Secretary of the Navy be, and he 
ighereby, authorized and directed to sell at public 
gale such vessels and materials of the United States 
Navy. as in his judgment are not suitable foror capa- 
ple of profitable use, repair, or fitting out: , Pro- 
aided, That before any such sale shall be made pub- 
lie notice shall ‘be given by advertisement in some 
leading newspaper or newspapers in at least four 
of the principal cities of the United States, which 
advertisement shall state the number of vessels and 
the amount of materials proposed to be sold, with a 
description thereof, so far as the sameshall be praec- 
ticable, together with the time and place when and 
where such vessels and materials can_beseen and 
examined. And the Secretary of the Navy shall, at 
the opening of each session of Congress, make a fall 
yeport’to Congress of his acts under the authority 
given by this section, which report shall contain a 
statement of ali vessels and materials sold, the par- 
ties buying the same, and the amount realized there- 
from, together with such other facts as may be neces- 
sary'to a full understanding of his acts; and all net 
proceeds of such sale shall be covered into the United 
States Treasury: And provided further, That nothing 
in this section shall be construed as compelling the 
Secretary of the Navy to accept any bid or offer 
which in his.judgment is. grossly inadequate to the 
value of the vessel or materials offered for sale. 


Mr. WOOD. TI suggest to my friend from 
Maine whether it would not be well to provide 
in the resolution that this power of selling on 
the part of the Secretary of the Navy shall be 
exercised only on. report of condemnation by 
a board of proper officers. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the gentle- 
man from New York prepare such an amend- 
ment as he suggests. 
. Mr. WOOD, Ihave merely made the sug- 
gestion. > 

Mr: MAYNARD. I wish to make another 
suggestion to the gentleman from Maine, and 
that is this: whether the resolution ought not 
to be further extended so as to provide that 
no, vessel shall be sold which has gained his- 
torical renown. — I. should be sorry to see the 
Constitution sold and go out of the Navy. I 
should be sorry to see the Macedonian, which 
has been kept up at considerable expense, 
because of the naval glory which is attached 
to her—I should be sorry to sce her sold and 
go out of the Navy. I should be sorry to 
see the yacht, America sold, because of the 
peculiar character which is attached to her, 
and go out of the Navy. All these vessels, 
which have heretofore been kept up because 
of their great renown, I believe ought still to 
be kept in our Navy. I should be very sorry 
to see the Kearsarge sold and go out of the 


Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I will answer 
first the suggestion of the gentleman from 
New-York, Į Mr. Woop.] It was a point con- 
sidered .by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The objection to it, however, is this: what is 
sought is that. sales. shall actually be made, 
and the money paid into the Treasury, of 
those vessels which are now useless; but it is 
not sought by the committee, and I think the 
House does not want the entire Navy sold. 
I can see this trouble: if a board of naval offi- 
eers should be appointed upon whom. should 
simply rest the responsibility of condemning 
and recommending for sale vessels. of the 
Navy, and the Secretary is obliged to sell 
them, they will go on wanting new vessels and 
wanting more than we will give, and will go 
on and recommend the sale of almost the 
entire Navy. I prefer, for one, that the re- 
sponsibility should be left where. I think it 
will be safer. The gentleman from New York 
will see, I think, it is safer to leave it with the 
Secretary of the Navy, who must report his 
doings to Congress from year to: year, and is 
responsible for all of his actions. He can 
best. see what can be sold. . He will look 
upon the whole matier in a broader sense 
than any naval officer, and he can see what 


can be kept and. what. can be sold. -Heis 
directly responsible-to Congress. The gentle- 
man will see by the. language of my amend- 
ment that the Seeretary of the -Navy must 
report to Congress each year.. Having that 
supervision of the whole subject, and knowing 
best what vessels are to be sold, whatever. he 
may do, at each session of Congress we shall 
be informed precisely of what has taken place. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not propose to relieve 
the Secretary of the Navy from :any responsi- 
bility for any sale he may make under this 
amendment; but I do propose that lie shall 
have the benefit of the advice of those who are 
expert in sych matters. He cannot be ex- 
pected.to be an. expert. He is a gentleman 
taken from the walks of civil life, and his past 
experience and pursuits do not enable him to 
judge especially of the relative fitness of ves- 
sels of war or of the appurtenances of a navy- 
yard, and therefore I would desire there should 
be made to him in advance some report from 
some officer who, upon. his. professional re- 
sponsibility, will state that: such a vessel, or 
such a hospital, or such a navy-yard is useless 
and unnecessary, and. ought:to be sold. It 
would become the duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy to investigate the fact, to ascertain 
whether the report made to him is correct or 
not. Of course I would not have the. Secre- 
tary of the Navy relieved from the duty.of 
reporting to Congress at each session of his 
doings in this regard. I will say, in addition, 
we should guard against the Secretary of the 
Navy exercising too great a power in. this 
regard. : 

And the gentleman assumes that the officers 
of the Navy, being dissatisfied with the exist- 
ing state of things, with the condition of the 
vessels of war, as well they. may be, will be 
apt to report everything as unfit for use, and 
that they be sold and new ones built. But I 
also desire to protect Congress and the coun- 
try against an extravagant or profligate or 
ignorant Secretary of the Navy, whoever he 
may be. If you clothe an officer of the Gov- 
ernment with the exclusive right of disposin 
of the public property thereof, we cannot tel 
but he may go on and sell articles that are 
absolutely fit for the purposes for which they 
were intended, merely for the purpose of hav- 
ing new patronage to bestow or to build up 
new establishments. 

What has been our experience since the 
war? Immediately after the war I found that 
everything was for sale; that all the para- 
phernalia of the naval service during the war 
was put into the market and disposed of at 
ruinonsly sacrificing prices; that what cost 
hundreds of millions of dollars were sold for 
less than ten million dollars in the aggre- 
gate. Ido not want to see that folly repeated. 
Our whole naval service undoubtedly requires 
new organization. While the merchant marine 
has gone on progressively improving, adapting 
itself to modern usages and the commerce of 
the times, our naval service has gone back, and 
we find to-day in possession of the Govern- 
ment only five vessels of war fit for service if 
war should come upon us. on es 

Now, I would wish to see the whole service 
reorganized, and I believe with the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill, the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. HALE,] that we may well part 
with a vast deal of stuff which we now have 
for the purpose of producing what will answer 
the present exigencies of war. But I am 
rather afraid that giving the Secretary of the 
Navy individually the exclusive right to say 
what shall be sold and what shall not be sold 
is a delegating of authority which we all here- 
after may regret... Therefore, I would suggest 
the precaution, and certainly it can do. no 
harm, that this power of sale shall only be ex- 
ercised after a report made by a proper board 
of officers, it being left to the discretion of the 
Secretary afterward to act upon that report or 
not as he sees fit. I make this suggestion in 


the. best. spirit. to the gentleman from Maine, 
whose knowledge of the-subject and sense of 
what is just and right- eminently qualify him 
to judge what the exigencies of the case require. 

Mr. HALE. I. now yield to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from. Indi- 
ana, [ Mr. NIBIACK: ] PEETA e 
. Mr. NIBLACK.  Tbis discussion is rather 
informal, but I hope I will be indulged im tak- 
ing part in it fora few moments. The ques- 
tion which has been suggested by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] is one of no 
little importance, and is one that was consid- 
ered pretty fully by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. After having considered the ques- 
tion with a good deal of care, they came to 
the conclusion, at least the majority of the 
committee did so, that it would be better to 
leave this responsibility with the Secretary 
himself. As has been suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, {Mr. HALE,} if we pro- 
vided a board of commissioners for the work, 
the natural result would be that the Secretary 
would be governed by the recommendations 
of the commission, and it would take the 
responsibility, to a great extent atleast, out 
of his hands. It would be. providing for an- 
other tribunal than himself to decide the ques- 
tion as to what should be sold and as to what 
should not be sold ; whereas, ifhe be left to him- 
self, following the practice of. his office and 
the precedents and customs which have always 
prevailed in the transaction of this sort of busi- 
ness, he would as auxiliary to the judgment 
which he might be called upon to exercise in 
regard to it, convene a board to consider the 
question; but what that board should do need 
not be binding upon him, but would be simply 
advisory, leaving him ultimately to decide 
what vessels should be sold, and what should 
not be sold. 

While; therefore, the position assumed by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
is-a very plausible one, I think it is really 
better after all to. leave the responsibility to 
be exercised by the Secretary of the Navy, 
according to the usages of his Department. 

I desire to say just one word further, and 
that is in continuation of the remarks I made 
yesterday. It is not thought proper by the 
Committee on Appropriations to make public 
the large number of vessels which we have 
now that. are unfit for use in any service. ‘The 
statement would be a humiliating one to the 
country in the present condition of our foreign 
relations, That large class of vessels which 
are regarded as utterly worthless costs us at 
least.a hundred thousand-dollars a year to take 
care of them. They are mere wrecks upon 
our hands, and we should get rid of them on 
some terms, with a view of entering upon a 
reorganization of the Navy, which, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Woop] has very 
properly said, is the great need of that branch 
of the public service.: The committee, after 
sifting this qaestion. thoroughly, have come to 
the conclusion that we must get rid. of these 
vessels on the best terms we can, on good terms 
if we can make them, and on bad terms if we 
ean make no. others; but for the purpose of 
preventing the Secretary of the Navy from 
being concluded by offers made for these ves- 
sels, we leave it discretionary with him to 
reject bids where the amount is grossly inade: 
quate to the amount of the value of the vessels. 

That these vessels have to be sold by some- 
body there can be no question, and the. only 
question for discussion is as to the particolar 
form of phraseology to be used in this amend- 
ment. ‘There is much plausibility in the posi- 
tion taken by the ‘gentleman from New York, 
but I think good policy suggests we should 
leave this matter to be settled wholly.by the 
Secretary. Our experience in regard to cer- 
tain bureaus and certain bureaucracy. which 
prevails in the Navy Department has not been 
such as to impress us favorably as tothe. econ- 
omy which they are always disposed to exer- 
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cise ; in other words, they are inclined to mag- 
nify as much as any other class of Government 
officers ‘their, particular branch of the public 
service, and if left to determine. what. vessels 
should be sold it is not hazarding a great deal 
to say that they would recommend that a large 
proportion of vessels shoald be sold, and we 


should. be, under -the immediate necessity of © 


constructing new, vessels. : are 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not wish 
to prolong this debate, but I. desire to adda 
word. There is one matter which I admit 
makes it delicate to propose to sell these ships. 
The Government was compelled during the 
war to have built a large number of ships, 
at a time of very high prices, and when they 
were exceedingly expensive. . They also tried 
the experiment of building monitors and iron- 
clads of various kinds, vessels: that were. very 
expensive and many of them not worth much 
to the service. As Henry Winter Davis once 
said on this floor, ‘‘many of the ships built at 
that time were capable of making but one 
voyage, and that straight to the bottom of the 
sea.” ‘Now we have on hand a large number 
of these vessels, some of them utterly worth- 
less for anything in the world but as old iron, 
some worth a little more, but none worth any 
reasonable per cent. of what they cost to the 
Government. We keep them up: partly as- a 
matter of pride and partly because we are 
ashamed to sell for $500,000 a ship:that cost 
$1,000,000. That shame should not-restrain 
us any longer. We ought to decide in this 
matter at once.’ On being questioned by the 
Committee on Appropriations the Secretary 
said that he had to use at least $100,000 a year 
of the funds appropriated in this bill to take 
care of these old pots and kettles that have 
ceased to be of any possible value as a part of 
the naval establishment, and probably $100,000 
a year is paid for taking care of property that 
would not sell to-day for $500,000.. Now, let 
us run on in this way for five years and you 
will have paid outthe entire marketable value 
of all this property for the simple taking care 
of it; and you will have it on hand to take care 
of as much longer as it can be kept above 
water without motion, lying, if it be wooden, 
to rot in the dock, and if iron, to corrode and 
rust and become worthless for old iron every 
year. : 

The gentleman from New York thinks that 
a board would be of some service. I was 
rather of that opinion myself, in the begin- 
ning, and gave my countenance to that view; 
but this is what settled my mind on that sub- 
ject: if we select naval men for the commis- 
sion they will want to sell out the whole Navy 
and compel us to build beautiful. new ships for 
them; and if we- select, experts they will be 
glad, doubtless, to sell off the old ships, so 
that they may have to build new ones. It 
seems to me, therefore, better that the matter 
should be left to the man who stands respons- 
ible to Congress and the country for all that 
he does in this behalf, and whose policy must 
be an open policy.. This cuts off private sales 
and they will be in the public market, and he 
is authorized to refuse any bid if in his opinion 
itis too low. This amendment puts the whole 
responsibility with him, and this plan will 
allow us to clean out the Navy of all the old 
trumpery in it and start.anew with a better 
policy for the future. 

Mr. WOOD. Permit me to say, with all 
respect.to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, ] that he has not met my point of objec- 
ion to this proposition, I propose to give 
to the Secretary of the Navy in this matter 
all the latitude. and all the liberty which he 
should have from the responsibility necessarily 
imposed upon himas the head of the Navy 
Department. I do not, moreover, intend to 
impugn the capacity or the official integrity 
of that officer, nor do I intend to relieve him 
from -the authority and responsibility of dis- 
posing of such old material as is entirely unfit 
for the public service. But I do assume that 


itis utterly and physically impossible for any 


officer at the head: of that: Department to make. 
a personal examination of every vessel in .the 


Navy, of every- hospital, and every navy-yard, . 


and: to.examine: personally all the public prop- 
erty attached to the. naval.service, in order to 
determine what ‘shall and. what.: shall. not be 
sold. . This amendment very properly provides. 
that the Secretary of the Navy. shall dispose 
at public sale. of all such material as he may 
deem unnecessary for the use of the Govern- 
ment. -I simply propose that he shall act upon’ 
the report of persons competent to judge; and 
if upon such report he is satisfied that it is 
proper to sell the property, he may then pro- 
céed to make the sale. 

We haye buta short time since adopted a 
resolution -here asking the Secretary of the 
Navy what he has. done with the proceeds of 
sales of the immense amount of public prop- 
erty that he has sold. without authority of law, 
theamount of which he has never made known 
to Congress, and for which, so far as.we know, 
the Treasury has never been credited. He 
has sold millions on millions of dollars’ worth 
of public property without any authority of 
law whatever, and upon his own personal ipse 
dixit. Now I say there should be some check 


to this, that we should know what he has sold: 


and what-property.we now. possess. We do 
not intend that. the Secretary of the Navy, or 
the President, or this Administration shall have 
the power to dispose at its own pleasure and 
on its own volition of-the public property at 
just such prices as it may choose. Therefore, 
I would rather trust a board of naval officers 
who are competent to judge to make a report 
to the Secretary of the Navy, and upon that 
report to let. the Secretary take the responsi- 
bility of acting, and to report to Congress 
what he does. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. SWANN. I movetoamend pro forma 
by striking out the last word. of the pending 
amendment. . I have listened with great atten- 
tion to my honorable friend from New York, 
[Mr. Woop.] When this question came up 
for consideration in the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I desired to adopt the most practi- 
cable method of putting our Navy upon such 
a footing as would meet any contingency that 
might hereafter. arise. : I think that the time 
has come for action.in regard to our Navy; 
that, I think, will be admitted by. this House. 
I think that all who have looked into this 
subject will admit that our Navy at this mo- 
ment isin a most dilapidated condition ; and 
what contingencies may spring up in a very 
short time it is impossible for this House to 
determine. ; 

I have had some experience in regard to the 
sale of public property, and I have come to 
the conclusion that where vessels or any other 
public. property has become useless, where, 
for instance, vessels have originally been con- 
structed upon some defective plan, where they 
cannot be relied upon for efficient service, the 
best plan is to dispose of them, in order that 
they may be replaced by others more substan- 
tial and better fitted for practical service. 
Therefore, when this question came up in the 
Committee on Appropriations, I was for prompt 
action. I am for holding the heads of our De- 
partments responsible for the management of 
all the business that pertains to them respect- 
ively. And while I would hold the head ofa 
Department responsible for what may occur 
within his Department, I am not disposed to 
transfer that responsibility to anybody else. 

We know full well what has been the action 
heretofore of. these rings and commissions. 
There is no responsibility upon them; the re- 
sponsibility after all comes back to the head 
of the Department, and the country must hold 
him responsible for his action in regard to this 
matter, and in regard to all other matters with 
which he is charged. Therefore I took the 


ground in the committee, as I take the ground |j relies. 


. 


i tions here. 


here, that if this property has so -far-deterior-.. 
ated as to have become useless for the, pur-: 
poses of the Navy, the best plan is-to throw. it’ 
into ‘the market and sell it for what it will bring,. 
and then go on and reconstruct our Navy upon: 
a better and more effective basig.. © <i apos 

Sir, I-am-not for dividing responsibility. 
Although the heads of. Departments may not: 
be so able to judge upon these. matters. ‘as a: 
commission, provided. that commission be hon- 
est, still there is no other point to. which we 
can direct the attention of this country. where 
the responsibility would attach:.as it would to: 
the Secretary of the Navy if he is required.to- 
take action.in reference to this matter. 

I have no faith in these commissions... .I 
believe that they have given. rise to a:great 
deal of the trouble of which we now complain:.. 
If the Secretary of the Navy-had acted directly, 
without the aid of these numerous commis-, 
sions of which the Navy has been constituted, 
we should not have to complain to-day that: 
we are without a Navy. And if we were to go 
to war to-morrow, I do not believe we could 
find half a dozen ships in the whole Navy-that 
would be competent to represent the character 
and the dignity of this great nation. I am for, 
selling at whatever cost (provided fair compe-. 
tition be allowed) the defective material of our 
Navy, and placing the Navy upon such a basis 
that it will represent the power of this- nation, 
and will be adequate for any emergency that 
may spring up; and I believe, sir, the emer- 


gency is imminent. tye 
Mr. HALE. I ask now that. debate be 


closed. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I object to closing debate 
at present. I wantto move an amendment; to 
insert in the amendment now pending, before 
the word ‘‘provided,’’ the words ‘except. 
such as may have been specially distinguished 
in the naval history of the country ; ” so that the 
clause will read: i : 9 

That the Secretaryof the Navy be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to sell at public sale such 
vessels and materials of the United | States Navy ag 
in his judgment are not suitable for or capable of 
profitable use, repair, or fitting out, except: such as 
may have been specially distinguished in the naval: 
history of the country. (ge ke aoe crags 8 ys 

Mr. DICKEY. IL suggest. to: the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MAYNARD] that the laù- 
guage of his amendment.is very indefinite. 
Some of these vessels which we propose to sell 
have been “ specially distinguished’’ for their 
incapacity to sail or, do anything else.. Ifthe 
gentleman means historic vessels, that is 
another thing. These vessels we propose. to 
sell have been ‘‘ specially distinguished.” . . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not “distinguished in 
the naval history. of the country.” .; 0.0.05 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I approve 
the main purpose of. the. pending proposition. 
We have in our Navy much worthless material 
which we ought undoubtedly to sell—not 
because we shall ever get much for it; the 
Government never gets much money in: that 
way; but because the material is domg no.good 
to any one, and by selling it we may put it in 
hands where it will be useful. But in carry- 
ing out that policy there are certain of our 
vessels, identified with the proudest pages of 
our history and with the highest glories of our 
Navy, which we cannot afford to sell. 

Iam aware that sentiment is out of place, 
necessarily.and properly so, in our delibera- 
Bat there are some sentiments 
that we cannot afford to forget or forego. . Mr. 
Chairman, the flags that hang over your head 
hang there as the expression of a sentiment; 
and the same may be said of the portraits which 
adorn the walls on each side of :your chair. 
But there is nothing that appeals to the senti- 
ment of patriotism more powerfully than those 
old vessels—useless it may be as vessels in the 
present state of naval warfare, but of power- 
ful use as a moral stimulus in the operations 
of our Navy-for all: time. Why, sir, I would 
as soon sell an heirloom as sell one of those old 
I would as soon sell the trinket that 
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my:mother. gave me upon her dying bed as- 


part: with ‘these vessels in the name of the 


nation. ° Sir, we cannot afford it... They stand 
ag an inspiration of patriotism. to every officer: 


aad every sailor in the N avy ; and they will 


continue so to stand, 

“HE we think it unwise, if our. resources are 
too limited to keep them ‘up by proper repairs, 
until the material of the original ‘structure of 
such: vessels. as: the’ Constitution. has been 
exchanged, I would simply let them rot or 


perish. at the wharves where they-are;.but T- 


would never convert them to the ignoble and 
unworthy. use which we ean see they would be 
converted to if sold to purchasers in.the open 
marketi: ~ 

I trust the gentleman from Mainé having 
charge of the amendment will accept mine as 
anamendment to his. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it has 
been left too indefinite. © We must leave it to 
the discretion of the Navy Department. It is 
for that purpose I offer it, and L have no doubt 
it will be-exercised in a judicions manner. 

: Mr. HALE. -Iam desirous, Mr. Chairman, 
that this amendment offered: by me: shall be 
adopted.’ I think, if-I-can judge of the temper 
of the. House, it is in favor of it. I am also 
desirous, as the Housé is, that it shall not be 
clogged with anything that will impair its use. 
The indefiniteness of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and from its very 
nature it must be indefinite, I consider will 
clog the practical operation of my amendment 
if it be made 4 provision of law, so that no 
one can tell at any time what will be sold and 
what will not be sold. It: may be there are 
vessels in our Navy with such historic memo- 
ries gathering about: them that -no. Secretary 
of the. Navy would venture. to propose to sell 
them. . I think it is.a matter which can be left 
safely to.the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But such is not the 
language in the gentleman's amendment. It 
ig: made mandatory on the Secretary of the 
Navy to sell them. 

Mr. HALE. ` I was going on to say that to 
put.a limit in terms on the Secretary of the 
Navy, that he shall not sell any vessels which 
have been distinguished in: our naval history, 
it throws out, it may be, a great class of ves- 
sels which have done something which to the 
mind of some men may distinguish them, and 
the power, therefore, left in his hands must 
in’ the end, as a matter of fact, amount to 
nothing. : : : 

Mr. MAYNARÐ. There are not many 
vessels which have been specially distinguished 
in.the naval history of our country. 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter as it rests in 
the mind of gentlemen. There may be one or 
two. or more. vessels which members on the 
floor. of the House would select as having his- 
torie memories protecting them from sale. 
‘There. might: be another vessel which in the 


It has been criticised by: 


eye of the gentleman from Tennessee, or rather | 


in the imagination of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, has classical memories to protect. it 
from sale, but which has nothing of the kind 
to other members. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment would make the whole thing indefinite 
and vague. My proposition is to leave the 
whole thing to the Seeretary of the Navy, who 
must report his action to Congress, and I hope 
it will not be.clogged by anything of this 
indefinite nature, the only effect of which will 
be to paralyze the operation of the whole pro- 
vision, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, rose. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on | 


the:pending amendment. i 
Mr. MAYNARD. Iwill withdraw my amend- 
ment and the gentleman can renew it. 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I renew 
it; and Irenew it for the purpose of saying a 
word or. two. I desire to say {am in favor. of 
the amendment.of the committee. I think it 
is well to sell useless lumber now in our navy- 
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yards and in our waters ; but I hope we shall 


adopt a specific mandate of Congress that the” 


Secretary of the Navy shall not order the 
sale of such a vessel as the Constitution, for 
instance, [should rathér sée her rot on the 


marshes than to have her sold: = But I do not 


meañ to cripple the action of the committee: 
by any interference in that regard- What Ido 
want to say, and I wish to put’ in a caveat to 


it, is that we must not expect any great amount: 


from these sales either to be received: by the 
Treasury, or any great amount of benefiit—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, made a remark 
which was not heard by the reporter. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not be as profitable as some gentlemen think. 
I will give ati instance. We had in the Navy 
a quantity of blockade-runners whieh had been 
captured. One was sold for $33,000. She is 
known now to history as the Hornet. And 


while we get $33,000 for her, it' has eost us: 


about one hundred ang fifty thousand. dollars 


to catch, watch, and convoy her about; so. 
that that sale was not a very profitable one. ` 


Therefore we will be in this condition: we 


will He selling ‘vessels fit for war purposes,’ 


permitting them to go into the hands of the 


merchants, and then to be made Alabamas of: 
inthe ease of war between foreign Powers, or’ 
in the case of an insurrectionary Power being : 


at war with any nation on the earth; and we 
may be brought in, under the principles laid 


down in the treaty of Washington, in great’ 


damages, direct or indirect, from these sales. 
And when we make it mandatory to sell what 
we do not need, we may be in the condition 
of putting our war vessels sold by us in the 
hands of gentlemen who desire to sell them to 
foreign nations to be used for warlike pur- 
poses, and we will be responsible if they get 
out of our ports and injure other nations; so: 
that E think it had better be carefully guarded 
how and for what purpose ‘we sell those ves- 
sels. As vessels I ‘hope they will not be sold. 
If they ‘are fit for nothing but old iron, let 
them be broken up and sold as old iron. If 
we sell them as vessels, some day they may 
return to plague us. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that debate be now closed, 
and that a vote be taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. MAY- 
NARD. ] 

The question being takenon Mr. Maynann’s 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I will now. renew my: 
amendment in another form, adding words 
which have been suggested to me by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] 
The words I propose to insert are, ‘‘ except 
such as may have been especially distin-. 
guished by gallant achievements in the naval 
history of the country.”’ . 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The question being put upon Mr. HALE’ S 
amendment, it was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 
. The motion was agreed to. - a 
-The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having- resumed the chair, Mr. BLAIR, 
of Michigan, reported that the.Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 
1191) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 80, 1873, and 
for. other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments. ; By 
<Mr. HALE. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments. - 
The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. `- wes 
The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote 
demanded on any oneamendment? If a-sep- 
arate vote is not demanded the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole will be con- 
sidered as agreed to, 


That may 


No separatèvote:was asked} and the amend- 
ments were- agreed toi < ‘ 

‘The bill, as amended, was-ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : : 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ce: 0 | a as 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Ceo tOO SBAVE OF ABSENCE, | 

Mr. CONNER, by. unanimous consent, ob- 
tained indefinite leave of absence on account 
of the severe illness. of a member of his family. 

MARTIN WATKINS. 

Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H: R. No. 1544) for the relief 
of-Martin Watkins, of East Windsor, Connec- 


| tiewt; which was read a first and second time, 


and referred to the Committeé of Claims. 

bec a ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

. Mr.. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled, Bills, reported. that the committee 
had examined and. found - truly enrolled bills 
of the following. titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: .. | : 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) making appropria- 
tions to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tions for salaries and contingent expenses of 
the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year ;; and 

A bill (H, R. No. 1071) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the year ending 
June 80, 1873. “a 

uo oni CLERKS OF'COMMITTRES. 

“Mr. WILLARD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (H. R. No. 1341) reported this 
morning-from the Committee on the Reorgan- 
ization of the Civil Service, to regulate the 
employment and compensation of clerks for 
the ‘committees of the House of Represent- 
atives be printed. © 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. 

DICKEY. I move that the 


Mr. House do 
now adjourn. é 
The motion was agreed to. Accordingly 


{at four o’clock and two minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. í 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : f 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of Joseph E. 
Wilde & Co., of Washington, New Jersey, 
requesting the passage of a law allowing par- 
tially printed papers, ia bulk, to be carried 
through the mails at the same rate as news- 
papers to subscribers. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The memorial 
of Alpheus‘ Fobes, of New York city, praying 
relief for money stolen from him while acting 
as pension agent. : 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of S. Z. 
Tiffany, publisher of the Nicholson Examiner, 
in the county of Wyoming, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying. that regular: publishers and 
dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive by mail such quantities of partially 
printed “papers as they may require, in bulk, 
and pay the same rates as regular subscribers 
who pay in advance. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Frank 
Clouds, Joseph Feaster, Joseph B. Much, Amos 
J. Palmer, John McKee, Matthew Vandusen, 
William Gale; Houston Smith, A. J. Keyser, 


Jobn N. Robinson, Harry H, Miles, jr., James 


M. Stewart, Elmer P. Sheppard, John. Glenn, 
Jesse Sparks, and 80 others, shipwrights in the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, urging a repeal. of the 
duties on tea and coffee, andasking protection, 
to-home industry. ` 

‘By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of 


1872. 


THE GONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Governor Seth Padelford and 29 others, citi- 
zens of Rhode Island, praying that a life-boat 
station may be established on Block Island. 

By Mr. POLAND: ‘The memorialof Andrew 
Wylie and others, in favor of the Northern Lib- 
erties market. : d y 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of JW. 
Douglass and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, 
and late soldiers in the Union Army, asking 
additional pay, &c. -o “ $ 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: The petition of 31 
citizens of Maine, in favor:of. the passage of 
House bill No. 660, giving bounty Jand to hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors in the 
service of the United States since. the 4th day 
of March, 1861. : 

Also, the petition of 152 citizens of .Minne: 
sota, in favor of the passage:of the same pill. 

Also, the petition of 62 citizens of the county 
of Bedford, Pennsylvania, in favor of the pas- 
sage of the same bill.’ : ASN AER. : 

By Mr. SPEER, of ‘Georgia: The petitions 
of Levi S. Hart, of Chatham county, and of L. 
Carrington, George D. Case, and Samuel G. 
White, of Baldwin ‘county, Georgia, asking 
the removal of their political disabilities. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : ‘The petition of A. 
W. Doan, W. H. Bickman, William J. Evans, 
and 95 others, soldiers of the war for the Union, 
for an equalization of bounties and an amend: 
ment of he homestead laws. i 

By Mr. STRONG : The memorial of Henry 
D. Didier, of Hartford, Connecticut, in rela- 
tion to the French spoliation claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: The petition of 
W. R. Bayly and 114 others, for an appropri- 
ation to complete the improvement of Eagle 
harbor, on Lake Superior, Michigan. 


Also, the petition of R. W. Jenny and sun- } 


dry others, publishers of newspapers, asking 
that such publishers may receive papers partly 
printed at the samerates as regular subscribers 
to publications weighing four ounces. 

By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of Isa- 
bella B. Magness and others, heirs of Claudius 
Besse, deceased, and Fannic R: Griffith, daugh- 
ter and heir of Owings, deceased, praying the 
passage of act authorizing the payment of the 
French spoliation claims. —__ i 

Also, the petition of M. H. Lambdin, third 
assistant engineer United States Navy, praying 
to be restored to the active list of the Navy. 

By Mr. WINCHESTER; The petition of 
Ellis Lewis Brown, to have his name placed 
on the pension-roll. 


IN SENATE. - 
Fripay, February 16, 1872. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. De ee Ri l 

The Journal of yesterday’ s proceedings was 
read and approved. ee i 

MOUSE BILL REFERRED.. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1543) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Quincy, Ti- 
nois, for the accommodation of a post office, 
custom-house, and other public offices, was 
read twice. by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I move 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day itadjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Senator 
from Michigan moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

‘Mr, COLE. I think we had better. not put 
that motion while the Senate is so thin. We 
had better wait until a quorum is present; at 
all events. Perhaps we can go on with the 
appropriation bill to-morrow. Then there is 
the postal code bill that the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
desires to have considered, and that might be 
considered to-morrow. > : 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should be very glad to 


go on with the postal code bill to-day, as it is 
the special order for to-day. If we cannot 
dispose of it:to-day, I should be very glad -to 
go on-with.it to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Although that 
bill ig the special order forto-day, it will prob- 
ably be superseded to-day by the unfinished 
business, unless the latter be postponed, when 
it shall be reached, atone.o’elock. “The Sena» 
tor from Michigan moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to: meet on Monday 
negt : : : 

The question being put, a division was called 
for; and there were—ayes 20, noes 9; no 
quorum. voting. 

„Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. We. wanit to get on with the appropri- 
ation bill some day or other. —. 

The yeas ‘and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Would it not be better 
to postpone this vote until the Senate is fuller? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The last vote 
discloses the absence of a quoram, and until 
the presence of-a quorum is ascertained by 
count or vote business must be arrested. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I dare say the Vice Presi- 
dent will find-a quorum here now, if hecounts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion can- 


not be withdrawn, the yeas end nays having 


been ordered; and the absence of a quorum 
arrests other business. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Fenton, Ferry of 
Mic igan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hitch- 
cock, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprasuc, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Vickers, and Wright—27. 

NAYS— Messrs. Anthony, Cole, Conkling, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont. Norwood, Patterson, 
Ramsey, Schurz, Sherman, Wilson, and Windom—16. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 


ham, Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, 


Cragin, Davis of entucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
Tand, Hamlin, Harlan, Lill, Howo, Johnston, Lewis, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Robertson. Stevenson, Stew- 
art, Thurman, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, and West—30. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a peti- 

tion of Ambrose Brown and others, late sol- 
diers of the United States Army, praying for 
the passage of a bill equalizing the bounties 
of Union soldiers in the late war, and also for 
an act granting bounty lands to the extent of 
one hundred and sixty acres to each honor- 
ably discharged soldier and sailor in the late 
war for the suppression of the rebellion ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
“Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of C. F. Arnold, publisher of the South 
Norwalk Independent, at Fairfield, Connec- 
ticut, praying for the pessege of an act that 
persons known as dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quantities 
as they may require, in bulk, whether wholly or 
in part printed, and pay the postage thereon 
as received at the same rates pro rata as regu- 
lar subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly in advance ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. WILSON. Ipresenta memorial signed 
by General George L, Andrews. professor of 
French, Peter S. Michie, J. B. Wheeler, and 
Jonathan Forsyth, professors at the West Point 
Military Academy, praying for an increase of 
their compensation. [move its reference to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a memorial of 
officers of the Navy of the United States, and 
others, asking that provision be made for the 
faneral expenses of officers who die in. the 
service in accordance with the forms of the 
faith in which they died; which was referred 
to-the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Blair, Boreman, 


es 


: Mr. :-FRELINGHUYSEN - presented tthe.. 
petitition of the Board of-Trade of the “eity 
of Newark, New Jersey, praying for. the repéal 
of the duty on imported: lumber; which: was. 
referred ‘to the Committee ‘on Financed. ios 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. . J also present 
the petition of the Board of Trade of. the ‘city 
of Newark, New.dersey, asking that ‘the sin: 
come tax be repealed; because unequal, unjust, 
inquisitorial, oppressize:to labon, aad beeanse 
itis no longer necessary, and I commend .it 
to the Committee on Finance, to which: I move 
the reference of the petition... u o usb 

The motion was agreed to. TE eE 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Tennėsseé, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures for the protection of boatmen on the west- 
ern waters; which was ‘referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. ee A 

He also presented a petition of. letter-car- 
riers in Chicago, Illinois, indorsed by. senators: 
and representatives of the Legislature of Illi- 
nois, praying an increase of salary; which 
was referred to the ‘Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. _ th 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the coal mines of Will county, Illinois, remon: 
strating against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. fa a A 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Braid- Wood, Illinois, praying a repeal of the 
duties upon tea, coffee, and other articles of 
necessity, and such an adjustment of the tariff. 
duties as will protect home industry; which 


| was referred to the Committee. on Finance. 


He also presented a memorial of workers in 
stone founderies, citizens of Quincy, Adams 
county, Illinois, remonstrating against achange 
of the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country. GONE k 

He also presented à memorial of workers 
in iron, citizens of Galesburg, Knox county, 
Illinois, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon. such articles as are successfully 
srodaosd in. this country; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Finance ~: oc Meee 4 

He also presented a-memorial of workers in 
the Northwestern Manufacturing Company, pit- 
izens.of Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating the 
duties on such articles as ave successfully pro- 
duced in this country ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. i , 

He also presented & memorial of workerg.in 
the Union rolling-mill, citizens ,of Chicago, 
Illinois, remonstrating against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating the duties on. such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chicago remonstrating against a change -of 
the existing tariff laws abating the duties on 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Harry B. 
Cloud, of Washington, District of Columbia; 
praying the enactment of a law removing the 
charge of desertion from the records, and that 
he be honorably discharged ; which was. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.: 

He also presented the petition of Thomas 
C. Hardy, of Johnson county, Illinois, pray- 
ing the enactment of a law removing the charge 
of desertion from his record as asoldier4 which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ae Pee 

He also presented a petition ef tobacco man- 
ufacturers of St. Louis, Missouri, praying the 
passage of an act requiring @ revenue stamp 
to be affixed to each. plug of tobacco; whieh 
was referred to the Committee on Finance.:.. 
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» He also presented threepetitionsof citizens 
of Chicago, Illinois, praying the enactment. of 
alaw remitting the. duties and faxes‘on mate- 
rials:entering into the. construction of build- 
ings in the district devasted by'fire in- October, 
1871; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. : : $ 

Mr. LOGAN. I also present the petition 
of quite a number of very heavy lumber mer- 
chants:and lumber manufacturers in Chicago 
and other places;-asking the passage of the 
relief bill, which I will read: 

The undersigned, lumber manufacturers of Chi- 


cago, favor tho relief bill... Urge it, : 


y » WELLS, 
3-LUDINGTON WEL PA NSCHAYCK. 


R COMPANY. 
1 NELL, WALWORTH & REID. 
H: WIBEGK & COMPANY. 
BIGELOW. MHERS. 
B.L.ANDERSON & COMPANY. 
The PESHTIGO COMPANY, 
WILLIAM B, OGDEN, 
n Mr Ogden owned the mills at Peshtigo at 
the time of the fire. I will state to the Senate 
that these are as large lumber dealers as there 
are in the Northwest. They all ask for the 
passage of the bill for the relief of Chicago. I 
also present resolutions of the Legislature of 
Illinois, asking the same thing. I move their 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Cades 
Taylor, publisher of tho Wenona Index, and 
other local newspapers of Marshall county, 
Ilinois, praying for an amendment of the 
ponta laws so’ that persons known as regular 
‘dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive by mail such quantities of either as 
they may require; in bulk, whether wholly or 
in part printed, and pay postago thercon, as 
received, at the same pro rata as regular sub- 
seribers to publications weighing four ounces, 
who pay quarterly in advance; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. - 

He also presented the petition of E. Frec- 
man, publisher of the Kinmandy Independent, 
of Marion county, Illinois, praying an amend- 
ment to the one hundred and sixty-second 
section of the bill for the revision and consolid- 
ation of the statutes of the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which ‘was referred to the Committee 
on. Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Ho also presented the petition of Smith 
& Mills, publishers of the Argus, of. Logan 
county, Illinois, praying an amendment to the 
postal laws authorizing dealers in newspapers 
mid periodicals to receive by mail -packages 
weighing four ounces on the samo terms as 
xegular‘subscribors ; which was referred to the 
Committee.on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. H. 
Moore, publisher of the Douglas County Dem- 
ocrat, of Douglas county, Minois, praying for 
a modification of the postal laws relative to 
the transmigsion of newspapers; which. was 
referred to.the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Henry 
Hitcheock, publisher of the Mount Vernon 
Statesman, of Jefferson county, Hlinois, pray- 
ing for a modification.of the postal laws relative 
to the transmission of newspapers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of A. Wright 
& J. W. Wright, publishers, of Johnson county, 
Hlinois, praying for a modification of the postal 
‘Jaws relative to the transmission of news- 
papers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. : 

He also presented the petition of C. W: Tay- 
lor, publisher of the Prairie City Herald, of 
Prairie City, -county of McDonough, State 
of Illinois, praying an amendment to section 


one hundréd-and: sixty-two of: the bill for the 
revision and consolidation of the statutes 
relating to the Post Office Department ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. ee ie ae ae eee 

He also presented: the petition of R.. W. 
Goon, publisher of the Belvidere Northwest- 
ern,: oF Boone county, Illinois, praying an 
amendment to the postal laws to reduce and 
equalize the postage on newspapers and: peri- 
odicals, printed: in whole or in part, to regu» 
lar publishers and dealers in newspapers: and 
periodicals; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. ; 

He also presented the petition of A. G. 
Meacham, publisher of the Brighton- Ad- 
vance, of Macoupin county, Illinois, and of 
the Locomotive, of Greene county, Illinois, 
praying that section one hundred and sixty- 
two of the codified postal laws now before 
Congress be so amended as to make news- 
papers printed on one side legal mailable mat- 
ter at the minimum rate; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 1 

Mr. SAULSBURY. presented the petition 
of James T. Chambers, John Bradford, Wil- 
liam J. Scott, and other citizens of Wilming- 
ton, Delaware, asking for an amendment of 
the Constitution to provide that no candidate 
shall hereafter be eligible to any Federal office 
who is addicted to the use of intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of James T. 
Chambers, Jobn Bradford, William J. Scott, 
and other citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, 
asking for a prohibition of the manufacture, 
importation, and gale of allintoxicating liquors 
to be used as a beverage; which. was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present, by request, the 
memorial of Thomas U. Walter, of Philadel- 
pias late architect. of the extension of the 

nited States Capitol, in which he asks for 
compensation for designs furnished and ser- 
vices rendered in the construction of various 
public buildings, and that a bill for his relief 
may be passed, giving jurisdiction to the Court 
of Claims. I present the petition with the 
accompanying bill, and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The petition 
will be so referred: The bill will be reserved 
till the introduction of bills shall be in order. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of 
W. H: Gleason, of the State of Florida, ask- 
ing the repeal of an act entitled ‘An act to 
encourage the introduction and promote’ the 
cultivation of tropical plants in the United 
States,” approved July 7, 1838, and an act 
amendatory thereto; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
Richard Cornelius, William H. Ashmore, 
Albert J. Bayless, and other citizens of Balti- 
more, asking for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution to provide that no candidate shall 
hereafter be cligible to any Federal office who 
is addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors 
as a beverage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Richard 
Cornelius, William H. Ashmore, Albert J. 
Bayless, and other citizens of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, asking the prohibition of the manufac- 
ture, importation, and sale of all intoxicating 
ligtiors to be used as a beverage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER. Lalso present two several 
petitions -entitled “From the’ people of the 
State of. South Carolina,” -setting - forth. the 
insults and injuries to which they are exposed 
on account of race and color, and asking the 
adoption of the supplementary civil rights bill, 
J move that:they lie on the table, 5 

The motion was-agreed to. : be 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition: of Vi- 


cente St: Vrain, praying authority to institute 


-suit in the United. States courts, to be held in 


New Mexico, for the adjudication of his claim 
to the Las Animas grant; which was referred 
to. the Committee on the Judiciary.’ -i 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a petition of 
citizens of the United States, praying indem- 
nity for spoliations committed by the French 
between the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. bho : 

Mr. SCHURZ presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army 
of the United States, praying for the passage 
of an act granting a bounty of $8 334 a month 
to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
for the entire time served, and for an amend- 
ment to the twenty-fifth section of the act'ap- 
proved July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers 
or sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred. to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TRENTON. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Irise to.ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to take up Senate 
bill No. 442 and Ret it on ita final passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. Senator 
from New Jersey asks unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. : ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. Let it be taken 
úp, and then my colleague will. give way for 
petitions, if there are more to be presented. 

Mr. STOCKTON. | If the Senate will hear 
a statement of the object I have in view, I am 
sure no one will. object. This is a bill whieh 
has passed Congress before, only slightly 
altered. It has passed the Senate twice unan- 
imously. It is a bill to erect a public building 
at Trenton. It is re orted by me from. the 
Committee on Public Buildings and. Grounds. 
If the Senate will take it up now, I am sure 
there will be no objection to its passage. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks unanimous consent tò 
call up the bill for the erection of a public 
building at Trenton, New Jersey. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the’ Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 442) 
supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for a building suitable to the use of 
the post office, the pension and revenue offi- 
cers, and the judicial officers of the United 
States, in the city of Trenton, New Jersey,” 
approved March 3, 1871... ; i 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Ground sreported the bill with an amendment, 
to strike out the preamble and all. after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and to insert in liew 
thereof the following: cau aeae Dae ee 

That the entire cost of the building heretofore 
authorized to be constructed at Trenton, New Jer- 
sey, including the site thereof, be, and the samo is 
hereby, limited to the sum of $250,000 ; 4nd $150,000 in 
addition to the amount heretofore appropriated. is 
hereby appropriated for the purpose aforesaid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise. appro- 
priated ; and the said building, instead of being còn- 
structed strictly fire-proof, shall have-a fire-proof 
vault extending to each story; and all money herc- 
tofore and hereby appropriated shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secrétary. ofthe Troas- 
ury, who shall causo proper-plans and estimates to 
be made, so that no expenditure shall be made or 
authorized for the full completion. of said building 
beyond the amount heretofore.and. hereby appropri- 
ated: Provided, That no money-heretofore or hereby 
appropriated ‘shall be used ‘or applied for the pur- 
pose until a valid title to the land for the site of sich 

uilding shall be vested in the: United. States, and 
until the State shall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax or in any way 
assess said site, or the property of the United States 
that may be thereon; during the time that the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof. x 

The amendment:was.agreed to. 3.00... 

The -bill -was reported tothe- Senate: as 
amended, ánd-the amendment-was:conenrred 
in. The bill was ordered.to be-engrossed:for 
a third reading, was read~the: third-time,-and 
passed. ee Peo ees 
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Thé title wag amended so as to read: “A 
billtó amend an act entitled ‘An act ‘to pro- 
vide for a building suited to the use of thé post 
office, the pension and revenue officers, and the 


judicial officers of the United States in the city” 


of Trenton, New 
1871.” ` 


Jersey,’ approved March 8, 
LAKE $T. CROIX AND SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the Senate to. 


proceed to the consideration of Senate bill. 
No. 565. ‘ abn By i 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a report. 
Mr. CARPENTER... I will give way for 
morning ‘business. after the bill is taken up. 
Our Legislature is in session, and the bill must 
be passed soon, if at all. ¢ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees being in order, the Senator from Wis- 
consin asks unanimous consent to, call up 
Senate bill- No. 565, and says he will give way 
then- to morning.business. There is no objec-’ 
tion, and the bill (S. No. 565) to extend the 
time to the State of Wisconsin to complete a 
road from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior is- 
before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and being up will be laid aside inform- 
ally for the reception of morning business. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to. whom was. recommitted the bill 
(H. R. No. 55) for the relief of sufferers by 
fire at. Chicago, reported it with an amend- 
ment. f ; 

AMERICAN CASE BEFORE GENEVA COMMISSION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
additional copies of the American case as pre- 
sented by the State Department at Geneva, 
have instructed me to report back two reso- 
lutions, one a Senate resolution and one a. 
concurrent resolution. I ask that both be 
passed. . 
- The Senate resolution was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolwed, That throe thousand extra copies of the 
case of the United States presented to the tribunal 
of arbitration at Geneva, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. ` 

‘The concurrent resolution was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as fol- 
ows: ; 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That there be printed twenty- 
two thousand extra copies of the case of the United 
States presented to the tribunal of arbitration at 
Geneva, seven thousand copies of which shall be for 
the use of the Senate, and fifteen thousand copies 
ot which shall be for the use of the House. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 650) for the relief of Thomas U. Walter ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COLE ‘asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
651) to change the name of Hast Capitol street 
in the city of Washington to Lincoln avenue, 
and to provide for the improvement of the 
same; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

: Mr. COLE, Tpresent also a petition signed 
quite numerously by citizens residing in that 
part of the city asking forthe passage of the 
bill. Task that it be referred with the biH 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : f ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask if that is one of 
the common: streets belonging to the city here. 
If so; the bill ought not to be referred to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
If it ig an avenue, it should be referred to that 
committee. i 

Mr. COLE. It is now known as East Capi- 
tol street.. I suppose it is one of the avenues. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Itfitis an avenue Ido 
not object to the reference. 
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‘Mri COLE. I- donot know: whether itis 

or-not.. = > BR EE N Te oe i es 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a street 

proposed.to be calléd’an avenue. © : - 

-Mr. COLE, -I wish to:have it named. an: 

avenue hereafter, at all events: == Lie 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fhe- bill and 
petition have been ‘referred: to. the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. i 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S, No. 
652) declaratory of the rights of settlers upon 
the Cherokee neutral lands in Kansas under. 
existing laws; which was: read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. ; 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 653) 
for the better protection of the Indian tribes, 
and their consolidation under a civil govern- 
ment to be called the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which was read twice by its. title, referred to 
the Committee on Indian ‘Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. S 

Mr. HITCHCOCK ‘asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to‘introduce a 
bill (S. No. 654) to provide for holding terms 
of ‘the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States in Nebraska City, in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con: 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
655) restricting the killing of the buffalo upon 
the public lands ; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted . the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the report of Richard D. Cutts upon 
the commerce in the products of the sea, showing the 
markets, their capacity, and sources of supply, in- 
cluding the principal national fisheries, and their 
produco, and the home consumption, and balance 


of trado of forty-eight countries, made in 1865, be 
printed, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, it. was 


Ordered, That the memorial and'papers of Boswell 
W, Silsbeo-be taken from tho files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Lewis 
Johnson, & Co., bankers, be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


> LAKE ST, CROIX AND SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business having concluded, the bill taken up 
on motion of the Senator from Wisconsin is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and will be read. 

The bill was read. It provides that in case 
there shall be completed, within one year from 
its passage, forty miles of the road from the 
St. Croix river or lake to Lake Superior, as 
authorized by act of Congress approved June 
3, 1856, and act of Congress approved May 5, 
1864, and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
be satisfied of such completion, the time for 
completing the construction of the road as 
authorized by those acts shall he extended to 
the State of Wisconsin five years from the 
passage of this act, and all the grants, rights, 
and privileges contained in the original acts 
shall be continued in full force and virtue for 
that time of five years. . Itis provided that the 
word “ mineral’? when used in the acts referred 
to, shall not be held to include coal or iron, 
and that the lands granted by the:acts hereby 
extended, (excepting only such as are neces- 
sary for the company to which their benefits 
may inure, for depots, stations, side-tracks, 
wood-yards, standing-grounds, and other need- 
ful uses in operating the road, ) and pine, coal, 
and iron-lands, ‘shall be sold to actual settlers 
only, and in quantities not exceeding one hun- | 


dred and sikty acres’ to any: one person; under: 
such rulés nd restrictions as may be prescribed: 
by the Secretary of the Interior,.at-such prices’: 
as will-secure to the company, its successors 
or assigns, an average price of not more than 
$2°50 per acre. The right of way is also. 
granted to the company to the extent’of one’ 
hundred feet in width on:eachisideé of the road 
through the publie lands. The grant hereby: 
extended is to inure only tothe benefit of such 
company or companies as the State. of Wis- 
consin may hereafter designate. > BG 


Mr, GASSERLY. ‘lidesire to know whether 


that bill -has-beén reported from the Commit: 
tee on Public Lands in that shape?» Task ‘be- 
cause I have not the bill before mes 2) ooi 
The VICK PRESIDENT. It.was read twice. 
January 31, referred:to the Committeé on: Pub: 
lie Lands, and reported February 5, without 
amendment. : ei ee E gaa 
Mr. CARPENTER. Let me say to: the 
Senator from. California. that a similar’ bill 
was reported at the last session and passed. by 
the Senate, but was not reached in the House 
of Representatives, or at all events did. not 
pass the House. This is a bill which I think: 
will meet with no objection when it is under- 
stood ; aud our Legislature being in session, it 
is pmpoeane to have it passed as early as pos- 
sible. ; ; ; 
Mr. HARLAN. I inquire if this bill con- 
tains an additional grant or an enlargement of 
rant? : jobat 
Mr. CARPENTER. . None whatever. =.“ 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Idesireto call 
the attention of the Senate to some facts:con- 
nected with this bill; I have not:got them all. 
It seems that Congress passed an act in. 1856 
for this railroad, and granted -what.- was 
deemed sufficient to build the railroad at that 
time. Eight years after, in 1864, it was re- 
newed, and now, eight years more having 
elapsed, it is again asked to be renewed. If 
it is renewed at all, the magnitude. of the 
grant ought to be very much diminished; for 
what was necessary to build the road in.1856 
would more than accomplish the purpose now. 
I am opposed to the granting of any more 
lands to railroads; I believe that they will be 
built-as fast-as the country requires by private 
enterprise; and least of all am I in favor of 
granting a renewal of aright of this character. 
When it has been once before renewed, and a 
lapse of an equal time from the first: time to 
the second has taken place, we are now called 
upon to renew the grant again, with the same 
extravagant allowance of five sections to the 
mile on each side, for the purpose of. build- 
ing this ordinary, common road through -a 


State. ee seats AIR 
Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, it. is 
true that this grant was renewed in 1864, but 
the Senate will bearin mind that that was.dur- 
ing the war. The Senate will bear in mind 
also the condition of that country in the north- 
western part of the State of Wisconsin, and 
will know that it was impossible at. that time, 
and under the then situation of the country, 
to command capital to build this road. Nev- 
ertheless, twenty miles of it have been built 
and put in operation. This bill provides, and 
is upon the condition, that twenty more miles, 
making forty in all, shall be completed and 
put in operation within one year. The. set- 
tlers along the line of this road have under- 
stood that it was to be built on the faith-of 
this grant, and I have written to the Commis- ` 
sioner of the General Land Office to know how 
many of the lands along the line of this grant 
have been purchased at the price of $260 an 
acre, and I. ask the Secretary to read his 
letter. ; 2 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DevarTMen? OV THE INTERIOR, 
So)" GeNeRAL LAND OFBICHEs -i 
Wasaineroy, D. C., January 19, 1872. 


Sir: In reply to your. inquiry of 10th instant rel- 
ative to the Tmount of land disposed of at $2 oO per 
acre along the Hine of the St. Croix, Lake Superior, 
and Bayfield railroad, in consequence of the act 
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THE CONGRESSIONAI: GLOBE: 


February (6; 


authorizing the construction of that roads] havethe 
honor to state that tho amountshown by ourrecords 
from the nearest approximate estimate is about one 
hundred and seventy-five thousand acres. 
- Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, : 
at -WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


et j ead Commissioner. 
Hon. M. H. CARPENTER, United States Senate. 

Mr.. CARPENTER: : These lands have 
been bought at the advanced price, and. the 
Government has had the benefit of about four 
hundred: and forty thousand dollars paid for 
that portion of the Jand sold. Under these 
circumstances, it seems to me, the liberality 
which has been shown to all other States 
would certainly oblige us to renew this grant. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Wiseonsin if there is not an additional 
grant in this case? These lands, which have 


been sold and. paid. for by settlers, lie princi-. 


pally at what I-will denominate the lower end 
of the route; and if this grant.is.not extended 
and this road not. built, I ask ifthe remaining 
lands will not be covered by the grant of the 
Northern Pacific railroad, so that the land 
will go away from the Government any way? 
If..you' renew this grant it will insure the 
building of another road, 

Mr. CARPENTER. But this grant is sub- 
ject: also to a provision for actual settlers, 
which the Northern Pacific grant is not. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to ask another 
question of my friend. Is it not true that in 
the absence of renewing this grant, not only 
this land, but an additional quantity of lands 
will be swept away and go to the Northern 
Pacific railroad? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand that to 


be so. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then, as I understand, 
the bill before.us is one proposing to devote a 
certain: quantity of land to insure the construc- 
tion:of a road ; and if we do not pass the bill, 
if it fails, not only these same lands go from 
the Government to another railway corpora- 
tion, but in addition to this. other lands go 
which will be saved to the Government by the 
passage of this bill. That is a very important 
fact. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not care 
a straw about the conflicting claims of these 
railroad companies. If one railroad company 
has had a grant for sixteen years and has not 
availed itself of the benefit, if another com- 
pany can be more prompt, Lam perfectly will- 
ing that they should avail themselves of their 
promptness. But the idea that we shall. grant 
lands, as we bave done in this case, sixteen 
years. in advance of the requirement, when 
only twenty miles of road have been built in 
that time, even with this immense bribe of 
land, shows conclusively that there is no public 
necessity for this road. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
me to interrupt. him? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER.: ‘Chis grant of 1856 was 
made for the purpose of building a road from 
Madison or Columbus. hy the way of Portage 
City to La Crosse. As I understand, about 
two thirds of that road has already been com- 
pleted; but the Legislature of our State, for 
the purpose of securing the building of the 
road, divided the grant into two parts. The 
southern portion has been completed and a 
part of the northern; it is only the northern 
portion which remains incompleted and to 
which this grant is to be renewed. That 
renewal was made, but made in fact for only 
three years because it was renewed two years 
before the original grant had expired, and that 
wasin the midst of the war when we could do 
nothing. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. -The question 
may as well.come up now as ever whether we 
are to. make this munificent grant for the en- 
couragement of railroads in a State—railroads 
of mere mirior importance. I only desire to 
call attention to this, not that I have any more 
hostility.to this bill than I would to any other 


Will my friend allow 


of a similar character ;-and ‘having: called the 


attention of the Senate to it, I have done: my } 


duty. iY ees 
Mr. CARPENTER. 
I suppose, means. minor. importance to the 


Senator from Vermont. It 1s of first class: 


importance to. the people of Wisconsin. 


Mr. TIPTON.. I desire to say that must 
vote for this extension in the ‘interest: of: the | 


settlers. The- settlers. have. been ‘induced. to 


go there and pay the General.Government for. 


our lands $2 50 per acre;.and- after .we :have 


taken the advantage of the road.that was to: 
be built for them, and caused them to pay. 


$2 50 an acre for-onr lands, if we-do not con- 
firm this grant we take. away. from them the 
very privilege they have purchased of us, the 
right to settle upon the line of a railroad, 
which we prevent’ from being constructed. 
We cannot do that, and the rights of the set- 
tlers demand that we now fulfill our contract 
with the company. - 

Mr. HAMLIN. I 
and it is simply this: that the ‘constituents 
whom -I represent. are: a much -interested ‘in 
this road as. those represented. by the: Senator 
from Wisconsin.’ It opens up one more:route 
over. which the products.of the West that we 
want in the East can‘reach us. 


Mr. CASSERLY. -Mr. President, I -had 


not the privilege of being with the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands when this bill was 
discussed. I-was absent elsewhere. on bus- 
iness of a committee.of the Senate. I dis- 
like very much to interpose an objection to the 
passage of a bill which has been reported from 
the Committee on- Publie Lands, and. which 
is pressed by the Sevators from: the State. 
At the same time I feel that there is a great 
deal of force in what the Senator from Ver- 
mont has said as tothe length of time that 
has elapsed since the land grant was first made 
to this road. That, perhaps, -is answered—I 
am inclined to -think :it-is answered—by the 
suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska, that 
as matters stand we Owe it to the settlers who 
have gone upon the land along-the line of the 
proposed road, to prevent the land grant from 
lapsing. That would be as great a detriment 
to them as it would be to the company. But 
I ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether he 
insists on adding to the sixteen years which 
have already elapsed :since the grant was first 
made, five years more as called for by this bill; 
whether he will not be satisfied with three 


years as a further extension of.time? ‘That | 


will make nearly twenty years in all. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The present railroad 
company are proceéding ag rapidly as possible 
with this road, and wiil certainly complete it 
within three years. Lihink they will complete 
it within two years. That is their purpose; but 
accidents may happen, and we want time 
enough to insure the building of that road. It 
is a matter of great importance to our State, 
and of great importance to those people who 
have settled along the line of that road and 
bought their lands at $2 50 an acre. . ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. The-same Congress wil 
be here that there is now, not, perhaps, com- 
posed of the same persons, but willing, I think, 
to deal as liberally with the road on a fair 
showing as the present Congress. I do not 
wish to be exacting: or even importunate 
about this matter, but it seems to me ah 
extension of three years ought to be sufficient. 

I desire to ask the Senator, farther, what is 
the effect of the proviso commencing on the 
last line of the first page in-respect of the 
words to which I call his attention. These 
ares SENA : ¢ k: 
. Provided, That the word “mineral,” when used 
in the acts hereinbefore referred to, shall not be held 
to include cogl or iron. — 

My inquiry is whether the effect of that pro- 
viso.is to grant coal and iron lands where they 
were not before granted, or. the reverse ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. -I am not aware, with- 
out examining, whether these words were in the 


‘*Minorimportance,’’. 


‘want to say one thing;: 


F: 


‘original-grant, or not, butin all modern grants 


that provision has been contained to prevent 
ambiguity about what is mineral land. 
Mr. CASSERLY.. Generally speaking, the 


_words when inserted: are words of exclusion; 


that is to.say,.the effect of them is to exclude 
coal or iron lands from passing by the grant. 
I deem it important to knọw, and I suppose 
that will be the view of the Senate, what is 


| the effect of that proviso as it now'stands.. I 


observe thé chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands in his seat. Perhaps he can 
furnish us the information. ` 

“Mr. POMEROY. Having been out of the 
Senate, my attention has not been called to 
the particular phrase. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. CASSERLY, I call the Senator’s 
attention to the proviso, beginning on. the 
last line of the first page, the language of 
which is: l 

Provided, That the word “mineral,” when used 
in the acts hereinbefore referred to, shall not be 
held to include goal or iron. 

My inquiry is whether the effect of that pro- 
viso is to grant. coal and iron lands where 
they were not before granted, or the reverse? 

Mr. POMEROY. This will grant them at 
any rate.: Coal lands bave always been pre- 
empted like other lands, but we. have a stat- 
ute now which puts them at.a higher price. 
Our preémptors have been in the habit of 
preémpting coal lands, and iron lands’ have 
been classed with mineral lands. If this 
passes, whatever may have been the language 
of the previous grant, this will give them the 
coal and iron lands, if there are any. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My impression is that 
the practice.of the Public Lands Committee 
has been to exclude those lands from land 
grants to railroads; that is to say, its practice 
has been to exclude by express words coal 
and. iron lands from passing with the ordinary 
land grants to railroads. - 

Mr. POMEROY. Formerly they were ex- 
cluded by the construction at the Department 
that coal and iron were minerals, and they 
were. excluded under the phrase ‘‘ mineral 
lands;” but latterly they have not been so ex- 
cluded, and we have frequently put into bills 
a provision that coal and iron lands shall not 
be considered mineral lands, in order to settle 
the question. I suppose the question is in 
dispute here, and this bill will settle it and 
give the Jands to the company without any 
mistake, This will give them to the company, 
whatever may have been the previous law. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not understand the 
practice of the Public Lands Committee to be 
in accordance with the statement as to the 
effect of this proviso just made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. He undoubtedly isright in 
what he states, but I have understood that the 
practice of the Public Lands. Vommittee was 
not to grant iron and coal lands, certainly not 
iron, in granting lands for railroads, but to 
exclude them... I trust that the Senator from 
Wisconsin will consent. to take out the words 
‘for iron’? at least from this bill. I do not 
think iron mines should pass by grants to rail- 
road companies. There is a reason, perhaps, 
ifthe country is not well timbered so as to fur- 
nish wood for fuel, why coal Jands may pass, 
although I think that it ought to be limited. 
But as the time is short this morning, I con- 
tent myself with asking the Senator from Wis- 
consin to consent to strike out the words ‘or 
iron” from this proviso. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
California? The Senator from California moves 
to strike out from the proviso the words ‘‘ or 
iron.’’? The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, f 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurredin. The 
bill was. ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The questionis, 
“Shall the bill pass?” 


_ Mv. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
for the’ yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. .. 


On that I ask 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. TI wish to ask 


one. question : whether this.is an act by which 
the Government does part with any more land? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, it saves land. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs,. Boreman, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler. Conkling 
Ferry of ‘Michigan, Wansean” Frelinghuysen, 
jlton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pratt. Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sum- 
ner, Tipton, Vickers, and Windom—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, : Casserly, Edmunds, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Morrill of Vermont, Pat- 
terson, and Robertson—7. H 
: ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard; Blair, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell. Clayton, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hill, Howe, 
Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, West, Wil- 
son, and Wright—36. / ; 
So the bill was passed. 
. . .» WASHINGTON CITY DEBT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired and the unfinished business 
of yesterday is before the Senate, being the 


resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 


[Mr. Sumner. } , 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— : 
Mr. PATTERSON. Iask the Senator from 

Indiana if he will allow me to ask for action 

on House bill No. 876? Task forthis because 

Ihave to,Jeave the city for two or three weeks, 

and it should be acted on before I leave. 

Mr. MORTON. I. yield, subject to a right 
to.call for the regular order at any time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill (H. R. No. 876) to fund the 
debt of the city of Washington existing June 
1, 1871, will be regarded as before the Senate, 
subject to be displaced at any time by a call 
for the regular order, 

The bili was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | This is a bill the subject. 
of which I wish to examine myself consider- 
ably before I am ready to vote on it either way, 
and I think it had better go over, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is called up 
subject to a demand for the regular order. 

Mr, PATTERSON. I wish to appeal tomy 
friend from Vermont to let this bill be put on 
its passage. J am ready to answer any ques- 
tion he may wish to ask about it. It is sim- 
ply to fund the old floating debt which accrued 
under the municipal governments of George- 
town and Washington, and has nothing what- 
ever tọ do with the present government. I 
hope the Senator will not interpose any objec- 
tion to its passage. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that it has 
anything to do with the present District govern- 
ment. I do not know that there is anything 
improper ia it. I hope there is not, and I 
believe there is not; but I for one, as one of 
the tax-payers of this city, do not intend to have 
an act of this kind, or any other act on the 
subject of the city of Washington, passed with- 
out a full investigation and discussion, which 
will occupy more time than can be devoted to 
it ou the snap of the whip here, without any 
previous notice that it was coming up. I shall 
very likely be in favor of this very Dill, and I 
make no reflections on anybody; butafter what 
we have seen of funding bills in the city of 
New York, I hope we shall not make haste to 
pass any funding bill for the eity of Washing- 
ton without a full and free. discussion and 
explanation, which will take two. or three 
hours, very likely, to go through with. i 

I make this. objection, as I say, without 
prejudice to this. bill or anybody connected 
with the city government; but it is due to 
everybody here to know exactly what we are 
doing:and how much it amounts to, what it 
covers, how the debt originated, to whom the 
funding is to be intrusted and how intrusted, 
before we act on it. That will. take time. 


Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, | 
i am- 


Therefore, with all regret that I disoblige my 
friend, I must ask him, as this is the first time 


he has brought it to the notice of the Senate,. 


to let the bill go over. 
Mr. PATTERSON. . If the Senator inter- 


poses his objection, of course I cannot help. 


it. I am ready to. answer every question he 
has suggested: how -this debt occurred, when 
it occurred, how it is to be paid, and what it 
is. Iam ready te answer every question he 
may ask in relation to it... - a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That may be all tru 
hecause my good friend has the advantage of 


knowledge which I do not possess, because this || 


isthe first time the subject has been brought to 
my attention at all in connection with the pas- 
sage of any bill. Therefore my objection to 
going on now is that I am not prepared to 
judge myself or know myself what all this. 
means, how it is to be accomplished, and sọ 
on; aud go, as I say without prejudice. to the 
committee or to the city -government or to any- 
body else, I do not think it the right thing to 
force a biil of this importance here under what 
is in effect a suspension of the rules at this 
time. lam not awarethat it will hurt the city 
government to wait until my friend returns 
trom New Hampshire. soo 

Mr. PATTERSON, Twill state the reason 
in a word. This debt is now largely in the 
form of certificates of indebtedness drawing 
ten per cent, interest, and in the hands of poar 
people who want their money and they cannot 
get it. Now, the object of the bill is to pay 
these men who need it. They are selling their 
certificates at a large discount because they 
need the money to live on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave heard a little in 
addition to that, that these poor people had 
sold their ten per cent. certificates and that 
they were in the hands of bankers and other 
gentlemen of means who perhaps can wait 
with the ten per cent. till we see what is best 
to be done about this. At any rate, as one 
of the representatives of the poor people of 
this District, I am willing to wait until my 
friend comes back. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection 
of the Senator from Vermont returns the bill 
to the Calendar, and the unfinished business 
of yesterday is before the Senate. 

Mr. RAMSEY. . What becomes of. the 
special order for to-day ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The special order 
is superseded by the unfinished business of 
yesterday and remains on the Calendar of 
special orders, to be reached at some future 
day, at what time the Chair of course cannot 
state. 

MESSAGE FROM THR HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuxrsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of photographs for exhibition free 
of duty; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1545) for the relief of 
Naomi A. Stevens, of Jackson county, Mich- 
igan. . 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) making appropria- 
tions to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tions for salaries and contingent expenses of 
the Post Office Department for the carrent 
fiscal year; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1071) making appropria. 
tions for the payment of invalid and. other 
pensions of the United States for the. year 
ending June 30, 1878.. A 


o THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


. PAPERS REFERRED. TE 
On motion of Mr. POMEROY; itwag: ©: 
Ordered, That the communication of the Secretary. 
of the Interier.¢f January 26, 1871, relating te the. 
claim of James Bordeaux and Clement Lamarouso,. 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, with: accompany-; 
ing papers. - ; : ges welt Ut 
On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was.» 
Ordered, That-the letter of the Secretary of W 
to the Committee on Claims, transmitting:the claim 
of 8.4. Ward for supplies furnished for the Indian. 
service, and recommending anappropriation forthe. 


j perment of the same, be taken from the files. of the: 


enate and referred to the Committee on Claims. -.., 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, : 

The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the: 
admission of photographs for exhibition free 
of duty—to the Committee on Finance. -< 

The bill (H. R. No. 1545) for the relief of 
Naomi A. Stevens, of Jackson county, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Claims. ==" 


SALE OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
SUMNER on the 12th instant: 


Whereas it appears froma recent cable telegram 
that the committee of the French National Assem- 
bly on. war contracts has adopted a resolution ask- 
ing the United States Government to furnish the 
result of inquiry into the conduct of American offi- 
cials suspected of participating in the purchase of 
arms for the French Government during the war 
with Germany; g f } 

And whereas one Squire, agent of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, at New York,in adispatch datedat New 
York, October 8, 1870, addressed to Samuel Reming- 
ton, at Tours, in France, near the Government of 
National Defense, uses the following language: ‘We 
have the strongest influences working for us, which 
will use all their efforts to succeed ;” oh, 

And whereasin aletterdated at New York, Decem- 
ber 13, 1870, addressed by Samuel Remington to Jules 
Le Cesne, president of the armament committee, at 
‘Tours,in France, the following languagois employed: 

New Yors, December 13, 1870.. 

Sir: I bavo the honor to inform you I haye to- 
ceived your telegram of the 10th arid‘llth ordering 
the number of batteries to be reduced in number to 
fifty, and informing me of instructions to the consult 
regarding the last credit to him of 3,000,000 francs. 
Although at the time ofthe receipt of the ‘telogram 
I had bought the whole number, one hundred, and 
had paid the advance required, $200,000, the Gov- 
ernment very willingly reduced the number to fifty. 

# * * * % + * 4 + a 

Regarding the purchase of Springfields, (trans- 
formed,) Allen’s system, I am sorry to say tho 
greatest number we may hopo to get will not, L fear, 
exceed forty thousand. The Government has never 
made but about seventy-five thousand all told, and 
forty thousand is the greatest number they think -it 
prudent to spare, I may be able to procure, depend- 
ing upon an exchange of our arms at some futuro 
time, for the number of breech-loading Springfields 
over and above forty thousand they are willing. to 
let go now. $ 

This questionof an exchange, with the very friend- 
ly feeling I find existing to aid France, I hope tobe . 
able to procure more. Cartridges for these forty 
thousand willin a great measure require to be made, 
as the Government have but about three millions in 
hand. Butthe Government has consented to allow 
the requisite number, four hundred for cach gun, to 
be made, and the cartridge-works have had orders 
(given yesterday) to increase production to the full 
capacity of works. ‘This question of making the 
cartridges at the Government works was a difficult 
one to get over; butit isdone. The price the Goy- 
ernment will charge for the guns and cartridges will 
be „ or as near thatas possible. 

JULES LE.CESNE, esde, 

President Commission of Armament, &e. . 

And whereas the Secretary of War, under dato of : 
January 19, 1872, addressed the folowing communi- 
cation to the Secretary of State: any ore 

War DEPARTMENT, = Gon 
WASHINGTON CITY, January 19, 1872. 

Sır: I hare the honor to acknowledge tho receipt 
of a note from you of the 4th instant, inclosing, by 
request of Mr. de Bellonnet, chargé d’affaires. of 
France, a copy of a letter from Mr. Remington to 
the president of the commission of armament. at 
Yours, containing a series of allegations in regard to 
the purchase of arms, &e., : ee 

The first of these allegations which seem torequire 
specific reply is, * Cartridges for these forty thou- 
sand will in a great measure require to be made,'as 
the Government have but about three million on 
hand; but the Government has consented to allow 


the requisite number, four handred for each gun, to 
be made, and the cartridge-works haye had orders 
{given yesterday) to increase production’ to the full 
cupacity of the works. This question of making the 
cartridges at the Government works ‘was a‘difficult 

one to get over; but itis done.” - a : 
“Inreply tothat allegation, I haye to say that: on 
the 18th of: December, 1870, cartridges necessary to 
supply about two hundred rounds per gun to: the 
model 1866. breech-loaders sold -Thomas Richardson 
were ordered to he manufactured at the Frankford 
Agsenal, and this number. of cartridges: was neces- 
sary to effect the sale of the-arms. Tho Messrs. 
Remington &Sonsdid not buy any arms or ammuni- 
tion from. this Department after about the middle of 
October, 1870, nor would any bid from them for such 
articles have been entertained by the United States 
subsequent to that date. . y Pas 
To the second prominent allegation which is con- 
tained in the paper purporting to be a:copy of atele- 
gram from Squire to Remington, and which is here- 
with returned, I have the honor to reply that this 
Department has no knowledge of any influence 
exerted in favor of, or for the success of, any trans- 
action between the United States:and Mr. Squire, 
for himsélf or Messrs. Remington & Sons. ` 

- Very respectfully, your obedient: Servant, ` 
WM. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 

To the Honorable the SECRETARY:OF STATE. ' 


And whereas it appears from these several com- 


munications not only that arms were sold, but that- 


ammunition was manufactured in the workshops 
of the United States Government, and sold to one 
Thomas Richardson, the known attorney of Messrs, 
Remington & Sons, when the bids. of the latter had 
been thrown ont for the reason that they were the 
agents of the French Government; - 

- And whereas it appears from the official report of 
the Secretary of War that, in the year 1870-71, the 


sale of ordnance stores reached the sum of $10,000,000, | 


from which, according to the report, only a small 
sum was retained to meet the expenses of preparing 
other stores for sale, while the official report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the same yearacknowl- 
edges the receipt of only $8,286,131 70, showing a 
difference of over $1,700,000; 

And whereas acomparison of the accounts rendered 
by the French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the United 
States, and the accounts rendered by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for moneys received in 
thesame transaction, shows a large difference, which 
seems to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that 
United States officials have taken an undue part 

reins > S 
| And whereas the good name of the American Gov- 
ernment seenis to be seriously eompromised by these 
incidents, and a just regard to national honor, as 
well asto the interest of the Treasury, requires that 
they should not be allowed to pass without the most 
thorough inquiry: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven be 
appointed to investigate all sales of ordnance stores 
made by the Government of the United States dur- 
ing the war between France and Germany ; to ascer- 
tain the persons to whom such sales were made, the 
circumstances under which they were made, and the 
real parties in interest, and the sums respectively 
paid and received by the real parties; and that 
the committee have power to send for persons and 
papers; and that the investigation bo conducted 
in public. “en 

‘Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, without 
intimating myself anything with regard to the 
motivés which have inspired the proceeding 
now before the Senate and the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, [ 
must say that that Senator will have great 
difficulty in; convincing the country that it is 
not a political move; that it is not a move 
upon the political chess-board, intended to 
effect; perhaps, the action of the next presi- 
dential convention, or to affect the result of 
the next presidential election, and that this 
effect is to be brought about by alienating: the 
German vote from the Republican party by 
exciting the German-Americans against. that 
party;.or at least against this Administration. 
Such is the impression that has certainly been 
made by this resolution and by the discussion 
that has taken place upon it. 

The resolution must be regarded as extia- 
ordinary in its character. It is the most re- 
markable resolution of inquiry that has ever 
fallen under my observation... It proposes to 
institute an investigation in regard to certain 
facis, but begins with a preamble which 
assumes the existence of those facts, and we 
cannot vote for the preamble without voting 
that these allegations are facts. — If the pre- 
amble had begun by saying, ‘‘ Whereas it is 
alleged,” or ‘t Whereas it is charged that cer- 
tain things have taken place,’ or *‘ that ċer- 
tain facts exist,” ‘and then ending by propos- 
ing to investigate the: subject as to whether 
those things were so or not, it would have 
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been more proper and’more reasonable z- but 
the preamble is not hypothetical ‘at all. It 


assumes the existence of these facts as charged, 
and we cannot vote for it without confessing 
in advanee the very thing which it is proposed 
to investigate by this committee.. For exam- 
ple, it begins in this- way, as does overy other 


clause of the preamble: ‘ Whereas ‘it:appears: 
from a recent cable telegram,” &e. ‘Whereas 


one Squire, agent of Messrs.. Remington & 
Sons,’’ &c. 
New York,” &c. 
positively. 
form that we cannot vote for it without con- 
fessing in advance the very thing which it is 
proposed to investigate.” - : ; 

‘The Senator from Massachusetts in offering 


Every fact being- stated 


this preamble knew that we could not vote for 


it; he knew that it must be- voted down; and 
what ‘is tobe the effect of voting down the 
preamble? Is it to give rise to another im- 
mense calumny to be sent: all over the country 
that the majority of the Senate are opposed to 
investigation; that they are afraid to look into 
the. affairs of this Administration, because a 
resolution is presented here with a preamble 
which requires every Senator to vote against 
it who is not willing to prejudge the case, 
whether he is friendly to the Administration 
ornot? Why, sir,it is just as absurd as to ask 
a.jury to bring in a verdict and to hear the 
evidence afterward. We have heard of drum- 
head courts-martial that first ordered the pris- 
oner to be shot, and afterward proposed to 
investigate the case ; and this resolution begins 
with a preamble assuming the truth of every- 
thing charged, and ending by a proposition to 
investigate. As an illustration, the preamble 


assumes that there is a discrepancy between: 


the accounts of the Treasury Department and 
of the War Department to the amount of over 
one million seven hundred thousand dollars. 
If we vote for this preamble, we admit that fact 
in advance. We would thus vote to make a 
lie the truth. It is not true. ” - 

Mr. SUMNER. May I interrupt my friend 
just there? : 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. JI think if he will read the 
resolution carefully he will see that it assumes 
no such thing. It says simply, ‘f Whereas it 
appears from the official report of the Secre- 
tary of War.” 

Mr. MORTON. | That is the very point. It 
assumes that it appears from the reports of 


the two Departments -that this discrepancy. 
exists. I deny that it appears from the reports. 


of the two Departments. I aver that the 
reports from the two Departments show that 
there is no discrepancy, and that it has been 
fully explained. This discrepancy when. it 
was first brought here was thought to be rather 
a valuable discrepancy, a very sensational dis- 
crepancy; but there is a great discrepancy 


between the expectation and the result. Why,. 


sir, the Senator from Missouri yesterday 
admitted it-all away, every bit of it. Allow 
me to read what he said on that subject; and 
yet. we could not vote for this preamble with- 
out voting that the Senator from Missouri was 
wrong in his admission. Here is what the 
Senator says: - $ 

“Ifor my part have never thought of asserting 
that the apparent discrepancy would not be suscep- 
tible-of explanation, for I cannot imagine thatsuch 
stupidity would prevail in any of- the departments 
of the Government that if anything wrong was there 
they would make it appear so glaringly upon the 
books. I am only endeayoring to show that the 
Senator from Massachusetts had some reasons for 
mentioning this matter, although it can be satis- 
factorily explained. 
respect, by the explanations which have been given, 
my mind has not been entirely satisfied as to the 
clearness of the official statements.” 

Then the Senator goes on to say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had explained the 
discrepancy to him for the fiscal: year ending 
June 30, 1871, I think, but- bad not ‘explained 
that existing ‘the year before, but believed he 
could do it.- ne 


Mr. SCHURZ. Let me make a statement 


“Whereas in a letter dated at 


The preamble ‘is: placed in that: 


I will merely add that in one 


here, if the Senator from Indiana will permit 


me. : 

Mr. MORTON. Yes; sir o 
- Mr: SCHURZ. [think I did not express 
myself there as clearly as I ought to have done. 
I said that the Secretary of the Treasury had 
explained to me yesterday ` morning, during 
the.morning hour, the diserepancy apparently 
existingin the report for the fiseal year 1870-71, 
but that I called'his attention ‘to the ‘apparent 
discrepancy reported existing in the previous 
year; and L added also that it had not been 
satisfactorily explained. 

‘Mr. MORTON. But the Scnator expressed 
his belief that it would. be. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I was going to say this: 
the Secretary did not attempt to oxplain it, 
probably because his attention had not been 
called to it before. ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Let me ask the Senator 
from Missouri a question right there. In your 
examination of the Secretary of the Treasury 
did you call his attention to the accounts as 
reported ? ; ie, 3 

Mr. SCHURZ. Iwould not call it an exam- 
ination of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did you show him the 
reports on which you based the charge? © ` 

Mr. SCHURZ. No, sir; we had only a 
very short interview, and I just mentioned to 
him the figures of the year before. 

Mr. MORTON. Now, I submit that'on the 
face of the accounts as shown here there is no 
discrepancy for either year. 

Mr. SCHURZ. It seems that I have not 
yet been able to express myself quite clearly. 
By what I did say I did not mean to intimate 
in any way that the Secretary of the Treasury 
expressed any suspicion of bis own inability 
to explain the matter, but, on the contrary, he 
said hehad-no doubt that it could be explained, 
although his attention had not been called to 
it before. ak 

Mr. MORTON. As I said before, I take it 
the discrepancy is fully and completely ex- 
plained by the accounts-as presented, and with 
the admission of the Senator from Missouri I 
put the discrepancy entirely out of this case. 
I am authorized to say that the charge of dis- 
crepancy is frivolous, and there is no founda- 
tion for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I make a remark 
to my friend just there, because I do not 
intend to occupy the time of the Senate on 
this subject? - > 
- Mr. MORTON... Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inform him, 
the Senate, and the Senator from Missouri, 
all three, that if anybody will look at the 
accounts, which I tried to persuade the Sen- 
ator from: Missouri to look at yesterday, and 
which I hold in my hand, he will perceive 
that. there is not even an. apparent discrep- 
ancy; that the sum of $8,000,000 that so 
much fuss has been made about is in an 
entirely different account from the receipts 
of cash into the Treasury, and does not repre- 
sent a single dollar of this ordnance money 
at all, but represents the settlement of old 
Army accounts. 

: Mr. SCHURZ. Now, with the permission 
of the Senator from Indiana, let me say to the 
Senator from Vermont that the Secretary of 
the Treasury himself admitted that although 
the accounts were all right, yet not all the 
money turned into the Treasury by the War 
Department didappear upon these accounts, for 
the simple reason that some of those accounts 
had not been settled when the official report 
for the year 1870-71 was made up. 

Mr. MORTON. -In other words, a small 
part had not been covered into the Treasury, 
as shown by the Senator from Jowa yesterday, 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Secretary said to me, 
yesterday, in the presence of the Sevator.from 
Massachusetts, that some of those accounts had 
been ‘settled afterward: and: would ‘appear on 
the books now. I appeal to the Senator. rom 
Massachusetts in support.of my statement. 
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Mr. SUMNER. The Secretary had the kind- | 
ness to visit me this morning, and he has taken: 
some time to look into the accounts at the 
Treasury in order to sift this to the bottom. 
Now, I ask my friend-—— ee bi 

Mr. MORTON. He told you in the’ same 
conversation it was all right, too: 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly; ‘he has given 
me a memorandum—— 7 

Mr. MORTON. Then we will consider this 
discrepancy out of the case. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; but thereis some- 
thing that must not be considered out of the 
case. The Senator does not mean to be unfair. 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir. | 

Mr. SUMNER. ` If the Senator will look at 
my remarks the other day. he will see that t 
contrasted the report for the fiscal year of the 
Wor Department with the report for the fiscal 
year of the. Treasury, and I then said: 

“In both cases it is ‘the fiscal year,’ which has 
with us a definite signification, so that whatever 
explanation may be given of this discrepancy there 
is at least reason for inquiry.” 

Then, again, at a later stage I said: 

“I wish an explanation. Senators about me, 
perhaps, are prepared to give it. If so, I shall lis- 


ten with great attontion and-respect. No ono can 
uestion the importance of such a discrepancy, and 
the necessity of explaining it.” 

Now, I submit to my friend, a discussion of 
three days to explain. that diserepancy shows 
that there was occasion for inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ` I thought my friend from 
Indiana yielded to me and I have been trying 
to get the floor, but I have been subjected, as 
poor old General Scott was, to ‘a fire in the 
rear” from two gentlemen. Now, with the 
permission of my friend from Indiana, while 
we are on this topic, as this is all I expect to 
say on the subject, 1 wish to call the attention 
of the Senate and of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts to this very account. He 
and the honorable Senator from Missouri say 
that they have becn cxamining the Secretary 
of the Treasury in private and that they have 
got somewhat mollified. What the Secretary 
of the Treasury would say on the subject evén 
of an apparent discrepancy, as they call it, if 
we had him here and we could examine him, 
we do not know; but I take his official report, 
which the honorable Senator stood upon when 


he began. Now, listen. Here is the item that 
the honorable Senator said showed how much 
had been paid in from-the sales of those ord- 
nance and ordnance stores during the year 
ending July 1, 1871, under the head, on page 
277 of the finance report, of ‘segregated 
receipts and expenditures by warrants.” Per- 
haps the honorable Senator did not attend to 
the last word. Then follows a long list of 
receipts; among others— 

On account of ordnance and ordnance 


SLOTS... sssees csaras tense sseeqreaeseseee sseesseareseeebOy 200,131 70 
On account of collecting and drilling 

VOIUNCETS nsec eosgeeeeseriresssereraseenosarinsisaea 16,675, 99 
On account of national armories... 629,004 72 


Now, then, if you will turn to the preceding 

. paragraph, which brings in and introduces 
these items, on page 274, you will find this 
said by the Treasurer, who makes this report: 
‘Repay covering warrants represent repayments 

of money advanced to disbursing officers, and pro- 
ceeds of sales of stores, both of which arè credited 


to the appropriations from which the moneys were 
advanced. ` 


“Transfer and counter warrants represent moneys 
which have been advanced from one appropriation 
and expended on account of another. Lhe moneys 
are afterward charged to the, proper appropria- 
tions. on transfer warrants, and credited back on 
counter warrants to the appropriations from which 
they were advanced. These warrants are now issued 
only in the settlement of old accounts arising during 
he war, 


You will pay attention to that, sir, Now, 
then, come the entries, which he thus ex- 
plains: en 

“Recipts and expenditures by warrants, Jess 
counter and transfer warrants.”’ 

Those are credits on account of various 
heads of disbursement. Then come— 


5 Receipts and expenditures by ledger. 
“The actual receipts during the fiscal year, as per 
cash ledger, were as follows. = i 


“Then follows a list, and atthe bottom, the 
last item in the list, is ‘this entry: ‘¢ War, 
(repayments,) $11,469,646 60, which ‘the 
Treasurer of the United States expressly states: 
represents moneys received into the Treasury: 
for that fiscal year from the proceeds of: the: 
sales of Army stores. and from money repaid 
by disbursing officers whose accounts were 
settled and who went out of service or finished: 
up their business. Therefore, it is not in the: 
warrant entry of $8,286,131 70 which Sena- 
tors have alluded to, and which the Treasurer 
says merely represents a balance on the books 
of the Treasury without the passage of a dol- 
lar in settling the ordnance accounts of the 
Army, that this money is to be found, but it 
is to be found as a part of the $11,469,646 60, 
which stands under the head of -‘‘ war repay- 
ments,” being. the gross amount in cash re- 
ceived in the Treasury that year from the sale 
of stores and from the balances repaid by dis- 
bursing officers whose accounts were settled 
and closed. The Senators could say how 
much of this represents ordnance stores in the 
way of aggregating the account, and how 
much pay we do- not know; but, on the face 
of it, it is in excess of the whole: ordnance 
sales, and the other item, as I have said, does 
not necessarily have the slightest connectio 
with the subject. : 

Mr. SCHURZ. Now, I appeal tothe can- 
dor of the Senator from Vermont whether on 
the face of it that part of the sum of eleven 
millions represented by ordnance does not 
appear under the head of ‘ordnance stores?’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not at all. I tell 
the honorable Senator if he will only go to his 
expert that has been employed, or employ two 
or three more who can understand book-keep- 
ing enough to read the English language and 
understand it, the Treasurer of the United 
States tells him that all these entries, as any- 
body can see they are, representing eight hun- 
dred millions of operations of the Treasury, 
are not entries of cash received aud expended 
at all, but only the double entries in books in 
squaring up old accounts, and he says that 
the actual money that comes into the Treas- 
ury from this source is represented in this 
account under the head of “repayments.” 
Then, if the Senator will look at ‘‘repay- 
ments” he will find. it to be so. That is all 
I want to say. - 

Mr. MORTON. Itseems that the issue is 
somewhat changed. The issue is not now 
whether there was a discrepaucy or not, be- 
cause it is admitted there was and is none; 
but the issue now is whether there were such 
circumstances as justified the statement of a 
suspicion on this floor. It has been said in 
the course of this discussion, and it is stated 
in this resolution, that a good deal of ammu- 
nition was sold; but the ammunition thus far 
presented in-this case seems to be blank and 
not very valuable. 

To come back to the consideration of this 
resolution, it may be stated that there is a 
necessity: for the sale of arms and ammunition 
on the part of our Government. All great 
Governments are selling arms and ammuni- 
tion from time to time. At the end of the 
war we had immense quantities of arms and 
munitions for which we had no use and for 
which we had no storehouses. Iam told that 
the Government had many thousands of bar- 
rels of powder, and that most of this powder 
is now stored in forts on the sea-coast, and is 
undergoing rapid deterioration; and it is a 
matter of more importance to the Government 
to sell powder speedily even than to sell arms, 
beeause the arms will keep better than the 
powder. ` 

In 1866 the Government constructed breech- 
loading arms. In 1868 those arms were dis- 
carded, a new patent was adopted, and the 
first breech-loaders constructed were for sale, 
and these were the arms that were sold: to. 
France. ~ We had immense numbers of mus- 
kets; of Springfield. rifles, and -arms-of every 


| 


description, for which we “had no ‘use. New 


i models had been ordered. . We had throwt- 


these old arms asido as worthless, and iti was 
important for the Government to: get: some: 
thing for thom. -They became more worthléss 
from: year to year, because.as theimprévemeént 
of arms went on we could not sell the ‘arms 
without: cartridges. . Parties ‘buying ‘had: no: 
use -for them unless they had: ammunition. 
We had the powder and the tead, but the per- 
sons who bought the arms had no arsenalg in 
which to work up these materials into. car- 
tridges. Hence we had to make the cartridges 
if we did not have them, in order to sell. the 
guns; and inorder to sell this powder that was 
rapidly deteriorating. : ot EE 
The Senator from Missouri yesterday, I 
thought, was driven to special pleading. He 
said there was power to sell arms and ammu- 
nition, but there was no power to authorize 
the manufacture of ammunition for salè: I 
thought that point was very fineand far-fetched. . 
There is a general authority to manufacture 
ammunition at all times and to prepare fixed 
ammunition ; and if the Government has the 
powder, and cannot sell it as powder, but can 
sell it as cartridges, there is a general author- 
ity to prepareit in the form of cartridges. 
Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator knows the stat- 
ute authorizing the sale of arms. oes 
Mr. MORTON, Yes, sir; I have it here. 
Mr. SCHURZ. , Permit me to refer to ‘it: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directéd to cause to’ be sold, after 
offer at public sale on thirty days’ notice, in such 
manner and at such times and places, at public ;or 
private sale, 1s he may deem most advantageous’ to 
the public interest ”— é ees 
Now let us see what— : 
“‘the old cannon, arms, and other ordnance, stores 


now in possession of the War Department which 
are damaged or otherwise unsuitable for the United 


States military servico or for the militia of the Uni- 
ted States,” &¢. ae 

Now, I should like to know whether ammu- 
nition which has not yet been manufactured is 
damaged ordnance stores? sll : 

Mr. MORTON. Expressly and directly com- 
ing within the meaning and purview: and pur- 
pose of this statute. As I before stated, here 
are many thousand barrels of :powder,‘and if 
the Senator will go to the ordnance office he 
will find reports coming up from arsenals and 
forts stating that the powder is rapidly deteri- 
oration and being ruined. I was informed by 
the ordnance officer yesterday that he had just 
received areport that nearly all the powder in 
one fort had caked or was destroyed. The 
purpose of this statule was to authorize the 
sale of these stores for which we have no use, 
and to prevent their total destruction. But the 
Senator insists that before we.can sell the 
powder we must wait until it is damaged’so 
that we cannot sell it at all; . That is the logic 
of his argument. 

Mr. SCHURZ. 
once more? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr.SCHURZ. Powder used for cartridges 
must necessarily be good powder. If cartridges 
are manufactured out of bad powder, it isa 
cheat upon those who buy them. Now, I 
should like to know from the Senator from 
Indiana whether powder fit to. manufacture 
cartridges out of can be classed under the 
head of “damaged or otherwise unsuitable 
ordnance stores for the United States military 
service?” ac 

Mr. MORTON. I submit to the: Senator 
that that is standing upon words. . The Sena- 
tor insists that unless the powder is damaged 
we cannot sell it under this statute. fit is 
damaged, we cannot sellit at all; Therefore, in 
order to sell this powder. before it is lost to us, 
(and we are losing powder, Tam told, by the 
hundreds of barrels now:from year to year be- 
cause we have not sold-it) we must wait until it 
is destroyed: by moisture and by lapse of time, 
and then, when wé cannot sell it atall, we have 
authority in this statute to sell it: -That is 


Will the Senator yield 
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striking at the: létter and losing sight entirely 
of. the spirit add meaning of the statute. = 
-Me SCHURBZ:...Will the Senator. permit. 
meto interrupt: him once more? . - ; 
< Mie MORTON. Certainly. 


Mre SCHURZ.: :Aecording to-his construc? 
tion of that law it will be competent for: the 
ordnance department. to go-on manufacturing 
cartridges as a regular business, for.it may be: 
assumed that there is always d- eertain quantity 
of powderin the hands of the ordnance depart- 
mrent, ‘that that powder is always lable to be 
spoiled; and that in order to prevent it from 
being! spoiled the ordnance department must 
go on manufacturing cartridges, so as to get 
rid of the powder. ; 
: Mr. MORTON, The ordnance department 
hag the power to go on manufacturing car- 
tridges if they cannot sell. this decaying and 
dissolving powder without... 

Mr. WILSON. It is their duty to do it. . 

Mr.. MORTON. And itis their duty to do it 
as prudent and economical officers. It would 
be absurd for. them to say we have got no 
power to put this powder into cartridges, and 
to sell it; but we must keep the powder until 
it shall go to destruction. Such a constrac- 
tion was. never given to that statute. before ; 
and. I undertake to say that it shows the des- 
perate condition and straits into which the 
Senator bas been driven by his position on 
this question. mee 

“Mr. SCHURZ. If the Senator will pardon 
me once more reading over this report of the 
Secretary of War, giving us the account of 
sales made by the ordnance department, the 
Senator will find dozens of items of powder 
sold as powder, and of pig. lead sold as pig 
lead, As to the desperate condition in which 
the Senator supposes më to be, I suppose that 
desperate condition has so far shown itself 
able to take ¢are of itself. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not mean that at all 
disréspectfully to my friend, but I allude to 


his position on this resolution. I am sure he 
would not have resorted to what before a jus- 
tice of the peace would be called a quibble if 
he had-stronger and broader ground to stand 
upoh, os o : ` 

Mr. SCHURZ. I think wecan Iet this case 
rest just where it is. 

‘Mr. MORTON. Now, Mr. President, so 
far'as the operations of the ordnance depart- 
ment are concerned, no single objection has 
been or can be brought against it. They have 
sold'their surplus ammunition as powder where 
they could, as pig lead where they could, and 
yet they have sold buta small part of what 
they had to dispose of. They have immense 
quantities now on hand. They are anxious to 
sell, and have been in the market ever since 
July, 1865. Itisa regular business. These 
transactions have been by the thousand—not 
a.few sales; but you will find by looking over 
the report that hundreds of sales are made 
from year to year, and that it is an immense 
business. : p : 

Mr. SCHURZ, Iam sorry to refer to this 
point once more; butthe Senator has forgotten 
to state one.thing, and that is, thatthe manufac- 
turing of cartridges did not take place for the 
purpose of getting rid-of some old stores of - 
power and pig: lead, but because the cartridges 
were asked for by one of those who wanted to 
buy the rifles for the French Government. The 
cartridges were made for a certain purpose, 
for the purpose of a certain definite sale. - The 
Senator bhas hardly alluded to that: circum- 
stance. So that these cartridges hardly come 
under the head of the refuse material which is 
gotten: rid of by manufacturing. 

Mr. MORTON. Thatis the very point I have 
been discussing. These men would not buy 
the arms unless they had ammunition; they 
would be useless to them. They would not 
buy the ammunition: unless they had the arms; 
that would-be useless, Therefore they ‘said 


toour Government, ‘We will take ‘these rifles, 
and. we will take this ammunition if you put 


itin a-form' in'whi¢h we can use it; we have 
got no arsenal; we:cannot put it up; we can- 
not buy the simple powder and lead as distinct 
elements; but if you will furnish the arms and 
the ammunition we will buy them ;’’ and that 
has been going on continually, and. must iever 

6.0. Sea ee PEER ae 
$ The Senator from New York [Mri.Conx- 
LING] suggests to me what is very true, thatthe. 
ammunition for these breech-loading -guus is 
fabricated by machinery. Mr. Richardson; 
‘the little country lawyer,’’? had not the 
machinery; Mr. Remington had. not the ma- 
chinery; Schuyler, Hartley & Graham. had 
not the machinery; our Government had the 
only machinery by which cartridges could be 
made for these breech-loading rifles which it 
was proposed to sell. Consequently to sell 
the rifles we had to furnish the ammunition, 
and we had the ammunition to sell just as well 
as the rifles. Therefore it suited all around, 
and there was no special purpose: in it; and 
when Mr. Remington wants to make the French 
Government believe that it was a hard thing 
to the get ammunition made, and that he had 
finally got-over the difficulty, he was stating a 
simple absurdity; he was desiring to enhance 
the value of his services. He first got five per 
cent. on his purchases, and the Senator says 
he afterward got two and a half per cent. ; 
but if he could have increased the immense 
difficulties which he had to encounter in getting 
the ammunition put up, he might have contin- 
ued the per cent. at five instead of coming 
down to two and a half. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator will remem- 
ber that Mr. Remington’s character as a gen- 
tleman of very high tone is vouched for by the 
very highest authority, and it can hardly be 
supposed that he would resort to such mean 
tricks. 

Mr. MORTON. That does not affect the 
point at all. He was a business man, and I 
suppose he kuew how to advance the value of 
his own services and to increase his percentage; 
and he took occasion to say in that letter, if it 
is his letter—we have no evidence that it is 
his letter, but I will assume that it is—that 
there were difficulties to get over, but he got 
over them, The inference is, “pay me well.” 

But, Mr. President, let us come back to the 
question, why these complaints now about the 
conduct of our Government? Prussia has 
never entered a complaint. The Prussian 
Government, with a full knowledge of all that 
was going on, having a very intelligent and 
able minister here, having an intelligent con- 
sal in the city of New York, and knowing from 
day to day just what was going on, the min- 
ister within ten minutes’ walk of the State 
Department, never entered a complaint, never 
presented a single objection. If the Prussian 
Government had no complaint to make, I ask 
why American Senators have complaints to 
make? Ifthey were not aggrieved, { ask who 
isaggrieved? And I shall showby the remarks 
of the Senator from Missonri that the Prussian 
Government expressly refused to interpose a 
single objection to the sale of this ammunition. 
The Prussian Government-could have bought 
these arms just as well as others could. They 
knew just how it was done; they knew any- 
body had a right to come and buy these arms 
of this Government; that a private person had 
a right to the best purchaser he could find, 
whether it was the French, the Prussian, or 
the Turkish Government, as it turns out that 
large sales were made to the Turkish Govern- 
ment and ‘to various South American Govern- 
ments. “Houses in New York and Boston en- 
gage in this business continually ; they ‘have 
made it their business for years; they keep 
cannon, they keep’ small-arms, they keep 
ammunition on hand, as far as they can, to 


meet any sudden demand that may arise in | 


any country. They expect alwaysto buy these 
arms at a small price, so that they can hold 
them for one, two, three, or four years, and 
still realize a profit upon them. Observe, they 


never pay large prices: fot these arms. They 
get them at a comparatiyély small price. 
Sometimes they have to keep them for a long 
time. Sometimes they know of an immediate 
market. Where they know: of an immediate 
market they can afford to pay more for them. 
But it is a legitimate and regular business 
justas that of -dealing in flour’ or any otber 
commodity, and it should excite no surprise 
when a merchant or any mat. comed ‘to the 
War Department and says, ‘‘I want to buy 
five, teri, or fifty thousand stand of arms.’ 

Why, Mr. Président, we were told by the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Harras ]—I have not 
been to the War Department to learn the fact— 
that the Prussian Minister, Baron Geroit, 
called upon the Secretary of War, when a pub- 
lie sale was had; and everybody could come 
forward and buy, to ask him to postpone the 
sale in order that Prussian agents might have 
an opportunity of coming forward and buying 
these arms. Here is what the Senator from 
Missouri said yesterday : À 

“The Senator from Iowacalled already our atten- 
tion to certain proceedings which passed between 
the Prussian legation and the War Department. He 
said that tho Prussian minister had requested tho 
Secretary of War to suspend the sales of arms for a 
little while so that Prussian agents also might have 
an opportunity to bid. The Secretary of War having 
communicated to me thesame statement at the time, 
or a short time after, I inquired of the Prussian 
legation whether this was actually the case; and the 
information I received was this: that indeed they 
had requested the Secretary of War to suspend the 
sales of arms for a certain time, but not with a view 
to buy for the use of the Prussian Government, 
which had arms enough, but in some way, by ad- 
vancing money upon them, to prevent the sale of 
those arms to the French.” E 

Now, according to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, the proposition of the Prussian legation 
here was that they would deposit money with 
our Government in some way to prevent the 
sale of these arms, so that they should not go 
into the hands of thé French. Did the Sena- 
tor know in making that statement in what an 
awkward position he placed the legatiou her¢? 

Mr. SCHURZ. I think I had better make 
that statement a little more fully, After I 
made my remarks yesterday it occurred to me 
myself that I had not explained the thing as 
fully as I ought to have done. The circum- 
stances as told me were these: that a New 
York merchant, a dealer in arms, if I remem- 
ber correctly, Mr. Boker, applied to Baron 
Gerolt for permission to make a bid on arms 
to be sold; that Baron Gerolt did not fecl 
authorized to give him that permission, and 
telegraphed to his Government to obtain their 
opinion about it, and that either the Govern- 
ment positively refused to have anything to do 
with it or did not answer at all. I see, as the 
Senator from New York nods to me, that he 
is probably acquainted with the same circum- 
stances. 

Mr. CONKLING. And also, if the Sena- 
tor will allow me, acquainted with the circum- 
stance that Boker & Co. is a German house 
which did in truth buy'ordnance stores for the 
Prussian Government. ` 

Mr. SCHURZ. That is not the case I 
referred to. The case that I referred to oc- 
curred when the first sales were made. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not refer to this 
ease. I only say, by way of identifying and 
describing Boker & Co., that I understand 
it to be a German house which did in truth 
make bids for ordnance stores, some of which, 
being the highest bids, were accepted, upon 
which bids ordnance stores did pass to Boker 
& Co., which it turned out afterward were 
bought for and sent to the Prussian Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SCHURZ. . Is the Senator from New 
York quite sure of the correctness of what he 
now states? 

Mr. CONKLING. | Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. SCHURZ. Idonotimpugn his veracity, 
but I suggést that he possibly may be mistaken, 

Mr. CONKLING. In what regard? ` 

Mr. SCHURZ. In regard to the Prussian 
Government buying ordnance stores here. [ 
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will not pretend that I have any definite inform- 
ation of the case he now speaks of = >o a 

. Mr. CONKLING. First, am I right in say-. 
ing that Boker & Co. is a German house? 

Mr. SCHURZ.. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. That was part of the 
statement: Second, am I right in saying that. 
Boker & Co.:made many bids and. bought 
ordnance stores of the Government? : —. . 

Mr. SCHURZ. I see the name of Boker 
& Co. on this liste = ` 

Mr; CONKLING. -Then the Senator is’ 
satisfied I am right about that. Now I inquire 
of him, am I wrong in the statement that it: 
turned out afterward that many goods bought 
by: Boker & Co. were in truth shipped, not to 
France, butto Germany? A 

Mr. SCHURZ. I did not say that the Sen-. 
ator was wrong in. the.statement, but I merely: 
inquired of him whether he was guite sure that 
he was right.. lam somewhat inclined to think 
that the statement may be erroneous. 

Mr. CONKLING.. Lam quite sure. I am 
so: informed:on such authority that I think I 
cannot. be in error: see ee 

Mr. SCHURZ. Isay so fromthe impres». 
sion I received, and, if L. may add, from the 
conversation I had: with the Prussian minister 
at the time I referred. to.in my speech of yes- 


terday.. °° py i 

Mr. MORTON... Of course: E accept the 
Senator's statement, because dhe: intends. to 
state just what: he understood from the Prus- 
sian legation. Yesterday, However; he did 
make: a statement’ that the Prussian legation 
had made that proposition to our Government, 
put that the Prussian Government afterward 
disavowed it. He corrects himself by saying 
that Mr. Boker made that request of the Prus- 
sian Government through the Prussian lega- 
tion here. : 

But the material point is now to be stated, 
that the Prussian Government disavowed it, 
the Prussian Government refused’ to accept of 
the:proposition ; the Prussian Government had 
no: use for these: arms. It had no objection 
whatever to. these arms being sold, so that the 
French:could: get them or. anybody else. The 
Prussian Government-did. not.want them, and 
it brings me, baek: to a statement that I made 
awhile agoy’that when the Prussian Govern- 
ment had no sort of objection: to the sale of 
those arms, to. their being shipped publicly, 
for they were:shipped publicly from New York 
te: Brest: and-to Havre, if the Prussian Gov- 
ernment had any. objection to it, having every 
means: in its power. to make objection from 
day to day, I ask why. objection should be 
made: upon its behalf ? : The intervention in 
behalf of the Prussian :Government is not 
desired, and: I believe the. Senators. will not 
be thanked for it: 2 sen 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana mean to insinuate that either the Senator 
from Massachusetts or myself intervene here 
in behalf of the Prassian Government? 

Mr: MORTON. No, sir; I do not mean 
to: say that they are acting on behalf of the 
Prussian: Government. 

Mr. SCHURZ. What does he mean to insin- 


nate? a - 

Mr. MORTON. I mean to say that if the 
Prussian Government found no cause of com- 
plaint, did not object to this transaction, there 
was no occasion for the Senators to object to 
itp and now try. to-convince the Prussian Gov- 
ernment that it-has been injured. when it did 
not know it before. ` 
_ Mr. SUMNER. I know nobody. who. is try- 
ing to convince. the Prussian Government. 
We are trying to convince the Senate that 
something has been done which ought to be 
inquired into, that there is occasion: for an in- 
vestigation, that there are suspicious circum- 
stances tending to show possible corruption 
and a violation of our neutral obligations. It 
is no question for the Prussian Government. 
1 am no representative of that Government, 
nor is my friend from Missouri. We are Sen- 


ators: of the. United States pleading for the 
good name of our-own country and. wishing to 
set it right.. occ eons. = re : 

Mr. MORTON. But- Mr. President, if thay: 
can convince the. Senate that our Government 
has violated. interhational law: and’ courtesy, 
they will convince the: Prussian Government 
at the same time, convince: the. Prussian Gov- 
ernment at: the very day ‘that.it. is sitting: api 
arbiter. upon a very important. question be. 
tween ourselves and the Government.of Eng-: 
land that we have referred to it... Our-ease has: 
just been submitted to the German Govern: 
ment, and if we should now succeed in :con+ 
vincing that.Government that we have broken. 
our international obligations, unless the men. 
composing that Government and having. that 
question in hand are something more than 
human, they might have a. little feeling on the 


subject. : ‘ 
Mr. SUMNER. Will my friend allow me. 
just to: ask him now, does.he imagine that all 
these things are not known: already in Prussia 
and in Europe generally? Does:the Senator 
suppose that Prussia will learn anything new 
out of this debate? ž , te 
Mr. MORTON. ILassume-that the Prussian: 
Government has known. the real facts: from 
the beginning and has never: had the slightest: 
objection, has: never made: the slightest com- 
plaint, and the Senator cannot now incense the. 
Prussian Government. against ours unless: he 
can bring something new to its. knowledge 


is nothing in the whole matter. It was: a 
blank cartridge in the beginning and. this 
whole matter reminds me of a story that I 
once heard Mr. Lincon tell. A violent assault 
had been made.on Mr. Lincoln in a newspaper 
in the city of New York, and I happened to 
bein his presence when the matter was pre- 
sented to him. On looking over it he laid 
down the paper and said that that reminded 
him ofa story, to use a phrase very common 
with him. He said that two Irishmen had 
just come to our country and they took a walk 
in the evening, and for the first time in their 
lives they heard the cry of the bull-frog. One 
stopped and said to the other, ‘‘ Jamie, what is 
that?’ After listening awhile, said he, ‘‘ Faith, 
I believe it is only a noise, ”. [laughter;] and 
that is all there isin this—it is only a:noise. 

Now, Mr, President, in connection with the 
statement made by the Senator from Missouri, 
I wish to make a statement that was. brought 
to my knowledge this morning. The Senator 
says that the Prussion legation telegraphed 
to Germany in regard to these arms, and. the 
Prussian Government did not want them; I 
was informed this morning by the. other Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, not now in his seat; 
{Mr. Wizson, |: that while in Europe this sum- 
mer he:saw a letter from Bismarck written in 
answer to-a dispatch sent to bim. That dis- 
patch stated that the arms which were sold by 
the Government of the: United States to private 
parties could be bought: from those parties by 
the Prussian Government at an advance of 
fifteen per cent., and also suggested the ques- 
tion whether such a sale made by our Govern- 
ment to parties here was. not in violation of 
international law, to which Count Bismarck 
replied that it was not in violation of interna- 
tional law, and they did not want the arms at 
that price or at any other price, hecause they 
could get. them cheaper by taking them from 
the French on the banks of the Loire. [am 
advised such a letter was written by Count 
Bismarck. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Did the Senator mean to: 
inform the Senate that he had authoritative 
information of any such. correspondence? 

Mr. MORTON. I give the authority as.1 


j got ii . oe 
‘ Mr. SCHURZ. The authority, then, seems 
| to consist in this: that some. oue told him. 
Who was it? og : 
Mr. MORTON. Ah, sir, after the long 
| string of vague and faint and far-fetched sus: 


which I do not believe he can, because there. |} 


picions, and a reference toJevidence and te: ` 
statements in French newspapers; and: what; 

A said to..B and C said.to D that has-com:, 
posed the stock and: the staple of the speeches: 
of the Senators on. the: other: side); they. mow 
want.me to produce Count; Bismarel!s: dig: 
patch, or: else. my : statement: is not: to ibe; 
received! I shall ‘refer :to: the other Sena 


for 
from Massachusetts: when -he:comes in; and: 
takes his seat. -Ifi the, Senators want. specific: 
documentary evidence; that suggestion ought 
to have.occurred to theirt minds before they: 
made’ their speeches, before they-broughti.to, 
the. attention of the country this.long string. 
of suspicions that, have finally faded: into airy 
of which nothing i8 left. pa Pete doen 
_Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator. be, kiad: 
enough to point out to me any important paint, 
in my speech that is not. based on documentary. 
evidence? <. = cored. pnr woe pet 

Mr. MORTON. I cannot undertakeito 
rehearse the Senator’s speech. :. refer. tothe 
general character of it.. The Senate hasheard 
it, and it isin the Globe. As I said -befare;:thea 
country. will: understand ‘that this whole. move: 
ment is intended to affect. the sentiments! and 
feelings of our German fellow-citizend. Ido 
not believe the purpose. will he accomplished, 
The Germans.of. this country, asa class, are 
intelligent men and, edacated people. . They 
think for themselves, and they understand re- 
markably well the politics: of this country, the 
policy and the character of eur Government, 
And [ want to say another ‘thing right here, 
that the Germans of this:country do: nos: belong 
to anybody... They cannot: be: carried in-any+ 
body’s breeches pockets, Ide: not: care.how 
capacious those pockets are, They-cannot be 
used as stock in trade. They. cannot: be Jed 
from ‘one party to another.at. the. whind or 
caprice of politicians.’ They stand by their 
principles, and they cannot be: driven from 
the support of their principles by being made 
to believe that this Administration contributed 
in some way, by the. improper:sale of arms, to 
the aid of France during the late war... ue oi 

So far as that war was concerned, it ig a 
notorious fact that the sympathy of the Repub: 
lican: party, as a general thing, was in favor 
of Germany and. against France;..and )itvis 
equally notorious: that the. sympathy: of. ;the 
Democratic party was for France.and.against 
Germany. J need.not now go into the:reasons 
why the sympathies of the two parties ran in 
different directions. I may state two or three 
ofthem. One was that the liberal sentiments 
of the Germans of this country and of Europe 
accorded far more with. the sentiments of the 
Republican than with those of the Demo- 
cratic party. ` Another reason was. that Lonis 
Napoleon, who wasthe Government of France, 
was: usurper; he had overturned ‘a republic, 
and. he had. made the war himself; he had 
declared war against Germany without: ade- 
quate and proper cause. We all understand 
that; and it was for all these reasons, and 
others that might be enumerated, that the 
general sympathies of the Republican party 
were with the Germans. ‘There were. particu- 
lar reasons why the Democratic party gen- 
erally sympathized with the other side. | I 
might refer you to the columns of the New 
York World, the leading Democratic. paper, 
throughout the war for evidence of what I 
say on this subject; so.of the Chicago Times, 
and in fact nearly every leading. Democratic 
paper; and I can refer to the columns of the 
Republican: papers for what I say in regard 
to their general. sympathy with the cause of 
Germany. ‘ 

How was itin Paris? What was the con- 
duct of the American Government as repre- 
sented: by Mr. Washburne? The Germans of 
Paris and the German ‘Government deliber- 
ately. selected the American minister and the 
American cousul:as.their protectors; and how 
faithfully Mr. Wasbburne and Mr. Read. pror 
tected over forty. thousand Germans. in: Panis 
throughout that long and desperate and ter- 
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rible siege ¿is understood: by. all, and. Count: 
Bismarck, on behalf of the German Govern- 
ment, has publicly thanked our minister for 
his! brave'and devoted conduct, for the determ-: 
ination-and:courage with which he protected 
-.the->Germans in Paris during that siege, and- 
: ¢ndfact throughout: the war; and- sometimes at: 
the-peril of his-own life. Why, sir, America: 
wasirendering to Germany aid and -comfort by: 
her sympathy. -The United States were pro+ ` 
tecting Germans in: Paris. Why did not the 
-Germans select the English Government for: 
their protectors ? : The crown prince-of Prus- 
sia had married an English princess; they. 
were connected by marriage. -Why.did they 
not look to the Russian. Government, their 
ancient ally?) There were reasons why. they 
preferred the protection of the American Gov-: 
ernment, and. it was given fully and amply. 
And now shall the attempt be made to drive a 
wedge between these two Governments, and to 
excite and to array our German fellow-citizens. 
against the Administration and against the- 
Republican: party. by reason ‘of this sale of 
arms:of which the: Prussian Government. at 
the tine had full knowledge; of which it never 
made the slightest. complaint, and does not 
pretend now that we violated the law of na- 
tions‘either.in letter or in spirit? 

s As I before remarked, every Government 
sells arms whenever it has them to sell. Dur- 
ing our late war, the English merchants sold 
arms to.our people, and £ have heard it said 
that: the British Government took arms from 
their arsenals and placed them in the hands 
of English merchants on commission, and that 
those arms were sold to our Government be- 
fore the English merchants paid the British 
Government for them. 

< Mr. EDMUNDS.. Also to the confederates. 
They sold to both parties, 

Mr. MORTON. I know. they sold. to the 
confederates... Arms were manufactured pur- 
posely for sale to the confederates. No com- 
plaint was made. in regard to it; and Iam 
informed that we bought arms of. Prussia dar- 
ing-our war. I know we bought arms of Bel- 
gium.. Everybody has heard.of those miser- 
able old Belgium muskets. [remember some 
ten: thousand were sent to me in Indiana as 
Governor of the State to put in the hands of 
Indiana troops, and I did so because: I could 
not do better, and I got war on my hands with 
the: officers of those regiments for the time 
being... The arms were miserable, and I had no 
peace until I got rid of them and gave the men 
better‘arms. We bought arms in England, in 
Germany, in Belgium, and I do not know. but 
that we bought them in France. It was not 
pretended that any Government that sold us 
arms or the merchants that sold us arms were 
violating the law of nations. They had recog- 
nized. the confederates by their own action; 
they. oceupied the same relation between the 
confederacy and this Government that we oc- 
cupied between Germany and France. Hav- 
ing recognized the confederacy, they gave it 
the benefit of the law of nations; and yet no 
complaint was made, so far ås the sale of arms 
was concerned, that they had violated the law 
of nations:by selling to either party... - 

» :And now, Mr. President, whenever the Gov- 
ernment of England, or of France, or of Ger- 
many, or of the United States sells muskets, 
artillery, artillery harness, powder, and lead 
to private persons, they do it with the distinct 
understanding that those private persons ex- 
pect to sell to some other Government. These 
arms are of such a character that they cannot 
be used for private purposes, they cannot 
be used for keeping away blackbirds, as the 
Senator from Missouri suggested yesterday, 
that:this little country lawyer from Ilion, in 
the State:of New York, might want thesearms 
for.» Whenever arms are purchased of.any 
Government, it-is.understood that the individ- 
ual buying them'expects to sell them-to some 
other Goverment for military purposes, because 


they. cannot. be used for any other purpose. 


But this expectation-.on the:part of our Gov- 
ernment doés:not make their: conduet illegal. 
If they were to sell to private parties and re-- 
quire them ‘not: to: sell: the arms to another 
Government, require them te take:precautions 


that they should not be-used for military pur- 


poses, of course they. could: not. sell them at 


all. What use would Remington, or Schuyler, : 


Hartley & Graham have for fifty batteries of: 


of artillery if they could not sell them:to some: 
other Government? Of course, whenever a 
Government sells: arms, it is:the expectation. 


that they are sold: for military.purposes, and 
that the merchants who buy them will.take 
their. chances. of selling to somebody. that 
wants them. 

» And now I come to the only point that was 
made by:the Senator from Missouri. that I 
think really merits an argument in reply. The 
Senator said that our Government had a right 
to sell the arms to private parties. There is 
no dispute about that; no question can arise 
upon the.law. But he said the circumstances 
surrounding the case might make it important 
for the Government to investigate the use to 
which the private parties might want to apply 
them, and if they had reason to believe they 
were buying. them for the purpose of. selling 
them to belligerents, the Government had no 
right to sell them to those private parties. I 
deny that proposition zn toto. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I suggest to my 
friend that.he does not state the proposition 
of the Senator from Missouri half as strongas 
itis? Let me read to him exactly what the 
Senator said. 

Mr. MORTON.. I would thank the Senator 
to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Mis- 
souri said: 

“The Government had to use more than ordinary 
circumspection in this regard. The Governmenthad 
to be careful not only not to sellto men whom they 
knew to be agents of either one or the other of the 
belligerent parties, but the Governmont had to sat- 
isfy themselves that persons applying for arms were 
not the agents of either one or the other of the bel- 


ligerent parties, with all the means of information 
within reach.” 


That is to say, the Government was bound 
to go into. an inquiry and find out for whom a 
private citizen was acting before they had a 
right to sell to him at all! 

Mr. MORTON. That is the proposition I 
intended to deny. [insist itcannot be sustained 
by any authority which can be-found, and that 
all that could be required of our Government 
in that connection would be the exercise of 
what may be called reasonable diligence. If 
they have reason to believe that the person 
buying the arms is the agent of the French 
Government or of any belligerent, then our 
Government has no right to make the sale; 
bat the mere expectation on the part of our 
Government that the person buying will sell to 
a belligerent creates no illegality at all and no 
bad faith. They know that the merchant ex- 
pects to sell to somebody. All they are called 
upon to know is that he is not the agent of a 
belligerent, because if he isnot such agent, and 
he buys . simply as-a merchant, as: commer- 
cial. enterprise, then he has a right to: sell to 
anybody, and both parties have a right to buy 
the arms of him, if they can.. The Prussians 
have just as good a chance as the French.. He 
goes into the market as a merchant having a 
commodity to sell, to sell to anybody, and it 
is none of our business to whom he sells. All 
that-we are called upon to know ‘is that he is 
not:the agent of one of the belligerent parties 
and that we are not selling to a belligerent 
Government.. If we sell to a merchant, and 
when he buys the arms he expects to take his 
chance of selling them to Prussia or France, 
we violate no law,: we violate no good faith, 

Mr. President, suppose the rule were to be 
recognized which is insisted on by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, that before we sell to 
Remington & Co., or to Schuyler, Hartley: & 
Graham, we have got to examine them, we have 
got-to put them on the witness stand, and ask, 


“ Whatdo: you intend to do with these arms ?”’ 
Was any Government ever required to do that 
thing? Suppose we had done so, what would 
those men have answered ?. Would they have 
made the confession? Our Government could 
not swear them. We had no.means.of putting 
them under oath. ‘There was no legal pro- 
ceeding on foot. -All-we:conld:do would be to 
take their word ;. and when we asked them the 
question, ‘‘Are you ‘buying these arms for 
France?’’ they would have said, “We are 
buying them for ourselves ; we are merchants.” 
I ask, could. we go one step further? But 
according to the Senator’s argument we must 
first institute a sort of competitive examina- 
tion under the civil service reform, and the 
first question we should ask anybody approach- 
ing for the. purpose of buying arms is; “Are 
you a little country lawyer, are you a little 
bellicose lawyer from Ilion, New York?” 

Mr. SCHURZ. May I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

.Mr. SCHURZ. The Government of the 
United States very properly laid down for 
itself a certain rale of action, which consisted 
in this, that no arms should be sold to one 
known to be the agent-of one of the belliger- 
ent parties. Now, suppose a third party ap- 
plies for arms, suppose the known agent of 
the belligerent party, in this case for instance 
Mr. Remington, appears. before the ordnance 
department and transacts there the business 
of that new applicant, that third party—I am 
not going to try to prove that this was here 
actually the case, but I am merely reasoning 
upon that supposition—the known agent of a 
foreign Government, one. of the. belligerent 
parties, acting as the sub-agent of one who 
applies for arms, would there be proof enough 
to the Government that has arms for sale 
that those arms are going into the hands of 
one of the agents of a belligerent Power? 

Mr. MORTON. As to whether that would 
even ‘excite a suspicion depends very much 
upon the surrounding circumstances. Now, 
I will suppose that when Mr. Richardson's 
proposition came in to buy arms, Mr. Rem- 
ington came as his agent. I will suppose 
what the Senator does not assert, and says he 
cannot assert. I will suppose what I do not 
believe to be the fact=— 

-Mr. SCHURZ. I did not say that I cannot 
assert it, but simply that I do not assert it. 

Mr. MORTON.: Well, the Senator says he 
does not assert it.. ‘Thatis sufficient. I think 
if he could, he would, because I think the 
Senatpr has shown avery creditable degree 
of willingness to make assertions all through 
this debate. When he says he cannot assert 
it, I take it he has no authority for asserting 
it. But now I shall put it on the ground that 
Remington did go forward as the agent-of 
Richardson, the little country lawyer. What 
is there remarkable about that? If Mr. Rem- 
ington had never. been known to this Govern- 
ment. except as ‘purchasing arms for France, it 
might have led to the suspicion that Mr. Rem- 
ington was acting nevertheless for the French 
Government; but when you take into con- 
sideration that he is an arms merchant, the 
most extensive perhaps in the world, and has 
been for fifteen years, and that he has been 
buying arms of this Governmént a great while, 
and that his character as an arms merchant 
is known, and that he sometimes sells arms 
to one Government and sometimes sells to 
another, and that he is selling all the time to 
different Governments, it would not- neces- 
sarily lead to the suspicion: that he went there 
as the agent of France. I am putting it in 
the very strongest possible point of view.for 
the Senator. i ; l 

Mr. SCHURZ 
me a moment? 

Mr. MORTON. . Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. ‘The: Government having 
laid down as its own rale of action. that no 
arms shall be sold to anybody. who is known 
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to be.an agent of one of the belligerents, that 


same agent of one of the belligerents appear- 
ing before the ordnance department to nego- 
tiate a sale of arms for a third person known 
not. to be in the arms business, and then the 
Senator asserts that the Government ‘has-no 
very strong ground of suspicion that the same 
agent is buying those arms for himself to falfill 
his contracts. Why, sir, if the rule islaid down 
at all that no arms shall be sold to a known 
agent of a belligerent, and arms are sold under 
such circumstances, I do not hesitate to say 
that the rule is a most transparent mockery. 
Mr. MORTON. : Now, the Senator is draw- 
ing out the thread very fine; but still what 
does his argument amount to? ‘That because 
Remington was the agent of France, therefore 
he could not appear to buy arms for anybody 
else without still appearing as the agent of 
France! But-suppose it was known to our 
Government that he was an extensive arms 
merchant, was dealing in arms with various 
countries, and with everybody, would ‘they 
necessarily have to.suppose that when he came 
to represent Mr. Richardson he came as the 
agent of France? If he had never been known 
as an arms merchant except.as the agent.of. 
France, there would be some force in the argu- 
ment; but as he had a general. character as an 
arms merchant, and was an extensive. dealer 


and, as we were told yesterday, had. visited 


nearly all the countries in Hurope in the char- 
acter of an arms merchant, I insist it would 
create scarcely the shadow of suspicion. 

Mr, SCHURZ. MayI put.another question 
to the Senator? . 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to indulge 
the Senator, but I cannot get, along with these 
constant interruptions. l 

Mr. SCHURZ. - One remark to complete 
this point? 

Mr. MORTON. Very well. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Suppose Mr. Remington, 
known as the agent of France, appears before 
the ordnance department asking for a lot.of 
arms, assuring: the ordnance department that 
those arms were to be sold to another Govern- 
ment, would. there then be reasonable ground 
of suspicion? 

Mr. MORTON... The Senator tries to make 
his ease a little stronger. He supposes athing 
which he does not assert himself, and which 
there is no reason to believe. You might as 
well make the argument which was made by 
the schoolmaster who said, ‘‘ Suppose. the 
moon was made of green cheese,’’ and sup- 
pose things of which there is no probability. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I merely want to say that 
the case would not be stronger as I stated it 
last than it was as I stated it first. 

Mr. MORTON. I think we have paid enough 
attention to that point. Putting the case ona 
ground that the Senator himself does not 
assert and will not venture to assert creates 
not.even a suspicion. i 

Now, Mr. President, is there any evidence 
of a want of good faith in this whole business? 
Was the Government bound to know, when 
Mr. Richardson presented himself here to buy 
arms, that Mr. Richardson was the attorney of 
the Remingtons? How would the Govern- 
ment knowit? Whatgroundof suspicion was 
there? .How would the Government know 
that he was a little country lawyer, living up 
at: Ilion in New York? . Are they bound to 
send out a committee to investigate and find 
where he lives and what his connections are? 
And yet if the Government was not bound to 
do it, there is nothing, absolutely nothing in 
the Senator’s argument. : 

When Mr. Richardson came there to buy 
arms, and was able to deposit the money the 
Government required to be paid down, and 
showed himself to be in the possession of. the 
_ means, and the Government believed he was 

acting in good faith, they were not bound to 
go.and hunt around, and. take days, and. per- 
_ haps weeks, in the inquiry to find: out if. he 
might not possibly be an agent of the Reming- 


tons, or an-agent of the. French Government. 
If, there is any responsibility.in this case, I 
ask where it belongs, and. I; come now to the 
political capital. in: the case....If there be 
anything wrong in this case, if there be any 
responsibility anywhere, I.ask the question 
where it belongs... [t-is not: pretended by any- 
body that the President.of the United States 
directed. the sale of these arms. . That has not 
been asserted by the Senator from . Massachu- 
setis, or even intimated by the Senator from 
Missouri. TE a 

Mr. SUMNER. What? faethe gt? 

Mr. MORTON. I am stating this material 
point, that there isno pretense throughout this 
whole discussion that the President..of the 
United States. has. directed. the sale of these 
arms, or.that be is privy. to the fact that these 
arms were sold for the benefit.of. France and 
with that knowledge. . I want. to take that, out 
of this argument. Then we will take the Pres- 
ident entirely out of the. case, as much so as 
the discrepancy. The discrepancy is. gone; 
and now, so far as the President is concerned, 
he is out of this case. There is no pretense 
on the part of anybody that he has.had any 
complicity with regard to the sale of these 
arms for the benefit of France, and with that 
knowledge. : 
~ Now, I- cometo the-Secretary of War. Is 
there any pretense.that the Secretary of War 
has authorized the sale of these arms with a 
knowledge that it was for the benefitof France, 
and that they were going to France?.. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has had the frankness to 
fully exonerate the Secretary of War, and I 
will read what he said-about him. Speaking 
of the Secretary of War, the Senator. from 
Missouri said: 

“Now, I am very far from asserting that the ord- 
nance department, when it sold these fifty thousand 
Springheld muskets and thosenumbers of thousands 
of carbines, was at that time aware that Mr. Rem- 
ington was the paid-agent of the French. Govern- 
ment. The Secretary of War says that he did not 
know it, and I certainly presume he did not.” 

Here we have the exoneration of the Scere- 
tary of War; and the Senator says further on, 
at the very conclusion of his speech: i 

“Understand me well. Iam by no means willing 
to cast any aspersion of that kind upon the Secre- 
tary of War. I have always-esteemed him an hon- 
est man, and I do believe that in these transactions 
he is rather a victim than a guilty coactor. - But, 
gentlemen, do not close your eyes to one fact—~and 
here I will express myself frankly and boldly :-thero 
is an impression. prevailing: in. this country, that 
somewhore inthis Governmentthore sits a ‘military 
ring; which is exercising an unwholesome, ® far- 
reaching, a corrupt and dangerous influence upon 
this Administration.” 

When everything clse fails, fall back on the 
“ military ring!’ A great deal can be said 
about a ‘military ring’ A ‘‘ military ring ” 
has no friends ; nobody ever defends a ‘‘ mili- 
tary ring,” and therefore it is safe in conclu- 
sion to wring in the ‘‘ military ring,” and say 
they are responsible. But the point I am now 
making is that the Senator exonerates the Sec- 
retary of War, so that we have the President 
and the Secretary of War oub of the case, 
Now, if there be any responsibility, where does 
it rest? We come down next to the man who 
did the business. These sales of arms were 
not made by the President any more than he 
makes cartridges down here at the arsenal. 
They were. not made by the Secretary of War 
either; he is the general head of that Depart- 
ment; thesale of armsis one of the details, one 
of the subordinate duties. This business was 
transacted by the chief of ordnance. Parties 
going to buy arms would not go near the Sec- 
retary of War. The chief of ordnance in sell- 
ing arms himself would not go near the Secre- 
tary of War unless some important question 
night arise, as did in the case of Remington. 

When the chief of ordnance learned by acci- 
dent that Remington was agent of France, just 
before bids were about to be opened, he went 
to see the Secretary of War and told him the 
facts, and the Secretary promptly ordered the 
sale to be suspended, and not to accept of Mr. 


+ 


Remington's bids... ‘This businessis:transacted.” 
ordinarily by, the chief of. ordnance; and:if 
there be anything wrong in -this, business the 
Senator brings.it down, not:in so many words 
but:in substance,.to.the:ordnance department, 
Now, Lask in all candor, is there anything in 
all this case. to east 9 suspicion on, the: chief: 
of ordnance? Is, he not an officer, of:high 
character?. He cannot:be charged with: being 
a Republican, I am told... If there is anything 
in politics; he is a Democrat; but I leave that 
entirely out.of view. _ I believe -he: sustains a 
high character, and there has never been any 
circumstance to cast even a suspicion .upon 
him. But the Secretary of War and the 
President are out of the case, and the man 
who did their business was the chief of ord: 
nance. Now, if there be a job. in it, itcis 
brought down to him. What does the Sena: 
tor say about the ‘‘job?”’ ‘ heey 

“And when thus I saw that the international 


standing of this country was jeopardized, and :that 
even every consideration of political prudence was 


set aside without counterbalancing publie advan+ 
tage, then I must confess the suspicion foréedtitself 
instinctively upon my mind that there wasa job, at 
the bottom of this otherwise senseless proceeding.” 

Here we have the charge of a job without 
evidence, without grounds of probability, with- 
out, as I insist, a single circumstance which- 
warrants that charge; but to whom does the 
charge of jobbery come home? It comes home 
to the man who sold the arms, the. man who 
could sell or refuse to sell. That was the chief 
of ordnance. He had charge of that: business. 
Is it seriously meant to impute to the chief o 
ordnance a job in this transaction? alt 

But the Senator from. Missouri finally re- 
lieves the chief of ordnance’ from this imputa- 
tion. I shall read the extract from his speech 
relieving the chief of ordnance from. the 
charge, and then we will try to locate it some- 
where else, if there is any ground for it. ‘The 
Senator was speaking about the selling of 
arms, and he made this statement: that: the 
amounts that our Government received for 
thearms, item by item, correspond very nearly, 
or I believe entirely, with the amount. that the 
French Government paid for the same. arms 
item: by item. . I will read what he says: 

‘* Itf hasbeen suggested that that money was pocket- 
ed by intermediate parties, That would at first sight 


seem very plausible; but I have already alluded to 
the curious fact that taking the accounts of those 


intermediate parties it turns out that in nearly every 
ease the sum received here, as to each item, corre- 
sponds almost exactly with the sum paid out by tho 
French Government. So it would seem, as far asthe 
prices of the goods are concerned, that no money 
fell into the pockets of those intermediate parties— 
a very curious circumstance; and certainly it can- 
not be presumed that Mr. Remington could havo 
pocketed it, soiled his hands with illegitimate 
gain, indorsed as his integrity is. by so many great 
authorities,” o hag 
Allow me to say that the Senator does. yin- 
dicate Mr. Remington, and he vindicates the 
chief of ordnance. The moneys received here 
by our Government correspond with the item- 
ized prices paid by the French Government, 
showing that the French Government was not 
cheated in the sale of the arms. The first suppo- 
sition was that there were false invoices made 
out, that they were invoiced to the French 
Government at a higher priee than was paid 
here, and that the difference was taken by the 
intermediate parties ; but the Senator dispels 
that illusion.. see i ; 
Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator permit 
meto make aremark here? Eo 
Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. E 
Mr. SCHURZ. The circumstances, on look- 
ing atsome documents, were ascertained by me 
to be these: that the prices of the different 
articles as received by our Government and as 
paid by the French Government to Mr. Rem- 
ington very nearly agreed. called it a very 
curious circumstance that these accounts which 
partly were carried.on through intermediate 
agents should thus agree, while the sum total 
did not agree. -c cooo : 
Mr. MORTON... I. understand the purport 
of that point. : 
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‘Mr SCHURZ.. And that’ this- difference 
between the sum total and the sum whieh you 
firid when figuring up ‘the'several items by the 
: prices fixed in the price list is the dark and 
mysterious pointin this transaction. So that, 
as it would appear from the prices received on 
the ond and paid on the dtlier side, no money 
ean have remained in the hand of an interme- 
diate party, while at the same time taking the 
Aggregate sums a great deal more was paid on 
one side than was received on theother, =-~ 
» Mro MORTON. ITunderstand the Senator’s 
point, and did before, and was just coming to 
ihe'same thing. ‘His argumentis that because 
the prices received by our Government corre- 
sponded with the itemized prices paid. by the 
French Government, therefore the arms were 
not sold to a merchant that had his-profits to 
make, but were sold direetly toa French agent, 
who only got his percentage. Theargument 
is good so far; but the Senator wholly fails to 
make it of any value by wholly failing to show 
that our Government knew that the purchaser 
wasa French “agent, whereas. the: evidence 
shows that our Government: did not know it. 
It is a case where the negative is proved. 
There is:no presumption that our Government 
-knew thatthe purchaser was the agent; but on 
«the: contrary all the evidence goes to show that 
our Government did not believe that, and if 
our Government did not know it, it does not 
make: the slightest difference. Our Govern- 
ment is not responsible for the fact of the 
agency, but only responsible for the ‘guilty 
knowledge. It is a case where the guilt rests 
upon knowledge; and if that knowledge can- 
not be brought home, as it has not been in any 
manner, there is no responsibility whatever 
attached to our Government. But now I. call 
the Senator’s attention to one fact: while he 
makes an argument to show that the arms 
must have been sold to an agent directly, be- 
cause there is no intermediate profit, L ask 
where the charge of jobbery comes in? The 
Senator leaves that out by an unfortunate 
omission right there. f 
Mr. SCHURZ. Does the Senator forget 
that I called his attention just now to the very 
curious and startling circumstance that when 
taking the lots item by item, looking at the 
prices here and there, they agree, and yet that 
a much larger sum is paid on the one side than 
is received on the other? 
Mr, MORTON. Paid to whom? To our 
Government? Nota word of it. 
. Mr: SCHURZ. : Paid to. Mr. Remington by 
the French. Government, and received—— 
Mr. MORTON. ‘But paid by Mr. Reming- 
ton. : 2 fae . 
Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator permit 
me to finish the sentence? Certainly, I know 
E am under obligations to him for permitting 
mié to speak at all, I say paid by the French 
Government: to. Mr. Remington, and received 
from Mr. Remington, or through his sub- 
agents, by the United States: 
Mr. MORTON. I come right to that point 


but how did he gèt it?’ The Senator has no | 


evidence of that fact. I:imagine there is no 
evidence of it. If there-is, Í imagine there 
is an explanation for the over-payment or 
over-dratty as the case may be, and the state“ 
ment that the prices correspond takes altin- 
sinuations of a job on the part of ‘a military 
ring or anybody else entirely out of this case. 
The argument is feto de se; it destroys itself. 
Mr. SCHURZ. May I suggest to the Sena- 
tor that what he does- not see the committee 
of investigation may possibly find out? ` 
Mr. MORTON. Et will be a pretty sharp 
committee that finds out‘what does not exist; 
and it is hardly worth while to appoint a com- 
mittee to find out something of which there is 
no probability of an existerce, and the exist: 
énce of which is‘contradicted bythe Senator’s 
own argument; for I undertake to say that if 
his argument is good for anything; and I have 
read it fairly, he himself leaves out of this 
whole case the idea of 2 job, because he makes 
it impossible. i 
Mr. President, I have said more than I 
expected-to say in the course of ‘this case. 
As I appealed to my: friend from Massachu- 
setts sitting nearest to me, while he was out, 
and made a statement on his authority, I wish 
him to correct me if I am wrong. It was that 
Count Bismarck has written a letter in which 
he stated that he did not want these arms at 
an- advance of fifteen per cent. over what our 
Government sold them to private parties for; 
he did not believe there was any violation of 
the law of nations in that sale; that he could 
get the arms cheaper by taking thom from the 
French on the banks. of the Loire, I stated 
that on the authority of my friend. If I have 
misunderstood him, he will please correct me. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I send: to 
the Secretary to be read the evidence in this 
case, being a letter from the Treasurer of the 
United States, General Spinner. 
The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 
TREASURY OF THE UNiTED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, Pébrwary 16, 1872. 


My Dear Sm: It lias‘occurred to me that the fol- 
lowing facts might be of interest to you, in connec- 
tion with the debate which has taken place in regard 
to the sale of arms by the United States to alleged 
agents of the French Government during the late 
war between Franceand Germany. 

During my European tour last summer, I saw in 
several German newspapers & statement substan- 
tially as follows: i : 

Baron Gerolt, it was said, had called the attention 
of Prince Bismark to the fact that agents of the 
French were large purchasers of arms and munitions 
in the United States, which he was informed were 
intended for the use of the French army of the Loire. 
Believing this to be in violation of both the law of 
nations and treaty stipulations between Prussia and 
the United States, he deemed it his duty to call the 
attention of his Government to the facts and to ask 
for. instructions as to the course which he should 
pursue. Should it, however, be concluded that his 
judgment as to the violation of law and treaty 
stipulations was erroneous, he desired to say thathe 
had been assured that he could prevent the arms in 
question from going to France and obtain them for 
his own Government, upon payment of an advance 
of fifteen percent. upon the price which the French 
had agreed to pay. , 

To this communication, the German’ chancellor 


again. The Senator says the French Govern- 
ment paid to Mr. Remington a largersum than 
our Government received for the arms. Mr. 
Remington did not cheat the French Govern: 
méut beeause, according to the Senator’s 
own statement, he furnished the true prices to 
the French Government, and accounted to the 
French Government for the prices that were 
paid in this country. Therefore Remington 
did not cheat the French Government. They 
knew what he paid for the arms.. Now, if 
they paid Remington more money than was 
required to pay for the arms according to the 
prices furnished to the French Government by 
Remington himself, F ask what they paid it 
for, aad how they came to pay it? I ask if 
the French Government. has been cheated by 
anybody:?: “My. Remington, in his own state- 
ment, furnishes*to the French Government 
the true prices, just what our Government 
got, and then he goes on to say that Reming- 
ton got more money than those prices gave; | 


was said to have-replied that in his opinion, after 
due examination and.consideration, the reported 
sales ofarms to France were in violation of neither 
the law of nations nor any treaty stipulations with 
the United States, and that, as to the prehase of the 
arms at an advance of. fifteen per cent, or at any 
other rate, he saw no reason for authorizing it, since 
the German troops would doubtless be shortly able 
to obtain them for nothing by picking them up on 
the banks of the Loire! as 

I also wish to say that a hasty examination of the 
accounts of the Department showsa difference of less 
than -six thousand dollars between the amounts 
reported by this office and by the ordnance depart- 
ment as received from the sales of arms and from 
other sources by that department during the last 
fiscal year; and that this small discrepancy: will 
doubtless disappear upon further examination. The 
apparent discrepancy referred to in the debate in 
the Senate arisesfrom the facts that the receipts 
which are reported in one item of $9,960,895. 97 in 
the report of the chief of ordnance.( Report. of the 
Secretary of War, vol. 1, p. 249,) are reported by the 
Treasurer under the various heads of “ ordnance and 
ordnance stores,” “* arsenals,” national armories,” 
“ayms for volunteers. and regulars,” and ‘‘armin 
and equipping militia,” (Finance Report, p. i) an 
that a large amount reported by the War Depart- 
| ment, although properly deposited in the Treasury, 


was pot totaal y ‘covered into the Treasury dur- 
ing the fiscal year. i eee : 
ads <E. NER, . 

Very ne a EA F Red States, 
Ton. Wenry WiLsoN, United States Senate, 

Mr. SUMNER. I would observe that it is 
not.an ordinary. way of becoming. informed. of 
a diplomatic fact from. so important & person: 
age as Count; Bismarck-—a hearsay report at 
best... -, ë: A : i : 

Mr. MORTON. . I agree with the Senator, 
and I will say furthermore, that the informa- 
tion with regard to the dispatches sent from 
here to France, and what took place there, is 
not in the ordinary way. `: 

Mr. WILSON. I wish simply to say that 
when the Senator from. Indiana alluded to me, 
I did not know exactly in what terms he had 
done so. This statement went the rounds 
last year in Europe; it: was published over 
and over. again in the European press, and 
was also published here; I was not here to see 
it, General Spinner, who was in Europe, not 
only read: it in.the papers, but discussed the 
matter with bankers and other men tbere.: Jt 
was a matter that created some little talk and 
merriment: by the: manner -ia which Bismarck 
spoke, that he would not buy these arms atan 
advance of fifteen -per cent. over what these 
persons boaght them -of our Government, or 
buy themi at any. price, for he could get: them 
cheaper on the banks of the Loire! : 

Mr. MORTON. I am very sorry that Mr; 
Spinner in'this communication made any ref- 
erence to the discrepancy. Ido not see any 
use in mauling the corpse of that discrepancy. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. WILSON. The discrepancy part of 
the matter was the thing in which I took espe- 
cial interest. I wish to say further, that in the 
House of Representatives a day or two ago 
a speech was made in which the Treasury 
Department was arraigned for discrepancies 
ang. it was shown that under Mr. Chase in 1863 
there was a discrepancy between him and the 
Register of $123,000,000, and: that. in. 1869 
there was a discrepancy between Secretary 
Boutwell-and Register Allison of $167 ,000,000, 
and in 1870 of $94,000,000. So it appears 


| that there are a great many discrepancies; but 


discrepancies between: these accounts neither 
prove fraud nor corraption nor error. 

Mr.. MORTON. In: dealing. with diserep? 
ancies, perhaps the Treasurer of the: United 
States hadin mind‘a story E have heard the 
Senator from Nevada: { Mr.: Nyre} tell about a 
man who was pounding. a dead badger for 
the purpose, -he said, of convincing that 
badger that there was punishment after death: 
[Laughter. ] 

A few words further, Mr. President, and I 
am done. ‘The results of this Administration 
so far are so magnificent that they can neither 
be concealed nor denied; and there is nothing 
left to its enemies but to raise a prolonged 
howl- of corruption. I+ shall. not undertake 
any vindication of -it:to-day. We bave in this 
resolution had the attack that hag been ex- 
pected for months. -T heard of it before Con- 
gress met; I heard: it was coming.: I have 
heard of it from time to time. I have-under- 
stood it was a great mine by which. the 
Administration was to be blown: into air, and 
that after this mine had been exploded; Gen- 
eral Grant: could no longer be regarded: for 
a moment as an available candidate for the 
Presidency. Well, sir, the mine has. been 
exploded. Instead of General ‘Grant being 
hoisted, I think itis the engineer. [ Laughter. | 

We shall hold a convention in Philadelphia 
on the 6th day of June, the Republican party 
of these United: States: Until that conven- 
tion takes. place: the question as to. who shall 
be the candidate is'a proper and: legitimate 
subject for discussion among:. Republicans. 
They may have different. -opinions upon that 
question: . T have.no cause of quarrel with any. 
man: because he may differ with me. I-am 
unequivocally for General Grant, I am for 
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him because of his distinguished services. to 
the nation. -I am for him because of the dis- 
tinguished merit of his Administration. I am 
for him because I believe. implicitly in hig 
integrity and in his ability, and because: I 
believe he can get more votes than any other 
man who can: be put in the field. But other 
men may differ with me, and they have a 
perfect right to differ up to the: time. that 
the nomination is made; but after that time, 
if they are. good. Republicans and claim to 
hold the principles of the Republican party in 
higher estimation and:greater value than they 
do mere personal preferences, then I say they 
should go in cordially and harmoniously in 
support of that nomination. And, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the contest will be between the nom- 
inee of that convention and the nominee of 
the Democratic convention, not. yet called. 
Let no man deceive himself with the idea that 
a third party isto come up and nominate a 
ticket, and that the Democratic party will rally 
to. the support of that ticket. The Demo- 
cratic party will not be a tail to the kite of 
any third party that may attempt to rear itself 
between the two; and if they were, as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont suggests, it would not help 
them. If the Democratic party were to make 
an attempt of that kind to carry their forces 
over to the support of the candidates nomin- 
ated by the convention in Cincinnati on the 
1st day of May, the result would simply be that 
they would not carry a State inthe Union..We 
should getat least- one third of the Democratic 
party, and I think we should get the best part. 

No, that would be suicide; the Democratie 
party will make no effort of that kind; but I 
will tell you what they are doing. They are, 
to use a phrase that is now in the newspapers, 
not very elegant, ‘‘ playing the possum ;’’ they 
are, to use a common phrase, ‘‘ laying low.’’ 
They are letting us do all the fighting here among 
ourselves. As I observe, they have scarcely 
opened their mouths this session, except in 
regard to ordinary business. They have man- 
aged this matter very adroitly. I give them 
great credit for the skill with which they are 
conducting affairs; but I tell them they are 
going to fail, beyond:all question. Their policy 
is this: “let the Republicans fight among 
themselves, as they. will, we can. encourage 
them by not saying anything ourselves,” be- 
canse my friend from Missouri [ Mr. BLAIR] 
and my friend from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp ] 
know very well that if they were to get up 
here and make party speeches that would tend 
to array party lines. ‘hey are trying to avoid 
that just now; they want this convention to 
be held in Cincinnati; they want a party call- 
ing themselves Liberal Republicans to meet 
there and nominate candidates,  .. 

I will not quarrel with that: party about its 
name. Icallthem what they call themselves. 
They call themselves ‘‘ Liberal Republicans.’’ 
I will not quarrel with them about their name 
or about their purpose, nor about the men who 
compose it. They are acting in the exercise of 
legal rights. I find no fault with them on that 
score, but I have a right to speak of the effect 
and ofthe result of their action. The Demo- 
cratic party want this convention to nominate a 
ticket for President and Vice President, and 
when they get us fairly together by the ears, 
some time in the latter part of June they will 
call a convention to meet: somewhere in July or 
the Ist of August, and place a straight-out 
Demoeratic ticket in the field, and then they 
will get the advantage, as they think, of all 
that this third party can take from the Repub- 
licans. But the contest is between the Dem- 
ocracy and the Republican party after all; be- 
tween the nominees at Philadelphia and the 
nominees of the Democratic convention, where 
ever that may be held. Let no Republican 
deceive himself on this: subject for a moment 
that he can go for the third ticket with any 
chance of success: Rely upon it. The Demo- 
cratic party polled, I believe, in 1868 over 
two million and a half votes. ‘They cannot 
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carry their two and:a half million votes-in this 
country over to a small third party. They 
do not intend to do it; they simply intend 
to reap all advantages that can be obtained 
by encouraging those men to go forward and 


| place a third ticket in the field; to get us to- 


gether in conflict, to get us embroiled and 
play over the game that was played in 1848 
when Martin Van Buren was nominated by one 
wing of the Democratic party, and the result 
was the election of the Whig: ticket. I tell 
them they cannot play it. It will not work. 
The purpose of it is plain, transparent, and. 
nobody is going to be deceived. It is either 
the election ofthe Republican candidate or the 
election of the Democratic candidate; and if 
anybody hates General-Grant so badly that he 
prefers the election of a Democrat he can con- 
tribute to that result in one of two ways: either 
by going directly into the Democratic party, 
or doing what amounts to the same thing, 
going into the convention at Cincinnati and 
taking part in patting a third ticket into the 
field. I am not talking about anybody’s 
motive; I am not impeaching the integrity 
of anybody; J am only talking about results. 
I now warn Republicans everywhere that, say 
what they will, every road out of the Repub- 
lican party leads into the Democratic. There 
is no middle ground upon which a third’ party 
can. stand with any show of success. If the 
third party amounts to anything, it will simply 
be to damage the Republican party, that is 
all; and it is just playing into the hands of 
the Democracy as effectually as if they went 
directly into the Democratic camp, and per- 
haps even more so, by creating some loss of 
prestige or bringing about some demoralization. 

But, Mr. President, I desire to say right 
here that the platform upon which that con- 
vention has been called in Cincinnati is essen- 
tially Democratic. It was adopted the other 
day by the Democratic convention in Con- 
necticut, I believe, without any change. They 
accepted it as the platform of the Democratic 

arty in Connecticut; andwhy? Because itis 
Democratie throughout. I desire to read one 


resolution in that platform, and call the atten- 


tion of the country to the ground upon which 
the so-called Liberal Republicans have placed 
themselves. Among other things, the persons 
adopting that platform placed themselves dis- 
tinctly upon this ground: 

“That local self-government, with impartial suf- 
frage, will guard the rights of all, citizens more 
securely than any centralized authority. It is time 
to stop the growing encroachments of the executive 
power; the use of coercion or bribery to ratify a 
treaty”’— 

Thatisa staleold calumny. The gentlemen 
who made that platform cannot give it respect- 
ability by picking that calumny out of the 
gutter and putting it into their resolutions. 

“The packing ‘of a Supreme-Court to relieve rich 
corporations.” 

Here is the statement that the President of 
the United States has packed the Supreme 
Court of the United States to relieve rich cor- 
porations. Thatisa calumny that has notaleg 


to stand upon, not a circumstance to justify it. | 


Again, and this is the material part: 

“The resort to unconstitutional laws to cure the 
Ku Klux disorder, irreligion, or intemperance; and 
the surrender of individual freedom to those who 
ask that the practice or creed of some shall be the 
law of all.” 

That is the vital point; a declaration that 
the Ku Klux law is unconstitutional and void; 
a declaration that the General Government 
shall not interfere to protect the colored and 
the white loyalists of the South; a proclama- 
tion to the Ku Klux themselves that there is'no 
law by which they can be restrained, so faras 
the General Government is concerned; a proc- 
lamation of non-interference. Why, sir, the Ku 
Klux of the South can stand on that resolution. 
It is:entirely acceptable to them. What is the 
result? H that doctrine should be recognized 
by the people of the United States, if the Dem- 
ocratie party should. come into power pledged 
to that ‘doctrine; then there are from four to 


he starts. 


five million people in the: Sonth who” Have no 
protection: for civil or political rights; ie 
white Republicans, if you please, must go inte 
exile and the colored man must submit ; there 
is no’protection for'them. | It is a declaration 
of abandonment; and how can that declara: 
tion be made in the face of the terrible rec: 
ord that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr:. 
Scorr] is about to submit to the Senate, of 
more than ten thousand pages, that reads like 
so many leaves torn from the very chronicles 
of hell! Who can read ‘that terrible record 
without shuddering, and who, after reading it, 
is prepared to say, ‘‘We give notice that we 
abandon thepeople of the South to the merci- 
less cruelty and to the crimes of this organiza» 
tion commonly known ‘as the Ku Klux?” We 
shall have that record before us in a few days, 
and we shall then understand it better. 

Mr. President, I have no fault to find with 
the liberals of Missouri, or of any. other: part 
of this country. I only call attention. to this 
great fact, and I desire to sound a note of 
warning that whatever may be the effect. of 
that convention, if it has any effect, it will be 
to redound simply to the success of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Jt is not a movement simply 
against General Grant; it is a movement 
against the Republican party, because those 
men place themselves upon ground upon which 
the Republican party can never stand. 

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I 
intended. 

Mr. TIPTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. If it does not interfere 
with the Senator I desire to offer an amend-- 
ment to the pending resolution. Itis to insert 
after the word ‘‘parties,’’ where it occurs in 
the third line from the last of the resolution, 
the following: 

And that said committee also inquire and report 
whether any member of the Senate, or any other 
American citizen, is or has been in communication 
or collusion with the Government authorities of 


France, or with any emissary or spy thoreof, in 
reference to tho said matters. a as 


Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, I did not 
expect to take part in thisdiscussion, and have 
not looked at the argument proper, and shall 
notat the present time; but inasmuch as the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Mor- 
ton] has determined to give this debate entirely 
and exclusively a political turn, I.propose to 
make some brief and broken remarks in regard 
to that part of his argument. 

He takes advantage of the presentation of 
this resolution for the purpose of notifying the 
country that General Grant is certain to be 
reélected President of the United States, and 
he also desires to notify my constituents, and 
your constituents, fellow-Senators, of a fact 
which he supposes he has discovered, and of a 
conclusion that he finds it is very important 
that he should.come to, namely, that only ten 
thousand Republicans refuse to follow the 
standard of General Grant. 

There is something very strange just at this 
time in the political condition of this coun- 
try, and you all know it. The impression 
has gone abroad through the country that 
the President cannot survive the present polit- 
ical situation unless he is siddenly cut loose 
from his advisers on the floor of the Senate, 
and from his supporters in the United States 
generally. The position is taken before the 
country that he cannot be reélected unless 
you can séparate his friends from him. Heré- 
tofore'the presumption in early days was that 
if a man had friends he could be elected; but 
the Administration journals everywhere have 
undertaken to prove that if a man has such 
friends as General Grant has heis gone before 
[Laughter.] $ me 

I may as well, when I make a charge of this 
kind, produce the documentary testimony. 
The only trouble is in regard to what to select, 
for it is so piled around us here that we have’ 
to remove a very large amount of it and make 
a very select selection. These gentlemen, not-- 
withstanding what the honorable Senator from 
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Indiana says, have no bond of. union holding 
them together; they are all at. loose ends; they 
are-all on wheels; they are all. floating ; and 
there is no such thing as homogeneity among 
them. I. quote now from. the Tribune and 
Republican of the city of Omaha, and State of 
Nebraska, a paper.which finds fault with me 
for the position that I occupy on ‘questions 
that have just been before the Senate; but 
when it. begins to look at the interests of Gen- 
eral Grant, and comes to contemplate the con- 
dition of affairs and his supporters in the Sen- 
ate. of the United States, it then certainly 
gives me great gratification to peruse its edit- 
orials. Under the heading of ‘ Questionable 
Fellows”? it says: 


“This is the just phrase with which the Boston 
Transcript, a strong Republican journal, character- 
izes ~~ ——; and the Hartford Post says, ‘The 
President’s next friends in the Senate’ - * £ 

*  * ‘are making more headway against his 
renomination than all the opposition to him through- 
out the country.’ We are ‘not disposed to apply 
harsh or disrespectful epithets to men occupying 
the high and. honorable position of United States 
Senators; but it is very clear that a few violent 
extremists in the Republican party should not be 
allowed to put themselves before the country as the 
special champions of the President.” 


In other words, this Republican editor says, 
‘Gentlemen, get out of the way; you shall not 
damage our chief; you are nothing but a few 
impracticable schemers and extremists,” The 
article proceeds: 

“Nothing could be so fatal to the prospects of his 
renomination as such a state of things. For these 
men cannot be accepted as the fair exponents of tho 

arty. They are known to be ambitious, single- 
barreled demagogues.”” 

That is the language of the Administration 
organ in the city of Omaha, and that is what 


the editor says of the leading, controlling spirits | 


in the movement that is so dear to his heart. 
He says: 


“They are known to be ambitious, single-barreled 
demagogues, neither great men nor especially 
patriots—with, perhaps, a couple of exceptions,” 

“He does not specify the exceptions among 
his brethren here: 

“They are men with whom Prosident Grant can 


have naturally very little sympathy, for he is one of ; 


those wisely conservative men whose whole history 
shows that he believes neither in hasty nor extreme 


action, but in that which is safe and well considered. | 


On the other hand —- is a boisterous, reck- 
less, prejudiced extremist, whose counsels it would, 
in nine cases out of ten, be quite unsafe to follow. 
“Tf, instead of such men as have hitherto forced 
themselves into that position, the President would 
call about him as advisers the able and truer and 
tried men of the party, those representative of the 
great popular conservative sentiment of the coun- 


try nothing could prevent his triumphal reélection.”’ | 


` That is the position taken by the organ of 
the Administration in the State which Iin part 
represent, and it is an utter repudiation of the 
leaders here, saying substantially that unless 
President Grant can shake off these men he is 
gone. I wish Senators to understand what the 
editors of the country, their own friends, think 
of the position in which they put themselves 
here when they undertake to teach the people 
that ‘all is lovely,” and that they are certain 
of a future triumph, f 

Further, the Chronicle, of this city, within 
a few days past published an article on the 
subject of the collector of customs in the city 
of Philadelphia having resigned that position, 
and says that— : 

ci He?— 

Meaning Colonel Forney— 
“feels that it is time to ery ‘halt!’ once more to 
the desperate men who are trying to use the name 
of General Grant to keep them in or help them to 
office. : 

He feels that these men who are trying to 
keep in office and clinging ‘to General Grant 


are ruining the General, and therefore he pro- | 


poses to ery “‘halt.’’ Then after he has Jost 
all the friends who are in office, as one editor 
says, and then has lost all who are trying to 
get in, he will be strong, when his friends are 
gone, and he will be reélected ! 

The honorable Senator from Indiana did not 
call our attention to the Indianapolis Journal. 
The Indianapolis Journal I have always under- 
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stood to be a stanch. Republican paper, pub- 
lished in the city of Indianapolis, the residence 
of the Senator. That. paper not long since 
expressed its strong preference for the renom- 


-ination of General Grant, but in the light of 


recent developments it sees 
this important proviso: 

“ Quite a number of Indiana papers have spoken 
favorably of Mr. Colfax’s candidacy for the Pres- 
idency. For him it is claimed that he would have 
more friends and supporters among the disaffected 
elements of the Republican party than any one who 
hasbeennamed. ‘Thefriends of TRUMBULL, SCHURZ, 
Sumner, LOGAN, FENTON, and Greeley would, it is 
said, all cordially unite in his support, and it is 
becoming a serious question whether Grant or any 
other man can be elected in spite of their opposition. 
It is also urged that ever since the death of Mr. 
Lincoln the Republican party has been divided, and 
that the renomination of Grant would not be likely 
to heal our dissensions.” 


Then, sir, I find also an article on that re- 


proper to make 


; markably harmonious brotherhood, taken from 
| a Republican paper in the State of Lowa, the 


Marshall (Iowa) Times, which, in canvassing 
the grounds for the presentation of that popular 
Iowan, James F. Wilson, for the first place on 
the ticket, acknowledges a preference for Gen- 
eral Grant, but thinks that it would be the 
part of wisdom to put this choice aside if his 
renomination worked peril to the Republican 
party. Itsays: 

‘The first. question, then, is, can we succeed with 
President Grant? It would be folly to dony that 
there are considerable elements in the Republican 
party that are dissatisfied with the Administration, 
and tosuch an extent that they have already called 
a Liberal Republican convention, and should that 
convention nominate some such man as TRUMBULL, 
WIuson, or Davis, it would not be at all strange 
if, under the watch-words of ‘reform,’ ‘revenue,’ 
‘tariff’ &c¢.—the common slogans of a party—they 
might not succeed. The work of the Republican 
party should be to place such a man in nomina- 
tion as will hold the greatest number possible in 
the party, instead of driving over more. As we 
have said, if we can hold as many Republicans with 
Grant as any other man, then we say Grant, if not, 
not. Itisaplain ease. Wecannot ignore the fact 
that the Germans are a large and powerful element 
in the Republican party, and that as a class they are 
as patriotic and country-loving as the natives them- 
selves. Weknow that theirsympathies are with the 
great representative man—and, by the way, he is à 
man they need not be ashamed of, for he is the peer 
of any man in the nation. Caru Scuurz will not 
support Grant, for he has said so., Here goes the 
great German vote of America against us. Illinois, 
whose Legislature passed a resolution indorsing the 
one-term rule, is another unfavorable symptom for 
Grant, for those favoring the one-term rule are only 
using it to defeat Grant.” 


That is the evidence of harmony that comes 
up from the State of Iowa, when they canvass 
the present condition of affairs and the ter- 
rible extremity of the party. . 

I hold in my hand also. a leader from the 
Providence Press, which I understand to be 
a Republican paper in the State of Rhode 
Island, in which the editor says: 


‘General Grant has been in the hands of thieves 
and swindlers, and is still in the same position. 


These corrupt villains have managed not only to- 


control by their influence the appointments, but 


| have put the thumb-screws on some of the Secre- 


taries who are the President’s advisers; and, still 
not content, haye evidently obtained such an influ- 
ence over 2 majority of the Administration Sena- 
tors as to make them fly to the protection and cover 
of these cormorants when their thieving trade is in 
danger of exposure. We expressed the sentiments 
of all honest Republicans, and our peoplegenerally, 
at the time when an investigating committee was 
moved by Senator TRUMRULL. His motion had the 


| same effect as the explosion of a bomb-shell in the 


Senate, atthe White House, and in office-holding 
cireles in New York. The Administration Senators 
ran hurriedly to their caucus council and confessed 
their weakness in the vote to table the proposition 
of Mr. TRUMBULL, and thus prevent investigation. 
hen came the unparliamentary and disgraceful 
dodge of appointing a committee suited to the sitn- 
ation of affairs, Messrs. TRUMBULL and Scuurz not 
being named uponit. That investigating commit- 
tee are making trouble forthering. They are send- 
ing distress into the bosoms of certain Administra- 
tion leadersin the Senate and House, and they are 
profoundly disturbing the Cabinet and General 
Grant himself. The people are getting their eyes 
open to the fact that our national affairs have be- 
come corrupt, and that a “ring ’ has control of nearly 
every department.” __ - 


I have any amount of such comments as 


those before me from the very papers that are ! 


appealed to by these men; and are brought: in 
proof here of the popularity of their candidate 
and the soundness of their cause to-day. 


‘Now, sir, I desire to say distinctly to the 
honorable Senator from Indiana that I have 
been of the opinion for some time that one of 
the difficulties in the way of his contemplated 
success is that the people of this country have 
looked into this Chamber, and they have come 
to the conclusion that there‘is established here 
to all intents and purposes a tyranny over the 
opinions, the freedom,: and the rights of the 
men they have sent here to represent them; 
and I shall address myself to that subject fora 
short time for the purpose of proving to his 
complete satisfaction and the satisfaction of 
the Senate and the country that that conclu- 
sion, to a very alarming and disgraceful extent, 
is true. ` ; 

On the 5th day of March, 1869, the first bill 
offered in the Senate was one for the repeal of 
the law ‘‘ regulating the tenure of certain civil 
offices.”’ By that law the right of the Senate 
was declared to exercise control in removals 
from as well as. appointments to office; but 
the. self-constituted friends of the President 
sought the repeal of the law, so that he might 
remove independent of the Senate. ‘This bill 
for repeal was presented on the first day after 
the inauguration of President Grant, and the 
subject came up for action in the Senate on 
the 16th of March, 1869, being twelve days 
after the inauguration. Up to this time there 
had been no discussion in the Senate indicat- 
ing opposition to the President. oo 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL} 
moved to take up House bill No. 3, of the 
same character with Senate bill No. 1, stating 
that the Committee on the Judiciary proposed 
an amendment to strike out the word “‘re- 
peated”? and insert ‘‘ suspended till the next 
session of Congress.’’ 

On this proposition adebate ensued, in which 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] said: 

“The proposition made by the committee, I re- 
poat, is indorsed upon its back. by the words ‘dis- 
trust,’ ‘trial,’ and ‘ probation ;’ and although it was 
not so intended, although it was presented by an 
able committee in this Senate, than which there is 
none abler, it is scarcely less than offering an indig- 
nity to the President of the United States.” 

Senator Yars, of Illinois, said: 

“Iam not in favor of any mere suspension of this 

$2? k %* * x * * * ko * 

“That itself, as has been well remarked by tho 


Senator from Indiana, is a proclamation of distrust.” 
+  & & 8 &. & & & &  & 


“Sir, Tecan only, I might. say express my abhor- 
rence of the distrust which is arising toward the 
administration of the President of the United States, 
even before there is the first suspicion of dishonesty 


OF improper.conduct on the part ofthat Administra- 
ion. : 


Again he said: 
ageing, the President that it shal be sanitation 
ciple.” 

Other Senators followed in the same strain, 
indicating plainly that non-concurrence tn the 
views of a few assumed leaders would cause 
the dissenting Senators to be branded before 
the President as his enemies, who are showing 
their ‘distrust’? of him by attempting to place 
him ‘on trial, on probation; and would 
reveal to him’ his true friends filled with 
‘t abhorrence” atthe “indignity offered him.” 
On that day, then and there, was distinctly 
marked out the line of conduct to be followed 
up toward Senators who should be tardy in 
granting the demands of the President, made 
in person or by proxy. 

ut the manly, independent sentiment of 
true representatives of States and Constitu- 
tion, found utterance in the words of Senators 
Howard and Fessenden. Mr. Fessenden said: 

“T do not consid at í an i 
tosay thatthe as ra pond erates 


tion upon tho President or an expressi dis 
of the President. Z PA eee 
I think the day has gone by when with good 
taste we here in the Sonate should think it neces- 
sary to be continually slavering the President, and 
talking about his victories and his battles, and all 
that sort of thing.” oe 
I think, sir, that we: should ‘Have some respect 
for ourselves, and when a‘raatter of legislation is 
proposed affecting ihe gréat interestacf this coun- 
ry, we, as Senators, should look not toa coërdinate 


t 
lt branch of the Government to inquire what our duties 


è 
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are, but look to those duties themselves, to what the 
interests of the country require; and even if we feel 
called upon to do something that may, be disagree- 
able to the Chief Magistrate of the nation, much as 
we respect, and much as the people love him, that is 
the misfortune of our condition, but our duty is to 
do it, and not to inquire whether the President is a 
‘man vory much beloved or ortherwise, but'to do our 
‘duty here in relation to that matter, as to all others.” 

Whoever remembers—and we: all remem- 
‘ber—the purity of taste and propriety of diction, 
the princely bearing, and dignified courtesy 
that invariably attended this lamented Senator, 
will infer the great provocation that caused 
him to. designate the course of the active Sen- 
ators as.‘ slavering.” 

Mr. Howard said: 

“For myself I must protest against the imputa- 
tion, so often thrown out by the honorable Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. Morton] and by the honorable 
Senator from Tilinois, (Mr. Yates,) that those of us 
who do not favor the absolute repeal of the tenure- 
of-office act, or its suspension even, show a want of 
confidence in the present Executive of the United 
States. Sir, there is no foundation for this. 

“Let me say here that neither the present Exec- 
utive nor any other human being shall ever cause 
meto swervea hair’s breath from that line of legisla- 
tive duty which I feel resting uponme. Ihave not 
been taught, and I will never learn the lesson, God 
helping me, to 

“**Orook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
Where thrift may follow fawning.’” 

That was the quotation made by Senator 
Howard on that day. When it was attempted 
in this Senate to brand him as unworthy of the 
confidence of the President of the United 
States if he undertook to legislate on any ques- 
tion that had not been cut and dried for him, 
he declared that whatever other Senators might 
do, he would never 

‘Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
Where thrift may follow fawning.” 

Worthy words! Worthy to be inscribed on 
any monument that shall hereafter be reared 
to the name and to perpetuate the memory of 
so high-toned and independent an American 
Senator, 

It is, then, very evident that the impression 
was made in the Senate, so early as the second 
week of this presidential term, that there was 
an effort made to have Senators remember 
that difference of opinion could be charged up 
against them at the White House, and the 
safest course of action was to take their polit- 
ical pabulum straight, ‘‘ asking no questions for 
conscience sake.” Often, on occasions since, 
when it has been deemed important to prevent 
investigation or silence out-spoken Senators, 
the same line of defense has been adopted, as 
in the case of Davia Hatch, of Connecticut. 

A Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ferry] 
presented, the petition of Davis Hatch, who 
alleged that he had been imprisoned in San 
Domingo, and: held there’ in. durance-vile, so 
that he could not return to the’ United States 
and operate against the San Domingo treaty. 
But inasmuch as he charged that General Bab- 
cock, who negotiated the treaty for the Pres- 
ident, wag accessory to his detention, the 
ground was at once taken in the Senate that 
to investigate the case of this persecuted Amer- 


ican citizen was an ‘‘indirect way of assailing | 


the President or any person who has been 
connected with the negotiation.’ To this 
allegation I myself replied as follows, (see 
Globe, part five, second session Forty-First 
Congress, page 4200:) 

“I do not feel that itis a legitimate mode of dis- 
cussion among Senators to intimate that our action 
is tọ be construed- at all by anybody as against 
the President of the United States. Ido not think 
it is fair or legitimate; but I do think when a 
Senator stands here, and, upon his honor as a Sen- 
ator, asks. an investigation in behalf of a citizen 
whose reputation he pledges is as pure as:-hisown, it 
is not my business to ask where this investigation is 
to bring up; itis to hear my fellow-Senator and to 
accede to his request.” = ee 

And so this became.a very popular mode of 
degrading certain Senators in the eyes of the 
Executive, and of publishing the fidelity of 
the ever-faithful informer. Se i 

_How many Senators have been forced into 
silence, how many driven from the post of 
duty, or how many may have repented and 


received absolution on account of this ever: 
ready instrument of attack and torture, I can- 
not- say į but the inference is that it has met 
the most sanguine expectations of its inventors 
and patentees, from the fact that very recently, 
when frauds were to be exposed by the ap- 
pointment of a Committee on Retrenchment 
and Reform, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Morron] proclaimed with terrible solemnity 
and thrilling sorrow— j 

“Tam not mistaken about the whole drift of this 
debate. It has been toshow that there is corruption 
existing under this Administration, and gross cor- 
ruption.” 

From all this it is evident that the mode of 
chastisement is still:to be followed to the end 
ofthe term. Iknow itis not desirable to have 
your constituents perpetually warned that you 
are refusing to sleep with the President; but I 
do know that mine would give the lie direct 
to any man who should affirm that I would 
barter their interests or-my own honor for the 
beggarly crumbs of executive favor. 

From the subsequent course of the Presi- 
dent, there is no doubt but that he passed 
under the influence of these mercenary ap- 
peals and stood ready to visit political punish- 
ment upon ail men who doubted his immacu- 
late infallibility.. Fearing that this first mode 
of intimidation might-lose its influence upon 
Senators who supposed themselves under some 
obligations to their States and the United 
States Constitution, as.well ag to the Presi- 
dent, a new rule of authority was adopted, 
namely, informing our constituents that Dem- 
ocrats were voting with us. 

And when was this adopted?) And why was 
it adopted? It was adopted as soon as the 
discovery was made that the President’s body 
guard intended to make the first object of their 
reconstruction laws the perpetuation in power 
of the Republican party of the South, then in 
the hands of the carpet-baggers and newly en- 
franchished negroes, while liberal Republicans 
declared their object to reeonstruct in such a 
manner ag to restore every State to all the 
powers allowed any one State under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and to leave all 
political parties free to occupy only such posi- 
tions as the people should assign them. Ex- 
clusive, specral: political action was defended 
by all the extreme Radicals, and was opposed 
by all the liberal, independent Republicans and 
Democrats. Hence the foolish charge of 
alliance with Democrats only because Demo- 
crats refused to sustain their positions. 

Another instrumentality which was expected 
to complete the.work of subjugating independ- 
ent. senatorial action was the party caucus, 
invoked sometimes to initiate measures, and 
again to terminate action in the Senate when 
the reins of power and direction. had been 
snatched by unhallowed hands from the grasp 
of audacious self-constituted control. In one 
memorable instance, that.of deposing the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Sum- 
neR,] the cool infamy of the system had a 
most degrading triumph. 

From the caucus expression as published in 
the papers the Senator's friends were only six 
in the minority on a Republican count; which 
showed plainly, as many thought, that in open 
Senate they would be in the majority by the 
aecession of the Democratic vote. There was 
then no doubt but he would be sustained, for 
the Senate was in his favor. 
Republicans were called on to submit, not to 
the will of the Senate, but to the will of a party 
caucus, and vote against their convictions, or, 
asa minority of the party, sit dumb -at their 
desks and allow a majority: of their associates 
to vote down the Democrats ard strike down 
the'man who had fallen under the ban of the 
Executive and the delicate displeasure of the 
festive Secretary of State. Having cast twenty- 


one votes in the caucus in favor of Mr, Sum- | 
NER’s retention on his committee, they tried | 


their strength in the ‘Senate, sustained by ten 
Democrats, and could only raise inall sixteen 


But all good | 


| sachusetts [Mr. Sumner] said :. Be 


votes. The demoralizing influonce of the cau- 
cus is best illustrated by the words of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Sherman :] “= es 


“I do here repeat what I havesaid in other places 
that I regard this change as unjustifiable, as impol- 
itic, as unnecessary, and. that no reason has: been 
given which ought, in my judgment, to induce:the 
change. I feel it necessary, for my own ‘personal 
consistency, to say-that while I shall vote to confirm 
the report, which displaces the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts from the-Committee on Foreign. Relations, 
yet after a full consideration, and hearing all tho 
arguments that have been made, pro and con, there 
is no reason which in. my. judgment should: have 
induced the majority to make this change.” : 


Finally he said: 


“ Therefore, sir, while I feel bound to utter my 
opinion that this is an unwise proceeding, made 
without sufficient cause; yet, in my judgment, it 
ought not to be debated here. It is settled.’ : 


So, then, though ‘‘ unjustifiable,” ‘ impoli- 
tic,” and “unnecessary,” and “‘ without rea- 
son’? and ‘unwise,’’ he would sustain the act 
because ‘‘it had been settled.” Where. set- 
tled? In a party caucus, thereby showing 
that the United States Senate could not unset- 
tle the higher decisions of a party caucus. In 
the caucus where this settlement was effected 
I entered my protest and said I would reserve 
my vote and voice to be used in the Senate in 
giving expression to the indignation of my con- 
stituents against the act. wes 

Tn a recent debate in the Senate the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois [Mr. Locan] gave 
vent to his indignation at the tyranny of the 
party caucus in the following strain : 


“By calling your little meetings and. seeking ‘to 
direct everybody, no man can be an independent 
man in this Senate. Why, sir? If he gets out of 
the traces the least bit, according to a certain few, 
you call a caucus on him, [laughter;] you will settle 
him at once. Then you willsend it out to the coun- 
try that ho is not obeying the dictates of a Repub- 
lican caucus—a caucus about what? A caucus to 
advance the interests of the country? No, sir, but 
a caucus to advance the interests of individuals and 
to strike down others; and if a man refuses to vote 
as you direct he is counted out. Imust admit that 
there are not very many gentlemen who like to jump 
against acaucus.- I have always been strange in my 
notions, and especially in mot doing what others try 
to force me to do; and I say to you now that I shall 
vote for the resolutions again in this Senateif they 
are offered, irrespective of caucuses or anything else, 
because I think it is right. ee 

“But to run a party you must havea caucus, If 
some Senator does not vote for a resolution that 
some other Senator offers you are to call a caucus. 
If he votes against something that somebody else 
has offered, call a caucus and settle him by your 
caucus, Itreminds me a good deal of.school-boys 
playing marbles, and some chap in ‘the crowd hap- 
pens to strike what they call the ‘middle’ man’ a 
little more centrally than the rest, and they. get to- 
gether and read him out of the game, and take his 
marbles and play at the game themselyes. [Laugh- 
ter.] ‘Chis is what you call honest political action, 
and every man who does not come up to the mark 
must be read out, and I am one of them.” .., 


On the same occasion the Senator from Mas- 


“ Allow me to make one remark before this debate 
closes, if it ever shall close. Something bas been 
said about senatorial caucuses. Now, I shall make 


| no revelation, but I shall repeat what for ten years 


I have said in this Chamber as often as occasion 
allowed. A senatorial caucus is simply a conven- 
ience. Itisin no respect an obligation on anybody. 
To hold that it is, is infinitely absurd and uneonsti- 
tutional. I mean what I say. It is infinitely absurd 
and unconstitutional. We are all under the obliga- 
tion of an oath as Senators obliged to transact the 
public business under the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Wehave no right to desert this Cham- 
ber and go into a secret conclave and there dispose 
ofthe public business. I say it isabsurd and un- 
constitutional to pretend that you have. 

“T make a great, broad, clean distinction between 
a nominating convention outside, or a caucus out- 
side and a senatorial caucus. A nominating con- 
vention or a caucus outside is held in the light of 
day; it_is open; there are reporters present; Jt-is 
under the direct eye of the people. I think that all, 
patriot citizens are beginning to recognize that even 
that is a very questionable form of proceeding, and 
I know. that there are many who are looking about 
anxiously for some way in_which. tó supersede it. 
But there is an immense difference between such an 
assembly and a senatorial. caucus The senatorial 
caucus is secret; it is confidential, if:you please; it 
has no reporters present; it is notin the light of 
day. Why,sir, to take the public business from this 
Chamber and carry it into such a caucus, is ade- 
fiance of reason. and..of the best principles of gov- 
ernment. A Senator has no right to abdicate his 
duties here in this Chamber. He has no right to-s¢ 
into a secret.chamber and there constrain himselfin 
regard to the public business. i ee 

“ What E say now Ido not say for the first time in 
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this Chamber. I have said it before, and whon I 
have'said it I have been answered by as able a Sen- 
ator as any who sat herein ourday. Ho isnolonger 
how among the living. Imean thelate Senator from 
Maine, (Mr. Fessonden,) who differed from me onthe 
question. The Globe will show what he said and 
what L:said,; now many years ago. Therefore, in 
making ‘this protest, Tsay nothing new, but Ido it 
now. under a profound sense of duty. Sir, Lam one 
of the.oldest members of the Republican party; in 
some measures l am one of its founders; I am the 
oldest Senator in service here; and I bear my testi- 
mony now as a member of the Republican party and 
as a Senator against the pretension which is set up 
that a senatorial caucus can exercise any constraint 
or olMigation with regard to public business. It is 
nothing but a convenience—that is all; and any one 
who goes further and insists that it is an obligation 
runs against the Constitution of his country.” 

I hold a senatorial caucus in as perfect con- 
tempt as any man, when it attempts to send 
Senators out of it with sealed lips, fettered 
hands, and craven souls, to look their con- 
stituents in the face, and say, as the Senator 
from Ohio did, ‘‘though unjustifiable without 
reason, impolitic, and unnecessary, I will 
nevertheless do it, because a caucus has settled 
it? For holding this doctrine, and abandon- 
ing the system, I have to be denounced as an 
unworthy Republican, and assume the proud 
title of independent Republican. I remember, 
however, that in electing my present colleague 
to the Senate our party at home set aside the 
party caucus and went into open house and 
senate in joint convention, and received all 
votes possible, both Republican and Demo- 
cratie. ; 

I believe with the bold, independent Gov- 
ernor of Missouri, that— 

“They who would erect a despotism within the 
party will not be loth to erect a despotism within 
the nation, if only public thought can be once suffi- 
ciently demoralized and subdued.’” 


These representatives of the President in the 
Senate seemed to appreciate the true demands 
of a military leader. His orders were to be 
implicitely obeyed. Hence voting against any- 
thing they, or he in person, demanded, was 
party treason, and merited a political execu- 
tion! They were circumscribed in power and 
could only report men to their constituents as 
refusing to obey the divine caucus, or inveigh- 
ing against the President, or holding views 
on questions of no party complexion such 
as were entertained by Democrats, or they 
could depose men from prominent places on 
committees. But the President was more 
powerful and could reward the faithful with fat 
offices for their friends, and remove the friends 
of the unruly and reject their applications. He 
could go further, and sit in judgment on the 
actions of Senators at home, in the States, and 


read them out of the party, as if he, forsooth,” 


had ever belonged to the Republican party 
himself! 

I shall not call your attention to the special 
history of States on this subject, for I have 
alluded to that on some other occasions; but 
when Senators stand here and tell me that they 
expect with so much celerity and with such 
ease to place again in the presidential chair 
their favorite who occupies it to-day, I want 
them to understand that the people will settle 
with them, and will settle with him indirectly 
when they settle with them, forthe manner in 
which by the power of the caucus and by the 
positions they have assumed in this Chamber 
they have undertaken to restrain and curb and 
trample upon and punish men forthe utterance 
of independent republican thoughts, that be- 
longed as much to me as to the President of 
the United States, as much to the humblest 
Senator here as to the honorable Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, belonging to all of 
us, and no man being permitted to question 
our sentiments uttered here under our oaths of 
office and in the presence of our constituents. 

And now, Mr. President, I will say what I 
presume is understood; I will say what is 
proven by the leading papers of the Repub- 
lican party, that our great error, while we were 
responsible for. reconstructing the southern 


States, our great national error was this: we- 


and.use the instrumentalify.of the Army spe- 
cially, and we must reconstruct so, if possible, 
as that the political power shall be manipulated 
by us for the good.of the-party, and of course 
of the country. Under these circumstances, 
then, it was thought at that time that it would 
not do to let any man have a view ona ques- 
tion of this kind unless it came through : the 
Committee on Reconstruction, and hence lib- 
erality of action could not be, as the majority 
seemed to think, entertained on a question of 
that. character. 

Then there was another trouble. The office- 
holders sent to the South to take charge of all 
these States were our political brethren pro- 
fessedly. Now, we all know that many of 
them have. proven. most consummate scoun- 
drels.and political thieves and vagabonds; but 
inasmuch as we had appointed them and were 
responsible for them, it would not do to invoke 
an investigation any more than to investigate 
to-day, but we must cover upas far as possi- 
ble for the purpose of saving ourselves from 
political national discredit and disgrace;. and 
then they began to.be emboldened, and then 
they came here and made application forlegia- 
lation.. They came here’ and demanded. that 
we should stand by them, for if we did. not 
political power would be lost. And the Senate 
divided upon that question. There were those 
undoubtedly who thought it was better to use 
political power in such a way as to inure to the 
benefit.of the party and produce more power. 
There were others who declared that the first 
duty of a legislator must necessarily be to 
legislate under the Constitution alike for all 
men, andifin that legislation and under that 
legislation the triumph of one party over 
another took place, it was what from the 
nature of things must be expected. Reverses 
must be expected, and we must not make our- 
selves parties to national crime and national 
perfidy. | 

When-the rule was settled that there should 
not be any examinations that would implicate 
the President or his special pets in jobs, or 
any kind-of political corruption in national 
polities, they found at once that they would 
have to east the vail of secrecy also over party 
frauds and complications in the several States, 
especially in the reconstructed States. And 
how deep this determination had become is 
proven by the resistance offered against invest- 
igating the San Domingo case, in which they 
feared to allow the American citizen Hatch 
a hearing as to his cruel imprisonment; and 
the manner recently in which they stubbornly 
fought the resolution of the Senator from Hli- 
nois [Mr. TRUMBULL] to investigate frauds in 


i Which the President’s pet, Tom Murphy, was 
‘involved, never yielding an inch until the 


public press lashed them into submission. I 
must be allowed to quote the spirit of the rule 
of secrecy laid down by the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania. [ Mr. Cameron] in the San. 
Domingo case. 

In the Globe, part five, second session Forty- 


First Congress, page 4200, that: Senator. said: 


“T think one of the greatest weaknesses of this 


: Republican party of ours is thatwe are always try- 
| ing to find out faults among ourselves. We should 


leave that to our political opponents.” 


they could not order and carry an investigation 
in many years; and if they should be allowed 
to make a minority report from a committee, 
how easy it would be to denounce itas “ Dem- 
ocratie lies?” ean 
This. system of perpetual incubation, with- 
out ever arising to discover whethér they were 
hatching geese or scorpions, involved. the dan- 
ger of their being poisoned to death, to the 
great detriment and disgrace of the Republican 
party. But no description of senatorial inqui- 
sition and discipline, whether of the caucus.or 
open Senate, would. be complete without the 
picture of it drawn by the Senator from Massa- 


must necessarily reconstruct accoxding to law, ii chusetts, [Mr. Witson.] Iread from the Globe, 


Forty-Second Congress, first session, pages 42 
and. 43:0 -- > ; 

“Tsay to my political friends I do not belong to 
this party of discipline. ou cannot disciplino the 
Republican party. You may try it if you please, gen- 
tlemen. The Republican party camo into being 
against discipline, against all sorts of overriding and 
crushing influences. It was itself a protest against 
party discipline and party domination. It was a 
pledge of personal independence, of free thought, 
and of manhood... Weare living in an sgo of inde- 
pendent journals. Nearly all the great leading 
organs that represent our ideas and support our pol- 
iey claim to be, and are, independent journals. They 
criticise their political friends, and sometimes more 
sharply than they do their political enemies. Woe 
are living in atime when men think for themselves, 
a time of individuality, when party ties are easily 
sundered. The great body of the Republican party 
of the country, the men that brought this Admin- 
istration into power, who carried it on their broad 
shoulders, and must uphold it if it is upheld at all, 
and will bear the Republican flag to victory two 
years hence, if.it is borne to victory, are the inde- 
pendent, free-thinking men who have some personal 
independence, some dignity, and some manhood.” 


Then the honorable Senator proceeded : 


“We hear something about discipliningmen. We 
have-a-classof politicians who have an idea that if 
they can shew the scalps of their political friends 
they are-‘mighty war chiefs.” 

That is a passage which might be rean- 
nounced in the words of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts to ‘these gentlemen in 
their hours of arrogance, that we have here a 
class of politicians who have the idea that if 
they can show the scalps of their political 
friends they are mighty war chiefs. 

“ There are certain gentlomen”’— 

Says he— ; 

“There are certain gentlemen whose only trophies 
are the scalps of their political friends, and who con- 
trive somehow by their discipline to discipline their 
party out of power.” 

That is the view held by the journals which 
T have been quoting: 

“ Better allow freedom of thought, word, and act, 
and hold large masses of independent men to your 
standard. My advice to that class of politicians is 
to give up the idea of party discipline, and lay down 
principles, and:ideas, and policies, to appeal to the 
manhood and the noble sentiments of the people.” 

Then he concluded his remarks by saying: 

“Before you attempt this plan of disciplining 
Senators, of putting men down for this thing, that, 
or the other, my advice'to you is to close up your 
ranks, rectify your mistakes, and stand unitedly 
before the country. Remember that victory clings 
to unity.” 

These noble utterances were worthy of a 
Senator from Massachusetts, and form a 
respectable appendix to the immortal words 
of Webster : 

“*Matches and. over-matches,’. These terms are 
more applicable elséwhere than here, and fitter for 
other assemblies than this. Sir, the gentleman seems 
to forget where and what we are. This is a Senate; 
a Senate of equals; of men of individual honor and 
personal character, apd of absolute independence, 
We know no masters; we acknowledge no dictators. 
This is a Hall for mutual consultation, not an arena 
for the exhibition of champions ”— 

Nor, asthe honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts of to-day would have it, an arena for 
the exhibition of political scalps. 

This picture from a. Senator so devoted to 
the fortunes of General Grant, so reluctant to 
criticise. any man where a charitable concla- 
sion can be reached, is to be regarded as a 
withering denunciation extorted where hold- 
ing back would have been criminal and self- 


: a ha | degrading. 
But if left to political opponents in the Sen- | 
| ate they are so hopelessly in a minority that | 


‘The case is made; the proofs are conclusive 
that a systematic and persistent effort has 
been made to coerce obedience in the Senate 
to the will and wish of one man, the President 
of the United States, 

I wish to sustain a law, but they declare my 
act is a proclamation of distrust of the Pres- 
ident.” wish to protect the rights of an 
American citizen; bub they declare my act 
is ‘‘assailing the President.” I ask an in- 
vestigation into. Government frauds, and 
they declare ‘“this is an attack on the Admin- 
istration,’ n 

Thus yielding to the Presidéent’s military 
assumptions they see him in law asin a mili- 
tary order. They see him in the act of an 
agent in San Domingo, and as the many- 
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handed manipulator of contracts, jobs, and 
olitical tricks in the custom-house at New 
ork; and at every advance we make the 
whole nation hears them exclaim, ‘‘ Strike at: 
your peril, for that is the President,” . They’ 
have Tené all this because they Were- tender of 
hig interests. He has been thankful for their 
services, and sustained them in all things. 

Mr. President, these honorable gentlemen. 
are too sensitive, If I wereto speak of a re-. 
ceiver appointed by a court, they would charge 
that I meant that the President. was a receiver. 
If I should speak of aman who‘ spoke horse: 
language” they would make the same charge, | 
while | would only. be quoting from the Eng: ’ 
lish Dance of Death. The quotation runs thus: 

“Sam Jehu. was, ’tissaid, well known 

As the best whip about thetown; > o 
His father had been proud of thrividg,, 
But Sam was proud of naught but driving.” 
a 8 k + d CA oe 
“To-day he drove his matchless grays, 
To-morrow his-fast-trotting bays; 
And, in the way of common hacks, 
Tle had a famous set of blacks. 
He knew horse-language to the letter, 
Not Gulliver could speak it better; } 
Could swear, drink drams, and chew a quid, 
Proud to do all that coachmen did. 
And ealmly did his teeth displace, 
That he might spit with better grace; 
Delighted that no one could scan 
He had been bred a gentleman. 
And as he drove his steeds along, 
This was the burden of his song: 
“When house and lands are gone and 
Driving will be most excellent; 
And when all other fortunes fail, : 
Thank Heaven, I can driyo a mail.’ ” 

Now, Mr. President; these sensitive gentle- 
men are alarmed even at a poetic quotation 
from so old a writer as the author of ‘‘the 
English dance of death,” ‘‘The king can do 
no wrong,’ is an old maxim of tyrauny; but 
I believe it never extended to the acts of his 
subjects, until under this Administration, or 
assumed to punish for want of fealty and affec- 
tion to them. 

The fond child exclaims, ‘‘Love me, love 
my dog,’’ while the President changes the 
pertinent: quotation—‘‘ Love me, love my sat- 
ellites;’? while the disciplinarians shout, *‘ Let 
it be done as pleaseth the king.” J 

I will not do them the delightful service of 
leaving this allegation without ample proof. 

In the celebrated war waged upon the senior 
Senator ftom Massachusetts, in order to sub- 
serve the interests of the San Domingo in- 
iquity, while the country knew perfectly well 
why he was attacked with such political mal- 
ice, the leaders in the Senate determined to 
rest their case on the most impregnable found- 
ation. _ And hence they set forth as their cause 
of justification the charge that the honorable 
Senator [ Mr. SUMNER] was not on. terms of per- 
sonal friendship with the Secretary of State. 
But the Senator proved that he had declared 
himself ready and willing ‘to meet that Secre~ 
tary.of the President, and discuss with him all 
questions of public interest. Nevertheless 
they pressed the point that the fact of a want 
of personal cordiality was ground sufficient for 
his rejection from the place he had so long 
adorned, to the honor of his State and the glory 
of his nation. When the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Hows] had asked bim whether he 
wag on friendly relations with the Secretary 
of State, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] 
said: ` 


spent, 


“My friend from Massachusetts would not say | 


that, because heisa truthful man. Then, I assert 
the fact is patent. The reason is given with the j 
change.” 

Bnt the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] 
said: 

“ Mr. President, areyou not qualified orcompetent 
to perform your duties as a Senator because.you are 
not on good personal relations with some member 
of the Cabinet? If not, your constituents should 
be informed that you are not, and that you cannot 
therefore be a chairman of a committee of the Sen- 
ate, and they should ask you to resign, that they may 
elect somebody who is on good terms with all these 
gentlemen, somebody that may be invited to dinner 
parties and between whom and all the members of 


the Cabinet the best personal relations may exist. 
Ido not believe in that theory.” 


that: fell upon the Senate that day, bat the 
shadow of his shadow, that of the Secretary, 
the high clerk of the President. Humili- 
ated Massachusetts had to behold the gar- 
lands plucked from the brow-of heridol and 
cast at the feet of the President’s clerk, to 
atone for a want of cordial relations between 
her Senator and acitizenof New-York! There 
was atime: in the early days of the Republic 
when a President dared not obtrude his power 
or will or wish upon the Senate in any such 
offensive manner, when States stood. here. in 
the persons of their Senators ; but since States 
are superseded, and delegates to a national 
political convention are enthroned, the whim 
of the master becomes the law of the whim- 
sical subject. 

An honest, humble, faithful man, a route- 
agent on the Union Pacific railroad in Ne- 
braska, was expressing his preference for a 
Gistinguished citizen of that State who aspired 
to tlie Senate in place of a Senator who was so 
subservient to the demands of the President. 
The Postmaster General ordcred a letter to be 
written him, stating that the Senator was his 
personal and political friend, and he could not 
allow one who was receiving the patronage of 
the Government to denounce the Senator. 
Feeling that a poor man ought to have some 
rights that a Postmaster General might respect, 
he as an American voter continued to use his 
powers of speech, and soon received another 
document announcing that his services were 
no longer needed. : 

So the office-holders of the West were in- 


relations?” was of general application. Here, 
then, is evidence that Senate and Cabinet 
concur in punishing freedom of speech and 
action, regardless of the elevation or humility 
of the subject. Will the honest, independent 
members of the Republican ‘party allow men 
to be stricken down in the assertion of their 
privileges and manhood? Is there a man be- 
hind the plow, or the counter, in the shop 


authority assumed over himself? If there is 
no redress let the collar become the badge of 
the party, and the. crown the symbol of the 
Executive. i 

The subserviency of the majority to the will 
of the President, and the hearty coöperation 
of the President in all the partisan schemes 
of these leaders, emboldened the corrupt car- 
pet-baggers and designing tricksters and igno- 
rant freedmen to do and dare whatever cupidity 
and avarice dictated. 

In this confidence came the State of Geor- 
gia to Congress, through her Governor and 
other State officers, after she had been re- 
admitted to the Union for two years, and im- 
plored Congress to declare the previous two 
years under the constitution of the State only 
| ag a provisional term, and allow the officers to 
hold on through another term without any new 
election by the people, because the political 
tide was turning against them. They had, 
under cover of law and legislation, robbed 
the people and squandered the resources of 
the State till all was going dewn in one com- 
mon wreck. 

s Allow us to violate the plain, undoubted 
provisions of our constitution, or the people 
will rise in their majesty and sweep us from 
power, and your Republican party will suffer 
the defeat,” was in substance the villainous 
demand. Men nearest the President fought 
their battle, and only after one of the most 
bitter contests on record were the independent 


Republicans and Democrats able} with the aid | 


of a few others, to defeat their assumptions 
and save for an hour the honor of Congress. 


Had we not made a vigorous fight, they | 
Only baffled, and ! 


would have succeeded. 
relying onthe President and his special fol- 
lowers, theyreturned to Georgia, and believing 
that the Legislature which would be *‘ chosen”’ 
l preceding a coming vacancy in the Senate, 


It-was-not only the shadow of the President. 


formed by this act that the rule of ‘cordial 4 


or manufactory, who would not resent such j 


| 


l 


would:be Democratic, and would elect:a: Demi: 
ocratic Senator, they. elected. the Senator: 
out-of: time, and repealed the law. governing, 
the Legislature, so that they might get. their, 
Senator ijn: before the rightful Legislature, 
could get together and. fll. the: vacancy, 
Their Senator appeared at Washington, and: 
demanded admission. and received,a fayorable 
report from the newly-created Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and’ had his case 
tied up with another applicant, in the same, 
resolation, so that a valid claim. might, carry 
him through without examination in open Sen- 
ate. But fire was opened upon the vulnerable. 
breastwork behind which‘he was intrenched, 
and again his claim was held in check ‘till the 
rightful Legislature convened and elected the 
constitutional successor of a. previous Senator. 
In the mean time, the plundering Governor 
of Georgia escaped impeachment. by resigna- 
tion, and having come into power poor, left a 
nabob and millionaire. Had not a few men 
stood.firm and disregarded the abuse of bribed. 
papers and political accomplices these results 
could. not have been achieved. i S 

And now comes the New York Tribune and 
says: 

“ Four or five years ago the Republicans carried 
Georgia by a majority of eight thousand. That 
majority has been squandered by mercenary, cor- 
rupt officials, some of whom have had the decency 
to run away, and who have ruined the party’s pros- 
pects almost beyond redemption.” 

Mr. President, I say, then, in concluding my - 
remarks, that the manner in which a political ` 
tyranny was early enthroned in the Senate; 
the manner in which. honest differences of 
opinion have been met, and efforts made to 
stifle freedom of speech in this body, cannot 
pow be atoned for. Their results have been | 
produced, and all this display of apparent. 
confidence, therefore, in the face of the strict- 
ures of the people on the conduct of those 
who hold the reins of power in this Chamber, 
is for the purpose of making a false impression | 
before the country. 

When I came into the Senate this morning, 


| although, I make some little show of prepara- 


tion here, I did not intend, and I did not ex- 
pect for one single moment that I should. 
occupy any portion of the time this day. But 
the course taken by the Senator from Indiana, 
as the course taken by other Senators recently 
of glorifying the position occupied by them 
politically, has caused me to utter here this 
day that which I believe to be true, and which 
I believe will come back indorsed by a large 
portion of the Republican party of the United 
States. I have not heretofore, until. I felt 
compelled and driven into it, occupied. tha 
time of the Senate, and the Senators know: it,: 
unless I felt that I was clearly within the rules 
of the strictest parliamentary propriety; and 
it is reluctantly that I have undertaken this 
day to make what seems to some like a polit- 
ical speech in the Senate of the United States. 
But hereafter I shall consider it my privilege 
to take my full share of the time of the Senate 
if itis to be devoted to political discussions to 
be heard at all times when I shall desire to 
explain my views in opposition to those enter- 
tained by such leaders as the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Imove that the Senate 
adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 16, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bvruer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back ‘the bill (H. R. No. 304) declaring the 
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meaning:of the third section of the joint rešo- 
lution: approved July 11, 1870, entitled “ A 
joint resolution amendatory of. the joint reso- 
lation: forthe relief of certain officers of the 
Army,’’ approved July 26, 1866; and the same 
wasrecommitted to the committee, and ordered 
to be printed.- ; 


` UNITED STATES FORTS IN TEXAS. 


.Mr. COBURN also, by unanimous consent, 
from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H..B. No. 1130) to provide for the pur- 
chase. by. the Secretary of War of land for the 
United States in the State of Texas for the 
sites of forts and military posts; and the 
same was recommitted to the committee, and 
ordered to be printed, 

ENLISTMENT OF MINORS. 

Mr. COBURN also, by unanimous consent, 
from the same committee, reported back the 
pill (H. R. No. 838) to provide that minors 
shall not be enlisted in the military or naval 
service of the United States without the con- 
sent of parents or guardians ; and the same was 
recommitted to the committee, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF ARSENALS. 


Mr. COBURN also, by unanimous consent, 
from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 610) authorizing the sale of 
certain arsenals and other property of the Uni- 
ted States, with an amendment, in the nature 
of a substitute; and the same was recommitted 
to the committee, and ordered to be printed. 


ROME ARSENAL, 


On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H.-R. No. 792) to authorize the 
sale’of the arsenal at Rome, New York, and 
to appropriate the proceeds ; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. —. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I desire to know whether these recom- 
mittals have been made with the understand- 
ing that the bills are not to be brought back 
by motions to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman does not desire to bring 
them back by a motion to reconsider. 

ARTESIAN WELLS. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, by unanimous 

. consent, the Committee. of Ways and Means 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1605) to encourage the 
sinking of artesian wells upon the public lands 
in the State of Nevada; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


FRAUDS UPON THE TREASURY. 


On motion of Mr. DAWES, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of Ways and Means 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 89) to con- 
strue section two of the act approved Febru- 
ary 26, 1853, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent frauds 
upoa the Treasury of the United States ;” and 
the same was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


: / ADMISSION OF PILOTOGRAPHS, 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to 
report from the Committee of Ways and Means 
and have put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 
No. 1260) to provide for the admission of 
photographs for exhibition free of duty. 

The bill was read for information. It pro- 
vides that all photographic pictures imported 


into the United States for exhibition at the | 


exhibition of the National Photographic 
Association of the United States, to be held 


at Cleveland, Ohio, commencing June 7, 1872, | 


and not intended for sale, shall be admitted 
free of duty under such rules and regulations 
as the ‘Secretary of. the Treasury shall pre- 
seribe; provided’ that bonds shall be given 
for the payment to the United States of such 


duties as are now intposed by law upon any 
and all of such pictures as shall not-be reéx- 
ported prior to the 1st of October, 1872. 

No objection being made, the bill was re- 
ceived and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read ‘the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 


PREEMPTION SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. ` í 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
to have put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 
No. 1021) for the relief of preémption settlers 
in the State of California. : 

Mr. COX. . I must object to the considera- 
tion of that biH. 

Mr. SARGENT. I trust the gentleman will 
not object. ; 

Mr. WOOD.. Let us hear it read for inform- 
ation. i ‘ 

The bill was read for information. It pro- 
vides that all bona fide preémption claimants 
who may have filed their declaratory state- 
ments prior to the passage of this act upon 
any of.the public lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia shall have one year from and after the 
passage of this act in which to make proof 
and payment for their respective claims. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire a moment to 
explain this matter to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to 


object. 

Mr. SARGENT. I can explain the bill in 
a moment. It has the unanimous assent of 
the Committee on the Public Lands. The 
necessity for it arises out of this state of facts: 
for three years past. in California, until the pres- 
ent winter, by continued droughts impoverish- 
ing the farmers, the preémptors have never 
been able to get the means of supporting their 
families. And for this year they have been 
compelled to mortgage their preémption claims 
for whatever that mortgage may be worth, in 
order to get money to buy the seed with which 
to seed down theirland thiscoming spring. It 
was found that in large districts of country, such 
as the San Joaquin valley, families were being 
subsisted upon boiled barley, and the charities 
of our State were awakened and relief sent to 
them. The time expires the last of May or 
the first of June next, and unless the time is 
extended so that they can have the advantage 
of the beneficent rains that have fallen this 
winter, and utilize the seed that they have 
secured at such inconvenience to themselves, 
they will have to abandon their claims and to 
lose that which has been the home of their 
families for years. 

Mr. WOOD. I object, until I have time to 
examine this bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope it will be noted 
where the objection comes from. 


BOUNTIES, 


Mr. STOUGHTON, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs House bill No. 785, in relation to boun- 
ties, with a substitute; which substitute was 
ordered to be printed, and together with the 
bill recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 


sider the various votes of recommittal. this. 


morning ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN SHARPSHOOTERS’ FESTIVAL. 


Mr. HAY. I have the honor to present a 
communication which I ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HIGHLAND, ILLINOIS, February —, 1872. 
Mr. Speaker: Under the auspices of the National 
Association of American Sharpshooters, a great 
national festival will be held from the 19th to the 
an day of May, 1872, at Highland, in the State of 
i 1nols, 


February 16, 


The object of the festival, the fifth of this kind ever 
held in America, is not only to bring together once. 
more all the organizations of sharpshooters in the 
United States,and thereby promotethespecial objects. 
of theassociation, but also. to foster and cultivate the 
unity and harmony of the various nationalities rep- 
resenting the power, civilization, and progress of the 
great American Republic. ý 

In compliance with a resolution of the above asso- 
ciation, we tender you and the membersof the House 
this invitation, with the most respectful request to 
honor our festival with your presence. 

With the greatest respect, we remain, yours, truly, 
for the National Association of American Sharp- 


hooters, 

eee The EXECUTIVE COMMITTER. 
A. FELDER, President, 

[x.s] TIMOTHY GRUAZ, Secretary. 


Hon. Jamus G. BLAINE, Speaker 
Representatives, Washington, D. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor 
to present this communication addressed to 
you, and trust it will receive the same respect- 
ful consideration from this House that was 
accorded to a similar one addressed to the 
Speaker of the House in the year 1868. This 
national festival of the American sharpshoot- 
ers will be opened on the 19th of next May 
with a grand demonstration and procession. 
And, sir, the thousands of worthy and patri- 
otic citizens who will. participate in, it will 
feel highly gratified to know that we have tes- 
tified by some act our gratefulness for this. 
invitation extended to us in their behalf. I 
hope, therefore, we will respond favorably to. 
it, and that a committee will be appointed to 
attend if convenient. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman name 
the number of the committee? 

Mr. HAY. I will say five, which I believe 
was the number of the former committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Five of the best 
shots in the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
proposition before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
communication to be again read, if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I donot ask 
to have it read for my information, but I want 
my friends on the other side to fully under- 
stand what it is. 

Mr. HAY. It is simply an invitation to the 
American. Congress, like that extended to 
Congress in 1868, when the festival of this 
organization was held in New York city. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. That is all 
very well in times of peace. But with the 
numerous applications 1 have from all sorts 
of societies in the State of New York and else- 
where, asking me to call the attention of Con- 
gress to them, I think the dignity of Congress 
will be properly maintained by respectfully 
receiving this communication. I think I must 
object to the appointment of a committee of 
members of this House to attend this festival. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Would it be in 
order to move that my colleague of the boom- 
erang [Mr. Cox] be added to this committee 
to be present on this oceasion ? 

The SPEAKER.. Objection being made, 
the subject is not before the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I call for the 
regular order of business. 
Mr. BECK. I ask consent of the House to 
make a personal explanation. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, 
does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BECK. A short time is all I ask. I 
hope the gentleman will not object. It isa 
matter personal to myself as a member of this 
House. I assure the House I will not oceupy 
one moment longer than is necessary to put 
myself right. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I will not object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish toask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky whether his explana- 
tion involves any matter personal to a gentle- 
man not a. member of this House, or rather to 
any member of the other branch of Congress ? 


of the House of 


How longa time 


Mr. BECK. Idesire'to put myself right; 
i and T assure the gentleman that I will not use 
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any language of which he will disapprove. I 


donot intend to use any billingsgate ; I would 
notif I could. I intend to put myself right, 


if I can; and do not prcpose to reflect upon. 


anybody beyond what is absolutely necessary 


for that purpose. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the rules 
of the House, as I understand, forbid any 


reference in debate to a member of the other 


House: Bat 

Mr. BECK. On matters of business merely. 

Mr. BANKS. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will state the nature of the matter upon 
which he wishes to speak, it is very likely there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. The nature of it isa personal 
explanation, made necessary in consequence 
of statements that have been made which are 
calculated to impair my usefulness as a mem- 
ber, and to make me a subjeċt of ridicule and 
reproach before the country—statements made 
with reference to action taken in this House. 

Mr. BANKS. Where were those state- 
ments made? : 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the House will per- 
mit the gentleman from Kentucky to proceed. 
He understands the rules of the House. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I trust 
the gentleman will be allowed to make his 
personal explanation. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky understands the rules of the House, and 
I think can be trusted to make a personal 
explanation. ` 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allow- 
ing the gentleman from Kentucky to make a 
personal explanation, subject to the rules of 
the House? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want a definite an- 
swer to my question. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has stated that he desires to make a personal 
explanation, The moment he transcends the 
rules he can be stopped. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I do not understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky as promising 
not to violate the rules. I ask that the rule 
on this subject be read. 

‘Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky can be called to order 
whenever he violates any rule. 

Mr. DAWES. When a gentleman, under 
his responsibility as a member and subject 
to the rules of the House, asks to make a 
personal explanation, I do think the privilege 
ought to be accorded to him by his fellow- 
members so long as he keeps within the rules. 
When he violates the rules any member of the 
Hotise can call-him to order, and ought to do 
so; but we ought to trust enough to his sense 
of honor and responsibility to‘ allow him the 
privilege of proceeding. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The gentleman, as 
I understand, wants to reply to an attack made 
upon him as a member of this House, and I 
trust no gentleman will refuse him that priv- 
ilege, which has always been accorded to a 
member under such circumstances. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Stevenson] says the gentleman from 
Kentucky has not promised not to violate the 
rules. Sir, I would not be willing under such 
circumstances to make a promise beforehand. 
If the House could ‘not trust me without a 
promise, I would not accept the privilege of 
making a personal explanation. 

_Mr. McHENRY. No gentleman has the 
right to assume that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will violate his privilege in making this 
explanation. ; 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Chair will call me 
to order the moment I violate any rule of ‘the 
House. I want to put myself right as a mem- 
ber of the House; thatis all. Iam not going 
to descend to personal attacks on anybody. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again 
submit the question. Is there objection to 
the gentleman from Kentucky having the right 
to make a personal explanation? 


Mr. STEVENSON. I ask for the reading 
of the rule. : 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indi- 
cate the rule to which he refers? 


Mr. STEVENSON. Ido not recollect the : 


number of the rule. It is the rule forbidding 
reference in debate to members of the other 
House. : as 

Mr. COX. It is on page 84 of the Digest. 
Tt does not apply to this case. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is familiar 
with the rule. It will be read, as requested by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. STEVENSON. ] 

* The Clerk read as follows: : 


“It is a breach of order in debate to notice what 
has been said on the same subject'in the other House, 
or the particular votes or majorities on it there; be- 
cause the opinion of each House should be left to its 


own independency, not to be influenced by the pro- | 


ceedings of the other; and the quoting them might 
beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding be- 
tween the two Houses.” —Manual, page 81. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Ithink there is another 
rule which forbids reference to a member of 
the other House. : 

Mr. COX. Why anticipate that now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot refer 
to any other rule regulating the intercourse 
between the two bodies. ` 

Mr. BANKS. - That is the only rule. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Ohio will indicate any other rule pertinent to 
the subject, the Chair will have it read. 

Mr. BANKS. I would be glad to say a 
word on this question. The rule read refers 
to ordinary legislation, butif there should bean 
occasion in this House or in any house else- 
where, when reflections are made ona member 
of this House, I think it is perfectly proper for 
us to give him an opportunity to explain his 
position in regard to that affair, provided he 
does not get so far as to make a breach of the 
good feeling between the two Houses. Ibope 
no objection will be made to the gentleman 
from Kentucky making a personal explana- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Kentucky having the oppor- 
tunity to make a personal explanation. [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky is allowed the 
opportunity of making a personal explanation. 

In advance of the gentleman from Kentucky 
speaking, the Chair begs leave to submit a re- 
mark personal to himself. There are certain 
violations of the rules of the House which the 
Chair himself is not in the habit of checking 
otherwise than upon the point of order being 
made upon the floor, but violations of this rule 
it is the habit of the Chair to correct instantly. 
And there seems to have been a misapprehen- 
sion in some minds that on a previous occa- 
sion when the gentleman from Kentucky made 
his remarks of which the Chair presumes the 
remarks of this morning will be in continua- 
tion, the Chair did not call him to order. 
On the occasion of the remarks being made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky the follow- 
ng proceedings took place, which the Chair 
will direct the Clerk to read in vindication of 
the House from reflections made upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“The SPEAKER, The gentleman is out of order in 
that remark. . 
“Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call the gentleman to 


order. 

“The SPEAKER, The Chair has already called the 
gentleman to order. His remark is clearly out of 
order. 

“Mr. Beck. Isitnot in order to say that these 
men aresceking a refuge in the Senate? 

“The Speaker. The gentleman in that remark 
reflected upon the codrdinate body, and he knows 
well cnough that that is not in order. 

“ Mr. Beck. I will be permitted to say that the 
men who have thus obtained control of the southern 
States have plundered them till they are on the 
verge of bankruptcy.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has never 
during his occupancy of the position he now 
holds allowed a remark reflecting on the Sen- 
ate of the United States, or any member of it; 
to be made without instantly calling the gen- 
tleman making it to order. 


SITARPSHLOOTERS’ FESTIVAL. 
Mr. HAY. I hope. the gentleman. will 
suspend for a moment until I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House. The. gentleman 
from. New York withdraws his. objection ‘to 
my proposition of this morning, and I-hope 
thatit will be again put to the House. 200 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Did the gentleman 
refer to me as making objection? =» 2... 
Mr. HAY. No, butto the gentleman's col- 


league. ; ter 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman | from 
Illinois this morning proposed that & commit- 
tee of five be appointed on the part.. of’ the 
House. to attend the sharpshooters’. festival. 
Is there objection ? : bate 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I withdraw 
objection, if [am supposed to have objected, 
for I find there is precedent for what has-been 
proposed by the gentleman from New York.. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no. further 
objection, the order willbe made. =; 0» 
There was no objection, and the order was 
accordingly made. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, Ithank the House 
for the courtesy they have shown me inallow- 
ing me to make a personal explanation, 

Several Mexpers called for order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will suspend till members resume their 
seats. 3 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, as I have already 
said, I thank the House for the courtesy they 
have shown me in allowing me to make a per- 
sonal explanation. This is the first time I 
have ever asked such a privilege, although T 
am serving my third term, and I had hoped T 
would never be compelled to ask of this House 
opportunity to make an explanation personal » 
to myself. And I assure the House now, as I 
said before the consent of the House was given 
to my making this statement, that I do nat 
intend to use any billingsgate or slander, nor 
to degrade this Housé by any allusions which 
members of it will not say are eminently proper 
under the circumstances. . It is more import- 
ant for me that I shall be right, and that.the 
House shall say that I was rigat in the remarks 
for which I have been arraigned by a. gentle: 
man elsewhere, than.eny mere personal matter 
can possibly be. My standing and usefulness 
in this House depend upon it. : 

In the speech which I made in this House, 
I said that Governor BrowxLow, of Tennessee, 
had, while in office, made a Pandemonium of 
that State. [had beccu on the committee to: 
investigate the condition of the southern States. 
I had been specially charged to make report 
upon the condition of the finances and the 
election and registration laws of the various 
States. And when I came to look over the 
condition of things in Tennessee, for four 
years following the close of the war, I saw such 
a condition of things there as existed nowhere 
else upon the American continent. It was 
because I did find that state of thiags so exist- 
ing that I made the remark I did. If those 
facts did not exist, then I was guilty of slan- 
der. Ifthey did exist, and if I told the truth 
to the House, that Tennessee had been by 
misrule a Pandemonium for four years after 
the war closed, then I was not guilty of any 
slander. I stand either as a willful and mali- 
cious libeler, or I stand confirmed by the facts 
as they may be shown. ; gee 

Therefore, before I say a word as to the per- 
sonal attack upon myself, I want to proye to 
this House that I was right in saying that Ten: 
nesgee had been a Pandemonium for four 
years, for on that fact all else hinges. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. I rise to a question 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Stavenson] rises to a question of order. 
He will state it: =< ; AT A or 

Mri STEVENSON. It is whether, apon & 
personal explanation, the gentleman has a 
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right to proceed into a general discussion of 
the condition of the State of Tennessee? _ 

The SPEAKER. It has been repeatedly 
ruled in: the House that when the House 
gives the right to a gentleman to make a per- 
sonal explanation, if it does not limit him as 
tò time, he is entitled to one hour, and in 
occupying that hour his line of remark is 
within “his. own discretion, subject, of course, 
to the rules of the House. 

Mr. BEOK. I desire to make the statement 
because that is the great point in this matter. 
I deny the right of any man to claim or ask for 
the privilege of this floor to malign or slander 
any man outside of it, because he hasa rightto 
speak here; and whatever I have said upon 
the floor of the House I have said upon my 
responsibility as a man and as a Represent- 
ative. The truth or falsehood of the statement 
I-made must acquitorcondemnme. If, being 
attacked, I am not: prepared to prove that my 
statement was true, Í stand confessed as a will- 
ful and malicious slanderer, and deserve to be 
denounced. 

Isaid that Tennessee had been in that deplor- 
able condition, and I say so now. Iturn to the 
history of that State, and I will refer to and 
ask leave to print a carefully prepared article 
giving fts political status from the time of the 
inauguration of its government up to 1868, 
wherein it is shown that the men who took 
control of its Legislature in the spring of 1865 


passed a series of acts unparalleled in Amer- | 


ican history. Constituting themselves and Gov- 
ernor Brown1iow masters of the situation, 
although as a body they did not represent one 
tenth of the people, and were neither elected 
nor appointed under any of the forms of law, 
they passed the old sedition law almost in the 
very words of the act of 1798, making it a 
highly penal offense to speak disrespectfully 
of the powers then controlling the government. 
Emerson Etheridge was tried before a military 
commission because he had dared to do so. 
Outlawry. of the person, outlawry of speech, 
of the press, outlawry of the franchise, out- 
lawry of everying that did not bow to the orders 
and succumb to the mandates of the men then 
in power was the order of the day. 

The first thing, as I have said, was the sedi- 
tion law, which I hold in my hand, and will 
have incorporated with my remarks in the 
Globe, in order to prove the facts. That sedi- 
tion law, passed on the 8d day of June, 1865, 
‘provided that whoever should be guilty of 
uttering seditious words or speeches, spread- 
ing false news, writing or dispersing mali- 
cious libels against the State or Government, 
&c., shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
if convicted, shall be forever held unworthy 
of holding any office of profit or trust. 

Then followed in a few days the law limit- 
ing the franchise. I wish gentlemen to know 
that I am now referring to official documents, 
among others to the statutes of Tennessee and 

` the records in the case of Thomas vs. Arnel, 
(Miscellaneous Documents Thirty-Ninth Con- 
gress, No. 72,) and to the case of Sheaffe vs. 
Tillman, (Miscellaneous Documents, No. 53, 
second session of Forty-First Congress, ) to sus- 
tain all I say. 

After the sedition law was passed the act 
limiting the franchise followed, wherein every 
man who had been in any shape or form con- 
nected with the rebellion, or rather all they 
said had been, was disfranchised by this self- 
constituted Governor and Legislature. Section 
three of the act provides that ‘‘all other per- 
sons except those mentioned in section one 
of this act are hereby and henceforth excluded 
and denied the exercise of the privileges of the 
elective franchise under this act for the term 
of five years from and after its passage.” The 
first section having limited the right to a very 
limited number, and the second having made 
a sweeping exclusion of participants in the 
rebellion, the third was a general drag-net. 
That act disfranchised seventy thousand men. 
The county court clerks were appointed regis- 


trars, and they registered. men who were op- 
posed to the then ruling dynasty, which soon 
became extremely. odious. The result was 
that, when they saw that power was departing 
from.them, the. Legislature, byan act passed 
May 8, 1866, set. aside the whole registration 
that had been made, and put the power of 
appointing registrars into the hands of the Gov- 
ernor. : 


This law annulled and declared void all the 


certificates issued under the first law, and thus 


disfranchised every man in the State, notwith-. 


standing they had acquired a right. under the 
law of the Legislature to vote—a-right that is 
regarded in England as sacred as the right to 
property. Under this law the Governor ap- 
pointed the commissioners of registration, and 
experience has shown that he selected for this 
position men who. generally had more regard 
for making Radical voters than to fairly exe- 
cute the law. It soon became evident, how- 
ever, that even under this law, administered 
as it-was in the interest of the Radical party 
and not of the people, the Radicals could not 
retain the power they -had so outrageously 
abused, and a new and more stringent and 
sweeping disfranchisement became a party 
necessity. This resulted in the passage of 
the franchise law of February 25, 1867, which 
again disfranchised every man in the State, 
and under which large numbers of men who 
had certificates could not be again registered. 
But Radicalism did not stop hers. Fearing 
that even under this law they could not get 
a majority of the white voters of the State 
to sanction their outrageous usurpations, 
the Radicals enfranchised the negroes; and 
lest this should not serve the purposes of the 
Brownlow dynasty, they passed a law author- 
izing the Governor to set aside the registra- 
tion of any county, and then appoint a more 
pliant tool to do the dirty work marked out 
for him. f 

It was so apparent that the first laws would 
not accomplish the purposes intended that the 
Governor, of his own motion, disfranchised 
twenty-eight of the great counties of Tennes- 
see by one sweeping edict because they had 
voted for men hostile to him and the crea- 
tures he wanted to keep in power. 

In his message to the Legislature, dated 
November 23, 1865, the Governor said : 

“Believing that an applicant for registration must 
either be known to have been a man of publicly- 
known Union sentiments at all times, or must pro- 
duce proof under oath that he comes within the 
provisions of the law, I have, in the application of 
this construction, “thrown out and not taken into 
account’ the votes cast in the following counties 
as illegally registered, namely: Hawkins, McMinn, 
Monroe, Meigs, Grundy, Van Buren, White, Putnam, 
Jackson, Macon, Coffee, Franklin, Marshall, Ben- 
ton, Williamson, Davidson, Sumner, Robertson, 
Cheatham, Maury, Humphreys, Montgomery, Stew- 
art, Lawrenee, Gibson, Weakley, Madison, and 
Lauderdale. 

“The entire vote of the State is 61,783; omitting 
the vote illegally registered, itis reduced to 39,509. 
But I must repeat that there can be no doubt but a 
large portion of the voters in the counties I have 
been constrained to reject were justly entitled to 
certificates if the law had been complied with. I 
Sincerely regret that loyal men should be deprived 
of their votes by. the fault or mistake of others. The 
remedy lies ina new registration, which I hope will 
be at once ordered, for having acted in this matter 
with deliberation and from a sense of right, I shall 
be compelied hereafter to disregard elections held 
in the counties indicated in this report as illegally 
registered.” 

This would. not save them, and the other 
laws I have referred to were passed, whereby, 
when registrars thus appointed by the Gov- 
ernor saw fit to register a man, under all the 
limitations and restrictions imposed upon them, 
still, power was given by the Legislature to the 
Governor to set aside even that registration 
and to appoint other registrars in their places. 
I will refer particularly to only one of the 
largest counties an the State, the county of 
Henry. The registration was set aside in that 
county, which contained three thousand legal 
voters, only a few days before the election and 
a new registrar was appointed, who only regis- 
tered nineteen men, and the county of Henry 


could only cast that vote! During the time 
all this was going on, when all these arbitrary 
powers were given to the Governor, he him- 
self was a candidate for election; -and in 1867, 
when the Legislature was elected that sent him 
to the Senate, and at which he was elected 
Governor, the State was disfranchised down 
to the very lowest possible point. . Hardly any 
man was.allowed to vote unless he was known 
to be in favor of the Legislature and of the 
Governor, and opposed to everything that they 
did not. order. : 

Sir, these laws of the State of Tennessee are 
all to be found in your ‘‘ annual cyclopedias,”’ 
which you all have in your libraries, if you 
willturnto.them. They will all be found among 
the laws of Tennessee of 1865, 1866, and 1867, 
and you will find there that while that Gov- 
ernor at first bitterly opposed the right of the 
negroes to vote, while he denounced them as 
unfit to exercise the right of suffrage, while he 
spoke of making arrangements for sending 
them away from. the State and forcing them 
to settle elsewhere, yet when he found that 


with all his registrations, with all his removals 


and reappointments, and all kis disfranchise- 
ments of counties, it was impossible for the 
Legislature and himself still farther to retain 
power, he appealed to the Legislature in the 
fall of 1866, or the spring of 1867, when the 
House had rejected universal amnesty and 
universal suffrage, to come to the rescue and 
put the ballot into the: hands of the negro, 
which they of course did. The Governor said; 

“I must therefore be permitted to express tho 
hope that this General Assembly will not cease its 
present session without the passage of the bill 
granting suffrage to all loyal males properly quali- 
fied by age and citizenship. ‘Onward’ is the watch- 
word which shields and inspires two continents ! 
Now is the time for Tennessee to show to the world 
that she belongs to the advance guard on the great, 
question of equal suffrage. With the loyal men of 
the State allowed to vote, the government thereof 
will remain in loyal hands. Without their votes the 
State will pass into disloyal hands, and a reign of 
eer not so easily described as realized, will 
result. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . I rise to ask a 
parliamentary question, which may be a point 
of order or not, as the Chair shall rule. {£ un- 
derstand the spirit of the rule that authorizes 
a personal explanation is that a member shall 
have the right to explain that which is personal 
to himself, purely personal. Now, it seems to 
me that ifunder the cover of personal explan- 
ation a man. may make a general’ speech on 
the tariff, or on general politics, or on the 
currency, or on any topic of general discus- 
sion in the House of Representatives, then 
the original purpose and meaning of personal 
explanations fail altogether. J understood 
that the gentleman desired to explain some- 
thing purely personal to himself. 

Mr. BECK, _I do. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have listened 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
with great attention, and with the exception 
of the first two or three remarks that he made 
there has not been one word uttered by him 
that seems to me to be any more personal to 
him than it is to me or to any other member 
of this House, I therefore raise the point for 
the Speaker to determine, that we may know 
what we mean when we grant toa nrember the 
privilege of making a personal explanation. 

Mr. BECK. The offense which I have been 
charged with committing as a member of this 
House is that of falsely charging, in a previous 
speech, a Senator from Tennessee with certain 
acts. Now, I want to show that I told the 
truth and did not lie at the time I made my 
former statement. j 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . If the Speaker 
will allow me, I will say that I was urgent that 
the gentleman should be heard, because I 
understood that something had been said 
somewhere reflecting personally upon the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 
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Mr.. BECK. I will connect my remarks 
with that in a-few moments. 

-Mr.. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire that 
the gentleman shail have fall opportunity to 
state. whatever may be merely personal to 
himself. But I, for one, did not consent that 
a general speech on southern politics. should 
be brought m here, under coverof the right 
to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to say, if the 
gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, that 
in withdrawing my objection I did so on the 
understanding that what he had to say was 
personal to himself. . 

Mr. BECK. Itis. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think that was the 
understanding of the House, and not that it 
was a personal matter involving the correct- 
ness of the gentleman in some former state- 
ment he may have made, and about a mat- 
ter concerning which we might talk, any of us, 
any day, for any length of time, to show that 
we were right in some statement made on some 
former occasion. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the Chair 
to decide the point I have raised. 

Mr. BANKS. The remark of the Chair a 
few minutes since is consistent with the uni- 
form practice of the House, that where a mem- 
ber is given leave to make a personal explana: 
tion the matter of that personal explanation is 
left entirely to the gentleman speaking, unless 
during his remarks he may infringe some rule 
of the House, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have reduced 
to writing the question which I would be glad 
to have the Speaker answer. 

Mr. BANKS. Lobject to any interrogatories 
of this character. if there is any point of 
order to be raised, let it be raised. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] is in order 
under the rules and practice of this House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let my ques- 
tion be read as I have reduced it to writing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whether the consent by the House that a member 
have leave to make a personal explanation is not 
given on his implied pledge on his honor that he 
will use the privilege only for personal explanation 
and not for generat political speoch ? 


The SPEAKER. That stillleaves the ques- 
tion just where it originated, as to what the 
gentleman himself may regard as a personal 
explanation. The members of the House 
will bear witness that the present occupant 
of the chair has endeavored on several occa- 
sions to cireumscribe and confine what are 
termed personal explanations somewhat more 
in bounds than the usage of the House has 
heretofore allowed them to be. But. the 
Chair. recalls a raling on one distinct occa- 
sion of his immediate predecessor, and he 
thinks he could refer to rulings of another 
predecessor, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Bawxs,] when he occupied the 
chair, that where consent is given for a per- 
sonal explanation it is within the discre- 
tion of the gentleman to whom this privilege 
is granted to use it as he chooses, subject 
to the rules, of the House. That is correct 
according to the precedents of the House. In 
the judgment. of the. Chair, the abuse is one 
which ought to be corrected; and the Chair 
has several: times . heretofore indicated his 
belief in that direction ; but at the same time 
he cannot in this case sustain a point of order 
made against the line of remark which the 
gentleman from Kentucky has been pursuing. 

Mr. BECK. I hope I shall not be inter- 
rupted further. If I had not been interrupted 
I should have been through before now with 
this branch of: my remarks. 

Mr. HALE.. Irise to a parliamentary point. 
It is that the gentleman from Kentucky is not 
making a personal explanation; that he has 
not connected himself personally with what he 
is saying, either by reason of any accusation 
against himself or in any other manner, so ag 
to: bring his remarks within the category of a 


personal. explanation. He says that he pro- 
poses to do that by and by. I, for one, ask that 
he doit now. — ; 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine. 


[Mr. Harz] has misapprehended what the gen- 
tleman from Kentacky has said—that he had 
on hisresponsibility as a member made certain 
allegations in rélation to the government of the 
State of Tennessee; that his statements have 
been controvetted in a manner offensive to 
him, and that heis now proceeding to verify 
those statements. Po 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask that the gentle- 


man state (for it seems to me clear the House’ 
has the right to have him state) where those 


former remarks have been called in question, 
so that we may determine whether or not the 
gentleman is speaking within the rules of the 
House. 
tleman must connect himself with these gen- 
eral statements as to the condition of Ten- 
nessee, otherwise he is not making a personal 
explanation. Now, where have those state- 
ments of his been controverted in such a way 
as to bring him now upon the floor of the 
House to make a personal explanation? 

Mr. BECK. I will answer that in the proper 
time; buat I will not answer it at the dictation 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. [I do nof, of course, attempt 
to dictafe to the gentleman, but I hold, asa 
parliamentary point, that the gentleman must, 
if requested, state where his declarations have 
been controverted, so as to bring his present 
remarks within the character of a personal 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER. In the judgment of the 
Chair, neither the gentleman from Maine, 

Mr. HALE, ] nor either of the gentlemen from 

hio, [Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. Stevenson, ] 
can dictate to the gentleman from Kentucky 
the line of his argument. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. HALE. Ibeg pardon of the House. I 
do not seck of course to dictate to any mem- 
ber; I should be the last man to do so; andI 
do.not think that was the purpose of either of 
the gentlemen from Ohio. But the question is 
whether or not the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kentucky constitute a personal éxplana- 
tion; whether the gentleman is connecting 
himself personally with what he states. 

` TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to have 
this matter fairly understood. Was the gen- 
tleman from Maine in his seat when the gentle- 
man from Kentucky asked unanimous consent 
to make a personal explanation ? 

Mr. HALE. I was. 

The SPEAKER." Did the gentleman from 
Maine hear read, at the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Srevenson,] the rule 
in regard to references in debate to the other 
branch of Congress ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Maine must know that the gentleman from 
Kentucky desires to answer some reflections 
on his character made outside of the House. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave understood that he did, 
but that he intended in his remarks not to 
trespass upon the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted, 
three distinct times, the question whether 
unanimous consent should be given to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. It was within the 
power of any member of the House to have 

revented the gentleman from proceeding. 

he Chair does hope that the next point of 
order raised on the gentleman from Kentucky 
will be a point of order under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to appeal to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. COX. I object to the gentleman from 
Ohio taking up any more time, as he has not 
yet-raised any question of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to appeal to 


the gentleman. from Kentucky. ‘ 


It seems to me clear that the gen-- 
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| on his behalf. 


to him. 


Mr. COX. -I object. 


Mr. BANKS. So do J; unless he rises to a 
point of order. yeah Shae Sh Soe E 
Mr. BECK. I wish to finish this point, sad 


I would have been through long before this if. 

T had not been interrupted.) 2 0 ene the 
Mr, STEVENSON. Then the gentlemati 

refuses to yield to me? ; a 
Mr. BECK. No, I do‘not like to do‘that; . 
‘Mr. STEVENSON. I waive my objection 


Mr. BECK. I do not like to refuse to yield 
What-is his appeal? ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. The consent of the 
House was given with the understanding that 
his explanation was to be properly a personal 


one. 

Mr. BEGK. Itis. Icansay, Mr. Speaker, 
that the great point I desited to make in mak- 
ing a personal explanation was that I had not 
falsely charged any man when I stated a Pañ- 
demonium had been made in the State..of. 
Tennessee. If I had omitted to use the more 
refined word, and had said the condition of 
things in Tennessee was a hell on earth, I 
should hardly have gone beyond the truth. 

Mr. STEVEN SON: And the gentleman 
might have stated, made so by demons. 

Mr. BECK. I can go over the record of 
the State of Tennessee and show, step by 
step, how that thing was done; how men were 
distranchised; how irresponsible and plunder- 
ing militia were organized and put over the 
people of that State to enforce obedience to 
political mandates; how military orders were 
executed; how proclamations were made; 
how martial law was declared, and how all 
these things were done upon the simple dicta- 
tion of the Governor of Tennessee, backed and 
supported by a Legislature representing a very 
small minority of the people. I will not take 
up the time of the House in reading them, 
but I will incorporate them asa part of my 
remarks. Then gentlemen will see that what - 
I have stated of the State of Tennessee in that 
connection was strictly truc; that it was the 
worst-governed State upon the American con- 
tinent, her people disfranchised, and disorders 
prevailing because of it, a hundred thousand 
of her men kept from the polls, a militia respon- 
sibleto no oné but the Governor sweeping the 
State from end to end, and candidates thrown 
out whenever it suited him. I have before me 
the testimony of the most loyal men of the 
State, menlike Mr. A. A. Steele, whose state- 
ments I will not take time to read, but as they 
are very brief I will take the privilege of iu- 
corporating them as a part of my remarks. 
I will also incorporate the statements of Hon. 
Edmund Cooper, himself a candidate for:Con- 
gress, showing that all these men were dis- 
franchised, and all these things were done, all 
this disturbance created, the militia ordered 
out and men kept from the polls, all simply 
for the purpose (and for no other purpose) 
of electing a Legislature and a Governor who 
were creating all these disturbances and com- 
mitting all these outrages. I will incorporate 
this testimony in my remarks in the Globe, so 
that there may be no mistake made about it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to givethe gen- 
tleman notice that I will object to printing any- 
thing which has not been read on.the floor of 
this House. : 

Mr. BECK. Then Iwill read them. They. 
are very brief, but they are official papers to the: 
point of verifying every assertion 1 have made, 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 object to printing 
documents which have not been read, j 

The SPEAKER. Nothing can be incorpor- 
ated in the-Globe as a part of the gentleman’s 
remarks which has not been read unless by 
unanimous consent. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. -I object. 

Mr. BECK. . I suppose what I have passed 
does not come under that ruling of the Chair... 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would -rale;:: 
objection being made, that the gentleman from 


Kentucky cannot. incorporate any document or 
any. statement in his speech which has not 
been read upon the floor. ee ae 
Mr. BECK. Litatedat.thetime that I.would 
incorporate them in tay remarks.and no-objec-: 
tion. was made. Of course Fam not precluded’ 
- from inserting those in my remarks. : 
The SPEAKER. Consent: cannot. be in-. 
ferred upon a point of that character: ii: | 
_ Mr, BECK., Very, well; I witlsee that noth- 
ing hereaftér is put into the Globe which has. 
not been read.on the floor of this House. `: 
Many Mempsrs. So will we... ieee & 
Mr. BECK. I now serve notice on the gen- 
tlemen on the other side that this is the last of. 
unanimous consent to inserting in the Globe 
what has not been read or uttered on this floor. 
This is the sworn statement of this gentle- 
man, Mr. Steele, to which I referred: . 


“I know that several good Union men were re~ 
fused certificates by our registrar of voters, solely, as 
I believed, because he thought they. would not vote 
for BrowNnLow} at least it was very- difficult for any 
of them to: get a certificate, and quite easy for any 
man, even of rebel. antecedents, to get a certificate . 
to vote if he voted right, as it was called’. that is, 
was" loyal >and for BrownLow. ‘The Radical party 
in this county held a convention in Lewisburg, and 
the negroes came to it from thedifferent leagues.with 
their'arms ; there was no occasion for this. At the 
election in‘ Lewisburg: the negroes generally voted 
the ‘red’ or Republican ticket, handed to them by 
their white friends. They reminded me of.a drove 
of shecp huddled to be driven into an inclosure, or 
a flock of partridges into net. Very few if any of 
them could read their tickets. They voted in a body, 
like soldiers deliver their fire under orders. There 
was then stationed herein town a company of BROWN- 
Low militia, under the command of Captain Rick- 
man, ‘They were all at thefair-grounds on that day, 
except asquad of fifteen men, sent that day to the 
third district of this county. The militia were under 
the control of partisan influences, and had much to 
do as well asthe loyal leagues in persuading, over- 
awing, and securing the colored vote for tho Radical 
ticker, and in effect intimidating or keeping away 
from the ballot-box many white voters. The election 
was not what-J would consider a free one; it was a 
burlesque on republican government, and conducted 
entirely inthe interest of the dominant faction and 
its candidates.” SS 


‘Again he said, in the course of his state- 
ment, that he resigned his place in the house 
because he was— ; 
“satisfied that the Radical measures of disfranchise- 


ment of the white people would ruin or greatly in- 
jure the peace, happiness, and prosperity of the 
State, and to try to prevent the government of Ten- 
negsee from becoming an oligarchy and military 
despotism, which it has been ever since.” 


Hon. Edmund Cooper, in his testimony be- 
fore the same committee of this House said. 
that the whole registration of the county of 
Lincoln was set aside; and he says: 


Tremonstrated with Governor Browntow about 
his exercise of power in the case, and asked him to 
permit the registration of Captain Ship, who was his 
appointee, and who had been loyal tò the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and a captain in the 
cavalry regiment commanded by Hon. W. B., Stokes, 
at present a member of Congress from this State, to 
be, reinstated. This the Governor declined to do, 


using this language, as near as I recollect: ‘that our | 


friends say that Captain Ship has married into an 
influential rebel family, and although he may not 
have acted wrohg in the previous registration, they 
feared that he might thereafter do wrong.” 


And then he says: © 0) 0 te 


“This made my case a hopeless one. Under the 
law, if properly carried out, I felt that E-would have 
received not less than two thousand votes in Lin- 
coln, one. thousand in Franklin, and eight hundred 
in'Coffee; but my vote in all of theni was ‘so small 
that I really do not now remember it. . Connected | 
with the fruits of the refusal of the registers to do 
their sworn duty in said counties, and the willful 
omission to register, my district was, just before 
the election, flooded with troops, Tennessee militia, 
mostly made up of troops from Hast Tennessee. . 
They were stationed at Tullahoma, in Pulaski, at 
Lewisburg, at Fayetteville, and Murfreesboro, and 
squads were sentoutto each precinct: I-know of 
no action on the part of the militia, except. they 
werestrongly opposed to my election, and strongly in 
favor of Governor BrowxLow and my competitor, 
and they. had .no hesitation.in so stating at public 
spéakings and elsewhere. - They were particularly 
demonstrative at Tullahoma, where i spoke, in 
company with Captain C. A. Sheafe, who was a can- 
didate for the senate on the Democratic side. In my 
opinion the. conduct of Governor BROWNLOW was 
unjustifiable > he used the power of his office for my 
defeat; there were no charges against either of the 
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of the: secretary of State. I looked fö sce; none 


; could be found.. It, was the: act.of a partisan for 


party purposes, and it succeeded. I was overwhelm- 
ingly defeated. At the close of the canvass, and 


. after a review of the casó; I believe, if ‘tae registra- 


tions.had remained, under. the then excitement, I 
would have been defeated, not because of the ma- 
jority of the qualified voters being against me, but 

ecause of the frauds practiced in giving certificates 
to negroes. who- were not entitled to them, and the 
presence of the militia’? : 


In February, 1869, he authorized a declara- 
tion of martial law, which reads as follows : 
Proclamation by the Governor. š 


Whereas there are now sixteen hundred State 
guards at Nashville. armed and equipped under 


command of General Joseph A, Cooper; and where- 


as these troops are intended to preserve the peace 
and enforce the laws in counties heretofore partially 
in rebellion: i : 

Now, therefore, I, WILLIAM G. BROWNLOW, Gov- 
ernor of the State of Tennessee, do hereby proclaim 
martial law in and over the following-nam ed coun- 
ties, to wit: Overton, Jackson, Maury, Giles, Mar- 
shall, Lawrence, Gibson, Madison, and Haywood. 

And I further direct that General Cooper distrib- 
ute these troops at once, and continue. them in ser- 
vice until we have unmistakable evidence of the 
purpose of all parties to keep the peace, À 

Itis further ordered in this proclamation that the 
general in command shall enforce the most rigid 
discipline among his troops, requiring them in every 
particular to conform, to strict, military discipline, 
showing no quarter to either. officers or privates who 
shall be found guilty of habitual drunkenness. 

In testimony whereof, I have caused the great 
seal of the State to be attached hereunto 
this 0th day of February, 1869; and I order 

{t.s.] that the same be inserted three times in 
each of the newspapers entitled to publish 
legal advertisements. 

W.G. BROWNLOW, 


: Governor of Tennessee. 

- Whereupon General Cooper issued his order, 
and deprived those counties even ofthe right 
to: open their courts, suspended the writ of 
habeas corpus, and put his soldiers over them. 
That document is as follows: 


{General Order No. 4.] 


HEADQUARTERS TENNESSEE STATE GUARDS, 
NASHVILLE, February 23, 1869. 
In obedience with the proclamation-of his Excel- 
lency the Governor, dated February. 20, 1869, Lieu- 
tenant Colonel L. B. Gamble, commanding first regi- 
ment Tennessee State Guards, is héreby ordered to 
move the five companies composing the right wing 


of his regiment to the town of k alesii, in Giles | 


county, where he will establish his headquarters. 
His district shall comprise the counties of Maury. 
Giles, Marshall, and Lawrence. He willsuspend civi 


law in the limits of said district. Any person or per- | 


sons disturbing the public peace will be tried by a 
military court, and summarily dealt with. Colonel 
Gamble will hold hiscommand under strict disci- 
pline, and will severely punish any officer.or enlisted 
man who may be detected in any violation of the 
Rules and Articles of War. 

All supplies of quartermaster and commissary 
stores will be furnished when_practicable by the 
quartermaster general of the State. Should it be 
necessary in any instance to send out a forage party 
they must be accompanied by the regimental quar- 
termaster, who will receive written instructions trom 
the officer commanding the battalion. 

Any officer or enlisted man detected in pillaging, 
marauding, orin any manner whatever disturbing 
any peaceful citizen pursuing the ordinary avoca- 
tions of life, will be tried by a drum-head court- 
martial and promptly punished. The general com- 
manding, feeling the responsibility of his position, 
earnestly exhorts cach officer and enlisted: man to 
aid him in preserving the peace of the country and 
restoring law and order. 

The quartermaster department will furnish the 
necessary transportation. : 

By command of Brigadier General. James A. 

2 : he eee 
Cooper: _ JOHN COOPER, 
> è Lieutenant and A. D. O. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and 
[n. s.j 20x my seal of office at Nashville, Febru- 

-&-] ary 10, 1872. JOHN S. WILKES, 

Adjutant General Tennessee. 


These things were done when the Governor 
had been advised by the authorities at Wash- 
ington that sufficient military force to aid the 
civil government would be furnished by- the 
United States. 
oppressions made. it plain to. the people of 
Tennessee that they could expect no protec-: 
tion from. their State government; they were 
crying out and rising everywhere, protesting 
against the way in which they were treated. 
Disfranchised, held under the bayonet in sub- 
jection to an irresponsible power, the Gov- 
ernor himself a candidate for office, and the 
members of the Legislature candidates for 


That series of wrongs and | 


office—the people kept in silence, and bayo- 
nets at their throats to enforce it. 

Therefore I submit with all confidence to 
this House and to the American people that 
my statement that the State of Tennessee was 
a Pandemonium, made so by the arbitrary and 
despotic edicts of her Governor and his worth- 
less Legislature, was true. 

For that I was assailed. I was charged 
with being one of the vilest and basest of men. 
It was charged that I had left the pursuit of a 
hostler in a livery stable, and had taken up the 
slave-driver’s lash, and that I was the scorn 
and contempt of all decent men. That was 
the substance of the charge against me, made 
in a high place, where men are presumed to 
speak the truth and to scorn slander. I would’ 
not notice it but for the fact that what has been 
said in that Hall will go to the ends of the 
world, and I know that truth never catches 
falsehood unless it follows quickly. Iam will- 
ing to stand upon my record before my people 
at home. They know me; they bave trusted 
me; they would defend me; but they cannot 
speak to the whole American people as I can 
to-day in this Hall through their Represent- 
atives. When men rise in their places any- 
where, I care not where, and charge that I am 
a man so degraded, either from my past asso- 
ciations or conduct, as not to be entitled to 
consideration and respect, or intimate that I 
have been guilty of conduct unworthy of a gen- 
tleman here or elsewhere, in the ‘past or now, 
I denounce the man who makes the charge as 
a libeler and a slanderer. I denounce all such 
charges and insinuations on my own behalf, 
and in behalf of the people who sent me here 
to represent them. 

I know why these charges are made. What 
I said about the State government of Tennessee 
was also said about the men who hold the reins 
of government in the other States, and I said 
a good deal more about some of them. One 
man—Governor Davis, of Texas—was, as I 
afterward learned, standing in this Hall looking 
me in the face when Isaid it. I said more of 
Governor Bullock, of Georgia, when he sat on 
this floor in the last Congress. I have said 
more about nearly all of the others; they are 
not all cripples and imbeciles. Ihave never 
told a lie about one of them. Iam prepared 
to prove every fact which I have stated here or 
elsewhere about the tyranny of the usurpers in 
the southern States. And it will not do to 
put up a man to vilify me and then say, “Oh! 
I am a cripple; I cannot write; I cannot 
walk,’ and vend their malice by making him 
their mouth-piece. Are all of these southern 
Governors of whom I spoke cripples? Iam 
prepared to prove all I have said against every 
one of them. And it is because they know it 
will be done—Read of Florida, Scott of South 
Carolina, and Davis of Texas, Bullock of Geor- 
gia, all know it will be proved, and the gang 
that are trying to cover up their outrages for 
them know it. 

I know it has been proved. that.they are 
wincing now. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Stevenson] knows it is all proved, and that I 
was prominent: in getting up the. proof which 
will be laid before the country in less than a 
week. That, sir, is the reason they are hound- 
ing on an old man to malign me so that they 
may be able to say “It is that fellow Brcx, 
anigger-driver, who said it; he is not worthy 
of credit, his statements are not: entitled to 
consideration against loyal men.” Thatis the 
game; that is the reason I am maligned; 
that is the reason I am set upon, and they 
select a poor old imbecile to attack me. 

Mr, STEVENSON. I call the gentleman 
to order. . I make the point of order that what 
the gentleman has been saying for several 
minutes past is in reference to what has taken 
place in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. How does the gentleman 
know that? : 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair. has listened 
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with'great attention, as: he said he should, to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and in case he 
violates parliamentary rules the Chair will 


interrupt him as readily as the gentleman. 


from Ohio. : ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the Chair. rule 
it necessary that he shall say-—— 

Mr. VOORHEES.. I call the. gentleman 
from Ohio to order,- . 

The SPEAKER... The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from Ohio. , 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iwish to know whether 
it is necessary, in order to bring the gentleman 
within that rule, that he should expressly say 


that the language he quotes from. the Globe: 


was used in the other Chamber. May.he quote 
from the Globe language used in the other 
branch of Congress without saying that it was 
used there, and be within the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states a 
hypothetical case.. The gentleman. from Ken- 
tucky did not quote from the Globe. . . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understood him as 

poting ‘a:number of expressions from the 
obe. 

The SPEAKER. He did not credit them 
to the Globe. 

Mr. STEVENSON, But there is no doubt 
about the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot possi- 
bly assume to know that. 


Mr. BANKS. The Chair is certainly right 


as to this matter; and I can: cite a precedent 
which may be interesting tothe House. When 
John Quincy Adams was replying in the House 
to remarks made by Mr. Webster, and making 
personal charges against him for language used 
in the Senate, and repeating his language 
there, he was justified in that by the House 
because he spoke of ‘‘ words spoken in an- 
other place,” and that is the uniform rule of 
the House and of all parliamentary bodies. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say in 
regard to the point made by the gentleman from 
Ohio that he has listened particularly to every- 
thing said by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The Chair desires to be perfectly just-about 
the matter, but the gentleman from Kentucky 
has nowhere connected what he has said with 
the Globe or with the Senate of the United 
States. The fact that a gentleman may cite 
certain expressions and say.they were used 
elsewhere or in another place of course would 
not enable the Chair to know that it was a ref- 
erence to what took place in the Senate, nor 
if he did know it, would it, in his judgment, be 
the duty of the Chair to publish that knowl- 
edge to the House. 

Mr. BANKS. The rule is clear that a 
speaker here shall not réfer to the proceed- 
ings in the Senate. That-is the rule. ` ' 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair will not 

ermit, Vae 

Mr. BECK. I had said that I was willing, 
if this language had been used in a place and at 
a time where my constituents, and they alone, 
who knew me, could have heard it, to have 
passed it by with the scorn it deserves; but 
when it has been. used in a place and at a 
time. when the whole American people can 
hear it, and when the scurrilous remarks bear 
upon what I may have said in my official posi- 
tion here, and on what I am about to do orsay 
and am doing, as a member of a great com- 
mittee of this House, so as to belittle and put 
me down because of the assumption that the 
member who saysit is unworthy of confidence, 
consideration, and the respect of honest men, 
then I say thatI have a right to stand-up in my 
place and. say to the Representatives. of. the 
people and to the country that the statements 
made about me were unqualifiedly and mali- 
ciously false. : fee, 

Of course I was an. humble man; I never 
denied it. My people know that whatever I 


have acquired I have obtained by the sweat.. 


of my brow, by the legitimate use of the intel- 
lect God has given me, and by the. labor of 
my own hands, I went to.the State of Ken- 


tueky, hardly yet -a’ man,in the fall of 1843, 
and was there just one year and one day be- 
fore the presidential election of 1844, when I. 
cast my first vote. for:my great predecessor, 
Henry Clay. Ihave never obtruded my per- 
sonal history. on anybody, and I am almost 
ashamed to allude to it here; but my silence 
in the face of such charges and insinuations 
might be construed by my enemies into an 
admission that I was ashamed. of my early 
career, and with a confession that'I feel great 
doubt as to the propriety of doing so, I will’ 
simply say that, as most of you know, at least 
all those who have thought it worth while’ to 
look into the Congressional Directory, I'am a 
Scotchman by birth and was educated in Scot- 
land. I lived nearly four years in western 
New York with my father, who was known to 
several gentlemen here. There was no better 
farmer in the county of Wyoiming, as the rec- 
ords of the State and county fairs for many 
years will show. He had othér children, 
younger than myself, to educate and provide 
for. He had done all for me I could ask. 
I desired to study for a profession; but I was 
unable to command the means to do so. I 


went with letters from the best men in New 


York to the best men in Kentucky. I had 
gone to school for ten consecutive years, bat 
had never taught school. I knew no mechan- 
ical art; I was not a beggar; I had health and 
strength, and in order to enable me to make 
enough money to complete my professional 
education I did undertake the management 
of an estate there for a gentleman who is one 
of my most intimate friends to-day. I managed 
it for over a year to his entire satisfaction, 
and with the money thus obtained I entered 
Transylvania University, and within three years 
and a half from the time I went to Kentucky 
I was a graduate of that time-honored insti- 
tution. I did not then go to any obscure place 
nor engage in any ignoble struggle ; I settled’ 
down among the men with whom T have since 


cast my lot. Clay and Wickliffe, Robertson 


and Breckinridge, Buckner and Woolley, and 


other men of the highest order of talent were, 


at the bar. I have practiced law there ever 
since, with and among the best men in ‘the 
land. I have done so with some success. I 
have never betrayed a trust confided to me, 


nor done an act to bring shame on my family ` 


or friends. 

My people know me; they have sent me 
to this House three different times, the last 
time against my protest, and in spite of a 
written declaration that I did not desire to 
be renominated. They have met me with 
ovations at home, such as no carpet-bagger 
in the South ever has or ever will receive, no 
matter what position he may hold, and I am 
willing to stand upon their knowledge of me 
and of my character. : 

I never was in any man’s livery stable. If 
I had been I would not have been ashamed 
of it. I never whipped any man’s slaves, not 
even my own, though perhaps it would. have 
been better for me and them both if I had 
done so sometimes; and the charge made 
against me that I was merely a cruel, degrad- 
ed slave-driver and a hostler is a lie, no mat- 
ter who says it, and I hurl it back against 
the man who says it, and my people will hurl 
it back with the indignation and scorn that it 
deserves. z 

I regret, as I said, I feel humiliated to have 
to state even. this about: myself. I would not 
have done it if it had not been a reflection on 
the people I represent, who would be disgraced 
by such a Representative as [am charged to be, 
and if it had not been that I know the charge 
wag made not so much against. me personally 
as to destroy before the country the power 


and effect. of what I had said and whet I- 


intend to continue to say against these carpet- 
bagger governments at the South, and all their 
frands,. corruptions, and rascalities. Ido not 
intend to allow it; that is-my excuse for 
obtrading my personal. history on the House. 


T know the combination that is‘doing it, “It is: 
not one feeble old man only ;-he.is:merély put: 
forward and made to say mean things, tobe- 
come the mouth-piece of others who are-worse 
men and far more deeply implicated: thanhe: 
In reference to his talk. about slavery, Thold : . 
a book in my hand which was written‘in part 
by that old man, in which he says: = ` 
“Not only will I throughout this discussion opénly 
and boldly take the ground that slavery as .it exists 
in America ought to be perpetuated, but that slavery 
is an established and inevitable condition to human 
society. Iwill maintain that God always intended 
the relation of master and slave to exist; that 
Christ and the early teachers of Christianity found 
slavery, differing in no material respect from Ameri~ 
can slavery, incorporated into every department of 
society; that in the adoption of rules for the govs 
ernmont of socicty, and of the church, they provided 
for the rights of owners and the wants of slaves; that 
slavery having existed ever since the first organiza- 
tion of society, it will exist to the end of time.” > 
%* * + * we “ (#5 :, ¥ rae 
“ Millions of dollars have been spent, and hun- 
dreds of valuable lives sacrificed in the attempt to 
evangelize thé negroes of Africa; and yet slavery 
the abhorred; cursed, and, reviled institution, of ; 
slavery—has brought five times more negroes into 
the fold of the church than all the missionary oper- 


ations of the world combined. Slavery has tamed, 
civilized, Christianized, if you please. the brutal ne- 
groes brought to our shores by New England kid- 
nappers; it has elevated them physically, mentally, 
morally; and therefore it has proved a blessing to 
them, and ought to be perpetuated.” 

-I commend that book to the consideration 
of the other side of the House. -As to the 
man who. is: maligning me, itis a habit with 
him to indulge in such things..: If you will 
read his speeches made in 1860: you- will iad 
Mr. Lincoln denounced as an abolitionist, and 
worse; you will find-Mr. Hamlin, then candi- 
date for Vice President, spoken of as a'‘‘ free 
negro.” I could quote page after page of 
charges made against him infinitely -worse 
than any Lever made: Yet this man talks of 
laying’ lash over my back. No man hasever 
laid a lash over my back or struck me a blow, 
and never shall and live. I am no bully, and 
no braggart. I do not know that he can say 
as much.. Mr. Lafayette: McMullen knows 
whether he can or not, as I am informed. 

Ido not intend, as I have said, to indulge 
in any billingsgate.. Iam no blackguard. : L: 
do not fight with the weapons of the polecat: 
The fish-women of the town can beat meat 
that. But I will repel with honest indignation 
charges: made against me, come from what 
source they may, that, either in my personal 
or official character, as a member of the House 
or as a gentleman, I have ever been guilty of 
anything unworthy of myself, my family, and 
my people. IfI had been the man I am 
charged with being, I would :not have been 
here. Pia wee Peta 

I represent the proudest and grandest agri- 
cultural district in America, -It has more 
capacity to produce all that is required. for 
the support of human life and comfort than 
many whole States have. It has sent men to 
these Halls who were the peers of the greatest 
in the land, men who -have done honor to: the 
positions they have filled. However humble 
and feeble I may be as compared with them, 
J will try not to disgrace: the places they have 
left. I am in the place of men whose fame 
is familiar to every gentleman here. I need 
not name them to recall them. The people 
of the time-honored Ashland district of Ken-: 
tucky have seen fit to send mo here for three. 
consecutive terms, and that ought to bean an=: 
swer to all such reflections upon me‘as have: 
been indulged in to a delighted audience as: 
I am told. The people of that district knew 
that I had gone among them poor, friendless; 
and alone.. ‘They knew that I had been @ poor 
man, laboring for my- living, begging: neither 
money nor favor from anybody; nèver owing. 
any man anythingbut:good-will; and, sir, if 
you look at the newspapers ‘of my district 
you will see allusions made time and. again 
to the effect: that my early poverty is not con» 
sidered a badge-of disgrace; it is rather. held 
out as encouragement to the young men of 


| that district who are poor as I was, that when 


Tose 
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a man can come there friendless: as I did, and 
do as well.as'I have done:at the barand else- 
where, they, too, may do likewise. Perhaps 
I made: a blander. in coming. to this House ;. 
bat I do not: intend to: be denounced for it. 

I know that I have ‘been attacked because 
Ihave always: been, in-season and out of 
season, one of the advocates and the friends 
of. the poor, downtrodden communities of the 
southern States.: Four or-five years ago: I went | 
upon the ‘ Reconstruction Committee of this 

ouse with my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs.]. Wetwo.were alone: And I strug- 
gled there for those people at every point, as 
he Knows, through the Fortieth Congress ; and 
the chairman of that committee, in the Forty- 
First Congress, will bear witness to my fidelity 
under him.. The members of this House know 
that I have devoted much time and labor cheer: 
fully in that regard. For the last year l have 
been a member of the committee charged with 
investigating the condition of the ‘late insur- 
rectionary States."’ That committee has been 
wandering all over the country, spreading a 
drag-net, as it-were, for calumnies against the 
southern: people. ` T have tried to shield them 
whenever I could from their maligners. That 
is ‘the. head. and front of my offending ;’’ 
that. is the field in-which my efforts are to be 
made of no avail, and the men against whom 
it is known L will unite with my colleagues 
on the committee in exposing have hoped to 
destroy me in advance of the conflict. 

My family ties bind me to the grand old 
State. of Virginia, I love the people of the 
South, and I will stand by them as long as I 
have a voice to speak; when they are maligned, 
slandered, or oppressed, if I fail to strike a 
blow or say a word for them may my right arm 
wither and my. tongue cleave to the roof of 
my mouth. 1 willbe found in my place always 
honestly and fairly defending them. 

: Mro Speaker, I . meant no disrespect to the 
Senate: of: the United States in any expressions 
I made use of, although I was properly called 
to order the other day. I have.a veneration 
still, for the Senate of the United States. : I 
consider it as the most honorable body upon 
earth. . I know of none like it in the world in 
dignity and power. Any man of ambition 
may well aspire togothere.. I have so aspired 
simply because some of my people said they 
were going tovote forme. I never askedany 
mortal. man to vote for me. Circumstances 
seemed to require another gentleman to be 
sent; yet it is mow thrown up against me that 
I have aspired to the United States Senate, 
which it is assumed I have denounced. Sir, 
every man here would like to be a member of 
that body. I venture to assert that there is 
nota member of this House who does not: 
wantto go to the Senate. If I should ever be 
so fortunate, I want to go there among a body 
of honorable men; it is an honorable body; | 
the most honorable upon earth. And when I 
spoke of some of those southern Governors, | 
all of whom are candidates -for the Senate, 
using every foul means in their power, by dis- 
franchisement, bribery, loyal leagues, and: 
everything else to get there, I was not reflect- 
ing upon the Senate, and did not intend to do 
go.: If anything I said looked like a reflection 
I apologize for it here and now, and retract it; 
for I never intended anything of the kind, I: 
simply: protested against men being allowed to 
go there whose conduct:ought to send them to 
the penitentiary. : 

Why, sir, the great men of the world have 
been there; Clay bas.been there; Webster has 
been there, Crittenden has been there, Silas 
Wright has been there, Calhoun has been i 
there: Their memories make it æ sacred place. | 
It was not-to reflect on them, not to reflect on 
the Senate, but when I saw vultures-seeking to 
sit. in the eagle’s nest I protested against the 
outrage. Í want to:keep that Senate pure; I 


i 


f 


want it to be constituted of men representing 
great constituencies, not of men who force 
themselves into it at the point of the bayonet, | 


or by fraud, corruption, chicanery, or ostra- 
cism of any sort. Mr. Speaker, that is the 
way I look atit.. That is the way I felt about 
it when I spoke on. a previous occasion, and 
that is the way I feel about it now. I thank 
the House kindly for its attention, 

oa. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
regular order. __ Sn : 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness having been called for, the morning hour 
now begins, at twenty-three minutes after one 
o’clock, and reports are now in order from the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the fifteen 
minutes of the morning hour occupied by the 
Committee of Claims last Friday be not counted 
against that committee. me 

The SPEAKER. At two o'clock, as the 
gentleman is aware, the Committee for the 
District of Columbia is entitled to the floor. 
However, by unanimous consent, an agree- 
ment can be made by which that committee 
will postpone taking the floor, until a later 
period of the day, so that the Committee of 
Claims may have, this morning, its full hour. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. There is no ob- 
jection on the part of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia to the Committee of 
Claims having its full hour this morning, if 
our committee can then have the remainder 
of the day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope not, as 
we expect to take up the diplomatic appro- 
priation bill and Pe it to-day. I do not 
object, however, if it will not consume too 
much time. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the | 


Committec of Claims having a full 


hour this 
morning? $ 


- Mr. HOAR. There is so much noise and | 
confusion in the House that I have not been | 


exactly able to hear the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Michigan, chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, desires that a full hour this. morning 
shall be accorded the Committee of Claims.. 
-The Committee for the District of Columbia 
has waived its right to take up its business 


at two o’clock, and will consent to the Com- | 


mittee of Claims having its full hour this 
morning. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Ihavealso asked 
unanimous consent that. the fifteen minutes 
which the committee had in the morning hour 
of last Friday shall not be counted against that 
committee. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the arrangement 
entirely. 

NAOMI A. STEVENS, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1545) for the relief of Naomi A. Stevens, of 
Jackson county, Michigan; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reissue and de- 
liver to Naomi A. Stevens, of Jackson county, 
Michigan, ohe six pèr cent. coupon bond of 
the denomination of $500, in leu öf-one dë- 
stroyed by fire, issued under the act of Jane 
80, 1864, No. 10151, redeemable in five ‘and 
payable in twenty years from date, with cou- 
pons attached from and including that of May, 
1868. The Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to take such bond and sécurity to indemnify 
the Government against the presentation of 
the same for redemption as he may deém 
necessary and sufficient. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third redding; and: being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to reeon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider | 
be laid on the table. i - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASA M. TRIMBLE, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, reportéd back a bill (H. R. No. 
585) for the relief of Asa M. Trimble, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. f 

The bill was read. It directs the Paymas- 
ter General of the Army to allow and pay to 
Asa M: Trimble, late first lieutenant and regi- 
mental quartermaster of the sixty-fifth Ohio 
volunteer infantry, out of the approptiation for 
the pay of the Army, the difference between . 
the pay of quartermaster sergeant and that 
of sécond lieutenant and regimental quarter- 
master, from the Ist day of May, 1862, to the 
9th day of October, 1862, inclusive, he having 
actually acted in the capacity of such second 
lieutenant and regimental quartermaster dur- 
ing that time, and having réceived therefor 
only the pay of a quartermaster sergeant. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

` Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. i 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ROBERT M’KEE, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 861) directing the payment to Robert 
McKee of the pay, allowances, and bounty 
now withheld from him; and moved that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE I. RUPP. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1546) 
for the relief of George H. Rupp; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. ; 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to George 

Rupp, of Ohio, or his legal representa- 
tives, out of any money in the Treasury. 
Department not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $100, which payment shall be in full 
of his claim for loss of United States Pay- 
master Vrooman’s check No. 4718, stolen 
from the United States mails, but never pre- 
sented for payment; provided that before 
the payment of the above-named sum the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall require from 
the said George H. Rupp a sufficient bond of 
indemnity against the future presentation of 
the above-named check. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


i| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Obio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DANIEL M. PAGE. 

: Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, réported back, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 692) 
for the relief of Daniel M. Page, late first 
lieutenart. of the thirty-eighth United States 
infantry, 

The question was on ordering the bill to 
be esgrossed and read a third time. 

The billwasread. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to allow and credit to Daniel M. Page, late 
first lieutenant thirty-eighth United States in- 
fantry, the sum of $420 public money of the 
subsistence department, stolen front said officer 
at Fort Bayard, New Mexico, on 28d Decem- 
ber, 1868, without fault or negligence on his 

art. Sa 

‘Lhe bill was ordered tô- be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to: recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ; ie 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAY KLING. : 

Mr. FOSTER, of :Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported adversely on the petition 
- in the case of Jay Kling, and moved that the 
same do lie on the table, and that the report 
of the committee in the case be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

HENRY A. MESSENGER. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also from the same 
committee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 1547) 
for the relief of Henry A. Messenger; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. - : 

The bill was- read. It directs tho Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a duplicate of coupon 
bond numbered 14088 for $1,000, issued under 
tbe act of March 8; 1863, and payable in 1881, 
to Henry A. Messenger, upon proof satis- 
factory to the Secretary of the loss of the 
original and upon the said Henry A. Messen- 
ger giving bond with sufficient surety to indem- 
nify the United States against any loss result- 
ing therefrom. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the’ motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OSWEGO DISTILLERY COMPANY. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recommend- 
ation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
636) for the relief of the Oswego Distillery Com- 
pany, of Oswego, New York, and moved that 
the bill be laid on the table, and that the 
report accompanying it be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

HENRY. CLAY WILLIAMS. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recommend: 
ation that it do. pass, the bill (H. R. No. 752) 
to appropriate to Henry Clay Williams a sum 
of money found-due him in the adjustment of 
his accounts. ; 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 


The bill, which was read, appropriates to } 


Henry Clay Williams the sum. of $500, the 
same being a balance found due him upon the 
adjustment of his accounts as receiver at the 
land office at Wau Claire, Wisconsin. Neots 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it ‘was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ` 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved toreeonsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; and. also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES HIPP. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also; from the same 
committee, reported. back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
1262) for the relief of Charles Hipp, of St. 
Mary, Auglaize county, Ohio: ” : 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Charles Hipp, 


postmaster of St. Mary, Auglaize county,’ |: 


Ohio, the sum of $391 88, $120 of said sum 
being postage stamps on hand deposited with 


him as such postmaster for sale, and $271 :88 |. 
being cash on hand derived from the mosey“ |; 


order business of said office, which was stolen 


on.the night of dane 16, 1871, by some person ii 


or personsunknown, who burglariously entered 
the said office and forced the iron safe in which 
the said money and stamps were deposited by 
blowing it open with gunpowder. ee 
The bill was ordered. to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and ‘passed. 
Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was. passed; and-also 
moved that the motion to reconsider belaid on 
the table. . 
The latter motion was agreed to; | 


R. NELSON GERE. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back with an amendment, 
and with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the: bill (H.-R. No. 1228) for the relief of R. 
Nelson Gere, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of War to cancel the contract entered into by 
R. Nelson Gere, of the city. of Syracuse, New. 
York, in the year 1871, for the building of a 
breakwater in the harbor of Oswego, in the 
said State of New York, and to. release the 
said Gere therefrom ; and it further directs the 
Secretary of War to: ascertain the value of the 
work already performed by the said Gere, and 


| pay him therefor such additional compensa- 


tion above the contract price as he shall deem 
just and equitable. 

The committee reported an amendment to 
strike out the last provision of the bill. 

The amendment was agrced to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN T. WATSON. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1548) for 
the relief of John F. Watson, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to John T. Watson, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, the sum of $3,962, in 
full. compensation for his expenditures and 
losses in rescuing United States officers and 
soldiers from the disaster of the steamboat 
Sultana, destroyed by fire on the night of April 
26, 1865, on the Mississippi river. : 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill.was passed; and alsa 
moved that the: motion to reconsider be laid an 
the table. : 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACOB I, BLA. 

Mr. STRONG, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1549) for 
the relef of Jacob H. Ela; which was read 
a first and second time. 

‘The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to adjust and settle 
the account of Jacob H. Ela, late United 
States marshal for the distriet of New Hamp- 


1 shire, and pay him such sum as shall be found 


justly due for transporting three rebel lieu- 
tenants of the Navy from the African squad- 
ron for the suppression of the slave trade 
from Portsmouth, New Hampshire, to Fort 
La Fayette, out of the fund for the. suppres- 
sion of the siave trade. f 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time;. and being engrossed, ib. was 
accordingly read the third time, and payed!‘ 
Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which:the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe 
table. yeu y Pots ya 
The latter motion. was agreed to.” 
: ooo MARTIN WATKINS.: puit 
Mr. STRONG -also, ‘from ‘the same commit? 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, a bill (H.R. Nö. 1544) 
for the relief of Martin Watkins, of East Wind- 
sor, Connecticuti € 9 ee 
The question was upon ordeéring the bill to 
be engrossed and réad a third-time: = 7 
The bill, which ‘was read; authorizes the 
Secretary of the Trédsury to issue two new 
bonds of fifty dollars each, with coupons‘from 
date of January 1, 1869, to Martin Watking; 
of Bast Windsor, Connecticut, in place of'two 
coupon bonds of fifty dollars each, numbered 
28560 and 28561, respectively, under: of 
March 8, 1865, and issue of 1867, which said 
bonds above named were destroyed by flood ; 
provided, that before issuing the new bonds 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall require a 
sufficient bond of indemnity securing the Gov- 
ernment against the presentation of the bonds 
alleged to have been destroyed. Oe eee 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time’; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and ‘passed.’ 
Mr. SPRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ‘passed; and also moved 
ie the motion to reconsider ‘bé laid ‘onthe 
table. moa Pee 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DR. JONN F. HANKS, 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee: of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1550) for 
the relief of the estate of Dr. Join F. Hanks ; 
which was read a first and second time. . ai: 

The question was upon ordering the bill to: 
be engrossed and read a third time. : 

The bill, which was read, directs. the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to.James M, Hanks, 
administrator of the estate of Dr. John. F, 
Hanks, the sum of $1,729, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
being so much. money belonging to Dr. John 
F. Hanks, and which was, ia the month. of 
August, 1863, on deposit in the Louisiana 
State Bank of New Orleans, and. received 
from said bank by Colonel S. B. Holabird, by 
order of Major General Banks, (Colonel Hol- 
abird. then being chief quartermaster,) and 
afterward covered into the Treasury: of : the 
United States. op ROLE 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a brief. 
statement in reference to this claim, and Tam 

lad to see the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. Bangs] in his seat. In 1863, under the 
order of General Banks, the moneys on deposit 
in the various banks of New Orleans were 
taken in. charge by the military authorities, 
and something over twenty-eight thousand dol- 
lars was taken from the Bank of the’ State of 
Louisiana at New Orleans, and, as is shown 
by the papers in the case, afterward covered 
into the Treasury of the United States. Dr. 
Hanks at that time was living at Helena, Ark- 
ansas, and his- loyalty to the Government-is 
well established by the testimony of General 
Alvin P. Hovey and others, whose statementa 
are on file... In connection with this matter I 
ask the Clerk to read an indorsementon am 
application for information made. by me to:the 
Quartermaster General. T gs 

- The Clerk read as follows:. 

JARTERMASTER GENERALS Orrror, 
Qamer erer g OO. pebruari 16, 1872; 

Respectfully returned to Hon: Wirta 8. HoL- 
MAN, House of Representatives.: ; . 

The records of this office show that in August, 
1863, thcre.. was seized from the Louisiana State 
Bene der ea T ey was reported as belousing 
ae oP Takes Qn the settlement of Colonel 


3 
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Holabird’s ‘accounts the money was covered into the 
Treasury, on account of captured. and: abandoned 
property.’ (Requisitions of office, of June 13 and 18, 
200e) T R. H. ALLEN, . 
|| Acting Quartermáster General, 

MA ET ara : - Brevet Major Generalı- 

“Mr: HOLMAN. It is shown by the testi- 
mony of the' cashier and the president of this 
bank that Dr. Hanks had on deposit of this 
money. the stim: specified in this bill. -The 
loyalty. of Dr. Hanks being very fully estab- 
lished, and the fact- being that this money has 
gone into the Treasury of the United States, 
the Committee of Claims have reported favor- 
ably on this bill. ; 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the facts in 
this case, as Í recollect them, are. substantially 
as stated by the honorable gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hotman.] The money to which 
reference is made in the bill was in the hands 
of one of the banking institutions of New 
Orleans by a previous order, and to :prevent 
its being transferred to parties in rebellion, to 
be used against the Government, it was trans- 
ferred by general order to: the quartermaster, 
paid into his hands, and thence comes into the 
Treasury. But this money is only one por- 
tion of a considerable fund.. It strikes me 


the Committee. of ‘Claims ought to consider | 


and report upon the whole. subject. I do 
not know that there is any objection to the 
passage of this bill; but I think that before 
we act upon it there ought to be some report 
upon the whole subject. I hope the gentle- 
man will delay action upon the bill until his 
committee shall have considered the general 
subject. I will say that this money was never 
held as the property of the United States; it 
was held only as security; aud being covered 
into the Treasury it ought, I suppose, to be 
given to those loyal citizens. who have just 
claims upon it... .- 

: Mr. HOLMAN. Thope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] will not insist 
on our awaiting a general bill on this sub- 
ject.. The Committee of Claims have made it 
a point to inquire into the loyalty or disloy- 
alty of each of the claimants for this money ; 
and the committee would not: have reported 
the bill had not the statements of General 
McGinnis, General Alvin P. Hovey, and other 
officers of the Army established fully Dr. 
Hanks’s loyalty and devotion to the Govern- 
ment. I think there should be no objection te 
the passage of this bill. Let each of the claim- 
ants to this money present his separate claim 
for the consideration of Congress. : 

! Mr. SARGENT.. What is the amount of 
the claim provided forin this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About seventeen hundred 
dollars. 

Mr. SARGENT.. What is the amount of 
the whole fund liable to such claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount taken from 
the: bank was ‘something over twenty-eight 
thousand: dollars. -: ae 

Mr. SARGENT... This bill, then, is a pre- 
cedent for the payment of other claims. - 
=: Mr. HOLMAN. The bill simply provides 
for paying to Dr. Hanks: his portion of the 
money taken from that bank. A at! 

- Mr. SARGENT. If this bill be: passed, it 
will be very difficult for us-to resist the pay- 
ment of similar claims hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other claimants will 
of course present their claims hereafter. $ 

The bill was ordered to be -engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passéd ; and also moved 
that the motion to. reconsider. be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOUN WILSON——JOHN BOYLE. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report adversely upon the 
petition of John Wilson, praying compensa- 


tion for services rendered in the preparation 
of maps of land States, under the resolution 
of the House of May 4, 1848; and the memo- 
rial of Cornelius Boyle, administrator of John 
Boyle, deceased, formerly chief clerk of the 
Navy Department; and who while.so employed 
performed from timeto time, under temporary 
appointment; the duties of Secretary of: the 

avy. -The committee think it-is:not and 
never has been the policy of the Government 
to pay double compensation to any: public 
officer. I move that these: papers be laid:on 
the table. - 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the Committee 
of- Claims, reported adversely upon the fol- 
lowing; which were laid on the table: : 

The petition of Nathan Stark; praying com- 
peusation for property taken from. the steamer 
Shreveport by the United States forces in Octo- 
ber, 1864, and destroyed by fire while stored 
at Glasgow, Missouri; i ` 

The memorial of James Kitchen and Rich: 
ard Kitchen, claiming $12,961 for wool taken 
from the same steamer and destroyed under 
similar circumstances; 

The memorial of Robert M. Cohn, praying 
compensation for three bales of cotton im- 
properly taken and sold by the Government; 

The memorial of Mrs. Nancy G. Miller, for 
damages to her property near Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, by United States soldiers encamped 
in the neighborhood; and 

The memorial of Samuel Staats Taylor and 
Edwin Parsons, for the use of levees and bank 
of the river at Cairo, Hlinois; during the war 
of the rebellion. 


JANE A. GREEN. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it pass, a bill (H. R. No. 
639) for the relief of Jane A. Green. 
` The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to issue 
to Jane A.Green, or her representative, a 
duplicate ten-forty coupon bond, No. 6859, for 
$1,000, in lieu of the original destroyed by. fire, 
and to pay the interest due thereon ; provided 
the owner of the destroyed bond shall file in 
the Treasury a bond in the penal sum equal to 
the amount of the bond and the interest which 
would accrue thereon from September 1,.1864, 
until the principal thereof is due and payable, 
with two good and sufficient sureties, residents 
of the United States, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, with condi- 
tion to indemnify and save harmless the United 
States from any claim because of the said bond. 

The bill was ordered. to ‘be engrossed: and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and aiso moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid_on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed :to.- 

AUGUSTINE BACON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also, from the 
same committee, reported back a bill (H. R, 
No. 528) for the relief of Augustine Bacon, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Post- 
master General to pay Augustine Bacon the 
sum of $437 87 for service as route agent on 
route. No. .5674, performed under appointment 
of the Postmaster General in 1865-66, which 
amount is due to said Bacon, as it appears by 
the books of the Post Office. Department, and 
remains unpaidin consequence of the inability 
of said Bacon to take. the oath. prescribed by 
the act.of July 2, 1862. 0 =: : 

The bill was ordered tó be engrossed and 
read a third time ;.and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to recon- 


sider the vote by. which the bill was passed; 
and also moved-that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table.- 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHOONER THOMAS J. FRAZIER. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also, from the 
same committee, reported a bill (R. R. No. 
1551) for the relief of S. B. Mitchell, George 
W. Mitchell, and J. W. Mitchell; which was 
read a first and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, provides that there 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated to S. B. Mitchell, 
George W. Mitchell, and John W. Mitchell, 
owners of the Schooner Thomas J. Frazier, 
sunk while in the service of the United States 
by a shot from the United States frigate Con- 
gress and the rebel vesscl Merrimac, the 
sum of $8,059 87, that being the amount paid 
by the owners for raising and repairing the said 
schooner. ; 

Mr. MOORE. I ask the report of the com- 
mittee be read, if there be a report. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir; there 
is a report. 

It appears from the report, which was read, 
that these parties are the bona jide owners of 
the schooner Thomas J. Frazier, of the value 
of $8,000. That about the 18th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1862, the said schooner was chartered 
to Henry James & Co., of the city of Balti- 
more, to convey from said port to Fortress 
Monroe, a cargo of lumber for the use of the 
United States Government, and to be deliv- 
ered to Captain Tallmage, assistant quarter- 
master United States Army; that on the 
arrival of said schooner at Fortress Monroe 
she was reported to Captain Tallmage, and 
was by him ordered to deliver her cargo at 
Camp Butler, Newport News, Virginia, con- 
trary to the charter contract, In obedience 
to this order she was taken to Camp Butler, 
and while there discharging, was struck by a 
shell from the United States frigate Congress, 
during the engagement of this vessel with the 
confederate ram Merrimac, and was thereby 
badly damaged and sunk. The raising and 
repair of said schooner cost the owners the 
sum of $3,059 37. The claimants applied 
to the quartermaster of’ the Navy and War 
Departments respectively for compensation, 
but payment was refused on the ground that 
they had no authority to pay. ` 

ln consideration of the tact that this schooner 
was damaged while in the service of the Uni- 
ted States by the frigate Congress, the com- 
mittee think justice and duty require the Gov- 
ernment to refund the claimants the actual 
sum of money paid by them in raising and re- 
pairing their schooner, allowing them nothing 
in the shape of damages for loss of service of 
the schooner. ` i re 

The bill was ordered’ to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
` Mr. HARRIS; of Virginia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“HENRY HEAD. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Henry Head. 


` HUMPHREY M. WOODYARD. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, from the 

Committee of Claims, reported back -a bill 
H. R. No. 114) for the relief of the heirs of 
ieutenant Colonel Humphrey M. Woodyard, 

late of the twenty-first Missouri infantry, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ; 

The bili was read. In the preamble it sets 
forth that in the year 1868 stoppage was made 
against-the pay of the officers. of the twenty- 
first. regiment Missouri. infantry volunteers, 
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by Major H. V. Sullivan, paymaster United 
States Army, and the amount of pay stopped 
against Humphrey M. Woodyard, deceased, 
lieutenant colonel twenty-first regiment Mis- 
‘gouri infantry volunteers, was $1,099 07,which, 
after the death. of Humphrey M. Woodyard, 
was found erroneously stopped. The bill there- 
fore authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay Alice N. Woodyard, Nan- 
tilla M. Woodyard, Marce B. Woodyard, James 
N. Woodyard, and Sue T. Woodyard, the sam 
of $1,099 07, being the amount due the heirs 
of H. M. Woodyard, deceased. 

The bill was ordered .to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by.which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JONAS HOCH. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported adversely on 
the memorial of Jonas Hoch, of Kutztown, 
Berks county, Pennsylvania; and the same 
was laid on the table. 


EDWARD CAVENDY. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported back the petition 
of Edward Cavendy, United States Navy, for 
compensation for invention of ‘‘tripod’’ for 
taking zenith observations at sea, &c., and 
moved.that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SESSION OF SATURDAY. 


Mr. PETERS. Irise to make a privileged 
motion. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. . 

Mr. COBURN. I hope that will not be 
done. There is an immense amount of pri- 
vate business to be transacted, and the Com- 
mittee of Claims and the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs ought to have to-morrow. : 

Mr. PETERS. I beg to say to the gentle- 
man that private business is being got through 
during the present session with unusual rapid- 


ity. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is privileged, 
and is not debatable. ` : 

The question being put on the motion of 
Mr. Peters, there were—ayes 91, noes 28. 

Mr. COBURN. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes fourteen; not a suffi- 
cient number. {we : 

So the yeas and nays, were-not ordered, and 
the motion of Mr. PETERS was agreed to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and ‘also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Some time subsequently the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. WALDEN. Several members desire 
that. there shall be a session to-morrow for 
debate only, no business whatever to be trans- 
acted. I ask unanimous consent that that 
arrangement shall be made. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already 
agreed to adjourn over till- Monday. But 
the gentleman from“ Iowa [Mr. Warnes] 
asks unanimous consent that there shall be 
a session to-mortow for debate only, no. busi- 
ness to be transacted. Is there objection to 
this arrangement? ve 

There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
that there should be a session of the House on 
Saturday for debate only. zt 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of two o’clock 
having arrived, and this being the third Friday 


of the month, business is now in order from 
the Committee:for the District: of Columbia, 
NEW DISTRICT JAIL. 00 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, from. the Com- 
mittee for the. District of Columbia, reported 
a bil. (H. R.. No: 1552): in relation tothe 
construction of a new. jail for the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first:and second 
time. z ; EAEE ee 

The question was on ordering: the billto be 
engrossed and read a third time. ......5 | - 

‘The bill was read. . It proposes to create as 
a board of commissioners the Secretary of the 
Interior, the chief justice of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and the Governor 
of the District, with full power to carry out 
the provisions of the act approved July 25, 
1866, authorizing the construction of a jail in 
and for the. District of Columbia,. and the acts 
amendatory thereof. _And the commissioners 
are directed to cause the work of building the 
jail provided for to be entered upon without 
delay; provided the board shall have authority 
to change thre site heretofore selected, and so 
modify the plans as shall to the commissioners 
seem to be for the best interests of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and provided further that 
nothing herein contained shall operate. to in- 
crease the-appropriations heretofore made by 
Congress. for the erection of said jail; and 
provided further that the District of Colum- 
bia shall be required to pay to the Govern- 
ment of the United States the sum of $90,000 
required by the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1867, amendatory of the act of July 
25, 1866, herein referred to,-as. obligatory on 
the then existing governments of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown; and all laws 
inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed, 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. 1 will state that 
this bill has been prepared on the suggestion 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and. that. it 
provides for no additional appropriation. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, the 
chief justice of the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the Governor of the 
District, to act as.a board of commissioners, 
in determining the site and proceeding ‘with 
the work of. constructing the jail. . I suppose 
there can be no objection to the bill. ; 

Mr. FINKELNBURG.. I would like to ask 
the gentleman whether the effect of this bill is 
to revive an old appropriation? He says it 
does not contain an appropriation, but does 
it revive an appropriation which has already 
expired ? i i 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I would say that 
it revives no preéxisting appropriation; the 
appropriation not having been covered into 
the Treasury, it remains the same as before; 
.. Mr. FINKELNBURG... When was it made? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER.. Four. or: five 
years ago.: The bill is guarded thoroughly, 
as the gentleman will observe... The commit- 
tee examined the question of the previous 
appropriation and found that it still existed, 
and this bill simply provides, so far as the old 
appropriation is concerned and so far as the 
obligation of the District of Columbia is con- 
cerned, that the matter shall remain. precisely 
as itis now. —. ) ` : 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Now, I will ask the 
gentlemen whether, when the territorial act 
was passed, it was not passed’upon the assur- 
rance that hereafter Congress would not be 
asked to put up county buildings or District 
buildings, or buildings for the loeal govern- 
ment in this District, and that- we. would be 
spared any business or appropriations of this 
kind hereafter, and whether this appropria- 
tion, having been made before the new govern- 
ment took effect, ought not to be left unused, 
and the people here to take care of their-own 
local institutions as they promised todo?’ > . 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. This bill does 
not change the preéxisting legislation on the 
subject at all... It provides that the $200,000, 
more or Jess.of which remains, which had been 


appropriated by the Government: ‘on’ the cons 
dition that the’ District of Colambia: should 
appropriate $90;000; shall go toward the fad 
for erecting-this: building. : There.is ‘a differ- 
ence of opinion as to the proper location of 
this jail, and: this bill ‘merely provides this, 
that a commission consisting of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the: chief justice. of the Dis- 
trict court, and the Governor of the District 
may settle this question of the location .of the 
jail.: The bill leaves the matter as it was’:be- 
fore the District. government was established. 
Iwill state that in my judgment it:would be 
too late to make any change now, because 
already material has been farnished, work 
commenced; and contracts made in which the 
‘General Government and the District govern- 
ment, or the.city governments. prior tothe 
organization of the territorial government 
here, have acted. The question now is whether 
they have selected: the best Tocations -The 
commission are to decide that ‘question, but 
it will not change at all the liability of: the 
General Government or of ‘the District. The 
new District government succeeds entirely in 
the same proportion in paying its part of this 
expense that has heen agreed to by the old 
government of the District. 

‘Mr. MOORE. I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman if the $200,000, after it was appro- 
priated, was not covered into the Treasury of 
the United States? . ten wel 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. It was not cov- 
ered into the Treasury. In a case like this, 
where a large appropriation has been made,.a 
portion of it expended, and the District: had 
furnished a portion of their share of the money 
and agreed to. furnish the rest, the. appropria- 
tion was not to be covered into the Treasury 
under the legislation of Congress. igs: 
Mr. MOORE. If the District of Columbia 
made an appropriation of $90,000, was it not 
made hefore the new Government came into 
existence? i f ie fhe 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will state that 
the District of Columbia had entered into an 
obligation, and had bound themselves to fur- 
nish their share of the money. © o cos 
Mr. MOORE.. Had that obligation been 
fulfilled, and had they made the appropriation 
before the new government came in? > ' 
Mr. STARKWEATHER.: They had done 
all they. agreed ‘to. | i Ha 
Mr. MOORE.: Had they made an appro- 
priation of $90,000? : i 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. As fast as the 
Government made expenditures, and when they 
were called upon, the District of Columbia was 
to furnish the $90,000. Buta small part of 
the work has been done, but ‘the new: otgan- 
ization of the District is bound to furnish : its 
share of the. amount necessary toward. com- 
pleting this work. > : 
--Mr, MOORE. What I want to know is if 
the new government has, since its existence, 
made-an appropriation of $90,000? Whether 


j that appropriation, in behalf of the District 


of Columbia, has been made under. the new 
organization? 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. The old organ- 
ization entered into a stipulation in connec- 
tion with the General Government to furnish 
$90,000. They were bound by that obliga- 
tion, and when the new government was. estab- 
lished, that government, by the terms: of the 
organic act, were required to do precisely what 
the:cities of Washington and Georgetown-had 
agreed and bound themselves todo. Fhe 
present District organization is. required: to 
furnish that $90,000 according to ‘their stipu- 
lations- SUERA PERES A 

‘Mr. MOORE. The difficulty with me: is 
this: Congress made an- appropriation fora 
specifie purpose, to be given to the District 
of Columbia: to ‘build:a-jail, provided : there 
should be raised on the part of the District: of 
Columbia the sum of $90,000. Under the eld 
organization, during the existenee of the old 
| organization, as I understand, those conditions 
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were riot complied with, and hence, according 
to:my understanding, the appropriation lapsed 
and fell dead. Now, I want to know-if this 
is‘not the case: that since the new organiza- 
tion inthis District an appropriation of $90,000 
has:been made on the part of the District of 
Columbia,.and.it is now sought to revive the 
appropriation made by Congress, the condi- 
tions of which were not-complied with. . 

Mr. STARKWEATHER., I think I can 
explain the matter satisfactorily. A bill was 
passed by Congress providing for building a 
new jail in. this District, and in that bill it was 
provided:.that the District of Columbia, then 
comprising the old city corporations of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, should furnish $90,000 
toward the building of the jail. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in a communication to this 
Honse, under date of January 11,. 1872, makes 
the following statements: ; 

“Congress, by an act approved July 25, 1866, 
(United States Statutes, vol. 14, p- 231,) authorized 
the construction of a jail in and for the District of 
Columbia, and directed the Secretary of the Interior 
to select a suitable site therefor, ‘on some of the 
public grounds belonging to the Government in the 
city of Washington.’ By the fourth section of said 
act'the sum of $200,000, ‘to be drawn an the order 
of the Secretary of the Interior,’ was appropriated 
for the purpose, and by the sixth section the city of 
Washington, the city of Georgetown, and the county 
of Washington were required ‘to raise, by tax or 
otherwise, and pay into the Treasury of the United 
States, at or before the time of completion of said 
jail,’ the sums of $70,000, $20,000, and $10,000, respect- 
ively. The act of Congress approved Maroh 2, 1867, 
(Ibid., 428,) repeals so much of said sixth section as 
relates to the respective sums to be raised and paid ji 
into the Treasury by the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and requires the sum of $78,000 to be so 
raised and paid in by the former city, and the sum 
of $12,000 by the latter.”  * —* ee 
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. “Mr. Secretary Browning drew upon the appro- 
priation made by the actof July 25, 1866, requisi- 
tions amounting to $20,194 48, of which the sum of 
$14,987 86 was applied by the then disbursing agent 
of the jail to his own uses. I understand that he is 
now undergoing trial in this city upon a criminal 
indictment for said defaleation. r. Seeretary Cox 
drew requisitions for $661 90 to pay for advertise- 
ments ordered by his predecessor. The balance of 
the appropriation on hand, therefore, is $169,143. 62, 
and it is applicable only to the erection of tho 
building.” 

That was done when the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown were acting as two dis- | 
tinct municipal corporations. A contract was 
made and some work was done, and $30,000 
of the appropriation wasused.. The old organ- 
izations. here in this District entered inte an 
arrangement and agreement to furnish $90,000 
when called upon. The apprapriation has not 
been covered into the Treasury, for the reason 
that the work hag: already been commenced. 
It is an existing appropriation; it was an 
appropriation under the old government of 
this District, and is an existing appropriation 
under the present District government. When 
the new District government was organized it 
succeeded to the same rights and the same 
liabilities that pertained to the old corpora- 
tions of the. cities of Georgetown and Wash- 
ington. This. being an old appropriation 
under the old. organization in this District, 
and a part of it having been expended on this 
work, it has not been covered into the Treas- 
ury, but is still an existing appropriation under 
the new District government... This bill. sim- 
ply provides that so far as that appropriation 
is-concerned, a part of it having been expended, 
it shall stand and remain uncovered into the 
Treasury, and the new District government 
shall go on, as required by its organic act, and 
complete its part of the stipulation. No addi- 
tional appropriation is. made; no change is 
proposed as to the appropriation already made; 
and the obligation of the new government of 
this District is precisely the same as the obli- 
gation resting upon the old municipal corpora- 
tions.of Georgetown and Washington. In no 
respect.is the relation between the old and 
the new District government, or between the 
national. Gevernment and the new District 
government; proposed to be changed by this 
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; Mr. MOORE. T desire to state to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut { Mr. STARKWEATHER] 
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that it is alleged that a portion of this appro- 
priation has already been expended for some 
other purpose. than the one designed by Con- 
gress in making the appropriation, and that 
having thus been expended upon another 
work; the farther progress of that work has 
been suspended. it-is alleged that a portion 
of the $90,000 that was to be fortheoming on 
the part of the District of Columbia has been 
expended upon a certain stone-work which I 
understand the District of Columbia has now 
abandoned; that a portion of that money bas 
already been squandered. 

Mr. CREBS. My colleagae [Mr. Moore] 
is laboring under a misapprehension to a cer- 
tain extent as Í understand this bill. In 1866 
an appropriation was made by Congress of 
$200,000 for the purpose of constructing a 
jail in this Distriet; and by that act it was 
required that the city of Washington, the city 
of Georgetown, and the county of Washing- 
ton should raise and pay into the Treasury of 
the United States the sum of $100,060, or one 
half of the amount of the appropriation. By 
a subsequent act, passed in 1867, the county 
of Washington was relieved from the payment 
of the $10,000 required of it by the act of 
1866, and the city of Georgetown was required 
to pay $12,000 and the city of Washington 
$78,000, making $90,000, into the Treasury of 
the United States. But the first appropriation 
of $200,000 by the national Government was 
an absolute appropriation for the construction 
of a new jail in this District, and that appro- 
priation was placed under the control of the 
Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of 
the Interior now reports that some thirty thou- 
sand dollars of that appropriation has been 
drawn and used for this purpose, and that the 
balance of the appropriation is still subject to 
the construction of this work. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The balance of 
which money—that supplied by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or that supplied by 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CREBS. The money appropriated by 
the United States. The entire appropriation 
was by the Government of the United States. 
Of that amount the District was required to 
pay back at first one half, or $100,000, and 
subsequently $90,000. Of that appropriation 
by the United States the sam of $80,000 has 
been drawn, and the work of building the new 
jail was commenced. For some reason the 
work was stopped, the intention being, how- 
ever, at the time to stop it only temporarily. 
But the work has not been resumed from that 
time to this for some reason, Ido not know 
what; and the Secretary of the Interior thinks 
he has not authority to go ahead without an 
act of this kind. 

One word further. All that this bill pro- 
vides is that instead of the Secretary of the 
Interior having charge of this work, as pro- 
vided by the former act, the Governor of the 
District and a judge of the supreme court 
shall superintend it; and if they are not satis- 
fied with the location. already seleeted for the 
jail, they are authorized to select another; 
but the appropriation is to be limited to the 
amount appropriated in 1866 for this work. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG,. Then, if I under- 
stand correctly, the money already appropri- 
ated cannot be used.unless this bill is passed. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. The gentleman 
is mistaken. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman from 
THinois [Mr. Cress] so stated. 

Mr. CREBS. The report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, which is now before the House, 
shows that there is on hand for the building 
of this work a balance of the original appre- 


;priation amounting to $170,000. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. The Secretary says 
that in his opinion he kas no authority to use 
the money. wo 

Mr. CREBS. He does net say he has no 
authority to use it, but he asks the further 
action of Congress. So far as I am concerned, 
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I see no réason why he eannot goon under the 
revious law as it stands. ‘It is unrepealed. 
Te stands upon the statute-books just as it 
stood immediately after-its passage. Nothing 
has since intervened to prevent the Secretary 
of the Interior from going ahead with this 
work under the law as then passed, but for 
some reason he dees not choose to do so. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I resume the 
floor, and yield to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Potaxp.] í 

Mr. POLAND. i think from the inquiries 
put by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Moore] 
that he has not studied the subject very 
much. ; 

Mr. MOORE. We are studying it now. 

Mr. POLAND. A law was passed author- 
izing the building of a jail in this District, 
the site to be selected by the Secretary of 
the Interior, andan appropriation of $200,000 
was made to build it. It was provided that 
when the jail should be completed $100,000 
of the expenditure should be repaid by the 
District, $70,000 by the city of Washington, 
$20,000 by the city of Georgetown, and $10,000 
by the county. An amendatory act was sub- 
sequently passed reducing the sum to be re- 
funded to $90,000. 

As the act stood the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior was to select the site, provide plans and 
specifications, and go. forward with the build- 
ing of this jail, for which $200,000 was appro- 
priated, the several divisions of the District 


j reimbursing a certain portion of the amount. 


The Secretary selected a site, and had plans 
and specifications prepared. A contract was 
let. Very great dissatisfaction grew up in 
reference to the location selected. I think 
that was probably the foundation of the diff- 
culty, aud the reason the work was stopped. 
But there were also charges that there was 
some fraud about the contract, and an investi- 
gation was.ordered by Congress. The princi- 
pal contractor was a Mr. Allen, who went on 
and did considerable. work. Thirty thousand 
dollars, as I understand, of this appropria- 
tion was expended upon that work. Then 
a resolution was adopted by this House pro- 
viding that the work should be suspended. for 
forty days; and meanwhile this investigation 
went on. Nothing was ever done by any act 
or resolution of Congress requiring the work 
to be stopped except the suspension for forty 
days. But after that suspension, Secretary 
Harlan, and, after him, Secretaries Cox and 
Delano, said that inasmuch as Congress had 
taken this matter in hand and stopped the 
work, they would not take the responsibility 
of resuming it unless upon some new direction 
or action by ‘Congress. Nothing has been 
expended. No appropriation in point of fact 
was ever made by the old. government of the 
District of Columbia, nor has any been made 
by the new government. It is not required 
by the original act to appropriate money till 
the jail is built. 

The difficulty originally was in reference to 
location. However suitable and proper the 
location may have been, the Secretary of the 
Interior has declined to go forward with it. 
There was very great dissatisfaction expressed 
in reference to the location selected by the 
Secretary, and therefore he wanted some direc- 
tion from Congress in reference to this ques- 
tion of location. We now provide, and that 
ig all the change we make in the location, 
that the location shall be selected by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in conjunction with the 
Chief Justice and the Governor of the District 
of Columbia, making them a board to.exam- 
ine into the matter and fix upon the proper 
location. With the change of the form of 
government ia. this District, as the old cor- 
porations have gone out of legal existence, 
we provide that the obligations which rested 
on the old government shall be ended with 


em. 
Mr. MOORE. I should like to ask the gen- 
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tlemen from Vermonta question. T could vote 
for almost anything at all my friend from Ver- 
mont would support in this House. I would 
go as near taking his word for anything as any 
man in the country; but I would be glad to 
be informed in reference to the equities of this 
proceeding. I understand a location was 
selected and that a considerable amount of 
money was expended in building a jail; that, 
after a considerable amount of money had been 
expended on the works, Congress instituted 
an investigation and stopped the whole thing. 
If this be so, it affords ground for doubt in 
the minds of gentlemen whether we ought to 
take the action now proposed. I will there- 
fore ask the gentleman from Vermont whether 
there is any probability, if this bill be passed 
and this work commenced on a new site, 
there will not he another change of location, 
go that Congress will be held perpetually to 
new obligations in the perpetual change of 
location for the site of this jail? 

Mr. POLAND. I have not the gift of 
prophecy, and my friend from Illinois can as 
well tell what Congress will do with the mat- 
teras I can. I will not, therefore, attempt to 
enlighten him on that subject. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the work was 
commenced, and on some charge being made 
Congress passed a resolution to suspend the 
work for forty days. ‘The committee of Con- 
gress appointed on that occasion did investi- 
gate the whole matter. It all ended in smoke. 
Tt turned out there was nothing upon which 
the work ‘could be stopped. The real diff- 
culty'was on the question in reference to the 
selection of the location. 

Mr. MOORE. Was the location abandoned ? 

Mr. POLAND. Itisnotabandoned. The 
Secretary of the Interior, because there was 
so much dissatisfaction in reference to the loca- 
tion, docs not want the entire responsibility 
in selecting the site for this jail to be left with 
him, but wishes Congress to name others who 
with ‘himself will constitute a board which 
may fix on a location satisfactory to the peo- 
ple generally. : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I now call the 
previous question. 


The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was- ordered to be en- 
grossed. and read a third time; and being 
engrossed,. it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider thé vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid onthe table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

‘CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, by unanimous consent, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested : f 

A bill (S. No. 442) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act ta provide for a building suited to 
the use of the post office, the pension and 
revenue offices, and the judicial officers of the 
United States, in the city of Trenton, New 
Jersey,” approved March 3, 1871; and 

A bill (S. No. 565) to extend the time to 
the. State of Wisconsin to build a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 

The message further announced that the 


42p Cone, 2p Szss.— No. 69, 


Senate had adopted a resolution, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, for 
printing twenty-two thousand extra copies of 
the case of the United States presented to' the 
tribunal of arbitration at Geneva ; seven thou» 
sand copies of which to be for the use of the 
Senate, and fifteen thousand copies for the use 
of the House. PO Le : 


TWO PER CENT. CLAIMS OF OHIO, ETC. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
presented a report on the two per cent.. claims 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; which was 
recommitted to the committee, and, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER. The Committee 
for the District of Columbia has no more busi- 
ness to report. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar for the consid- 
eration of the-bill in relation to the College of 
William and Mary, Virginia. ` 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, takes precedence of that of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Perce,] which is 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. Of course, if the House 
should vote down the first motion, that of 
the gentleman from Mississippi would be the 
next to be voted on. 

The question being put’ on the motion of 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, 
there were—ayes 52, noes 84. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Pence were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 54, noes 71. f 

Before the result of this vote wasannounced, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Yes; let us 
adjourn if we cannot get on with the public 
business. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 59, noes 61. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. SARGENT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, SARGENT and 
Mr. Perce were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 52, noes 74.” 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question_recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman. from Ohio, (Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and on that question the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Garrigtp] has called for the 
yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 84, not voting 
70; as follows: Í 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Beyer- 
idge, Austin Blair, Boles, Buckley, Burchard, Bur- 
dett, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, 
Eames. Finkelnburg, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Hale, Harmer, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, Hibbard. Will, Holman, Hooper, Kel- 
ley, Killinger, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, 
McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Peck, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Prin- 
dle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Saw- 


yer, Scofield, Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoem: 
John A, Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, A 
Strong, lafe, Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Upson. Van cramp. Pik ectaer Wallage, Whesles, 
illard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wi 
John T. Wilson, and Wood 86, p Vilson, 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Barry, Beck, Bell, 
Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, George 
M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buffinton, Benjamin i. 
Butler, Caldwell, Campbell. Cobb, Comingo, ‘Cox, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dok, Da 
Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Ely, Forker, Getz, Golladay, 
Griffith, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Hereford, Herndon, ILoar,. Kellogg, . Kerr., King, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson,Melenry, 
Mcirtyre, McKinney, MecNecly, Merrick, Morgan, 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Porter, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Bitehie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Snyder, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, Stowell, Sutherland, Terry, Washington 
‘Townsend, Vaughan, Voorbees, Waddell, Walden, 
Whitthorne, and Williams of New York—84. 
NOT VOTING — Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, 
Averill, Banks, Barnum, Bigby, Bingham, Roderick 
R. Butler, Carroll, William ‘I’. Clarke, Conner, De 
Large. Duell, Eldredge, Hliiott, Farnsworth, iar- 
well, Charles Foster, ilenry D. Foster, Garrett, Hal- 
deman, Halsey, Harper, George B, Harris, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Hays, John W. Iazelton, Hough- 
ton, Kendall, Ketcham, Lansing, Marshall, McGlet- 
land, McCormick, McCrary, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Morey, Leonard Myers, Palmer, Isaac C. 
‘Parker, Pendleton, Platt, Potter, Price, Randall, 
Rogers, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, H. Bourdman 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Storm, St. ohn, Swann, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill Wakeman, Walls, 
Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Winchester and Y oung—70. 
Sothe motion was agreed to. : 


During the call of the roll, : 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, said: I am paired 
with Mr. Porrer, of New York. If he were 
here, he would vote ‘‘no,’? and I would vote 

ay. 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. ae 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the ştate of the 
Union. (Mr. SHANKS in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. No. 1323) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomaticservice 
of the United States for the year ending June 
30, 1878. 

Ar. SWANN. I am charged with the man- 
agement of this bill and Iam prepared to go 
on, if itis the desire of the committge to do so, 
now. I wiliask that by unanimous consent 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BIRD. © I object. . i ni 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Very well; then 
let the bill be read. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the 
bill, but before concluding, 

Mr. HEREFORD moved that the commit- 
tee rise. oe 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that if it is the 
understanding that we are to adjourn there 
will be no objection to the committee’s rising. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I propose to make the 
motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As it ig not 
the wish of the gentlemen having charge of 
the bill to proceed with it now, there will be 
no objection to the committee’s rising, with the 
understanding that we are to adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to any such arrange- 
ment. y ; 

Mr. PERCE. I object to any arrangement 
whereby the House is to adjourn upon the 
commilttee’s rising. r 

Mr. HEREFORD. Iinsiston my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. | 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. SHANKS 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, according to the order 
of the House, had had under consideration the 
bill making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DICKEY. -L move that the House, do 
now adjourn, ~ | i : 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 
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IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in relation to an appropriation 
of $80,000 to continue the work on the improve- 
ments. at the mouth of the Mississippi river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CARRIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the claim of 
Jobn Carrigan, late lieutenant battery A, first 
‘New Jersey light artillery ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF OSAGE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriations required to defray cer- 
tain expenses connected with the removal of 
the Osage Indians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 

si HANCOCK BARRACKS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War; in relation to the Hancock 
barracks, in the State of Maine; which- was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to a survey of the 
Monongahela river, from New Geneva, Penn- 
sylvania, to Morgantown, in West Virginia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
‘merce, and ordered to be printed. 


CONNECTICUT RIVER, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to’ a resolution 
of the House of February 8, 1872, in relation 
to the improvement of the Counecticut river ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


_ WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MAYNARD, by unan- 
imous consent, leave was granted for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the papers in the case of P. H. Cardwell. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Warren for one week. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Hazetron, of New Jersey, for 
‘three days. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 
The SPEAKER. The House has ordered 


that to-morrow’s session shall be as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole for debate only, no busi- 
ness whatever to be transacted, and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. McKug] will 
occupy the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dickey’ s 
motion, and it was agreed to; and the House 
(at three o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 


By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The | 


petition of Elizabeth O'Neill, for a pension. 
By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of J. W. 
: Clinton, of Polo, Illinois, praying that section 
one hundred and. sixty-two of the revised 
codification of the postal laws be amended. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of Clark 
Mills, for the placing of the Washington eques- 


trian monument upon a new pedestal in accord- 
ance with the original design. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Mrs. Ellen 
T. Brosman, of Washington, for compensation 
for a’stock of goods taken by the second Army 
corps in 1863 and 1864. . 

By Mr. DOX: The papers and evidence 
in the case of Mrs. Margaret Fillebrown, who 
asks for reliefas the widow of Major Henry C. 
Fillebrown, who was drowned in the Coosa 
river, Alabama, while in the discharge of his 
duties as a civil engineer in the service of the 
United States. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of workers in 
the Onondaga Iron Company, at Geddes, Onon- 
daga county, New York, remonstrating against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country, and 
praying the repeal of all duties upon tea and 
coffee. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of 16 soldiers, asking an allowance equal 
to $8 334 per month for all actual service, 
first deducting all bounties heretofore paid. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the 
Greenville Independent, and of the publishers 
of the Montcalm Herald, asking a change in 
the postal laws. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Wil- 
liam S. Witham, publisher of the Honover 
(Indiana) Era, for the equalization and reduc- 
tion of the postage on periodicals and news- 
papers, in whole or in part printed, to regular 
publishers. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of 
37 lumber workers, citizens of Philadelphia, 
against any reduction of duty on such articles 
as are successfully produced in this country, 
aud asking the repeal of the duty on tea and 


coffee. 

By Mr. MecCRARY: The petitions of num- 
erous cigar-makers of the first congressional 
district of Iowa, praying an inerease of the 
tariff on imported cigars to at least three dol- 
lars per pound and fifty per cent. ad valorem. 

Also, the petition of Tabor & Co. and others, 
lumber dealers and business men of Keokuk, 
Towa, praying a further improvement of the 
Rock Island rapids, in the Mississippi river. 

Also, the petition of L. W. Myers, of Wa- 
pello, Iowa, praying the amendment of sec- 
tion one hundred and sixty-two of the revised 
codification of the postal laws. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of Chris- 
tian F. Laise and others, citizens of Berkeley 
county, West Virginia, for compensation. for 
property destroyed during the recent war of 
the rebellion. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A memorial praying 
a pension for Kelly A. Smith. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of A. F. 
Goodenough, of Port Leyden, New York, rela- 
tive to postage on newspapers printed in part. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of A. B. 
Nuchols, of Forsyth county, Georgia, pray- | 
ing compensation as agent of the Bureau of 
Refagees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands. 

Aiso, the petition of Alfred H. Teasley, of 
Milton county, Georgia, praying compensa- 
tion as agent of the Bureau of Refugees, | 
Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Joseph 
A. Kelly, editor and proprietor of the Morgan 
County (Ohio) Independent, praying that the 
postal laws may be so changed that newspapers 
printed on-one side be made legal mailable 
mitter at the minimum rate fixed by Congress 
on weekly newspapers and packages to news- 
dealers. ; 

By Mr. STORM: The petition of Joseph 
Lynn, publisher of the Mauch Chunk Demo- 
crat, in the county of Carbon, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, asking that newspapers printed 
on one side be made legal mailable matter at 
the minimum rate fixed by Congress on weekly 
newspapers and packages to news-dealers, and 


that section one hundred and sixty-two of the 
codified postal laws, now pending in Congress, | 


may be so amended that persons known as 
regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals may receive by mail such qua- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon, as reccived, at the same rates 
pro rata as regular subscribers to publications 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Robert 
Birekhead, praying a pension and bounty 
lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: The 
petition of Job H. Jackson, Nathan J. Sharples, 
and others, of Chester county, Peunsylvania, 
asking Congress to prohibit within the juris- 
diction of the Governmentof the United States 
the manufacture, importation, and sale of all 
intoxicating liquors to be used as a beverage. 

By Mr. VOOKHEES: The petition of John 
Harmer in regard to the transportation of 
newspapers in the United States mails. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of. New York: . The 
petition of 275 citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
asking reform in the civil service of the Gov- 
ernment, f 

Also, the petitions of Abigail Bagot, and 
of Anna M. Koff, for an increase of pension. 

Also, the petition of Peter Schuliz, for a 
pension. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
105 citizens of Jackson. county, Obio, and sol- 
diers of the wars of 1812 and 1861, praying 
that pensions be given to all surviving soldiers 
of the war of 1812 and the surviving widows of 
those decease; that a bounty of $8 883$ be 
allowed for every month’s service rendered by 
the soldiers of 1861, deducting all Government 
bounties; that all pensioners be allowed to 
draw from date of disability; that a land 
warrant of one hundred and sixty acres be 
given to each honorably discharged soldier of 
the war of 1861, and to the widows and chil- 
dren of those deceased; and that a commis- 
sion, consisting of three private soldiers of 
ability and character, be appointed to inquire 
into and report annually upon the elaims and 
grievances of the defenders of the Union. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 17, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. 
McKee in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. BUTLER, 
D.D : 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when 

Mr. HOAR said : I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with, : 

No objection was made, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House the session of to-day is for general 
debate only as in Committee of the Whole, 
no business whatever to be transacted. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE 


Mr. HOAR. Iask to have read as a por- 
tion of my remarks a memorial of the Woman 
Suffrage Association. 

The Clerk read the memorial, which, with 
the signatures, was as follows. 


To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


The American Woman Suffrage Association re- 
spectfuily prays your honorable bodies to enact a 
law authorizing women who are citizens of the Uni- 
ted States resident in the District of Columbia and 
otber Territories to vote and hold office upon the 
same terms and conditions as men. 

Also, that you will take such additional steps ag 
are necessary, by amending the Federal Constitution 
or otherwize, to prohibit political distinctions on 
account of sex everywhere throughout the United 

tates, 

This memorial is presented in accordance with 
resolutions adopted at the last annual meeting of 
the said American Woman Suffrage Association, at 
which were present the delegates from auxiliary 
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societies in twenty-two States, held in Philadelphia 
on the 22d day of November, A. D. 1871. 

On behalf of the executive committee. 

LUCY STONE, asg 

President American Woman Suffrage Association. 

JULIA WARD HOWE, 
Chairman of Executive Committee. 
MARY GREW, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
HENRY B. BLACKWELL, 
Recording Secretary. 

The additional officers of the American Woman 
Suffrage Association are as follows; 

Vice Presidents at Large.—T. W. Higginson, Rhode 
Island : Mrs. W. T. Hazard, Missouri; Mary A, Liver- 
more, Massachusetts; George William Curtis, New 
York; George W., Julian, Indiana; Hannah M, T. 
Cutler, Lilinois; William Lloyd Garrison, Massachu- 
setts; Margaret V. Longley, Ohio. 
aes Corresponding Secretury.—Kate M. Dogget, 

wor, 

Lreasurer.—Jobn K. Wildman, Pennsylvania. 

Vice Presidents ex officio.—Mrs. Oliver Dennett, 
Maine; Armenia S. Waite, New Hampshire; Hon. 
C. W. Willard, Vermont; James Freeman Clarke, 
Massachusetts; Elizabeth B. Chace, Rhode Island; 
Celia’ Burleigh, Connecticut; June G., Swissheli, 
Illinois; Moses Coit Tyler, Michigan; Mrs. C. J. H. 
Nichols, Kansas: Isaac H.Sturgeon, Missouri; Seth 
Rogers, Ftorida; Charles G. Ames, California; Rufus 
Leighton, Washington Territory; Sarah Jane Lip- 

encott, District of Columbib: Oliver Johnson, New 

ork; John Whitehead, New Jersey; Passmore Wil- 
liamson, Pennsylvania; Elizabeth Smith, Delaware; 
Miriam M. Cole, Obio; Mary F, Thomas, Indiana: 
Rowland Conner, Wisconsin; Mrs. A. Knight, Min- 
nesota; Amelia Bloomer, Iowa: Guy W. Wines, Ten- 
nessee; Rufus Saxton, Oregon; John 0. Underwood, 
Virginia; A. K. P, Safford. Arizona, 

Executive Committee—Mrs, T. B. Hussey, Maine: 
Albert Clarke, Vermont; Mary F. Doyle, Rhode 
Island; Anna C. Field, New York; Annie Shoemaker, 
Pennsylvania; Rebecca A. X, Janney, Obio; Myra 
Bradwell, Lilinois; Abby J. Spaulding, Minnesota; 
Bello Mansfield, Iowa; Fanny B. Ames, California; 
Matilda G. Saxton, Oregon; Mrs. Frank Leland, 
Wisconsin; Mariana Stanton, Florida; Natbaniel 
White, New Hampshire; Margaret W. Campbell, 
Massachusetts; Phebe A. Hanaford, Connecticut; 
Oscar Clute, New Jersey; Mrs. E. E. L. Forbes, 
Delaware; Ellen Ferguson, Indiana; J. A. B. Stone, 
Michigan; Joba Ritchie, Kansas; Charles Q. Wood- 
bury, Tennessee; A, M. Fretz, 
Hinckley, District of Columbia; Mrs. Beverly Allen, 
Missouri. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not desire to detain the 
Houseatthis time with any remarks further than 
to say that I trust that this Congress may have 
an bonorable part in this great act of justice, 
sooner or later to be consummated, necessary 
to the consistency and completeness of our 
republican institutions, which require that in 
the Republic every interest and every opinion 
should be heard, and that every individual of 
full age should have his or her equal voice. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. I send tothe Clerk’s 
desk, and ask to have read, a resolution which 
I offered on Monday last, and which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, and 
to which I wish to address some observations 
this morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the 
Forty-Second Congress should not close its second 
session until it shall have matured and enacted a 
law to enforce a reform in the civil service of the 
Government, at least to the extent of the following 
particulars, namely: 

1. To prohibit members of either House of Con- 
gress, and officers thereof; members of the Supreme 


Court, and officers thereof; members of the Court | 
of Ciuims, and officers thereof, and all other officers |! 
from : 


of the Goverñment of the United States, 


Virginia; Frederick | 


soliciting, procuring, or attempting to procure, the į 
appointinent of any person to an office under the | 


Government of the Uniced States, in the civil ser- 
vice thereof, in any manner not in compliance with 
the rules relating to appointments in the civil ser- 
vice, lately adopted by the President, or of such 
modifications thereof as may be for the time being 
n force, 

2, To cut off from the leading offices under the 
United States Government, in the great commercial 
cities and elsewhere, all gains and emoluments of 
every nature, direct and indirect, except a reason- 


able salary, to be fixed by law, not in any case | 
larger than the salary of the members of the Presi- | 
dent’s Cabinet representing the same general branch 


of the service. 

3. To provide for the payment, by salaries only, to 
subordinate officers and employés in the different 
branches of the civil service, of such increased com- 
pensation as will secure the service of responsible 
men, and allow them to live in a self-respecting 
manner, net permitting perquisites or presents of 
any kind, direct or indirect. 


„Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the 
distribution of lahor at the opening of the ses- 


sion I had the honor of being assigned to the 
special Committee on the Reorganization of 
the Civil Service of the United States, to which 
was referred that portion of the President’s 
message relating to civil service reform, and 
other business relating to the same subject. 
The committee being composed chiefly of men 
of extended experience and great eminence in 
this House, who are constantly pressed by other 
duties, has not made rapid progress. I suppose 
I shall violate no rules, however, in stating that 
it has had meetings at which a quorum was 
present, and has transacted business; if not of 
the utmost importance, yet business. Duty 
and choice have thus concurred to invite my 
attention to the prospects of a reform of the 
civil service. Considerable individual interest 
among members appears to be felt in it; but 
the tendency to legislative action upon it is 
not vehement. 

An impression seems to be entertained that 
changes for the better are gradually taking 
place in the processes of administration; that 
a certain formidableness and inconvenience 
would be experienced in an attempt to change 
all at once, by a stroke of legislation, the polit- 
ical usages of the country. [am not surprised 
at the disinelination which I discover to enact 
theoretical reforms into peremptory rules of 
action, nor do I deem it altogether blamable. 
But I think an earnest purpose toward reform 
would be gratifying to the country, and I am 
not free from an impression that we are allow- 
ing to slip from us golden moments in a way 
to cause future regrets. [invite the attention 
of the House to this subject, because the situ- 
ation seems to me favorable fur more distinct 
action than is now generally contemplated. 

The weight of the national debt, the necessi- 
ties of taxation, the abuses, inseparable from 
transactions through which the country has 
passed, give to this investigation greater inter- 
est than commonly attends a discussion of 
administrative economy. Itis found to involve 
in one form and another the constitutional 
distribution of powersamong different branches 
of government; and it isalso seen to affect the 
integrity of public opinion, the foundation on 
which the whole superstructure of government 
is laid. 

Almost immediately on the close of the war 
the attention of the country was directed to 
the subject, and it has now been before Con- 
gress nearly eight years. By a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress on 
July 19, 1866, a joint select committee was 
constituted, and instructed to inquire, among 
other. things, into the expenditures in all 
branches of the service of the United States ; 
to report whether any and what offices ought 
to be abolished; whether any and what allow- 
ances or salaries ought to be reduced; how 
and to what extent the expenses of the pub- 
lic service may and ought to be curtailed; 
to consider the expediency of amending the 
laws under which appointments to the public 
service are now made, so as to provide for 
the selection of subordinate officers after due 
examination by proper boards; and for with- 
drawing the public service from being used as 
au instrument of political or party patronage. 

The subject was broad, the labor imposed 
great, and the committee did not report to 
this House until the 31st day of January, 1867. 
Meanwhile Mr. Browning, then Secretary of 
the Interior, filed his annual report on Decem- 
ber 19, 1866, in which he adverted to the con- 
dition of the civil service, and said: 

“ No one, with the most limited experience in an 
executive department, can, I believe, avoid the con- 
clusion that its efficiency: would be largely promoted 
by a radical change in the organization of its cler- 
ical force, and that the increased outlay necessary 


to secure the services of experienced and skillful 
clerks would prove in the end to be true economy.” 


The remedy he recommended was an in- 
crease of salary. But he spoke of the condi- 
tion of the public service as of a fact. His 
language was singularly strong and unreserved. 
“ No one, said he, “with the most limited 


experience in an executive department, ‘can, Io 
believe, avoid the conclusion,’ &. ~ It, was 
not to his mind a matter susceptible of differ- 
ences of opinion. Nor did it require long éxpe: 
rience to force the conviction. The “ most 
limited experience” would do it. The experi- 
ence need not be in his department or in any- 
particular department as distinguished from 
others. All that was required was experience 
in ‘an executive department.” The conclu- 
sion or conviction would not be merely prob- 
able, but he believed no one could avoid it. 

The report by Mr. Jenckes, from the joint 
select committee, presented to this House on 
the 31st day of January, 1807, was one of extra- 
ordinary research and care, covering about 
one hundred and fourteen printed pages, and 
was accompanied by a bill, the provisions of 
which were insome respects, but not in others, 
like the plan proposed by the present civil ser- 
vice board. The report contained copious par- 
ticulars as to the condition of our civil ser. 
vice, and careful expositions of the history and 
condition of the administrative systems, so far 
as they related to the selection and qualifica- 
tion of officers for the civil service, in Ger- 
many, France, and Great Britain. The bill 
reported was the result of such examinations 
aud comparison. In regard to our own civil 
service, the committee said that with a system 
substantially like that proposed in the bill 
‘the same amount of service could be obtained 
at about two thirds of the present expenditure, 
and that the service rendered, if competent 
persons filled all the appointments, would be 
far greater than that obtained from the present 
number of officers,’’? In the opinion of that 
committee, two thirds of the expense ought 
to, and under a better system would, produce 
not only the same amount of service, but an 
amount “far greater,” 

The committee was revived and enlarged, 
and at the next session of Congress, on May 25, 
1868, by the same chairman as before, they 
made to this House another report, covering 
two hundred and twenty printed pages. It 
contained a mass of testimony bearing upon 
the condition of our civil service and the prob- 
able effects of the reform proposed in the first 
report. It reported the result of examinations 
of the civil service systems of China and Prus- 
sia, repeating parts of the previous report 
relating to France and Great Britain. ‘This 
report was also accompanied by a bill. 

On November 15, 1869, Mr. Cox, then Sec- 
retary of the Interior, made his annual report, 
in which he discussed the topic, and concurred 
with the previous statement of Mr. Browning 
as to the actual condition of the civil service. 
He said: 


“After a careful examination of the subject Tam 
fully persuaded that the measure I have suggested 
would have enabled this Department to do the 
work of the past fiscal year with a corps of clerks 
one third less than were found necessary.” 


The topic was not allowed to sleep. Pres- 
ident Grant in his annual message to Congress 
in December, 1870, said: 

“ Always favoring practical reforms, I respectfully 
call your attention to an abuse of long standing, 
which I would like tosec remedied by this Congress. 
It is a reform in the civil service of the country. 
would have it go beyond the mere fixing of the ten- 
ure of office of clerks and employés wno do not re- 
quire ‘the advice and consent of the Senate’ to make 
their appointmentscomplete. I would have itgovern 
not the tenure but the manner of making all appoint- 
ments.” See = “ The present system 
does not secure the best men, and often not even’ fit 
men for the public service. The elevation and puri- 
fication of the civil service of the Government will 
be hailed with approval by the whole people of the 
United States.” 


On- the last day of its session Congress 
responded by inserting in. an appropriation 
bill a section providing— i 


“That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the. 
civil service of the United States as wiil best pro- 
mote the efliciency thereof and ascertain the fitness 
of each candidatein respect to age, health, character, 
knowledge, and ability for the branch of service into 
which he seeks to enter; and for this purpose- the 
President is authorized to employ suitable person to 
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conduct said inquiries, to prescribe their duties, and | 
to establish regulations for the conduct of persons 
who may receive appointments in the civilservice. 

In pursuance of this authority, the Pres- 
ident appointed to that duty the following 
eminent gentlemen: George William Curtis, 
Alexander G. Cattell. Joseph Medill, Daw- 
son A. Walker, E. B. Elliott, Joseph H. Black- 
fan, and David C. Cox. 

In his annual message to Congress on Decem- 
ber 4, 1871, the President says: 

“In my message to Congress one year ago I 
urgently recommended a reform in the civil service 
ofthecountry. Inconformity wich that recommenda- 
tion, Congress, in the ninth section of an act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes, approved March 
8, 1871, gave the neccessary authority to the Execu- 
tive to inaugurate a civil service reform, and placed 
upon him the responsibility of doing so. Under the 
authority of said act I convened a board of gentle- 
men eminently qualified for the work to devise rules 
and regulations to effect the needed reform. Their 
labors are not yet complete, but it is believed that 
they will succeed in devising a plan that can be 
adopted, to the great relief of the Executive, the 
heads of Departments, and members of Congress, 
and which will redound to the true interest of the 

ublie service. At all events the experiment shall 

ave a fair trial.” 

The board of gentlemen whom I have be- 
fore named directed their attention to the sub- 
ject and united in an elaborate report to the 
President bearing date December 18, 1871. 
In their report they described the condition of 
the civil service, much as it had been before 
described in the reports to which I have 
relerred, imputed the mischief to substantially 
the same canses, and proposed a remedy em- 
bracing some features. and omitting others of 
the remedy proposed in Mr. Jenckes’s bill. 

On the next day, December 19, 1871, the 
President transmitted the report of the board 
to Congress, saying, among other things: 

‘These rules have been adopted, and will go into 
effect on the Ist day of January, 1872, Under the 
law referred to, as I interpret it, the authority is 
already invested in the Executive to enforce these 
regulations, wiih full power to abridge, alter, or 
amend them at his option, when changes may be 
deemed advisable. These views, together with the 
report of the commissioners, are submitted for your 
careful consideration, as to whether further legisla- 
tion may be necessary in order to carry out an effec- 
tive and beneficial civil service reform, If leftto me, 
without further congressional action. the pules pre- 
scribed by the commission, under the reservation 
already mentioned, will be faithfully executed. But 
they are not binding, without further legislation, on 
my successors,” * * “Task for all the 
strength which Congress can give me to enable me 
to carry out the reforms in the eivil service recom- 
mended by the commissioners, and adopted, to take 
effect, as before stated, on January 1, 1872.” 

Nothing is therefore wanting to prove that 

the subject of civil service retorm is one of 
deep significance to all branches of the Gov- 
ernment. Nothing can be added to impress 
upon Congress the expediency of giving it full 
and- patient attention. 
_ The report admits, as all must admit, the 
impossibility of computing the difference be- 
tween a good and a bad system of administra- 
tion. The report says: 

“But it is calculated by those who have made a 
careful study of all the facts that one fourth of 
the revenues of the United States are annually lost 
in the collection, and for a large part of that loss a 
system of the service which is fatally unsound may 
reasonably be held responsible,” 

The report does not say that of all the rev- 
enues. coilected one fourth is lost; nor that 
all uhe loss is attributable to a bad system. 
The statement is obviously a cautious one, 
and more weighty because it is cautious. It 
is, no answer to the statement to allege that 
the whole expense of collection does not 
exceed five or six percent. The report says 
nothing to the contrary. What is lost is one 
fourth of the revenues, They are lost in col- 
lection; that is to say, not collected.. It obvi- 
ously alludes to faults and frauds by reason 
of which the money required by law to be 
paid never reaches the Treasury. They speak 

-of the present system as unsound—* fatally?’ 
is the word, ‘Jatally unsound ;'’ and believe 
it may reasonably be held responsible for a 
large part of the loss. Where we collect 
$80,000,000, the law, in their opinion, ought 


| to produce $400,000,000; and a large share 
of that $100,000,000 is lost through a bad sys- 
tem of administration. This estimated loss 
is entirely distinct from the estimates of the 
joint committee and of the Cabinet officers 
before referred to, which related to the pay 
cost, the wages of service. The general result 
is to be aggregated from both estimates. By 
one estimate only two thirds the amount of 
service is obtained which might be from the 
force employed. By the other alarge amount 
of the lawful revenue is lost by inefficiency or 
fraud. Assuredly the mischief -is one of saf- 
ficient gravity to press itself upon our atten- 
tion. 

The root of the mischief is supposed to lie 
in a practice of disposing of the offices, nom- 
inally for the benefit and support of the pariy 
in power, but really for the benefit and sup- 
port of the individuals who influence the 
appointments. In the report from the joint 
select committee, made January 31, 1867, by 
Mr. Jenckes, the committee say; 


“The public service has thus been used as an in- 
strument of political or party patronage, and the 
officers composing it have not been, except in rare 
instances, selected for their qulifications; have 
not been promoted for merit; have had no certain 
or definite tenure of office, and are subject to be dis- 
missed at any time without notice and without 
cause.” 


Had an individual in the heat of unpremed- 
-itated debate thrown out an expression of this 
kind it might pass for an unmeasured and 
extravagant denunciation. But it is not a 
hasty or unconsidered statement. It is part 
of the report of a joint committee which shows 
one of the most wide-reaching, patient, and 
well-considered examinations ever placed on 
record by a committee of this House. It 
asserts deliberately that, as a general rule, 
officers in our civil service have not been 
selected for their qualifications nor promoted 
for their merit. 

The instances where the only tests at any 
time fitto be applied in the selection of officers 
were in fact applied were not in accordance 
with the general rule, but exceptions to it, and 
Tare exceptions. This committee made an- 
other report to this House on the 25th day of 
May, 1868. Among other things bearing on the 
theme of present inquiry, it gave a historical 
statement of the changes made in the method 
of selecting persons for executive appoint- 
ments. It traced the origin of the present 
practice to the administration of General 
Jackson, and said: ` 

“From that time to the present, nearly forty years, 


have been held to be of more consequence than his 
qualifications for the place for which he is acan- 
didate.” 

I must again-beg to remind the House that 
this was not a piece of scandal retailed ina 
corner bya disappointed office-seeker. It was 
made by an honorable committee of this House 
as a statement of historical-truth; made in the 
presence of the House, in the hearing of the 
Senate, under the observation of the President 
and all his Cabinet. Thecommittee proposed 
a remedy, which will be further alluded to, 
and said: 

“The remedy proposed by this bill is not based 
upon conjecture or inference, or concurrence of opin- 
ion, but upon the direct and positive testimony of 
the greater number of the chief officers in the civil 
service,” 

They had circulated interrogatories and bad 
received answers from ‘‘ more than four hun- 
dred and firty of these superior officers.” 

The civil service board appointed by the 
President last spring, having spent the summer 
and fall in examinations, arrived at similar 


same cause. In the report recently laid be- 
fore us it is said as follows: 


“Certainly incapable officers have’ not been 
sought, {meaning not sought in preference to capa- 
ble officers,] and doubtless there are honest and pure 
men enouga in ali parties to fill the offices. Bat 
certainly, also, proved character and tested capacity 
are not essential to admission to the civil service.” 


There is, according to this report, no actual 


the partisan obligations of the candidate for office | 


conclusions, and imputed the mischief to the | 


| 
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preference and’ search for incapable or bad 
men; but the only two things which ought to 
be essential are not essential. They do not 
tell us, nor need they, what happens when 
capacity and character are non-essentials. No 
one need to be told that andacity and intrigue 
in such a state of affairs become essential ex- 
actly in proportion as character and capacity 
become non-esseutials. I have before quoted 
the language of the President, who says: 

“The present system does not secure the best men, 
and often not even fit men for the public service.” 

Often! It would be worse than idle to ac- 
cumulate evidence to the existence of a state 
of affairs which nobody doubts or denies. 

If those things are true another thing is 
equally true, and that other thing is this: the 
benefit of the party in power is no more the 
controlling consideration than is the benefit 
of the Government. There hasbeen no party, 
and is not likely to be one, from whom selec- 
tions might not be made of persons of proved 
character and tested capacity. Were appoint- 
ments made for the benefit of the party in 
power, they would be made from persons of 
character and capacity. If these are not se- 
lected as a rule, it is for some reason quite 
aside from the welfare of the party. What is 
that other reason? Hear again the report of 
the civil service board : 

“The great officers of Government are constrained 
to become mere olfice-brokers. Meanwhile they may 
have their own hopes, ambitions, and designs. They 
may strive to make their patronage secure their 
private aims. The spectacle is as familiar as it is 
painful and humiliating. We accuse no individual, 
We appeal only to universal and deplorable expo- 
rience.” 

This universal and deplorable experience ex- 
plains why inferior or bad men are appointed. 
it is not done for the benefit of the country ; 
nor could it be done for the benefit of the 
party. The offices are used by those who con- 
trol the appointments, not sometimes, not ex- 
ceptioually, but habitually, and as a matter 
of “universal and deplorable experience,” to 
secure their. private aims. In this connection 
I refer to another statement in the report in 
the following lang uage: 

“Thus it is not denied that the chief national 
appointments in the several States are now really 
made, nut by the President and the Senate, but at 
the pleasure of the Senators from the States in which 
the office is to be filled. The President may have 
personal knowledge of the unfitness of certain per- 
sons whose appointment is sought, but if the Sen- 
ators from the State are in favor of those persons, 
tbe President must yield his knowledge to their 
pleasure, or the oflices must remain unfilled.” 

This. statement accords with the common 
impression as to the fact. Ido not suppose 
the commissioners would have made it care- 
lessly. It was made to the President, who 
knew whether or not the statement was correct, 
and was by him transmitted to Congress with- 
out dissent. The report has in some particu» 
lars-been freely criticised at the other end of 
the Capitol, but if any denial of this statement 
has been made, it hay escaped my atiention. 
Indeed the statement of the board is that it is 
not denied. It is therefore to be accepted not 
only as the statement of the board, but as the 
testimony of the President and Senate. Allow 
me to engage your attention to the condition 
of things thus disclosed, not before unknown 
to you or doubted, but now disclosed to the 
country in an authentic and official manner. 
What, then, is it? 

It is, first, that the chief national appoint- 
ments in the several States are not now really 
made by the President, as the Constitution 
requires. It is a necessary corollary from this 
that the President is not justly beld respons- 
ible for bad appointments, nor does he pos- 
sess the administrative power confided to him 
by the Constitution which iis framers deemed 
indispensable. to the effective performance of 
his duties. 

It is, secondly, that these appointments are 
not made by the Senate, but that the execu- 
live power to select and the constitutional duty 
of the Senate to advise have become matters 
of form rather than of substance. To that 
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extent the distribution of power to different 
branches of the Government contemplated by 
the Constitution has been practically abolished. 
It is, thirdly, that these appointments are 
made at the pleasure of the Senator from the 
State in which the office is to be filled. This 
implies a usage between members of the Sen- 
ate with each other practically narrowing the 
power and responsibility to. individual mem- 
pers of the Senate.. But, if they: make bad 
selections, the responsibility to the public at 
large is fictitiously imputed to. the President 
and to the whole Senate. we 
It is, fourthly, that the President may have 
personal knowledge of the unfitness of certain 
persons whose appointment is sought, but if 
the Senators from the State are in favor of 
those persons, the President must yield his 
knowledge to their pleasure, or the offices 
must remain unfilled, - : eee 
This implies that a usage has been. adopted 
by that body, by which it is in the power: of. 
two Senators, or sometimes one Senator, insist- 
ing upon an unfit appointment or any appoint- 
ment, to compel the whole Senate to refuse its 
consent to any other appointment, however 
excellent in itself, and thus indirectly to com- 
pel the President to forego his own choice and 
adopt theirs. It implies an abdication of the 
public duty of the Senate in favor of the pri- 
vate interests of its members. : 
The civil service board reports the estimated 
number of ofticers in the civil service, ap- 
pointed, nominally at least, by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, at about three thousand. There being 
in all seventy four Senators, this would give 
each Senator an average of forty appointments. 
In States having but one Republican Senator, 
that one controls from eighty to a hundred. 
Were there no other senatorial patronage, the 
control of Senators over these offices would 
give each one an enormous advantage over his 
party friends. He could not be ousted by any 
competitor unless with some great effort nearly 
equivalent to revolution, Each of these three 
thousand officers has subordinates, aud some 
ofthem many. There are supposed to be fifty 
thousand other officers in the civil service, 
each one presumably holding his place by a 
personal tenure which obliges him to seek the 
success of his party chiefly through the success 
of his patron, It is a sort of feudal system in 
the region of politics, Ill fares the man who 
aspires to public service, yet neither supports 
nor is supported by feudal relations! Such a 
system, the growth of nearly half a century of 
usage, forbids individual censure. Ft holds in 
its grasp the strongest as well as the weakest. 
Neither constable nor President. can escape. 
The habit of using such vast machinery by 
public men for personal objects is suggestive. 
In large commercial cities the chief otlicers of 
the revenue service are known to receive inor- 
dinate emoluments, altogether beyond the pos- 
sibility or pretext of benefit to the country. 
At the same points are centered the financial 
operations of railroad and other corporations, 
whose influence reaches from ocean to ocean, 
and up and down many parallels of latitude. 
They control appointments and revenues on 
a seale equal to some of the great political 
divisions of the country, such as States and 
Cities. ‘They are necessarily vigilant of Gov- 
ernment influences, and can pay, without 
publicity, sams larger than the salaries paid 
by the United States to the justices of the 
Supreme Court, to legislators, heads of Depart- 
ments; or to the President. Usually at the 
same centres the leading subjects for taxation 
are actively represented; the tobacco and 
whisky interests; importing and manufactar- 
ing interests. Bearing in mind the general 
condition. of the civil service, receiving or 
capable of receiving its impulse from personal 
aims; bearing in mind the emoluments ex- 
pected to be wielded for somebody, what is to 
prevent the representatives of these numerous 
interests from attending to their personal aims 


by convenient bargains with each other? 
What is to prevent such bargains from con- 
trolling the election of Senators or Represent- 
atives; the action of nominating conventions 
and legislative bodies? What, except that 
sense of the sacredness of their trust, on the 
part of public men, which, on the facts shown 
in the evidence referred to, is resting on inse- 
cure maxims and impaired, if not indeed 
already lost? 

Who doubts that the unequaled, suffocating 
stench of Tammany corruption was the logical 
development, the flower and fruitage of bad 
maxims in the civil service by the Democratic 
party, long ago introduced and fastened upon 
the country? But do such abuses exist with- 
out reaching more than one party? Before 
they can live at all have they not to create an 
atmosphere which permits them to live? Do 
you imagine that a New York Tammany as it 
is could live without the companionship of a 
New York custom-house as it is, or a New 
York custom-house without a Tammany? Or 
that either could live without a felonious rail- 
road ring, or a felonious railroad ring without 
a Tammany and a custom-house? 

Did it not require all these things to make 
a “ black Friday,” and did not “ black Friday” 
represent them all? Aro these colossal sores 
upon the body-politic, do you think, the whole 
extent of the mischief, or do they represent 
a diseased general condition, ulcerating in 
cankers and pimples all over the country? Is 
the New York Tammany the only thing of the 
kind to be treated invidiously, or are the cities 
and county seats of the country practicing on 
a smaller-scale the maxims of that huge con- 
Spiracy? 

One thing I beseech you not to forget. If 
these mischiefs exist, or only even threaten 
to exist, the refusal on our part to see them 
will not change the fact. 

The remedy proposed by the civil service 
board, and adopted by the President, is exper- 
imental. It contemplates the probability of 
changes from time to time, and provides for 
them. Itavowsa general purpose to be worked 
out, and a disposition toaccept such modifica- 
tions as experience may suggest. So far, at 
least, itis not chimerical. The board has wisely 
dropped from its plan one feature conspicu- 
ous in similar plans in other countries. 
allude to the life tenure or good behavior ten- 
ure of office. Such a tenure of office would 
be always in discord with the maxims and 
habits of this country. But they have pro- 
posed another rule which seems to me inad- 
missible as involving some of the same objec- 
tions. After grouping the positions in each 
branch of the civil service, they require that 
‘¢admission to the service shall always be 
to the lowest grade in the group.’’ Officers 
already in place shall not be required to com- 
pete in examinations for promotion except 
with each other. Better candidates shall not 
be permitted to take the office unless those in 
office are not only less competent, but incom- 
petent, This rule would exclude from the 
higher grades of each group for an indefinite 
time all persons not now in the group, and 
exclude for all time persons who from age or 
other causes are not willing to begin at the 
foot of the ladder and await the slow chances 
of regular promotion. No man competent to 
conduct a private business would employ sub- 
ordinates in that way. I am aware that the 
board was influenced by reasons which I shall 
not have time to discuss. 

In the civil service systems of other coun- 
tries security of the tenure of office is a 
prominent feature, and would naturally be so 
for dynastic and political reasons. I have no 
idea that the board were influenced by any 
reason except the expectation of increased 
efficiency from that source. Bat this idea of 
increased efficiency from secure tenure of 
office I think: is inherited with many other 
traditions, and not well founded. Were there 
i no- other objections to it, I believe it would 
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beget opposition which may be wisely avoided 
to the entire reform. But [ ain frank to say 
that my objection to this feature of the plan 
is fundamental. 

The outlines of the general plan are con- 
tained in thirteen proposed rules, subject to 
such changes from time to time in the rules 
as may be dictated by better information and 
experience. They are founded on the general 
idea of withdrawing appointments to the civil 
service from the influence of personal patron- 
age or favoritism, and placing them on the 
ground of merit. They are intended to make 
these appointments signify not personal com- 
pliance and lack, but character—honor. To 
this end the rules make them depend on proof 
bf character and upon capacity, tested in part 
by competitive examinations. 

For the most part, the arguments. against 
the plan seem to be arguments against the 
object; that is to say, against reform, rather 
than against the manner of it. They assume 
that the examination is to be an absurd one, 
directed to scholastic and not practical inqui- 
ries; which is exactly the thing not contem- 
plated by the plan. They assume that the 
proposed tests would not be infallible; and 
therefore imply that we should adhere to the 
present system, which is admitted to be not 
infallible. The question whether or not the 
proposed plan would improve the civil service 
escapes them. The whole plan and necessity 
of reform depend upon the fact that public 
men, yielding to inordinate pressure or in 
order to secure their own ends, advise to be 
made wrong appointments. Yet a common 
argument against the proposed reform is 
that these public men are from their situa- 
tion capable of giving good advice. This 
argument implies that no reform is admis- 
sible, except one which will not strike at 
the mischief to be remedied. It implies 
the need only of a reform which shall leave 
everything in the same condition as if no reform 
had beeu made. 

Another view is sometimes pressed which is 
confessedly melancholy and affecting. Com- 
petitive examinations, it is said, will fill our 
offices with Democrats, This argument implies 
that the Republican party is uppermost for 
some reason other than superior capacity to 
serve the country. It implies that the strength 
of the Republican party lies chiefly in its infe- 
riorities. 1fsuch bethe fact, no stronger argu» 
ment can be made in favor of putting some 
other partyin power. Ifsuch bethe fact, some 
other party cannot be kept out of power. Any 
system which calls for that style of defense must 
have passed beyond the reach of manly support. 
Any party fit to lead the American people 
must earn its leadership by an open, continu- 
ous challenge for its opponents to do better if 
they can. The race of the parties is itself an 
open, competitive examination before the 
people. 

The next inquiry is, what can Congress do 
in aid of this reform? ‘The Constitution of 
the United States requires of the President 
that— ; 

“ He shall nominate, and by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate shali appoint, embassa- 
dors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of 
the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the 
United States whose appointments are not herein 
otherwise provided for, and which shall be estab- 
lished by law. But the Congress may by law vest 


the appointment of such inferior officers as they 
think proper in the President alone, in the courts 


of law, or in the heads of Departments.” 

The appointing power is therefore vested by 
the Constitution. Where it was placed it 
must remain. It was the opinion of Mr. At- 
torney General Akerman that so much of 
thia power as is vested in the President can- 
not be circumscribed by a Jaw requiring him 
to select according to the report of an examin- 
ing board. The discretion must remain after 
all with him, where the Constitution piaces it. 
In cases where the power has been vested 
by an act of Congress in the courts of law, or 
heads of Departments, it was yet vested 
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there by a provision in the Constitution. 
While Congress may choose whether it shall be 
exercised by the President, courts of law, or 
heads of Departments, it has no power beyond 
the making of that choice. It was Mr. Attor- 
ney General Akerman’s opinion that a dif- 
ferent rule would apply; that courts of law 
and heads of Departments may be compelled 
to select from a class indicated by the reports 
of an examining board. 

The reason assigned for this difference be- 
tween different classes of appointments appears 
not to have been very conclusive to his mind. 
F should hesitate to express dissent from any 
opinion from a source so eminent, but I am 
compelled to doubtits conclusiveness. 1 think 
we could not safely accept it as final, The 
reason for the distinction made by bim, as a 
constitutional reason,is, to my mind, indis- 
tinct and unsatisfying. Besides, L do not like 
the idea of indistinct and divided: responsi- 
bility for appointments. An examining board 
isan eminently appropriate and good means 
of ascertaining the fitness of applicants. But 
there must be responsibility for the examining 
board. 

When public affairs go wrong, the people 
have a right to know at whose door to knock. 
The appointing power, therefore, should not 
be able to shield itself from accountability by 
interposing an ill-selected examining board. 
As a subdivision of administrative labors, an 
examining board presents every probability 
of desirable results. But, for these results, 
the appointing power should be held to dis- 
tinct responsibility. The acknowledged limits 
imposed by the Constitution, whether we ac- 
cept the wider or narrower construction, fix 
the responsibility not less distinctly than they 
fix the power, and are of the last degree of 
importance, to be defended and preserved. 

jt is only in this view that the gravity of the 
present situation fully appears. The thing 
which the Constitution does not permit to be 
done has been done. The thing which neither 
‘House of Congress nor both Houses dare 
openly attempt has been already achieved. 
An open act of Congress to apportion among 
its members the administrative functions con- 
fided to the Executive would have been met 
by a general cry of indignant alarm. But on 
the showing before made, this gradual en- 
croachment of a system of personal patronage 
has dismantled the Executive of most import- 
ant functions. Under the circumstances there 
ean be no well-defined responsibility for had 
appointments.. Indignant the country may 
be, but wherever its anger shall strike it may 
strike a cruel blow in the wrong direction. 
‘The presumption is that the responsibility is 
to be looked for in some place where the Con- 
stitution did not intend it to be. 

This much, at least, is true of the President: 
he has burried forward and pressed the subject 
of reform exactly as he might have been ex- 
pected to do had he been in great earnest. 
He has anounced without delay his adoption 
of the proposed rules and called upon us *‘ for 
all the strength which Congress can give’’ to 
enable him to put them in practice.. A con- 
troversy had been raging betweeu the Execu- 
tive and Congress nearly four years before he 
took the executive chair. If during three 
years he has avoided a renewal of that con- 
troversy, and with the consent of Congress 
inaugurated a reform ef the civil service, 
which needs only our assistance to make it 
effective, is will deserve to be accounted not 
the least of his achievements. 

if the views already expressed are sound, 
no law of Congress can circumscribe the dis- 
cretion of the appointing power within the 
limits ofa competilive examination; because 
no law ean override the Constitutioa. Butin- 
ability in this direciion makes a greater urgency 
that we shall legislate in another. Both Houses 
of Congress may, and | thiuk should, unite in 
an act requiring their members to abdicate the 
usurped power of dictating appointments. It 
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| late for such a thought. 


was found some years ago that members of 
Congress accepted employment to prosecute 
claims against the Government. An act of 
Congress branded the practice as improper and 
prohibited it. I think no member of Congress 
would like to be supposed guilty of accepting 
such employment now. Wecan pass a similar 
act, forbidding members of Congress to urge 
appointments upon the appointing power, and 
from soliciting them except in accordance with 
the plan of civil service reform which may be 
in force at the time. This much at least we 
can do in answer to the President’s appeal for 
help. 

The impracticability, if any, so far as I am 
able to discover, can be found nowhere, ex- 
cept in our unwillingness to turn our backs to 
the tèmptations of a great abuse—an abuse, 
the advantages of which, if such there may be, 
fall to members of this House only as crumbs 
from a feast to which we are not admitted, but 
for which we incur a full share of responsi- 
bility. The reniedy is practicable if it is prac- 
ticable to desire it. 

Another branch of the remedy, entirely prac- 
ticable, relates to the outrageous and altogether 
indefensible accumulation of emoluments for 
some of the large officers, while their subor- 
dinates are driven to make up an income 
from gifts and peculations. I have no time 
te dwell on this, but why should it be allowed 
to continue? 

In conclusion, one further topic remains to 
I have heard it said that an 
adoption of the plan for civil service reform 
might endanger the success of the Republican 
party in the coming elections. Itseemsto me 
Congress, by its act 
of March 8, 1871, to which reference has been 
made, authorized the President to initiate it. 
Congress is therefore committed. The Pres- 
ident has already announced his adoption of 
the plan, and he also is committed. 

What is now to be gained by going back on 
these committals, or by failing to fulfill them? 
Whether or not there would be danger in 
appearing to hesitate and palter with them, 
whether or not popular favor would be gained 
by appearing to deal with this great subject 
insincerely or frivolously, is a question which 
I must leave to be decided according to the 
individual temper of those who consider it. 
It is not a question to be reached by argu- 
ment, 

Most of the discontents in the Republican 
party which have found tongue, and are not 
in their nature personal, are traceable to the 
causes I have discussed. It is noticeable that 
having, or supposing themselves to have, cause 
of complaint, the organs of those discontents 
avow their aim to accomplish the reform ad 
vocated by the President. They have groped 
over wide spaces for a new path, but as yet 
have found none broad enough to hold a party 
capable of administering the Government. 

{do not apprehend that the career of the 
Republican party approaches its end. It was 
forced into existence by a supreme danger to 
our institations. From step to step its work 
has risen to unexpected heights, and from 
these heights it can be seen stretching away 
into a fruitful and tranquil future. It has 
lived through scenes where nothing but robust 
courage could have survived. Its work has 
been ofa noble kind, which causes the sym- 
poe of men to flow together. Its faults 

ave been the faults of excessive vitality. 

Whatever else may be said of it, it has not 
been deaf to the calls of oppressed humanity, 
nor has it turned its’ back on any peril. It 
has stood for the honor of the flag, and has 
increased the splendor of its constellations. 
It bas to-day, with all its faults, more power 
for useful public service than any new party 
could acquire in a series of years. It is iden- 
tifed with the cause of justice and equality 
between the races, with the fiuancial credit of 
the country, with its military renown, its his- 
toric interests; with the pride and affections 
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of the American people. Fear that it may 
lack strength to lop off its abuses seems to 
me unintelligent and pitiful. 


f POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, on the second 


day of the present session of Congress so much 
of the President’s message as related to the 
subject of a union of the postal and telegraph 
systems was, by order of the House of Repre- 
sentatives referred to the Committee on A ppro- 
priations. Upto this hour the consideration 
of the regular appropriation bills has engrossed 
the attention of that committee, and is likely 
to engross it for some time, so that the subject 
of the proposed postal telegraph may not be 
formally before the committee or the House 
for several weeks. As I am a member of the 
committee to whom tbis subject was referred, 
Ishould not undertake its discussion in the 
House in advance of its formal consideration 
by the committee had it not been recently dis- 
cussed elaborately npon this floor by the able 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] with 
whom I was associated in the special Com- 
mittee on the Postal Telegraph in the Forty- 
First Congress. In what | may say now I wish 
to be understood as expressing solely my own 
convictions on the general principles of the 
subject, without knowing the views of any of 
my associates on the committee. 

The electric telegraph was first brought to 
the attention of Congress in 1835. In Febru- 
ary of that year the House of Representatives 
passed a resolution requesting the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report to the House at the 
ensuing session upon the propriety of estab- 
lishing a system of telegraphs for the United 
States. In answer to the Secretary’s circular 
inviting information on the subject Professor 
Morse communicated his plan, which con- 
cluded with the statement that he was satisfied 
“that the establishment of a system of tele- 
graph for the United States would be useful to 
commerce as well as to the Government,” and 
that ‘‘it might most properly be made appur- 
tenant to the Post Office Department.” Iu 
1843, in answer to petitions from Professor 
Morse for aid in bringing out his invention, 
the sum of $80,000 was appropriated to build 
a line between Washingion and Baltimore, 
and the further sum of $12,000 was appropri- 
ated to defray the expenses of operating the 
line the first year. In twelve months there- 
after this line, built and operated by Federal 
appropriations, transmitted the first electro- 
magnetic messages ever trausmitted upon tbe 
globe. During the next session of Congress 
a bill was introduced authorizing an extension 
of the line from Baltimore to New York, but 
it did not pass, and from that period forward 
the construction, ownership, and regulation 
of telegraph lines in the United States have 
been accomplished by private enterprise. 

The failure of the General Government at 
first to adopt, regulate, and coutrol this great 
agency of modern intelligence greatly.embar- 
rasses the proposed assumption of it by the 
Government now. Why should it be under 
Government control? First, because its rates 
of charges in the United States are unneces- 
sarily oppressive; second, because it holds a 
relation to commerce as delicate and as im- 
portant as that of the post office itself; third, 
because it is an educational agency too potent 
to be left at the control of private corporations, 
looking alone to quick returns for their invest- 
ments. 

In a report made a few days ago in favor of 
the postal telegraph by a standing committee 
of the Senate I find tables showing the pres- 
ent rates of charges for messages of ten words 
for distances between important cities in the 
United States. The average rates, as shown 
by these tables, are as follows: for distances 
under 250 miles, 37 cents per message; be- 
tween 250 and 500 miles, 62} cents; between 
500 and 1,000 miles, $1 28; between 1,00C 
and 1,500 miles, $2 14; over 1,500 miles, 
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$4 96. These tables show a great lack of 
uniformity between different points of nearly 
the same distance. For instance, from Wash- 
ington to New York, 280 miles, the rate is 40 
cents; to Williamsport, 220 miles, 75 cents; 
to Wheeling, 880 miles, 30 cents; to Albany, 
380 miles, 80 cents; to Parkersburg, 380 miles, 
$1. From New York to Louisville, 960 miles, 
the rate is 75 cents; to Cincinnati, 860 miles, 
5O cents; to Chicago, 900 miles, $1; to Charles- 
ton, 910 miles, $1 25; Indianapolis, 810 miles, 
$1 60; to Bristol, 600 miles, $1 60; to Chatta- 
nooga, 850 miles, $2. From Washington to St. 
Louis, 940 miles, the rate is $1 75; to Mobile, 
1,100 miles, $2 50; to New Orleans, 1,200 
miles, $2 50; to St. Augustine, 1,000 miles, 
$3 25. When you take into account the fore- 
going figures, and the manifest fact that the 
telegraph service holds the same relation to all 
the vital interests of society that the postal 
service does, the only substantial difference 
being in the time required for the execution 
of the two kinds of service, and that at no time 
under the old system of high charges and slow 
transportation was the Post Office Department 
permitted to establish discriminating rates for 
the transmission of intelligence, the unequal, 
unjust, and unnecessarily burdensome mode in 
which the telegraph has been and is adminis- 
tered will be apparent. 

Look at the rates paid for telegraphic service 
in European countries. In Belgium. mes- 
sages are sent anywhere within the kingdom 
for the uniform price of ten cents; in Switzer- 
land, ten cents; in Greece, eighteen cents; in 
France, from ten to twenty cents, according 
to distance; in Baden and the Netherlands, 
thirteen cents; in Wurtemberg, fifteen cents; 
in Italy, twenty cents; in the North German 
Union, twelve and a half to thirty-seven and a 
half cents, according to distance; in Austria 
and Hungary, ten to forty cents, according to 
distance; in Norway and Sweden, twenty-eight 
cents; in Australia, twenty-five cents. 

Great. Britain was the last of the European 
nations to abandon the system of private man- 
agement of telegraphs and unite them with 
the postal service. The rates of charges in 
that country previoce to February 6, 1870, 
were, for a distance not exceeding one hun- 
dred miles, twenty-four cents; over one hun- 
dred, but not exceeding two hundred miles, 
thirty-six cents; over two hundred miles, forty- 
eight cents. For additions of ten words or less 
than ten words half rates werecharged. Since 
February 5, 1870, the period when the tele- 
graph lines passed under the control of the 
post office department, the rates have been 
uniformly, and without regard to distance, 
throughout the United Kingdom, twenty-four 
cents for the first twenty words of each mes- 
sage, not counting the name or address of the 
sender or receiver, and this sum also covers 
the service of delivery of the message by special 
foot messenger within the limit of one mile of 
of the terminal telegraph office. 

The tariff of prices tor press reports before 
the union with the postal service was regarded 
as high, so mach so as to exclude many jour- 
nals frum receiving them. Afier the change 
to the postal system, the postmaster general 
was authorized to furnish publishers with re- 
ports at rates not exceeding one shilling for 
every one hundred words transmitted between 
the hours of six p. m. and nine a. m., and 
at rates not exceeding one shilling for every 
seventy-five words transmitted between the 


hours of nine a. m. and six p. m., to a single. 


address, with an additional charge of twopence 
for every hundred words, or seventy-five words, 
as the case might be, of the same report trans- 
mitted to each additional address. The effect 
upon the press of this reduction of prices may 
be seen in the following facts: formerly the 
English telegraph companies sent news reports 
to only one hundred and forty-four towns in 
the United Kingdom. In one year afterward 
the post office sent news reports to three hun- 
dred and sixty-fivetowns. in the one hundred 
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and forty-four towns to which the telegraph 
companies sent reports there were three hun- 
dred and six subseribers for news. In oneyear 
afterward in the three hundred and sixty five 
towns to which the Post Office sent reports 
there were elevon hundred and six subscribers 
for news. The telegraph companies sent re- 
ports to, only one hundred and seventy-three 
journals. In one year afterward the post 
office sent them to four hundred and sixty- 
seven journals. The telegraph companies sent 
during the session of Parliament nearly six 
thousand words of news daily; during the 
remainder of the year four thousand words 
daily. The post office, in one year afterward, 
sent during the session of Parliament nearly 
twenty thousand words of news daily; aud 
during the remainder of the year it sent nearly 
fifteen thousand words daily. 

The increase in the number of private mes- 
sages after the reduction was equally satis- 
factory. In the first week the number for- 
warded from all stations was 128,872. In the 
week ending March 31, the number had risen 
to 160,775. The average weekly number in 
thirteen weeks, to June 30, was 177,410. The 
average weekly number in thirteen weeks, to 
September 30, was 200,787. And the average 
number in thirteen weeks, to December 31, 
1870, was 203,572. 

That the convenience of the English pub- 
lic, as well as their financial advantage, was 
observed in the postal system, may be seen 
from these facts, gathered from the. report 
of Mr. Scudamore, second secretary of the 
post office department. Although the rail- 
way stations at which telegraph business is 
conducted on behalf of the postmaster gen- 
eral are nearly as numerous as the postal 
telegraph stations proper, there being about 
1,820 of the former to 1,960 of the latter, 
these last are so much more convenient in all 
respects to the public that ninety-one per 
cent. of the whole number of messages are 
forwarded from them, and only nine per cent. 
from the railway stations. 

On the 5th of the present month the British 
post office commenced issuing for public use 
postal telegraph cards bearing a shilling stamp, 
for the accommodation of those for whom it 
will be more convenient to deposit the card in 
the nearest pillar letter or other post-office let- 
ter-box, than to send a message to the nearest 
telegraph station. The telegraph cards will 
be taken from the boxes along with the other 
contents at tha regular collecting periods, 
which are always specified on the table on or 
over the box; and on the arrival of a collec- 
tion at the proper office, the telegraph cards 
will be at once picked out and handed over 
to the telegraph-counter clerk, who will deal 
with them in tue ordinary course, obliterating 
the stamp. No postage is charged, the shil- 
ling stamp covering that, and also franking 
the message on the card to the same privileges 
as are granted to messages handed in to offices 
in the ordinary way. 

Financially, the English postal telegraph 
system has also proved successful. In the 
speech of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Beck,] to which I have already referred, there 
is a carefully prepared letter from the electri- 
cian of the Western Union Telegraph Company, 
introduced to show that the English postal 
telegraph system was not self-sustaining. A 
satementis given showing receipts for fourteen 
months $3,865,127; expenses, $2,277,195: 
net profits, $1,587,932. The electrician says 
these accounts were not correctly kept by 
the English post office department, and that 
it has charged to coustruction account sums 
which belonged to expense account. But, 
according to the same electrician, the post 
office department increased the mileage of 
wire in that time from eighty-five thousand 
to one hundred and thirty thousand miles, 
or over filty per cent., at a cost of $100 
for each mile of wire. Unless it should be 
{claimed that expenditures for the extension 


of lines are not properly chargeable to capital 
account—and no intelligent accountant would 
so claim—this officer of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company corroborates .by his own 
evidence the official conclusion that the Eng- 
lish postal telegraph system was more than 
self-sustaining in the first fourteen months of 
its trial. 

In what I have thus far said I have con- 
fined myself mainly to the high charges of tel- 
egraphing in the United States, compared with 
the charges in European countries. Ours ig 
the only nation of any importance in the world 
which permits the management of the telegraph 
to remain in the hands of private individuals, 
Everywhere else, under all forms of govern- 
ment, it is held to be an inseparable adjunct of 
commerce as much as the postal system, and 
in nearly all the countries whose tariffs of 
prices I have heretofore quoted it has been 
incorporated with the postal service. Even, 
too, where the prices are lowest, asin Belgium 
and Switzerland, it is not only self-sustaining, 
but is a source of public revenue. I have in 
my possession a tabulated statement issued by 
the Government of Switzerland, showing the 


‘receipts and expenditures for telegraph ser- 


vice in that country for seventeen consecutive 
years, ending in 1869, and this statement shows 
that in only three of the first years after the 
transfer of the lines to the Government was 
there an excess of expenditures over receipts. 
The last year reported shows an excess of 
receipts over expenditures of 130.247 francs, 

The Government of the United States has 
given official proof that it regards the telegraph 
as a necessary agent of commerce, by appro- 
priations of $250,000 a year for that most in- 
valuable branch of the War Department, the 
signal service. And yet the signal service, ne- 
cessary as it has become to the preservation of 
property, interests in shipping upon the rivers, 
upon the lakes, and upon the seas; necessary 
as it has become for the preservation of human 
lite; incalculubly important as it has become 
to American commerce iv all its interests, was 
about a year ago brought to a suspension with- 
out reasonable warning, or opportunity for 
timely remedy, by the refusal of the principal 
telegraph company of the country to accept 
the legal terms offered by the Government for 
the service. What guarantee has the Govern- 
ment that this branch of the public business 
may not be paralyzed beyond the possibility 
of immediate resuscitation any moment, under 
the present system of telegraphic administra- 
tion? Remember that nine tenths of all the 
lines in the United States are owned by one 
company, and the shares of that company are 
reputed to be controlled practically by one 
man. At any time when the lines of compet- 
ing companies shall threaten to become 
troublesome, we may expect a continuation 
of the policy of consolidation, until all the 
lines shall be under one ownership and one 
system of management. All this concentra- 
tion of facilities for instantaneous intelligence 
throughout the civilized globe—more potent 
than any European monarch wields—is not 
responsible to Federal cofttrol, is restrained 
by no Federal regulation, and may toy with 
the most vital interests of public or private 
rights as a child would sport with a bauble. 
Do you say it is the creature of Siate legisla- 
tion, and is answerable for abuses of iis privi- 
leges in the courts? When the question was 
formally asked by a Postmaster General of the 
several companies, to what extent they deemed 
themselves liable for damages for maladmin- 
istration, they made united answer. that the 
decisions of the courts in the several States, 
where suits had been brought, had been so 
various and conflicting that the measure of 
liability could not be stated. And so, rather 
than go before such uncertain tribunals for 
redress, the public bave continued to bear 
their grievances unredressed. : 

It has beeu argued upon this. floor that the 
telegraph should remain under the control of 
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private individuals. because it can be managed 
more cheaply by private owners than under 
Governtient supervision. Admitting this to 
be true; (though the experience of every Gov- 
ernment in Europe proves that it is not,) shall 
it still remain in private hands? National 
banks could probably be managed more cheaply 
for their stockholders if unrestrained by Fed- 
eral- supervision and Federal law. Valuable 
mechanical inventions might be obtained more 
cheaply if unrestrained by statutes governing 
patents. Schools could undoubtedly be founded 
and conducted by private individuals for less 
money than they cost the State. The postal 
servicé tight be administered for far less sums 
by ‘private corporations than it has cost the 
Federal Government. But it does so happen 
in the philosophy of civil rule, and especially 
of republican rule, that there are some prerog- 
atives of Government which cannot and otght 
not to be determitied by the measure of ddilars 
and certs. One of the necessities of civilized 
sociely is a stable currency. Hence, in this 
country, while private citizens ownand manage 
the national banks, the Government supervises 
them. Mechanical inventions tend to-increase 
the facilities of commerce, and trade, and the 
national wealth ; sd the Government author- 
jzés préthiums to inventors. Education is the 
basis and security of free government; so 
schools are fourded and maintained by the 
State. Rapid means of intelligence seem to 
quicken thought, promote education, stimu- 
late commerce, and cement divers classes 
into a homogeneous people; so the Govern- 
ment plants the post office wherever upon the 
frontier its citizens are bold enough to erect 
their habitations. Last year only one of the 
eleven ‘Territories, the District of Columbia, 
paid any surplus into the Federal Treasury on 
account of postal service. Two States, Texas 
and California, by reason of their extended 
boundaries, cost the Government $437,018 and 
$401,103, respectively, morethan they returned 
in postal revenue for postal service. Only two 
States, Delaware and Tennessee, in all the 
South, and only two States in all the North- 
west, lowa and Illinois, pay a surplus to the 
Treasury on postal account. In only thirteen 
of the thirty-seven States of the Union is the 
imil service self-sustaining. Yet, because of 
this fact, who would deprive the citizens of the 
twenty-four remaining States of the benefits of 
cheap postage ? Lt was the theory of our fathers 
in these Halls, and it ought to be our theory, 
that the post office is the pioneer ally of the 
school-house, the printing press, and the pulpit. 
Now, suppose our legislative fathers had ap- 
plied the arguments used in support of the 
present telegraph system to the mail service. 
How many of the masses of the people could 
have shared its benefits? When would we 
have had cheap postage? To how many homes 
would the magazine and the newspaper go? 
Upon how many hill-tops and in how many val- 
leys would the common school be established ? 
The telegraph office holds the same relation 
to the educational interests of the people that 
the post office does, Yet the telegraph office 
is established only where it seems to be the 
pecuniary interest of its shareholders that it 
shonld be established. This policy, in this 
eountry of unexampled enterprise and pro- 
gress in other respects, ig a’ mockery of the 
whole genias of our people. 

Why should we be behind every other nation 
in the world in utilizing to the utmost the great 
invention of one of our own citizens? More 
than thirty-five years ago he implored Con- 
gress to adopt it and unite it with the postal 
system. Now, when it has overshadowed the 
press, doling out its privileges and monopo- 
ies to whatever journal or news associauon 
or comrmercial agency it may please; now 
when it has become a necessity of commerce; 
now when its relation to the financial, polit- 
ical, social, and industrial interests of the peo- 
ple is inseparable, the necessity for the union 
of these two branches of service are more 


apparent than ever. How can it be accom- 
plished? There are two modes, namely: one 
of absolute purchase and ownership of lines 
by the Government; the other of supervision 
by the Government, and ownership and man- 
agement of lines by individuals. The first is 
liable to the objection of expense, the sum 
of $50,000,000 probably being necessary to 
effect the purchase, and the further objection, 
of increased patronage in the hands of tht 
Executive through the power of appointments. 
The Senate committee to whom the subject 
waé referred həs reported a bill embodying 
the second plan, one originated and advocated 
by Gardiner G. Hubbard, of Massachusetts: 
It asks no appropriation by Congress, but 
proposes td place the telegraph service under 
control ‘of the Postmaster General, the rates 
of charges for private telegrams aud press 
repérts to be greatly reduced and regulated by 
law. - It proposes, in brief, to-secure for the 
American people, without the burden of Gov- 
ernment purchase, the benefits of cheap tele- 
graphy as they are now enjoyed by the people 
of évery Eutopean country. That the rates 
proposed are: possible; may be shown, beyond 
cavil, by reference to á report made by Gen- 
eral Albert J. Myer, of the signal service, to 
the Postmaster General, wherein it appears 
that in July last a contract was executed by 
certain telegraph companies for the execution 
of the department business at the rate of one 
cent per word for each circuit of two hundred 
and fifty miles; making a saving to the Gov- 
ernment, over rates paid now by the public, 
and formerly paid by the Government, of 

forty-five per cent. in the case of short mes- 
| sages, and seventy per cent. in the case of 
long messages. General Myer says this rate 
was established aftera careful examination of 
the actual cost of the service, and an addition 
of thirty per cent. for profit. 

The gentleman from Kentucky in his speech 
the other day said the telegraph did not in the 
remotest degree tend to develop the intellect 
of the people; that it is used here by only the 
one hundred and sixtieth part of the whole 
population, by a class who, in ninety-nine cases 
in a hundred, use it for the purposes of money- 
making or speculation. Why is it not more 
universally used? In European countries, 
sixty per cent. of all the messages sent are 
social messages, showing that the telegraph, 
by the low rates of charges, is within the 
reach of the masses of the people. Mr. Senda- 
more, in charge of the postal telegraph sys- 
tem in England, says he has seen, since the 
transfer of the lines to the post office, as many 
as twelve columns of telegraphic news in lead- 
ing provincial journals, when before there 
would have been but a meager supply; andin 
a local paper in Aberdeen he had seen several 
columns of telegraph news, when, under the 
old order of things, the same paper would 
have been dependent on the London journals, 
requiring thirty-six hours for the transmission. 

But is it true that the telegraph in no man- 
ner tends to develop the intellect of a people? 
At the beginning of each day, what litera- 
ture is most eagerly read? ‘That of the daily 
press. What portion of the daily journal is first 
examined? Why the telegraphic portion, of 
course, and nota line escapes the attention of 
even the most casual reader. As between one 
daily paper in New York, for instance, which 
|| gives liberal allowances of telegraph news, and 
another daily paper in the same city, of equal 
merit in other respects, but giving no tele- 
graph news, the former will have five thousand 
readers where the latter has one reader. No 
fact is better understood among journalists 
than this, that attempting the publication of 
a daily newspaper without telegraph reports, 
would be like essaying to make pricks without 
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in this country, of all others in the world, 
we need the telegraph. Nowhere else is there 
a nation so migratory. Look at your New Eng- 
į land homes! The old family roof may shelter 
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the father and mother; and a child caring tend- 
erly for them, whilé the remainder of the bouse- 
buld are helpirig to work out private fortunes 
aiid the problem of eftipire in the valleys and 
upon the mountaiti tops of the illimitable 
West: Put the telégraph within reach of a 
population thus widely separated, aud in three 
years seventy-five pet cent. of its receipts will 
be from social thessages. 

Why, in Boston the télegraph dnd the post 
office aré now, and have been for two yéars, 
partially united. In thé main post-office ard 
its six branches there arë telegraph offices 
also, the vperators beirig swora clerks of the 
post office; and it has proved a most profitable 
division of labor and expense to Both the tele- 
graph companies and the Government, and if 
the union could be extended under a broad 
syste of legal regilatiot by authority of Con- 
gresa, the people would in a short time have 
réason to wonder that its inabguration had 
not been sooner secured, ; 

-We have in this country; 48 the foundation 
of oat free Government, systems df freg lands, 
a free religion, tree schools, a free press, a fred 
balldt, equal laws, and equal suffrage. We 
have algo a system of cheap postage; and now 
if, in addition to all these, we can Have a sys- 
tem of-chéap telegraphy; s6 thatthe press atd 
the people may share its blessings, äs they now 
share the advantages of cheap postage, we wiil 
havé assurances of faithful civil rule stronger 
than penal codes, and giiaratitees for our people 
of homogeneity and national liberty more potent 
than naval armaments or standing armiés, 

POLYGAM0US MARRIAGES IN UTAL. 
. Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the 
bill introduced by me upon the subject of 
polygamy in Utah is in the. words following: 
A bill to legalize polygamous marriages in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, and to dismiss prosecutions in said 

Territory on account of such marriages. , 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Mouse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all marriages heretofore solemnized 
inthe Territory of Utah, under and in accordance 
with the rules and regulations of thé Church of 
Christ or Latter-Day Saints, and children born 
under such marriages, be, and the same are hereby, 
legalized. 

Sec. 2. That all prosecutions now pending in any 
of the courts of said Territory on account of such 
polygamous marriages be, and the same are hereby, 
dismissed; and the jurisdiction of said courts over 
such cases is hereby withdrawn; and it is hereby 
made theduty of such courts to dismissal Psach prose- 
cutions which have or which hereafter may be insti- 
tuted, by indictment or otherwise, in their courts, 
respectively. ` 

Sec, 3. That this act shall be in force from and 
after its passage. 

The legalization of polygamous marriages in 
Utah, aud the offspring of such marriages, 
as will be seen, is the object of the bill, The 
subject is not only a perplexing one to solve, 
in consonance with the laws of the land and 
the prejudices of our people, bat itis one of 
vast importance, not only to the citizens of 
the United States, but to those whom it more 
directly affects: We must recognize the mar- 
riages among the Mormon people as legal and 
in harmony with the principles of republican 
government, validate them, or else leave that 
people to be prosecuted, fined, and impris- 
oned in the penitentiary of Utah. Not antil 
recently have they been brought-face'to face 
with the danger that surrounds them, and to 
see the doom that awaits them. AH of them 
now see that the very foundation of society in 
Utah is about to be broken up, and the most 
serious consequences visited upon that people. 
As this difficulty grows out of a misunderstand- 
ing as to what constitutes marriage, I propose 
to first treat of that institation. 

Marriage is said “by some to be a natural 
contract, or a contract in-a state of nature; by 
others a civil contract, and by utherg an ecele- 
siastical contract. Tor myself, I consider some 
of those characteristics utmeaning and. as 
creating a ‘distinction without a difference. 
Under all those expressions o? character- 
istics it is but one and thesame contract. 
The distinction between marriage as an insti- 
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tution or relation and the contract essential 
to entering into that institution. or relation is 
entirely lost sight of; as also the distinction 
between the contract of marriage and the 
celebration or. solemnization of the contract. 
They take the power that siniply regulates the 
contract and the relation for the contract itself. 
Hence, where itis regulated by the civil power, 
itis called a civil contract; by the ecclesiastical 
power, an ecclesigstical contract; and where 
neither of these exist, a contract under the 
law of nature. 

Mr. Spéalker, to suppose that marriage or 
the contract of marriage is the creattire of. 
either civil or ecclesiastical law is to suppose 
that civil and ecclesiastical governments ante- 
date marriage. The institution of marriage 
was ordained by God; and the contract to 
enter into that institution of relation arose 
necessarily in a state of nature; before civil or 
ecclesiastical law existed. No civil or ecele» 
siastical authority. has. the power to abolish 
marriage or the contract of marriage. To con- 
cede such power would but be to defeat the 
purposes of God in the creation of man. All 
either can do is to regulate them. Where 
civil law is in the ascendency, marriage and the 
contract of marriage are regulated by it; if 
the ecclesiastical, by it. If the civil power be 
supreme it may confer the right to regulate 
it upon the church, and vice versa. 

Marriage being of divine origin, and the con- 
tract of marriage originating in a state of 
nature, we must go to the earliest and most 
ancient histories to learn. what it is. Mr. 
Speaker, in a state of nature we find it monog- 
amous and polygamous; under divine law we 
find it monogamous and polygamous. Upon 
almost every page of the old Bible we tind 
polygamy written. Not only so, the Bible 
gives us marriage in a more detestable form 
by a hundred fold than in Utah. Utah has 
its polygamy; the Bible its polygamy and 
contnbinage. By tradition, marriage in a 
state of nature has been polygamous, and con- 
tinues so to this day; by the divine law we find 
it commencing with Lamech, thirty-eight hun- 
dred and seventy five years before Christ; and 
conceding, for the sake of the argument; that 
it ceased in the daysot the Apostles, it covered 
a space of thirty-nine hundred and twenty-five 
years, by the express approval of God. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, i am prepared to submit 
a proposition to Christians and students of 
moral philosophy. ‘‘If i be true that moral 
principles never change, and that marriage is 
based on moral principle; and it be true that 
polygamous marriages existed for thirty nine 

undred and twenty-five years, or a less 
period, by the approval of God, is polygamy 
morally right or wrong??? But polygamy 
traces itself further down than that. While 
we have no express account of it in the New 
Testament, it is equally true that we have no 
express probibition of it therein, In this opin- 
ion Lam not only sustained by many divines, 
but by the author of the New American Eney- 
clopedia. He says in volume thirteen, page 
465, in speaking of polygamy, ‘‘ There are no 
positive injunctions in the Bible against the 
practice.” $ 

Mr. Speaker, between 1853 and 1856, only 
sixteen to nineteen years ago, a number of 
ministers of the gospel; sent as missionaries 
to India, and belonging to the Baptist, Con- 
gregational, Episcopal, Methodist, and Pres- 
byterian churches, assembled in Calcutta in 
convention and declared that polygamous mar- 
riages were not contrary to divine law, (D. 
Q. Allen on India, page 601.) 

_ Now, then, in view of these facts, who can 
dogmatically afirm that polygamy is contrary 
to the law of God? And who, in view of these 
facts, can declare that marriage is the union 
of one man with only one woman in the holy 
estate of matrimony? l ignore from this dis- 
cussion polyandry, as it principally exists in 
Thibet. 

Mr. Speaker, think not that my ramble 


through the Bible and sacred history is simply. 
to show polygamy not contrary to the law of 
God; far from it. My object is to elucidate 
the subject of marriage, and to throw these 
facts before the minds of the members of this 
House that they may see that our law writers 
have not defined marriage at all; in other 
words, that they have taken the ‘contract?’ 
of marriage for “marriage” itself, and have 
also confounded the power that regulates the 
contract with the contract itself, Civil and 
ecclesiastical law regulates man, but does not 
ereate him, Civil and ecelesiastieal law regu- 
lates marriage and marriage contract, but ere- 
ates neither. Marriage and the contract of 
marriage exist independent of either. 

Sir, our law writers upon marriage lay down 
the law to be that the lea loci contractus—the 
law of the place where the contract is made— 
must determine the legality of the marriage; 
and this rule applies as well to nations where 
marriage is controlled by the ecelesiastical 
and civil law asthe law of nature. 

By this just and reasonable rule this whole 
question might be settled, but for the exceptions 
made by some with reference to polygamy. 
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Wheaton, however, in his Law of Nations, page 
181, in treating of this subject, makes no excep- 
tions. After stating the law to be that the 
lea loci contractus must govern, he says: 

` Infinite confusion and mischief would ensue with 
respect to legitimacy, succession, and other personal 
and propricty rights, iť the validity of the marriage 
contract was not determined by the law of the place 
where it was made.” 

That the exception does not obtain as to 
polygamy in the United States, see also 11 
Alabama, 826; 5 Humpbh., (l’ennessee,) 13; 
10 Met., (Massachusetts,) 457; 23 Missouri, 
561; 80 Missouri, 72. And, by note on page 
183 of same author, it.will be seen that Hon. 
Caleb Cushing, in giving his opinion as Attor- 
ney General of the United States, November 
4, 1854, was not prepared to subscribe to the 
doctrine that polygamy is an exception to the 
general rule that the lea loci contractus must 
govern marriage. He says, ‘‘perbaps’’ it is. 

It then clearly appearing, from sacred and 
divine history, that marriage is the union of 
one man with one or more women in the holy 
estate of matrimony, and taking the lawto be 
as laid down by Wheaton and the Alabama, 
‘Tennessee, and: Missouri cases cited, that the 
lex loci contractus must govern, whether it 
be the law of nature, civil, or ecclesiastical, 
we are bound to hold polygamous marriages 
among the Mormons at the date of our treaty 
with Mexico, and since, valid. : 

I now propose to notice the law of conquest, 
or acquisition, as goverued by the law of na- 
tions, I lay down the law to be that when a 
whole nation is conquered, and its territory 
ceded to the conqueror, the laws of the con- 
quered nation remain intact, as well as its 
whole machinery of government, until they 
are changed, modified, or abolished by the 
conqueror; and where a part of its territory 
with the people thereon only are ceded, as 
in the case of Mexico to the United States, 
then that the laws and customs of the con- 
quered Government at the date of the treaty | 
control the rights, privileges, and immunities 
of the people, and their relation to each other, 
until the Government of the conqueror inter- 
posesitslaws. (Wheaton, Law of Nations, 54 ; 
2 Merivale’s English Reports, 156; 4 Modern 
English Reports, 222; 1 Jacob and Walker's 
English Reports, 27; and note ‘‘A.’’) 

Then, sir, whether the laws of Mexico ex- 
pressly recognized polygamy, or whether they 
failed to prohibit it at the date of the treaty, 
is immaterial. In either case, the law of na- 
tions governing conquest or acquisition makes 
the polygamous. marriages of the Mormons at 
the date of the treaty with the United States 
legal and valid. To say that bad the Mexicau 
laws expressly recognized polygamy at the date | 
of the treaty we would have been bound under | 
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the law of nations to recognize the polygamous 
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marriages of that people then existing, and 
then to say that we are not bound to recognize. 
them because the laws of Mexico did not ex- 
pressly recognize them, is, in view of the.fact 
that their polygamous marriages were known 
almost over.the world at the time, but denying 
justice upon the sheerest technicality, and of 
which any lawyer would be ashamed to avail 
himself in the courts of our country: Shall, 
the. legislative and judicial departments of 
our Government do that which an honorable, 
high-minded practitioner at the. bar would 
scorn to do? 

. England, in dealing with her conquered proys 
inces in India and elsewhere, dogs not only 
sustain me in the general principle of the law 
of nations, but as with reference to its: apecial 
application to polygamy also. England at 
home is monogamous, while England abroad, 
as in India, is polygamous. Sir, conceding 
the law of nations to be as I have stated, 
then, outside of and uncontrolled by treaty, 
stipulations this Government had the power 
and right one year after the date of the 
treaty with Mexico to have prohibited future 
polygamous marriages among the Mormons. 
lt failed to do it; but acquiesced in them 
until July 1, 1862, (and longer, as { will show,) 
and now, is taking advantage of its own laches, 
of its own criminal neglect, to persecute or suf; 
fer that people to be persecuted and harassed, 

Mr. Speaker, our neglect to prohibit polyg- 
amy among that people for thirteen. years 
amounts to a confirmation of it under the law 
of nations. In the absence of civil law, the 
law of nature and ecclesiastical controls. Sup- 
pose that we were to cede that territory to 
England, and the Mormons should remain 
on it, and we, having recognized polygamy 
for thirteen years, would not the law of na- 
tions compel England to recognize existing 
marriages as legal and valid? | assert most 
positively that it would, and have the exam- 
ple of Hugland with her conquered and ceded 
provinces aud the decisions of her courts 
already cited to sustain me. Shall England 
be more regardful of the obligations imposed 
upon her by the law of natious and public 
policy than the United States, or shail Eug- 
land be more generous and indulgent to her 
polygamous citizens in India than the United 
States to her polygamous citizens in Utah? 

Sir, I shail now proceed to another point 
in ihe line of my argament, ‘he treaty to 
which I have referred, between the United 
Statesand Mexico, was signed at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, February 2, 1848, By the provisions 
of that treaty the Mexicans upon the ceded 
territory had one year trom its date to elect 
to continue citizens of Mexico; and in case of 
a failure to do so they then became citizens 
of the United States. As stated, the United 
States passed no law interfering with polygamy 
until duly 1 1862; and that was against 
bigamy suply, without defining it. 

Now, theu, Í wish to call the attention of 
gentlemen upon this floor to two remarkable 
phenomena in the history and legal jurispru- 
dence of our Government. 

Sir, what law controlled marriages in Utah 
from the date of the treaty up to one year 
next thereafter, the time when the people 
became citizens of the United States Gov- 
ernment? Was it the law of Mexico or the 
United States, or was it the law of nature or 
ecclesiastical ? 

From one year after the date of the treaty 
up to July 1, 1862, did the civil law of the 
United States, the ecclesiastical, or law. of 
nature control marriages ia Utah?. 

When these questions are answered, it seems 
to me that the minds of gentlemen will not he 
free from doubt as to the. propriety of the 


i| present policy parsued toward the Mormons, 


From the date of the treaty to the expiration 
of one year thereafter they must be regarded 
as in a transition state, and without civil law. 
From one year after the date of the treaty to 
July 1, 1862, they must be regarded. as without 
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any law upon the subject of marriage other 
than their own ecclesiastical law. 

If the ecclesiastical law of the Mormons did 
not control marriages from the date of the 
treaty to the expiration of one year thereaf- 
ter, then monogamous marriages during that 
period were invalid; as also from the expira- 
tion of the one year next after the treaty up 
to July 1, 1862, and in fact to the present day, 
for none but ecclesiastical marriages have 
been celebrated among the Mormons, 

: If we have to trace monogamous marriages 
during those periods to the ecclesiastical law 
for validity, why not polygamous? If the 
monogamous are not valid, then we should 
validate them, and if we validate them, why 
not while we are at it validate the polyga- 
mous? 

: Bat, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen, to escape 
ecclesiastical -marriages, prefer the law of 
nature, then I respectfully refer them to the 
decisions of the supreme courts of Alabama, 
Tennessee, and Missouri, declaring marriages 
among the Indians, under the law of nature, 
valid. (11 Alabama, 826; 5 Humph., (Tennes- 
see,) 13.;°23 Missouri, 561; 30 Missouri, 72.) 

That the marriages under the Jaw of nature 
among the Indians and others have been and 
are polygainous there can be no question; and 
that the tribes to which the Indians belonged 
involved in the decisions of the supreme courts 
of Alabama, Tennessee, and Missouri, allowed 
matriages in their character, polygamous, is 
sustained by history and the facts developed in 
those cases. 

‘The savages are alaw unto themselves. The 
Mormons, as to marriage, have been a law 
unto themselves. If the marriages under the 
Jaw of nature among the savages are regarded 
as legal and valid by our courts, why nottreat 
the marriages under the law of nature among 


the'Mormons with hike impartiality ? Whether, | 


then, regarded as marriages under the law of 
nature, or the ecclesiastical or law of con- 
quest, or the lex loct contractus, they must be 
held to be legal and valid. 

Bat, sir, there is another point in connec- 
tion with this subject which I shall now notice, 
aud which, aside trom every other considera- 
tion, in my opinion, settles this whole matter 
forever. 

In section one, article nine, of our treaty with 
Mexico, we expressly stipulated that the people 
upon the ceded territory should be ‘‘ protected 
in the free enjoyment of their liberty and prop- 
erty, and secured in the free exercise of their 
religion without restriction.” (United States 
Statutes-at-Large, page 930.) 

The treaty says that the Mormons shall be 
secure in the free exercise of *‘ their religion.” 
I emphasize the expression ‘‘ their religion ;’° 
and not only that, but that treaty says they 
shall be protected in the free exercise thereof 
“without restriction.’? 

The question for us to determine at this 
point is *‘ what was the religion of the Mormons 
at the date of that treaty?’ As applicable 
to religious denominations Webster detines re- 
ligion tobe ‘any system of faith and worship; 
as the religion of the Turks, of Hindoos, of 
Christians; true or false religion.” The Mor- 
mon religion, at the time of the treaty, wassim- 
ply their system of faith and worship. What was 
that system, and by whom shall it be proven? 
Is there any other way to prove it than by the 
system itself as published to the world, and by 
the statements and declarations of its leading 
men? ` 

Now, sir, let us take these, as is done with 
every other religious denomination, and what 
will be the result? Will it not as certainly 
lead to the establishment of polygamy as a 
part of the system of Mormon religion as 
that the Christian sysiem will lead to faith in 
Christ? Christians accept Christ as their 
Prophet; what he said is a part of their reli- 
gión.. Mormonsaccept Joseph Smith as their 
prophet; what he saidisa part of their reli- 
gion, Doesnot the systemof Mormon religion 


clearly show that polygamous marriages were 
revealed to Joseph Smith as their prophet, 
and that as their prophet he established it 
among them as a religious right? Were the 
whole Mormon brotherhood called to tes- 
tify, they would with one accord proclaim 
polygamy apart of their religion. By whom 
else shall it be proven? Shall we take a 
Jew to prove the Christian religion, a Cath- 
olie to prove the Protestant religion, or vice 
versa; a Methodist to prove the Presby- 
terian, or a Presbyterian to prove the Baptist 
religion, or vice versa? Would the members 
of those churches like to have their religion 
proven by theiradversaries? Would they sub- 
mit to it? Who ever heard of such a thing? 
Adopting the universal rule of allowing the 
members of a church to prove its faith by 
its published writings and declarations of 
leading men, and polygamy is clearly estab- 
lished as a part ,of the Mormon religion. 
Mr. Speaker, do we not know as a matter of 
fact that the very reason why Mormonism 
has been so obnoxious to our people is be- 
cause that they. make polygamy a part of 
their religion? I repeat, “their religion,” 
and would call the attention of the members 
of this House to the difference between the 
‘*Mormon religion’? and the “ Christian reli- 
gion;’’ and between a ‘true’? and “false” 
religion. I am not here to prove what the 
Christian religion is; nor am I here to prove 
that the Mormon religion is the Christian 
religion, or that the Mormon religion is a 
true or false religion. My inquiry is, and all 
I am proposing to show is, that polygamy is a 
part of the Mormon system of religion. 

Now, then, sir, in connection with these 
remarks | propose to read in full section one, 
article nine of the treaty between Mexico and 
the United States, (a part of which has already 
been noticed.) I quote: 

‘Section 1. That Mexicans who fail to elect tocon 
tinue citizens of the Mexican Governinent shall be 
incorporated into the Union, and be admitted atthe 
roper time (to be judged of by the Congress of the 

nited States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of 
citizens of the United States according to the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution; and in the meantime 
shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoy- 
ment of their liberty and property, and secured in 
the free exercise of their religion, without restric- 
tion.” — United States Statutes-at-Large, page 930. 

Mr. Speaker, is there a member of this 
House who is not in faith a Mormon, but will 
say at once that the Mormon religion is a false 
religion; that it isa delusion? Did not the 
men representing the United States and Mex- 
ico in signing that treaty believe ihe same 
thing ; and did they not know when they signed 
it that all religious and non-religious people 
in the United States outside Mormondom 
had long previous thereto branded it as false? 
And yet, in the face of that fact, they bound 
this Government by solemn treaty obligation 
to secure to that people the free exercise 
of their religion. Whether Jew, Christian, 
Mohammedan, Pagan, Turk, Hindoo, or Swe- 
denborgian, true or false, we are bound to pro- 
tect them in the free exercise thereof. 

The question now arises as to when that 
protection ceases. Sir, with the section which 
I have read before me I unhesitatingly affirm 
that we are bound by that treaty to protect 
them until they are received into this Union 
as a State. What means this language in that 
section - 

“Shall be incorporated into the Union and be 
admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by 
Congress) to the enjoyment of all rights,” &e. 

1. I-hold “shall be incorporated into the 
Union’ must be held to mean that at the end 
of the year from the date of the treaty they 
were to become citizens of the Union or Uni- 
ted States. 

2. That the language “‘and be admitted at 
the proper time (to be judged of by Congress) 
to the enjoyment of all rights,” &c., must be 
held to mean admission into the Union asa 
State. 

Now, sir, permit me to again call the atten- 


tion of the House to the latter part of that 
section and immediately following the portion 
already recited. It reads: 

“ Andin the mean time shall be maintained and 
protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and 
property and secured in the free exercise of their 
religion,” &e. 

‘t And in the meantime,” What time is 
meant? Is it not the time intervening between 
the time they should become citizens of the 
United States and the time when they should 
be admitted asa State into the Union? There 
can be no other ratiunal or intelligent inter- 
pretation of that section. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, permit me to read 
a portion of article six of the Constitution of 
the United States. I quote: 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United 
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, 
and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the authoiity of the United States, shall be the 
supreme law of the land.” 

If treaty obligations, constitutional provis- 
ions, and justice prevail, we can not, we dare 
not, lay a heavy hand upon polygamy untii that 
people are admitted into this Union asa State, 
and when admitted, we are bound by the law 
of nations to hold it valid as to the past. The 
only escape from this is for the enemies of 
polygamy to maittain that polygamy is no part 
of the Mormon religion. 

But with all my prejudices against the ob- 
noxious system, and while I would etrike it 
down at one blow, I mast say that in my opin- 
ion we can as truthfully assert that the rev- 
elation to Noah about the flood; to Abraham 
and Sarah that unto them a child should be 
born which should be the heir of a world; to 
Zacharias that Elizabeth should bear a son 
to be called John; to Mary that she should 
bear a son to be called Jesus; and the book 
of the New Testament, called revelations, are 
no part of the Christian religion, as to assert 
that the pretended revelations to Joseph Smith, 
the recognized prophet of that people, and the 
founder of their religion concerning polyga- 
mous marriages as contained in the Book of 
Covenants, which I hold in my hand, is no part 
of the system of the Mormon religion; as well 
contend that the book of Mormon is no part 
of their religion, as to assert that polygamy is 
no part thereof. 

Faith in Joseph Smith as a prophet of God 
is the rock upon which Mormonism stands. 
Accepting him by faith as a prophet, how can 
they do otherwise than accept the revelations 
of polygamy to him? If they accept them, 
do not they at once become a part of their 
religion? Sir, polygamy must then from the 
very nature of their system be held to be a 
part of the Mormon religion. But why argue 
the question further? Have we not for near 
thirty years been persecuting them because 
they do make it a part of their religion? By 
our own act, then, we are estopped from saying 
it is not a part of their religion. 

Sir, if my position be correct, then it follows 
that the law against bigamy in the Territories, 
passed by Congress July 1, 1862, is inoperative 
as to polygamy among the Mormons: nor can 
the territorial Legislature abolish it, no more 
|. than Congress, against the will of that people. 
| By the treaty and the Constitution it stands 
above all law until Utah is admitted as a State. 

One other point upon the treaty: I contend 
that, regardless of the laws of Mexico in 
regard to polygamy, the treaty binds us to 
recognize it as existing at the date thereof. 
Both Governments, knowing at the time that 
polygamy existed among the Mormons, and 
not providing against it by treaty stipulations, 
must be presumed. to acquiesce therein; and 
we are forever estopped irom interfering with 
it until the time specified in the treaty. But 
I may be asked, why pass your bill if it be 
already legal? I answer, ‘‘to put the ques- 
tion beyond dispuie,’’ and to stop United 
States officers and judges who, alike ignoring 
plain treaty stipulations and disregarding the 
great key of legal interpretation, are guilty of 
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proceedings in Utah unparalleled in the his- 
tory of criminal jurisprudence in prosecuting 
Mormons for polygamy, &c., under laws passed 

` by themselves, and which to them are harm- 
less, and with their view of polygamy inap- 
plicable to them. 

Mr. Speaker, England, as remarked, at 
home is monogamous, while in India she is 
polygamous. Were she to attempt so unrea- 
sonable, unnatural, unjust, and cruelan act, so 
gross an outrage upon criminal jurisprudence, 
and the long-established rule of legal interpret- 
ation, as to enforce her law of bigamy, adul- 
tery, and lewd and lacivious conduct as appli- 
cable to single marriages in England, against 
polygamous marriages in India, she would 
bring down upon her head the condemnation 
of a civilized and Christian world. That 
which monarchical England would scorn to 
dois now being done and sought to be done 
in republican America, in Utah, by United 
States officers and judges. 

Bigamy to a Government tolerating monog- 
amous marriages only is not bigamy to a 
Government allowing polygamous; and I have 
been startled to hear eminent Jawyers and 
jurists assert that bigamy and polygamy are 
synonomous. An expression so characteristic 
of carelessness of thought and mature reflec- 
tion upon so important a subject is inexcus- 
able and unpardonable. Bigamy is simply a 
marriage by one already married in excess of 
what the law permits. 

The bigamy of England is not the bigamy of 
India; the bigamy of our State and United 
States Governments, is not the bigamy of the 
Mormons. Nor is the bigamy of one polyg- 
amous government necessarily the bigamy of 
another polygamous government. For in- 
stance, the Mormons recognize polygamous 
marriages as a religious rite, which must be 
celebrated according to the rules of their 
church. A plurality of marriages in Utah under 
civil law wouid be bigamy to the Mormons; 
while in another polygamous government, 
alluwing polygamous marriages by the civil law 
only, a plurality of marriages by the church or 
ecclesiastical law would be bigamous. Sir, if 
gentlemen would lay aside prejudice and be 
governed by principle they could not fall into 
such an error. My argument upon this point is 
equally applicable to aduliery and what is 
termed ‘lewdly and lasciviously associating 
and cohabiting together’? under the territorial 
law of Utah, In England a man marrying a 
second wife, the first living, and undivorced, 
would be guilty of bigamy ; in India he would 
not be. And so in regard to adultery and 
lewd and lascivious conduct. In England, a 
man living with two women at the same time 
would be guilty of lewd and lascivious con- 
duct; while in India he would not be, unless 
it were with others than his polygamous wives. 

Mr. Speaker, the courts and officers of the 
United States in that Territory not only refuse 
to see and recognize this piain and glaring 
distinction, but in their eagerness to ‘* hunt 
down heresy’? and willingness to cater to a 
morbid Gentile anti-Mormon feeling have 
ignored and trampled under foot one of the 
plainest and most prominent elementary prin- 
ciples of legal interpretation. 

Blackstone says: 

“The fairest and most rational method to inter- 
pret the will of the legislator is by exploring his 
intentions atthe time; I repeat, ‘at the time’ when 
the law was made.” 

Adopting this rule, can any one fuil to see 
the interpretation which our courts must give 
to the laws of that Territory, passed by that 
polygamous people, and which, by an unnat- 
ural and unwarranted interpretation, are now 
being enforced against the Mormon people? 
Blackstone illustrates the principle on this 
wise. He says: 


“ Thus the law of our Edward ILI forbids all ecele- 
siastical persons to purchase provisions at Rome ; it 
might seem to prohibit the buying of grain and 
other victuals; but when we consider that the 
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statute was made to repress the usurpations of the 
papal see, and that the nominations to benifices by 
the Pope were called ‘provisions,’ we shall sce that 
the restraint is intended to be laid upon such pro- 
visions only.” 

Now, sir, applying this most reasonable, 
natural, and just rule of interpretation to the 
territorial Jaws of Utah, and who cannot 
see that the adultery, lewd and lascivious 
conduct of our people and our laws is not the 
adultery, lewd and lascivious conduct of 
the Mormons or Mormon laws?’ That it is 
the correct rule of interpretation and appli- 
cable to the Mormon people see 2 Merivale, 
English Reports, 156. And yet a law passed 
by the Mormons themselves against what they 
consider adultery, and not what we consider 
adultery, and against what they consider lewd 
and lascivious conduct, and not what we con- 
sider lewd and lascivious con duet, is to be per- 
verted, twisted, and tortured into an engine 
of persecution and oppression against them- 
selves. 

Sir, it is to stop such flagrant and pal- 
pabie injustice, and so unparalleled an out- 
rage, that my bill was introduced. Let it. be 
entorced against Gentiles if they will, buat 
against the Mormon people never,. as long as 
that treaty is the supreme law of the land, or 
the rule of legal interpretation is adhered to. 

But suppose that | am in error in regard to 
facts and the law as well as in my arguments 
and conclusions, and conceding that the Mor- 
mons are not protected by treaty, the law of 
Congress, of nations, or conquest, or of mar- 
riage, and then, sir, upon the ground of ‘ pub- 
lic policy’? do L appeal to members of this 
House to pass the bill. 

If the greater good will result from its pas- 
sage, and the greater evil from its non- passage, 
then, sir, public policy, as well as the best 
interests of society, demands its passage, and 
it would be worse than criminal to refuse it. 

Mr. Speaker, do we refuse this, then prose- 
cutions against that people will be urged with 
all the bitterness of Gentile hatred? Men 
aud women heretofore regarded as honorable, 
chaste, and virtuous will be changed into fel- 
ons and criminals. Men and women heretofore 
regarded as respectable will be treated with 
Young ladies and young 
gentlemen heretofore regarded as exemplars 
and oruaments in society and church are to 
be dishonored, degraded, branded as bastards, 
and turned loose upon society as monuments 
of the prejudice and folly of American states- 
manship. A. land now blessed with peace, 
prosperity, and happiuess is to be filled with 
lamentations and mournings, and not less 
than twenty-five thousand men and women 
sent to the penitentiary for living in a state 
of marriage which their church and system 
of religion have recognized as right in the 
sight of God for nearly thirty years. A hun- 
dred thousand men and women, husbands and 
wives, pareuts and children, to be dishonored 
and disgraced forever, and Utah turned into 
an American Botany bay. 

Where is there a man whose heart responds 
to the cries of suffering humanity that would 
not revolt at even the contemplation of sucha 
scene, much less its sad reality? Philanthro- 
pists, remember that that people are bone of 
your bone and flesh of your flesh. A common 
humanity forbids us bringing upon that people 
such a sad calamity. 

Christians, here isa work for you; save that 
people from so much distress. Are you told 
that they are adulterers and adulteresses? 

Remember that your Lord and Master once 
said to such a character, who was about to be 
stoned to death, ‘Go; and sin no more.” 

If he could show one, such lenity who was 
willfully guilty, what may you and l and others 
say to those who are innocently guilty, if guilty 
atall? Mr. Speaker, it is useless to portray 
the good to flow from the passage of the bill, 
or the evils resulting from its non-passage. 
They are apparent to all. The evils conse- 


quent upon its passage are nota tithe in com- 
parison to the good that will result therefrom, 
That people, knowing the prejudices of ‘our 
people against polygamy, passed a bill through 
their territorial Legislature a few weeks ago 
calling a convention to adopt a constitution 
in harmony with our views of marriage, that 
they may apply for admittance into the Union 
as a State, and thus forever settle this vexed 
question ; but here again they are met by the 
veto of an over-scrupulous Governor, upon 
the ground that Congress has not passed a law 
authorizing it. Ignorant of the fact that the 
power that can authorize in advance can ratify 
after the act is performed; and ignorant of 
the fact that eight States, to wit,, Vermont, 
Tennessee, Maine, Arkansas, Michigan, Flor- 
ida, Texas, and Iowa, were admitted ‘into 
the Union without enabling acts previously 
passed, he casts another obstacle in the. way 
of settling the troubles in Utah. 

Sir, shall that people continue to be thus 
persecuted, or will this Congress pass this act 
and give them immediate relief? No mem- 
ber upon this floor has a constituency more 
strongly prejudiced against that people and 
polygamy than my own; yet before E will suffer 
one hundred thousand men, women, and chil- 
dren to be turned into adulterers, adultresses, 
and bastards, | will take the responsibiiity to 
vote for the passage of the bill, and appeal to 
the magnanimity, generosity, and exalted sense 
of justice of my constituents for a vindication 
of my act. : 

I believe that could the people of the Uni- 
ted States but be bronght to see the subject in 
its true light, not a day would pass but their 
prayers, through petitions, would be beard in 
this Hall for the passage of this or a similar 
measure of validation and oblivion. 

Mr. Speaker, marriage being regulated by 
civil as well as eeclesiustical and natural law, 
there can be no impropriety in asking Congress 
to pase this bill, as it has unquestioned power 
to legislate over the Territories. That Con- 
gress may validate illegal aud void marriages, 
I refer to the British Parliament. Tbe most 
notable cases of which were legalizing the mar- 
riages celebrated before justices of the peace 
in England during the commonwealth ; also in 
India, Lower Canada, and Nova Scotia. (Shel 
ford on Marriage, 45, 55, 61, 623) also by the 
Legislature of Prince Edward Island, (1bid., 
64;) also by Maine, 2 Maine, 28; also by Con- 
necticut, 4 Connecticut, 209. ‘That the power 
is generally conceded (1 K., 10 Ed., 512.) 
That such acts are not retrospective or uncon- 
stitutional, (see 2 Peter, 380; 8 Peter, 88; 
10 Peter. 294; 11 Peter, 420; 10 Howard, 
895; 17 Howard, 456; 4 Wall, 172.) 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, permit me to 
read what David O. Allen, the celebrated 
Christian missiopary of twenty five years in 
India, has to say upon the subject of polyga- 
mous marriages in bis book published as late 
as 1856. That devoted man of God says: 


“Supposing now that any Hindoo, or Moham- 
medan, or Jew who has several wives to whom he 
bas been legally married, should give evidence of 
piety and wish to make a public profession of Chris- 
tianity, what shall be done in respect to his polyg- 
amy? In contracting these marriages he violates 
no laws of the country and no laws of Ged, as he 
understood them, any more than Jacob or Eikanah 
did in marrying two wives, or than David did in 
marrying a yet larger number, 

“This man cannot divorce any_of his wives, if he 
would; and it would be great injustice and cruelty 
to them and to their children if heshould. Hecannot 
annul his legal obligations to provide for them. He 
is bound, morally and legally, to support them and 
to protect them, while professing Hindoo, Moham- 
medan, or Jewish religion; and his having become 
a Christian, and embraced a purer faith, will not 
release him from these obligations, in view of the 
English Government and courts, or of the native 
population. Should he put them away, or all but 
one, they will still be legally his wives, and cannot 
be married to any other man. Aud further, they have 
done nothing to deserve such unkindness, cruelty, 
and disgrace at his hands.” —Page 621. 


Mr. Speaker, if polygamy is contrary to the 
Christian religion, and it be the only true 
religion, as we understand it, then polygamoug 
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peoples must be deprived of Gospel grace; or 
subjected to the results so graphically pictured 
by Mr. Allen. Ihave done. 


COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 


Mr: WALDEN. Mr. Speaker; a few weeks 
ince the House, by resolution, instructed the 
Ceminittee on Commerce to inquire ‘‘ whether 
the commerce among the several States of this 
Union is injuriously affected by any inade- 
quaey in the present means of land transporta- 
tion, ot by any combination or monopoly in 
thé control or ownership thereof, or by means 
of any excessive or inequitable rates of freight 
or fare charged by common carriers; or by 
mesns of other improper burdens or restraints 
itipdsed upon such commerce by carriers.’ 

‘This is a subject of importance to the whole 
country, and of vital interest. to the people I 
have the honor to represent.. I refer.to a -dis- 
trict in the interior of lowa; separate from tlie 
large rivers on either side, and in which the 
ehiefinterest is agriculture. Iowais eminently 
agrain-producing State: As shown by the last 
monthly report from the Department of Agri: 
eulture, that State ranks above all others in 
het capacity to produce corn, oats, and barley, 
and stands high in respect to other products 
of the farm; while, as shown by the same 
report, the extreme southern States rank lowest 
in this respect. In Iowa the average yield of 
corn last year was 42.5 bushels per acre; oats, 
41.1; barley, 29.6. For the same year the 
average yield of corn in Louisiana is given at 
14.4 bushels per acre, and other States on the 
lower Mississippi about the same. The same 
report gives the average price of corn in Iowa 
last year at twenty-three cents per bushel, 
while in Louisiana it was $1 12. 

Towa should therefore offer extra induce- 
ments to farmers. The soil is rich and pro- 
ductive. The surface is gently undulating, 
thus enabling the farmer to use labor-saving 
machinery. Only a small percent. of the land 
is unullable; and two grand rivers flow past 
her borders, to float the grain to a southern 
market, where, as we have seen, the same 
catiniot be produced, and is therefore in great- 
est demand. But you will be surprised to hear 
that the papers of central Iowa, on lines of 
railroad running east and west, where there is 
no choice of market other than Chicago and 
the East, are quoting corn at fifteen to twenty 
cents per bushel. Whyis this? Why; in that 
land so favored by nature, do farmers stand 
où the streets with wagons laden with grain, 
and beg for buyers? Why are they oppressed 
with debt, when the harvest has been so bounti- 
ful; and while five lines of railroad cross the 
State, connecting all sections with the great 
rivers that were designed by nature as high- 
ways for the commerce of that fruitful country? 
The answer, Mr. Speaker, is found in the fact 
that the railroads are in the hands of parties 
interested in the growth of Chicago and east- 
ern tities: and their schedules of rates are so 
framed that it costs only a fraction less to ship 
a bushel of grain from sá point in the interior 
of Lowa to the river, than from the same point 
to Chieago. And in this way are we deprived 
of the cheap freights that otherwise would be 
afforded by the river. 

Takea point on one of the eastern and west- 
ern roads in Jowa and you will find the charges 
almost as much from there to the river as from 
the same point to Chicago, three to five times 
as far. The effect of this unfair discrimina- 
tion is to compel the farmers to ship their 
grain to Chicago or convert it into live stock, 
and in either case their profits are largely 
diminished. Where is the remedy? Partial 
relief may; and doubtless will be found in the 
coristruction of a ship-canal around Niagara 
Falls, and the opening of water commu:ica- 
tion from the Mississippi river to the Atlantic 
sea-board, via the lakes and St. Lawrence. In 
my judgment, however, the only way to give 
speedy and effective relief is in the passage of 
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a bill providing that railroads shall be limited 
to reasonable rates, on local charges at least. 

.Has Congress the power to enter on such 
legislation? Is there a necessity? The Con- 
stitation declares in express terms that ‘‘Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate commerce 
among the several States,” and we have emi- 
nent legal authority. for the statement that the 
right to regulate commerce implies the right 
to regulate the means of commerce, and even 
the persons engaged therein. We should also 
bear in mind that railroads, as means of com- 
merce, have come into general use since the 
formation of the Constitution. Mr. Justice 
Miller, in the Clinton bridge case, as found 
in-volume two United States Circuit Court 
Reports, page 150, says: 


“Any meds by which passengers and merchan- 
dise are transported is an element of commerce. _ 

“This hasbeen repeatediy held in respect of navi- 
gation, and Congress has legislated on the subject 
accordingly. 4 

“The railroad, as much as the steamboat, is a 
means of interchanging persons and property, which 
interchange is commerce itself’?  *  # + # 

‘When railroads. become portions of the great 
highways of our Union, acting an important part in 
a commerce which embraces many States, to regu- 
late them is to regulate commerce.” ee oe 

“In this view of the subject Congress has passed 
statutes regulating steamboats, their construction, 
equipment, officers and crews, prescribing qualifi- 
cations of pilots and engineers, limiting the num- 
ber of passengers they may carry, and prescribing 
the signals they shall use in passing each other; in 
short, it has established a minute code for building 
and navigating those vessels. The right to do this 
depends wholly on the power vested in Congress to 
regulate commerce, and bas never been disputed. 

“ Navigation, however, is only one of the elements 
ofcommerce. It isan element of commerce because 
it affords the means of transporting passengers and 
merchandise, the interchange of which is commerce 
itself. Any other mode of effecting this would be as 
much an element of commerce as navigation.” 
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“Another means of transportation, equal in im- 
portance to the steamboat, has also come into exist- 
ence since the Constitution was adopted. By it 
merchandise is transported across States and king- 
doms in the same vehicle in which it started. The 
railroad now shares with the steamboat the monop- 
oly of the carrying trade. The one has, with great 
benefit, been subjected to the control of salutary 
congressional legislation. Is there any reason why 
the other should not be? However this question 
may be answered in regard to that commerce which 
is conducted wholly within the limits of a State, and 
which is therefore neither foreign commerce, nor 
commerce. among the States, it seems to me that 
when these roads become parts of the great high- 
waysof our Union, acting an important part ina 
commerce which embraces many States, and des- 
tined, as some of these roads are, to become the 
channels through which the nations of Europe and 
Asia shall interchange their commodities, there can 
be no reason to doubt that to regulate them is to 
regulate commerce both with foreign nations and 
among the States, and that to refuse todo this is a 
refusal to discharge oné of the most important duties 
of the Federal Government. Asalready intimated, 
the shackles with which the different States fettered 
commerce in their selfish efforts to benefit them- 
selves at the expense of their confederates, was one 
of the main causes which led to the formation of 
our present Constitution, The wonderful growth 
of that commerce since it has been placed exclu- 
sively under the control of the Federal Government 
J he But are we 
to remit the most valuable part of it to the control 
of the States through whose territories it must be 
conducted, and to all the vexations and burdens 
which they may impose? And must all this be per- 
Mitted, because the carrying is done by a method 
not thought. of when the Constitution was framed ? 

“ For myself, I must say that I have no doubt of 
the right of Congress to prescribe all needful and 
proper regulations for the conduct of this immense 
trafic over any railroad which has voluntarily be- 
come part of any of those lines of inter-State com- 
munication, or to authorize the creation of such 
roads, when the purposes of inter-State transporta- 
tion of persons and property justify or require it.” 
* æ% = * “And, again, ‘It is the power to 
regulate, that is, to prescribe, the rule by which 
commerce is governed,” ”? ` = FA * 

‘And while conceding to the States the power to 
authorize the construction of bridges, turnpikes, 
streets, and railroads, in answer to the objection that 
such a concession to the States would arm them with 
a power potent for eyil and liable to abuse, it was 
expressly said, that ' Congress may interpose, when- 
ever it shall be deemed necessary, by general or spe- 
cial laws 2°” = * £ $ s 4 + x 

‘In these cases the judges have been speaking 
of navigation. But the terins of the Constitution 
are not coufined to that mode of conducting come 
merce. Any other means of commerce are obvi- 
ously within its terms, and the language of the 
extracts above given either distinctly state or 
clearly import such fact. I have shown that rail- 


ways are now means of inter-State commerce as 
well as steamboats. Their iron tracks, extending 
from ocean to ocean, are no more limited by pilit- 
ical boundaries than are the rivers which rise in one 
State and flow through others to the sea. Over the 
former, propelled by one application of the motive 
power of steam, roll many cars Jaden with the pro- 
ducts and fabrics of one section of the country for 
thesupply of the wants of a distant section, Through 
the latter, propelled by another application of the 
same power, ply the steamers, laden in like man- 
ner, and discharging a like beneficent office. Where 
lies the difference between them? Why should not 
the power which regulates one extend to the control 
of the other?” ` 

Such, Mr. Speaker, is the language of Mr. 
Justice Miller, a member of the highest court 
in the United States, as set forth in his Cir- 
cuit Court Reports. va 

Abundant evidence of similar purport can 
be found in the decisions of the courts, to 
justify the conclusion that Congress bas ample 
power to enact laws on this subject. And 
why not? If it is within the province of a 
legislative body to limit the rates of toll on a 
turnpike or plank road, can there be any good 
reason why the same should not be done in 
the case of a railroad? i . 

But it may be said that this whole subject 
should be left with the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral States. In other words, that an attempt 
on the part of Congress to grapple With this 
question is only another step toward central- 
ization. On this point I invite your attention 
to the language of Hon. Charles Francis 
Adams, jr., one of the railroad commissioners 
fur the State of Massachusetts, in an essay 
on the subject of railroads and their manage- 
ment. He says: 

“So far as railroads are concerned, competition 
puts both certainty and responsibility out of ques- 
tion; it renders the first impossible, and by division 
destroys the last, Most conclusive illustrations of 
all these propositions, as well as the utter insufli- 
ciency of the State Legislature to deal with the 
subject, may be found in the experience of the year 
1870. During that year competition was bitter in 
the extreme; the rates made Bast and West were 
simply ruinous. On certain descriptions of freight 
they were literally reduced to nothing. Of course 
thiscould notlast. Early in September, 1870, repre- 
sentatives of the competing lines met in New York 
and proceeded to put a stop to competition in the 
only way possible among ‘nonopolists, by. combina~ 
tion. The parties in interest were the New York 
Central, the Erie, and Pennsylvania Central. The 
competition was mainly from Illinois to New York, 
In both Illinois and New York laws forbidding tho 
consolidation of competing lines were in force, and 
all these roads were carrying on operations in ono 
or both of these States. At thé mecting in question 
it was decided to ' pool? the earnings of the lines to 
all competing points. Jn other words, all receipts 
from that business which was supposed to receive @ 
peculiar benefit from competition were to be paid 
into a common fund. Competition was to immedi- 
ately cease, fixed rates to be charged, and thus, at 
least, all the great trunk lines were to be practically 
consolidated, in so fur as the business community 
was concerned.” 

And the railroad commissioners for the State 
of Illinois, in alate and very able report on 
this subject, say : 

_ ‘The regulation of the railroad system by legis!a- 
tive enactments is a great problem, waiting its suc- 
cessful solution in the future. Whether it will ever 
be successtully solved by the action of the several 
States is doubted by many. Our most important 
railroad lines having become national—in fact, it 
might besaid ‘international—some of the best minds 
in the country, which bave attentively studied the 
subject, have intimated that as Congress has the 
undoubted constitutional power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the several 
States, the whole control of the railroad manage- 
ment, is relates to the interests of the people at large, 
should be committed to the national Legislature.” 

is there a necessity for such legislation? I 
know it may be said that fault-finding is easy, 
and that wrongs are easier found than reme- 
dies; yet Í insist that reform is demanded ; 
and such reform cannot be too thorough nor 
come too socn. 

What are the evils of which we complain? 
Men possessed with sufficient brain and energy 
to win success in any department of life have 
combined together and seized the railroad as 
a s:epplng-stone to wealth and power, © Less 
than a score of these persons meet in secret 
conclave and resolve to increase the rates of 
charges on every line of road represented by 
them. The telegraph informs the station 
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agents of this edict, and a new schedule of 
charges at once goes into effect. But the 
farmer who is shipping his grain to market 
receives no more than before, and is therefore 
compelled to subtract from the proceeds of his 
harvest this additional tribute: levied by the 
owners of the railroad. Indeed, the entire 
inland country of the West is, in a sense, at the 
mercy of these railroad operators. We read 
in history that the barons of the feudal ages 
owned the lands, and at their pleasure levied 
tribute on their subjects; and history repeats 
itself in the fact that these monopolies accom- 
plish the same end, only through a different 
channel. 

It has been argued that:the construction of 
new roads would tend to destroy these com- 
binations by creating a healthy competition ; 
and to that end the people have involved them- 
selves in debt and given freely of their means, 
while Congress for the same purpose has made 
princely grants of land. But each new road 
as soon as completed at once combines with 
others, and thus relief fails to come. On the 
contrary, the monopolies are on the increase 
from year to year, and competition is thus 
diminished. To-day the railroad lines be- 
tween all important points throughout the 
country are no more nor less than monopolies. 

But it may be said that the railroads have 
developed the country and rendered valuable 
large tracts of land which otherwise were en- 
tirely. worthless. This in a measure is true; 
and I am free: to admit their right to control 
the vast tracts of land which have been ceded 
to them for:that purpose; yet I deny their 
right to control directly or indirectly, by com- 
binations or otherwise, the lands reserved by 
the Governmentand now cultivated by settlers. 

These capitalists also have other means 
which enable them to collect and control more 
completely the commercial and industrial in- 
terests of the country. ‘They have a method 
of creating fictitious capital which is termed 
‘+ watering the stock,’ and which enables them 
at pleasure to levy tribute on the country. 
These are facts which cannot be successfully 
controverted ; and close observers are begin- 
ning to fear lest a day may come when these 
restless energies, having mastered the com- 
merce of the country, will seek to gain pos- 
session of the Government itself. Is notdan- 
ger to be apprehended when combinations are 
formed which have the capacity to toss at will 
a million dollars into this scale or that, with 
all the. corrupting influences that follow? 
Wealth may be a blessing when not aggregated 
in large quantities in the hands of unscrupu- 
lous men. It is like the rain which revives 
the fields when graciously given in tbe form 
of a-shower, but which brings loss and destruc- 
tion when collected in an ungovernable tor- 
rent, In central lowa, where, as betoreshown, 
the genial suun and prolific soil combine to 
reward the farmer with a bountiful harvest, 
the remark is common that ‘it costs one 
bushel of wheat to send. another to market p’? 
so that grain becomes a drug and the devel- 
opment of the State is obstructed. Iam told 
that corn is now used ag fuel even in the 
region of the great Iowa and Missouri coal- 
field, and our vast coal interests also lie idle 
for the want of reasonable rates of transport- 
ation to market. This should not be so, and 
would not. be if our freights could be trans- 
ported to the river at a fair price. But the 
rates of charges on the railroads are so framed 
that grain trom central Iowa can be laid down 
jn Chicago almost as low as at the Mississippi 
river, and in this way the river towns are 
crippled and the development of the entire 
State is obstructed. : 

‘Thus is commerce retarded and grain left to 
rot in the crib. ‘The cosp of freight from lowa 
to New Orleans, by watér, should not be over 
ten cents per bushel on: grain, so that just 
rates from the interior to the river would en- 
able us to ship our products to. a southern mar- 
ket, where the quotations are above those of 


Chicago and the Hast. For these evils I think 
relief could be found in a law to: prohibit rail- 
roads from charging more for a given distance 
than for a greater. distance, as between com- 
peting points: Such a law would at: once in- 
crease to a-large extent the value of every 
bushel of grain in central Iowa. © E 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion: I have only to 
say that in my judgment this question affords 
the greatest problem of the age, And it-isa 
source of congratulation that the Committee 
on Commerce, with the able and distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABARGER]), at 
its head, has this subject under consideration } 
and | have only to urge that the subject may 
receive the careful and deliberate attention of 
the House, that a wise and judicious law may 
be enacted that will unlock our commerce and 


utilize our vast coal interests which now lie | 


dormant. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, obtained the 
floor. 
CUBAN BELLIGERENCY. 


Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Wittrams] will yield to me for a. mo- 
ment, I will ask leave to haye printed in the 
Globe some remarks that I have prepared on 
the subject of Cuban belligereney, and which 
I will not take time to deliver, as I had tended. 

No objection was made, and leave was ac- 
cordingly granted. The remarks will be found 
in the Appendix. . ; 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. | 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
the subject upon which Į purpose to make 
some remarks at this time, 1s one occnpying 
to a large extent public attention, and I-deem 
it of sufficient importance to ask the attention 
of the House to an investigation of its merits. 
It is called civil service reform, and it is 
claimed by those who advocate a new system 
that the old one is radically wrong, and that 
the public interests demand a new system by 
which the country shall secure greater honesty, 
capacity, and efficiency in the several. depart- 
ments connected with ourcivilservice. We are 
asked by this new system proposed to abanddn 
the policy and manner of appointment to the 
civil service adopted and acted upon during the 
whole period of our previous history. .Before 
I can consent to embrace this new revelation 
of these latter-day saints, which ignores the 
established customs of the country from its 
organization, I desire to be fully: advised as to 
its ability, if adopted, to cure the defects of 
our present system, and give us one.more pure, 
perfect, and complete. Should Í be able to 
come to the conclusion that the proposed plan 
will accomplish this without violating the Con- 
stitution, or the rights of the whole people to 
a fair distribution of public trusts, I shall with 
great pleasure give it my undivided support. 
Before proceeding to discuss the merits or 
demerits of the proposed system sought to 
be inaugurated, I desire to call the attention 
of the House and the country to the manner 
in which its first enactment was forced upon 
the country. In looking back to that short 
period, I find no petitions coming up to Con- 
gress from the people asking a change of the 
established policy of the country. I hear no 
murmurings of discontent from the publie 
press, these watchful guardians of the publie 
interests, with perhaps an.occasional journal 
whose editor has failed to secure an appoint- 
ment to some post office in his own locality; 
or, perchance, from some old, superannuated 
statesman, whose long term of service in the 
halls of legislation have become impressed 
with the importance of making the tenure of 
the offices in a republican government for life. 
I am somewhat surprised, Mr. Chairman, that 
during a period of nearly a ceutury since. the 
organization of our Government the. wisest 
statesmen have been born. lived, and died, and 
during their long public life guided safely the 
helm of the ship of State, failed to discover 
that the manner of appointment to positions 


in the civil service under the Constitution was 
corrupt, demoralizing, and tended to over: 
throw our republican form. of gevernment, 
But it seems, sir, that such was .the . case; 
and: that inspiration slumbered. aneanseious 
of the terrible fate to which the nation :was 
exposed.. But, sir, in: the year: (870 the glori- 
ous millennjum- dawned npon ovr conntry;.and 
we heard the potent voice from the American 
Senate warning us of the approaching danger 
in time ta ‘turn the ship before she tqok the 
feartnl plunge upon the fatal rock by which 
the hope of the American:-people should be 
dashed in pieces and our Republic be forever 
lost. Sir, the warning comes, nat.as the heroic 
conqueror, announced. by booming cannon, it 
falls upon us as noiseless as the dew-drop falls 
upon the mountain summit, and. the, radiance 
of its light to a dark political. world excels in 
its brightness that which. appeared to Paul on 
his way to Damasens and so miraculously 
pointed te bim the true and the living. way. 

Sir, the age of miracles has not past. A 
star in the west has appeared which beckons 
us on to a new way of reform in our civil ser- 
vice,-by which the politician shail be lost for 
all time to come, and our country, sir, the 
hope of the. generations which are to follow 
us, will stand forth in the full development of 
its manhood, a Republic with honesty, integ- 
rity, and virtue only its component. elements. 
All hail to a consummation so grand and so 
glorious | 

L regret, Mr. Speaker, that my time ad- 
monishes me that | must leave these: pleasant 
reflections and proceed to a discussion of the 
constitutional and practical facts involved in 
the radical change proposed, and the manner 
and origin of its birth. l ` 

On the 8d day of March last, ang on the 
evening of the last day of its session, the 
Senate returned to this House for a final vote 
the House appropriation bill making appro- 
priations for the sundry civil expenses of the 


Government. ‘This bill had been carefully 
examined and thoroughly discussed jn ‘the 
House, there were no opinions expressed on 
the subject of civil service, and no member 
of this House had. the most remote idea that 
any action of Congress bearing upon our civil 
service would at that late hour of the session 
appear as an appendage to-an appropriation 
bil. But, sirp at the very last hour of the 
session, when there was no time for discus: 
sion, this bill came to us from the Senate as 
a rider to the appropriation bill, compelling 
the House to pass it without examination or 
discussion, or to reject the entire appropri- 
ation bill, thus virtually stopping the wheels of 
Government. It was therefore passed, under 
the previous question, without discussion’ or 
debate, and became a law upon our statute- 
book. The act provides— 

“That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the civil 
service of the United States as will best promote the 
efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each 
candidate in respect to age, health, character, knowl- 
edge, and ability for the branch of service jnto which 
he seeks to enter; and for this purpose the President 
is authorized to employ suitable persons to conduct 
said inquiries, to prescribe their duties, and to estab- 
lish regulations for the conduct of persons who may 
receive appointments in the civil service.” 

This, sir, was the law inaugurating this new 
system by which it is proposed to take the 
appointing power from the President, where 
it exists by virtue of the Constitution, and 
transferring it to the hands of a board of exam- 
iners notappointed by the people and respons- 
ible to nobody, and to whose imperial edicts 
the President and heads of Departments must 
conform, thus dictating who. shall and who 
sball not hold office, in total disregard of the 
will of the people-of the United States—a 
proposition, sir, in my humble opinion, which, 
if submited to. a vote of the people of the 
United States, would not receive snflicient-sup- 
port to entitle it to a respectful burial. Why, 
| sir, the mere statement of the assumption of 
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this commission in the rales adopted by them 
is repulsive to the very idea of a republican 
Government. That a commission of three, 
five, orv seven persons shall dictate to the 
American people for all time to come who 
shall fill the civil offices in this Government, 
and. that for a life tenure, is so totally anti- 
republican, and subversive of an elective Gov- 
ernment, that I am at a loss to know why the 
President could for one moment entertain such 
a proposition, thus divesting himself of his 
constitutional power to select his own subor- 
dinates for the discharge of public trusts. 

The law itself, forced through Congress in 
the manner which I have shown, gives to this 
commission no such power. Itsays the Presi- 
dent is authorized to employ suitable persons 
to conduct said inquiries, to prescribe their 
duties, and to establish regulations, for what? 
For the conduct of persons who may receive 
appointments in the civil service. No power is 
given by this law, even, to take the appointing 
power from the President and constitute them- 
seives the dictators as to whom the President 
shall appoint to office, and the brazen assump- 
tion of the commission in going beyond the 
law is the strongest evidence of the dangerous 
power sought to be made the universal law of 
this country, proscribing from public position 
the persons whom the sovereign people may 
ask shall discharge the duties. 

The President, to whom this law was com- 
mitted, appointed and designated seven of our 
most distinguished citizens to investigate and 
provide rules and regulations for a more effi- 
cient and correct management of our civil 
service, and to secure greater efficiency and 
integrity in its various departments. The 
commission, I have no doubt, entered upon 
their duty witha worthy zeal to inaugurate some 
new system designed to remedy as far as. possi- 
ble the defects that time and experience had 
demonstrated to exist in our present one. 
have the report of that commission before me, 
and have examined it with considerable care. 
It is quite elaborate in argument, and abounds 
in misstatements of facts, and embodies over 
twenty printed pages of reasons and rules to 
be adopted to give to the country a system of 
civil service reform, which, if adopted, it is 
claimed by its authors, wili to a large extent 
remedy existing evils. It proposes a complete 
divorcement of all political influence from the 
civil service. It makes competitive exam- 
inations the test for appointment and scho- 
lastic attainments the principal road to prefer- 
ment and position, without regard tu locality 
or practical business capacity such as I deem 
important for the discharge of ministerial 
duties, and such only as can be properly de- 
veloped by the practical tests in the depart- 
ments to which they may be assigned. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of any reform 
of the civil service of the country which will 
add to its honesty, efficiency, or integrity, and 
at the same time do equal and exact justice 
to the whole people of the United States. I 
understand this to be the people’s Govern- 
ment, made by the people and for the peo- 
ple, and I entertain the opinion that when the 
framers of the Constitution met to adopt our 
Constitution as the fundamental law of the 
land, and said that the object of the people 
of the United States in making it was to 
form a more perfect Union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranguillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general wel- 
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
themselves and their posterity, they never 
dreamed, sir, of delegating to an examining 
board of schoolmasters or new-fledged col- 
legiates the power to dictate the officers in 
the civil department of this Government. 
Judeed, sir, they were careful to guard their 
own rights in the Constitution by vesting in 
the President of the United States, to be 
chosen. by themselves, the appointing power, 
holding him responsible for the faithful dis- 
charge of his subordinates. To him only was 
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this power delegated, and by him only, in my 
opinion, should it be exercised. For an abuse 
of the power so conferred by the Chief Execu- 
tive the people at the ballot-box have a full 
and complete remedy every four years. 

And to holdthe President responsible to the 
people, the Constitution, article two, section 
two, provides to whom these powers shall be 
exercised as follows.: À 

* He shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided 
two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint, embassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United 
States whose appointments are not herein otherwise 
provided for, and which shall be established by law; 
but the Congress may by law vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they think proper in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of Departments.” ` 

Mr. Speaker, this provision of the Constitu- 
tion shows what powersin the civil department 
of the Government are vested in the President, 
and how far the law-making power may dele- 
gate the offices not specifically mentioned. It 
says: ; 

“Congress may by law vest the appointment of 
such interior officers as they think proper in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of Departments.’” 

Mr. Speaker, this civil service or examining 
board are totaly unknown to the Constitution ; 
they are neither courts of law or heads of De- 
partments, and any provision by which they 
assume to control or dictate these civil appoint- 
ments is a clear violation of the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, and is assuming 
responsibilities dangerous to our republican 
institutions, and an exercise of power for which 
there is no warrant in the Constitution. 

It is not my purpose or design in the few 
remarks which 1] shall make to discuss to any 
considerable extent the constitutional power 
to create such a board as the report contem- 
plates. I only refer to the provision of the 
Constitution bearing upon the subject, leav- 
ing it to be more elaborately discussed by my 
Democratic friends on the other side of the 
House, who have for the last ten years been 
such watchful guardians of that instrament, 
and whose clarion notes have reverberated 
over this whole continent when they smelt 
danger, even as the horse smelleth the battle 
afar off. I propose now to examine the reasons 
assigned for this new departure sought to be 
inaugurated by this commission, and as far 
as possible combat the errors to which the 
system would lead us. 

The American people, sir, are eminently a 
practical people, discarding all vague theories, 
and jealous of their rights as sovereigns. They 
claim as a matter of justice an equal honor of 
serving their country, and a fair division of 
the offices and emoluments connécted with 
the honest administration of the Government, 
and will oppose any action by Congress look- 
ing to a system of civil service in this country 
which will engraft upon it a privileged class 
whose office will be a life tenure, selected with- 
out their approval or consent. Sir, is is against 
the genius of our republican institutions, and 
only fit for the iron heel of monarchica! des- 
potism, where the voice of the people is silent 
at the ballot-box, and the sceptre of a tyrant 
alone supreme. 

It is urged by this commission as the rea- 
son for the reform suggested that there should 
be a divorce between the public servants of 
the people and the civil service, and that the 
President and heads of Departments must 
ignore the recommendations of members of 
Congress who have personal knowledge of the 
character and ability ofthe applicant for posi- 
tion, and hug to their embrace with parental 
fondness the bastard offspring of the examin- 
ing board. The reasons assigned is that these 
recommendations are made for political favors 
bestowed upon the member, and is immoral in 
its tendency, and that sometimes bad men are 
pressed upon the President or heads of Depart- 


ments for appointment. That bad or incom- 
petent persons may enter the civil service un- 
der our present system no one willdeny, much 
less, I apprehend, however, than would find 
their way under the proposed plan suggested 
by these reformers. What, I would ask, would 
an examining board at Washington know of 
the moral character or fitness of a candidate 
for position from the Pacific coast of whom 
they had no personal knowledge? But, say 
the board, he must have certificates of health, 
character, &c. Supposing he has, what do the 
board know of the character of the men who 
make the certificate? Who will certify to their 
standing ? May notan escaped convict from the 
penitentiary have his fellow-convicts certify to 
his moral standing, and thus armed with his 
passport to public favor, appear before this ex- 
amining board, clothed in citizen wardrobe, 
and it he can tell the distance of the planet 
Herschel from the earth, or the nearest. ap- 
proach of the sun to the earth in its revolu- 
tions, and questions similar to these. he passes 
the examination and enters the civil depart- 
ment of the Government for life; and thus 
good men would be excluded. 

We are told, sir, that under our present sys- 
tem of civil service, and through the recom- 
mendations of Senatorsand members, corrupt 
and bad men are forced upon the President 
and heads of Departments, and that the pres- 
sure is so great as to be almost irresistible, 
and that our whole civil service is demoralized 
to such an extent as to endanger the stability 
of our republican institutions, and that these 
appointments are demanded as a reward for 
party services, without regard to qualitication, 
character, or integrity. To this broad charge 
and gross slander of our Representatives [ 
utter my protest, and appeal to the honesty and 
efficiency of all the employés of our civil ser- 
vice, and the faithful discharge of their duties 
in all the Departments of the Government. 

Since the Republican party came into power, 
Tam proud to know that ia no period in our 
history has the country been so prosperous, 
and our financial interests so skillfully man- 
aged and so high a degree of clerical ability, 
I will go still further and say that for ability, 
integrity, and honesty, and the faithful dis- 
charge of public trasts in our civil service, it 
finds no parallel in the past, and no system of 
civil service, in my opinion, yet suggested 
would add to its efficiency or to the honesty 
or integrity of its officers. The offical reports 
of the Treasury Department, showing the re- 
ceipts and disbursements of our publie rev- 
enues, is a perfect and complete refutation to 
the charges of want of honesty or integrity 
under our present civil service of its officers, 
when the facts are stated that in the receipts 
and disbursements of over forty thonsand mil- 
lion dollars by the various Departments since 
the Republican party came into power, not 
two per cent. was lost, stolen, or misappro- 
priated. Mr. Speaker, if our friends who are 
urging a new policy of civil service reform can 
improve on this, I for one, sir, will give it my 
hearty and undivided support. In a Govern- 
ment like ours, where the will of the people 
is potential, and where the people are in fact 
the Government, and at each stated period 
under the laws express their preference for 
public servants, itis sure to keep up organized 
political parties. Such has been the case since 
the inauguration of our first President, and 
such wiil be the case for all time-to come; 
and in the distribution of the honors and emol- 
nments of public position the party in power 
will more or less, to a large extent, give their 
friends the preference, and I can see no great 
objection to sucha policy; forif the American 
people at the ballot-box express their prefer- 
ence for a certain cles of political tenets by 
the elevation to power of the party holding 
them, I see no good or valid reason for wiih- 
holding trom their friends the positions to be 
filled for their administration. And I know 
of no better source of information as to the 
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capacity, honesty, and integrity of applicants 
for positions to the President, or heads of 
Departments, than can be furnished by the 
members of Congress having personal knowl- 
edge ‘of the character, position, and integrity 
of the person to whom it is to be given, and 
who is directly responsible to the people for 
his official acts. ‘hese recommendations are 
usually made upon the representations of 
the leading and prominent business men of 
the locality where the applicant resides, and 
itis fair to presume that they are acquainted 
with his character as to fitness and integrity 
for the place to which he aspires; and, for 
one, 1 believe that when the people of the 
United States at the ballot-box show their 
preference for certain great political princi- 
ples by elevating to place and power their 
chosen champions, as a general rule the friends 
of that policy should stand on guard as the 
proper guardians and sentinels for the faith- 
ful discharge of its public trusts. A wise, 
skillful, and patriotie officer will in time of war 
always place trusted men on the picket line. 
I can see no good reason why that rule should 
not apply to the civil service as well as mili- 
tary. Sir, we should have had no united re- 
public to-day had our commanding officers of 
the Union Army in our struggle for national 
existence placed on duty Jefferson Davis and 
his followers to watch the outposts and sound 
the tocsin of alarm at approaching danger. 
The rule adopted by our patriotic.and skillful 
generals during the war met my approval then, 
and | have seen no good reason assigned by 
the commission to change them when appli- 
cable to our civil service. 

Mr. Speaker, the commission, in their re- 
port to the President, say that it is not sur- 
prising that owing to our bad system of civil 
service a proposilion was introduced in the 
American Senate making it a penal offense 
for Senators or members to recommend ap- 
pointment to office. 1 donot judge the motives 
which prompted the introduction of such a 
proposition, Perhaps it was owing to a fail- 
ure on the part of some Senator to secure the 
positions desired for his friends from the 
President or heads of Departments; or, on 
the other hand, to obviate the constant press- 
ure by political friends for position. The 
resolution, if its aim and scope were to give 
us a more pure and perfect, system of civil 
service, should have gone further, and pro- 
vided that it should be a penal offense for 
Senators to personally solicit a reélection 
from the Legislatures of their respective States. 
The same penalty should, in justice, be visited 
upon the party who personally recommends 
himself, as weilas upon those who recommend 
their friends. 

Upon page 14 of the report of the commis- 
sion I find the following language in reference 
to men who engaged for the overthrow of our 
civil Government. The commission say: 

“Tf it be further objected that to open the oppor- 
tunity to all qualified applicants is to give. the late 
enemy of the Government the same chance to serve 
it with the citizen who offered his life in its defense, 
the reply is, that it would bea fataliy unwise policy 
to perpetuate proscription in a retormed civil ser- 
vice,” 

Now, sir, with all due respect to the distin- 
guished genílemen who compose that com- 
mission, 1 dissent entirely from their conclu- 
sions. Iam willing, I think, to exercise as 
large a degree of Christian charity as surround- 
ing circumstances will permit, but claim that 
the American people who stood firm by the 
old ship of State in her great struggle to out- 
ride the storm of rebellion, and who gave to 
our country the best blood of the nation and 
her vast treasures to maintain the unity of the 
Republic, are not quite ready to permit the 
students of rebel colleges, upon competitive 
examinations and scholastic attainments, to 
supersede the disabled and patriotic suldiers 
of the Republic, who with fewer educational 
advantages but larger practical: experience 
are much better fitted for the position. 


Sir, I believe at the close of the war Congress 
declared by resolution, and the heads of De- 
partments acted upon it, that disabled and 
qualified soldiers of the Union should have 
the preference in appointment to office. Do the 
Republican party now, sir, propose to rescind 
that resolution, and upon a mere educational 
and historical test admit to these positions the 
persons who fired the bullets which disabled 
the loyal soldiers of the Republic, and turn 
the lattter out, to make a living as best they 
may for themselves and families in what- 
ever calling they can find employment? Mr. 
Speaker, for one, I cannot consent to such a 
proposition. It is monstrous injustice and 
unworthy the consideration of those who claim 
to be the friends of our patriotic heroes. And, 
sir, I have faith to believe | speak the senti- 
ments of every true and disabled soldier of our 
Republic. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does my friend assert that 
it is the rule and practice of the Republican 
party to confer its offices upon the soldiers 
and their widows and orphans ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I think that 
is the general rule; I know it is so far as my 
congressional district is concerned. 

Mr.. MORGAN. I am sorry to say that 
such is not the rule in my own town. There 
the widow of a soldier has, been turned out of 
office and the office given to a man who never 
smelt powder burned, and who never rendered 
any service to the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. fn my con- 
gressional district two thirds at least of all the 
officers appointed are soldiers. 

Mr. Speaker, let me illustrate a case to make 
my position better defined. In the State of 
Virginia is a college over which General Lee 
was president. Within its walls are the sons 
of the proud chivalry of the South. When the 
booming cannon announced the coming clash 
of arms these students are all found throwing 
aside their Greek, their Latin, and their gran- 
mars, and, musket in hand, going out to battle 
for the overthrow of our Constitution. As the 
echoing of hostile guns reverberates on the 
plains of the West, our young men from the 
plow and workshop and the common school 
go out from the fireside and their homes to 
its defense. The war closes. One returns dis- 
abled to his home, swearing eternal hostility to 
liberty; the other comes back exultant over 
the success of a country forever dedicated to 
freedom, and the starry emblem shining more 
luminous by the rebaptism in the patriot’s 
blood. Hewho fought to overthrow our Gov- 
ernment has no claims to a support from 
the country he sought to destroy; he who de- 
fended our flag, and was disabled by the casual- 
ties of war, has claims, and asks that he may 
have a place where his qualifications and prac- 
tical knowledge of business. may enable him to 
support himself and family. 

Mr. Speaker, I fancy I see in the city of 
Washington this august examining board within 
the granite walls of some stately edifice; the 
impress of care is marked upon their brow, 
anxiously awaiting the arrival of some new- 
born subject fresh from the fields of science, 
who has explored the planetary systems. and 
can give the precise distance of the nearest fixed 
star from the earth, and whose geographical 
investigations enable him with precision to 
give the boundaries of our great rivers, the 
height of the most towering mountain, and 
the exact circumterence of the globe, and 
while I am thus engaged | see approaching 
two disabled soldiers, one from the college of 
Lee, who lost a limb at the battle of the Wil- 
derness, the other from the common school or 
the workshop of the West, who lost a limb at 
the battle of Chickamauga. They are competi- 
tors. for a position in the civil service. The 
student. of the college of Lee, versed in col- 


legiate. lore, passes the scholastic Rubicon, | 


while the other, possessed of practical knowl: 
edge and a common-school education, stands 
aside, The stadent of Lee takes the place for 
life, drawing his nourishment from the breast 
of the mother whose life he sought to destroy ; 
the other, upon his box at the. crossing of: the 
street, may grind his organ, and receive the 
contributions from the passers-by to feed and 
clothe his wife and his children ; but the com- 
mission say it is unwise to perpetuate proscrip- 
tion in a reformed civil service. Such a policy 
would stimulate slander and reward falsehood, 
Sage conclusion, verily. 

Sir, we are told in this age. of- political 
millennium to-forget the past, and, in. the lan- 
guage of the Psalmist, join in the exclamation, 
* Behold, how good and how pleasant it is 
for brethren to dweil together in unity’? 
Well, sir, while I am now speaking I see at yon- 
der door a soldier from my. neighboring State 
who has given one limb to -his country in its 
defense. | cast my eye up to yonder gallery, 
and l see another without arms, and with iron 
hooks as a substitute, performing his duty as 
doorkeeper of this House.. With these living 
witnesses before me, mutilated in the defense 
of my country, I cannot consent to forget the 
history of the past, or to give the positions they 
hold to the attempted assassinators of my 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, admitting the clear constitu- 
tional power to delegate the appointing power 
toan examining board to dictate the appoint- 
ment to office in our civil service, and admit- 
ting for the time that those who turned their back 
upon our flag in the crisis through which we 
have passed should be equally entitled to posi- 
tion, is the plan proposed practical, expedient, 
or economical? ; 

To these three propositions I will devote a 
short time in the hour assigned me by the 
rules of the House: first, it is proposed to 
have an advisory board whose duties are to 
provide rules and regulations from time to 
time for the government of the examining 
boards, and to sit as a court of appeals, whose 
decision is final, and to whose dictation the 
appointing power and heads of Departments 
must conform. : 

The office, I suppose, will be. located: in 
Washington, requiring commodious aud con- 
venient quarters, with fine rooms and ¢om- 
pletely furnished with messengers and clerks. 
‘his board will no doubt be composed of men 
of character, ability, and national reputa- 
tion. Each will expect a salary of about five 
thousand dollars per year. To make it con- 
venient for applicants to appear before the 
examining boards, and without too much ex- 
pense to the poor man who desires:a clerkship 
at $1,200 per annum, or the position of post- 
master in some smalliniand town, whose salary 
will not exceed two bundred and ten dollars, 
it will be necessary to have at least one exam- 
ining board in each congressional district in 
the United States, aud in the several Territories 
it will require a large number. Estimating the 
number of congressional districts at two hun- 
dred and eighty, under the new apportionment, 
and at least fifty boards for all our Territories, 
will make a total of three hundred and thirty 
examining boards. These boards will contain 
at least three persons each, making the num- 
ber employed as examiners nine hundred and 
ninety persons, for which new offices will be 
created to give to these patriotic, superannu- 
ated, worn-out school masters who- are to 
improve oar civil service. These. boards will 
expect a fair compensation for their services ; 
we might say at a fair estimate $1,000 each 
per annum, requiring an appropriation out of 
the pockets of the tax-payers.of the nation of 
about one million per annum, exclusive of the 
fifteen or twenty thousand dollars to pay sal- 
ary and expenses of the-advisory board at the 
fountain head, with incideutal expenses of no 
smali magnitude. It may be said, however, 
that tbe number is too large, and that a- less 
number will answer. 
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Twill only say in -reply that the people will 

expect. justice as well as reform, and the re- 
mote West-and Pacific coast will expect and 
demand that the facilities for examination. to 
them:shall be: equal-to those of other States 
bordering on the national capital. Otherwise, 
the remote sections of the country would be 
unjustly dealt with, and the city of Washington 
andthe eastern. States would receive the ma- 
jority of appointments, thus making unjust 
Son aiaicas against: the West, virtually 
filling every department with New England 
school teachers or graduates of:revel colleges. 
Lhe commission urge, as an objection to our 
present civil service system, that the clamor of 
members of Congress for office for their friendg 
have a tendency to increase the numbef: of 
offices; yet at the same time they propose, if 
they intend justice to the whole people, to estab- 
lish’a eform ‘system which creates one thou- 
sand new offices at salaries amounting in the 
aggregate to over one million per annum. 

Mr. Speaker, the plan proposed in my 

‘ opinion is. totally impracticable, inexpedient, 
and expensive, and 1 would long hesitate be- 
fore I should give my vote to take from the 
national Treasury one million of our revenue 
toinangurate so. doubtful an experiment. 

Why, sir, in 1853, Congress, by law upon your 

statute-books, (Statutes-at Large, volume 10,) 
„Classified the clerical force in each Department 

ofthe: Government in four classes, fixing the 

salary to each, and in that law provided for 
the examination by its own officers of the 
applicant for position, which is as follows: 

“Wo clerk shall be appointed in either of the four 
oi asses until after ne bas been ozaminsd and found 
ro iien i he eniee et he burong or olioa into 
which he is to be appointed, and the two others to be 
selected by the head of the Department te which the 
guid clerk will be assigned,” 

o This; sir, is the law, and has been for twenty 

years under our present civil+service, and I 

feel warranted fram thg honesty, capacity, and 

integrity of our clerical force, and the manner 
in which their duties have begn discharged, 
that so long as the Republican party: have been 
in power it has been faithfully administered, 

I regret that Lam unable to say so much for 

my Democratic friends while they had cauntrol 

of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, J submit to the cayntry, who 
are the best qualified to judge of the merits 
and qualitications of persons seeking employ- 
mentin the civil service of the eountry, the 
heads of Departments, familiar with all the 


duties of the office and the talent requisite to | 


fill it, or a board of examiners who know 
nathing whatever of the particular duties to 
be perfarmed? 

And now, sir, I come to the main objection 
of our civil service reformers, that Senators 
and members make the recommendations and 
that has.a tendency to secure corrupt men in 
getting position. This certainly is not a large 
compliment. to’ our publio men either as to 
honor. or integrity, and- the «probability is 
that the standard of honesty and integrity is 
governed to a large extent by their own, what- 
ever may be thought of the honesty of mem- 
bers of Congress. Policy would dictate that 
to receive the indorsement of his constituents 
and insure the tenure of his position he would 
recommend the best men, whose character 
would meet the approval of his constituents 
and the publia. : i a 

Indeed, sir, if we were to judge of the contin» 
ued return of membersto this House we shonld 
not fuilto come to the conclusion that so far as 
their recommendations were acted on by the 
Departments the appointments were indorsed 
by their constituents, and I know of no source 
by which the beads of Departments could so 
readily get the proper information as to chars 
acter and integrity of applicants as from mem- 
bers and Senators having personal knowledge 
of the party and the persons who recommend 
them from their place of residence ; and I see no 
impropriety in making such recommendations. 


-Having given my views as: to the system 
of the so-called civil service reform proposed, 
I desire to add in conclusion that I stand 
ready to give my hearty support to any int- 
provement :of the system of onr present civil 
service which will add to its efficiency and do 
equal and common justice to the whole people 
of the United. States, and I trust that the 
agitation of this important subject will result 
in a better system, or in making still more 
perfect our presentone; andthe following res- 
olution offered by my friend from Ohio (Mr. 
Ureson] .meets my approval and should be 
adopted in any change of the present system: 


“Resolved, That the select Committee on the Re- 
form of the Civil Service be directed to report a bill 
providing, so far as practicable, for tho admission to 
the civil service of a number of persons from each 
State in proportion to its population, and also giving 
the preference ta: those candidates whe have repr 
dered to the Government honorable service ag sol- 
diers and sailors.” 


LAND GRANTS FOR RATLROADS. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG addregsed the Houge in 
remarks upon the subject of grants of public 
lands for railroads in.the Territories, [See 
Appendix. ] 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to make a few statements about what 
we know by the name of ‘‘civil service re- 
form.’? Of course I neither hope nor shall 
attempt to add anything whatever to what is 
known upon this most marvelous subject— 
marvelous I mean in what it has endured both 
of oratory and literature. This subject, like 
almost every other one, may well say to us as 
Mr. Carlyle did to the students of his univer- 
sity, ‘' The great want of the nineteenth century 
is silence.” Still, I add to the wilderness of 
things in which we have bewildered, and I 
fear lost, civil service reform, this my first, 
and I trust last contribution, and my apology 
for doing so shall be this, that I simply aim 
at putting down how earnestly Iam in favor 
of it, and how vital I deem thesubject. I shall 
strive to do so in afew sentences. My first 
one L choose to take from a paper the best and 
most revered that is preserved in our political 
treasures; I miean, of ceurse, the Farewell 
Address of Washington. That sentence is 
this: 

“The necessity of reciprocal checks in the exer- 
ciseof political power by dividing, and distributing 
it into different. depositories and constituting each 
the guardian of the public weal against invasion by 
the other, has been evinced by experiments both 
ancient and modern; to preserve them must be as 
necessary as to institute them.” 

Mr. Speaker, I would that I could burn this 
one sentence taken from the lips of Washington 
into the brain of those who rule the Republic, 
and I would that I could cut it ‘with point of 
diamond” into the tables of your laws and 
reémbalm it in both the comprehension and 
admiration of all the people, so that it shall 
become again what it was during the first forty 
years of your great life, an ever-present and 
presiding quality of the State! 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is impossible, when 
speaking of the importance of what this sen- 
tence inculeates, to exaggerate. It is so ele- 
mentary in every enlightened conception of 
constitutional government, ag distinguished 
from absolute ones, that we are ashamed to go 
back to this mere alphabet, But I would say, 
if L could do so, to this learned, proud, mighty 
people of ours, that this mere alphabet of your 
life you must learn over again right weil and 
quickly, or perish. f 
! . My. Speaker, the Legislature of this nation, 
and the judges of this nation, and the President 
thereof, must go back again to those bigh and 
separate places to which they were assigned 
by the Constitution, or else the Constitution 
cannot long survive the refusal oo as 

indeed, sir, this regulated dependence and 
independence of these three:gteat qualities of 
Government is an element whose importance 
is so plain as, to adopt the words of Story, 
“tomake it a maxim, but a maxim of vital 


importance, that these powers should be forever 
kept separate and distinct.’! It is a quality 
so thoroughly conceded as to have made it 
enter unchallenged into the bill of rights of 
most of the States and into the teachings of 
all of the masters of the law. It is a quality 
so fundamental in our own Government as 
that the Convention which framed your Con- 
stitution embodied and adopted, by the first vote 
cast by that illustrious Convention, a- declara- 
tion. of this division of the Government's 
powers—a resolution from. which, as declared 
by Mr. Story, the Constitution of the United 
States sprang. .So supreme did the framers 
of the Constitution deem this divorcement of 
these three departments of power as to lead 
them to record in the Federalist the admonition 
embraced in these memorable words: . 
tt The accumulation of these powers in the same 
hands is justly pronounced the very definitivn of 
tyranny.” . 

This precise idea, by which the regnlated 
dependence and independence of these three 
great divisions of the Government's delegated 
powers shall be held and exercised by sepa- 
rate departments, is as old as the history of 
constitutional government. Jt was lauded by 
Tacitus; jt was enforced bythe. marvelous 
eloquence of Cicero; it was defined and also 
exalted to the grade of a maxim in political 
science by Montesquieu ; it wassimplified and 
enforced by Blackstone; it was vindicated for 
its essential and practical values by Paley ; it 
was wrought up into the forms of well-defined 
government during a thousand years by Eng- 
land in fixing limitations upon the powers of 
the Crown; but for us, far more important 
than all the rest, it was embodied into the 
foundations of our own Republic by Wasbing- 
ton. 
Complete accuracy of idea and of practice 
herg upon this foundation quality of the Gov- 
ernment ig wholly indispensable. Any ff civil 
service reform’! which fails to master the idea 
and enforce its Jaw will not only be failure, but 
disaster. This complete comprehension and 
enforcement of the relation of dependence and 
independence, of balance and of check, of 
‘nomination’? and ‘‘advice,’’? of suberdiua- 
tion and coequality of these three great pow- 
ers of constitutional governments, is precisely 
the work now before the civil service reform- 
ers of the Republic—a work consummated when 
the Government shall be brought back and 
held to this great thought of the Constitution. 
Theimportance of that degree of independence 
which is secured by the Constitution to these 
departments the Federalist enforces in these 
words: 

“The concentrating of these in the same hands is 
precisely the definition of a despotic government.” 

On the other hand, some illustrious author- 
ity declares the importance of these depart- 
ments being made to balance and check and 
support each other in thatdefined degree which 
is ordained by the Constitution iq these words: 

“Unless these departments be so far connected 
and blended as to give to each a constitutional con- 
trol over the others, the degree of separation which 
the maxim requires as essential to free government 
can never, in practice, beduly maintained.” 

Now, sir, what has all thisto do with “civil 
service reform?’ “Much I assure you, in every 
way; so much indeed that any reform which 
invades this constitutional and defined inde- 
pendence of the codrdinate departments must 
be radically and fatally bad. On the other 
hand, any lack of reform which may be needed 
for the enforcement of this degree of depend- 
ence in the way of check. and balance between 
these departments is equally mischievous, and 
as certainly in the end fatal. . ie 

Now, in a few sentences let us strive to 
see how and why this is so. Take this first: 
The creation of, the qualifications for, and 
the methods of induction into-all the offices 
of the: Government, and also: the part to be 
taken in-each of these by each of the several 
departments and each of the Houses. of Con- 
gress, belonging to one of the departments, is, 
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with ihe utmost exactness and evident solicit- 
ude, defined by the Constitution ; and hence 
any reform which attempts to assign either too 
much or too little of these momentous things 
pertaining to the executive offices to any one 
department is essentially bad ; bad both in the 
light of the Constitution itself, bad in the 
light of the teachings of its framers, in the 
light of the history of all past constitutional 
government, 

‘To both illustrate, enforce, and impress how 
true this is in the light of our own Constitu- 
tion, take some examples and illustrations 
thereof, Take, asa mere example, this one; 
if, without an invasion of the spirit and design 
of the Constitution, a Senator may nominate 
to the President the man whom the President 
may nominate for office, then why did the 
Constitution declare that the President alone 
shall ‘nominate?’ Again, if a Senator may 
not nominate, but may only ‘advise’ the 
President what man he shall nominate to the 
Senate, then why did the Constitution so 
solicitously define and declare that neither 
the Senator nor the Senate should ‘‘advise’’ 
the President as to his ‘‘nominations,’? but 
require that both Senator and Senate should 
withhold their ‘‘advice” as to the nomina- 
tion,” but should give its ‘‘advice” alone after 
the nomination was made, and in deciding 
not on the “nomination,” but the ‘appoint- 
ment’! of the nominee? Hven then, in decid- 
ing on the appointment after nomination, the 
Senate and not’ the Senator is permitted to 
give advice and consent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the light of a require- 
ment like this, one which both characterizes 
and illustrates the very body of the Constitu- 
tion, how startling and sad is the fact that 
great States and great parties are to-day dis- 
turbed and embitrered by the fact that one Sen- 
ator is alleged to be permitted to make, through 
the mouth of the subordinate President, 
fewer or more nominations to his own body, 
the Senate, for advice and consent, to a nom- 
ination made to himself by himself. 

The “ civil service reform,’? which will effect- 
ually end, and end forever, this one of the 
shames of the times, may save the Republic, 
but which spares it will in the end certainly 
destroy it. Again, another mere illustration 
and example: if the members of the House 
of Representatives, as such, and in virtue of 
a usage too rapidly becoming a law, which 
demands that they shall control the appoint- 
ment of their ‘‘districts,’? may nominate or 
influence the nomination of the officers of the 
Government, then why has the Constitution so 
thoroughly withheld from them each and all, 
even as a “House of Representatives,’ the 
right to participate, not merely in nominating, 
but even in giving ‘advice’? and ‘consent’ 
to the President as to who shall be appointed 
to any office, and has limited the right to so 
advise and consent carefully to the Senate ? 

A ‘civil service reform” that shall end this 
control by the representative of the appoint- 
ments of his “ district,” will rescue the Con- 
giitution from one of its most threatening dan- 
gers. Of course, Mr. Speaker, 1 am not by 
this forbidding the President to take informa- 
tion as to the fitness of appointments from 
any intelligent and virtuous citizen, although 
he may bė a member of Congress, but what I 
am deprecating and demanding to be reformed 
is that bad usage now attaining the strength 
of law, by which Senators and members are 
expected, and even constrained, to control the 
appointments of their States and districts. 

This fratricidal war against the foundation 
qualities of the Government was begun thirty 
years ago by the Democratic party. The war 
took for its motto and put upon banners this: 
“Yo the victors belong the spoils’? May 
Heaven make it so that it shall be one of the 
new and crowning achievements of the Repub- 


lican party to efface that motto, and efface it. 


forever. And may there be written over it in 
letters of inextinguishable fire, ‘*To the people 
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belong the offices, for free bestowment upon 
those most worthy to fill them.” 

Take still one further illustration: since the 
Constitution hag given it to Congress to define 
the qualifications for office, only restraining it 
from prescribing religious tests, and since, 
moreover, the Constitution, with great defin- 
iteness and detail, prescribes how every ofli- 
cer of the United States shall be selected, and 
since in this detail, it ordains that the House 


shall choose none but its own officers, and the‘ 


Senate none but its own, and that the Presi- 
dent shall nominate, and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, appoint 
every other officer of the Government, sub- 
ject only to this exception, that ‘the Con 

gress may by law vest the appointment of such 
inferior ollicers as they think proper, in the 
President alone, in. the courts of law, or in 
the heads of Departments ;’’ therefore, how 
can the Congress command either a President, 
a court, or a head of a Department, that they 
shall notlook to the entire body of the people in 
deciding which one shall be appointed to office 
of all the people who have in fact every qualili- 
cation for the office, which the Congress has 
chosen to require by law? How shall the Con- 
gress order them, holding such appointing 
power, to select one ont of a designated three, 
whom an agent constituted by Congress, called 
a ‘civil service commission,” shall command 
the appointing power to select from ; and to do 
this although the fact should stand confessed 
that each one of the three named by the agent of 
the Congress to the President to be selected from 
is less fit for the appointment than be whom the 
President would appoint were he not fettered 
in his selection by the order of this commission 
interposed by Congress between the President 
and his constitutional prerogatives ? 

Note carefully that I am not combating the 
right of the President, as a mere instrument 
of his own in aiding his selection for othce, 
to constitute such civil service commission 
as he has recently ‘called to his aid in that be- 
half, Against the legal propriety of constitut- 
ing that commission I have no word to say. 
In favor of the prudential propriety of that act 
of the President, as a return by his own act 
to the just theories of the Constitution, as I 
have sought to state them, much ought to be 
said. What I do design to say touching this 
point is, that Congress can, by the law, inter- 
pose between the President and the entire body 
of the citizens having all legal qualifications 
and eligibility for appointment to office, no 
board or commission the instrament of Con- 
gress, which, by any device, shall be enabled to 
prohibit the President from appointing whom 
he may please of this body of citizens to any 
office for which he is so legally qualified. If 
Congress can thus, through the agency of its 
own instrument, called a ‘‘civil service com- 
mission,’’ compel the President to select the 
officers of the Government from three men 
thus nominated to him by this board, a crea- 
ture and instrument of Congress, then why 
may it not make these nominations by a joint 
committee of its two Houses? And if it may 
confine him to three out of all the thousands 
equally qualified in law, then why may it not 
confine him to two, or even one, and thus mus- 
ter the President out of the Constitution? 

Mr. Speaker, I will not go on with this, I 
have accomplished the purpose for which I 
arose if I have indicated by these suggestions 
clearly these five things: 

First. How supremely vital is this quality 
of our Constitution which apportions its great 
powers to coUrdinate departments. 

Second. How completely a just comprehen- 
sion and enforcement of these ‘checks and 
balances’? of the Constitution coversand defines 
the whole field of “eivil service reform.” 


Third. How absolutely vital is the necessity || 7 TY ai 
i sion, and sent to the House with the cordial 


and the resulting duty of Congress in instantly 
bringing back the practices of the Government 
to the designs of the Constitution, and the 
usages of the first half century of its life. 


] 


Fourth. How requisite it is that this. last 
should be done, so lar as it may by the Con- 
stitution be, by the requirements of permanent 
law binding on all administrations and depart- 
ments, and of not leaving these vilal things to 
be transacted under a single and wholly inad- 
equate and indefinite section of an appropria- 
tion bill; and to be done only so long as a 
good President may choose to do them, and to 
be abandoned when a bad one comes who shall 
hold that ‘‘to.the victors belong the spoils.’ 

Fifth. How equally absolute is our duty. not 
to push this altempted reform by law into 
a usurpation of the powers of the Executive as 
secured by the constitution, powers by which, 
after the Congress has fixed the qualifications 
for office, the President is permitted to select 
from the entire body of the people having those 
qualifications the officers of the Government, 
for the wisdom of whose selection the Presi- 
dent is wisely made responsible. 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
desire to detain the House except for a 
moment, and mainly for the purpose of ex- 
pressing my profound thanks: to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SUELLABAR- 
Ger] for the remarks which he has made 
here in support of a genuine civil service 
reform. A gentleman who has been so. long 
in public life; who has been so long acquaint- 
ed by observation with the management. of 
party machinery; who is so keen and accurate 
an observer, could not fail to bring here wis- 
dom. gleaned from all this observation, and 
could not hesitate to say to us, as he has said, 
that we have departed entirely, not only from 
the practice of the fathers of the Republic, 
but from the Constitution itself in our methods 
of appointment to office. 

I agree, L think, with every word the gen- 
tleman has said. Certainly L agree with all 
that he has said in respect to the necessity 
of divorcing the different departments of the 
Government from each other, wholly and en: 
tirely, in the making of appointments. 1 had 
tbe honor early in the session to introduce a bill 
(it did not originate with me, to be sure, for it 
was mainly copied from a bill pending in the 
other branch of Congress during the last Con- 
gress) providing for maintaining the inde- 
pendence of the several departments of the 
Government, and that bill prohibits members. 
of Congress from soliciting or advising in 
respect to the appointment of any person to 
any office in the civil service unless his opinion 
is invited in writing, and then the reply also is 
to be in writing. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, I was able to say that 
the committee of which I bave the honor to 
be a member, the select Committee on the 
Reorganization of the Civil Service, was pre- 
pared to report that bill. I think I am at 
liberty to say that the committee is consider- 
ing it. Certainly, so far as I am concerned, I 
can say without revealing the secrets of the 
committee that L am very anxious the bill 
should be reported to the House. I should 
be very glad, sir, if we could go further tuan 
that. I will certainly go, as I have no doubt 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SuELLanarcEr] 
would, to the utmost verge of our constitu- 
tional authority to put the appointments to the 
civil service in the hands of those designated 
by the Constitution as holding that trust. The 
President, the heads of Departments, and the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States are the only agencies known to the 
Constitution of the United States in the 
appointment of persons to office in the civil 
service of the country. Whatever is in effect 
a restraint upon the powers given to them by 
the Constitution in the selection of persons 
to office is undoubtedly an invasion of their 
consiitutional prerogative. ` Whether the regu- 
lations reported by the civil service commis- 


indorsement of the President, are so far a re- 
striction npon the appointing power as to be 
unconstitutional, I am not prepared at ‘this 
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moment to say.: But itseems to me beyond all 
question that the President, or a head of 
Department, or any other power which is 
charged by the Constitution with appointments 
ito office, has the right to select its own agen- 
cies, to ascertain and determine the qualifica- 
tions of persons who present themselves for 
appointment. © The President would have the 
right, in my judgment, even without any civil 
service commission, without the law which my 
friend from Indiana. { Mr. WiLtiams] said sub- 
stantially was ‘* smuggled through’? at the close 
of the last session of Congress; without any 
help whatever from us the President would 
have the right—if he could get an appropiation 
for that purpose—to appoint an advisory board 
ora board of examination, or any body of men 
he desired to use, for the purpose of giving 
him information in reference to applicants for 
office. So the President has undoubtedly the 
right, as bas any head of a Department, and 
as would the judges of the Supreme Court in 
respect to officers whose appointmentis lodged 
with them, to inquire of members of Congress 
as individuals, members of the House and 
members of the. Senate, in reference to the 
qualifications of all these persons who may 
be appointed to office. 

The objection to a board of examination, 
when appointed by the President of his own 
motion, is pot in my judgment valid, on account 
of constitutional difficulties. It has, however, 
clearly to my apprehension an advantage, and 
an advantage which can hardly be overrated, 
over the practice of consulting members of 
Congress and following, as a rule, their advice 
in making appointments. The evil which has 
come upon us from the bad practice of practi- 
cally allowing members of Congress to make 
all or nearly all the appointments in their own 
districts, is not that members of Congress as 
individuals are not entirely qualified to give an 
opinion in respect to the appointment of any 
person in their districts ; itis uot that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] or 
any other gentleman on this floor, is not as 
well qualified to determine the fitness of any 
nian for ofice as any board of examiners, 
whether a ‘board of broken-down school- 
masters,” of which we have heard, or a board 
of educated and respected gentlemen residing 
in their district. The objeciion to this prac 
tice is in human nature itself, and it is useless 
Tor you to attempt to avoid that objection. It 
isutterly. impossible, Mr. Speaker, thata mem- 
ber of this House whois called upou to express 
an opinion in respect to the appointment to 
olfice of any person in his district can wholly 
maintain his independence and impartiality in 
expressing that opinion. 

While these appointments remain in the gift 
of members of Congress there will be con- 
tinual pressure for the appointment of polit- 
ieal or personal friends. Certainly this will 
be so while merit is not regarded as the sole 
recommendation. Few members. of either 
House can so far. separate themselves from 
these influences as not to be controlled by 
them in any recommendations they may make, 
and.thus it comes about that the offices soon 
become the prizes for which the adventurous 
politician works; and the Congressman who 
distributes this patronage would be something 
more or something less than a man who should 
not give at least the lion’s share to his personal 
adherents aud political friends. 

To avoid this bad practice, many members 
of Congress in late years, in appointments, or 
recommendations for appointments of cadets 
to West Poiut, and of midshipmen to Aunapo- 
lis; have called upon a board of examiners 
to make a competitive examination, and then 
have appointed the person who passes the best 
examination as reported by such examiners, 
Te has been done in my State, and I know it 

_has been done in many other States. The 
Opposite practice led to what we saw in the 
last Congress, when, one after another, three 


ine 


members of the House took their departure 
from this floor to avoid expulsion because 
they had put. up these places for sale and had 
taken money directly for the use of their influ- 
ence with the appointing power in securing 
places for those willing to pay for them. That 
was only one of the evil results flowing from 
this vicious practice of allowing members of 
Congress to control any appointments. And 
so long, Mr. Speaker, as members of either 
branch of Congress are recognized as the per- 
sons who dictate these appointments in their 
own districts, or in-their own States, so long 
there will be inevitably more or less of this 
corruption. 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, I rose chiefly for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the House to 
an opinion that was given by Attorney General 
Wirt in 1826, before this infamous doctrine 
which has been so eloquently denounced by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABAR- 
GER, ] that ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils 
of the enemy,” was put in the political ma- 
chinery of this Republie. Early in the history 
of the Republic, when it was deemed of the 
utmost importance that the different depart- 
ments of the Government should be kept 
wholly distinct and separate, and that neither 
one should be put in a situation to be influ- 
enced by the other in action which ought to 
be independent, a law was passed prohibiting 
members of Congress from making contracts 
with any department of the Government. 
The language of the law was general, but 
it was intended more particularly to prevent 
them from making contracts for the transport- 
ation of the mails, or contracts of that sort. 
The reason of it was evident. Members of 
Congress should not be put in any such rela- 
tion with the Departments as would destroy 
their independence of action, as would be done 
if they were in any way put in a condition of 
dependence upon them for favors which they 
might receive at their hands. 

Subsequently, the opinion of the Attorney 
General was asked with respect to the appli- 
cation of that law to the case of a person’s 
being employed by one of the Departments of 
the Government as an attorney to represent 
the Government in a suit in the courts. 

The opinion given by the Attorney General 
was as follows: 

ATTORNEY GQENERAL’S OFFICE, 
July 18, 1826. 


, Sig: The question which you submit for my opin- 

ion is, whether your employment of members of 

Congress as assistant counsel to the districtattorneys 

of the United States be within the prohibitions 
o tho act of April 21, 1808, “concerning public con- 
racts, 

Iam entirely satisfied that this sort of engage- 
ments was not within the view of Congress when the 
act was passed; but that the species of contracts 
which led to its passage were of a different charae- 
ter, asstated in the report ofaselect committee of the 
29th of March, 1822, upon the subject of the employ- 
ment of a Senator of the United States in the exam- 
ination of certain land offices in Ohio, &e. The 
practice, too, in several instances stated in that re- 
port seems to havo limited the construction of the 
act to the specific species of contracts which were 
known to have led to its enactment. But yet the 
language of the law is so broad and so explicit, not 
only in its positive enactments, but in its excep- 
tions, and its policy, too, is so, broad and general, 
that I cannot discover any satisfactory distinction 
by which the contracts in question can be with- 
drawn from its operation. 

The first section forbids all contracts between 
officers of the Government and members of Con- 
gress. It is true that the language of this section 
seems, for the most part, to be applicable only to the 
kind of contracts which produced the law, and had 
the question rested on this section only, there would 
have been good ground for confining the operation 
of the act to those kinds of contracts to which it 
owes its origin. But thesecond reflects a larger con- 
struction on the first by excepting from its action a 
Species of contract as far removed from the natural 
sense of the first section as the kind of engagements 
now in question, to wit: the purchase of bills of 
exchange from members of Congress. The excep- 
tion proves that Congress intended by the first sec- 
tion to use language broad enough to cover the 
excepted cases, and that hence it was necessary to 
introduce the positive exception, Now, if asis thus 
implied by the Legislature itself, the first section is 
broad enough to comprehend the sale of bills of 
exchange, I see not why it is not broad enough to 
comprehend the sale of professional services, or any 
other species of work and labor in any other art, mys- 


tery, orscience, as well as thatofthe law. Andagain, 
if the prohibitions do not extend to engagements 
for professional services with gentlemen of the Jaw. 
do they extend to engagements with gentlemen o 
the medical faculty? Ifnot, a member of Congress 
might be stationed as asurgeon at a military post on 
an annual stipend without any violation of the law, 
But let us pursue the inquiry.one step further. 
The second section of the act having expressly ex- 
cepted from the operation of the law two cases 
only, to wit, contracts with corporations and the 
purchase of bills of exchange, the fourth section 
uses the following pointed and comprehensive terms; 
“That if any officer of the United States, in behalf 
of the United States, shall, directly or indirevtly, 
make òr enter into any contract, bargain, or agree- 
ment, in writing or otherwise, other than such as 
are herein excepted, with any member of Congress, 
such officer so offending,’ &e. Now, I think it can- 
not be denicd that an engagement with a gentleman 
of the bar, whereby, for a valuable consideration, he 
is to render his professional servicesin a given case, . 
is a contract, a bargain, an agreement, in the legal 
sense of these terms, (and in none other are they to 
be regarded ;) and itis abargain, contract, or agree- 


‘ment, other than the two which had been previously 


excepted by the act. It is, therefore, a contract 
forbidden expressly by the fourth section of the act, 

Should it be objected that this is sticking in the 
letter of the law, to the disregard ef its policy, I 
cannot accede to the objection. = 

The policy of the law is to prevent the exercise of 
executive influence over the members of Congress 
by the means of contracts; and whether the contract 
be for the. service of a lawyer, a physician or a mail 
carrier, amarmy purveyor, or aturnpike-road maker, 
it seems to me to be equally within the policy and 
mischief of the law. The only difference is in the 
permanency of the engagement; buta succession of 
single engagements is quite as mischievousas acon- 
tract in solido, and if the distinction isto be allowed, 
the law might easily be evaded, 

Finally, even if the construetion of the Jaw were 
dubious, yet, as executive officers, it would become 
us to remember that it is a remedial law, enacted as 
a bar to executive influence, thatia the construction 
of all such laws the rule is to give them a large con- 
struction for the advancement of the remedy and 
the suppression of the mischief, and that it is much 
safer to erron the sido of forbearance than on that 
of possible encroachment. WM. WIRT. 


To the POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Now, sir; when this business of appointing 
to office is farmed out practically by the heads 
of Departments, and by the President of the 
United States to the members of Congress 
representing the districts in which the appoint- 
ments are to be made, or to the Senators rep- 
resenting the States in which the appointments 
are to be made, it clearly puts the members 
aud the heads of Departments and the Pres- 
ident in the same relation in kind, if not in 
degree, that would subsist between them if 
they had a direct contract with the appoint- 
ing power. ‘The member of Congress, Mr. 
Speaker, who desires that his recommendation 


-for office with the Postmaster General, with 


the Secretary of State, with the President, 
shall carry weight and conviction, will desire 
to be on good terms with those officials, and 
if he is to be met there, as perhaps a member 
of Congress may be met by other members of 
the same political party and yet of a different 
faction, or clique, or ring in the party—if he is 
to be met there by such persons presenting 
another candidate, he will desire, and he will 
see to it, if he wishes to have his own recom- 
mendations successful, that whatever the Post- 
master General wants in Congress, whatever 
the President wants in Congress, whatever the 
Secretary of State wants in Congress, shall 
receive his approval, And I think no man 
who bas been in’ Congress for one term has 
failed to see that on questions which have 
been pressed here urgently by persous who 
hold the appointing power under the Con- 
stitution, and the veto power on the recom- 
mendations of members of Congress for ap- 
pointments—the persons who held that power 
have sometimes obtained votes against the 
honest sentiments and convictions of members 
of Congress; that when it was known that the 
records of members of Congress on such ques- 
tions would be seen in other places, and would 
be quoted. against the recommendations for 
office from the members who gave them, mern- 
bers here have hesitated long before they have . 
voted contrary to the wishes of those who had 
this. appointing power, 

It is unavoidable, while members are under- 
stood and expected to hold these relations to 
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the appointing power, and do in fact in the 
majority of cases control the appointments in 
the civil service, and are almost daily solicit- 
ing at the Departments and at the White 
House the appointment of political and per- 
sonal friends, that there should not be that 
absolute independence between the appoint- 
ing power and members of Congress that ought 
to exist in order that we may express here our 
independent judgment upon every measure 
that is brought to our attention. A recom- 
mendation from the head of a Department, a 
recommendation from the President, should 
go for what itis worth; argument we should 
listen to; we should give that respectful atten- 
tion and consideration that a recommendation 
coming from such sources should always com- 
mand, but we should never allow our judg- 
ments to be influenced in acting upon it by 
the consideration of fear or favor. Yet, is it 
possible for us always to be thus independent, 
and not at least to consider whether the ofh- 
cial whose recommendation we favor will not 
be more likely to favor our recommendations? 
Mr. Speaker, L believe itis unfortunately much 
too often the case that it is quite impossible 
for us to separate ourselves from these feel- 
ings, and while acting as office-brokers to 
maintain our independence as members of a 
cordinate branch of the Government. 

Let me ask the attention of the House for a 
moment more. It would be, it seems to me, 
of the utmost value to the proper progress of 
business in either branch of Congress if mem- 
bers were entirely free from this business of 
soliciting office, independent of the other con- 
siderations that enter into this question. Well, 
gentlemen may say in reply to this, “If you 
think you can perform your duties better by 
not being an office-broker, you are not obliged 
to be one; you are not obliged to solicit office.” 
That is very true. lt is very true that every 
gentleman can set up as a reformer on his own 
account if he chooses to do so; but the dith- 
culty lies here: his constituents will say to 
him, * Other gentlemen do this business; do 
you feel yourself above the common run of 
Congressmen? Do you feel that what is not too 
small a business for your associates in the 
House to attend to is quite too small a busi- 
ness for you?’ And he will be charged—and 
Ido not say but properly charged—at home 
with having refused to perform what is regarded 
as one of the important if not one of the chief 
duties of a member of Congress. But once we 
had a law such as the bill I introduced would 
be if enacted into a law—that members of 
Congress are not to attend to this business 
except when their opinions are asked by the 
head of a Department, and a member of Con- 
gress can say with the utmost propriety, “I 
will attend to this matter of your appointment 
when my opinion is asked; if I am invited to 
express an opinion on this subject I will do it; 
but I cannot officially solicit an appointment 
for you, for it is contrary to law, and Í abide 
by the law;’? then we will be entirely free 
from the objection that we should otherwise 
meet, that we are refusing to do what other 
members of Congress may do. 

I hope that if this subject shall come before 
Congress upon the report of any committee 


it will meet with favorable consideration ; and |} 


I shall then insist that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SHELLABARGER] shall not do what 
he has promised here substantially that he will 
do, that is, refrain from saying another word 
upon the subject of civil service reform, but that 
we shall again hear his eloquent voice as wehave 
heard it here to-day crying out for the old dis- 
tribution of the powers of the Government, 
and for a divorce of the legislative from the 
executive, and the executive from the legis- 
lative department. And if such warnings as 
he sounds in our ears fail to arouse Con- 
gress to the tremendous importance of this 
question, the future of the Republic is dark 
indeed. 


Mr, TYNER, If no other gentleman desires 


to speak to-day, I will move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, i 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: The memorial of Henry 
E. Preston, postmaster at Tewksbury, Massa- 
chusetts, with accompanying affidavit, for re- 
lief from responsibility for loss sustained from 
the entry of his office by burglars and the 


theft of postage stamps to the value of $100. || 


By Mr. CRITCHER: The petition of B. 
Walker and 90 others, citizens of Westmore- 
land county, Virginia, praying a preliminary 
survey of the mouth of Nomini creek, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the practicability of 
rendering the same navigable. 

By Mr. HOAR: The memorial of the Amer- 
ican Woman Suffrage Association, praying that 
there be granted to women citizens of the Uni- 
ted States the right to vote and hold office 
upon the same terms and conditions as men. 

By Mr. SNAPP: The petition of J. L. 
Seward, publisher of the Vermillion News, in 
the county of Livingston, Ilinois, praying that 
section one hundred and sixty-two of the cod- 
ification of the postal laws be amended so as 
to read ‘‘that persons known as regular pub- 
lishers and dealers in newspapers and period- 
icals may receive by mail such quantities of 
either as they may require, in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage 
thereon as received, at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications weighing 
four ounces, who pay quarterly in advance.” 


IN SENATE. 
Monpbay, February 19, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last was read and approved. l 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa: 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

A bil (H. R, No. 585) for the relief of Asa 
M. Trimble ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1646) for the relief of 
George H. Rupp; 

A bill (H. R. No. 692) for the relief of Daniel 
M. Page, late first lieutenant of the thirty- 
eighth United States infantry; 

A. bill (H. R. No. 1547) for the relief of 
Henry A. Messenger ; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him in the adjustment of his accounts; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1262) for the relief of 
Ore Hipp, of St. Mary, Auglaize county, 

hio; : 

_ A bill (H. R. No. 1228) for the relief of R. 
Nelson Gere; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1548) for the relief of John 
S. Waters; 

Abill (H. R. No. 1549) for the relief of Jacob 
H. Ela; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1544) for the velief of Mar- 
tin Watkins, of Hast Windsor, Connecticut ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1550) for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. John F. Hanks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 639) for the relief of Jane 
A. Green: 

A bill (H. R. No. 528) for the relief of 
Augustine Bacon ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of S. 
B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John W, 
Mitchell ; 


heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey M. 
Woodyard, late of the twenty-first Missouri 
infantry; and f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of 
Columbia. : 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memo- 
rial of the Legislature of the Territory of 
Colorado, asking the passage of an act to 
enable the people of that Territory to forma 
State government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, in favor of payment for losses 
sustained by the people of the Territory of 
Kansas from the failure of the territorial offi- 
cials to afford them protection during the 
years 1855 and 1856; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FENTON presented four petitions of 
merchants of New York, praying that pig lead 
be admitted free of duty; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 


the town of Red Hook, New York, praying 


that pig lead be admitted free of duty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of 
Hornellsville, New York, praying that pig lead 
be admitted free of duty ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Atlanta, Georgia, praying that pig lead be 
admitted free of duty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, PRATT presented the petition of Wil- 
liam A. Griffin, late superintendent of the 
national cemetery at Andersonville, Georgia, 
praying to be reimbursed for expenses incurred 
and losses sustained while in charge of that 
cemetery; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of book- 
sellers, manufacturers of books, and’ music 
printers, &c., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of an international law, and praying that 
a specific duty be levied on foreign books not 
copyrighted; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of workers 
in lumber, citizens of Clearfield county, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against a change 
of the existing tariff laws abating the duties 
on such articles as are successfully produced 
in this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers 
in bituminous coal mines, citizens of Clear- 
field county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against a change of existing tariff laws abat- 
ing the duties on such articles as are success- 
fully produced in this country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Centre and Clearfield counties, Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating the duties on such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Andrew 
Creban and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, 
late soldiers of the Army of the United States, 
praying for the passage of an act granting @ 
bounty of $8 334 a month to all honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors for the entire 
time served, and for an amendment to the 
twenty-fifth section of the act approved July 
15, 1870, so as to, permit soldiers or sailors to 
enter the amount of land therein allowed with- 
out the requirements of settlement and cultiva- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i 

He also presented the petition of A. Red- 


A bill (H, R. No. 114) for the relief of the ‘i feld and others, citizens of Pennsyivania, 
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prying ata bony or $8334 per month be 
granted to. all soldiers, seamen, and marines 


who served in the late war for the suppression. 


of the rebellion ; which: wag referred to the 
Committee on Military. Affairs, 


He also presented a petition of R. B. Ewing | 


and others, citizens of the United States, ask- 
ing fora prohibition of the manufacture, im- 
portation, and sale of all intoxicating liquors 
to be used as a beverage # which was referred 
to the Committee ón the Judieiary. 

“Mr. WRIGHT. I present a petition of 
booksellers, stationers, printers, &c., of Oska- 
loosa, Towa, asking a modification of the laws 
as to stamped envelopes. T believe a bill has 
been reported involving that question, and I 
move that the petition lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of : 


R. M. Lane and others, residents of Black 
Hawk county, Iowa, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent of the Haines Ilinois 
harvester; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents, 

He ‘also presented-a memorial of J. Hart 
and others; citizens of Towa, remonstrating 
against an extension of the patent of the Haines 
Linois harvesters which was referred to the 
Comittee on Patents. 

He also presented the memorial of William 
Klein and others, citizens of the county of 
Black Hawk, lowa, remoustrating against an 
extension of the patent of the Haines Ili- 
nois: harvester; which was referred to the 
Commitee on Patents, i 

He also presented a memorial of W. H. 
Stevens and others, residents of the county of 
Black Hawk, Iowa, remoustrating against an 
exiension of the patent of the Haines Illi- 
nois barvester;. which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. ` l 

Mr, OSBORN presented the petition of. the 
officers and directors of the Southern Inland 
Navigation Company, asking aid in the-con- 
struction of a canal through the’ peninsula of 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. : 

Mr. SPENCER presented the- petition of 
Samuel D. J. Moore, of Tuscaloosa county, 
Alabama, (indorsed by members of the senate 
of Alabama, ) praying the removal of his polit- 
ical disabilities; which was referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. mes aa 

He also presented: the petition of B. J. 
Woolum) of Alibama, praying the enactment 
ofa law for his relief; to pay tor certain’ mail 
service performed from June 1 to November 
1, 1865, under military orders and ‘contract; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mri WINDOM presented the petition of H. 
Li. Mills and forty-five others, citizens of Min- 
nesota, late soldiers of the United States Army, 
praying for the passage of a bill equalizing the 
bounties of Union soldiers in the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Milii- 
tary Affairs, : 

He also presented the petition of George 
Wells, Charles A, Drew, and fifty others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, late soldiers of the United 
States Army, praying an equalization of boun- 
ties; which was referred to the- Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of Henry F. 
Gross, Chancey Case, and forty others; citizens 
of Minnesota, late officers and soldiers of the 
United States Army, praying an equalization 
of bounties; which was ‘referred to the Com- 
mitree on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Captain E. 
L. Kenny, W. L. Briley, and thirty five others, 
cifizeus of Minnesota, late soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States Army, praying an equalization of 


bounties; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Military Affairs: 

Mr. WEST presented a petition of Mrs. 
Clarissa Bishop, praying to be indemnified for 
property taken for the use of the United States 


Army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. : 

Mr. LOGAN presented the memorial of 
John. M. Palmer, Governor of Lilinois, Con- 
rad ‘Baker, Governor of Indiana, and. R. B. 
Hayes, Governor of Ohio, praying payment 
of two fifths of the five per cent, received into 
the national Treasury from the proceeds of the 
public lands‘sold-in those States; which was 
referred to. the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed, h 

He also presented a resolution passed bya 
meeting of a large number of influential citi- 
zens of Chicago, praying for the passage of 


the bill for the relief of sufferers by the Chi- ' 


cago fire; which was" ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the memorialof | 


workers in iron, miners of ore, aud mechanics, 
citizens of Danville, Montour county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the memorial of 
the Dismal Swamp Canal Company, for aid 
for the repair and completion of their work; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a petition numer- 
ously signed by planters of different parishes 
in Louisiana, protesting against the repeal of 
the tariff duty on rice; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the mayor 
and administrators of New Orleans, Louisiana, 
and other prominent citizens of that city, pray- 
ing the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. COLE presented the petition of Jerome. 


B. Woodruff, praying an extension of certain 
letters-patent granted to bim July 3 and 10, 
1855, and December 28, 1856, and numbered 
18195, 18242, and 16821; which was. referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
L. J. Hissorig, of Ohio, praying compensa- 
tion for services as captain of volunteers from 
April 19 to August 1, 1863; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

My. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying an appropria: 
tion to establish a light on Poverty Island, at 
the entrance of Green bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of 


Michigan, praying the substitution of a red 
light for a white one at Sand Point; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of masters and 
owners of vessels, praying that the fixed 
light at Point aux Barques, on the west shore 
of Lake Huron, be changed toa flash hght; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying an appropriation 
for a light-house to be located at or near 
the: mouth of Thunderbay river, Lake Huron ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of O. D., 
Jewell, publisher of the Escanaba Tribune, 
of the county of Delta, Michigan, praying for 
the passage of an act that persons known as 
dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive. by mail such quantities as they may 
require, in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay the postage thereon, as re- 
ceived, at the same rates pro rata as regu- 
lar subsċribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly in advance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial 
of the Board of Trade of the city*of Burling- 
ton, Vermont, on the subject of the lumber 
duty. As it is extremely brief, and can be 


read quicker than I ean state its contents, I 
ask to haye it-read. i 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The following preamble and resolutions were 


adopted at a special meeting of tho, Burlington 
Board of Trade, held in the city of Burlington, Ver- 
mont, on the 10th day of February, 1872: 

Whereas the lumber trade is one of the great 
sources of prosperity-to the United States, and auy 
change in the revenue laws of the United States that 
tends to relieve the importation of lumbor of bur- 
dens will directly bea benefit tothe consumers gen- 
erally; and whereas we believe that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should offer a bounty for 
the importation of lumber rather than subject it to 
a duty, and thereby encourage the protection and 
growth of our own timber; and whereas the lumber 
dealers are very generally making an effort to have 
the Congress of the United States modify or reduce 
the duties on lumber: Therefore, p 

Resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of 
Burlington cordially indorse such effort, avd re- 
spectfully petition and request Congress that if ia 
its judgment the revenue of the country will admit 
of such modification or reduction, thatthe prayers 
ofthe lumber interest may be granted. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be signed bytho 
president and secretary of this board, and that the 
seeretary forward the same to Washington, to be 
laid before the Congress of the United Siates, 

7 : LEVI UNDERWOOD, 
; President. 
È WILLIAM H, ROOT, 
Secretary Burlington Board of Trade, 
Burlington, Vermont, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the paper be 

referred to the Committee on Finance, 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of New York and New Jersey, 
praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the channel of the Kill von Kull and 
Staten Island sound; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented the petition of 
Mrs. Gabriella P. Moody, praying that she he 
allowed a pension; which was reterred to the 
Committee on Pensions, . 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary 
Ann McFarland, praying that she be allowed a 
pension ; which was referred to the Committee. 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolation of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, in favor of the passage of the 
bill for the payment of losses sustained by the 
people of the Territory of Kansas from the 
action of the territorial oflicials in the years 
1855 and 1856; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON. presented the petition of 
Jobn Potts, chief clerk of the War Depart- 
ment, praying compensation for services ren- 
dered-as disbursing officer of the War Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee, 
on Claims, 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of J. S. Vincent and one hundred and eighty- 
five others, settlers upon the Cherokee neutral 
lands, in Cherokee county, Kansas, praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 558, for the 
relief of actual settlers upon the Cherokee 
neutral lands in Kansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. A 

He also presented the memorial of the 
county officers of Crawford county, Kansas, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 558, 
tor the relief of actual settlers on the Cherokee 
neutral lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. POMEROY presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of the pas- 
sage of the bill for the payment of losses sus- 
tained by the people of the Territory of Kan- 
sas from the action of the territorial officials 
in the years 1855 and 1856; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. oe 
. Me. MORRILL, of Maine, presented the 
petition of J. B, & C. W. Hall, publishers of 
the Monitor, of Cumberland county, Maine, 
praying for.an amendment of the postal laws 
so that. persons known as regular dealers in 
newspapers and periodicals. may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may re- 
quire, in bulk, whether wholly orin part printed, 
and. pay postage thereon, as received, at the 
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same pro rata as regular subscribers to public- 
ations weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly 
in advance ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I beg leave to say that on 
Saturday morning the Associated Press mis- 
conceived the report of the Committee on 
Finance on the Chicago relief bill, and I have 
been overwhelmed with letters and telegrams 
about that, 1 wish to correct it. The amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance 
on Friday last gave a drawback on certain raw 
materials used in the burnt district within a 
year afier the passage of the act. The Asso- 
ciated Press printed as the report of the Com- 
mittee on Iinance an amendment that had been 
offered by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Ferry.}] This statement has brought me quite 
a number of telegrams and letters, and 1 wish 
to relieve those persons. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses that this explanation will cause the cor- 
rection to be made by the proper persons. 
Reports of committees are next in order. 


JAPANESE STUDENTS AT ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr, CAMERON. Before reports from com- 
mittees are made, I should be glad to be allowed 
to present a letter which I desire to have read 
and printed. Itisa letter from the Superintend- 
ent of the Naval Academy at Annapolis to the 
Secretary of the Navy in regard to the Japan- 
ese youth who are there as students. I wish 
to have itread, and then I shall ask to have it 
priuted. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter : 


Uniren States NAVAL ACADEMY, 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, January 19, 1872. 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 18th instant, 
asking for “a general report of the Japanese who 
have been admitted into the Academy as cadet mid- 
shipmen, in accordance with the provisions of act 
of Cungress,” I have the honor to state: Zun Zow 
Matzmulla and Iso Sataro wore admitted to the 
Academy in December, 1869. At the annual ex- 
amination in May, 1870, neither of them had any 
demerits recorded against him. Their record was 
equally creditable at the close of the last academic 
year, in May, 1871. 

During his second academic year Matzmulla, 
in a class of forty-five members, stood No. 8 in 
mathematics, sevenin fencing, eleven in chemistry, 
fifteen in French, forty-one in seamanship, twenty- 
six in drawing, thirty-three in geography, twenty- 
six in history, twenty-six in rhetoric, He maintains 
still a fair standing in his (second) class, and will, I 
havo no doubt, graduate in 1873 with credit. 

While Sataro stood lower in his class, due, in 
part to his imperfeet knowledge of our language, 
his conduct and general bearing were excellent. [Je 
left the Academy temporarily, with the sanction of 
the Department, in the beginning of the present 
term, for the purpose of better fitting himself for 
the course at a private school, 

Koroka Katz was admitted in June, 1871. Ina 
class of eighty-nine members his average standing 
for the last three months is: in seamanship, thirty- 
eight; in mathematics, forty-one: French, fifty-one; 
history, filty-one; grammar, fifty-nine; fencing, 
twenty-two. Ue bas received forty-six demerits. 

The conduct of the Japanese students bas been, 
as I have stated, excellent, and so far from their 
interfering in any way with the discipline of the 
Academy, the example they have set of amiability 
and strict regard for regulations bas been worthy 
of all praise. They have been, and are now, sub- 
ject in all respects to the sams rules and routine as 
the cadet midshipmen of the Academy, even to at- 
tending murning prayers and divine service on the 
Sabbath, Inthe latter regard, their seeming inter- 
est and respectful deportinent are not at all behind 
those of their nominally Christian fellow-students, 

They add nothing to the expenses of the Academy, 
as all charges are paid by their own Government, 

From the character of the young Japanese who 
have been admitted tothe Acadeiny, the interest they 
take in their studies, and their seeming susceptibility 
to the influences by which they are surrounded, I do 
not think I am wrong in arguing the best results to 
American interestsin Japan, as well as to the com- 
mon cause of Christian civilization, from the wise 
provision of Congress, by which a limited number 
of her young men are permitted to be educated at 
this institution. 

i have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient 


servant, 
JOIN L. WORDEN, 
Commodore and Superintendent. 


Hon. Groner M. Roseson, Secretary of the Navy, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the com- 
munication be printed and laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF KU KLUX COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am instructed 
by the'joint select Committee upon the Con- 
dition of the late Insurrectionary States to 


make a report accompanied by testimony. As. 


this report is voluminous, I will state very 
briefly that it covers only the testimony taken 
by the committee sitting in the city of Wash- 
ing and the testimony taken by the sub-com- 
mittee visiting the Siate of South Carolina. 
Thattaken by the sub-committee which visited 
the States of Georgia and Florida, and that 
taken by the sub-committee which visited the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama, .is not yet 
in such form as to be ready to be reported to 
the Senate, but will be the subject of a future 
report, 

This report makes three recommendations. 
It recommends the extension of the powers 
conferred on the President by the fourth sec- 
tion of the act of April, 1870, unto the end of 
the next session of Congress; and it recom- 
mends the granting of further judicial force 
in those parts of the southern States which the 
committee believe to be infested with the Ku 
Klux troubles; and it recommends the pas- 
sage of a general amnesty bill, concurring in 
the recommendation of the President in his 
message to make such exceptions ag are therein 
stated, I move that the report and the accom- 
panying testimony be printed. : 

I will state also that, in pursuance of the 
recommendation of the committee, I present 
as a report a bill to extend the provisions of 
tbe fourth section of the act approved the 20th 
of April, 1871. I may state that Lam informed 
by the minority of the committee that they have 
views which they ask leave to subinit. 

The bill (S. No. 656) to extend the provis- 
ions of the fourth section of the act approved 
April 20, 1871, was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to present the 
views of the minority to accompany the report 
of the majority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will 
be printed, and the views of the minority will 
be received if there be no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It must first be 
read the second time. The Chair will ask 
unanimous consent for the second reading of 
the bill for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw the suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go 
on the Calendar unless some Senator asks that 
it be read the second time, so as to be referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask that it be read the 
second time. 
ee bill was read the second time by its 
title. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOL'T. I only rise to say that as this 
bill comes as a report from a committee, unless 
there be something special requiring that ref- 
erence | think it an extraordinary proceeding 
to refer a biil reported by one committee 
immediately upon its report to another, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I think so, too. I do 
not see why a bill reported by a committee 
that has been giving its attention specially to 
the subject should be sent to another commit- 
tee. I do not know who made the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Delaware made the motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULG. I see no object of re- 
committing this bili to another committee after 
one committee has investigated the subject and 
made a report. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is a general public 
law. It is true it is reported by a special com- 
mittee; but I do not understand that'to that 
committee was submitted the broad question 
of this law. It was not a committee raised for 
the purpose of reporting a special act. I do 
not desire that there shall be any delay what- 


‘the Judiciary Committee. 
anxious on that subject now. 
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‘aver in the action of the Senate upon the bill; 
but I think itis a matter that ought to ‘go to 
I do not feel very 


The VICE PRESIDENT. | The bill will be 
printed and placed on the Calendar unless the 
Senator insists on the motion to refer. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not care about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
printed and placed on the Calendar. 
>. Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Missouri 
has asked that the views of the minority be 
received and printed. Before that order is 
made, I desire to say a word on that question. 
I do not rise for the purpose of opposing the 
printing of the views of the minority; L am 
rather desirous that they should be printed; 
but there are some statements in the views of 
the minority which are within my knowledge 
to which I deem it a duty, both to the commit- 
tee and the public, to call attention before that 
order is made. 

The views of the minority as well as the 
report submitted by the majority have both 
been in print by order of the committee, for 
the use of the members of the committee, and 
it is for that reason that I state that there are 
things in the views of the minority within my 
knowledge to which I will briefly call atten- 
tion, so that before the order is made they 
may not pass to the country without this state: 
ment. : 

On the first page of the views of the minor- 
ity this statement occurs, and if I am incor- 
rect in stating it as it is intended: to be sub- 
mitted ‘by the gentlemen, {I hope they will 
correct me: 

“The majority of the Committee on Alleged Out- 
rages in the Southern States having resolved to 
make their report to the two Houses of Congress 
betore the testimony taken by the sub-committees 
sent to those States has been printed, and having 
sent their report to the Public Printer without giv- 
ing the undersigned opportunity properly to ascer- 
tain its contents, or the conclusions of the majority, 
it becomes necessary that the undersigned, inembers 
of the committee, should submit their views of tho 
testimony which has been taken.” 

This being paged continuously after the re- 
port of the majority, the number of pages will 
be larger than are actually contained in it. 
There are only three hundred and twenty with 
the views of the minority, but in consequence 
of the continuous paging, on page: 508 this 
statement again occurs in this form : 

‘* As we said at the outset, we have not seen the 
report of the majority, and not knowing either what 
they assert or what they recommend, we have becn 
compelled to speak of the evidence taken by the 
committee more in detail than we might otherwise 
have felt it necessary to do.” 

Mr. President, upon reading those two state- 
ments they leave the inference, in the first 
place, that it is because the majority of the 
committee had sent this report to the Printer 
without giving the minority an opportunity 
properly to ascertain its contents that any re- 
port is made at all by the minority, and in the 
second place it is a distinct assertion on the 
first page that opportunity was not given the 
members of the minority properly to ascertain 
its contents, and in the next place that they 
have not seen the report of the majority. Now, 
sir, I desire to state distinctly what the facts 
are with reference to these assertions; and in 
doing so I shall not desire to violate any rule 
which prevents the disclosure of what occurs 
in committee. It is the action of the com- 
mittee that is now before the Senate, and the 
committee are arraigned for not doing’ what 
the minority think they ought to have done. 
There is no way of meeting that charge but by 
stating what has been done, and.{ proceed 
very briefly to state it. 

Before doing so, however, I wish to call 
attention to another fact. Bome of these por- 
tions of the views of the minority were con- 
sidered so objectionable that it was deemed 
due, as a matter of personal courtesy between 
the members, that their attention should be 
called to it, and their attention was-called to 
what is printed on page 292, and asthat is now 
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intended. to be reported, as -I understand, it 
reads thus : 


“We do not fear successful contradiction when we 
say that there never wasa disguised band in one 
tenth. part of them, or in over forty of these four 
hundred and twenty counties. Simply in a county 
hero.and there, or at most in one or two counties to- 
gether in several of these States, haye such bands 
committed depredations, and we will show to all men 
not blinded by prejudice or passion that the Ku Klux 
bill, and the proceedings thereunder, are the gross- 
est outrage, the foulest calumny ever perpetrated or 
circulated upon or against a helpless people by their 
rulers, who ought, for that reason if for no other, to 
be their friends instead of being their relentless 
enemies and calumniators.” 

That is the form in which the views of the 
minority are now proposed to be presented. 
But I hold in my hand the New York World 
of Sunday, February 18, 1872, in which the 
committee and their conduct are arraigned 
in a quotation from what was intended to be 
the minority report, in these words : 

“We will show to all men not blinded by preju- 
dice or passion that the Ku Kiux bill and the con- 
duct and report of the majority of this committee, 
ag inaugurated, continued, and reported, is the 
grossest outrage, the foulest calumny ever perpe- 
trated or circulated upon or against a helpless peo- 
ple by their rulers, who ought, for that reason, to 

o their friends instead of relentless enemies and 
calumniators,”’ 

I read this, as I think Ishould in justice due 
to the gentlemen of the committee, who upon 


their attention being called to this certainly |i 


unwarranted and unprecedented attack upon 
a committee have stricken out from the views 
intended to be submitted that portion of the 
minority report which has gone to the publie 
in this offensive form. 

Now, sir, having called attention to these 
portions of the minority report, I wish merely 
to state briefly what are the facts in order that 
they may accompany the views of the minority. 
Those views, as 1 have already said, from the 
form in which they are stated and the spirit 
which characterizes them, I desire to go to the 
country, so that the issue upon this vexed ques- 
tion may be fairly and clearly made by pre- 
senting the opposite views; but 1 do wish it to 
be known that full and ample opportunity has 
been given to the gentlemen of the minority to 
kuow everything which the majority proposed 
to report, and 1 propose to make a statement 
of facts which [ think will not be contradicted. 

And first, asto the allegation implied on the 
first page that this minority report is made 
ouly because of the majority report being with- 
held from the commitice or their not having 
had proper opportunity to examine it. 

‘On the 6th day of December, very soon after 
Congress met, the minority of the committee 
applicd to the majovity for a clerk, stuting at 
the time that it was for the purpose of prepar- 
jog a minority report. This was at a time 
before any majority report was submitted and 


before it was thought of submitting the report. | 


` Whether it was an abundant liberality or not, 
at least the demand was complied with, and 
the clerk was furnished very soon after that on 
the nomination of the gentlemen who desired’ 
his services. So that it is not because the report 
was not submitted that the minority report 
has been prepared, for a minority report wag 
contemplated before the majority report was 
written or preseated to the committee, and full 
opportunity was presented to those gentlemen 
to prepare their views, 

On the 10th day of February, being last 
Saturday a week, the committee was called 
together forthe purpose of hearing the report. 
It was then in manuscript. It was large; it 
was voluminous; and the suggestion was made 
that instead of spending several hours in read- 
ing the report from manuscript it should be 
printed in confidence for the use of the com- 
mittee, aad when printed should then be sub- 
mitted to the committee. Before the com- 
mittee separated at that time it was further 
agreed that the views of the minority should 
in like manner be printed in confidence for 
the use of the committee, and that they should 
go to the Printer as soon as the report of the 
majority was at press, 


fi 


The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Pennsylvaniathat in 
these remarks he is bringing up what was the 
action of the committee, which is not within 


the usual parliamentary rule except by unani- | 


mous consent, because of course it opens the 
door for members of the committee to dissent, 
and there may bea long debate on what did 
or did not occur in the committee. The usual 
way is for a committee to report. through the 
chairman or some one designated by the com- 
mittee whatever they see fit to report to the 
Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have been stating dates 
more than anything else ; the time the reports 
were submitted ; and as the reportis now made 
and the journal accompanies it, which is made 
public, | think I have not thus far transgressed 
the rules, and when I do misstate any fact I 
hope I shall be corrected, either now or by 
the members of the minority, if they desire to 
do so, after I have concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated the parliamentary rule. He of course 
does not object himself, and having stated the 
rule, if no Senator objects the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope it will be under- 
stood that after our friend from Pennsylvania 
has made his remarks, the same opportunity 
may be given to the minority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be, of 


| course, by the Chair, but the Chair cannot 


state at what time some Senator may object to 
the discugsion of matters happening in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAYARD. f draw the attention of 
the majority to the fact, that of course both 
sides should be heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, of 
course, will hear both sides, he having stated 
that he himself would not object, and no Sen- 
ator objecting. 

Mr. SCOTI. I hope they will be heard 
certainly. Ihave stated that on the 10th of 
February this arrangement was made, and 
accordingly the report of the majority in man- 
uscript was sent to the Printing Office. It was 
completed about Wednesday, L think, and im- 
mediately the views of the minority were sent 
to the Printing Office. On Thursday morning 
last the committee was again called together 
avd the printed report of the majority laid 
before it. It was then suggested that instead 
of spending several hours in reading it in com- 


mittee, a copy of the printed report be fur- | 
nished to each member of the committee, and | 


accordingly a copy of the printed report was 


furnished to each member of the committee, | 
and the committee adjourned until Saturday | 
morning before they would take action upon | 


it. Thus each member of the committee had 
in his possession a printed copy of the report 
of the majority from Thursday morning until 
Saturday morning, forty-eight hours; and yet 
I find the statement on page 508 fwe have 
not seen the report of the majority.” That 


language relates to the time of presenting these! 


views,.and it goes to the country in that form : 
“ we have not seen the report of the majority.” 

Mr. BALIR, I will state to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that when those words were 
written, as a matter of course, we had not 
seen the report of the majority; the manu- 
script containing those words was in the hands 
of the Printer before we saw it, 

Mr. SCOTT. That much is an explanation 
of the meaning of the language; but it goes 
out to the country as made uowthat ‘we have 
not seen the report of the majority.” Tam 
very glad the gentleman has made the explan- 
ation, 

On Saturday when the committee met no 
objection was made. that there had beeu no 
time to consider it, and the report was submit- 
ted and adopted. On the same evening the 
views of the minority. were in like manner 


presented and put in the hands of the members || 
il of the committee. 


Qn Saturday morning the 


it 
j 
i 


report of the majority was adopted. On Sat- 
urday evening the views of the minority were 
placed in the hands of all the members of the 
committee. 

I have no other desire in making this state- 
ment than to exonerate the committee betore 
the Senate and before the country of the 
charge which is certainly here contained, if 
not intended, that they have submitted this 
report without giving the minority ample op- 
portunity to know both their conclusions and 
their reasoning, and ample opportunity to sub- 
mit their own views. l think it is due to any 
committee, especially one charged with a sub- 
ject as delicate as this one and tikely to excite 
party feeling, that the members should act to- 
ward with each other with as much forbearance 
and courtesy as possible, and Ihad rather that 
the report and the views of the minority should 
come in without rendering it necessary that I 
should say a word of this character. J do it 
simply in justice to the committee, and with 
no unkind feeling toward members of the 
minority, but to call attention to what are as- 
sertions on the face of the paper that will be 
received by the country as complaints against 
the fairness of the action of the majority of 
the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that the state- 
ments made by the minority of the committee 
are that this report was submitted without 
being read, and sent to the Printer, and that 
the minority had no proper opportunity of 
examining it. It was intended to say that for 
that reason, and that reason alone, the minority 
were compelled to submit their views of the 
testimony as they did. It was offered as an 
excuse, that for that reason, not knowing what 
the majority had commented upon, what por- 
tions of the testimony they had relied upon, 
and what recommendations they had made, 
the minority were compelled to go more into 
detail and to comment upon testimouy which 
perhaps it would be found that the majority 
did not rely upon. The Senator would find at 
page 507, if he had continued the sentence, 
that the minority declared that for that reason, 
because they had. not seen the report, they 
were compelled to go more into detail. It 
was offered as an excuse to the Senate and to 
the country for the very elaborate report which 
the minority found it necessary to submit upon 
the whole testimony, not knowing what por- 
tions of the testimony the majority of the com- 
mittee relied. upon. I think the Senaior ig 
unnecessarily nervous about this matter. He 
was told by the members of the minority that 
there was no intention to reflect upon him. I 
admit that it was almost an impossibility for 
us to read and consider his report, and it wag 
necessary to have it printed; and that made 
it necessary for us to go more into detail and 
to comment upon testimcay which we did not 
know whether the majority would rely upon in 
their report ornot. ‘Lhatis the sense in which 
the minority intended the phraseology which 
they have used. I make this explanation 
because I do not desire (and I think it was not 
the purpose of any member of the minority of 
the committee) to reflect on the majority for 
taking the course they did in that matter, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, but forthe 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, who introduced the subject at -thig 
time as explanatory of ceriain language used 
by the minority in conveying their views to 
the Senate, it would not have occurred to me 
to say anything in regard to the action of the 
minority in this case. I also submit that my 
honorable friend from Peunsyivania has been 
Over-sensitive on the subject in regard to the 


, reasons which prompted the minority of the 
| committee to differ from the majority, and 


express their views in relation to that differ- ? 
ence as they have done. 

The testimony in this case is almost unpre- 
cedented in its bulk; it is a perfect pile of 
matter, such as I doubt will ever be read by 
any one human being in the United States, 
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The report of the committee on this testi- 
mony was of proportionate bulk. It came 
there in the committee-room in proportions 
truly terrific to men who had something else 
to do than to sit there probably for weeks or 
months before they could possibly read through 
that mass of manuscript. No one recognizes 
the truth more strongly than the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania that it would have 
been impossible for any man to have gathered 
from that huge mountain of manuscript any 
idea of what it contained in order to make 
a reasonable examination of it and anything 
like a reply. For the purpose, therefore, of 
giving us an idea of what this vast pile of 
manuscript contained, of allowing somé oppor- 
tunity for explanation, this vast pile of man- 
uscript, which made when printed something 
near three hundred pages of printed matter, 
was returned to the committec-room on last 
Thursday morning. Then did the first moment 
arrive when it was practicable for us to know 
what the committee had stated in their report, 
and the conclusions they had arrived at. 

It was very well known to every member of 
the committee that there would be dissent 
from the views of the majority. Itwas known 
all along. I believe it was believed when the 
committee was first raised. That fact has 
been confirmed by every step which has been 
taken in the course of the examination. Hach 
had to draw the materials of their report from 
this vast reservoir which is here before us now 
in the shape of some ten thousand printed 
pages, more or less. 

On last ‘Thursday morning the printed report 
was laid on the committee table. I can only 
say that at that very time the views of the 
minority were passing through the press. The 
first proof-sheets of the views of the minority 
reached us in this Chamber on the very morn- 
ing we first saw the printed report of the 
majority. Therefore, if my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania really meant to say to the 
people of the country, whom he addressed in 
this speech, that there was ‘‘full and ample 
opportunity’? for the reply to his very elab- 
orate report, consisting of nearly three hun- 
dred pages, when he knew we were then mak- 
ing our report from a different point of view 
upon this whole field of action, he certainly 
was scarcely reasonable or just. ‘Full and 
ample opportunity to reply” means giving one 
manual possession of the report, that we may 
have time to read it, time to consider its state- 
ments, time to reply to its conclusions. Now, 
1 say that if we had taken that time we could 
not have made our report to the Senate for a 
week or ten days to come at least; but as an 


actual fact, which the records of the Printing | 


Office will disclose, the proof-sheets of the 
minority report were passing through the press 
before the majority’s report had been printed 
and handed to the committee. 

However, L see precisely the point that is 
to be made by establishing the fact that these 
two reports were in course of preparation at 
the same time. The practical necessities of 
the case compelled that to beso. The views 
of the minority have extended to great length. 
There are some five hundred and eighty- eight 
pages. We considered it necessary to extend 
the document to that great length in order to 
meet and cover any possible charges contained 
in the three hundred pages of the majority 


report, which, I say here again, we had no | 


possible opportunity of understanding. To 
point a man to a mountain of manuscript and 
say, ‘‘Go through with that by Saturday 
next, ? would be as reasonable as to tell him 
‘to go to Europe and return in the course of 
three days. We have not reached that facility 
of motion yet, whatever may be the discov- 
eries hereafter. We might as well now ask 
the Senator to consider the views of the mi- 
nority and answer them upon five minutes’ 


notice as to expect us to consider and reply | 


to his report within the time given us, Lwo 
days after it was printed. 


Q 


Ido not consider there was any intention 


on the part of the minority to reflect upon the | 


majority in any way as depriving them of the 
opportunity they desired, to inspect the re- 
port. I do not believe, if we had inspected 
that report, we should have concurred in its 
conclusions. Iam very far from thinking so, 
for since the report of the majority has been 
in my hands, and the views of the minority 
had been drawn up, I have bad a little more 
time to go. through it, and if to-day we were 
to start anew to express the views of the 
minority, I do not think there would be much 
concurrence in the report of the majority. 
Such at least is my impression. Therefore if 
the idea is meant here to be expressed that 
the minority claimed that they had not had the 
opportunity to see this report, and for that 
reason were forced into expressing their views 


without that light, I can only say that that | 


formsa very meager proportion of that urgency 
which compelled them to submit their views. 
As to the remark also that the report speaks 


from the momentit is presented, that is true ; | 


but ali reasonable men know there is no truth 
that is not relative to other truths. Every man 
knows that when areport of some five hundred 
and odd pages is presented it is not struck off 
in the heat of the hour in which it is pre- 
sented. ‘the time necessarily required for 
mere manual preparation.involves a period of 
several days, ori: may be several weeks. One 
report was presented on Thursday ; the other 
report, with all the aid of the printing press of 
the Government, is notready by Saturday night 
following. And, as I say, belore the printed 
pages of the majority report are laid on our 
tables the report of the minority was even then 
passing through the press. Every one who 
reads the two will read them in the light of 
common sense and practical knowledge of the 
facts, and all will see that there is no sugges- 
tion in the views of the minority which bears 
out what I cannot but consider oversensitive- 
ness on the part of the Senator from Peunsyl- 
vania, Thereis no suggestion by the minority 
that there was a concealment or suppression 
from them of the report agreed upon by the 
majority. I do not think there was. But 
there was not ‘* full and ample opportunity’? 
given to the minority to read avd consider the 
report of the majority before they should pre- 
pare and submit their views at length. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not wish to prolong this 
discussion. My object is attained, the object 
of the committee is attained, and if there has 
been any sensitiveness manifested it was not 
mine; it was that of the committee. 
acting as the organ of the committee. Kvery 
member of the majority of the committee feit 
that such great injustice had been done that 
they devolved it upon me as a duty, as the 
chairman of the committee, to bring this sub- 
ject to the notice of the Senate. [ say my 
object is attained, for now we have it avowed 
on the floor of the Senate by the Senator from 
Delaware, candidly, frankly, first thata minor- 
ity report was intended without reference to 
the majority report; second, that the majority 
report was put in the hands of the minority on 
Thursday morning in print, and that they do 
not pretend to complain of any intention to 
deprive them of the opportunity to see it. 

Mr. BAYARD. If we had desired it. 

Mr. SCOTT. And, thirdly, the only thing 


he speaks of that I desire to call attention to | 


is the idea that the views of the minority should 
be a reply to the report of the majority, Lhave 
never understood that to be the proper office 
of the views of the minority of a committee. 
They are to present their views of the subject, 
of the testimony, as they look upon it, and pot 
to sit down as if they were in a court of justice 
where there was to be a beginning and a con- 
clusion according to the pleadings, and a reply 
to the report of the majority. 

J have said my object is accomplished, that 
the intention complained of is disavowed, and 
I have no further opposition to make to the 


I arm | 


| 
j 


+ 


|I motions. 


| 


printing of the views of the minority: I under- 

stand the order is made that the report of the 

majority, with the accompanying papers, bè 
rinted. 4 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order has 
been made, and the views of the minority will 
also be published, and unless ordered by the ` 
Senate they will be printed according. tothe 
usage of the Senate together with the: report 
of the majority.. It is so ordered. 

Mr. SCOT submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

_ Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring,) That forty 
thousand extra copies of the report of the Joint Com- 
mittee to Inquire into the Condition of the late Insur- 
rectionary States be printed, including the views of 
the minority; ten thousand of which shall be for the 
use of the Senate and thirty thousand for the use of 
the House of Representatives; also five thousand 
extra copies of all the testimony taken by said com- 
mittee, fifteen hundred of which shall be for the use 


of the Senate and thirty-five hundred for the use of 
the House of Representatives. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired. ‘The unfinished business is 
before the Senate, being the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. I inquire of the Chair 
whether the yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the pending resolution and preamble? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have not 
been ordered on the resolution, or preamble, 
or the amendment. > 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and also upon the pre- 


amble. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is ou the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Conxrine, ] 

Mr. CONKLING. [demand the yeas and 
nays upon that, and then I will ask them upon 
the other. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Yerk demands the yeas and nays upon 
the amendment offered by himself to the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I now ask for the yeas 
and nays on the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. CONKLING. And also upon the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
right to the floor? 

Mr. CONKLING. I think Ihave the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York claims the floor on the res- 
olution, and before proceeding demands the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr, CONKLING. I wish to be heard 
on the resolution. 

Mr. SUMNER, Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts desire to speak on 
the call for the yeas and nays? That is not 
debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. I donot, I wish to kuow 
whether the Senator from New York has pos- 
session of the floor perpetually on three several 
motions. The Senator has wade three several 
I rose after the Senator had made 
one, and I understood the Senator claimed the 

oor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not wish to inter- 
fere with the Senator, but he is twice out of 
order. First, 1 have the floor; and. second, 
this demand is not debatable. $ 

Mr, SUMNER. 1 do uot wish to debate it. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
is debating it certainly, in a parliamentary 
sense. I insist on my demand, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
siale that by the usage of the Senate the yeas 
and nays can be demanded only upon the pre- 
cise question pending before the Senate. They 
have been ordered only upon the amendment, 


Mr. President, have I a 


Ido. 


1112 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 19, 


and the Senator from New York is entitled to 
the floor if-the Senator from Massachusetts 
demands that.the usage of the Senate shall be 
strictly maintained. j 

Mr SUMNER. There is where I stand. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the yeas and 
nays have been: ordered simply on the amend: 
ment, which is. the precise point now before 
the Senate; and the Senator from New York 
is entitled to- the floor. Several Senators ask 
him-to. yield to morning business. 

-Mr CGCONKLING. Does the Chair hold that 
it is not in order now to demand the yeas and 
nays on the resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Bythe usage of 
the Senate it is not, though if no objection 
were made they could be demanded on all 
three propositions, as the Senator from New 
York has done, and also for a division of the 
various clauses of the preamble, and the yeas 
and nays upon each particular clause; but by 
the usage of the Senate the yeas and nays can 
be demanded, as matter of right, only upon 
that question which is the first question to be 
decided by the Senate; that is, the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I wish to be heard 
briefly on this proposition, but I am quite 
willing to yield to morning business. 

The VICI PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive morning business. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (LL. 4t. No. 1539) 
to provide for a building for the use of the post 
office, custom-house, pension office, United 
States circuit and district courts, and internal 
revenue oftices, at Hartford, Connecticut, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1540) to au- 
thorize the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Cincinnati, Ohio, reported iu with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H, R. No. 1588) for the 
construction of an adduion to the United States 
court-bouse and post office building in Indian- 
apolis, Indiana, and for the purchase of addi- 
tional ground adjoining the site of said build- 
jug, reported it without amendment. 

lle also, from the same commitiee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No, 1484) to au- 
thorize the construction of a fire-proof build- 
ing at Albany, New York, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (3. No. 12) to provide 
fora building fur the use of the post office, 
custom house, pension ollice, United States 
circuit and district courts, and internal rev- 
enue offices at Hartford, Connecticut, reported 
it adversely, and moved its indefinite post- 
povement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 422) to provide 
fora building for the use of the post office, 
custom: house, United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts, and internal revenue offices at 
Hartford, Connecticut, reported is adversely, 
and moved ils indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices-and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, 
asked a grant of public lands to aid in the 
construction of the Mobile and Northwestern 
railroad, asking to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S.No. 428) for the relief of settlers’ on the 
Osage lands inthe State of Kansas, reported 
it without amendment: 


Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on | 


Public Lands, to whom was referred the Pill 


i 


| 


(S. No. 502) to perfect navigation on the Mis- 
sissippi river, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referted the 
bill (S.No, 878) for the relief of J. Ross 
Browne, late minister to China, reported it 
without amendment. ; 
: Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Naval. Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 579) for the relief of the officers and 
crew of the United States steamer Kearsarge, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

“REPORT ON EMIGRATION, 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the 
Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a concurrent resolution from the House of 
Representatives to print additional copies of 
the report of the Bureau of Statisties on the 
subject of emigration, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask its present consider- 
ation. 

The resolution was considered by unani- 
mons consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) Thatfourtcen thousand extra copies 
of the report of the chief of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics on the subject of emigration, with the accom- 
panying papers, be printed, two thousand copies for 
the use of the House, one thousand copies for the 
use of the Senate, one thousand copies bound in 
paper covers for the use of the Troasury Department, 
and ten thousand copies for distribution in Europe 
by the Treasury Department. . 

FISHERIES REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am also directed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred a 
resolution of the Senate to print additional 
copies of thereport of the commissioner of the 
fisheries, to report it back without amendment, 
and ask its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resalved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That five thousand extra copies 
of the report‘of the commissioner of fish and fish- 
crics be printed. fifteen hundred for the use of the 
Senate, three thousand for the use of the louse of 


Representatives, and five hundred for the use of the 
commissioner. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. No. 114). for the relief of 
the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey 
M. Woodyard, late of the twenty-first Mis- 
souri infantry; 

The bill (H. R. No. 528) for the relief of 
Augustine Bacon ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of 
Asa M. Trimble; 

The bill (H_R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him in the adjustment of bis accounts ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1228) for the relief of 
R. Nelson Gere; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
oe Hipp, of St. Mary, Auglaize. county, 

hio; , 

Tbe bill (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 
Martin Watkins, of East Windsor, Connecti- 
cut; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1546) for the relief of 
George H. Rupp; 

Fhe bill (H. R. No. 692) for the relief of 
Daniel M: Page, late first lieutenant of the 
thirty-eighth United States infantry ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1547) for the relief of 
Henry A. Messenger ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1548) for the relief of 
John 8. Waters; 

The bil (H. R. No, 1549) for the relief of 
Jacob H. Ela; 

The bill (H.-R. No. 1550) forthe relief of 
the estate of Dr, John F. Hanks; and 

The bill (EL R. No. 1551) tor the relief of 
8. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John 
W. Mitchell. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of 
Columbia, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
657) relating to the overland mails; which was 
read twice by its title. T 

Mr. COLE. That bill authorizes the Post- 
master General to provide for the transmission 
of the mails in cases of delay by snow block- 
ade, and I ask that it lie on the table for the 
present, and be printed. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 658) for the relief of George McDougall; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, . 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 659) relative to the entry and clearance 
of ferry-boats and of bonded cars passing from 
one State to another through foreign contigu- 
ous territory ; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 660) 
for the protection of the seal fisheries in Alaska, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce.a bill (S. No. 661) 
to extend the time for the completion of a mili- 
tary road from Fort Wilkins, at Copper Harbor, 
in the State of Michigan, to Fort Howard, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 662) authorizing the construction of a 
railway bridge across the Ohio river at Mount 
Vernon, Indiana; which was read twice by its 
ttle, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
aud ordered to he printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. No. 663) 
for the relief of David L. Wright, late captain 
company Ki, fifty-frst regiment Indiana volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. | 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(5. No. 664) lo provide for the erection of a 
public building at Keokuk, lowa, for the use 
of the United States courts and Government 
offices; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committes.on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked,. and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No, 665) to extend the time of payment for 
their lands by persons bolding preémption on 
the public lands in the State of Minnesota; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Publie Lands, and ordered 
to he printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
666) for the relief of Clarissa Bishop, of New 
Orleans, Louisiana; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. 
No. 667) for the relief of Elijah J. Woolum, of 
Cross Piains, in the State of Alabama; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. 
No. 668) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of E. M. Seabrook of South Carolina ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY (by request) asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 669) to charter a railroad and 
telegraph company, and grant the right of 
way through the public lands for the same; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 670) for the relief of Benjamin W. 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee oa Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous. 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 671) to authorize the West Wisconsin 
Railway Company to keep up and maintain a 
bridge for railway purposes across Lake St. 
Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the State of 
Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 672) 
for the relief of Abbott L. Hodge, the son, and 
Amelia S. Hodge, now Mrs. George Packard, 
formerly widow of Nehemiah Hodge, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 673) 
granting the right of way through the pablic 
lands to the Green Bay and Superior Railway 
Company; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. LOGAN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was. considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to forward to the Senate the report of the 


supervising surgeon of the United States Marine hos- 
pital service, showing the operationsof said service 
during the six months ending December 31, 1871. 
MONEYS DUM TO STATES, 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
thereby directed to inform the Senate what amount 
is due to any of the States lately in insurrection 
under the provisions of the twelfth section of the 
act of Congress approved June 7, 1862, entitled ‘An 
act for the collection of direct taxes in insurrection- 
ary districts within the United States, and for other 

urposes 3”? also whether any, and itso, what amount 
has been paid to any of said States under and in 
accordance with the provisions of said act or other 
acts amendatory thereof, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the reso- 
lution ought also to ask the Secretary to 
inform us what amounts are due to any of 
these States under the direct tax which has 
not been paid. 

Mr. SAWYER. That information is already 
in possession of the Senate by resolution call- 
ing for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that Dr. Mareus L. 
Reynolds be allowed to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate his memorial and papers. Be- 
fore action is had by the Senate on this motion, 
I desire to say that his claim against the Gov- 
ernment was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and was considered by that committee 
during the second or third session of the Forty- 
First Congress. ‘There was a great diversity 
of views in relation to his claim. The majority 
reported against it, but the minority were 
allowed to. express.,their..views, which were 


printed by order of the Senate, and by consent 
of the committee the case went upon the Cal- 
endar for discussion in open Senate. He de- 
sires to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
his papers for the purpose of prosecuting bis 
claim before the southern claims commission, 
I have thought it proper to state the circum- 
stances of the case in order that the Senate 
may act advisedly upon my motion. I was 
one of the minority that thought Dr. Reynolds 
was fairly entitled to compensation for his 
property taken by the military authorities 
during the war. : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana has fully stated the reason for the 
withdrawal of the papers of Dr. Marcus L. 
Reynolds, in which case there appears to have 
been a majority and minority report. If there 
be no objection, the papers will be withdrawn. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall object, unless 
copies be taken by the Secretary for our pro- 
tection, 
Mr. PRATT. There is no objection to that, 
The VICK PRESIDENT. That order will 
be made, in connection with the order for the 
withdrawal of the papers. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENOH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Sumner, on the 
12th instant, to raise a select committee. to in- 
quire into the circumstances of certain sales 
of arms and ordnance stores. 

Mr. CONK LING addressed the Senate. [His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SCHURZ obtained the floor. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Will the 
Senator give way for a motion for an executive 
session? 

Mr. SCHURZ. Yes, sir. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and, after fifty- 
five minutes spent in executive session, the 
doors were reopened, and (at four o'clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 19, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m; Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
three minutes after twelve o’vlock. 

SHAWNEE LANDS. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1554) to repeal section fourteen of an act enti- 
tled “An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 80, 1871, and for other purposes ;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

MALINDA CLIFFORD. 


Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1555) granting a pen- 
sion to Malinda Clifford; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETER GRATTEN, 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, also 

introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1556) granting a 


pension to Peter Gratten; which was read a 
first and second time, with the accompanying 
papers referred to tho Committee on invalid 
Peusions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIZE MONEY FOR STEAMER BIENVILLE, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1557) authorizing the pay- 
ment.of prize money to the officers and crew 
of the United States steamer Bienville; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JESSE E. PEYTON. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1558) for the relief of Jesse È. Peyton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

WILLIAM G. BARNARD. 


Mr. GRIFFITH introdoced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1559) for the relief of William G. Barn- 
ard; late aclerk in the custom-house in the 
city of New York; which was read a first aud 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. GRIFFITH also introduced a bill (E, 
R. No. 1560) for the relief of the officers of 


the United States retired from active serwice ; 
which was read a first and secoud time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Alfairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT OLIVER LUMPIIREY, 


Mr. SHERWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1561) to place Lieutenant Oliver Lum- 
phrey upon the retired list of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN BRICK X. BLAIR. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill (A. R. No. 1562) for the relief of Captain 
Brice X. Blair, postmaster at Huntingdon, 
Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLOLHING ALLOWANCE IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1563) providing for an outfit and yearly 
allowance of clothing to enlisted men and boys 
in the Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN F. TROUT, 

Mr. SHERWOOD introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 99) for the relief of First 
Lieutenant John F. Trout, United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLTAM F. BARKER. 


Mr. CARROLL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1564) for the relief of William F. Barker, 
postmaster at Northville, Fulton county, New 
York ; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

CRIMES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WAKEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1565) to amend an act entitled ‘+ An act 
more effectually to provide for the punishment 
of certain crimes against the United States ;”’ 
which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY, ETC., ALBANY, NEW YORK. 

Mr. PERRY, of New York, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1566) to create a port of entry 
and delivery at Albany, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered tobe 
| printed. i 
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G; Le MAYNARD AND E. L.-GRISWOLD.- 
Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
1567) for the relief of George L. Maynard and 
Edward L. Griswold; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NEWSPAPER POSTAGE, 


“Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. :1568) to amend the postal laws in relation 
to the transportation of newspapers by mail; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


L. MERCHANT AND COMPANY. » 


Mr. LAMPORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1569) for the relief of L. Merchant & Co.; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 

IIKNRY VAN CAMPEN: 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1570) granting a pension to 
Henry Van Campen, of Steuben county, New 
York; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

ABIGAIL BAGOT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1571) for the relief of Abi- 
gail*Bagot ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, UTICA, NEW YORK. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1572) to provide for a building for the 
use of the post office, United States circuit 
and district courts, office of the clerk of the 
United States cireuit court, and internal reve- 
nue offices at Utica, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. MYERS, 


Mr. BIRD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1578) 
for the relief of Stephen H. Myers, of Bound 
Brook, New Jersey; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

APPBKALS TO SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. MERRICK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1574) regulating appeals to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in equity and admi- 
rally causes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING INTERNAL TAXES. 

Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1575) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynch- 
burg, Virginia, against whom internal revenne 
taxes have been wrongfully assessed and col- 
lected; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

ELISHA FRANKLIN. 

Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1576) directing that one handred and sixty 
acres of bounty land be issued to Elisha Frank- 
lin for military services in the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812, 

DONATION OF LAND TO VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(IL. R. No. 1577) to grant to the State of Vir- 
ginia public lands to assist her in paying her 
public debt ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, called for the 
reading of the bill, and it was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
impression that gentlemen sometimes call for 
the reading of bilis during the morning 
hour of Monday, with the expectation that 


such reading will secure the insertion of the 
bill in full in the Globe. This isa mistake, 
as the Globe reporters take no more cogni- 
zance of bills read in fall when thus intro- 
duced for reference only than if they were 
read by their titles merely. 
COURTS IN VIRGINIA, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1588) to change the time 
for holding the spring term of the United 
States circuit and district courts at Harrison- 
burg, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to. the Committee on 
Revision of Laws of the. United States, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY TO COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1589) amendatory of existing bounty lawa, 
and granting bounty to persons of color who 
were slaves previous to the 19th day of April, 
1861, and whoenlisted and served in the Army 
of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MONT PATTON, 

Mr. HARPER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1590) for the relief of Mont Patton, of Bun- 
combe county, North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims, 

AUQUSTUS PRUSKOWSKI, 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1591) for the relief of Augustus Pruskowski; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. ; 

REFUNDING TAX ON COTTON. 

Mr. McKEE introduced bill (H, R. No. 
1592) to refund certain taxes collected by the 
Government of the United States on raw cot- 
ton during the years 1865, 1866, 1867, and 
1868; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and 


Means, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1593) to provide for the improvement of Chi- 
funete and Tangipaha rivers, in the State of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coimmercee, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BARLOW, 

Mr. SYPHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1594) for the relief of Mary Barlow, widow 
of Judge Barlow, a loyal citizen of Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTIN TALLY. 

Mr. SYPHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1595) for the relief of Martin Tally, a citi- 
zen of Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF PUBLIC LAND. 


Mr. SY PHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No 1596) to grant a certain tract of land to 
the city of Shreveport, in the State of Louisi- 
ana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed, 


REMOVAL OF RED RIVER RAFT. 


Mr. SYPHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1597) to aid in the removal of the raft 
from Red river, in the State of Louisiana; 
which was reada first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered: 


to be printed, . : 
MUNICIPAL COURT IN TITE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1598) to establish a municipal court in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
ARMY APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1599) in relation to appointments 
in the Army under the act approved July 28, 
1866; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON NATIONAL MONUMENT SOCIETY. 


Mr. McKINNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1600) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Washington National Monu- 
ment Society ;’? which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

ALPHEUS TOBES. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1601) for the relief of Alpheus Tobes, 
late pension agent in New York city; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Gommittee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF A SECTION OF LAW. 


Mr. MAYNARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1602) to repeal the sixth section of an act 
entitled ‘* An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for ine year ending June 
30, 1870, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 8, 1869; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FISK UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. MAYNARD also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1603) to confirm the purchase by the 
executive department of three acres of land in 
the vicinity of Nashville, and to donate the 
same to the trustees of the Fisk University for 
educational purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred. to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1604) to remove all political disabilities 
of certain citizens of Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred. to the 
Commitiee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVERS. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1605) to appropriate money for the sur- 
vey and improvement of the Obion and 
Forked Deer rivers, in Tennessee, $100,000 
to each; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. i ` 

RELIEF FOR CITIZENS OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1606) for the relief of. certain citizens 
of the State of Tennessee; which was read a 
first and ‘second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS E. NEAL. 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. B, 
No, 1607) for the relief of Thomas E. Neal; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. A ` 


DEFINING A STATUTE, 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduceda bill 
(H. R. No. 1608) to declare the true intent 
and meaning of a statute, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to. be printed, : 

SIMON J. THOMPSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No.1609) for the relief of Simon 
J. Thompson, late second lieutenant company 
B, seventy-ninth regiment ludiana volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, re- | 
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ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM IL. PILKINGTON, 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1610) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Pilkington, late second lieutenant 
company G, fifth regiment Indiana volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EPHRAIM P. SHOWALTER. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1611) for the reliefof Ephraim 
P. Showalter; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEBT, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1612) to enforce the payment of the public 
debt in legal currency according to the law 
of the contract as determined and pronounced 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. WILLIAMSON D. DUNN, 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1618) to place the name of Dr, Wil- 
liamson D. Dunn, of Clay county, Indiana, late 
assistant surgeon of the twenty-first regiment 
of Indiana volunteers, on the pension-roll from 
and afier the 10th day of September, 1868; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, 


GEORGE MACDOUGALL, 


Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1614) for the relief of George Macdou- 
gall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1615) authorizing the construction of a 
railroad bridge across the Ohio river at Mount 
Vernon, in the State of Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADAM WALLACE, 


Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1616) grauting a pension to Adam Wallace, 
late a private in company I, thirteenth regi- 
ment Kentucky volunteers ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


STERLING HYDRAULIC COMPANY, 
Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 


No 1617) to authorize the Sterling Hydraulic || 


Company to maintain their dam across Rock 

river, at Sterling, Ilinois; which was read a 

firet and second time, referred to the Comrait- 

tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
JOUN DOLAN. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1618) granting a pension to Jolin 
Dolan; which was read a first aud second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BERKELEY. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No 1619) granting a pension to Benja- 
min F. Berkeley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. SNOWDEN & SON. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 1620) for the relief of J. Snowden 
& Son; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1870. 


Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1621) 
to provide for the printing of additional copies 
of the agricultural report for the year 1870, 
for the use of the Senate and House; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF PURNEL HOWARD. 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1622) for the benefit of the heirs of Purnel 
Howard, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SURETIES OF HARRISON B. BRANCK,. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1628) forthe relief of the sure- 
ties of Harrison B. Branck, late superintend- 
ent of Indian Affairs for the central super- 
intendency; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JELPLERSON MILLER. 


.Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, also introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1624) for the relief of Jefferson 
Miller, late captain company D, twelfth Mis- 
souri volunteer cavalry ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
ou Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


APPEALS AND WRITS OF ERROR, 


Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1625) to amend an act entitled “ An-.act supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘An act to allow 
the United States to prosecute appeals and 
writs of error without giving security, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 27, 1868; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. COMINGO presented a concurrent res- 
olution of the General Assembly of the State 
of Missouri, asking an appropriation by Con- 
gress for the erection of certain public build- 
ings at Kansas City, in said State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

. LAND ENTRIES. ` 

Mr. BOLES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1626) to confirm certain entries of lands 
therein named; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
tbe Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CLYIL RIGHTS. 


Mr. BOLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1627) declaratory of the true intent and 
meaning of the act of Congress entitled “An 
act to enforce the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the several States of 
this Union, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
May 21, 1870; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HANKS introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 100) to authorize the printing of a 
further edition of Humphreys’ and Abbot's 
report on the physics and hydraulies of the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, ordered to be printed. ' 

J.C, M’BRIDE, 

Mr. WALDRON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1628) for the relief J. C. McBride, of 
Michigan ; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, 5 

Mr. CLARKE, of Texas, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1629) to establish the tenth judi- 
cial circuit; which was read a first and second 


1s os 


time, referred to the Committee on the Judi» 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1630) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
on certain persons therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred ‘to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 101) appointing com- 
missioners to inquire into Indian depredations 
on the frontier of Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. - 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT KEOKUK. 

Mr. MeCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1681) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Keokuk, Iowa, 
for the use of the United States courts and 
Government officers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DULY ON TYPE AND TYPE-MNTAL, 

Mr. COTTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1632) to admit type-metal and type free of 
duty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed, 

RELEASE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1638) to release lands held for public use; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS, 

Mr. RUSK also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1634) for the relief of Benjamin W. Rey- 
nolds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


DRY-DOCKS AT MARE ISLAND. . 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
1685) to provide for the building of two ex- 
cavated dry-docks at Mare Island navy yard ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WEST. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1636) for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. West, late consul at Dublin, Ireland; 
which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ARMS FOR MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1637) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish the State of Minnesota with five 
hundred stands of arms; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND DISTRICT IN OREGON. 

Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1688) to create the Linkton land district in the 
State of Oregon ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CLAIMS, 

Mr. LOWE presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Kansas in be- 
half of certain claimants for relief for losses 
sustained in the years 1855 and 1856; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TRINIDAD, COLORADO. 

Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H.R. No. 

1639) for the relief of citizens of Trinidad m 
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the Territory of Colorado; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on. the Public Lands, and ordered to be 


printed. l 
S UTE INDIANS, COLORADO. 


Mr. CHAFFEE also introduced ajoint reso- 
lution (H. R.: No, 102) authorizing the Beere- 
tary of the Interior to make certain negotiations 
with the Ute Indians in Colorado ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


HOMESTEADS AND PREEMPTION CLAIMS. 


Mr. CHAFFEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1640) in relation to homesteads and pre- 
emption claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF IDAHO. 


Mr. MERRITT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
1641) in relation to the Legislative Assembly 
of [daho Territory; which was read a first and 
second time; referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. ` 

JAMES STOUT. 

Mr. MERRITT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1642) for the relief of James Stout, 
agent of the Treasury. at Boisé City, Idaho 
Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, with the accompanying papers referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introdaced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1643) to incorporate the Anacostia’ and 
Potomac Railroad Company in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and 
secon, time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 

DEFECTIVE TITLES IN PIR DISTRICT, 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 1644) to cure defective titles in the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


USURY LAWS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1645) to amend the usury laws of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred. to the Committees 
for the District of Columbia, aud ordered to 
be printed. 

ARMY OFFICERS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 1646) to repeal section three of a joint 
resolution for the relief of certain officers of 
the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The States and Terri- 
tories having been called for bills and joint 
resolutions for reference, the remainder of the 
morning bour will be for resolutions; bills, &., 
for consideration at the present time. Beso- 
lutions are in order from the State of Maine, 
where the call rested last Monday, 


CIVIL RIGHTS, 


Mr. FRYE. At the request of Mr. Hooper, 
of Massachusetts, I introduce a bill supple- 
mental to au act entitled “An act to protect 
all ci'izens of the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means for their vin- 
dication,”’ passed April 9, 1866, upon which I 
propose to call the previous question. 

_ The bill (H. R. No. 1647) was read a first 
time. 

Mr, BROOKS, of New York. Has notice 
been given of this bill under the rule? 

Mr. FRYE. Notice has been given. 

the SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the 

hair that notice bas been given. 


Mr. DAWES. -Is this bill so drawn as to 
exclude from its. operation all those people 
in the United States who have not yet become 
citizens? . > - 
Mr. FRYE. I believe that the gentlemen 
from, the. Pacific coast reserve their peculiar 


rights: . 7 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. A parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I want to know by whom 
notice was given, and on what day. 

o The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the 
Chair that notice wag given on Thursday or 
Friday last’ by Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Hoover 
does not offer the bill now. l 

The SPEAKER. It has been repeatedly 
ruled that where notice has been given by 
one member another. member can introduce 
the bill, the notice not being personal, but to 
the House. 

Mr. DAWES.. I have no objection to the 
general purpose of the bill, but I want to 
express my regret that my colleague, [ Mr. 
Hoorer}]—— f 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, is debate 
in order? > ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I object, unless 
there can be an opportunity to reply. 

Mr.. BROOKS, of New York. As a ques- 
tion of order, how does the Chair rule that 
notice should be given? 

The SPEAKER. The rule itself prescribes 
that notice shall be given either in open House 
or by handing it to the Clerk, wha embodies 
itin the Journal which is read the next day. 

Mr.’ BROOKS, of New York. Was this 
notice read the next day? I wish to have that 
question settled. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the Clerk to 
determine by reference to the Journal. The 
Chair is not advised on that point. Itis a 
question of fact which must be decided by an 
appeal to the Journal. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER., ‘the Chair is waiting 
until the question of fact bas been decided as 
to whether notice was given in the Journal of 
the intention of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to offer this bill. If such notice was 
not given, the Chair will sustain the point of 
order that the bill is not before the House. 
The Chair is now informed by the Clerk that 
notice was given on last Thursday, and was 
read on, Friday morning as a part of the 
Journal. , The bill is therefore properly before 
the House. 

Mr. COX. -Ts the bill debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Tt is not. It is intro- 
duced during the morning hour under the sec- 
ond call, the call for resolutions; and the 
gentleman introducing it indicates his purpose 
to call the previous question. The bill will 
be read. 

The bill was read, The first section pro- 
vides that no citizen of the United States 
shall, by :reason of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, be excepted or ex- 
cluded from the. full and equal enjoyment of 
any accommodation, advantage, facility, or 
privilege furnished by innkeepers; by com- 
mon Carriers, whether on land or water; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of the- 
aters or other places of public amusement; 
by trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other officers of common schools 
and other public institutions of learning, the 
same being supported by moneys derived trom 
general taxation, or authorized by law; by 
trustees and officers of cemetery associations 


{and benevolent institutions incorporated by 


national or State authority. But private 
schools, cemeteries, and institutions of learn- 
ing estublished exclusively for white or colored 
persons, and maintained respectively by volun- 
tary coutributions, shall remain according to 
the terms of the original establishment, 

The second section provides that any person 


violating any of the provisions of the fore- 
going section, or aiding in their violation, or 
inciting thereto, shall, for every such offense, 
forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall also, 
for every such offense, be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, 
shall be fined not less than $500 nor :more 
than $1,000, or shall be imprisoned not less 
than thirty days nor more than one year ; pro- 
vided that the party aggrieved is uot to recover 
more than one penalty; and when the offense 
is a refusal of burial; the penalty may be 
recovered by the heirs at law of the person 
whose body has been refused burial. Ps 

The third section evacts that the same juris- 
diction and powers are hereby conferred aud 
the same dunes enjoined upon the courts and 
officers of the United States in the execution 
of this act as are conferred and enjoined upon 
such courts and officers in sections three, fuur, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act 
to protect all persons in the United States in 
their civil rights, and to furnish the means of 
their vindication,” passed April 9, 1866, and 
these sections are hereby made a part of this 
act; and any of the aforesaid officers faiiing to 
institute and prosecute such proceedings hereia 
required shail, for every such offense, forfeit 
and pay the sum of $500 to the person aggrieved 
thereby, to be recovered by an actiou on the 
case, with full costs, and sball, on conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and be fined not less than $1,000 nor more 
than $5,000. 

The fourth section provides that no citizen 
possessing all other qualifications which are or 
may be prescribed by law shall be disqualitied 
for service as juror in any court, national or 
State, by reason of race, color, or previous con- 
dition of servitude ; and any officer or other-per- 
son charged with any duty in the selection or 
summoning of jurors who shall exclude or tail 
to summon any citizen for the reason above- 
named is, on conviction thereof, to be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined not less 
than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

The fifth section repeals every discrimina- 
tion against any citizen on account of color by 
the use of the word ‘f white’? in any law, stat- 
ute, ordinance, or regulation, nt 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Is itin order for the gentleman 
introducing this bill to so modify it as to strike 
out the word ‘* citizen” and insert the word 
‘person,’ so that it will apply to all persons? 

The SPEAKER. Notice of a bili of this 
kind is given by the title merely. The Chair 
is not informed whether the bill just read is 
the precise bill which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had in mind when he gave notice 
by the title of the introduction of the bill. 
‘Lhat is a matter concerning which, of course, 
the Chair can know nothing. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. As a parliamentary in- 
quiry, I ask whether it is in order to move 
that the bill be not received by the House? 

The SPHAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I make that motion. 

Mr. COX. 1 would like to have the Chair 
rule on the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Dawgs. | 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has ruled that 
notice of the introduction of this bill has been 
given by handing the title to the Journal clerk, 
The Chair does ngt know, nor does he see how 
the gentleman from Massachusetts can know, 
that this is not the precise bill intended to be 
covered by that notice. 

Mr. COX. It is within the power of any- 
body to change the substance ofa bill without 
changing the title. 

The SPEAKER. When a gentleman gives 
notice that he will introduce a bill of a certain 
title, the Chair cannot of course know what 
modifications he may make in the biil between 
the time of giving notice and the time of 
introduction. 
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Mr. COX. It is apparent on the face of 
the bill that it has been substantially altered. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair does not know 
in what respect, 

Mr. COX. In reference to the matter men- 
tioned by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] by striking out ‘ citizens’? and 
putting in “ persons;’’ & most substantial 
amendment., : 

The SPEAKER, No such alteration ap- 
pears on the bill. VR , 

Mr. DAWES. My inquiry is whether it 
would be in_ order for the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] to so modify his bill as to 
strike out the word “citizen” and insert the 
word * person,” so that it might be a bill to 
protect all persons? : “ 

The SPEAKER. Whether it would be in 
order now? . 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

TheSPEAKIER, The gentleman from Maine 
can modify his. bill now. 

Mr. DAWES, I appeal to the gentleman 
to so modify his bill. 

Mr. PERCE, I call for the regular order 
of business. Nay 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state what 
seems to be the difficulty with gentlemen. On 
Monday the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoover] introduced a bill and referred 
it to the appropriate committee, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and it was ordered to be 
printed. On Thursday he introduced a bill, 
and gave notice that it would be called up for 
action this morning. Non constat it must be 
the same bill. The gentleman from Maine is 
at liberty to modily it. i 

Mr, ELDREDGE. My point of order is 
this; that the first question is on the motion 
to reject the bill, and not on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COX. Thar the bill be not received? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, but that amounts 
to the same thing. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The effect 
of such a motion would be that the previous 
question could not be called, and then it would 
go over forever. . 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wis- 

 consin has the right to make his motion. The 
demand for the previous question which the 
gentleman from Maine has made is on the eur 
grossment and third reading of the bill. The 
bill baving been once read, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin moves that tt be rejected. The 
previous question does not come in until a sub- 
sequent. stage of the bill, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin de- 
batable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. Nothing is 
debatable in the morning hour. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 1 demand the yeas and 
nays on my motion to reject the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 89, nays 116, not voting 
85; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
James Brooks, Caidwell, Campbeil, Carroll, Coghtan, 
Comingo, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, 
Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eldredge, Forker, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Ilandley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, 
Kendall, Kerr, King, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Mar- 
shall, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, Melntyre, 
McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Pot- 
ter, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, William R., Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, Sioss, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Storm, 
Swauo, Terry, Tuthill, Van Tramp, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wells, Whitthorne, Wiliams 
of New York, Winchester, Wood, and Young~89, 

NAYS-Messrs. Ambler Averill, Banks. Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, 
Boles, George M, Brooks, Buckley., Builinton, Burch- 
ard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, William T. Ciarke, 
Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotion, Creely, Crocker, Dar- 
rail, Dawes, key, Donnan, Duell, Donnell, 
Eames, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder 
Foster, Frye, Gartieid, Harmer, Gcorge B. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Mays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Jobn W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, 


Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lowe, Lyneh, May- 
nard, MeCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac 
©. Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron E., Perry, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Bihis H.. Roberts, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seetey, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, IL. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J, 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stough~ 
ton, Stowell, Strong, Sypher, Tatte, Thomas, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Lurner, Twichell, Tyner, Upton, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—116, : 

NOT VOTING.—Messrs, Ames, Archer, Austin 
Blair, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Con- 
ner, De Large, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Henry D. Foster, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Kelloggs, 
Kinseila, Lamison, Lansing, Mitchell, Morey, Pen- 
dleton, Peters, Randall, John M, Rice, Ritchie, 
Roosevelt, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, St, John, 
Sutherland, Dwight Townsend, Wakeman, Wails, 
and Warren--35. . 


So the House refused to reject the bill.- 

During the vote, 

Mr. SWANN stated his colleague, Mr. 
ARCHER, was detained at home by severe sick- 
ness in his family, and that if present he 
would vote in the affirmative. l 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. , 

The morning hour having expired, the bill 
went over to Monday next.’ 

PRISONERS OF WAR. . 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in 
order was a motion coming over from last 
Monday, made by Mr. Smaxngs, that. the. rules 
be so suspended as to allow him to introduce 
and the House to pass a joint resolution in 
relation to prisoners of war, 

The joint resolution, which was read, author- 
izes and requests the President of the United 
States to open friendly correspondence and 
negotiations with any and all civilized nations 
with a view to procure the adoption in the laws 
of nations of a provision that captives. in war 
shall not be personally retained as prisoners, 
but shall, under flags of truce, be returned at 
the earliest possible time to their own lines or 
vessels, and paroled until properly exchanged, 
so that the books of the commissioners of 
exchange of the respective belligerents shall 
determine the relative advantage in captives, 
and thus the onerous burdens and sacrifices 
of prison-life be prevented. 

Mr. SHANKS. This is a question of great 
interest to the whole civilized world, and in 
consideration of the importance of the meas- 
ure, I shall not ask that it be pressed through 
under the previous question. 1 therefore with- 
draw the motion tò suspend the rules and pass 
the joint resolution, and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with a 
right to report at any time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
know about that. 

Mr. SHANKS. Itisa very important meas- 
ure, and | hope there wili be no objection vo 
its reference. 

Mr. COX. I hope the resolution will not 
be sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
That committee will send nothing back to the 
House which is referred to them. We have 
referred to them questions about Cuha involv- 
ing this very thing. I would like very much 
to see something done to mitigate the horrors 
of war, and I look upon this as a very valuable 
proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the 
genueman from Indiana [ Mr. Suanxs] will ask 
the House to pass the resolution now, I think 
every member will vote for it. 

Mr. COX. J object to the gentleman with- 
drawing his motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SHANKS. Then lL insist-on wy motion, 
that the rules be suspended aud the joint res- 
olution passed. 

‘The question was on suspending the. rules ; 
and being taken, it was agreed to, (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof. ) 


I do not 


So the rules were suspended; and the joint | 
resolution (H. R. Nó. 103) authorizing the | 


President to open- negotiations with all civil- 


ized nations in reference to captives in war was 
received, read three times, and passed. 


FREE SALT AND COAL, 


Mr. HALE. I moye that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the following resolution’ be 
adopted, 7 

+The Clerk read as follows: 


, Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
bé; and the same is hereby, instructed, whenever it 
shall report.» bill changing any‘import duties, to 
place salt and coal upon the free list. 


Mr. DAWES, I ask the gentleman. from 
Maine [Mr. Hale] to consent that the reso- 
lution shall be referred: to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. It does seem to me. that 
it is.rather an unusual course to take the 
business of the Committee of Ways and Means 
into this House white they are considering all 
these matters with all: the diligence which 
new men. like the members of that committee, 
can be expected to apply to these great sub- 
jects, I ask the gentleman from Maine to 
permit this matter to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ; 

Mr. HALE. In introducing this resolution 
there is, of course, no intention to treat the 
Committee of Ways and Means with any dis- 
courtesy, ‘he House last spring passed a 
bill having this object in view by more than 
a three-fourths vote. One week ago the House, 
on p resolution similar to this, instructed the 
committee to report a bill placing tea end 
coffee on the free list. I for one'do not wish 
the committee, acting under that instruction, 
to report a bill applying to tea arid coffee 
alone, butin accordance with what the House 
is already committed to I desire that the bill 
reported by the committee shall placesalt aud 
coal also on the free list. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, Mr. Speaker, is this 
question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, 

Mr. DAWES. I appeal to the House to 
allow these matters which belong to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to go to that com 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I abject to debate. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to move to amend the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not when the motion 
pending is to suspend the rules and pass the 
resolution. i 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order to 
move to lay the resolution on the table ? 

The SPEAKER, Itis not. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish also to make a par- 
liamentaryinguiry. How does this differ from 
the bill already passed in relation to this sub- 


ect? 

: The SPEAKER, That isin the nature of 
debate rather than a parliamentary point, The 
Chair also would remind the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means that this is nob 
a bill, but a resolution of instructions to the 
committee. : 

Mr. KiLLINGER. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we will not adjourn, 
Let us have a vote which will settle fairly aud 
squarely whether the business of the Com- 
mittee of Ways aud Means is to be transacted 
here or in their committee-room. 

Mr. McGREW. Task for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being put on ordering the yeas 
and nays, there were—ayes seventeen; nob a 
sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr, HALK’ s motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I appeal to the 
gentleman trom Maine [Mr. Hate] to allow 
me to add “tobacco ” to the articles mentioned 
in bis resolution. 

The SPEAKER, 


The motion is notamend- 
able, á 
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Mr. MAYNARD. Trise'to a point of order 
similar to'that already made by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, but 
not precisely the same. It is that is is notin 
order to instruct the committee to report the 
identical proposition which, so-far as this House 
can enact it, has already passed into legisla- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself 
will see that his premises aré not correct. 
The Clerk will again read the resolution, and 
that will be a sufficient answer. 

The resolution was again read. 

: The SPEAKER. Itis not the same propo- 
sition. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no question but. 
what the resolution is in order, but I trust the 
House wiil not sustain it. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules, 

The yeas and nays were ordered.- 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 102, nays 86, not voting 52; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barber, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beil, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, Campbell, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Donnan, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Dunnell, Hames, 
Eldredge, Farnsworth, Forker, Garrett, Getz, Gol- 
Jaday, Haldeman, Halo, Handley, Hanks, George 
E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Hays, 
Gerry W. Wazelton, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kelloge, Kendall, King, Lamison, Lowe, Lynch, 
Marshall, McCormick, McHenry, McKee, MeKin- 
ney, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Moore, Morgan, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac Parker, Eli Perry, 
Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, William R, Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Sargent, Shanks, Sheldon, Shober, 
Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Strong, Terry, Tuthill, Pwichell, Tyner, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New 
York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—102, , 

NAYS—Messrs. Amblor, Averill, Barry, Beck, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, James 
Q. Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Bufinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Conger, Creely, 
Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, Dickey, Duell, Fink- 
elnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D., Foster, Eryo, Grif- 
fith, dlancock, Harmer, Harper, John W. Hazelton, 
Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Tamport, Lewis, Maynard, McClelland, McCrary, 
Merew, MeJunkin, Mercur, Merrick, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negloy, Packer, Peck, Perco, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, his H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Sawyer, Scofield, Secley, Sessions, 
Shetlabarger, Sherwood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman 
Smith, Jolin A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Spraguo, Starkweather, Stowell, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Tatfo, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Turner, Upson, Whiteloy, Willard, and John 
‘LT. Wilson-—-86, 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Amos, Archer, Banks, 
Bright, Benjamin I. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Carrolli, Freoman Clarke, Comingo, Conner, De 
Large, Elliott, Ely, Farwoll, Henry D, Poster, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Halsey, Hambleton, Havons, Here- 
ford, ILooper, Kerr, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Man- 
son, Melntyre, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey, Pendle- 
ton, Aaron F, Porry, Peters, Randall, John M. 
Ries, Ritchie, Roosevelt, Rusk, Slocum, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, St. John, Dwight 
Townsend, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Warren, and Wells—d2, 


So (two thirds not votiig in favor thereof) 
the rales were not supended, : 

During the roll-call, 

Mr, ADAMS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rice, was detained from the House on account 
of sickness, and if present he would have 
voted “ay.” : 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above recorded, 

DUTIES ON TEA AND COFFEE, 

Mr. MERCUR. I move that the rules be 
suspended and that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1587) to repeal existing duties on tea 
and coffee, and that the bill be passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to modify his motion in this 
way: that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of that bill, and that 
it stand in the House under a motion to recom- 
mit for debate. 

Mr. MERCUR, IT must decline to do that. 

Mr. DAWES. Then we shall be able to 
submit to the House some reasons. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I object to debate. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed bythe Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to ask the House 
to hear me. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I object to debate. 

Mr. BURCHARD. ` I ask that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur) have 
unanimous consent to explain the object of 
his motion. 


Mr. BINGHAM. We want nothing of the 
kind. 

Mr. COX. The object is protection. This 
is a Pennsylvania bill. . 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I insist that the rule in 
regard to debate be enforced. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise toa 
point of order; and in order that I may state 
my point, I ask for the reading of a passage 
from the Journal of the House of March 13, 
1871. 

Mr. DICKEY., That is debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide 
whether it is in the nature of debate or not 
when he has heard it. The gentleman must 
state his point of order first, and his reasons 
afterward, not first the reasons and then the 
point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. My point of 
order ig that on the 13th of March, 1871, as 
will be seen by reference to the Journal, this 
very House passed this very bill, and it is now 
pending before the Senate for action. To say 
nothing of parliamentary propriety, common 
propriety and common decency forbid a repe- 
tition. 

The SPEAKER, That is not a point of 
order and the Chair overrules it. it is the 
privilege of the House to pass the same bill 
every second day during the session if it 
chooses. 

Mr. KILLINGER. We have already passed 
an amnesty bill three different times, 

Mr. DAWES. Iask unanimous consent of 
the House to make a statement on behalf of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MERCUR. I must object to any 


debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Objectto allow- 
ing the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to make a statement? 

Mr. MERCUR. Ido object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I hope that 
will be noted. 

Mr. KERR. I hope the House will under- 
stand that this is in the interest of protection. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order.” 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Mer- 
cur] objects to debate on his proposition, as 
he has a right to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose I have a right to 
say that I think it is unkind on the part of 
the gentleman to object to my making a state- 
ment. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Because the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] so seldom 
has an opportunity to make statements here. 

. Mr. COX. Can I move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Mer- 
cur] by striking out the last part of it? 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. A 
member who'has the floor to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules has the right to frame his 
motion to suit himself. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Will it be 
in order to ask what is the use of a Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means under those circum- 
stances? 

Mr. KILLINGER. _T object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SCOFIELD, On that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 
_ Mr. COX. Irise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. COX. Is the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mf. Mercur] divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, - 


Mr. COX. Is there’ no way to obtain a 
division of the motion? , 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. KERR Isit in order to move thatthe 
House now adjourn ? 
The SPEAKER. 
order at this time. a 
Mr. KERR. Then I make that motion. - 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman will 
not make that motion. Let us settle the ques- 
tion now, and see whether or not there is any 
use for the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KERR. I will withdraw that motion 
at the suggestion of the gentleman. ; 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. Mercur; and there were—yeas 155, 
nays 38, not voting 47; as follows: 
` YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, 
Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Butfinton, 
Benjamin F, Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
William T. Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Conger, Crebs, 
Creely, Crocker, Crossiand, Darrall, Davis, Diekey, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Eames, Bi- 
dredge, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hal- 
deman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Ilanks, 
Harmer, Harper, John T. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Jobn W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hill, Hoar, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kil- 
linger, King, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lowe, 
Lynch, Manson, Maynard, McClelland, McCormick, 
MeGrew, McHenry, Mclatyre, McJunkin, McKin- 
ney, McNeely, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F, 
Meyers, Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley.Niblack, Packard, Packer, Isaac ©. Parker, 
Peek, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, 
Read, WHis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, Rogers, Rusk. Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shober, Shoemaker, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Storm, Strong, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sy her, Taffe, Terry, ‘Thomas, Washington 
‘Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T, Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and i ae . 

NAYS—Messrs, Beck, Bird, James G. Blair, James 
Brooks, Burchard, Coburn, Comingo. Cotton, Cox, 

awes, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Garfield, Hale, 
Hawiey, Iay, Hibbard, Hooper, Kerr, Lewis. Me- 
Crary, Merrick, Moore, Orr, Palmer, 
Peters, Poland, Potter, Edward Y. Rice, Slocum, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, and Willard—3s. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Ames, ‘Archer, Aver- 
ill, Bright, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Free--4 
man Clarke, Conner, Critcher, De Large, Dunnell, 
Elliott, Ely, Henry D. Foster, Goodrich, Halsey, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Houghton, Ketcham, 
Kinsella, Lansing, Marshall, Melee, Mitchell, 
Morey, Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, Ran- 
dall, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Roosevelt, Seeley, 
Slater, Worthington OU, Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Sprague, St. John, Dwight Townsend, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Warren, and Williams of 
New York—47. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the same was passed. 


During the roll-eall, 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, said: 
On this question I am paired with Mr. Pey- 
DLETON, of Rhode Island. Ifhe were here he 
would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I should vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. POLAND obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pouanp] yield 
to me for a moment? i 

Mr. POLAND. Yes, sir. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
leave to present a petition for reimbursement 
of French spoliation to the sufferers by those 
spoliations; and the reason why I do not pre- 
sent this memorial silently under the rule, as 
T might do, is that I wish to call attention to 
the fact that these claimants sign themselves 
as either original owners of those claims or ag 
their heirs and legal representatives to, as I 
am informed, nearly or quite one third of the 
whole claims. 

Mr. DAWES. Is there any reason why this 
petition should not be referred under the rule? 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts, My object 


That motion would be in 
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in presenting the petition in open House was 
to call the attention of the country to the fact I 
have statedy:so that it may appear that the 
original claimants are here asking. relief: I 
move the. reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee’on Foreign Affairs. ety he 

The. motion was agreed to. 

CONDITION OF SOUTHERN STATES. 
_. Mr. POLAND. Iam directed by the joint 
Committee on the Condition of the late Insar- 
rectionary States to present a report, and also 
a copy of a portion of the testimony—about 
one half—which has been taken by that com- 
mittee. ; 

The report, with accompanying papers, was 
jJaid on, the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POLAND. Iam also directed by the 
committee to report the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That forty thousand extra, copies 
of the report ot the joint Committee to Inquire into 
the Condition of the late Insurrectionary States be 
printed, ten thousand of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate, and thirty thousand for the use of the 
House of Representatives; also, five thousand extra 
copies of all the testimony taken by said committec, 
fifteen hundred of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate and thirty-five hundred for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution must be 
referred to the Committee on Printing, under 
the jaw. : 

Mr. BECK. On behalf of the minority of 
the committee I am directed to submit their 
views, and ‘ask that the document shall take 
the same course as the report of the majority, 


“The majority of the Committce on Alleged Out~ 
rages in the Southern States having resolved to make 
their report to the two Houses of Congress before 
the testimony taken by the sub-committees sent to 
those States has been printed, and having sent their 
report to the Public Printer without giving the 
undersigned the opportunity. properly to ascertain 
its centents or the conclusions of the majority, it 
becomés necessary that the undersigned members of 
the comurittec’ should submit their views of the 
testimony which has been taken, and of all matters 
committed to their charge,” Í Á 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that a consider- 
able portion of the testimony that has been 
taken and which is not yet in print was not 
prepared: in manuscript to be submitted to the 
committee untilsome time after the commence- 
ment of the present session; and in_conse- 
quence of the urgency of work in the Printing 
Oifice it is not yet printed. ‘The report of the 
majority is founded upon the testimony only 
that has been printed; and we so declare. At 
a meeting of the commiitee very early in this 
session—I{ think on the 6th of December—the 
gentlemen composing the minority of the 
committee stated that they desired. to make a 
minority report, and they wished the commit- 
teetd furnish them with a clerk to aid them 
in preparing the: report, which request was 
acceded to.: - This was done, so far as I know 
and believe, before one word of the majority 
report was. written, 7 : 

Of course it: was a very considerable paper, 
and it.took considerable time to get the ma- 
joxity.report prepared. : On'the 10th February, 


one week ago the last Saturday, a meeting of the 
committee was duly notified by the chairman 
of the committee and nearly all tie members 
were present, a quorum certainly. The chair- 
man. was prepared to submit his report to the 
committee, but on observing the pile of man- 
uscript which would make three hundred print- 
ed pages, it was quite evident to gentlemen they 
could not remainthere untilit was read. 1t was 
finally suggested, in order that these gentlemen 


might have the fullest opportunity to examine 


the majority report before it was adopted, it 
should be sent to the Public Printer to be printed 
for the use of the committee, or as they say in the 
Senate, " printed, in confidence.” . ‘This was 
agreed to. At the. same time. it was stated 
their minority report was prepared: and they 
desired that should be seut to the Printer in 
the same way, which was by the committee 
directed to bedone. The report of the major- 
ity was printed in a day or two and distrib- 
uted to every member of the committee. In 
two or three days there was a meeting of the 
committee, which directed this report should 
be made. At that meeting no member of the 
committee of either political party made any 
suggestion, but he had the amplest and fullest 
time to make all the examination of that 
report he wantėd., Now, in the first sentence 
of the minority report it is substantially stated 
they had no opportunity to know what was 
contained in the majority report, either its 
reasoning or its conclusions. This Í say, with- 
out intending to impute to any gentleman on 
that eide of the House intentional misrepre- 
sentation, is substantially untrue. 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say a word, and only one word? 

Mr. POLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK rose. 3 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to the fact that this is all being done by unani- 
mous consent. , 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the minority had no opportunity, as the 
gentleman from Vermont well knows, of see- 
ing this report until last Saturday a week ago. 
Some ten days ago was the first time we had 
the opportunity of seeing it, As he has very 
well observed, it contains three hundred printed 
pages. It was impossible for us to read and 
understand what was in that report ip the brief 
time allowed us, and therefore no: member of 
the minority attempted to do so, {t was sent 
on that day: to the Printer, and finished’: on 
Wednesday. ‘lhe report of the minority was 
made up withont seeing. the majority report, 
aud was put in the hands of the Printer 
on Wednesday, and was.in the hands of the 
majority on Saturday. Audall the members of 
the minority undertook to say is that “ having 
sent their report to the Pubiic Printer without 
giving the undersigned opportunity properly 
to ascertain its contents or the: conclusions of 
the majority,” therefore it becomes necessary 
to submit their views in theirown way: And 
we have done so without any reference to the 
views of the. majority, and without any proper 
opportunity of seeing them, for if we. had 
undertaken to do so we would not have bad a 
report ready for a month; as the gentleman 
himself knows we could not by any possibility 
have done. I say there was no intention to 
reflect on the members of the committee, So 
far as Lam advised, in the language which has 
been read. it was apologizing.to the House 
for not having noticed what the majority had 
said, and somewhat for the lengih. of the 
minority report, as we had to go over the whole 
ground without reference to what had been 
done in the majority report. That was the 
intention of the remark, and the only inten- 


tion. gei 
` Mr. SCOFIELD. I should like to call the 
attention of the House not only.to the state- 
ment -made in. the: first sentence, but to the 
statement made on page 292... => : ‘ 
| Mr. BECK. In which report?. 


. Mr. SCOFIELD. The minority report. The 
first clause onthe first’ page’ states that the 
minority had no opportunity. to ascertain ‘the 
contents of the report ofthe- majority: On 
page 292 it undertakes to characterize: ‘the 
report which they state in the opeding they 
had never seen, and this-ic the:statements t) 

‘And the conduct and report of the majority of 
this committee——— GOS SO RA ray 

Mr. BECK. There is no such, language in 
the report. ee GG, 

Mr. SCOFIKLD. Lam reading:the wordsof ` 
the minority report. ° ei een 

Mr. BECK. I tise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state” 
his point of order. se 

Mr. BECK. ‘The point of order is that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania; [Mr. Scorrern, ] 
while professing to read fromthe report of the 
minority of the committee, is reading, what is 
not in the report. S E ETE 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of 
fact. ‘ š 

Mr. BECK. It is a question of fact, and I 
make the point of order uponit. 

Mr. SCOFLELD. I hold in’ my hand the 
minority report, and it says: ° a 

The conduct and report of the. majorit of this 
committee as inaugurated, continued; and reported, 
is the grossest outrage, the foulest'calumay=—-' S 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. ‘The gentleman’ from 
Pennsylvania [Mr," Scoriuip] was © present 
when that was corrected. : SA 

Mr. BECK. And the gentleman from Peün- 
sylvania knows it was corrected, He’ saw it 
corrected, and made no objection. o i 

Mr. SCOFIELD: ‘he geatieman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] is entirely mistaken as 
to what I know upon the subject. It is true 
that I called this fact to the attention of these 

entlemen this morning, that while they said 

iu the beginning of their report that they had 
never had an opportunity of seeing the report, 
they: had. further ‘on characterized it’ a3 ‘the 
grossest outrage and the foulestcaluimny; and 
if they altered their report in ‘that respect it 
was unknown to me.. 1 did see them in'con- 
gultation, but whether they: concluded: to 
change the statement of their views or not, I 
was not informed. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania say that: he left the room 
before:the correction was.made? 6 0. 

Mr. SCOFIBLD. . I say that: F heard’ no 
correction made, I called ‘the attention: of 
these gentlemen to that portion of their report, 
and remained in the room for some time, -but 
T was not aware that they -had:changed it! I 
think there was some conversation among them 
on the subject. 

Mr. BECK. You heard every word of it. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order... cy 

Mr. COX. “My “point of order is;, that 
if gentlemen are allowed to state here ‘what 


occurred in committee they ought to state it 
correctly, 


and that what is really the report 
of the minority of the committee is the report 
submitted by the gentlemen authorized'to’ do 
so. Thatis one point; and another point of 
order which I desire to make is that ‘the gen: 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Sco 
not read from the report submitte' 
tleman from’ Kentucky [Mr. Bzg 
of the minority: ty es 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
Clerk to read that portion “ofthe report as cot- 
rected in pencil, so that’the House will under: 
stand what are the facts: 0 000 0 ' 
Mr. DICKEY. Will it be read asco 
oras the minority originally propose 
sent it? e 
Mr. COX. We will present: 
form we please. TAE 
The Clerk read-as follows: 
Thesé six States have ip gresat 
tion of 4,973,738, andthe: total nambar 0 


in whatever 


xd n la~ 
f counties 
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exceeds four hundred and twenty. Wedo-not fear 
successful contradiction when we say that there 
fever was a disguised: band in one tenth part of 
them, or in over forty of these four hundred and 
twenty counties. Simply in a county here and thero, 
or at most in one or two counties together in sev- 
eral of these States, have such bands committed 
depredations: and we will show to all men not 
blinded by prejudice or passion that the Ku Klux 
bill. is the grossest outrago—— 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. “That the Ku Klux 
bill and the proceedings thereunder arte,” &c. 

The Clerk continued to read as follows: 


That the Ku Klux Dill, and the conduct and 


report of the majority of this committce, as inaugu- 
rated, continued, and reported, is the grossest out- 
rage“ 

Mr. BECK. The Clerk is not reading the 
report of the minority committee. 

Ir. SCOFIELD. J ask that the Clerk shall 
read it as it stands printed. 

Mr. COX. I object to that. Let him read 
the report of the minority. It is a small thing 
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to bring 
it in in that way in order to make a little point. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a question of order. 
It is this: that that paper was our private paper 
until submitted in this House to-day. And the 
paper that we submitted to-day is the only 
paper which anybody ever had a right to see 
or to know anything about. , 

The SPEAKER. That will not prevent the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SCOFIELD, ] 
when occupying the floorin his own right, from 
having anything read which is pertinent to the 
debate. 

Mr. COX. He is having this read as the 
report of the minority. 

The SPEAKER, He has a right to have it 


read. N 

Mr. BECK. But I submit to the Chair that 
he has no right to say that the members of 
the minority, whose names are signed to that 
report, have presented as their report any: 
thing else than that which they did present. 

TheSPEAKER. Thatisa moral questions 
not a parliamentary one. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Iam not going to par- 
ley with. the gentlemen about what is in their 
report as amended. 


Mr. BECK. It is not as amended, but as 


made. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Iam very glad to know 
that upon. second thought, and after I called 
their attention to it, they-struck that out. I 
would like to know, however, whether they 
have also amended the next paragraph. 
will ask the Clerk to read the next clause as 
it is printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To make our report clear and intelligible to the 
mass of the American people, on whose innate bon- 
esty and sense of justice we rely, for we fear no facts 
will have any effect on the partisan majority in Con- 
gress, who have alreaily shown by the passage of the 
Ku Klux bill against their will and judgment that 
they dare not disobey the orders of their imperious, 
not to say impérial President. ~ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order 
that it is not competent for the minority of the 
committee to make a report reflecting upon 
the legislation of Congress upon the action 
of the Executive. ; 

The SPEAKER. The point of-order made 
by the gentleman from Ohio presents this fact. 
A minority report is a matter ex gratia en- 
tirely. There is no right to make a minor- 
ity report, none whatever in parliamentary 
law. It is a matter that can be done by unan- 
imous consent or by a suspension of the rules. 
Of course the Chair cannot rule out the minor- 
ity report, but he has no hesitation in saying 
that the language used in it is highly disre- 
spectful to thé House, and such as if the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky had uttered it-on the 
floor of the House he would have called him 
to order for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tobject to the minority 
report being received. 

Mr. COX. Does the Speaker sustain the 
point of order made by the gentleman from 


Ohio? 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ishould like to know 
the exact language upon which the Chair rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said that he 
had no right to rule out the report because if 
unanimous consent is given to. make a report 
it is not for the Chair to rule it out, but the 
report contains this language: 

And we will show to all men not blinded. by 
prejudice or passion that the Ku Klux bill and the 
proceedings thereunder are the grossest outrage 


the foulest calumny ever perpetiated or circulated . 


upon or against a helpless people. 

That is allowing a minority of this House 
to say that the act of the majority is the foul- 
est calumny. The Chair would have no hesi- 
tation in calling the gentleman from Kentueky, 
in his individual capacity, to order for using 
any such language as that upon the floor of the 
House. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word in that 
connection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BECK. If it had been said that the 
proceedings under the Ku Klux bill were the 
foulest caluniny—— 

The SPEAKER. That would be outside 
the House. The language is, that ‘the Ku 
Klux bill and the proceedings thereunder’ 
were the foulest calumny, &c. It is not, as 
the gentleman well knows, the province of 
the Chuir usually to obtrude points of order, 
but when that was read in connection with 
that quoted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Bixcuam] the Chair with difficulty restrained 
himself from calling the attention of the House 
to it, and if he were on the floor in the exercise 
of his privilege as a member he would cer- 
tainly object to the reception of a report which 
denounced the action of the majority of both 
branches of Congress in such disrespectful 
terms. | i 

Mr. BECK. The proceedings under the 
Ku Klux bill have been all outside. ; 

The SPEAKER. It is the Ku Klux bill 
that is denounced, and the next paragraph 
upon which the gentleman from Ohio made 
the point the Clerk will again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘to make our report clear and intelligible to the 
masses of the American people, on whose innate 
honesty and sense vf justice we rely, for wo fear no 
facts will have any effect on the partisan majority in 
Congress, who have already shown by the passage 
of the Ku Klux bill against their will and judgment 
that they dare not disobey the orders of their inpe» 
rious, not to say imperial President. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair must say, in 
response to the question of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Vooruses] farthest from the 
Chair, that-he regards that language, if uttered 
by any member on this floor, as grossly unpar- 
liamentary and discourteous. to the majority of 
this House, and would rule it out and call the 
gentleman to order fot using it. 

Mr. COX. Asa member of this committee, 
my name being signed to this report, I asi 
unanimous consent to make a statement. 

Mr. POLAND. Am [entitled to the floor? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled 
to the floor; but the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] desires to be heard. 

Mr. POLAND. For how long does the gen- 
tleman from New York desire to be heard ? 

Mr. COX: | Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. POLAND, I will yield to the gentle- 
mau for five minutes. 

Mr. COX. This report, and the circum: 
stances under which it is made, and I may 
say, with all respect to the Chair, the ruling 
of the Chair with: respect to the views of the 
minority, arë so extraordinary, not only in its 
effect as à mere matter of business. connected 
with our committee—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] will please observe that in 
reflecting upon the ruling of the Chair he 
must do it by an appeal to the House. 

Mr. COX. I have never refleeted upon the 
Chair in any way. 


y. z à 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, be- 
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cause it involves that which he wishes never 
to. see upon this floor, a question between 
parties, the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
Cox] to remember that it is hardly respectful 
or parliamentary in the minority of a commit- 
tee to say that the action of the majority of 
this House is a gross outrage and a foul cal- 
umny; yet that is the language this proposed 
report of the minority contains. ; 

Mr. COX. Iam not so accomplished in the 
rules as to be able to say-—- l 

The SPEAKER, Then the gentleman 
should not reflect upon the Chair in making 
that ruling. 

Mr. COX. The Chair will hear me out. I 
say I am not so accomplished under the rules 
as to say—anå Ido not believe any member of 
this House has ever spoken with more respect 
or with more courtesy to the Cheir than the 
himble member who now addresses it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad to 
recognize that fact. ; 

Mr. COX. In all my experience of legis- 
lation I have never before known a point of 
order made upon a minority or a majority 
report, and it takes us by surprise. I could 
quote from the debates on the Ku Klux bill 
language a greatdeal worse than that, which 
was noi checked by the Chair, because in the 
excitement of the debate such matters were 
allowed to go by as a matter of course and as 
of no consequence in the House. Here is a 
report of a minority of a committee, made 
under adverse circumstances, made in a burry, 
made under a terrible pressure of business, 
made at a time when we had not the resources 
which we should have had, to wit: the major- 
ity report; made under a great deal of passion, 
if you please, a great deal of excitement, 
because one half of half of oar country is 
involved in it. This report comes forward in 
a hurry, is driven through the Government 
Printing Office as hard as we could drive it so 
as tobe bëre when the majority made their 
report. We come here to-day from the com- 
mittee to speak the views of the minority of 
the committee. I make no breach of confi- 
dence when I say that we were called to some 
account in the committee because of certain 
language in our report. We corrected every 
point in our report to which objection was 
made by the other side as_indecorous or dis- 
courteous to meinbers on the other side. At 
the request of many of the members of the 
committee we struck out certan words in the 
first paragraph of our report and inserted that 
which seemed to give perfect satisfaction to 
gentlemen on the other side in thé committee. 
We inserted in place of the words read by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sco- 
FietD] the words “Giving the uidersigned 
an opportunity properly to ascertain its con- 
tents.” We made no reflection upon the ma- 
jority of the committee that they had withheld 
the report from us with any design that we 
should not understand what they were about, 
or with any design to prevent. our report from 
being responsive to theirs. We modified the 
language of our report so that there should be 
no discourtesy toward the gentlemen. And 
on page 292 we made a similar amendment in 
our report to gratify the gentlemen on the 
otber side, We struck out the words * the 
conduct and réport of the majority,” &. 
Nobody in the committee objected to the lan- 
guage ‘‘the grossest outrage and foulest cal- 
amny.’’. We inserted also ‘the proceedings 
thereunder,” shpposing at the time that we 
simply. referred to the proceedings under the 
Ku Klux act. We had no idea of reflecting 
personally upon gentlemen of this House. We 
undertook to stigmatize not only the bad ‘legis- 
lation which we had a right to review, but the 
bad conduet of those why are carrying out that 
Kua Klax legislation. That is ali that was 
meant. No discourtesy was intended to the 
House, or to the Speaker, or to the majority of 
the committee by the langnage we employed. 
So, also, on page 507, we made an amendment 
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to suit gentlemen of the majority by striking | 


out ‘report of the majority,” so that there 
should be no reflection on the majority, and 
simply saying ‘‘testimony relied on by the 
majority. ? As to that portion of the report 
which had reference to the trials and the use 
of detectives upon the stand as witnesses—— 

Mr. SCOFIELD. In connection with the 
point which the gentleman is just leaving, I 
want to call his attention to a line on page 
807: “The bad faith of Congress toward the 
people of that State; ” which would imply that 
this kind of language was not used. through 
inadvertence, but in pursuance of a purpose 
in advance which I presume is followed all 
through the report, though I have not had 
time to read it all. 

Mr. COX. Well, sir, I presume that in a 
document of this kind there are always some 
privileges allowed to a minority. We on 
this side have always believed and declared 
that gentlemen in this House have committed 
a breach of faith toward the South. That 
declaration was made in the discussion of the 
reconstruction measure ; it was made time and 
again when you failed to give the people of 
the South their rights in this House. This 
Congress has, in our judgment, acted in bad 
faith toward the South. Why should we not 
say soin our report? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I ask the gentleman 
whether he thinks it should be allowed toa 
minority to say in one breath that they have 
never seen & certain report and inthe next 
that it is the “‘ grossest calumny?” 

Mr. BECK. We have not said that, 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, so far as the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorp] is 
concerned, I must correct his general, loose 
way of talking. [Laughter.] We never said 
that in our report as presented. We did say 
it in the report as printed; but we afterward 
corrected the language. What we said at first 
was, “As we said at the outset, we have not 
been permitted to see the report of the major- 
ity.’ We amended that passage so as to make 
it read, ‘‘As we said at the outset, we have 
not seen the report of the majority;’’ so that 
there should be no reflection at all upon the 
majority of the committee. It was understood 
this morning when we left the committee-room 
that there shou'd be no personal altercation 
here about this matter ; and when I spoke to the 
honored chairman of the joint committee, Sen- 
ator Scorr, of Pennsylvania, he said he would 
make no opposition to the printing of this 
report of the minority, because we had done 
all that was requested for the modification of 
the report so far as courtesy to the other mem- 
bers of the committee was concerned. 

Now, what more do gentlemen wish than 
the striking out of what we have struck out? 
You must allow a minority to say something. 
We cannot always agree with you. We may 
not always choose the best language, but we 
do not believe that you have been perfectly 
fair, good, and kind toward the people of the 
South, or have kept faith with them. The very 
investigation implies a question of that kind, 
which we must criticise and discuss. But if 
the minority cannot report upon this matter 
as they believe from their own judgment and 
investigation, their long examination of facts 
and their tedious travels, then there is no use 
in having a committee that has a minority 
upon it; and, for one, I will never serve here- 
after on any such committee. 

Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, I do not de- 
sire that there should be any protracted dis- 
cussion upon this subject. Inasmuch as the 
very first sentence of the minority report con- 
tained a reflection upon the majority, an im- 
plication that they had not, as it was their 
duty to do, given every member of the com- 
mittee a fair opportunity to see their report 
before it was presented, and inasmuch as the 
gentlemen of the minority, after their atten- 
tion had been called to it, substantially failed 
to alter that statement, it was agreed on con- 
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sultation with the chairman of the committee 
on the part of the Senate that it was our duty 
to call the attention of our respective Houses 
to this matter in the very outset. 

And here I may say a.word, Mr. Speaker, 
in relation to this language which is in. the 
report. If my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM,] or any other gentleman on this floor, 
is going through with this report to have. the 
rulings of the Speaker, or decisions of the 
Speaker, on the language in it, he will find a 
thousand instances in the course of the minor- 
ity report equally obnoxious with that to which 
he has called the attention of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow 
me five minutes to state precisely what I mean? 

Mr. POLAND. Not now. 

Mr, Speaker, we determined we would not 
object to the printing of this document; that 
so far as the committee were concerned we 
were entirely willing this minority report should 
go to the country side by side with the report 
of the majority, and that, Mr. Speaker, is 
drawn as dispassionately and as carefully and 
as coolly as any judicial opinion you can find 
in any report. Although two hundred pages 
of the minority report is substantially of a 
piece with what has been read, we are willing 
they should go ‘both to the cool and dispas- 
sionate consideration of the country. If any- 
thing ig to be made by any side in a report 
calling harsh names, then gentlemen may have 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
to me? 

Mr. POLAND. For how long? 

Mr. BINGHAM. For five minutes. 

Mr. POLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand the gentleman from Vermont to say the 
majority of the committee has no objection to 
the views of the minority going to the cduntry 
and being printed at the expense of the people, 
It is for the committee, of course, to take care 
of their own rights in that behalf, and I have 
no reflection to make on them; but I pray the 
honorable gentleman to consider that as a 
Representative of the people I have the right 
in my place to object, notwithstanding the 
consént of the majority of the committee, to 
any such report as this being paid for at the 
public expense, which denounces as the gross- 
est outrage a law passed by the Representatives 
of the people dnd appeaved by their President, 
and to-day to be recoguized as the law of the 
land, binding alike on Representatives in Con- 
gress and upon the people of every party in 
this country. What I desire to have go upon 
the record is the particular matter to which I 
object as not being proper to be reported to 
this House and not to be accepted or approved 


by it. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I ask the gentleman 
to yield to me for one moment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire not to be inter- 
rupted at this time, because my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] left it in doubt whether 
the matter to which I had objected had not 
after all been withdrawn by the action of the 
minority from their report. Notwithstanding 
what has been withdrawn the minority report 
still reads: 

And we will show to all men not blinded by pre- 


Does the gentleman yield 


judice or passion that the Ku Klux bill is the gross- 


est outrage, the foulest calumny ever perpetrated or 
circulated upon or against the helpless people by 
their rulers, who ought for that reason, if for no 
other, to be their friends instead of being their 
relentless enemies and calumniators.”” 


Here, sir, is a law of the nation denounced 


as ‘‘the grossest outrage, the foulest calumny | 


ever perpetrated or circulated upon or against 
a helpless people by their rulers,” and the Con- 
gress which enacted this law are asked ai the 
public expense to denounce a law of the 


Republic passed by themselves as the foulest ; 


outrage ever perpetrated upon a helpless 
people. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Let me interrupt the 
gentleman for a moment. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Not now.. I desire. to 
make this, further statement. I find in this 
minority report this additional passage, which 
is not corrected orin any. way suppressed by 
the minority, to wit: 

To make our report clear-and intelligible to the 
mass of the American people, on whose innate hon- 
esty and ‘sense of justice we rely; for we fear no 
facts will have any effect on the partisan majority 
in Congress, who‘ have already shown by the pas- 
sage of the Ku Kiux bill, agaiust their will and judg- 
ment, that they dare notdisobey the orders of their 
imperious not to say imperial President. 

To allow this is to notify the public by our 
own act and at the expense of the nation that 
the people’s Representatives are the slaves of 
a master whom the minority call an: ‘‘impe- 
rial President.” I undertake to say, sir, that ` 
no such report as this, at any time in the pre- 
ceding history of the Republic, ever received 
the assent of a majority of this House of any 
party; and when that day comes { call upon 
the people to take notice of the House which 
thus trifles with and surrenders the authority 
of a free people, and thus confesses itself a 
conspirator against the rights of the people. 

The people have the right to demand by the 
obligation of their oaths that there shall be on 
the part of the House a decent respect to their 
laws as they stand upon the statute-book and 
enacted by this House, until those laws are re- 
pealed, modified, or set aside in the mode and 
the manner prescribed, by the people them- 
selves in their written Constitution. 3 

Having said this much, sir, I stand upon my 
objection to the receipt by this House of this 
minority report, orto its publication either, and 
I ask that the House, outofa decent regard to 
themselves, and out of a decent regard to the 
rights of a free people, which are thus sought 
to be outraged at their expense, and with the 
sanction of their Representatives, shall reject 
this minority report. 

Mr. COX. I willremind the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] that until the President 
came here with his message there had been no 
Ku Klux legislation, The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Burer] tried again and 
again to bring this matter to the attention of 
the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, 
matter. 3 

Mr. COX. It isa matter of fact, however. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was perfectly compe- 
tent to the President of the United States to 
recommend to the Congress of the United 
States, in the mode prescribed by the Consti- 
tution of this country, such additional legisla- 
tion as he himself might deem needful to the 
safety of the people and to the maintenance 
of the lawa. That is what the President did. 
And what the gentleman has suggested is no 
excuse for coming here with such a report as 
this and asking us to confess that we were the 
slaves of the President, because, forsooth, we 
saw fit to respectfully consider his message, 
and to come to the conclusion that the addi- 
tional legislation, only suggested by him in 
his message, was needful to the public safety 
and to the rightful vindication of the rights of 
the people and the laws of the nation. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Irose some time ago to a 
point of order, but have not been recognized 
by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Indiasa, [Mr. Nieiacx,] and 
he will state his point of order. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Before stating the point of 
order which I desire to raise, I would ask. the 
Chair by what right is this debate going on? 

The SPEAKER, The committee which has 
made this report has the right to reportat any 


time. s 
Mr. NIBLACK. Is the debate proceeding 
by general consent? . . 
The SPEAKER. Whena committee has the 
right to report at any time, the right of debate | 


follows. Agr 
Mr. NIBLACK. If an objection can arrest 
this debate I propose to arrest it. 


That does not aid this 
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The SPEAKER. -The gentleman ‘has‘not 
the right to arrest the debate by an objection. 

Mr. NIBLACK.. I thought it was proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent... => : 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will now 
state his. point. of order, Spe tte Be oa 

Mr: NIBLACK. «It-is, that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brxenau] is reflecting in un- 
parliamentary language on-the. conduct. of tke 
minority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has not heard 
any such language. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like the gentle- 
man. to quote the language on which he makes 
his point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis evident, Mr. Speaker, 
that the majority of this House are afraid to 
let the truth go to the country. They have 
the power to prevent it, but the country will 
hold them responsible for so doing, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, Idid not 
yield the floor, ` 

Mr. NIBLACK. And I also make the point 
of order that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
Bincuam] is not speaking from his seat. 
[Laughter] 

Mr. BINGHAM, (returning to his seat, ) 
Then I will go over there at once. [Laughter. | 

Mr. COX. desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr Bixvanam] one question; 
whether or not the minority cannot comment 
on any law passed by this Congress, in any 
manner and in such phrases as they think 
proper for the purpose of inducing the repeal 
of sach law? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Imake the point of order 
that the gentleman from Now York [ Mr. Cox] 
is not in his seat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, (returning to his seat.) The 
point of order is not well taken. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. I believe the question 
has been already settled and ruled upon by 
the Speaker. ` 

‘The SPEAKER. From the current debate 
the Chair perceives that both sides of the 
House have misuuderstood what ho said. 
When the minority report wag offered the 
Chair stated that it required unanimous con- 
sent to allow it to come in, A minority report 
isa matter of grace altogether; itis not a mat- 
ter of right, and therefore it requires unani- 
mous consent, 

‘The Chair stated when the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Brycuam] called his attention to 
the language in the minority report, that if 
that language were ultered by a gentleman on 
the: floor, and a point of order wore made 
againstit, thatit wasuuparliamentary, ho would 
sustain it, but it is not in the power of the 
Chair to rale outa minority report. Unani- 
mous consent can bring it in and one objection 
can keep it ont. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was about to say that 
one objection to the receipt of this report 
would for the time being prevent its being 
received, and I claimed here the right as a 
Representative of the people to object to the 
receipt of this minority report, and to its pub- 
-lication atthe people’s expense and by the 
consent of their Representatives, which. de- 
nounced: a law upon their statute-book passed 
in pursuance of the requirements of the Con- 


stitution as an outrage the grossest, and with- | 


out parallel. 

Mr, VAN TRUMP. T object to the gentle- 
man’s proceding to discuss the minority re- 
port after he has objected to its reception. | 

Mr. COX. I rise to make a statement 
which I think will settle this whole question. 
It is simply this: in the Senate both reports 
were ordered to be printed, and the whole’ 
thing has been ended. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 
right whatever to bring to the attention of the 
House what transpires in the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have but a few words 
more to say. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Trise to a question of 


H 
|| in the rules by which a subordinate 
| tión to suspend the rules 


order, My colleague says he objects to the 


receipt of this report, and I-want to know if 

it is debatable? Oe ak 

© The SPEAKER, It is not; bat the ques- 

tion before the House is what’ to do with the 

minority report which is still pending. © ~~ 
“Mr, VAN TRUMP. Under ‘the ‘objection 

of the gentleman from Ohio. © ` a : 

The SPEAKER. He has objected to the 
receipt of the minority report. °° ; 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I amspeaking of that, 

The SPEAKER, © His line of argument is 
ended, so far as the reception of the minority 
report is concerned. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. ` I was only stating reasons 
sustaining my objection. j 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. ` I object to any debate 
on that point, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well: 

Mr. COX. I move thatthe minority report 
be received. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Becx,] from the minority of the 
joint select Committee on the Insutrectionary 
States, asked in behalf of that minority that 
their report may be made and printed in con- 
nection with the report of the committee just 
made, That requires unanimous consent.. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. COX. Then I move that the views of 
the minority be received. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done 
under a suspension of the rules, if the gen- 
tleman from Vermont will allow the sense of 
the House to be tested upon it, . 

Mr. POLAND. ` Certainly I will. For my- 
self I do not desire to object to the recep- 
tion of the minority report. Upon consultation 
with the Senate chairman of the committee, 
we concluded that as members of the com- 
mittees we would not object. ` : 

Mr. COX. I move, then, that the rules be 
suspended so as to allow the report of the 
minority to be received and printed in connec: 
tion with the majority report. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [ask that the minor- 
ity report be read, 

Mr. BANKS, I ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] to so amend his motion 
as to provide that the language of this report 
of the minority shall not infringe upon or vio- 
late the rules of the House; and with that no 
objection will be made to it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iask that the report 
of the minority be read. 

The SPEAKER. Under a motion to sus- 
pend the rules that would require unanimous 
consent, i 


been submitted to the Senate, and there it has 
been received and ordered to be printed. And 
if we are obliged here to change our report, we 
will be in the position of making one report in 
the Senate and another in the House. If there 
is anything obnoxious in it let it be criticised, 

Mr. SHANKS. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order: : 

Mr. SHANKS. My point of order is that 
no report can be made here in defense of the 
Ku Klux thatis in consonance with the rales 
of any well-regulated body. 

‘Mr. FARNSWORTH. Do I understand the 


| report read? l 
The SPEAKER. Undera motion to sus: 


call for the reading of this document, that 
| being a right under the rales. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, | How can we tell 
whether we will be willing to receive this or 
not until we hear it read ? i 

The SPEAKER. There is provision made 
proposi- 
can be made so as 
to dispense with the reading of any paper, 
And it is not at all infrequent for the House 
to use the power to suspend the rules go ag to 
pass a proposition without its ever being read, 


Mr.COX. This minority report has already 


Chair to say that I have no right to have this’ 


pend the rules the gentleman has no right to. 


“Mr. COX. ‘Very well. Tt takes a vote by 

yeas and nays to get the majority report printed. 
The SPEAKER, “It requires unanimous 

consent to have the minority report read, 

Mr. BINGHAM. | I object to its being re- 
ceived or reád. ` 5 3 

The question was upon the motion to. sus- 
pend the rules. S iip t f 

Mr. BANKS. Task the gentleman to accept 
the modification I have suggested of his motion 
to’ suspend the rules, that there shall be no 
language. in it that, in the judgment of. the 
Speaker, shall infringe the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs not to 
have that responsibility thrown upon him. 

Mr. COX. I cannot consent that the major- 
ity shall prescribe the report of the minority, 
or what character‘it shall be. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is debate in order pend- 
ing the motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I object to debate. 

The question was upon the motion of. Mr. 
Cox, that the rules be so suspended that the 
report of the minority of the select Committee 
on the late Insurrectionary States shall be. 
received and printed with the majority report. 

Mr. KERR. Has the report of the majority 
been received? i 

The SPEAKER. The committee were 
authorized to repòrt at any time. 

Mr. BECK. Ithas not been ordered to be 
printed, 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen seem to make 
the mistake of supposing that the minority and 
the majority have equal rights so far as making 
reports is concerned. Under the rules there 
is no such a thing as a minority report. In 
this case the majority of the committee had 
the riglit to report at any time. 

_ Mr. KERR. I make the inquiry whether 
the majority report has been received by the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. There is no formal vote 
required upon receiving the majority report, 
for the House has already authorized it to be 
made at any time. ` 

Mr. MORGAN. - Have the minority of the 
committee no right to be heard? f 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has several 
times remarked, there is no provision under 
the rules whereby the minority of a committee 
can make a report. - There is provision made 
for committees to make reports, and in frequent 
instances minorities of committees are granted 
the right to present their views as a matter of 

race, 

Mr. MORGAN.. Then let the word go forth 
to the country that the majority are afraid to 
let the minority be heard. . 

_ Mr. BECK. Irise toa parliamentary. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. BECK. Can-the report of the majority 
be printed without further action by this House? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ordinary motion. to 
print, which is for fifteen hundred and fifty 
copies, the same as of bills introduced on Mon- 
day. morning, has been made and agreed to by 
the House, A resolution for printing additional 
copies has been submitted, and under the law 
has been referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, That resolution cannot be agreed to 
except when it is reported back to the House 
by the Committee on Printing, 

_Mr. BECK. Has there been, up to this 
time, any action taken by this House to have 
the report printed? : 

The SPEAKER. The report of the majority 
was received and. ordered to be printed, and 
then the gentleman from Vermont [Mr Po. 
LAND] submitted a resolution for the printing 
of additional copies, which went-to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. bs : 

Mr, BECK. 1 beg pardon of the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. Fhe Chair, alike with the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK, } must 
be governed by the Journal upon that point. 

Mr. BECK, ` Does the Journal show that 
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there has been any order to print the majority 
report? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
record as made up by the Journal clerk in 
reference to this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: : : 

“ Mr. Potann, from the joint select Committee’on 
the Condition of Affairs in the late Insurrection- 
ary States, submitted a report with accompanying 
papers, which were ordered to be printed. ` 

“Mr. PoLaAND, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following concurrent resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Printing.” 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, have I the right 
to say that in my judgment the Journal clerk 
has made that entry without the order of the 
House? No vote was taken; no order given 
for the purpose. i ; 

The SPEAKER, The Chair begs to correct 
the gentleman; and he himself will see the 
injustice of his position. A motion of that 
kind is so much a matter of -course that when 
the Chair puts it (with some rapidity, per- 
haps,) it is scarcely noticed. When a report 
is made from a committee, the order to print 
the report is generally made so quickly, and 
su seldom objected to, that probably not one 
member in fifty notices it. In this particu- 
lar case, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Becr] being engaged at the moment in pre- 
paring his own report for presentation would 
uot be so apt to have as intelligent recollec- 
tion of the matter as the Chair. The Chair 
distinétly recollects making the order. 

Mr. BECK. I do not wish to dispute the 
statement of the Chair; but I want to say in 
justice to myself that I was watching with 
great care and failed to observe the making 
of any such order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will observe 
further that the introduction of the proposi- 
tion to print extra copies would, according to 
the sequence of business in the House, follow 
naturally the ordering of the usual number. 
So that all the practice and precedents of the 
House concur in pointing to the conclusion 
that the action of the House was precisely 
what the Journal states it to have been. The 
pending motion, as the Chair understands the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] is that 
the rules be so suspended as to allow: the 
minority of the committee to present their 
report and have it printed in connection with, 
avd in the same number as, the report of the 
wajority. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is it competent for the 
House to make, even under a suspension of 
the rules, an order which shall authorize secur- 
rilous or unparliamentary language to be intro- 
duced into a report and presented to the 


House? À i 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing 
in violation of the rules which cannot be 
authorized by a two-thirds vote. 

As many as are in favor of suspending the 
rules and allowing the views of the minority to 
be printed with the report of the majority, and 
directing that the printing of extra copies of 
the views of the minority be considered in 
connection with the printing of extra copies 
of the majority report—— 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Every time the Chair is 
interrupted in stating the question it becomes 
necessary for him to state it again. The Chair 
hopes that the present statement of the ques- 
tion will be.all that he will be called upon to 
make. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] consents, as 1 under- 
stand, to withdraw his motion, in order that I 
may make a statement. z 

The SPEAKER. Itis for the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PoraxD] to say whether 
he will yield the floor for that purpose. 

- Mr. DICKEY. if the motion to suspend 
the rules be withdrawn there will be nothing 
betore the House. 


: Mr. POLAND. Lask that the objection to 
the reception of this minority report may be 
withdrawn. ` : ` : 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘That is what I want 


to say. 

The SPEAKER... Is there still objection to 
the reception of the report of the minority ? 
` Mr. DICKEY. I object. l 

Mr. STEVENSON. The minority cannot 
report without reporting matter disagreeable 
to the majority. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is not the motion 
to print debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Farnsworrs] will observe that the 
pending motion is a motion to suspend the 
rules, and is absolutely undebatable except 
by unanimous consent, and several members 
object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood that 
motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. COX. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on the motion to suspend the rules so that the 
views of the minority be received and printed 
in connection with the majority report, and 
that the resolution for printing extra copies 
shall take cognizance of the views of the 
minority as well the report of the committee. 
| The question being taken on the motion, there 
were—ayes 88, noes 62. 

Mr. McHENRY. I callforthe yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative, two thirds not having voted 
in the -atiirmative—yeas 180, nays 67, not 
voting 48; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beatty, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Com- 
ingo, Conger, Cotton, Cox, Crobs, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Davis, Dawes, ox, DuBose, Duke, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harmer, Harper, John T. Harris, Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Lowo, 
Lynch, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, 
McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney, Me- 
Neely, Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Moore, Morgan, -Niblack, Packard, Packer, Hosea 
W. Parker, lili Perry, Peters, Poland, Potter, Price, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Sargent, Scofield, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, ‘Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Sutherland, Swann, Tafe, Terry, Thomas, 
Tarner, Tuthil, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, 
Williams of New York, John T. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, Wood, and Young—130. 3 
-. NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buffin- 
tou, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, William 
T. Clarke, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dickey, Don- 
nan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, George E. Harris, Haw- 
ley, Hays, Gorry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kil- 
linger, McCrary, McGrew, MeJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Monroe, Negley, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, H. 
Boardman Smith, Starkweather, Stowell, Sypher, 
Washington Townsend, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Walden, Wallace, Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, and 
Jeremiah M, Wilson—67. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Boles, 


Bright, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Cobh, | 


Conner, De Large, Elliott, Ely, Henry D. Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Halsey, Havens, 
Hill, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Mitchell, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Pendleton, Platt, Randall, 
John M. Rice. Ritchie, Roosevelt, Seeley, Worthing- 
ton C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Strong, St. 
John, Dwight Townsond, Wakeman, Waldron, Walls, 
and Warren—43. 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 

During the vote, ( 
. Mr. ADAMS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Ricr, was detained from the House by sick- 
ness, and if present, would vote in the affirm- 


ative. 

The SPEAKER said: As there has been 
some dispute as to what the precise question 
is, the Chair will direct. it to be read as it has 
been journalized, 


The Clerk read as follows: ; 

"Mr. Becr havin it the vi 
of the enone of cua amites ok maire 
being made thereto, » 33 

“ Mr. Cox moved the rules be suspended so.ag to 
enable the House to receive and print the said views, 
and include the minority views in the order:of ref- 
erence for printing extra copies of said report.” / 

Mr. COX. Strike out the word “ said??? 

Mr: GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not under- 
stand the motion was to receive and print ‘the 
‘said’? views. os z 

Mr. COX. Neither did I i 

The SPEAKER. Some criticisms having 
been made upon the Chair for the mannet in , 
which he put the question, the Chair will ‘say 
he understood the remarks of the gentleman 
from.New York [Mr. Cox] to imply reference 
to the report of the minority which had been 
presented. ! 

Mr. COX. Not to the report presented, 
but to make a minority report, wh 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My understand- 
ing was that they should submit the views of 
the minority, and therefore I should like to 
have the word “said” stricken ont. 

The SPHAKER. The views of a minority 
are hardly ever objected to unless there is 
something offensive in them; and therefore 
the motion was made to suspend the rules to 
bring in this minority report. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There was no 
word used in the resolution or the motion that 
connéeied it with that very report in that very 

orm. 

The SPEAKER. There having been a dis- 
pute as to the fact, the Chair directed the 
motion to be read as it had been journalized, 
and this is only another instance going. to 
show motions of such magnitude should always 
be reduced to writing. i 

The vote was tben announced as above 
recorded, 

Mr. BANKS. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and move that the rules be suspended if 
there be objection: : ; 

Resolved, That tho report of the minority of the 
Committee on the Insurrectionary States be received 
and printed with the majority report, provided tho 
language of the report is not in violation of the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Who will decide that ? 

Mr. COX, Of course the majority are to 
make both reports. i 

Mr. McKINNEY. Is it in order for the 
majority to make not only their own report 
but the report of the minority ? 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Is the Public Printer 
to answer that question? 

Mr. BANKS. 1 will: say, in answer to the 
gentleman’s question, that without determin- 
ing what is parliamentary or not the Honse by 
this resolution adopts a course which does not 
commit it to anything that is in violation of 
the rules of the House. 

The question was on suspending the rules; 
and being taken, it was agreed to, (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof.) 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolu- 
tion of Mr. Banks was adopted. 

Mr. POLAND, from the select Committee 
on the Insurrectionary States, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 1648) to extend the provisions of 
the fourth section of the act approved 20th 
April, 1871; whieh was read a first and sec- 
ond time, recommitted to the same committee, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PREEMPTIONS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by ununimous: consent, 
reported back from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 864) toextend 
the time of payment for their Jand by persons 
holding preémptions on the public lands in the 
State of Minnesota, and moved that the rules 
be suspended and the bill passed. 

The bill was read. . It provides that all, per- 
sons holding preémptions upon any of the 
public lands of the United States within the 
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State of Minnesota, whose final payment has 
not been made, shall be allowed the additional 
time of two years in which to make final proof. 
and payment from the time at which such pre- 
emptions aré, required to be paid for by the 
present law. ee 

Mr. DUNNELL:: With the permission’ of 
the House, I will state that this bill has the 
unanimous consent of the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. i T 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
ask the gentleman, why should not this apply 
to all persons holding preémptions’as well as 
to those merely in Minnesota? : 

Mr. DUNNELL. Because the same rea- 
sons do not exist in other States. In the State 
of Minnesota there is a reason for this bill, in 
the fact that the parties for whose benefit it is 
designed have suffered largely from fire and 
otherwise. F ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, -So have 
the people in Wisconsin.. ane 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, let them: come in 
with their bill. But this bill as I have stated 
has the unanimous support of the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and is requested by the 
State Legislature. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the 
gentleman will allow me, I should like to 
amend by striking out the exclusive applica- 
tion of the bill to Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I insist on my motion 
that the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 

The question being taken on suspending 
the rules, there were—ayes 82, noes 31; no 
quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, Is further count insisted 
oni 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and ap- 

ointed Mr, DUNNELL, and Mr. Boruer of 

assachusetts. 
i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his mo- 
tion to allow me to introduce an appropriation 
pill. 

Mr. PERCE. I object. 

_The SPEAKER. Before the vote is taken, 
either upon the adjournment or by tellers on 
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. Dunner, ] the Chair asks that several 
gentlemen who were not in their seats when 
the States were called in the morning hour may 
be allowed to introduce bills for reference. 

There was no objection. f 


HARRIET PENDLETON, 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1649) for the relief 
of Mrs. Harriet Pendleton, widow of George 
H. Pendleton, late of the United States Navy ; 
which was read a first and second time; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. HAYS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1650) to relieve cer- 
tain persons therein named from political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON BOOKS, 


Mr. PACKER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1651) to provide 
for the payment of Solomon Books, for ser- 
vices as mail-route agent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET MERKLEIN. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1652) for 


the. relief of Margaret Merklein ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MAIMED AND DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


- Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unan- 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1653) to amend an act entitled ‘An, act. to 
clothe the maimed and disabled soldiers,” 
approved March 22, 1867 ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, - 
CYPRESS MASONIC LODGE, 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Appro- 
priations the bill (H. R. No. 1114) for the 
relief of Cypress Lodge of Free and Accepted 
Masons, at Florence, Alabama ; and the com- 
mittee was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 


H, PAPPAN ET AL. 


Mr. SARGENT also, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Appro: 
priations a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, relative to the claims of H, Pappan and 
others for depredations committed. by Chey- 
enne Indians; and the committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
same, and it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. : : 

PREEMPTIONS. IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw my demand for further count on the bill 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
(Mr. DuNNELL. ] 

The SPEAKER. If there be no demand 
for further count, the Chair will assume that 
two thirds have voted for the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

So therules were suspended, and thebill (H. 
R. No. 864) to extend the time of payment 
for their lands by persons holding preémptions 
on the public lands‘in the State of Minnesota 
was passed, i 

DEFIOIBNOY. BILL. l 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, reported a bill (H, 
R. No. 1654) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed and made the spe- 
cial. order for to-morrow after the morning 
hour, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ` I desire 
to reserve all points of order on that bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I wish to call 
the attention of the House for a moment to 
the points of order. There are two items of 
legislation in the bill; one in regard to cartage 
for the Government, providing that there shall 
be no constructive charges for cartage, and 
the second item is a provision to repeal the 


` law which provides for paying money out of 


the Treasury for the printing of the laws in 
the newspapers. I ask the House to allow 
those two items in the bill to be in order. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I hope 
the House will not do so, and will not repeal 
the law for the printing of the laws. in the 
newspapers. I desire to ask why the law pro- 
viding for the. publication of the laws in the 
newspapers should be repealed without de- 

ate ? TSN 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. We do not ask 
that it shall be repealed without debate. ‘The 
question was debated in ‘the House, and the 
House bya very large majority refused to make 
an appropriation for the purpose, but the 
Secretary of State sends us word that unless we 
repeal the law he will be obliged to go on and 


incur the expenditure; and it. will have to come 
in as a deficiency; so that we shall not reach 
the purpose which’ the House has clearly indi- 
cated by a large majority unless we put in this 
clause repealing the law. | 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the law will not be repealed. — S 

_Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This provision 
is made necessary by the action of the House. 
T hope that those two items will be considered 
in order, and let the points of order. hold 
against everything else in the bill. $ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. . Those two points 
are in the interest of economy, are they-not? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Both, very 
decidedly, fae ; f 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is all right. | 
. Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is it in 
the interest of economy to prevent the people 
from knowing what the laws are? 

. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to sus- . 
pend the rules so.as to make those two items 
in the bill in order. 

“<. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syme- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, the 
concurrent resolution of the House in relation 
to the printing of the report of the chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics on the subject of immi- 
gration. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a concurrent resolution for 
the printing of extra copies of the report 
of the commissioner on fish and fisheries, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of 
absence. was granted to Mr. AMBLER, on ac- 
count. of sickness in his family. 

By, unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr, Jonzs for ten days. 


` DEFICIENCY BILL. 


“The question recurred upon the motion of 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. T call for tellers on that 
motion. ` This is an important question. Tho 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio is in the 
interest of'economy. ` ae 

Tellers were, ordered; and Mr. Buren, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Houmas were 
appointed. ; . 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 86; noes 40. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: There are $70,000 a 
year involved in this matter; and therefore I 
call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
adjourn. : ' E 
ending the quëstion on ordering the yeas 
and nays, : 

WILLIAM J, M'INTYRE. 

Mr. SNAPP, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced. à bill (H. R. No. 1655) to provide for 
the payment of ‘services performed by Wil- 
liam J. McIntyre; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

EDWARD W, CRANDALL. 


Mr. SNAPP, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1656) to pay Edward 
W. Crandall for the destruction of gutlers’ 
goods; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

ADJOURNMENT, i 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to adjoarn, upon which the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Houman] has called 
for the yeas and nays. i 00T 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were thirty-two in 
the affirmative, 
` Bo (the affirmative being more than one 


I hope 
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fifth of the last vote) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. 
parliamentary inquiry. 
` Mr. HOLMAN. Should the motion to 
adjourn be now agreed to, would not the 
motion to suspend the rulés, so that the two 
provisions in the deficiency bill indicated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] may 
be in order, be thereby postponed until Mon- 


day next? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object 


o debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take this 
occasion to remark that a great deal of argu- 
ment in the nature of debate is made here 
under the specious: guise of parliamentary 
inquiries. Yor instance, it is not a proper 
parliamentary inquiry for a member to ask 
whether, should the House now adjourn, the 
effect would be to postpone the further session 
of this House till to-morrow at twelve o'clock. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The most 
important propositions are acted upon here 
without any opportunity at all for discussion. _ 

The SPEAKER. On Monday afternoon, 
as the gentleman well knows, two thirds of 
the House can do anything they choose. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion to adjourn; and there were—yeas 86, 
nays 73, not voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Barber, Barry, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby. Bingham, Boles, George M. Brooks, 
Benjamin F. Butler, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Cogh- 
lan, Comingo, Conger, Cotton. Creely, Crocker, 
Dickey, Duell, Eames, Farwell,Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Fryc, Harmer, George E. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, lay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, McKee, 
Mercur, Merrick, Monroe, Morphis, Negley, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Perco, Aaron E. 
Perry, Peters, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Hillis H. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Shanks, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John, A. 
Smith, Snapp. Stoughton, Stowell, Taffe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Iwichell, Tyner, 
Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Whitthorne, Wiliams 
of Tooiegt, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T., Wil- 
s0n-750. 

NAYS—Meser3. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, 
Beck. Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, James Brooks, 
Buffinton, Burdett, Caldwell, Coburn, Cox, Crebs, 
Gritcher, Davis, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Dun- 
nell, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Finkelnbure, Forker, 
Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hale, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hibbard, Hol- 
man, Kerr, Leach, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, Mcintyre, McNecly, Merriam, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Hosea 
W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Eli Perry, Potter, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Shellabarger, Shober, Slater, Slo- 
cum, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, 
Storm, Strong, Swann, Terry, Upson, Wells, Willard, 
Williams of New York, Winchester, and Young—73. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs., Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Banks, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buck- 
ley, Burchard, Roderick R. Butier,Campbeil,Carroll, 
Freeman Clarke, Conner, Crossland, Darrall, De 
Large, Du Bose, Elliott, Ely, Henry D, Foster, Gar- 
rotte Goodrich, Haldeman, Halsey, John T. Harris, 

Hereford, Hooper, Kellogg, Kendall, Kiltin- 
King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, MeJunkin, Mckinney, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Pendleton, Platt, Poland, 
Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rico, 
Ritchio, Rogers, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sessions, Shel- 
don, Sherwood, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, St. 
John, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Van Trump. Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Waldron; Walls, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, and 

ood—: . 


_ So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at four o'clock and thirty minutes p.m.) 
ihe House adjourned. 


t 


Hays 
ger, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : re 

By Mr. ADAMS: The petition of George 
W. Helton, as guardian of Mary E. Barton, 
infant daughter of William Barton, late pri- 
vate company I, seventh regiment Kentucky 
volunteer infantry, for pension. 

Also, the petition of Sarah Fee, widow of 
Hiram Fee, late private company F, forty- 


The Chair will hear a- 


seventh regiment Kentucky infantry, for arrears 
of pension. ` 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of George 
Winter, that persons known as regular pub- 
lishers and dealers in newspapers and period- 
icals may receive by mail such quantities of 
either as they may require, in bulk, whether 


wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage’ 


thereon, as received, at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications weighing 
four ounces, who pay quarterly in advance. 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of Rosannah 
Allison, widow of Captain Robert F. Alli- 
son, of the thirty-eighth regiment New York 
infantry volunteers, asking a pension. 

By Mr. BOLES: The memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Little 
Rock, Arkansas, asking that the cotton tax be 
refunded. : 

By Mr. BRIGHT: The petition of the direct- 
ors of Mount Olivet Cemetery Company, in 
relation to damages to the same by the Federal 


Army. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of J. A. 
Giddens and 65 others, asking the establish- 
ment ofa post route from Letohatchie, Lowndes 
county, Alabama, via Hickory Grove, Mount 
Carmel, Argus, and Helicon, to Olustee Creek. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts: The 
memorial of certain professors of the United 
States Military Academy, asking that section 
thirteen, of the act of July 15, 1870, be 
amended. l 

Also, the petition of David Wood and others, 
citizens of Newburyport, for indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1801. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Texas: The memorial 
of citizens of Texas praying the removal of 
the cotton tax. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Rear Admiral 
Charles Wilkes, asking Congress to construe 
the late pay law (1870) as to navalofticers, &c. 

By Mr. CROCKER: The petition of the 
officers of the Lancaster Savings Bank, for 
the repeal of the bank tax. 

Also, the petition of the officers of the 
Barre Savings Bank, for the repeal of the 
bank tax. on 

Also, the petition of soldiers and heirs of 
soldiers, Otis H. Dyer, and 133 others, who 
served in the war of the rebellion, for addi- 
tional bounty. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Arch. 
H. Stuart and a large number of others, offi- 
cers and soldiers in the State of Iowa, ask- 
ing an equalization of bounties for soldiers 
and sailors in the late war, and such an amend- 
ment of the act of July 15, 1870, as to allow 
such soldiers and sailors to enter the quota 
of land therein named without the require- 
ments of settlement and cultivation. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Edward 
Molloy, publisher of the Weekly Journal, at 
Cortland, New York, and of H. P. Winsor, 
pubiienor of the Jordan Transcript, at Jordan, 

ew York, praying sn amendment of the 
postal laws, so that persons known as reg- 
ular publishers and dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay 
the postage thereon, as, received at the same 
rates pro rata as regular subscribers to pub- 
lications weighing four ounces, who pay quar- 
terly in advance. 

Also, the petition of George L. Maynard and 
Edward B. Griswold, of Syracuse, New York, 
asking the payment of a claim due them from 
the United States for furnishing recruits. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, in 
relation to public lands: and increase of peu- 
sions, 

Also, the petition of W. R. Griswold. and 
others, of Minnesota, asking a change in the 
postal laws. 

Also, the petition of E. L, Kenny and 200 
others, late volunteers from Minnesota in the 


Union Army, asking an equalization of boun- 


ties. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of M. Van 
Horn and 144 others, citizens of Newport, 
Rhode Island, praying to be protected in their 
civil rights. 

Also, the petition of Jobn T. Waugh and 
72 others, citizens of Providence, Rhode Isl- 
and, to be guarantied certain civil rights. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of E: 
Buson, M. Bohon, H. G. Leonard, J. J. 
Buson, H. M. Ketchum, J. N. Watrous, Carl 
du Haas & Son, S. M. Smead, Theodore 
Friedlander, and T. F. Strong, printers and 
publishers, of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, ask- 
ing the removal of the tariff on type and other 
printing material. 

By Mr. FORKER: The petition of Charles 
3. S. Rim, Thomas N. Adams, and others, 
wholesale liquor dealers, to amend the pres- 
ent law on distilled spirits so that all taxes 
imposed be consolidated into one tax and col- 
lected at the distillery bonded warehouse. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition ‘of Abagail 
Pike, for pension. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of citizens of Trumbull county, Ohio, asking 
an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Niles, 
Trumbull county, Ohio, protesting against 
any change in the tariff on iron and other 
articles successfully manufactured in this 
country. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, protesting against any change in 
the present tariff on goods successfully manu- 
factured in this country. 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of Elizabeth 
Zluhan, widow of Johnathan Zluhan, late a 
private of company K, ninety-third Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers, praying for a pension,and an 
allowance of fifty dollars commutation money 
in lieu of an artificial limb, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: The petition of Cap- 
tain James Barr and 70 others, citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, late officers and sol- 
diers of the Army of the United States, ask- 
ing Congress to pass an act giving to all sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who enlisted in the’ 
service of the United States for the suppres- 
sion of the late rebellion, and who have an 
honorable discharge, and to the heirs of those 
that are deceased, $8334 per month for the 
entire time served, deducting all Government: 
bounty heretofore paid, as a matter of simple 
justice, not only to the soldiers who served 
three years, but to those soldiers who en- 
listed during the first years of the rebellion 
and were discharged by reason of ‘disability 
caused by hardships and exposure incident 
to camp life before serving two years, and who 
never received a dollar of -bounty under any 
act of Congress heretofore passed ; also so 
to amend the twenty-fifth section of the act 
approved July 15, 1870, as to allow soldiers 
and sailorsto enter the amount of land therein 
allowed, or such amount as may be thought 
proper, without the requirements of settlement 
and cultivation. 

By Mr. HAVENS: The memorial of R. J. 
Henderson, of Neosho, Missouri, asking com- 
pensation for'balance due him for wood cut 
and delivered under contract. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Stephen H. 
Sayre, newspaper publisher, asking Congress 
to authorize the Post Office Department. to 
receive and transport newspapers from the 
central office to the local office at the rate of 
postege that Congress has fixed for similar 
service as per section one hundred and sixty- 
two of the codified laws, now before Congress. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of William 
G. Krutz, for payment for coal‘delivered to the 
United States steamer Reindeer. . 

Also, the petition of J. J. Hazelrigg, pub- 
lisher of the Greensburgh (Indiana) Standard, 
to reduce and equalize the postage on periodi- 
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cals and newspapers, in whole or in part printed, 
to regular publishers. 

. By Mr, KELLOGG: The petition of Jerome 
B. Woodruff, for relief in the matter:of exten- 
sion. of patent. nEn i 

_ By Mr. KERR: The memorial of N. F. 
Carr & Co., A. E. Gamble & Co., Philip 
Peter.& Co., and 60 others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, and dealers in or distillers and rectifiers 
‘of. liquors, asking a consolidation of all the 
present taxes on whisky and: manufacturers 
of whisky into a single tax of equivalent 
amount on the proof gallon. 

Also, the memorial of Ryan & Holbrook, 
Hahn & Bals, O'Connor, Pfarr & Co., and 
20. others, citizens of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
and dealers in and manufacturers of distilled 
spirits, asking the consolidation of all taxes 
on whisky into a single tax of equivalent 
amount on the proof gallon. . 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Mary Ann 
Chute, for pension. = , 

By Mr..McCLELLAND: The petition. of 
William Byerly, sr., and 69 others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, and late soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States Army, asking the equalization of 
bounties. .. 0, ; 
` By Mr, McCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
petition of Eli D. Ake and J. J, Brady, jr., 
asking an amendment of section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the revised codification of the 
postal laws, i 

By Mr. McKINNEY: The petition of J. H. 
Horton, editor of the Tippecanoe City Herald, 
asking an amendment to the newspaper post- 
ago law. i i 

Also, the petition of Albert M. Blackmore, 

uardian of David A. Hutchins and Luella B.. 
Ffutchina, asking a pension. 

By Mr. McNEELY: The petition of Wm. T. 
Davidson, publisher of the Fulton Democrat, of 
Lewistown, Tlinois, praying an amendment of 
section one hundred and sixty-two of the revised 
codification of the postal laws now before the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 700 
workers in iron, miners of ore, and mechanics, 
citizens of Danville, Montour county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against any change of 
the existing tariff laws reducing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country ; algo in favor of the repeal of all 
duties upon tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
cles of necessity or comfort as cannot be pro- 
duced in the United States. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Isaac 
M. Johnson and 27 others, citizens of Ober- 
lin, Ohio, praying Congress to make an appro- 

riation for the improvement of the harbor of 

lack River, Ohio. 

By Mr. NIBLAOK: The memorial of Pres- 
ton C, Harrell, of Otwell, Pike county, Indi- 
ana, praying certain changes in the existing 
laws in regard to postage on newspapers, 

` By.Mr.ORR: The petition of papers pub- 
lished at Spirit. Lake, Fort Dodge, Ralfe, 

Onawa, Forest City, Caliope, and Clarion, 
Jowa, asking certain mail facilities, 

Also, a petition for a mail route from Spen- 
cer to Beloit, Iowa. 

By Mr, PARKER, of Missouri: The peti- 
tion of D. J. Houston, esq., of Bethany, Mis- 
souri, publisher of the Bethany Watchman, 


praying a modification of the postal laws rela- ` 


tive to the transmission of newspapers through 
the mails. 

_ Also, the petition of Openheimer & Myers, 
John B, Good, and 25 others, journeymen cigar- 
makers and manufacturers of cigara of St. 
Joseph, Missouri, praying an increase of the 
tariff on imported cigars to at least three dol- 
lars per pound, or fifty cents ad valorem. 

Also, the petition of the Improvement and 
Manufacturers’ Aid Association of St. J oseph, 
Missouri, for an appropriation of $500,000 to 
be expended in the erection of a Government 
building for-a post office, custom-house, &e., 
at St. Joseph, Missouri. 


Also, a protest against the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, signed by B. Waty, Samuel Hys, Joseph 
P. Grubb, 5. Adler, and 100.others, of St: 
Joseph, Missouri., a ; : 

` Also, the petition of Nam, McCurd & Co., 
Koch, Chew & Co., ‘Turner, Frazier & Co., 
C. D. Smith & Co., J. D. McNally, and. Wm. 
H. Floyd & Co., wholesale grocery merchants, 
of St. Joseph, Missouri, praying. .a. modifiea- 
tion of the tariff on imported sugar.. : 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Bridget 
Cochran, for a pension, =: o -- gees 

By Mr. RICE, of Illinois: _Theremonstrance 
of William Simpson, John C. Crabtree and 
70. others, citizens. of. Montgomery county, Hli- 
nois, against the extension of the patent of the 
Haines Illinois Harvester. Also, the remon- 
strance of W. F. Mulkey, James Morgan, and 
46 others, of Montgomery county, Illinois. 
Also, the remonstrance of Thomas Collins, 
Jordan Clarday, and 56 others, of the counties 
of Macoupin and Montgomery, Illinois. Also, 
the remonstrance of B. W. Green and 78 
others, of Macoupin county, Illinois. Also, 
the remonstrance of L, W. Stockbridge and 
123 others, of Christian county, Illinois, against 
the extension of the patent right upon the 
Haines Illinois Harvester, : 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: The petition of 
800 citizens of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating againstany changein the existing 
tariff laws abating or abolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country, and praying the repeal of all 
duties on tea and coffee, and such other articles 
of necessity or comfort as cannot. be produced 
in the United States, and that all duties be so 
adjusted as to encourage and defend every 
home industry and to foster the honor and 
interests of the American laborer. . 

Also, a remonstrance of citizens of Luzerne 
county, Pennsylvania, against. the repeal of 
the duty on coal, boos 

By Mr. SLOCUM: The memorial of Wil- 
liam T. Sumers, late major United States vol- 
unteers, asking an increase. of pension, 

By Mr. SLOSS: The petition of Augustus 
Pruskowski, of Florence, Alabama, asking pay 
for two horses taken from him by and for the 
noe of the United States troops in October, 
1863. 

Also, a joint memorial of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Alabama, asking a 
grant of public lands to aid in the construction 
of tne Columbus, Fayette, and Decatur rail- 
road. 

‘ Also, a joint memorial of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Alabama, asking relief 
in certain cases. 

By Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The peti- 
tion of Captain Brice X. Blair, postmaster at 
Huntingdon, Pennsylvania, for relief. 

Also, the petition of 71 soldiers who served 
in the late war, having an honorable discharge, 
asking an allowance of $8 384 per month for 
each soldier, sailor, and marine, during the 
entire time served, deducting all Government 
bounty heretofore paid, and: also the passage 
of an act amending the twenty-fifth section of 
the act approved if uly 15, 1870, so as to allow 
soldiers and sailors to enter the amount therein 
named without the requirements of settlement 
and cultivation. : 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie county, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of bill 
No, 660, granting bounty land to’ certain per- 
sons engaged in the military and naval service 
of the United States since the 4th day. of 
March, 1861. seg a : 

Also, the remonstrances of General S, Miles 
Green, O. Hammond, J. T. Shirley, Patrick 
H. Hogan, and 1,000 others, workers in iron 
in. Pennsylvania, against. the ‘change in the 
tariff laws abating duties on articles suc- 
cessfully produced in this country, urged by 
the Free Trade League,.and praying for the 
repeal of ali duties on tea, coffee, and such 


other articles as cannot be produced in the 

United States; and also for such adjustment 
of duties as will encourage every home indus- 
try, and foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer. ta 

By Mr. STRONG: The. petition of the 
letter-carriers. of Hartford, Connecticut, for 
an increase of salary.: : 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The memorial of 
Edward R. Houchin, fora pension. - ; 

. By Mr. VAUGHAN: The memorial. of 
Thomas G. Neal, of Memphis, Tennessee, 
asking to be paid for the use of a certain build- 
ing used as a hospital during the rebellion. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of John W. 
Jennings, for indemnity for property lost in the 
service of the Government. _ 

By Mr. WILLARD: The petition of H. L. 
Stillson, publisher of the Bennington (Ver- 
mont) Free Press, praying a modification of the 
postal laws. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
George Spencer and 114 others, citizens. of 
Lawrence county, Ohio, praying the repeal 
of all duties on tea and coffee, and such an 
adjustment of the tariff laws as will encourage 
and defend every home industry and foster 
the honor and interests of American laborers. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: A bill to 
establish a post route between Nelson and 
Southington, Ohio. 

By Mr. HANDLEY: A bill to establish 
post routes in Alabama: from Blake's Ferry, 
via Fox Creek, to Hast Mills; from Tuskegee, 
via Cross Keys, Culhatchee, Mount Meigs, to 
Montgomery; from Dadeville,via Pinkneyville, 
Sylacogga, to Childersburg; and from Opelika, 
via Oak Bowery, to Dudleyville, 

. By Mr. MERRIAM: A bill establishing a 
post road from Barnes Corners to Watertown, 
New York; also, from Chaumont, via De Pau- 
ville, Clayton Center, to Clayton, New York. 

“By Mr. READ: A bill declaring the road 
leading from Samuels Depot, on the Bardstown 
branch of the Louisville and Nashville rail- 
road, in the county of Nelson, Kentucky, to 
Chaplintown in the same county, a post road. 

Also, a bill declaring the road leading from 
Hodgensville, in the county of La Rue, in the 
State of Kentucky, to the town of New Haven, 
in the county of Nelson, in the same State, a 
mail route and post road. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 20, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. J. Q. Burzer, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. R 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. - 
A message from the House of Representa: 


|| tives, by Mr. McPusrsow, its Clerk, announced 


that the House had passed the following joint 
resolution and bills; in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested: 
_ A joint resolution (H. R. No. 108) author- 
izing the President to open negotiations with 
all civilized nations in reference to captives in 
war ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1537) to repeal existing 
duties on tea and coffee; and 

A bill (H, R. No. 864) to extend the time 


| of payment for their lands by persons holding 


preémptions on the public 
of Minnesota. ` 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The. VICE. PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate aletter from the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitting, in partial compliance with the require- 
ments of the third section of the act approved 


lands in the State 
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March 8, 1871, and in addition to-those on 
other harbors and rivers heretofore presented, 
engineer reports of the surveys of Aquiacreek, 
Virginia, Accotinck, Nebasea, Quantico, and 
Choppawamasic bays, East Chester creek, 
New York, Rondout harbor, New. York, and 
Passaic river, New Jersey ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. : ; 
ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. :Iask unanimous con- 
sent of- the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 
245, for the purpose of non-concurring in the 
amendment of the House and asking for a 
committee of conference. fe 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan asks unanimous consent to consider 
the amendment of the House to a Senate bill, 
for the purpose of non-concurring and asking 
for a committee of conference. The title will 
be reported. 

The Curer Cuerx. A bill (S. No. 245) 
amendatory of an act authorizing the con 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas 


river, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shouldlike to hear the 
amendment read. f 

The Cuipr CLERK. The amendment of the 
House of Representatives is in line two to 
strike out the words ‘‘ said act’’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof ‘an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
river at Little Rock, Arkansas, approved July 
1, 1870;’’ ‘at the end of the first: section to 
insert, ‘‘the piers of said bridge shall be par- 
allel with the current of. said river;’’? and in 
linc eighteen ‘of section two, after the word 
“require,” to insert the words ‘ the Secretary 
of War.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why do we not concur? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill move a non-con- 
currence if there be no objection, but the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Rice] wishes tohave 
the amendment non-concurred in. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to 
taking it up, and having.a committee of con- 
ference appointed. : 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of. the House of Representatives ; and 
the Senate non-concurred in the amendment 
and asked a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and the 
committee was ordered to be appointed by the 
Vice President. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1587) to repeal the 
existing duties on tea and coffee, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. i 

The bill (H. R. No. 864) toextend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the State 
of Minnesota, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 103) author- 
izing the President to open negotiations with 
all civilized nations in reference to captives in 
war, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a me- 
morial of the council and house of represent- 
atives of Colorado Territory, remonstrating 
against section five of a bill to promote the 
development of the mineral resources of the 
United States, introduced into the House of 
Representatives by Mr. SARGENT, of California, 
containing the provision that after the passage 
of the act, and until a patent shall have. been 
issued, not less than twenty-five dollars’ worth 
of labor shall be expended or improvements 
made upon each claim of two hundred feet 
during each year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, in favor of an appropriation 


for the erection of a building: at the capital of 
that State for the accommodation of the Uni- 
ted States courts, post office, internal reve- 
nue officers, and pénsion office; which. were 
referred. to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings.and Grounds, and ordered to be-printed. 

-He also presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina, for the passage of 
the bill for the sale of the Government prop- 
erty in Beaufort county, in that: State; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. SPENCER presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, for a grant of public 
lands to aid in the construction of the Colum- 
bus, Fayette, and Decatur railroad; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SPENCER. I also present a memo- 


rial of the General Assembly of the State of | 


Alabama, which represents that thousands of 
acres of land entered in accordance with the 
act of Congress, approved August 14, 1854, 
are now held by innocent purchasers, who are 
cultivating those lands and have paid a fair 
consideration for the same, believing the cer- 
tificate of purchase to be good evidence that 
patents would be issued by the United States, 
whereas proof is now required to. be made to 
the Land Office of. full compliance with the 
laws in such cases provided, which, in a ma- 
jority of instances, is impossible on account 
of the long lapse of time, death, and many 
other causes. The memorialists therefore re- 
spectfully ask that an act be passed by Con- 
gress granting relief in all cases where the 
main object of the law, the cultivation of the 
land, has been complied with. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE presented the petition of Henry 
C. Calhoun, James W., Jackson, and two hun- 


dred other residents of Jefferson and Jackson - 


counties, Arkansas, praying the passage of 
the supplementary civil rights bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented the petitions of 
Erwin Wood and Henry Hinds, publishers of 
newspapers, praying for an amendment of the 
postal laws so that persons known as regular 
dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive by mail such quantities of either as 
they may require, in bulk, whether wholly or 
in part printed, and pay postage thereon, as 
received, at the same pro rata as regular sub- 
scribers to publications weighing four ounces, 
who pay quarterly in advance; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of E, Miller, 
type-founder, and fifteen others, workers in his 
establishment in the city of St: Paul, Minne- 
sota, remonstrating against any change in the 
tariff laws abating the duties on printing types, 
now successfully produced in American found- 
eries, and praying for a repeal of all duties on 
the raw material used in the production of 
type, namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, 
so that home industries may be fostered and 
defended; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I present the 
remonstrance of citizens of Grand Rapids, 
Michigan, against the passage of the Chicago 
fire relief bill, signed by Thomas D. Gilbert, 
W. B. Ledyard, M. V. Aldridge, M. L. Sweet, 
John Chaney, A. Roberts & Son, L, H. Ran- 
dall, Winderly & Co., William T. Powers, 
Robinson, Solomon & Co., Ryerson, Hills & 
Co., Wiliam A. Howard, L. H. Withey & 
Co., ©. ©. Comstock, Brown, Wilson & Co., 
E. M. Doubleday, and S. A. Browne. I would 
also state that the gentleman who heads this list 
holds largely of stock in a banking building 
in Chicago destroyed and crippled by the fre. 
He is now president of a bank at Grand Rap- 
ids. I move that this remonstrance lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Talso present 
a notice by dispatch of a memorial coming, 
remonstrating against the passage of the same 
bill from an interest in another quarter, rep- 
resenting three hundred million feet.of lam- 
ber. I move that it lie on tho table. 

The motion was‘agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I also present 
a memorial signed by Arthur Truesdell and 
two hundred and thirty others, of Muskegon, 
Michigan, the heading of which I will read, as 
it is something of importance relating to: Mus- 
kegon harbor: i 

We, the undorsignod, citizens of Muskegon, and 
State of Michigan, would respectfully represent that 
the city of Muskegon is the countyseat of Muskegon 
county, and situated on Muskegon lake, near the 
outlet of Muskegon lake and river into Lake Michi- 
gan; that said city contains about eight thousand 
inhabitants, (its population having doubled in tho 
last five years, being the largest nnd most important 
city on the eastern shore of Lake Michigan ;) that 
there are at said city twenty-eight saw-mills, mostly 
oflarge size, manufacturing annually from two hun- 
dred to two hundred and fifty million feet of lumber; 
that most of this lumber is shipped from Michigan 
by water, as is also a large quantity manufactured 
on the river above, as well as a large quantity of 
shingles, railroad ties, staves, &c.; that a large num~ 
ber of steamers, propellers, and sail vessels are an- 
nually employed in the Muskegon trade, the num- 
ber of vessels of all classes entered at the port of 
Muskegon for the year 1871 being 2,512, with a ton- 
nage of 437,712 tons. 

They pray that an appropriation be made 
for that harbor with a view of making it aper- 
manent harbor of refuge, I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. ue 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
Ann McTauge, widow of Neal McTauge, a 
soldier in the United States Army, praying the 
passage of a special act granting her a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Samuel Gardiner, jr., praying investigation 
of the use of his patent apparatus for lighting 
gas by electricity in the Capitol of the United 
States, in order that he may be awarded 
equitable compensation.therefor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Caroline 
Hartman, praying to be allowed bounty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, : 

Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of B. 
F. Cram and sixty-three others, citizens of 
Minnesota, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, praying for the passage of a bill equal- 
izing the bounties of Union soldiersin the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the. petition 
of William P. Conner, of Bath county, Ken- 
tucky, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented the petition 
of C. H. Davis, publisher of the Ashland 
Times, Saunders county, Nebraska, praying 
for the passage of an act that persons known 
as dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive by mail such quantities as they may 
require, in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay the postage thereon as re- 
ceived, at the same rates pro rata as regu- 
lar subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly in advance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. . . 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
citizens of Fort Scott, Kansas, praying for the 
passage without delay of Senate bill No. 558, 
for the relief of actual settlers upon the Cher- 
okee neutral lands. in Kansas; which ‘was 
referred to the Committee.on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Rich- 
ard T. Sale, of Richmond, Virginia, prayiag 
indemnity for losses sustained during the wars 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of William 


Næ 


> 


E. Wiliams and others, citizens of Richmond, 
Virginia, praying indemnity. for losses sus- 
tained during the war; which was referred to 
the.Gommittee on Claims. 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE presented a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Alabama asking an 
extension of the time for.the selection of 
swamp and overflowed lands within the limits 
of that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted: D, 

__ Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Mrs. E. J. Brossman, requesting the refund- 
. ing of certain taxes paid to Captain F. J. P. 
Chilty, provost marshal at Camp Stoneman, 
in 1865; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND. REFERRED, 


Mr. JOHNSTON. Task that the following 
order be made: 


‘Ordered, That Reuben Wright have leave to with- 
draw his papers from the files of the Senate. 


I will state that this is a petition for indem- 
nification for loss of property by Indian depre- 
dators, The object of withdrawing the papers 
is to have them presented to the Indian tribe. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there been 
an adverse report? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. There has been an ad- 
verse report; but being a claim for Indian 
depredations the party desires to withdraw 
the papers so as to present them to the Indian 
tribe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let copies be retained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will 
be made with that condition. 

On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 

Ordered, That the message of the President of the 
United States of January 14, 1869, communicating 
information in relation to the erection of fortifica- 
tions at Lawrence, Kansas, in 1864 and 1865, on the 
files of the Senate, be reforred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Task thatleave 
be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of Reuben Good- 


rich, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Where an abso- 
lute withdrawal of papers is asked, Senators 
have desired that something should be stated 
as to whether there was or was not an adverse 
report. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
report made in this case. - 

-Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the nature of 
the claim? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I think the 
claim is for an allowance on account of ‘a dif- 
ference in the account between the General 
Land Office and a receiver of a local land 
office. Mr. Goodrich was receiver of the land 
office, and my impression is that there wag a 
difference of accounts between him and the 
General Land Office, which difference is 
charged ‘against the receiver, and he thiuks it 
is incorrect. The matter was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, but no action was taken, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection, 

There being no objection, leave wag granted 
to withdraw the papers. - 

On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Cowan, 
& Dickinson, of Nashvillo, Tennessee, be taken fom 


There was no 


the files of the Senate and referred to the Committea | 


on Claims. 

Mr. PRATT. I also ask for an order that 
the memorial and papers in the ease of Warren 
&, Moore, of Nashviile, Tennessee, be with- 
drawn fromthe files of the Senateand referred 
to the Committee on Claims. I am not sure 
that according to the practice of the Senate I 
am entitled to this order. I will briefly state 
what. are the facts. Warren & Moore, as 
memorialists, were before the Forty-First Con- 
gress claiming compensation for certain losses 
to their property occasioned by the troops 
during the. siege of Nashville. Their claim 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
was reported upon adversely. Ihad the honor 
myself of submitting the adverse report. Since 


that time certain proofs: have been furnished 
me. which lead me to doubt the correctness 
of the conclusion at which the committee 
arrived. Among other things, it seems’ that 
under the order of Major General-Thomas this 
claim was referred to a board of assessors, who 
reported in favor of Warren & Moore to tlie 
amount of $10,282 55, and-this.was not paid, 
only because the Attorney General: gave‘ an 
opinion that the War Department: had: no 


i| authority to settle and pay any claims-in the: 


State of Tennessee except such: as were for 
quartermasters’. or commissary stores. The 
objections to the allowance of this claim which 
existed: in the minds of the committee have 
been in a: great. measure removed by new 
proofs which have been submitted to me, and 
I think it but just:that this claim should again 
be referred to that committee for reconsider- 
ation. i i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This certainly 
brings it within the spirit of the forty-ninth 
rule, which states that papers shall not be 
withdrawn and re-referred unless where the 
memorialist submits new evidence-or states 
that he thinks the committee have erred in 
their report. The Senator himself having 
made the adverse report, and thinking he has 
perhaps erred in it, the case comes within the 
spirit of the rule, and the papers will be re- 
referred. 

THE OVERLAND MALL. 


Mr. COLE. 
special favor of allowing me to call up Sen- 
ate bill No. 657, and if any morning business 
intervenes I will give way. It is a bill intro- 
duced yesterday in relation to the overland 
mail, { ask that it be read, and I will state 
here that the bill has received considerable 
attention in the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, but owing to the report of 
the Department being in the hands of the 
Printer at the time the committee were in 
session it was impossible for them to. make 
any final recommendation touching the bill to 
which Trefer. Task that the bill be taken up 
and read. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. COLE. I will give way for morning 
business after the bill is taken up. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators have 
a right to demand precedence for morning 
buriness, Reports of committees are now in 
order. 


I wish to offer a resolu- 


That is in the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the 
memorial of William Blanchard, asking com- 
pensation for certain moneys expended by him 
while consul at Melbourne, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 674) 
for the relief of William Blanchard. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, 
printed. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was:referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 847) for. the relief of Tinsley, 
Van Horn & Co., Glenn, Overall & Clark, 
and J. N. Henderson & Co., of Louisiana, 
Missouri, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 551) for the re- 
lief of Charles Clinton, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 291) for the relief of the officers and 
crew of the United States.ship Wyoming, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon;. which was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. WINDOM. The Committees on Public 
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I ask the Senate to do me the ; 


and the report was ordered to be | 


February. 20, 


Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
848) to provide fer the irrigation of the Bear 
River valley, in Utah Territory; have directed 
me to report it back with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, and I give notice 
that to-morrow, or as soon thereafter as prac- 
ticable, T shall ask-action on it. >> 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 115) reviving a grant of lands heretofore 
made to the North Louisiana and Texas rail- 
road, have directed. me to report it back with- 
out amendment. Iam desired by the Senator 
from Louisiana to ask the present considera- 
tion of that bill. 

Mr. EDMONDS. To which I object. The 
excellent luck of one land grant seen.s to have 
already made them popular, but I think this 
can wait until.to-morrow. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects, and the bill will go on 
the Calendar. . 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 85) to. further. the administration. of 
Justice, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 478) to further 
the administration of justice, reported it with 
anamendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom was referred a resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Kansas in 
favor of extending the time for the comple- 
tion of the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé 
railroad, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and have directed me to report a bill. 

The bill (S. No. 676) to extend the time for 
thecompletion of the Atchison, Topeka, and 
Santa Fé railroad was. read, and passed to a 
second reading. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ishould like to ask for 
its present consideration, but my friend on 
my right [Mr. Epmunps] objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend will 
not consider me as unjust to him; but the idea 
of passing a bill here that is not yet printed, 
extending or continuing a land grant, granting 
away the public lands of the United States, it 
seems to me, is asking a little too much of 
anybody, The Senator must excuse me, there- 
fore, if Task that it shall be considered in the 
regular way. 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill grants noth- 
ing, except that it gives the company two 
years’ more time to complete the road without 
changing anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
comes up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go 
on the Calendar. 


USE OF PLATES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
I am instructed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to report a bill (S. No. 675) granting to 
James D. Dana the use of certain plates. It 
relates simply to the loaning to an individual 
who is publishing a scientific work of some of 
the plates that are in the custody of the Com- 
mittee on the Library. That committee not 
feeling quite authorized to give them without 
such a bill have instructed me to ask for this 
leave. Z f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. It proposes 
toauthorize the joint Committee on the Library 
to grant to James D. Dana the use of such of 
the engraved plates of the United States 
Exploring Expedition under Captain Wilkes, 
now in charge of that committee, as may be 
desired by him for: the publishing of a book 
‘‘oncorais and coral islands,” > . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It relates simply 
to three plates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are you going to take 
the plates out of the Library for his use? 


We can see that when it 
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° 


an panne 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Yes, sir; we 
loan them to him for use at Philadelphia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the purpose of mak- 
ing engravings from them, I suppose? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. For the pur- 
pose of illustrating a book. which he is now 
publishing on the subject of corals and coral 
islands. sarig l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You mean the original | 
plates from which engravings were originally | 


made? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Yes, sir. | 
By unanimous consent the bill was read 
three times, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. | 


Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsula in Lake Erie, opposite | 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to. the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed.. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to: introduce a bill (8. 
No. 678) granting lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of canals and river improvements in the 
State of Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLY asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 679) to provide for the irrigation of the 
lands lying between; Boise and Snake rivers, 
in Idaho Territory ; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introdncea 
bill (S. No. 680) to encourage the growth of 
timber on western prairies; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 681) to provide for the reporting and 
printing of. the debates in Congress; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be. 
printed. 

Mr. LEWIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
682) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
divide the State of Virginia into two judicial 
districts ;’’ which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee oa the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 683) in relation to the absentee Shawnee 
lands in Kansas; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimons 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 684) granting lands to certain counties in 
Alabama for the purpose of promoting the 
cause of education; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. SPENCER. I wish to state that this 
bill has been sent to me from my State by a 
distinguished member of the Legislature, and 
I have not had time to examine all its provis- 
ions. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and printed, 

The motion was agreed to, 


NATIONAL JUNCTION: RAILROAD. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Governor of the District, of 
Columbia be, and he is hereby, directed to transmitto 
the Senate an official copy of. an act of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of said District, approved August 18, 
1871, entitled “An act to incorporate the National 
Junction Railroad Company,” together with the 
remonstrance of certain property-holders along N 
street, in the city of Washington, laid before the 
said Assembly, or a committee thereof, prior to the 
passage of said act upon the same. 


. MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. HARLAN, I move that the Senate 
take up Senate bill No. 547 for considera- 
tion. z ae 

Mr. COLE. I made a request of that kind 
awhile sgo, and I trust the Senator from Iowa 
will not interfere with it. Ithink he would 
not if he saw the object of it. 

Mr. HARLAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. COLE. It isin reference to the over- | 
land mails that are now blocked. ` I believe, 
the railroad companies are not using due dili- 
gence to put the mails through; and on the 
other hand I am warned by persons on whom 
I rely, who have recently come over, that the 
mail trains are delayed for the purpose of 
allowing tea trains and other freight trains to 
be put ahead, and the mails are thus ob- 
structed to a very great extent and delayed 
much longer than they should be. I hope I 
shall be allowed to have the bill taken up, as 
the use of it depends upon its speedy consid- 
eration and action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business having concluded, the Senator from 
California did not claim the floor, but the Sen- 
ator from Iowa did claim it. The Chair did 
not, however, announce the conclusion of ‘the 
morning business. ‘ 

Mr. HARLAN. I think there will be time 
enough before one‘o’clock to consider both 
bills. This is a small matter. 

Mr. COLE. I made a similar request awhile 
ago, and I think the Senator could not have 
heard me, or perhaps he would not have inter- e 
fered with my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That request 
wag not concurred in a few moments since. 
Then the motion of the Senator from Iowa is 
before the Senate, there being no other morn- 
ing business apparently. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 547) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi river, at or near 
the town df Clinton, in the State of Iowa, and 
to establish it as a post road, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill bad been reported by the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was in section one, line 
five, to strike out the words ‘‘ or near the town 
of Clinton, in the State of Iowa,’’ and in lieu 
thereof to insert, ‘‘such point on said river, 
within fifteen miles of the town of Clinton, in 
the State of Iowa, as may accommodate the 
Chicago, Burlington, and Quincy railroad, and 
its connections on the west side of said river.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out in 
section one, from line twelve to line seventeen, 
the words ‘‘and that when constructed all 
trains of all roads terminating at said river, at 
or opposite said point, shall be allowed to cross 
said bridge for reasonable compensation, and 
reasonable compensation may also be charged 
for the use of said bridge as a highway, to be 
made to the owners of said bridge,” and after 
the word ‘‘ provided,”’ inline eighteen, to insert 
“ that said bridge shall not interfere with the 
free navigation of said river beyond what is 
necessary in order to carry into effect the rights 
and privileges hereby granted.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was at the end of the 
first section to add the following proviso : 


Provided, That said bridge shali not be so located 
or constructed as to interferein any manner withthe 
approaches to the railroad bridge now erected at 
Clinton, or with the piers of the same, or so as to 
obstruct in any manner the passego of said bridge 
by boats, vessels, or rafts, or to render such passage 
more difficult or dangerous: Provided, however, That 
this clause shall not be construed to prohibit the 
crossing of the approaches to said bridge, ir each 
crossing shall be found necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in section two, 
line twenty-five, after the word ‘‘river,’’ toin- 


sert ‘‘ where said bridge may be erected: And 
provided also ;’’ so as to read: Sea eee 

And tho piers of said bridge shall be. parallel 
with the current of the river where said bridge may 
beerocted: And provided also, That said draw. shail 
be.opened promptly, dc. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was to strike out iù 
section two, from line twenty-seven to ling 
thirty-two, the following words: 


Whose construction shall not be such as to admit 
of their passage under the permanent spans of said. 
bridge, except when trains are passing over the 
same: butin no case shall unnecessary delay occur 
in opening the said draw during or after the passage 
of trains, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at- the 
end of section three, ‘‘and the United States: 
shall have the right of way for postal tele- 
graph purposes across said bridge.’’: 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was to insert the fol- 
lowing additional section: ; 


Sec, 4, That all railway companies desiring. to 
use the said bridge shall have, and be entitled to 
equal rights and privileges in the passage of the 
same, and in the use ot the machinery and fixtures 
thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, under and 
upon such terms and conditions as shall be pre- 
scribed by the district court of the United States for 
the „upon hearing the allegations and proofs 
of the parties in case they shall not agree. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to fillthe blank by 
inserting ‘‘ district of Iowa.” : 
The motion was agreed to. ao 
Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa, who has charge of this 
biil. Has the Senator considered the pro- 
priety, constitutional or otherwise, of charging 
upon a district judge of the United States, or 
a district court of the United States, the duty 
of deciding between railroad companies the 
terms upon which one or more of them may 
use this bridge? 
Mr. HARLAN. It is an amendment pro- 
osed by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. I suppose they have considered 
that subject. I understand from the chair- 
manof that committee that it is a clause which 
is usual, which has been put in all such bills. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I am not sufficiently 
familiar with the usual form of clause em~ 
ployed. I think I have seen, however, in 
some bills of this general character, a power 
proposed to be vested in the district courts 
which would be more properly vested, in my 
judgment, in one of the Departments here at 
Washington. I would suggest that the power 
should be confided to the Secretary of the 
Interior, or to the Secretary of War, acting, 
of course, through the engineer department. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I can only inform theSen- 
ator from California that several bridge bills 
authorizing the construction of bridges on 
western waters, the Mississippi, the Ohio, and 
the Missouri, have contained this provision, 
which has never heretofore been criticised at 


all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Task to have the pro- 
vision read. f f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be again reported. ; 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment re- 
ported as section four. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am opposed very de- 
cidedly to charging any such duty upon the 
district judge or the district court. Thero is 
nothing that can be rendered more embarrass: 
ing to him in regard to the discharge of his 
judicial duties than to add to them a duty so 
foreign as this is, and which may involve mach 
time and much Jabor in the hearing of testi- 
mony and the decision between conflicting 
claimants. It is not in any proper sense a 
judicial question. It is more properly an 
executive question, It ought to be confided 
to the executive department of the Goverr- 


ment. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the honorable Senator 
will permit me, l have no onjection to the 
change he suggests. : 


1180 


» Mr. CASSERLY..:.1. do-not.-care. whether: 
the Secretary of War or the Secretary of: the 
Interior be selected, OR E 
. i Mra HARLAN. Perhaps it would be well 
to “substitute the’ Secretary of War, ds\ the. 
_ plans have. to be submitted to him for his 
approval. an 
“Mr: CASSERLY. Certainly; I suggested 
that: with reference to his having the engineer’|| 
bureau in his Department: : 
“Mr; RAMSEY. Thèse matters have. here- 
tofore been. referréd to the district. courts. I 
recollect that. in. the case of the Cincinnati 
bridge the’ great controversy about that bridge 
was referred, I think, to the Supreme Court, 
or some one of the United States courts. ` 
“Mr. EDMUNDS. That was a matter of 


law. i 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. The ‘Senator 
from California moves to amend the: ameénd- 
ment by striking out * the district court for 
the district of Iowa,’’ and inserting “ the Sec- 
retary of War.” The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment’ 'to the amendment was 
agreed to. oa be i 

~The. amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Post: Offices and Post Roads was to insert asan 
additional section ‘the following: 

Sro. 5. That the plan and specifications, with the 
necessary drawings of said bridge, shall be submit- 
ted to the Secretary of War, for his approval, and 
until he approve the plan and location ofsaid bridge 
it shall not be built or commenced; and should any 
chango be made in the plan of said bridge, during 
the progress of the work thereon, such change shall 
be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; 
and ali changes in the construction of said bridge, 
that may be directed by Congress, shall be mado at 
the cost and expense of the owners thereof. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move. to amend that 
amendment by striking it all out and insertin 
what I send to the Chair, being the second 
section of an act on the same subject. 

The Cater Crerx. The words proposed to 
be inserted. are as. follows: 


‘That the structure herein authorized shall be built 
under und subject to such regulations for the secur- 
ity of the navigation of said rivor as the Socretary 
of War shall prescribe, and tho said structure shall 
be: at all times so kept'and managed as to offer 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of 
vessels through and under said structure; and the 
said structure shall be changed at. the ‘cost and 
expense of the owners theroof, from time to time, as 
Congress may direct, so as to preserve the freo and 
convonient navigation of said river; and the author- 
ity to erect and continue said bridge shall be sub- 
ject to revocation by law whenever the publio good 
shallin the judgment of Congress so require. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose this amend- 
ment, as being more complete, to carry out the 
view of the committee, and being what was 
adopted in other railroad-bridge bills recently 
under consideration. I am sure there is no 
objection to it, for it carries out the idea of 
the committee a little more particularly; so I 
will not take up time in discussing it. 

The amendment to. the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
bilt by way of addition. - i ; 

The Curer Crurx. The amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin is to add to the bill 
the following: es 


Sec.—. That a bridge may be constructed and 
maintained acrogs the. Mississippi river, at any point 
they may select, between the counties of Carroll and 
Whitesides, in the State of Illinois, and the coun- 
ties of Jackson and Clinton, in the State of Iowa, 
either by the Western Union Railroad Company or 
the Sabula, Ackley, and Dakota Railroad Company, 
or both of them, or by either or both of their sue. 
cessors or assigns, or by any person, company, or cor- 
poration having authority from the States of Illi- 
nois and Iowa. The bridge authorized to be built 
by this section is hereby declared to be a post route, 
and has all the privileges, and is subject to all-the 
terms, restrictions, and requirements contained in 
the foregoing sections of this act. 

Ssc.—. That a bridge may be constructed and 
maintained across the Mississippi river, at any point 
they may select, between the county of La Crosse, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and the county of Hous. 
ton, in the State of Minnesota, by the Milwaukee 
and St. Paul Railway Company, their successors or 
assigns, or by any person, company, or corporation 
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having authority from ‘thé States’ of: Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. ‘The bridge authorized. to be built by 
this section is hereby declared tò- be a post route, 


and has all the privileges, and is subject.to-all the : 


terms, restrictions, and requirements contained in 
the foregoing sections of this act. , 

The amendment Was agreéd to. ees 

Mr... HARLAN. I submit, the. following 
amendment, 
amendment: E ae . 

Sno. —. That the Muscatine Western Railroad 
Company,:or their assigns, a corporation existing 
under’ the laws of the State of Iowa, be, ‘and is 
hereby, authorized ‘to construct and maintain a 
bridge. across the Mississippi river at the city of 
Muscatine, in the State of Lowa. The bridge author- 
ized to be built by this section is hereby declared to 
be a post route, and. shall have all the privileges, 
and is subject to all the terms, restrictions, and, re- 
quirements contained’ in the foregoing sections of 
h o ar 


‘ 


is Bot. : ` 

The amendinent was agreed tò. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the.amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire the attention of the 
Senator from Wisconsin for one moment to 
his amendment which was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin is not now in the Chamber. 
The morning hour has expired, and the unfin- 
ished business is before the Senate, being the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumser, ] the pending question being on 
the amendment of the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Conkiina,] upon which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] is entitled to the floor. 
* Mr. COLE. I appeal to the Senator from 
Missouri to allow me to.ask.of the Senate the 
consideration of the bill I referred to early 
thìs morning, which includes only eight lines, 

Mr. HARLAN. The: honorable Senator 
from’ Missouri has very kindly consented that 
the regular order be passed overa moment to 


take the final vote on the bill which was pend- 


ing when the morning hour expired. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ` If no, Senator 
demandg the regular order, the unfinished 
business will be passed over, subject to a de- 
mand for the regular order, to take the ques- 
tion on the passage of the bridge bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I simply desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
the fact that the last section he moved as an 
amendment does not confine the power to 
build the bridge to the corporation therein 
named, but gives it to their successors, or 
assigns, or to any person, company, or cor- 
poration having authority from the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota, ‘thus giving the 
same privilege to all corporations hereafter 
created by those States. I suppose that was 
hardly designed, and I want to call his atten- 
tion to it. How long a distance does that 


embrace, ‘‘between the county of La Crosse, | 


in Wisconsin, and the county of Houston, in 
the State of Minnesota ?” : 

Mr. CARPENTER. They are on opposite 
sides of the river. 

.Mr. SCOTT. 
river do they extend? _. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is a question 
that ought. to be. sent to the Civil. Service 
Reform Committee.. I. do not know. The 
width of the counties, I suppose. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then the privilege is given 
to this corporation, their successors. and as- 
Signs, or to any person, company, or corpora- 
tion having authority from the States of Wis- 
consin and” Minnesota, which will authorize 
any existing company or corporation, or any 
ever hereafter incorporated, to. build a bridge 
within these limits. ` I only wish to know how 
oes VER wet Wwe are granting, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of the biH. 

The bill was passed. - : 

The title was amended so as to read: “An 
act to authorize the constraction of a hridge 
across the Mississippi river at or near the town 
of Clinton, in the State of Iowa, and other 


to come:in atthe end of. the last. 


But how far up and down the 
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bridges acroéé said river, and to establish them 


as post. rôadg?} et so tal ork 
SU e e OVERLAND MAILS; - 

„Mr. COLE, Task the Senator from Mis- 
souri to yield for the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 657, relating to the overland mails. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I object to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, ccs ce a: 

Mr. COLE. This is of very great import- 
ance to the business communities both of. the 
Pacific and Atlantic States. I do not know 
how it may affect the State of Nebraska. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can only be 
reached by laying aside informally the pending 
question, which is the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and taking ‘up this 
bill. a 

Mr. COLE. Can it be done by motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot, ex- 
cept by laying. on the table or postponing the 
pending question, which is the resolution’ of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, upon which 
the Senator from Missouri is entitled to the 


floor. . 
` Mr. COLE. I move that the present order 
be laid aside until this bill be passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. |The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the Hoor, and may 
not yield for that motion. 

Mr. SCHURZ. If this bill can be passed 
without debate, I shall be glad to yield; other- 
wise, I cannot. 

Mr. COLE, It will not be debated by me. 
I wish to get it through without debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I appeal to my friend 
from Nebraska not to press his objection. The 
report of the Postmaster General, which has 
only come in this morning, though it was called 
for by my resolution of last Friday, makes such 
a case, I think, as will satisfy him that this bill 
or something like itought to pass. The injury 
to the people’ of the Pacific coast, more than 
threé quarters ofa ‘million of persons, the 
most active community of its size probably in 
the world outside of the large cities, is very 
great and is becoming greater with every day’s 
delay in the transmission of the mails. “I hope 
the Senator from Nebraska will withdraw his 
objection to unanimous consent to taking up 
the bill and passing it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to say that so 
far as I understand the condition of affairs 
there the officers of the road are doing all 
that it is possible for human beings to do, and 
that the blockade will soon be terminated, I` 
prefer at any rate that the question shall go. 
over until to-morrow. I know of no negli- 
gence on their part. 

Mr. COLE. {have but one remark to make. 
I will state for the information of my friend 
from Nebraska that my information is very 
positive and direct that the railroad company 
1s not doing its duty by any means, that the 
mails are laid over for the purpose of allowing 
tea trains to go ahead, and that some mails are 
delayed two days longer than they should have 
been in order to get freight trains through in 
advance. i : : 

Mr. CASSERLY. More than that. I may 
add that the'telegram of Mr: Albert Barstow, 
assistant superintendent of railway mail ser- 
vice, a gentleman well known to my colleague 
and myself as a most intelligent and efficient 
public servant, transmitted by him to the Post- 
master General from Ogden, is explicit that 
the failare to only transmit the mails on the 
part of the railway company is, to use his own 
language, inexcusable under the circumstances. 
Now, I do not wish to -pass judgment in ad- 
vance upon the railroad company; but I pre- 
Sent that as a reason why Congress should act 
with promptness.. .The telegram is in the- 
report of the Postmaster General. called for 
by me on last Friday, and on the -table this 
morning. wd 

Mr. CORBETT. [hope the regular order 
may be passed over informally, and that we 
may take up this bill, It can do no harm to 
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pass this bill authorizing the Postmaster Gen- | 
eral to do wpat he can to facilitate the bring- 
ing of the mails. Iam sure there will be no 
objection to the bill. It simply authorizes the 
Postmaster General to make some arrange- 
ment for the transmission of the mails through 
the blockade. : ' 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President—  . 

Mr. SCHURZ. If this bill can be passed 
in five or ten minutes, I shall certainly have 
no objection. 


Mr. COLE. 
that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Missouri can resume the floor at any 
time. The Chair will recognize him as against 
any other Senator. ` . 

Mr. TIPTON. -I do not understand why we 
should be so anxious to act upon this question 
this morning. The season of heavy snow has 
passed over for this year; and. whatever the 
obstructions were the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company had every pecuniary inducement to 
urge them, as soon asit was possible, to transmit 
the mails as well as other freight. Now, if they 
have been derelict in their duty, that can be 
settled, I suppose, asa matter of damages be- 
tween them and the Government; but we all 
know that whatever the energy of men can do 
will now be done for the purpose of obviating 
the possibility of any charges of neglect on their 
part. Ido not think, therefore, there is any 
necessity for urging this bill through this 
morning, as they are making every effort that 
men can make for the purpose of carrying the 
mails to the point of termination. I trust the 
Senator from Missouri will resume the floor, 
and that we shall attend to this matter on 
another occasion. 

Mr. CORBETT. I trust the Senator from 
Nebraska does not wish to prevent the Post- 
master General from making some other 
arrangement for the transmission of the mails 
around the blockade, provided he can do so; 
and this bill simply authorizes him to make 
some provision of that kind. We are not get- 
ting our mails regularly, and I hope the bill 
will be taken up and passed without any oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This bill cannot be 
considered if there is a single objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot except 
by laying on the table the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and then pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Objection has been 
made, and I protest against it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
South Carolina objects to any further debate, 
unless the Senator from California tests the 
sense of the Senate by a motion to lay on the 
table the pending question. 

Mr. COLE. JL apprehend in that case more 
than five minutes might be consumed in debate 
this morning ; but I give notice that I will call 
up the bill to-morrow morning in the morning 
hour, and I hope by that time my friends from 
Nebraska will have ascertained that these 
companies are not doing their duty and that 
the mails are unnecessarily delayed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California withdraws his request. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ap- 
points as the committec of conference ordered 
this morning on the bill (S. No. 245) amenda- 
tory of an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Arkansas river the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, Mr. Caanpixr, the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, Mr. EKpMunps,; and the 
Senator from Kentucky, Mr. STEVENSON. 
The Senator from Arkansas, Mr. Rroz, who 
bas charge of the bill, declined to serve on 
the conference, which is the reason why the 
Chair did not appoint him. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


I think it can be in less than 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr, Cuinron Luovp, its Chief Clerk, | 


announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 30 
A bill (H. R..No. 1218) defining the rights 
of part owners of vessels in certain cases; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1658) to establish certain 
post routes; . i ai 
A bill (H. R. No. 1659) to relieve Edward 
White, of St. Louis, Missouri, from disabilities 
under the fourteenth amendment of the. Con- 
stitution; and , l 
A bill (H. R. No. 1657) to amend section 
two act of August 30, 1852, in relation to 
the transportation and exportation of imported 
goods, wares, and merchandise in bond through 
certain ports in the State of Texas. f 
The message also announced that the House 
had passed a resolution for the printing of 
twelve thousand extra copies of the first eight 
tables of the census report; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred as indicated below : 

The bill (H. R. No. 1218) defining the rights 
of part owners of vessels in certain cases—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1658) to establish post 
routes—to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

‘The bill (H. R. No. 1659) to relieve Edward 
White, of St. Louis, Missouri, from disabili- 
ties under the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution—to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1657) to amend section 
two act of August 80, 1852, in relation to 
the transportation and exportation of im- 
ported goods, wares, and merchandise in bond 
through certain ports in the State of Texas— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

PRINTING OF CENSUS TABLES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the. 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives, which wag 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed in muslin covers twelve thousand extra 


copies of the first eight tables of the census report, ` 


of which seven thousand shall be for the use of the 
House, thirty-five hundred for the Senate, and ff- 
teon hundred for the Census Bureau. ë 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENOH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. SUMNER, on 
the 12th instant, to raise a select committee 
to inquire into the circumstances of certain 
sales of arms and ordnance stores. 

Mr. FENTON. I rise, Mr. President, to 
ask the consent of the Senate that ladics who 
are unable to gain admission to the galleries 
may have the liberty to oceupy the cloak-rooms 
during the session of the Senate to-day. We 
know that large numbers are. here, attracted 
by the interesting address expected to-day. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York asks unanimous consent that 
the ladies who cannot obtain admission to the 
galleries may be allowed to occupy the cloak- 
rooms of the Senate. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears no objection, and that order 
will be made. 
execute the order. 

Mr. SCHURZ addressed the Senate in re- 
marks which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, with the 
exception of the declamation to which we 
have listened in the conclusion of the speech, 
and some declamatory matter that appeared 
at intervals all through it, tbis speech in poiat 
of argument is but a repetition of the speech 
which the Senator made on last Thursday. 
If I remember correctly, he has cited but one 
new piece of evidence of a documentary char- 
acter, and it was that which he purported to 
read from the evidence of Le Cesne before 
the court in France. The passage that the 
Senator purported to read from the evidence 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will | 


i 


{ 


| controversy before the holidays. 


| 


of Le Cesne was. to the effect that he had 
negotiated directly with the Government of 
the United States in the purchase of arms... I 
assume that. the Senator translated correctly. 
from, the French paper. oe Par 
Mr. SCHURZ. If the Senator will have 
the original, I will give him the French., 
Mr. MORTON. Bat I will assume further- 
more that the evidence introduced by the Sen- 
ator himself in the letter to Remington shows 
that the statement of Le Cesne ia an absolute 
falsehood, and the Senator's own statements 
on. last Thursday in bis former speech, which 
I have before me, also convict that. statementas 
being absolutefalsehood. I can dispose of that 
whole statement, and that is the only thing in 
the Senator’s speech which was not brought 
here before, by a reference to the other doc- 
umentary evidence that the Senator brought 
forward, and by his own statement completely 
exonerating the Secretary of. War. te the 
Senator told the truth, er made correct state- 
ments, if his documentary evidence is to be 
relied on, then the statement of Le Cesne is 
absolutely false, and we know it is false, for it 
has never been pretended throughout this de- 
bate before by the Senator, or by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that the French Govern- 
ment had negotiated directly with ours. 
The Senator says that there has been an 
attempt made in the Senate to dismiss this 
inquiry by a crack of the party whip. I ap- 
peal to every Senator on this floor, I appeal 
to the Globe, I appeal to all who. have been 
present at these debates, that this is not only 
untrue, but is directly the reverse of the truth. 
Nobody has proposed to resist this inquiry. 
I have intended from the first to vote for. it. 
Nobody has proposed to put it off, and it 
would have been voted without a word of de- 
bate but for the Senators themselves who have 
made this debate. It was brought forward as 
a resolution with a long preamble reciting 
facts that we cannot vote for. I undertake to 
say there are not ten Senators on this floor 
who will vote for that preamble, because 
it recites the very things to be proven. It 
assumes .in the beginning the very things to 
be investigated. The preamble is false. We 
know that much of itis false, But even if it 
ig true, it hasmot been proven to be so. We 
could not vote for the preamble without voting 
the things to be true that are proposed to be 
investigated. It is an absurdity upon its face. 
But so far as the investigation is concerned, 
there has been no word of opposition offered 
to it here, and that part of the resolution 
would have been voted without debate but for 
the Senators themselves. f 
Now, who made this discussion? It was not 
made by myself or the Senator from New York 
or the Senator from Iowa. We did not begin 
it. We simply replied. The Senators from 


|| Massachusetts. and Missouri were not content 


to have this resolution go to a committee, but 
they must make their speeches in advance to 
poison the minds of the country; and why? 
Because they did not expect this investigation 
to result in anything, and the party capital was 


| to be made in the beginning. The party capital 


was not in the investigation, butin the speeches. 

The Senator says they forced investigation, 
alluding to that senatorial cabal, upon the New 
York custom-house. Is that true? Let me 
statein all frankness the truth about that whole 
A resolu- 
tion was offered here to appoint a joint com: 
mittee of the two Houses, to consist of: four 
members. of the Senate and seven members 
of the House, to be appointed by the Presiding 
Officers of the two Houses. It was well under- 
stood that that committee would be appointed 
according to the recognized etiquette of the 
two Houses, as recognized by the Presiding 
Officers thereof, and under that etiquette a 
majority of the members of that committee in 
the Senate would have been the enemies of 
the Administration, three members in. the 
House would have been the enemies of the 
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Administration, and a inajority of the ‘whole 


committed, organized in that way, would have’ 


been ‘enemies of the Administration ;'and we 
were‘asked'to: appoint the ‘committee ‘in that 


way, with power to send'for persons and’ 


‘papers, and to sit during vacation, © ~~ 
We were asked ‘to’ create a smelling com- 
_ mittée to be set ngon the President from that 
time until the election, just as you would put 
‘a detective upon’ a suspected criminal. No 
sensible party would do that. We did not 
do ät. We created a committee that was 
denounced as being a whitewashing commit- 
tee; but it has already vindicated itself’ Now 
i see Senators smiling; but I want to say that 
they spoke at great length on that question; 
their speeches ‘have gone to the country as 
Democratie documents. The speech made 
here to-dayis to be published as a Democratic 
campaign document. It is péssible that two 


or three of those Senators may make speeches’ 


on’ the other side before the election comes 
ons They will not have as large a circulation 
though, and will not, perhaps, have as wide 
an influence. ` i 

The investigation of the New York custom- 
house was'carried on under a resolution offered 
by'the Senator from New York, [Mr. Conx- 
LING. } [voted for it, ag did every friend of 
this Administration, “I say with regard to 
every investigation that has been made it has 
been -voted for, and ‘not only voted for, but 
voted for willingly, and the only offense we 
have committed was this: that we were not 
willing to organize a committee the majority 
of which were the enemies of this Admin- 
istration, and to give them the power to throw 
mud’upon it from that time until the election, 
and ‘because we would not do that, we have 


been calumniated all over the country. We- 


did organize a fair and an honest committee, 


We will investigate everything that has been: 


or can be asked for by any Senator upon this 
floor, I care not what side he may be on; and 
this inquiry would have been voted without 
fifteen minutes’ delay if it had not been that 
the Senators on the other side were determined 
to debate it and to take the time of the Senate. 
We have now spent nearly ten days on this 
resolution, and who is to blame? Not the 
friends of the Administration. We have not 
been fighting it, but we have been simply 
repelling the statements that were made in 
advance, and that were designed to affect pub- 
lic opinion, and because we chose to say a word 
in defense of this Administration and to repel 
the: infinite number of calumnies; weare called 
‘henchmen, Iam independent, and I am 
independent enough to defend an honest 
Administration, 

When a man loses his independence he 
then feels compelled to assault the Adminis- 
tration, to convert all good into evil, to believe 
nothing good of it. Who are the most inde- 
pendent? Here is an Administration that can 


be assaulted only upon personal grounds, by į 


falsehood and calumny; and because the hon- 
est friends of the Republican party, the men 
who believe that the Republican party is val- 
uablé to this country and desire to preserve it, 
stand up from time to time to defend this Ad- 
ministration against these infamous assaults, 
we are called ‘party henchmen.” ‘I caré not 
for the Senator’s epithets. And itis said that 
we are clinging to the skirts of power for pat- 
ronage. Ah! So faras that Senator is con- 
cerned, let me say right here that up to the 
time he fell out with the Administration he 
had made quite as many recommendations for 
office as I had; he had obtained as many 
appointments as I had. I will not state the 
fact upon my own authority, but T have heard 
it said, and I have reason to believe it is true, 
that even’ his personal difficulty with this 
Administration arose out of the removal of 
his friends from. office. i 

Mr. SCHURZ rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT; Does the Sena- 
tor from Indiana yield? 


| 


“Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. - 
‘Mr. SCHURZ. I authorize the Senato 
from Indiana to tell everybody who tells him 
so; on my own authority and on my own re- 

sponsibility, that be lies. , 

Mr. MORTON. Ab, Mr. President t `- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana will pause. The Senator from Indi- 
ana made d remark just now as to ‘‘infamous 
assaults.’” The Chair supposed then that he 
meant the remark to be general, not referring 
specifically to assaults here. el 

Mr. MORTON. I was referring to the gen- 
eral course‘pursued. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so 
supposed. 3 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says the man 
who told me so lies. That may be; but l am 
not convinced by that strong statement, nor 
am I overwhelmed by the Senator’s manner 
here. The Senator mistakes himself. If it ig 
parliamentary, I may be allowed to say that he 
is slightly overgrown. When he stood up here 
awhile ago and called upon.me from my seat 
to answer him categorically, yes or no; it may 
not be parliamentary to say so, but ifit was, I 
should say that the manner was characterized 
by extreme insolence for which I have extreme 
contempt. I never treat Senators in that way. 
I never have. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the remark of the Senator from Indiana with 
a personal application is scarcely within the 
parliamentary rule. 

Mr. MORTON. If it is not, I regret it. 
So much now in regard to the refusal to invest- 
igate; and I want to say, to follow a not very 
good example, that whenever anybody outside 
of the Chamber says that the friends of the 
Administration—I will change it—that Repub- 
lican Senators on this floor are opposed to 
investigation, I authorize the Senator to say 
to that man that the statement is false, and 
that the falsehood can be established by the 
Globe and by every person who has heard 
these discussions from first to last. Sir, truth 
is valuable at all times, and it should be told 
always upon the floor of the Senate of the 
United States, and if the public mind cannot 
be fired against the Reptblican party and 
against this Administration except by repeat- 
ing continually that we are opposed to investi- 
gation, in the face of all we say, in the face 
of all we do, in the face of the avowed pur- 
pose of this Administration, then the public 
mind should not be excited at all. 


I am not confining myself simply to this res- 


olution, Mr. President; I am referring to 
what has gone before, and I make this broad 
statement: that the stories sent out through 
this country that Republican Senators on this 
floor have been opposed to investigation of 
alleged corruptions are calumnies, and every 
man familiar with the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate this session knows them to be such. 

Now, Mr. President, what was the object 
of this debate, of those who made this debate? 
It was to draw these crowds here; it was to 
excite the whole country; it was to make cap- 
ital against the Republican party. That was 
the object of it; and if we have sinned in any. 
respect, it is simply because we have not sat 
still and allowed these speeches to go on from 
day to day without reply. I will not suffer 
myself to be put in the wrong, I put the te- 
sponsibility where it belongs. I say this whole 
occasion is manufactured; it is gotten up by 
a long previous arrangement; that this whole 
charge is false from beginning to end; that 
the evidence which is bronght here to support 
it is trifling. But whether false or not, we 
were willing to have it investigated. Butthey 
must bring the whole thing before the country 
at once because they thought that after this 
investigation was once begun it would amount 
io nothing; but if they could excite the coun- 
try in advance in order to carry out political 
purposes, they would have gained their object! 

Mr. President, the Senator says that the 


Senator from New York [Mr. Coxxuinc] and 
myself have offered’a great insultato the Ger- 
man ‘Government, The Senator is now swift 
to vindicate thé German Government. He is 
the protector of its honor. | He tells us that 
twenty years ago he was in the insurrectionary 
army of southern Germany. Ido not know 
how he got there, and I do not know how hs 
gotout. Ido not know much about the laurels 
achieved in that army; but £ do not see that 
the character of, the German Government has 
changed very much since that time; and if he 
was in arms then against that Government, I 
do not understand how he comes forward now 
particularly as its champion. ` 

I said the other day that this whole move- 
ment was designed to excite the Germans of 
this country against this Administration. Can 
anybody doubt the truth of that statement? 
Is not this simply a presidential move, and is 
not his speech an appeal tothe prejudices and 
to the feelings of our German fellow-citizens? 
Mr. President, the purpose of the Senator is 
to separate the Germans in this. country from 
the Americans, to get them together and hold 
them as a balance of power to control the 
elections. In 1854, when the Know-Nothing 
movement sprang up, I was' opposed to it in 
principle; I had no connection with it what- 
ever; and I am opposed to Know- Nothingism 
now. The attempt toarray Americans against 
citizens of foreign birth is Know-Nothingism, 
and the attempt to array Germans against men 
of native birth is Know-Nothingism of the 
worst kind. ` 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does notthe Senator know 
that there is probably no man‘in this country 
who, whenever a suggestion was made prac- 
tically for the formation of any political 
organization founded upon nationality, or for 
any movement that was tending to separate 
nationalities in this country, has more strenu- 
ously and actively opposed it than his humble 
servant? 

Mr. MORTON. Well, Mr. President, of 
course the Senator makes his statement; I 
am not here to callin question what he says, 
except so far as I may question it by his 
course, his course in regard to this resolution, 
his course for the last eighteen months; and 
I tell the Senator that looking at his political 
history for the past eighteen months, it does 
make this impression upon my mind and upon 
the mind of the country, that he is making an 
effort to segregate the German vote from the 
Republican party, that he may wield it as a 
balance of power, and that in doing that he 
has dishonored his German fellow-citizens, 
and that it is the very worst form of Know: 
Nothingism. : 

The Senator has not said that he owned the 
Germans. He does not; he says to-day he 
does not; but I- undertake to say that the 
impression hag been constantly made for the 
last eighteen months that he could control the 
Germans: He has seemed to convey that idea 
by his own conduct. His friends have said that 
where he went the Germans would follow him, 
That has been the impression which has been 
attempted to be made, that whenever he took 
snuff all the Germans in this country would 
sneeze, and that they would follow him from 
the Republican into the Democratic party or 
wherever he chose to lead them. Iam a bet- 
ter friend to the Germans to-day than he is if 
he intends to make that impression, I respect 
them more highly than he does, because I 
believe that thing cannot be done. ae 

Ihave had much-to.do with them since I 
have been in political life. As the Governor 
of Indiana and. during the war I appointed 
many of them to military offices:. They were 
upon my staff. I was constantly. surrounded 
by them, I found them to be able, intelli- 
gent, and patriotic. I trusted them, and I was 
never betrayed by them. T have great respect 
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for and have great confidence in the Germans. || [Mr.. Scavrz] and the Democratic politicians 


of this country, and I respect them too highly 
to believe that they can be made to follow any 
man simply because he is himself a German 
by birth. I tell that Senator, and I tell him 
in all kindness, that if he wants to revive 
American Know-Nothingism, with all its evils 
and with all its enormities, be can take no 
better course than by attempting to establish 
German Know-Nothingism. The attempt to 
separate them from men òf American birth, to 
make them believe they have separate inter- 
ests, that they ought to vote together, is natu- 
rally calculated to bring about and revive the 
old feeling of American Know-Nothingism. I 
execrated it on the one side and I execrate it 
on the other side. 

I believe that when men come here and cast 
in their lot with us and become American 
citizens there ‘should be no political distinc- 
tions, except such ag are founded upon merit 
and exist among all classes of men without 
regard to birth; and I will go further, and say 
what I said. in 1860—and I said it then in a 
public speech which is on record—that so far 
as I am concerned I would strike from the 
Constitution that provision which says that no 
man of foreign birth shall be President of the 
United States. I believe in allowing the peo- 
ple of the country to elect whomsoever they 
please, whether he was born in this country or 
abroad; and I believe in allowing them to elect 
him a second time, too, if they think proper. 
T am opposed to the one provision as much as 
I would be to putting into the Constitution the 
one-term principle, as proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I shall now offer some evi- 
dence to show what use has been made of the 
position of that Senator, and I must now refer, 
because this is all a part of the transaction ; 
as the lawyers say, itis a part of the res gest. 


This very proceeding here to-day is a part of, 


what is called the Missouri movement ; it is a 
part of the Cincinnati convention movement; 
it is preparing the country for the Cincinnati 
convention, and I mast be allowed to go back 
briefly in history, and see from what begin- 
nings the Cincinnati convention came. 

In 1870 there was a coalition formed in the 
State of Missouri upon the part of the Sena- 
tor with the Democracy of that State. What 
was the result of that coalition? He carried 
with him many friends. The result of it. was 
the election of a Democratic Governor of 
Missouri; Gratz Brown was not elected as a 
Democrat, but he is to-day as thorough a 
Democrat as there is in ‘the State of Missouri; 
Democratic State officers, a Democratic Legis- 
lature in both branches, and the result is a 
Democratic Senator sitting on my left here 
from the State of Missouri, [Mr, BLAIR, ] and 
the Senator from Missouri on my right [Mr. 
Scuurz] brought the Senator from Missouri 
on my Ieft into this Chamber. The Senator 
on my left is senatorially and officially the 
offspring of the Senator on my right. He is 
just as responsible for the presence of that 
Senator here as if he had constituted the 
entire Missouri Legislature and had elected 


him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would say to the Senator 
that I was elected here by the people of Mis- 
souri, and not. by my colleague. I believe 
that my colleague did. endeavor to have a fair 
election, and give the people of Missouri a 
right to vote; and if that is any offense to 
Republicans, be it so; probably it is to the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, good pre- 
tensions are exceedingly cheap. The Senator 
from Missouri, however, on my left [Mr. 
Buarr] was elected by a Democratic majority 
of each house of the Missouri Legislature; 
and, as we all know as well as we know that 
we are here to-day, that Democratic majority 
was brought about by the coalition made be- 
tween the Senator from Missouri on my right 


of Missouri. . l 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President——— 

Mr. MORTON. Ido not yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihope-—— l 

Mr. MORTON.. If I yield all the time, my. 
speech will be entirely broken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply want to make one 
single remark. The coalition. was against 
disfranchisement. oa ; 

Mr. MORTON. No, Mr. President, that 
is the pretense. The enfranchisement of the 
rebels of Missouri had been secured- before 
that coalition was formed, That, I know, was 
the pretense, but an intimate. acquaintance 
with the politics of Missouri has shown to me 
conclusively that the question of enfranchise- 
ment had been submitted to the people of 
Missouri to bo voted on by the preceding 
Legislature, and the question as to who was 
elected Governor of Missouri could not affect 
it. It was made the pretense, but it had 
nothing. whatever to do with the question of 
the coalition; and I wanted to say, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that that coalition has never been dis- 
solved; it exists in full force to-day; and if 
the Senator from Missouri on my left is not 
authorized to speak for his colleague, here is 
as good a place to disavow it as can be found. 

Mr. President, I have here a speech made 
by the Senator from Missouri on my left, [Mr. 
Brar, ] at Meridian, Mississippi, made Novem- 
ber of last year, and I will ask the Secretary 
to read from the New York World the pas- 
sage which I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Tho great leading mind of this people, one of the 
Senators from Missouri, my honored colleague, who | 
is among the first statemen in America and in the 
Senate of the United States, has openly expressed 
his dissent to the harsh and cruel measures adopted 
to govern the South and keep it subject to tho 
North. {Loud applause.] I believe as firmly as I 


believe anything that tho entire mass of German 
voters at the North will, in the next election, if we 


give them a fair opportunity, unite themselves wit 
the Democratic party and give us a sweeping and 
overwhelming triumph. (Applause.’’ y 

Mr. MORTON. There, Mr. President, we 
have it stated by the Senator from Missouri 
on my left, when talking to the Ku Klux down 
South—— 

Mr. BLAIR.. No, sir; I did not talk tothe 
Ku Klux; I talked to the citizens down 
South. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Indiana yield? 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; I am very much 
inclined to think——~_ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwillnot allow the Senator 
from Indiana—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri cannot speak in the time of the 
Senator from Indiana unless the Senator from 
Indiana yields. The Senator from Missouriis 
aware of that rule which gives the possession 
of the floor to the Senator from Indiana unless 
he sees fit to yield. After the Senator from 
Indiana has concluded, the Senator from Mis- 
souri will be recognized; but when he declines 
to yield, the Chair cannot allow the Senator 
from Indiana to be interrupted. | 

Mr. MORTON. I want to say that I think | 
he was talking to a Ku Klux audience for two | 
reasons: first, because of the character of his | 
speech, and next, because they were known to | 
exist in that neighborhood; and I ask by what | 
authority he pledged the people of the South 
that the five hundred thousand German voters | 
of the North and of this country in the com- 
ing election would vote the Democratic ticket? 
If he did not get authority from his colleague, | 
where did he get it? 

Mr. BLAIR rose. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator yield? j 
Mr. BLAIR, Does the Senator ask me to 


answer that question? 
Mr. SCHURZ, Will the Senator yield to 


me? 


that I do is to recognize the fact. 


The VICE PRESIDENT... To which Sen: 
ator does the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. MORTON. . I yield to both. | | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri farthest from the Chair [Mr. 
Brar] is first recognized. = 7 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Indiana 
has asked me the question hy what authority 
I undertook to. make that statement. I-will 
say to him that the speech which, I made did 
not pledge any one. I simply expressed my 
opinion. As for what I said about. my col- 
league, it was simply repeating a public declar- 
ation of his which; was known’ to the whole 
country. i nia 

Mr. SCHURZ. .I should be very sorry, 
indeed, to interrupt the close legal reasoning 
of the Senator from Indiana on the gale of 
arms, [laughter ;] but I must say that the dec- 
laration made by my colleague in his speech— 
where was it delivered? In fact I must say I 
did not hear it; [hear it now, for the. first 


time. : ; 
_Mr. EDMUNDS. It was at Meridian, Mis- 


sissippi. 

Mr. SCHURZ. At any rate, it was not au- 
thorized by me. The public declarations that 
I have made in my public speeches are before 
the country. I madea speech at Nashville, 
I made a speech at Louisville, and made one 
at Chicago. In those speeches I declared 
what I was going to do on several questions, 
explained my principles, and defined my posi- 
tion. And after having said this, I will sit 
down again and give my friend from Indiana 
an opportunity to continue his legal argument 
on the sale of arms. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORTON. It is possible that I may 
not be making a very close, legal, connected 
speech ; but how could I make such a speech 
in reply to the Senator’s—a speech. made up 
of assertions and insinuations—I will not say 
ealumnies, because that would be unparlia- 
mentary? 

The Senator says he made a speech at 
Chicago, and so he did, and he said in that 
speech that if General Grant was nomiuated 
he would not support him, and he said it, too, 
with the most perfect understanding that Gen- 
eral Grant, if he lived, would be the nominee 
of the next Republican convention. The Seu- 
ator is too able not to understand that the 
great mass of the people of this country—I 
mean the Republicans—are for General Grant, 
and the man who cannot see that is blind. 
When the Senator said in advance, ‘‘ Tf the 
Republican party should nominate General 
Grant, I cannot support him,” I ask if he was 
not authorizing his colleague on the left, his 
official offspring, to speak for him in Missis- 
sippi? : 

Mr: SCHURZ. 
ator for a moment? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Did the Senator say that 
I declared in my speech in Chicago thats I 
took it for certain that I believed General 
Grant wonld be nominated? 

Mr. MORTON. No, the Senator did not 
say that. Oh, no, he did not say that; but 
he said he would not vote for him if he was 
nominated. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I did say that. 

Mr. MORTON. He says he did say that. 
That is all I say he said, and I say that he 
said it with the full knowledge that in all 
human probability General Grant would be 
nominated, and he thereby put himself against 
the Republican party. Now, I am bot re- 
sponsible for the Senator saying that. Nobody 
regretted it more than I did when I read it, 
because nobody has a higher appreciation of 
the Senator’s abilities than I have had; and 
when he put himself in that unfortunate posi- 
tion nobody regretted it more than I did; bat 
it wag his own work; it was not mine. All 
And when 
the Senator subsequently repeated that declar- 


May I interrupt the Sen- 


ation ät Nashville; I. believe; and-pérhaps at 
Louisville also, showing thatit was deliberately 
‘made, with: a déliberate purpose, ‘it proved to 
methat the coalition formed with the Democ- 
racy in Missouri in 1870 (that coalition of which 
ny: friend on my left was the offspring) had 


hot yet’ been dissolved. D 

“Now, Mr. President, I have another speech, 
for T am very much in love just now with what 
my friend from Missouri on the ‘left [Mr. 
Buirr] has said. 1 have another speech here 
that I will read from. I like the Senator's 
letters, ag he knows, as I have had occasion to 
read’ them ‘sometimes. [Iaughter.] I have 
here a speech made by him in Montgomery, 
Alabama, on the 20th of October last, while 
the Senator was industriously engaged in the 
investigation in the South for the. purpose of 
showing, no doubt, that there were no Ku 
Klux down there, or if there were any, that they 
were justified by the outrages of the carpet- 
baggers and the colored people!’ I will ask 
the Secretary to read the passage that I have 


marked. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
“ Now, my fellow-citizens, to my view the futuro 
does not look gloomy even under the losses we have 
suffered thisisninmer andautumn. I have nosingle 
fecling of despondenoy. Itis well understood that 
the Republican party contains in itself soeds of dis- 
content, of bitterness, of rivalry, and disaffection; 
andit is natural in these preliminary elections that 
those who are against tho nomination of Genoral 
Grant should attempt to hold their position within 
their party in ‘order that their influence may. be 
used to defeat his nomination.. I know very well 
that his nomination will not be defeated; at least 
that ig my solemn conviction; that he is now dic- 
tator in the Republican party: that ho aspires to 
bo in tho country at large.” 

Mr. MORTON. In this speech the Sen- 
ator says that it is natural that those who aré 
trying to defeat the President's nomination 
should stay inside the Republican party for 
that purpose. He then goes on to say that 
he believes Grant will be renominated, just 
what everybody else believes; but he seems 
to intimate that the gentlemen whom he 
has in his mind are staying for the time 
being inside of the Republican party for a 
purpose. Now, if the Senator from Missouri 
wants to leave the Republican party, he has a 
right to do it, much as I and the rest of us 
would regret it—a legal, a moral, and a polit- 
ical right to do it. Nobody questions that. 
But when he does do it, he ought to do it 
openly and above board.” He has no right to 
remain inside of the party for the purpose 
indicated by his colleague in that speech, that 
he might the better succeed in defeating the 
nomination or the election of the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MORTON, Certainly. : 

Mr, SCHURZ. 1 must interrapt that argu- 
ment on the sale question once more. 

Mr. MORTON. That is right. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I would merely ask, as we 
may conclude from ‘the Senator’s last remark 
that those who are not in favor of the renom- 
ination of General Grant have no business in 
the Republican party, whether he really means 
what he says? . 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir, I never intimated 
that. I thank the Senator for the word. I 
never intimated that. Those who are opposed 
to the nomination of President Grant have a 
right to manifest it, and have a right to express 
it; but if they love the party and its princi- 
ples more than they do personal hatreds or 
personal preferences, when once the nomina- 
tion is made they will submit to it; but if they 
say in advance ‘'If the Republican party shall 
nominate the man that everybody believes 
it will nominate, I will not support him,” it 
occurs.to me that then the position of that man 
becomes somewhat uncertain in the Republican 
party. . 

But, as I said the other day, the Missouri 
movement or the Cincinnati movement is not 
aimed at General Grant alone, it is aimed at 
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the Republican- patty: “The: Cincinnati con- 
vention was called to nominate—the speech 
of Gratz Brown shows that it is & convention 
called to nominate œ ti¢ket, and to put it in 
the field. It was“called to: meet before the 
regular Republican: éonvention, called for a 
purpose. It waséalled upon a platform esset- 
tially’ anti- Republican: and ‘essentially. Dem- 
ocratic, proven by the subsequent: adoption 
of the same platform by the Cónnecticat Dem- 
ocracy, as radical and as virulent’ a:Democ- 
racy as there is'in the United States, at leas 
in the North. - . f is 

But'now I want the concluding passage of 
that speech read. - Will the ‘Secretary read-a, 
few lines further: from where he stopped? 1 
think I stopped him a little too soon. i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 

“TI know very well that his nomination will not 
be defeated; at least that is mysdlemn conviction ; 
that he is now dictator in the Republican party, that 
he aspires to be in the country at large, I believe 
that he will dictate his own nomination; but then, 
my felow-citizens, I know that some of the most 
conscientious, able, and courageous men who stand 
highest in the Radical party will leave the Repub- 
lican party when Grant is nominated.” 

Mr. MORTON. It will be shown by a sub- 
sequent passage that he was speaking for his 
colleague then. How many others he wag 
speaking for I do not know; that remains to 
appear; but he assumes to speak for a number 
of leading Republicans who willleave the party 


when General Grant is nominated. Now, I 
ask the Secretary to read the concluding pas- 
sage which { have marked. 

Lhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 


. They know the subtle manner in which tyranny 
will make its approach, and already recognizing it, 
the leading man, the ablest representative of our 
adopted citizens, isnow proclaiming his hostility to 
Grant and his Administration ; declaring in the face 
of the world that he has taken his departure and 
burned his ships, Ido not believe that any will fail 
to recognize the description. speak of my col- 
league in the Senate, CARL Scnurz. He it was, my 
fellow-citizens, who led the entire German element 
of the State of Missouri to break down the disfran- 
chising clause of our constitution, and arrayed his 
fellow-countrymen as one man ‘against the Admin- 
istration, and to despise the officers of Grant, do- 
spising the patronage and power, resolved to preserve 
that free love which America had given to him and to 
his countrymen. Now, my fellow-citizens, the Ger- 
mans in Missouri, although Republicans almost to 
a man, have always voted against disfranchising 
those who were opposed to them during the war. 
They need no instruction on that point from any- 
body, and they resolutely maintained the doctrine 
that neither Congress nor the States could by a bill 
of attainder deprive them of the ‘rights of suffrage. 
‘They maintained that position in: the last. contest 
through which we passed in Missouri.. They. held 
it good against the blandishments and threats of the 
Administration, They stand fairly and squarely to- 
day, solidiyto the last man, against all disfranchise- 
ment and for universal amnesty. They.are opposed 
to this Ku Klux legislation (loud applause] against 
tho suspension of the writ of habeas corpus; and, in 
ny judgment, if a man is presented as the candidate 
of tho Democratic party, if the Democratic party 
will now, instead of adopting any ‘ new departures,’ 
put forward a man, or accept one put forward by 
others, who is sound upon these principles, he will 
receive the support of the entire German vote in tho 
United States, numbering, as I have boen informed, 
from five hundred to eight hundred thousand men.” 


Mr. MORTON. Isimply desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that in this speech the Senator 
from Missouri again pledges thé five hundred 
or eight. hundred thousand German voters. to 
this ‘new departure,” to this coalition with 
the Democracy, and says that his colleague 
has left the Administration, has burned his 
ships behind him, intimating that he has sep- 
arated himself irrevocably from the Repub- 
lcan party. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. With the con- 
sent of the Senator from Indiana, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration. of 
executive business, s i a. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Unless there is some- 
thing special in executive session, I move that 
the Senate adjourn, ~~ 0 Eo 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | That motion 
has priority. ` T a : 

The motion. was agreed tos aid (at four 


o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. i 


HOUSE: OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

l TUESDAY, February 20, 1872. 

The House met at twelve.o’clock m.: Prayer 
by Rev. J. P. Newman, D.D., Chaplain. of 
the Senate. . gk ns Saag os j 

‘Lhe Journal-of yesterday was. partly read, 


when: «. us E E on 
Mr. McGREW moved. to dispense with the 

further: reading of the Journal. 

= There being no objection, the motion -was 

agreed tos : : oe 

EXPORTS TO MEXICO. 


Mr. SYPHER. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce and have passed a bill which has 
been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and agreed to by the Committee on 
Commerce of this House. It is entitled “A 
bill to amend section two of the act of August 
80, 1852, in relation to the transportation and 
exportation of goods, wares, and merchandise 
in bond through certain ports in the State of 
Texas.” : : 

The bill was read for information. It pro- 
vides that section two of the act of August 380, 
1852, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing imported 
goods, wares, and merchandise entered and 
bonded for warehousing in pursuance of law, 
to be exported by certain routes to ports and 
places in Mexico,’’ be so amended that im- 
ported merchandise duly entered and bonded 
at a port of the United States and withdrawn | 
from warehouse in accordance with existing 
law, for exportation for San Fernando, Paso 
del Norte, and Chihuahua, in Mexico, shall 
pass through Indianola, the port of entry for 
the district of Saluria, in the State of ‘Texas, 
and not through the port of Lavaca, in said 
district, as required by said section, 

. Mr. DAWES. What isthe purpose in hav- 
ing this bill read? pe aby ; 
_Mr. SYPHER. I will make an explana- 


‘tion. stig ; ma 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


Louisiana [Mr. Sypuee] ‘asks that the bill 
may be considered now. = 
Mr. DAWES. Isit before the House? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not, 
Mr. DAWES. Then I object to its consid- 
eration at the present time. , 


PART OWNERS OF VESSELS, x 
Mr. LYNCH. I ask that: the House; by 


unanimous consent, consider and pass-at the 
present time a bill (H. R. No. 1218) defining 
the'rights of part owners of vessels in certain 
cases. : Te 

The'bill was read for information. It pro- 
vides that any person or persons or body cor- 
porate having more than one-half ownership 
of any vessel, shall have the same power to 
remove a captain who is alsó a part owner of 
such vessel, as such majority ownérs now have 
to remove a captain notan owner. . But this 
act is not to apply where there is'a valid writ- 
ten agreemént subsisting by virtue of which 
such captain would bè entitled to possession, 
nor in any ‘case where a captain has possession 
as part owner, obtained before the passage of 
this act. ` Pa 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to state that this is 
a bill which was introduced by my colleague, 
[Mr. Perzrs,] and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, by which committee I have 
been unanimously instructed to ‘report it and 
ask its passage. It provides simply that the 
owners of a vessel may have the control of 
the vessel so far as the captain is concerned, 
the captain being a part owner. Under our 
present laws the owner-of one sixteenth part 
of a vessel may when he is in charge as mas- 
ter—-— è ee ` j 

Mr. WOOD: ‘Is this bill before thé House? 
`The SPEAKER, The gentleman ‘from 
Maine [Mr. oyncu] is making’ a statement 
after which ‘the Chair will ask for objections 
to the consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. LYNCH. TI only wanta minute ortwo 
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to explain the provisions of the bill, Under 
existing laws the master of a vessel owning 
one ‘sixteenth part of it may not only contròl 
the vessel as master against the wishes of the 
other fifteen owners, but he may transfer his 
interest to another master—may put him in 
charge; and the owners have no power to re- 
move the master although he may be ever so 
unfaithful and objectionable to them.’ U‘have 
been unanimously instructed by the Committee 
on Commerce to recommend the passage of 
this bill. ii 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ 

Mr. LYNCH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

PRINTING OF CENSUS TABLES. . 

Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was considered and adopted : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed in muslin covers twelve thousand extra 
copies of the first eight tables of the census report, 
of which seven thousand copies shall be for the use 
of the House, thirty-five hundred forthe Senato, and 
fifteen hundred for the Census Bureau. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF NAVY, 

Mr. BEATTY also, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported adversely upon a concurrent 
resolution for printing extra copies of the last 
report of the Secretary of the Navy; which 
was laid on the table. 

COST OF PUBLISHING DEBATES. 

Mr. BEATTY also, from the Committee on 
Printing, submitted a report of payments made 
for reporting and publishing the debates of 
Congress from July 1, 1861, to June 80, 1871; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed, ` 


DAM IN ONTO RIVER. 


Mr. CROSSLAND, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That, tho chief of engineers he, and is 
hereby, requested to furnish this Louse acopy of tho 
report of the engineer of the survey of the dam in 
Ohio river near the mouth of the Cumberland river. 


TEXAS PORTS. 


Mr. SYPHER. : The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will, I understand, withdraw his 
objection to the bill which I introduced ‘this 
morning. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my objection to 
the bill of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. SYPHER. I again ask unanimous con- 
gent to introduce a bill (H. R. No. 1657) to 
amend section two, act of August 30, 1852, 
in relation to the transportation and exporta: 
tion of imported goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise in bond through certain ports in the State 
of ‘Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
introduction of the bil? ` 

` There was no objection, and the bill was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that sec- 
tion two of the act of August 80, 1852, enti- 
tiled “An act authorizing imported goods, 
wares, and merchandisé entered and bonded 
for warehousing in pursuance of law to be 
exported by certain routes to ports and places 
in Mexico, ? be so amended that imported 
merchandise duly entered and bonded at a 
port of the United States, and withdrawn from 
warehouse in accordance with existing law, 
for exportation for San. Fernando, Paso del 
Norte, and Chihuahua, in Mexico, shall pass 
through Indianola, the port of entry for the | 
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district of Saluria, in the State of Texas, and 
not through the port of Lavaca, ‘in said dis- 
trict, as required by said section. : 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I should 


‘ike to have some explanation of ‘the bill. 


Mr. SYPHER. ‘F will -explain in one 


: moment what the bill is. Within-‘the last year 


anewrailroad has been constructed from Indi- 
anola to San Antonio in the interior. - Goods 
shipped from Indianola or other ports to 
Saluria have gone through Lavaca, a portlying 
twelve miles up the bay, necessitating’ goods 
to be transported up the bay twelve ‘miles and 
then back again twelve miles to geton this 
railroad ; but this simply provides that goods 
going into the district of Saluria can go through 
Indianola instead of going up to Lavaca. => 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. This should 
be under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. ` l 
Mr. SYPHER: The Secretary of the Treas- 


‘ury himself drew this, and it meets with the 


approval of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I suggestto 
the gentleman that he insert the words ‘‘under 
such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of-the Treasury.” i 

Mr. SYPHER. Iaccept that asa modifica- 
tion of the bill. ; 

The bill was ordered to bé engrossed ‘and 
read 4 third time’; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed." 

Mr. SYPHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST ROUTES. 
Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, intro- 


“duced a bill (H. R. No. 1658) to establish 


certain post routes ; which was read a first and 
second time, ` ; 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
following be established as post rontes, to wit : 
from Hale’s Eddy, in Delaware county, in the 
State of New York, by way of New Baltimore, 
in Wayne county, Pennsylvania, and Danville, 
in Broome. county, State of New York, to 
Harmony Centre, in said county, Pennsylva- 
nia. Also, from Marshall's Creek, in Monroe 
county, via Resaca, Twelve-Mile Pond, Fif- 
teen-Mile Pond, to Blooming Grove, in. Pike 
county, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The general post 
route bill will be reported from the appro- 
priate committee at the proper time, and 1 do 
not see any good reason why we should incum- 
ber our statutes with these separate bills, But 
I do not object. oP 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. STORM moved to reconsider ‘the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. Sa wo 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD WHITE. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1659) to 
relieve Edward White, of St. Louis, Missouri, 
from disabilities under the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the’ Constitution; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be now put upon its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. It provides. that all 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution. of 
the United States, by reason of participation 
in the late rebellion, be, and they are liereby, 
removed from Edward White, Jate of Vir- 
ginia, now of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed’ and 
read_a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, ' 

Mr. FINKELNBURG moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passes and 
also moved that the motion ‘to reconsider be 
laid on the table. cee: fs 

The latter motion was agreed to. ee 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I demand. the 
regular order, ~ i oy 

CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being 


‘called, the morning hour begins, at’ fifteen 


minutes before’ one o'clock; and the House 
resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
1841) to regulate the employment: and: com- 
pensation of clerks for the committees of the 
House of Representatives, which was reported 
from the select Committee on the Reorganiza- 
tion of the Civil Service of the Government, 
The gentlemanfrom Vermont, [Mr. WILLARD, ] 
who reported the bill, bas half an hour remain- 
ing of his time. : 

Mr. WILLARD. TLyield to my collesgne 
on the committee, the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Woop.] l Soo Da 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the bill before 
the House'is a bill reported from the select 
Committee on the Reorganization of the Civil 
Service of the Government. It is a bill to 
regulate the employment and compensation of 
clerks for the committees of this House. ‘The 
select Committee on the Reorganization of the 
Civil Service has beenin existence during this 
session, about two months and & half. It has 
had intrusted to it the whole question relating 


‘to a reformation of the civil service; andi 


am sure that it will cause much surprise that 
after so long a period has intervened from the 
commencement ofits labors, it has been unable 
to report to the House any measure of more 
general importance than that which refers to 
the employment and compensation of clerks 
of committees. In saying this, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not wish to be considered as impugning 
the disposition of the committee or the indus- 
try of the committee, because I can say of my 
own personal knowledge that it has industri- 
ously, weekly and semi-weekly, met for the 
consideration of the great questions referred 
to it. Therefore, in any criticism that [may 
make upon thé apparent result of their labors 
I desire to acquit that committee of any diš- 
position not to accomplish all which the public 
has a right toexpect of them. I only express 
my regret, as I am sure the country to-day 
expresses its surprise, that a comrhittee com- 
posed of some of the most experienced mém- 
bers of this House, who are really in earnest 
in their desire to effect a substantial reform, 
has been unable to produce anything of more 
general importance than a measure relating to 
clerks of committees. 

Nor, sir, am I to be understood as treating 
lightly this question relating to the clerks of 
committees. In my opinion we have not yet 
sufficiently considered the importance of the 
question of the employment of the clerks of 
the committees of this House. We have no 
law regulating their appointment. We have 
no law governing the nature of their duties or 
fixing responsibility on the part of these officers 
of the House either to the Speaker or to. the 
House itself, ` 

At present the clerks of the committees are 
appointed by the chairman of the committees. 
The chairman has the exclusive authority to 
name whom he pleases as clerk; and the 
clerk is in the attitude of a personal attaché to 
the gentleman who has the honor to preside 
over a committee. And. the chairman of the 
committee in all cases, following an inevitable 
law of our nature, selects such a one as will 
probably not only discharge the duties devolv- 
ing on him in the.committee, but will also dis- 
charge some outside duties of a personal, or it 
may be, of 4 political character. In. many 
instances these clerks of committees are news- 
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paper correspondents: . They. correspond: for 
“the. press. throughout the whole: length and 
brendib of the land: There ‘have been times 
: When they have not only dealt very freely. with 


the personal characters of Representatives in, 


Congress, but also gave a tone and direction to 
many of the measures which are -before. Con- 
gress. They have access to the secrets of com- 
mittee-rooms. Too often it has been the case 

_ that information which should’ have been en- 

. : tirely private, and which by the rales of the 
House members‘are prevented from reporting 
on this floor, has, through the instrumentality 

_ of these clerks .actingin their. capacity as news- 
paper correspondents, been given to the public. 
So much has this been the case that we look 
regularly in the newspapers to find out really 
what we are doing, and in many. cases what 
we intend to do. : 

There have been other instances of abuse. 
It is well known that bills have been altered by 
clerks of committees, Taking advantage of 
their access to bills in their progress through 
Congress, sometimes in the passage from one 
House to the other, sometimes in committees 
.of conference, instances have been known in 
the history of Congress where irresponsible 
persons; not in any way connected officially 
with the legislation of either House, have taken 
it-upon themselves to make alterations in the 
text of bills which have had a great influence 
and effect on the meaning and intent of acts 
of Congress afterward. 

Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. COBURN. I would ask the gentleman 
to name what law or bill has been changed, or 
what clerk has done it at any time? 

Mr. WOOD. None in this Congress, and 
the gentleman will permit me to say that go far 
ag I know at the present moment there is no 
clerk of any committee of the House that 
would be guilty or has been thus guilty; but I 
repeat that within my experience in Congress, 
‘which covers many years, instances have 
occurred in which the text of bills has been 
altered by the clerks of committees. Now, I 
think it is our duty to correct as far as we may 
aud can the possibility of an abuse of this 
character. I regret, therefore, that the bill 
before us does not propose to regulate the 
power of appointment or the responsibility 
after appointment; that it has not defined 
the uature of the duties of these clerks; that it 
has not attempted to interfere with their priv- 
ileges, which are disconnected entirely from 
their official duties as clerks of the House, so 
that they may go out into the country and do 
that which wo ourselves by our own rules 
are precluded from doing. 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that this whole 
question of clerks of committees in the House 
of Representatives is comparatively of no im- 
portance whatever.. I do not believe that the 
people of this country will be.gatishied and con- 
tented that the Congress of the United States 
shall thua trifle with so grave and important a 
question as is now agitating the public mind. 
i believe that the public attention is directec 
throughout the length and breadth of this land 
to this great question of official corruption. I 
do not believe that when our whole executive 
department, the whole range of the public 
service, so teems with corruption, profligacy, 
waste, and extravagance, which has attracted 
the public attention, and is now agitating the 
pablic mind all over the land, the people of 
the country will be content with sim ly hav- 
ing us legislate upon a subject so tri ing and 
of such comparatively small importance as 
that involved in the bill under consideration, 

Sir, why is this? Why is it that the mind 
of the American people is to-day centered 
upon one great question? It is because that 
throughoutall our public departments, national, 
State, and municipal, there is a general state 
of demoralization; that judging the American 
people by their Government, and the Amer- 


ican Union. by what is said of our public 


officials, we have sank low indeed, 

Sir, I do not think that American human 
nature is worse’than that of any other coun- 
try. : I do: not think that the demoralization 
existing in- public: life: extends’ to any very 
great extent. to private life. Qur people are 
prosperous, our merchants are honorable, our 
départments of trade, education, and. of the 
church, and all the other various organiza- 
tions which form our social. fabric, stand as 
high as those of any other people.: Why is it, 
Task again, that the. official Departments of 
our Government—and when I say that. Linelude 
governments of all grades and character— 
appear to be demoralized, appear to be deteri- 
orating? Does it arise from our republican 
form of institutions? Is it because our peo- 
ple are: incapable of self-government, or is it 
because our political structure has fallen into 
the hands of the inferior class of the commun- 
ity, or is it because the corruption in public 
life has driven men of integrity, purity, and of 
the higher order of intelligence from the arena 


.of official and public life? 


Sir, it is not for me to answer these ques- 


tions. In my judgment a change must come: 


over the American people. In my judgment 
the time is not far distant when, entirely sub- 
versive of the political influences which have 
heretofore controlled the country, the watch- 
word must be universal purification and an 
elevation of the official standard; when men 
whose public lives, whose private lives, whose 
whole career have been pure and without 
reproach, must take possession of the Govern- 
ment of the United States and conduct it upon 
a more elevated and a higher moral standard 
than exists to-day throughout our land. 


Can Congress remedy this. defect? I am, 


one of those who fear that it is not within the 
power of Congress to remedy this evil. Ido 
not believe that by any legislation we may 
adopt we can take away from the chief exec- 
utive officer, not only the power to appoint as 
he pleases, but also the responsibility for the 
conduct of every subordinate official under 
him. A bill has been, or will be reported here 
from the Committee on the Reorganization 
‘of the Civil Service, which proposes to make 
it a penal offense for a member of Congress to 
recommend any person to the President for 
appointment to office. Such a bill as that I 
hold to be of a dangerous character. I do 
not believe any such bill can relieve the Pres- 
ident of his responsibility,and cannot influence 
the result of his official transactions. At the 
‘same time I say that I doubt whether such a 
law does come within the constitutional power 
of Congress to adopt. 

We cannot in that way abridge the rights of 
the Representative; we cannot regulate the 
personal affairs and conduct of the Repre- 
sentatives of the people of the several con- 
gressional districts of the United States, We 
cannot make it a penal offense for a man who 
has been chosen by the electors in hig district 
for acting for them in making a proper. rec- 
ommendation to the Executive or the head 
of a Department, which recommendation may 
come strictly within the purview of his duty, 
and within the usage of the Government from 
its foundation to this time. In my judgment, 
when we attempt by acts of Congress to re- 
strain and restrict the full authority and the 
power of a Representative within the Consti- 
tution as a law-maker of the Government, we 
cannot by any legislative device deprive him 
of the right to make a recommendation which 
is strictly within his privilege and duties to his 
constituents as a member of Congress.’ Nor 
can we by any act of Congress add to or take 
from the President the responsibility, 

If à member should make recommenda- 
tion to the President to appoint John Doe to 
office, and John Doe should be an improper 
person, is the President: obliged to appoint 

im because thus recommended? Is it within 
our power, by any interference with the exec- 
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utive’ prerogative; in:this way to compel him 


-to. make such an'appointment? Can a recom- 


mendation. be called a dictation? . Again, to 
pass such a bill is to assume that. we have 
been guilty of improper recommendations; it 
is an implied censure .upon. ourselves.. We 
are assenting to. a declaration made- by the 

resent President that he has been prevented 


-from ‘performing his duty to the.country by 


the interference of members of Congress... I 
am sure that so far as we Democratic mem- 
bers are concerned we are entirely free of 
having made ‘any recommendation whatever. 
And if gentlemen on the.other side of the 
House are willing to accept this implied cen- 
sure upon themselves, why that is a matter of 
taste, and they have a right to assume that 
direction if they see proper. 

But when we come to legislate for ourselves 
and those who are to come after us, when we 
come to pass laws that are to go upon the 
statute-books of the country an@to make apart 
of the legislative documentary history of our 
Government, in my judgment we will be com- 
mitting an act of doubtful propriety, to say the 
leastofit, by passing the bill referred to. But 
the President ‘himself does not desire it. 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘WiN the gentleman allow 
me to suggest that it does not seem quite fair 
for him now to make an argument upon a bill 
that is not now before the House? ee 

Mr. WOOD. I hope my friend will no 
interfere with the few minutes remaining of 
my time, as I rarely get an opportunity in 
this House to discuss any question. I desire 
to say that the President himself, in his very 
first message to Congress, assumed the whole 
responsibility of appointments.. I refer you to 
the document itself. The President says that 
he will appoint none but good men to office. 
Subsequently he tells us that he has striven to 
carry that doctrine out. And although we 
have given him the authority to appoint a 
board of examiners to devise and recommend 
a form of examination for applicants for office, 
yet he possesses the power to adopt that plan 
‘or not without the interference of Congress. 
The President, therefore; assumes the obliga- 
tion of the responsibility imposed upon him 
by the Constitution of the United States; and 
there I propose to leave him. I propose to 
hold him to the most rigid accountability for 
every appointment that he has made since he 
hes been President of the United States. I 
propose that he shall not shift the responsibil- 
ity by throwing upon members of Corigress a 
charge of improper interference with the exec- 
ulive right and prerogative, and attempting to 
make us share the responsibility which prop- 
erly and legitimately belongs to him. Sir, we 
cannot do it if we would. He has the power. 
He has exercised the power. He uses it-freely, 
He uses it skillfully for his own political party. 
I propose to leave it with him as the present 
sole representative of the people in respect to 
appointments to office. . | 

it is said that the Senate is a part of the 
appointing power; that the President cannot 
appoint except with the confirmation of the 
Senate; but we all Know that less than one 
third of the official patronage of the United 
States goes before the Senate for comfirm- 
ation. There are three thousand attachés of | 
the Treasury Department alone; and of those 
three thousand public officials not one tenth 
go before the Senate for confirmation. There- 
fore, sir, whatever the Senate may do, what- 
ever the heads of the Departments may do, 
whatever the chiefs of bureaus may do, what- 
ever Congress may do, whoever may in point 
of fact appoint the subordinates, the President, 
as the chief executive officer of the cotntry, 
stands responsible; and to that respousibility 
I leave him... i 3 

Sir, the American people have their eyes 
upon this question. “fhey will submit to no 
subterfuge, no evasion; for cunning attempt 
to avoid the liabiliiyor responsibility. Itre%ts 
upon the incumbent of the White House, and 
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in the present agitation, in the present temper 
of the people, the question no longer assumes 
a party aspect. Good men and reformers, with- 
out reference to past political issues, are called 
upon to make one combined effort to arrest the 
demoralization which is now sapping the very 
foundation of the Government. Sir, the time 
has come when a reform must take place; and 
I believe that there are good men on the other 
side of the House who will be found acting with 
the entire Democratie party upon this side, to 
go forward in solid phalanx in November next 
to accomplish this great good to the country. 
We shall then have but one great political 
motto—‘ purification; and if anything else 
be added it will bo ‘‘ pacification ’’—the bring- 
ing together of the discordant sections of the 
American people, the restoration of all the 
rights, political and social, belonging to Amer- 
ican citizens, whether in the North, the South, 
the East, or the West; and then, moving for- 
ward in solid column to correct these abuses 
of the different official departments ofthe Gov- 
ernment, we may right the old ship of State and 
bring her back again into the same moral 
atmosphere that pervaded the Government in 
the better days of this Republic. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has five minutes remaining. To whom 
does he yield? 

Mr. WOOD. To wy friend from Indiana, 
Mr. Kerr. ] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
in a few words what I think about this bill, 
If I could be permitted to move an amend- 
ment to it, and if the House would adopt such 
an amendment, I think the bill might then be 
passed, and might acquire by its passage some 
legal validity, and do some good. The amend- 
ment I suggest would be to strike out all of 
the enacting clause and substitute for that 
clause the words ‘Bo it ordered by this 
House’?—-nothing more. My reason for favor- 
ing such an amendment is that this House, 
under the express language of the Constitution, 
and according to the principles of organization 
of every legislative body in this country, or 
any other that boasts of representative Govern- 
ment, has a right to control its own affairs, to 
regulate in its own way the conduct of its own 
business, and the appointment or removal of 
its own officers, and the number and character 
of its subordinate employés. 

Sir, the Speaker is an officer of this House ; 
and his election and the manner of it, and his 
duties as an officer of this House, are subject 
to the exclusive regulation of this House. The 
Doorkeepers and the Sergeant-at- Arms are also 
officers of the House. So are the clerks of 
our committees. By the very necessity of our 
organization as a legislative body they are and 
of right ought always to remain under the ex- 
clusive control of the House itself. I say that 
under the Constitution of the United States, 
and the spirit of our institutions, neither the 
Senate nor the President has any right what- 
ever, either to be consulted as to what we 
shall do in these particulars, or to dictate to 
us in any way. how we shall regulate affairs of 
this kind. These matters all pertain to the 
conduct of the House. They relate to the ap- 
pointment of our own officers. They belong 
to the daily routine and discharge of our sep- 
arate duties. They have no connection with 
the Senate or with the Government generally, 
and belong in a special manner to the neces- 
sary freedom of action of the House as a sep- 
arate and independent branch of the legislative 
power. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iask my colleague whether 
we do not already by law provide to a certain 
extent for the appointment of clerks in the 
House of Representatives, and whether we 
have not done so from the beginning of the 
Government? 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I know of no 
auch regulation as this bill proposes. 

- Mr, HOLMAN, The statutes are full of 
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instances of such limitations upon the power 


of the House. 


Mr. KERR. I know of no such thing. I 
have made some examination to find some- 
thing of the kind, and have not been able to 
discover any precedent for it. 

This bill makes no attempt to legislate con- 
cerning the mere ministerial, subordinate, or 
clerical officers or employés of the Senate. 
It is safe to assume that the Senate would not 
fora moment concur in or tolerate such an at- 
tempt at interference. Why, then, shall we 
appeal to the Senate, or to the Executive, to 
regulate these matters for us? Are we not 
competent to discharge these duties for our- 
selves? Indeed, [ may most pertinently in- 
quire, what right have we to surrender to the 
Senate or to the Executive our self-govern- 
ment as a House? It impresses me as a 
strange departure from correct principles. 
Suppose the Senate should add some obnox- 
jous provisions by way of amendment to this 
bill? We might refuse to concur in them; 
then they would go to a committee of free 
conference, consisting of members of each 
body; that committee might make a different 
bill, or provide for clerks or officers, or insert 
provisions making our officers in some way 
‘subject to the supervision of the Senate, or to 
the joint supervision of the Senate and Honse. 
Could we submit to such alaw? Would such 
a law possess any legal validity if enacted? I 
say no, not one whit. The House would still 
be free to do as it pleases in such matters as 
pertain to its self-control, the mere conduct 
of its own business, and the appointment of its 
own oflicers or servants. It ought not yield 
that essential right. It cannot do so without 
danger. And I say to my colleague and to 
every gentleman in the House, that in my 
judgment if the House has heretofore estab- 
lished any precedent of that kind it cannot too 
soon repeal it and reverse its past action, and 
act on its own authority and within its own 
powers. That is my judgment about this 
thing, Iam perfectly clear; I do not think 
that it is an open question. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, in addition to what I 
have said on this point, the objections of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Woon] to this bill 
are pertinent. It is time that the whole power 
of the Government was put forth to effect 
reform in the civil service. Why is it not 
done? If gentlemen wish to effect something 
in the way that will inure to the advantage of 
the country and of the Treasury, why do they 
not strike where the greatest evils exist, where 
the greatest perversions of Jaw are daily prac- 
ticed, where notorious corruption prevails, 
where all sorts of vice have crept into prac- 
tical administration, and there make reforms? 
Why do they not introduce bills to reform an 
execution of the laws of the country in con- 
nection with the collection of customs duties, 
and in connection with the collection of excise 
taxation, and in connection with the manage- 
ment of the Post Office Depariment all over 
the country? Why do you not reform the 
administration of the Government in all its 
departments outside of the House by appro- 
priate laws, and in the House by appropriate 
orders of the House? Why do you not pro- 
ceed at once to invoke the coUperation of the 
Senate and President, to bring about such re- 
forms as will save millions to the overtaxed 
people of the country, and give that bind of 
relief they are pleading for day by day, and 
which they are entitled on every principle of 
public duty and good government to have, 
and to have speedily? if you would strike a 
few manly and honest blows for such reforms 
they could be effected, and the people would 
recognize them with infinite gratitude. 


I am opposed to the enactment of this kind 


of law, not because it cannot result in some 
retrenchment of the expenses of the House, 
but because of the form of this bill, It-is 
clearly objectionable, and the Senate has no 


| 


| House? 


right to be consulted as to how the House 
shall govern its action in these matters, and 
the President of the United. States has -no 
right to be called on to assent to or dissent 
from any. regulation concerning its manage- 
ment in such matters. These matters belong ` 
to us alone to regulate.. We have a right to 
enact this bill as an order of this House without 
consulting the Senate or President. Suppose 
we enact it with the enacting clause struck out 
and what I propose inserted, and. send: it. to 
the President for approval, and he should send 
it back with his disapproval: I ask any gentle- 
man of this House, 1 ask the lawyers of this 
body, whether the Héuse would not have the 
right to enact such order in the regulation of 
its own affairs in spite of the President: and 
everybody else? I insist it would. Hence 
my opposition to the form of this measure. 
Mr. HOLMAN took the floor. : 
Mr. PETERS. I ask the gentleman’ from 
Indiava to yield to me for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment to the bill. j 
Mr. HOLMAN. JI will yield for the pur- 
pose of hearing the amendment read. iz 
Mr. PETERS. Imove, inthe bill asit bas 
been reprinted, on page 10, after “the Com- 
mittee of Claims,” to insert “the Committee 
on the Judiciary ;’’ so-the salary of the clerk 
of that committee shall also come- within class 


two. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to 
the amendment being offered, although Iam 
opposed to its adoption and shall vote againstit, 

Mr. KERR, J ask my colleague to let me 
offer the amendment I have proposed. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object tomy colleague's 
amendment. I will not treat my colleague 
discourteously, but I object to his amendment. 
Why did not my colleague when the House 
was passing bills limiting the number of docu- 
ments to be printed for the exclusive use of 
the House—why did he not then object that it 
was an act in derogation of the powers of the 
When bill after bill has passed im- 
posing limitations npon the expenditures of 
the House, why did not my colleague object 
that it was in derogation of the just powers of 
the House? Why did he withhold his objec- 
tion till this bill was brought forward looking 
to reform in the extravagance of the House 
in the employment of unnecessary clerks? 
Why should objections come from this side of 
the House to any reduction of expenditure, 
however inconsiderable? Sir, we have reached 
such fearful magnitude of extravagance in 
the administration of our Government that 
any measure, I do not care what may he its 
character, I do not care where it may come 
from, that proposes anything in the way. of 
economy aud reform, will receive my support. 
This bill simply reduces, greatly reduces the 
annual expenditure for unnecessary clerks, 
nothing more, and I will not diminish the 
weight to which the measure is entitled by 
captiously arraiguing a committee before the 
country for failing to do more than it proposes 
to do. 

My colleague [Mr. Kerr] misunderstood 


| the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Woop. | 
The gentleman from New York esteemed this 


bill, as far as it went, a good measure, a meas- 
ure tending toward the main object of the 
organization of this committee; the object, 
namely, of civil service reform and retrench- 
ment, 

I yield for a moment to my colleague ‘on the 
committee, the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr: 
WILLARD. | 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. WILLARD. I am requested by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Reorgan- 


‘ization of the Civil Service, and instrueted by 


the committee, to report back the bull (E R. 
No. 787) to preserve the independence of the 
several departments of the Government; and 
to ask that it be made the special order for 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


February 20, 


three weeks from Thursday, after the morning 
hour, and from day to day until disposed of, 
The SPEAKER. | The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. It provides in its first 
section. that hereafter it shall be unlawful for 
any member, of either House. of Congress or 
Delegate from a Territory, verbally or in writ- 

> dng,:-directly. or indirectly, or by any agent 
or third person, to solicit or recommend, or 
advise the President of the United States, or 
any head of a Department, or of any bureau 
thereof, or any official who has by law power 
to nominate or appoint to positions in the 
civil service of the United States, to nominate 
or appoint, or to refuse td nominate or appoint, 
any person to, or to remove any person from, 
office or employment in the civil service, ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided. 

n its second section it provides that when- 
ever the President or the head of a Depart- 
ment shall, in writing, ask the opinion or ad- 
vice ofa member of Congress or a Delegate 
from a Territory, respecting any appointment 
or removal, such member or Delegate may, in 
writing only, give his advice or opinion respect- 
ing such appointment or removal. And such 
member or Delegate may also, without being 
requested so to do, give in writing to the Pres- 
ident or head of Department any information 
which such member or Delegate may have of 
the misconduct or unfaithfulness of any person 
in the civil service. Any such information, 
advice, or opinion given to the President or 
head of a Department by any member or Dele- 
gate shall be regarded as official, and shall at 
all times be open to the inspection of members 
and Delegates; and copies thereof shall be 
transmitted to either House of Congress when- 
ever called for by them for information or pub- 
lication, Ail appointments and removals com 
cerning which communications shall have been 
received by the President or heads of Depart- 
ments from members or Delegates shall be 
reported to Congress at the session thereof 
pext after such appointment or removal shall 
have been made, together with all correspond- 
ence with or communications from members 
or Delegates respecting the same. 

In its third section it provides that any per- 
sou who shall violate any of the provisions of 
this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
on conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
than $100 and not more than $1,000. 

Mr. WILLARD. At the suggestion of my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Bixcuam, ] who desires 
‘that this may not be in the way of the business 

of the House, I shall ask that the bill be made 
the special order for four weeks from Thurs- 
day, afier the morning hour, and from day to 
day thereafter uutil disposed of. 

Mr. BINGHAM. hope the House will 
not make it a special order from day to day. 

, Mr, PETERS. Why should this bill be 
made a special order more than all the other 
business of the House ? 

The SPEAKER, That isa question for the 
House to answer. . 

Mr. PETERS. Unless the time is limited 
Ishall object. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If the bill should be made 
a special order for one day, and if it were not 
coe up in that day, would it then lose its 

ace 

The SPEAKER, It would. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Wintarp] asks that 
the bill be made a special order for four weeks 


from Thursday, and from day to day until dis-. 
a 


posed of, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. WILLARD. ThenTaskthatit be made 
the special order for that day and the day fol- 
lowing. ; 

Mr. PETERS. 
of that? 

The SPEAKER. It would simply be made 
a special order, and would be so journalized. 
It would be subject to a vote postponing it, 
and if the House, by voting to go into Com- 


What would be the effect 


q 


mittee of the Whole, or making other dispo- 
sition of business, should pass by this bill, it 
would lose its place on the Calendar, and the 
gentleman would lose any control over it. 
Bat if it should be made a special order on 
Thursday four weeks, for a particular hour— 
and the gentleman had better fix a particular 
hour 

Mr. WILLARD. I will say two o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. To the exclusion of all 
other orders, then the House would be bound 
to consider it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And let it be 
arranged at the same time that the previous 
oerion shall be called at some particular 

our. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I object to the bill being 
made anything else than a special order for a 
particular day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would give the com- 
mittee but one day on that bill.” 

Mr. WILLARD. Ifthe House willindulge 
me a moment, I desire to say a few words 
about this matter. This Committee on the 
Reorganization of the Civil Service was ap- 
pointed early this session, and made a select 
committee on so much of the President’ s mes- 
sage as submitted to the House suggestions 
in respect to the reorganization of the civil 
service. Subsequently the President sent to 
this House a message containing the report 
of a commission which he had appointed. That 
commission reported certain rules and regu- 
lations which are to govern any appointments 
to the civil service. In the judgment at least 
of some members of the committee this bill 
is directly in aid of those regulations. 

Now, sir, if I may be allowed to allude to 
the newspapers of the country, I think I may 
say that they have, with some propriety, called 
the attention of the country to the fact that 
this committee, having been in session for two 
or three months, finally came into the House 
with a bill regulating the appointment and 
compensation of clerks of committees of the 
House; and such newspapers inquired with 
great pertinency whether the committee had 
yet considered the vital question of the reform 
of the civil service. 

Now, sir, let me say if when the committee 
come before the House and offer a bill in aid of 
the recommendation of the President of the 
United States, the Republican party is pre- 


| pared to say that only one day shall be allowed 


for the discussion of that bill, I ask who in this 
House is standing by the President of the Uni- 
ted States? Who in this House is in favor of 
genuine civil service reform? Who in this 
House is ready to put himself on record to-day, 
when a committee constituted upon a recom- 
mendation of the President comes here with 
this bill, as insisting that that committee shall 
have only one day in this House to consider 
this subject? If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Scored] is prepared to say that 
one day is enough to consider this question, 
which I beg leave to say is, in my judgment, 
one of the most important ever considered by 
the Congress of the United States, Iam willing 
to go to the country with him and ask judg- 
ment upon our respective positions. I believe 
that one day is not enough to discuss this great 
subject, and I ask that we may have at least 
two days for the consideration of so important 
a measure, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not consent to less than three days. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I desire to have action 
upon the bill, Ido not intend to allow the gen- 
tleman from Vermont or anybody else to come 
in here with a bill upon this subject, which has 
been discussed in this House for the last two 
years, and postpone it for four weeks, when he 
has the floor to-day and can call for a vote 
upon it, He proposes to postpone it for four 
weeks, until just the timè when the appropri- 
ation bills and other important legislation that 
must come in at that time will be crowding it 


out, and he asks for a special order to run on 
indefinitely for mere breath. I want a vote on 
it. If the gentleman from Vermont and others 
who desire to pass this bill really wish action 
upon it, let them give us action, and-not ever- 
lasting debate. . ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and I call the attention of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sco- 
FIELD ] to that inquiry. It is whether the 
House, in the present condition of. business, 
can proceed at once to the consideration of 
the bill now introduced ? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I hope that will 
be done. No more important question can 
possibly come before us. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. My inquiry is whether, 
consistently with the business now before us, 
the bill last reported by the gentleman from 
Vermont can be taken up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly 
does not present that as a parliamentary 
question. It is the duty of the Chair to 
rule upon the order of business, but not to 
dictate what the order of business shall be. 
If the House wishes to take up the bill there 
is nothing in the rules to prevent it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then {ask unanimous con- 
sent on the part of the committee that when 
the bill now pending in relation to clerkships: 
of the committees of the House is disposed of, 
the bill of the gentleman from Vermont shall 
be immediately taken up and considered from 
day to day until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will see 
that at the expiration of the morning hour a 
motion to’ go to the Speaker’s table and then 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
would immediately turn the House from the 
consideration of the bill, Does the gentle- 
man mean that the pending bill shall be taken 
out of the morning hour and considered in 
the House until disposed of? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. f 

The SPEAKER. And that immedistely 
thereafter the other bill now offered by the 
gentleman from Vermont shall be taken up 
in the same way Y 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER.. That makes an intelli- 
gible proposition. The gentleman asks that 
the pending bill may be considered continu- 
ously in the House until disposed of, and that 
immediately thereafter the bill of the gentle- 
man from Vermont shall be considered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. | I object to that. 

Mr. WILLARD. I wish to ask a parlia- 
mentary question. The bill has been reported 
to the House. If the House refuses to allow 
a day to be fixed for its consideration, does it 
not remain before the House until disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself 
will perceive that in a technical sense this. bill 
has not yet been reported strictly from the 
committee to the House. The House can con- 
sider but one bill atatime. Pending the con- 
sideration of the bill in relation to clerks of 
this House, the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Houmay,] a colleague upon the committee of 
the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. WILLARD, ] 
yielded to him to ask unanimous consent to 
have this bill reported and made a special 
order at the time named. But in no proper 
sense is the bill now before the House. 

Mr. WILLARD. It is due to the commit- 
tee that I should state that the committee 
instracted its chairman to ask that this bill be 
assigned . for consideration for Thursday of 
week after next. That was considered as 
early a day as they deemed it wise to name, 
in view of the fact that many members of the 
House might desire. to examine the bill care- 
fully before it should come up for discussion. 
But upon consultation with: the. chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] and the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes,] and other 
gentlemen, who - might: want to bring other 
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measures before the House for consideration, 
I made ths change in time that I have indi- 
cated upor my own motion. Tam willing that 
an early day should be set for this bill; I am 
willing to have it considered on Tharsday of 
this week, or of next week, or two weeks from 
next Thursday. I desire an early considera- 
tion of the bill, for I think it is a matter of 
much importance. And unless the House 
will be willing to agree to some early day for 
the consideration of this bill, E will ask con- 
gent to withdraw the bill now pending before 
the House, and introduce the bill I have indi- 
cated for consideration. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If an early day is fixed 
upon, or if any day is fixed upon, will the gen- 
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WILLARD] secure 
action on that day? ‘That is what I want. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must resume the floor, 
and I willask that the gentleman from Ver- 
mont have leave to withdraw the bill now pend- 
ing, in order that he may report the one he has 
indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The bill now pending, 
having a report. of a committee, it requires 
unanimous consent to have it withdrawn now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask that unanimous 
consent 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont to offer his bill as 
an amendment to the pending bill, and then 
hold the two measures together during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. WILLARD, I will move the bill sent 
to the Clerk’s desk as a substitute for the pend- 
ing bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 
the proposed substitute is not in order, not 
being germane to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. WiiLarp] has reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 1841) to regulate the employment and 
compensation of clerks for the Speaker aud 
committees of the House of Representatives, 
and that billis now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the Chair rules on 
the point of order I ask unanimous consent 
to have the pending bill withdrawn from the 
consideration of this House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. The bill now before the House is here 
in accordance with the resolution of the House 
which was adopted before the appointment of 
this committee. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] has spoken of this bill as 
very trifling business; yet ib is in the direct 
line of instructions from the House. I have 
no objectien to the bill being withdrawn with 
the consent of the House, if the other bill can 
be taken up for immediate consideration, for 
I think it is a bill of greater gravity, although 
I do not think the bill regulating the appoint- 
ment and compensation of the clerks of the 


committees of this House is by any means an | 


unimportant one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. WILLARD] proposes to amend the 
pending bill by substituting therefor a bill to 


preserve the independence of the several de- | 
partments of the Government, which bill has 


been read at length. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bixeuam] makes the point of order 
that the proposed substitute is not germane to 
the pending bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would suggest that 
the title of the bill has nothing to do with the 
question whether the proposed substitute is 
germane. The gentleman from Vermont, I 
understand, can move the bill as an amendment 
in the form of additional sections. 

The SPEAKER. The point made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] 
would be pertinent only in case the title of the 
pill ig different from the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘he bill now pending is 
a bill providing for the appointment of clerks 


of committees of this House. I desire to move 
this other bill as additional sections to that 


bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They both relate 
to the civil service ; the first to the civil service 
of the legislative department, the other to the 
civil service in the other departments. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Suppose the com- 
mittee had reported these two bills together in 
one, would it in point of fact have been com- 
petent, or would it have been subject to a point 
of order? It seems to me it would have been 
competent for the committee to do s>. 

The SPEAKER. It does not follow, be- 
canse the committee may report two separate 
and distinet subjects in the same bill as an 
original report, that a bill relating to. one sub- 
ject may be afterward amended by adding 
provisions relating to another subject. For 
instance, a bill for the relief of a private in- 
dividual may contain a public provision of 
law; but at the same time the rules distinctly 
say that a public bill may not be added to a pri- 
vate bill as an amendmeut thereto. The Chair 
sustains the point of order of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Binewam, ] because, if the pro- 
posed bill is in order as an amendment to the 
pending bill, then anything, no matter what, 
that pertains to the civil service, may be held 
to be a germane amendment. 

Mr. WILLARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
again (if any gentleman will suggest an 
earlier day that will suit the convenience of 
the House I shall not object) that Wednes- 
day, two weeks from to-morrow, the time 
originally fixed by the committee, be set apart 
for the consideration of this bill, and that it be 
considered from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. DICKEY ob- 


ected. 

Mr. WILLARD. Does it require unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does, as a matter of 
course. 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘Then I ask that the bill 
be made a special order for Wednesday, two 
weeks from to-morrow; that it be considered 
to the exclusion of all other business on that 
and the succeeding day after two o'clock 
p. m., and that on the second day, at four 
o'clock, the previous question be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILLARD. Task unanimous consent 
to withdraw from the consideration of the 
Hause the pending bill relative to committee 
clerks. 


J 


There being no objection, the bill was with- ’ 


drawn. 
CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. WILLARD. I now report from the 
select Committee on the Reorganization of the 
Civil Service of the Government the bill which 
has already been read at the Clerk’s desk—the 
bill (H. R. No. 787) to preserve the independ- 
ence of the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment, 

The bill was again read. 

'he SPEAKER. The bill having been twice 
read, the question is upon ordering it to be 
engrossed and read a third time. ‘The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. WinLarp] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is the bill 
open to amendment? 
The SPEAKER. 

amendable stage. 

Mr. WILLARD. Inview of what has taken 
place here this morning in reference to the 
bill, it is proper, I suppose, that I should sub- 
mit a word of explanation in justice to the 
committee reporting the bill, The commit- 
tee, knowing that they would not probably be 
called for three months after to-day, author- 
ized the chairman of the committee to report 
this bill withont an expression of opinion, 
and with the understanding, of course, that 


The bill is now in the 


any gentleman of the committee. would have 
opportunity—as we supposed, both time and 
opportunity—to prepare any modification or 
amendment which he might deem desirable. 
The geutleman from Ohio, [Mr. Perry,] who 
isa member of our committee, and a warm 
friend of the principle of this bill, has some’ 
modification which he desires to offeras a sub: 
stitute. 1¢ was also suggested in committee “ 
that inasmuch as the time proposed to be 
fixed by the committee for the consideration 
of the bill was two weeks hence, they would 
have opportunity for further meetiugs prior to 
that time, and a further consideration of the 
details as well as the principle of the bill. 

Now, if this bill which bas now been put in 
the morning hour is to ruu in the morning 
hoar, it occurs to me that we shall somewhat 
embarrass the action of gentlemen of the 
committee who may not be prepared to-mor- 
row to present their views or the substitutes 
which they desire to offer for the bill. [think 
it due, therefore, to individual members, as 
well as the entire committee, that the House 
should agree to fix a time when this bill may. 
be considered to the exclusion of all other 
business. et it be disposed of, if the Louse 
pleases, in two days, coming up each day afier 
the morning hour. Iu that way it will not in- 
terfere with the presentation of reports of other 
committees; it will not be in the way of the 
regular business of the House; but it will be 
before the House subject to its control and in 
a position to be acted on intelligently. Shere- 
tore, for the parpose of taking this bill out of 
the morning hour, I again ask the House that 
it be made the special order for Wednesday, 
three weeks from to-morrow, at two o'clock; 
that it be considered on that and the succeed- 
ing day to the exclusion of all other business, 
and that the previous question be considered 
as operating at four o'clock on the second day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont asks that this bill be ‘taken out of the 
morning hour, where it now is, and its further 
consideration postponed until to-morrow three 
weeks, and that Wednesday and ‘Thursday of. 
that week, after the hour of two o'clock p. m., 
shall be devoted, to the exclusion of all other 
orders, to the consideration of the bill; and 
that at four o'clock on the second day the 
previous question shall be considered as oper- 
ating. i 

Mr. DICKEY. I do not wish to object to 
this committee reporting a bill, but Ido object 
that three weeks hence we shall consider 
something which this committee has not been 
willing. to report. The gentieman from Ver- 
mont has stated that the committee are not in 
favor of this bill. They have reported some- 
thing here, and now ask to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject to have somebody 
else report something else to which they them- 
selves are unwilling to agree. 

Mr. WILLARD. No, sir, that is not it. 

Mr. DICK BY. Iam willing this committee 
this day three weeks shall have the opportunity 
to report a bill, but I do not wish every one 
else to have the right to report. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The morning 
hour has expired, and I move to go to the 
business on the Speaker's table. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hope 


| the gentleman will yield to me for the purpose 


of indicating an amendment. i 

Mr. WILLARD. I have no objection to the 
amendment being read. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to add to section two of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That all apointments in the civil ser- 
viee shall only be solicited by elaims agents and 
middle-men around the Capitol. 

(Laughter. ] 

À ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to go 
to the business on the Speaker's table. ~< 


z0 morrow. 
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-i The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired, and the bill goes over until to- 


Mr. SWANN.. I move that the rules be 
Suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
<: the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

“the ‘Union on the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to make any limitation of the general 
debate? 

Mr. SWANN. Not at this time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Horace Porvsr, 
one of his Secretaries, notifying the House 
that he had approved and signed, February 
20, 1872, bills of the following titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 1840) for the relief of 
Alexander Smith and Halcyon Skinner; 

An act (H. R. No. 625) making appropri- 
ations to supply a deficiency in the appropri- 
ation for the salaries and contingent expenses 

: of the Post Office Department for the current 
fiscal year ; and 

-An act (H. R, No. 1071) making appropri- 
ations for. the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 80, 1878. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr, Cogugy in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1323) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 

-ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1873, 

. Mr, SWANN. Mr. Chairman, in present- 
ing: this bill to the House | propose to make a 
very few remarks; and it is a source of satis- 
faction to me thut in the details of this meas- 
ure in the main we have conformed to the 
report of the committee of last year. There 
is no material variation either in the salaries 
of officers or in the other provisions of the 
bill. The variations which occur to me at 
present relate to two or three clauses in this 
bill to which I shall have occasion to call the 
attention of the House. 

One isin the section referring to the ‘ com- 

pensation of agents appointed by the Presi- 
dent to examine consular accounts, as author- 
Aged by the second section of the act approved 
July 11, 1870, $10,000.” ‘This clause the 
committee propose to modify by striking it 
out after the close of the present fiscal year. 
it is found not to answer the purpose for 
which it was designed. The Secretary of State 
has strongly recommended some modification 
of this section shall be made in the bill which 
T hold in my hand, in order to relieve the posi- 
tion in which he is placed. So far as these 
agents to examine consular accounts are con- 
cerned, the whole correspondence of the State 
Departinent, whether confidential or other- 
wise, relating to this subject, is placed at the 
mercy of those who are appointed to discharge 
this duty. It is therefore objectionable, and 
ought to be repealed. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
clause in the bill? 

Mr. SWANN. It is in line sixty-two, page 
It is found not to have worked as well as 


Where is that 


4, 


was expected, and an amendment will be | 
offered to this bill, when it comes up to be | 


read by sections, to strike out that clause, in 
order that it may be differently and more sat- 
istactorily arranged in the future. 

Another provision of this bill to which I 
will call the attention of the committee ig in 
line ‘fifty-three, page 8, which is: 

For. compensation of chargé d’affaires ad interim, 
aud for compénsation of diplomatic oficers of the 
United States abroad, in. the interval between the 
appointment of their successor and his preseutation, 
or of their recall, and for so many days thereaitor 


| 


Į 


| 


f 
l 


as are actually and necessarily consumed in an un- 
interrupted, direct transit to the United States, for 
nolonger and for no other purpose, $40,000; and 
that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this 
provision are hereby repealed. 

This clause has been sabmitted by the Sec- 
retary of State as a measure of economy, and 
not only as a measure of economy, but as sim- 
plifying the duties of that Department. The 
laws heretofore regulating this matter have 
been indefinite and uncertain in their applica- 
tion. And itis proposed now to regulate the 
diplomatic agents recognized by the United 
States and employed by the United States- so 
as to make their pay apply to the specific duty 
performed by them in their transit from the 
places to which they are accredited to their 
homes in the United States, and also to apply 
to the allowances made to ministers adinterim, 
who may perform the special duties performed 
by these agents, in the interim of their absence 
from their posts. Heretofore this item has cost 
this Government some ninety thousand dollars 
in one year, During the year 1870 the esti- 
mate for this particular duty was ninety thou- 
sand dollars and upward. In the subsequent 
year, 1871, the same item amounted to some 
seventy-five thousand dollars, and by the judi- 
cious management of the Secretary of State, 
and the striet eye to economy with which he 
has conducted the affairs of the Department, 
he has been able, as will appear in the present 
bill, his estimate being $40,000, to reduce this 
item greatly in amount, reducing it from up- 
ward of ninety thousand dollars two years ago 
to $40,000, as it appears in the present bill. 

These are variations which will save to this 
Governmenta large amount of money. 

‘There is another item to which I will simply 
allude, and that is in reference to the treaty 
hetween the United States and Belgium, in 
regard to the extinguishment of the Scheldt 
dues, The installment, which ‘has been in- 
serted in this bill is next to the last that will 
be found trammeling the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill hereafter, and we have 
réason to congratulate the House that this 
expense will cease after the coming fiscal year. 

So far as the salaries of officers are con- 
cerned, the resultis pretty much the same as 
in the bill of last year. 

Looking at it, then, Mr. Chairman, as a 


i whole; looking at the various provisions of 


this biil in comparison with former years, the 
result is highly favorable. This bill is favor- 
able, sir, as a measure of economy; it has 
reduced the expenditures of this Government 
in that Department to an extent that inures to 
the benefit of the people. I advocate these 
reductions wherever they can be fairly and 
judiciously made; and I consider this bill, 
which I have the honor to present, having been 
charged with it by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as one of the most favorable among 
the bills appropriating for the diplomatic and 
consular service which have ever been pre- 
sented to this House. Theassignment of this 
bill to me for report by the honorable chair- 
man ofthe committee has brought me more or 
less in contact with the business and operations 
of the State Department; and I consider it my 
duty to say here, having gone very closely into 
the examination of the details of the work of 
that Department, that I consider it my duty to 
say in the House that no Department of this 
Government is now or has been managed with 
more economy or with a stricter eye to what is 
required by the various wants of the diplomatic 
service than the Department presided over by 
Secretary Fish. - 

lt is no more than proper that I should bear 
my tesiimony, while commenting upon this bill, 
to the vigilance, the activity, and the business 
tact of the distinguished Secretary at the head 


of that Department, into the organization and | 


practical working of which it has been my duty 
to look, and on which I am here to report to 
this House. 

Mr. Chairman, there are a large number of 
clerks employed'in that Department, Whether 


they are adequately compensated or not I am 
not here to inquire, I will say, however, that 
they have discharged their, duties honestly. and 
faithfully. During the sittings of the interna- 
tional commission, which met in this country 
during the spring, these clerks were employed, 
and actively engaged every night, almost until 
twelve o’clock. J believe, sir, in the main 
they are inadequately compensated. But we 
make no application at this time for the in- 
crease of their salaries. The Secretary of 
State has made no demand for an increase of 
the salaries of these officers. All he wasable 
to do after the labors through which they had 
passed during the sittings of the high com- 
mission was to return the thanks of his De- 
partment for the vigilance and activity and 
zeal and honesty with which they discharged 
their respective duties. 

There is one officer, I desire to say, con- 
nected with that Department for whom I 
would ask some recognition on the part of 
this House. A proposition was made on the 
other side of the House to increase the salary 
of the chief clerk, and I cordially coperate 
with the gentleman in the recommendation 
which he made upon that subject. 

I think it is more than deserved by his 
great attention to business and by the value 
of the services performed by him in connec- 
tiou with the State Department. That gen- 
tleman is there day and night. He receives 
the paltry compensation of $2,800. That 
compensation is inadequate, sir. We know 
here as members of this House that such com- 
pensation is inadequate to the support of a 
family ; and I now give notice to the House 
that at an early day I shall reproduce the bill 
offered on the other side of the House, which 
was not accepted by the Committee on Appro- 
ptiations because they thought it would open 
the door to other similar applications, in which 
I concurred with them, and I shall ask the 
House to do justice to a faithful officer who is 
worth as much to this Government, if not 
more, than any officer connected with it. 

It is no economy, Mr. Chairman, to employ 
these gentlemen and to drive them almost to 
starvation, I am for giving them the value of 
their services. I am for giving them what they 
are justly and fairly entitled to. While upon this 
subject [ must pay a compliment, a deserved 
compliment, to the honorable chairman of this 
committee. [Í came into the committee as the 
representative in a measure of this side of 
the House, but I came there for the purpose 
of giving an impartial support to the Govern- 
ment in providing for its necessary wants, and 
to hold the heads of the Departments respons- 
ible for the expenditures within their respect- 
ive jurisdiction. My constituents did not send 
me here for the purpose of dwarfing the 
proportions of this Government by any con- 
tracted or niggardly policy. We are bound, 
Mr. Chairman, to contribute whatever ig ne- 
cessary to keep this great machine running 
upon a scale of. liberality, that it may come up 
to the proportions which it occupies, running 
it upon a scale that shall enable those that are 
connected with it to do justice to the businesg 
of the country and the people of the country, 
Iam the last man to attempt to put any 
restriction upon the administration of the 
affairs of these various Departments of tbe 
Government which are so closely connected 
with the great interests and business of the 
country. Iam here to advocate a liberal pol- 
icy and to hold the heads of these Departments 
responsible, and I will say that the honored 
chairman of this committee, with whom I have 
cobperated with: regard to almost every item 
that you will find in these appropriation bills, 
has gone in advance of even what I would 
have recommended in the advocacy of a wise 
and proper curtailment in the expenditures of 
this Government. I will do him that justice, 
and 1 will say the same of every member of 
the Committee on Appropriations with whom 
I have codperated. 
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Mr. Chairman, in speaking of the State 
Department and the head of that Department 
it is proper for me to say to this House that 


he has never approached the Committee on-| 


Appropriations. He does not himself even 
officially recommend the increase which I pro- 
pose to ask of this House in the salary of his 
chief clerk. He leaves it to the judgment of 
this House. I have examined into the details 
of his Department. I find it in a condition 
which should make it a pride to the country. 
I find the documents accessible. I find his 
clerks organized in such a way as to be able 
to give the fullest information in regard to the 
details of that important service, and I will 
say in justice to that gentleman, notas a party 
man, that he has organized that Department 
and is running that Department in a way that 
is a credit to the country and a credit to him- 
self as its head. 

In the discussion which took place upon the 
first of these appropriation bills that we re- 
ported to the House, my honorable friend from 
New York [Mr. Woop] remarked upon the 
extraordinary inereasein the estimates for the 
expenditures of this Government. from the 
time of Mr. Buchanan down to the present 
period. Now, Mr. Chairman, you will per- 
mit me to say that my friend from New York 
{Mr. Woon] knows that in the time of Mr. Bu- 
chanan the expenses of living and the expenses 
of the operations of this great country were 
very different from what they are at the pres- 
cnt day. My honorable friend, the chairman 
of the committee, took occasion to state, in 
some remarks he made upou this subject of 
appropriations, that he wasin hopes these esti- 
mates would be reduced. Well, now, Mr. 
Chairman, I am sorry that I can neither agree 
with the gentleman from New York nor can 
l agree with the honorable chairman of my 
committee. 

I do not believe that the expenditures of this 
Government, in the great career upon which 
we have entered, can ever be reduced. I think 
they will increase from year to year, and L 
think that inerease is an evidence, and the 
highest evidence we could give, of the great 
prosperity which is attending all the operations 
of this Government. Why, sir, at the time to 
which my honorable friend from New York 
(Mr. Woop] refers, the sum of $3,000 was 
considered an almost princely endowment for 
a citizen just entering upon life. 
now ? How is it now with you gentlemen here, 
receiving as members of Congress $5,000 a 
year? We know the expense of living has 
increased one half, that the operations of this 
Government have gone on and expanded. Our 
commerce has expanded. New States are 
bursting into existence almost like sparks upon 
the crested wave. ; 

We are daily advancing in the position we 
occupy in the estimation of the civilized world. 
These new States require to be fostered, to be 
aided and assisted in the great march of pro- 
gress upon which we have entered. And, 
with all respect to my friend from New York, 
(Mr. Woop, ] I say that in accordance with a 
fair, just, and common-sense estimate of this 
whole subject we shall not be able to decrease 
the expenditnres of this Government as con- 
nected with any of its appropriation. bills, with 
the exception, perhaps, of the bill reported 
by my honorable friend near me, [Mr. SAR- 
GEN, ] the Indian appropriation bill. In ref- 
erence to that bill, [ hope our expenditures 
may be greaily reduced, if they may not be 
entirely wiped out in the course of events, if 
we deal with these Indian tribes as they ought 
to be dealt with. As for making treaties with 
these Indian tribes and piling up the expendi- 
tures for their maintenance, I think it is all 
wrong, a subject which the people of this coun- 
try pretty well understand. [would take care 
of these Indian tribes; I would treat them: as 
children in a state of pupilage, and not as 
independent sovereignties, if there was no 
law that compelled me to take a different view. 


What is it 


Therefore I say that, with the exception of 
the bill which has been reported to this House 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs by the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. Sarceyr]— 
l refer to the Indian appropriation bill—there 
can be no reduction in the expenditures of 
this Government. And I think my friend 
from Ohio here [Mr. Garrreip] will admit 
when he comes to look into the subject more 
closely, when he comes to estimate the in- 
creasing proportions of this Government, how 
it is expanding, how new States are springing 
into existence, how our commerce is extend- 
ing, how our diplomatic relations are becom- 
ing more and more extended every day, that 
it will be very difficult for him or anybody else 
to suggest any judicious reduction in the ex- 
penditures now reported in the various appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. SARGENT. The pension appropria- 
tion bill may decrease in time. 

Mr. SWANN. My friend from California 
[Mr. Sargent] suggests that our expenses 
for pensions may decrease. That may be so, 
if our pensioners are not reproduced as fast 
as they die off by fraudulent entries. F think 
you will find one ready to take the place of 
any one that may go off. It is found so in 
all parts of the country, and this evil, it seems, 
cannot be corrected ; and instead of their num- 
bers decreasing, these pensioners are rather 
increasing each year. And I am not so sure 
that we have much to hope in the way of 
reduction from the pension lists, for a long 
time at least. . 

Mr. Chairman, I do rot think my friend from 
New York [Mr. Woon] was as happy as he 
usually isin his remarks upon the bill reported 
here some time since by the Committee on 
Appropriations. I know that heis a practical 
business man, that he looks after the dollars 
and cents in’ his business arrangements, I 
know that no man appreciates better than my 
honorable friend from New York the expan- 
sion of this country, its regular and systematic 
growth, the formation of new States that are 
now coming into existence, invoking the help- 
ing hand of this Government, and requiring in- 
creased expenditures. But I willask my friend, 
when he comes to look into this subject with 
that calm and well-balanced consideration for 
which he has always been distinguished, to bear 
in mind how impossible it is to maintain the 
position that the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment must not of necessity have been fairly 
and inevitably increased within the period 
of time he has indicated, from the time of 
Buchanan’s administration to the administra- 
tion of President Grant. 

Mr. Chairman, my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] took occasion the 
other day when one of these appropriation bills 
was under consideration, to offer an amend- 
ment; andit was a very significant one, which 
I was not then able to comprehend, It struck 
me asa very strange amendment; and what 
impressed me more than anything else was 
that no gentleman on the other side of the 
House rose in his place to sustain the person 
to whom that amendment seemed to point. I 
allude to the Postmaster General and the 
Chorpenning claim. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, offered an amendment pro- 
hibiting any portion of the money appropriated 
from being applied toward the payment of the 
rejected Chorpenning claim. Now, if the gen- 
tleman were in his seat, I would be glad to ask 
him what induced him to offer suchan amend- 
ment to the bill which had been reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations. Did he 
expect that the Postmaster General was going 
to seize upon these appropriations that had 
been specifically made for the support of this 
Government ? 

Did he suppose that the law officer who was 
connected with Mr. Creswell, the Postmaster 
General, who was his friend aud companion, 
was projecting measures by which he could 


seize upon these. appropriations. which, had 
been legitimately made for legitimate purposes 
by the Committee on Approptiations? Iwanted 
to put that question’ to the gentleman. Twauted 
to know what induced him to offer that pro- 
vision. Was it out of abundant caution? Why, 
sir, we had guarded that bill. It was not 
necessary for the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means to put.any more restric- 
tions upon the bill than had been inserted by 
the committee itself We had guarded the 
interests of the Government, and unless there 
was fraud it was utterly impossible, under the 
provisions of that bill, to divert asingle dollar 
of appropriation from its legitimate purpose 
toward the payment of this infamous Chorpen- 
ning claim. I wanted to put that question to 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts. 
I should have been gratified if I could have 
had some light upon that subject. I want to 
know now what induced him to suspect that 
there was to be a movement in that direction 
for the purpose of diverting to the payment of 
this Chorpenning claim the legitimate appro- 
priations reported by the committee. 

Mr, Chairman, the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts stated in his remarks a 
few weeks ago that wherever he saw the head 
of corruption he would hit it, Well, now, I 
am not a warrior myself, and I do not think 
my honorable friend trom Massachusetts would 
be a very graceful leader of a brigade brought 
together for the purpose of crushing out.the 
corruption that now holds possession of the 
whole country. But I would be willing. to 
unite with my houorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts to take an humble position in his 
ranks, and enter with him upon this great 
mission of patriotism in striking down the 
heads of corruption all over this country, 
here and elsewhere I would have gone with 
him with a willing heart, and I would use 
weapons perhaps more formidable than any 
my honorable friend might feel disposed to 


use in disposing of this great evil whichis now 3 


afflicting the country. ican only say to the 
honorable gentleman (and I regret exceed- 
ingly that he is not now in his place) tbat in 
entering upon that mission he would ‘have 
found a more difficult task than he appre- 
hended. Whether it would not have interfered 
most seriously with the important business of 
the commitiee of which he is the distinguished 
head I am not prepared to say. But the gen- 
tleman would certainly have his bands full; 
he would be hitting these heads from one end 
of the country to the other; he would be 
striking down corruption in every part of the. 
land, and I have no doubt, from his expres- 
sions in this House, that he would do it well, 
aud with proper spirit. Sir, I am satisfied, in 
view of the corruptions now afflicting the 
country in almost every department of the 
service, that it would take all the transporta- 
tion of the United States to carry to their long 
homes the heads which the gentleman would 
be called upon to crush here, there, and every- 
where. Isay again, I would coéperate with 
him most cordially in his patriotic mission. 
We owe that gentleman a debt of gratitude 
for his exposure of this Chorpenning fraud. It 
is like the frauds that are afflicting the whole 
country. ‘The gentleman has saved the eoun- 
try $500,000 by his action in that case. His 
efforts were patriotic. They deserve the com- 
mendation of the whole country. I stand by 
him, Although the man whose action it was 
proposed to strike down is supposed to bea 
representative of the State of Maryland, we 
recognize no such representative here or else- 
where. That gentleman, sir, was elevated to 
the Department he now occupies without the 
recommendation of three fourths of the people 
of Maryland, and if General Grant thinks he 
has gained by it, if he thinks he has been 
benefited by the action of that ofticer, I have 
nothing to say. . {t was said by an ancient 
writer that it was Impossible to judge of the 
termination of a man’s career until he bad 
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¿passed away. I. think, Mr. Chairman, the 
President of the United States will have op- 
portunity before that time arrives to ascertain 
“how far he was right in placing his confidence 
ina gentleman who came here without the rec- 
; gmmendation of a corporal’s guard in his own 
State. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, since the remarks I 
made on this subject, the honorable chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means has 
resumed his seat on this floor, and I wish to 
put one question to him, premising by saying 
-I have sustained him in his efforts toward a 
jast economy in the administration of all 
departments of the Government. I think he 
deserves well of his country. But the great 
measure that has conferred on him more honor 
and more distinction than anything which bas 
occurred in that particular line of his duty was 
the exposure of the celebrated Chorpenning 
claims, I wish to know from my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] what induced him 
to insert an amendment in one of the appro- 

tiation bills of this committee to prevent the 
Postmaster General or his coadjutors, whoever 
they may be, putting their hands on the 
Appropriation we made in that committee? I 
ask the gentleman if he had any reason to 
bélieve Mr. Creswell designed to divert these 
funds from the legitimate channel to which 
they were directed, and whether he really 
feared there was danger if this money was left 
without some interposition to prevent the per- 
petration of that fraud it would have been 
taken by those men? 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. Chairman, in response 
to the gentleman from Maryland, I will say, 
and it is due to the Postmaster General I 
should say, what I did in offering that amend- 
ment. I had no reference to any action of 
the Postmaster General. ` I had heard it was 
claimed by Mr. Chorpenning and those who 
owned the claim (for 1 understand it has several 
owners now) that the action of the Postmaster 
General on the several matters submitted to 
him had vested in them a rightof which they 
could not be divested by repealing the act of 
Congress which went through the committee 
on my motion; and they were about instituting 
proceedings in the Court of Claims to recover 
that amount. I did not think it was sound 
law, nor do I think so now; but L thought per- 
adventure there might be a judgment of the 
Court of Claims in behalf of Chorpenning and 
those claiming with him, and therefore I 
thought’ I would insert some precautionary 
clause in that section by which they would be 
' less ambitious to pursue their claim in the 
Court of Claims than they otherwise would. 

Mr. SWANN, Let me ask the gentleman 
whether he did not know the attorney prose- 
ctiting this claim was alaw partner of Mr, 
Creswell? Did he hear of that name in con- 
nection with the prosecution of this claim? 

Mr. DAWES, Itis hardly worth while for 
my friend from Maryland aud myself to re- 
open that mater. It was brought before the 
House with great minuteness. { was glad to 
have the coöperation of my friend, whose liberal 
and honest support during my connection with 
the Committee of Ways and Means Lam happy 
to acknowledge. 

Mr. SWANN. You had it most cordially, 
aud you have it now. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say if my friend desires 
that it originated under a Democratic admin- 
istration, and was pursued by Democratic offi- 
cials, and has behind it the greatest legal 
light of the Democratic party in the United 
States pressing it, alittle out of sight I know, 
but whose force and power was felt in behalf 
of it, and now and then crops out to give it 
more force and efficiency than any other agency 
I know to be connected with it. The gentle- 
man is not at a loss to know to whom- l refer 
in that connection. 

Mr.SWANN. Iam ata loss; I donotcom- 
prehend the allusion of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts. I wish an explanation which will 


enable me to do justice to the acts of the Demo- 
cratic party. If he means to say thatthe Demo- 
cratic party has-been mixed up by any com- 
plicity with this stupendous fraud—which I 
gave him credit for having suppressed, and 
which the country gave him credit for hav- 
ing suppressed, saving to the Government 
$500,000—if the gentleman means there was 
any complicity on the part of the Democratic 
party, 1 am greatly mistaken. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
intend to charge the matter on the Demo- 
cratic party. Butas my friend from Mary- 
land [Mr. Swann] was very anxious to fasten 
more agency and responsibility upon individ- 
uals in the Republican party than I thought 
was justly due them—— 

Mr. SWANN. I spoke of the Postmaster 
General and his law partner alone in connec- 
tion with the prosecution of this claim. 

Mr, DAWES. I think the exact responsi- 
bility was about equally divided among the 
officers of different administrations. It took 
a good many years to work it up, and it finally 
came to a head, I am sorry to say, in this 

tepublican Administration. But the men 


. who pushed it were'men of different political 


parties, and nobody, I think, who had any 
connection with it had anything to take credit 


for. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Swann] yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. SWANN. Not just now. It struck me 
as very singular when this attack was made ou 
the Postmaster General, if it was not a direct 
attack on the Postmaster General, that some 
gentleman on that side of the House did not 
rise ih his place and make such explanations 
as would have saved him from the effects of the 
stunning blow which was dealt by the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. } 


Mr. DAWES. My friend from Maryland. 


[Mr. Swann] knows that Lam not to blame 
for that. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. SWANN. I did not say so. Weare 
greatly indebted to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts for what he did. The whole country 
is indebted to him. And the Democratic 
party thanks him for what he did. 

Mr. DAWES. I take no credit to myself. 

Mr. SWANN. We give you credit. We 
look upon you as a public benefactor when 
you are engaged in smashing up these heads, 
as you have threatened to do, all over the 
country. [Laughter.] And I desire to coöp- 
erate with you, and I feel proud to codperate 
with you, when you undertake to smash these 
heads, as you have smashed one already in 
offering the amendment to the appropriation 
bill to which I have referred, The people of 
this country owe you such a debt of gratitude 
as may induce me as well as other members 
of the Democratic party to erect a monument 
to your memory. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I beg my 
friend not to be in a hurry with his monu- 
ment. [laughter.] And [ suggest to him 
that itis never safe to say much about a man 
till he is dead. 

Mr. SWANN, Thatistrue. Now, Ihope, 
I sincerely hope, that my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts, having enlisted such a 
soldier in the ranks as a poor, obscure Repre- 
sentative from Maryland—for I design when 
he puts on his cocked hat and buckles on his 
sword to throw myself into his ranks—TI hope, 
I say, that he will continue the good work on 
which he has entered. When he came up the 
other day and expressed himself in the decided 
manner that he did, that he meant to brush 
up his armor and to strike these infernal heads 
wherever he saw them, why, sir, it inspired me 
with a feeling of admiration for the gentleman. 
It raised the proportions of the gentleman in 
my estimation. Instead of the small gentle- 
man as he is actually, flaughter]—I allude to 
him, of course, physically, not intellectually — 
I saw a gentleman whose proportions were 


those of a giant, and I felt that with perfect. 
safety I could follow him in that mission, and 
that in doing so I would. be engaged in_doing 
good service to our common country. [hope 
the genileman is not going to relax any of 
those efforts. A 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to my friend 
from Maryland [Mr. Swan] that we go forth 
at once to our work, and that we shall agree 
to hit every head we bring to the surface. 
[ Laughter. ] , g 

Mr. SWANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, having 
said so much by way of pleasantry, I will add 
that I am glad to see such good feeling as has 
been manifested by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawres.] And I am going to 
hold him to bis duty, and I am willing to do 
my part. Iwill get my shillalah, and I hope 
he will have his ready, and I venture to 
say we will smash more heads on our journey 
than will tax the whole transportation of this 
country to dispose of. I now yield to my 
friend from California, [Mr. Sarcenv.] 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a fact which in this pleas- 
antry may be forgotten ; and that is that Con- 
gress in ‘this Chorpenning matter,as in most 
such matters, was to blame. We rush orders 
through Congress directing some Secretary to 
examine and pay a claim that he has rejected, 
and then find’ fanlt because he executes our 
orders. Inthiscaseit was worse. The hill was 
introduced and passed through both Honses, 
by which it was provided that the Postmaster 
General should reopen that claim, and that he 
should examine the evidence in the Depart- 
ment, and exclusively the evidence in the De- 
partment. He was forbidden by the terms of 
the law to go outside the documents which were 
there, which perhaps had been filed by parties 
interested in the claim with reference ty this 
very investigation. The bill was passed toward 
the close of the session without discussion or 
consideration, and was a surprise to Congress, 
as it afterward appeared. It was passed 
through both Houses, and the Postmaster 
General endeavored to execute the law. He 
found that the claim was large, and he made a 
large award. Ihave no doubt at all that it 
was too large. Unquestionably something was 
due to Mr. Chorpenning for the breaking up 
of his mail operations, but that the amount was 
too large. never doubted, and therefore when 
attention was called to the matter I hastened, 
in conjunction with others, to repair the injury 
which had been done; but it should be men- 
tioned that the Postmaster General, after the 
award was made, althongh he had the means 
and the power to pay it, did not pay it. 

Mr. SWANN. What was the amount of 
the claim? 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe $500,000. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘Oh, no; only $444,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. The amount of the claim 
does not affect the statement [ make. The 
circumstances of the case are fresh in the rec- 
ollection of every gentleman who was present 
during the debate when we rescinded the law 
and forbade the payment of the claim. 

The Postmaster General is peculiarly the 
mark of those who are dissatisfied with the 
just operations of his Department. I do not 
undertake'to defend the Chorpenning claim, 
but I do say that mail contractors who want 
to get an increase of pay, or who are dissatis- 
fied when straw bids are thrown out, come 
here and complain to our committees, and fill 
the newspapers with statements and even slan- 
ders. I know that one of the business inter- 
ests of the country, the envelope manufactur 
ers, oppose him. I do not say they are wrong 
in what they claim, but the animus is plainly 
one of self-interest. They claim that the Post- 
master General should no longer circulate post 
office envelopes, that we should ‘return to the 
old, insecure system of stamps, and complain, 
when a contract is made'for the furnishing of 
postal envelopes to the Departments, that it is 
unfair or fraudulent. 
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Mr. VAN TRUMP. I rise to a question of 
order. I would like to know whether it is in 
order for the gentleman from California to 
discuss a matter which is before a committee 
of the House, and which has not yet been 
reported upon. 

Mr. SARGENT. This is general debate. 
J do not know anything about the investiga- 
tion. I simply say that the Postmaster Gen- 
eralis the central figure of all such attacks, 
and has been for the last three years, and 
frequently investigated by committees. I am 

leased that notwithstanding the assaults which 
fave been made upon him on every hand, up 
to this moment, so far as any reports have 
been made by any committee of Congress, he 
stands unstained. 

Mr. SWANN. I must resume the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me one word. 

Mr. SWANN. I would be very happy to 
yield to my friend, but really I cannot yield 


further. I have some remarks which I wish 
to make myself. 
Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman from 


Maryland will yield to me for a moment, after 
what has been said by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. SWANN. 
for a moment. 

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that 
the gentleman from California should feel 
disposed to rake open the Chorpenning case 
again, for I think that every member of the 
late Committee on Appropriations differs from 
him if he believes there was the slightest found- 
ation for that claim. I am wiiling to admit 
with him that the peculiar phraseology of the 
resolution, drawn as it was and submitted as 
it was to distinguished counsel outside the 
House, for the very purpose of confining the 
Postmaster General to certain papers on file 
ir his Department, shut him up to a partica- 
lar line of duty, if he did anything. I have 
said nothing in any examination of this case 
or any presentation of it to the House that 
reflected upon the Postmaster General. 

Mr. SWANN. You have not, and I was 
surprised that you did not. 

Mr. DAWES. But it will not do to go very 

deeply into the Chorpenning claim. 
- Mr. SARGENT. I care no more for the 
Chorpenning claim than does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and the 
gentleman knows it. But I say that the Post- 
master General is entitled to justice at our 
hands. 

Mr. DAWES. The Postmaster General, in 
my opinion, as I told him, and as I have told 
this House, should have stopped in his invest- 
igation before he came to a conclusion that 
entitled this party to draw out of the Treasury 
the sum of $444,000, when there had been filed 
in his Department time and again the report 
of those to whom that claim had been sub- 
mitted, to the effect that not a dollar was due 
that claimant. 

Mr. SARGENT. And in the face of those 
reports we here in Congress passed that act, 
and it was the duty of the Postmaster General 
to execute our law, and not wait to see if 
Congress would repeal it. 

i Mr. SWANN. I think I must resume the 


oor. ‘ 
Mr. DICKEY. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for but a moment? 

_Mr. SWANN. [cannot yield long, for my 
time is nearly out. ; 

Mr. DICKEY. I will nottake long. I wish 
to state a single fact about this Chorpenning 
claim: that no party is to be benefited by it 
one way or the other. Mr. Chorpenning 
obtained his contract as a Democrat and under 
a Democratic Administration. When he came 
to present and prosecute his claim he employed 
as counsel both Republicans and Democrats. 
That counsel so drew the law that was put 
through Congress in the last hours of the ses- 
sion that the Postmaster General felt con- 
trolled by it. Whether properly or not, Con- 


I will yield to the gentieman 


gress provided in that law that the affidavits 
that Mr. Chorpenning chose to file in the case 
were to be regarded as the evidence upon 
which he was to act, and nothing else, and the 
Postmaster General acted upon that evidence. 
Mr, Chorpenning was himself a Democrat. 
He obtained his contract under Democratic 
auspices, and he very cunningly and shrewdly 
employed as his counsel two very able gentle- 
men of each political party. Thatis all I have 
to say about the matter. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Swann] will allow me to 
a 

Mr. SWANN. I would yield with great 
pleasure to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Mayyarp] if my time was not so lim- 
ited, and I must now proceed to the details 
of the bill under consideration. A feeling 
has pervaded the members of this House in 
favor of advancing the grade of the mission 
to Russia to that of first class. It is so now 
in fact as regards its importance, but it is not 
so in regard to its compensation. I desire to 
say that no man would more cordially adopt 
a suggestion of that sort than I would do. I 
would cheerfully favor the proposition to place 
the mission to Russia in the very highest class, 
in order to show the appreciation of this 
Government of the relations that have hereto- 
fore existed between that country and our own. 
But I am not prepared at this time, and in 
this bill, to concur in such a proposition. I do 
not think that the relations that now exist be- 
tween this country and Russia would at this 
moment justify such action on the part of 
Congress. We have heard a great deal of the 
complication between the late Russian minister 
and the Executive or the State Department of 
this Government, and I believe the country is 
now in doubt as to what was the cause of the 
apparent hostility, or I may use the expression 
coolness, existing between the late Russian 
minister and the Government of the United 
States. I do not intend at this time to speak 
at large upon this subject. 1 would not do so 
if I were in possession of all the facts, which 
Iam not. But I owe it to this Adminis- 
tration to say this much, for I claim to be a 
just man, and I propose to deal justly in regard 
to all these public questions without party 
bias. I am not here to cast censure upon the 
President of the United States, or upon the 
State Department, merely because I happen to 
occupy a seat upon this side of the House. I 
design, in regard to all these great public meas- 
ures, to act without reference to party. My 
constituents have sent me here to do justice. 
Iam here to countenance a just and fair and 
proper administration of this Government, 
and to sustain this Administration in all proper 
measures, so far as I can conscientiously in- 
dorse them as a Representative of the people 
of the State which L have the honor in part to 
represent. 

And I am here to say that there is that in 
that complication which has deterred me from 
advising the insertion in this bill of any prop- 
osition to change the standing of the Russian 
mission. T have seen the late Russian minis- 
ter on the floor of this House, and other gen- 
tlemen have met him upon this floor, and seen 
him button-holing members of Congress and 
endeavoring to enlist their sympathies in favor 
of a miserable hemp measure ‘by which he 
thought his country would be benefited. I 
looked upon his course as degrading to that 
great nation, and I will say to-day that if the 
Russian Government had understood and prop- 
erly appreciated the conduct of their minister 
they would have withdrawn him in twenty-four 
hours. 

I will say further, after what I have seen on 
this floor-—after having witnessed myself the 
approaches made by that officer to honorable 
members on this floor, trying to influence 
their votes, to mix himself up with the legis- 
lation of this House—if I had been the Presi- 
dent of the United States I would have dis- 


missed him in forty-eight hours. “Without 
considering other complications, without going 
into an examination of the causes of his with’ 
drawal as diplomatic representative to thig ` 
country, it is my duty in all fairness and all 
honesty to say that any minister representing 
a foreign Court who would come here and 
thrust himself into this House for the purpose 
of influencing its legislation deserves to be dis- 
missed, and ought to be dismissed. I have no 
reflection to make upon Mr. Cataeazy, who is 
a high-toned gentleman; but he mistook the 
object and dignity of his mission; he misrepre- 
sented the Russian Government. He failed 
to carry out the purposes which his Govern: 
ment had in view in accrediting him to this 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States and Rus- 
sia have been friends in times past; we desire 
to be friends now. The good feeling of this 
country has been sufliciently manifest in the 
general uprising of our people in the reception 
they have given to the prince, who has been 
sent here as the representative of the royal 
family. Russia cannot doubt the sympathies 
of the American people; but in reference to 
this complication I say that in the letter of 
Prince Gortschakoff to the State Department, 
if it be authentic, there are expressions thrown 
out which are not in accordance with what the 
State Department has been receiving from men 
in high positions, and I should feel while these 
relations remain unsettled, while we are en- 
gaged in adjusting these differences between 
the two countries, we had better not intrude 
into the bill any legislation in regard to the 
position in which that legation stands. 

I repeat that I mean not the remotest reflec- 
tion upon Mr. Catacazy, who is a high-toned 
and honorable man. I simply say that he 
mistook the object of his mission, and de- 
graded his country by the manner in which 
he conducted himself while representing his 
Government here. 

Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that in view of 
our complications with foreign countries (for 
God knows we have complications enough; 
we are complicated with England, we are com- 
plicated with Russia, we are complicated with 
Spain,) the President of the United States 
would have made some recommendation to 
this House by which our prostrate Navy might 
have been revived and placed on a proper and 
efficient footing. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Before my friend passes 
from the subject to which he adverted a mo- 
ment ago, and enters upon a new theme, which 
may occupy him for some time, I desire to say 
a few words in regard to the matter to which 
he has referred—the Russian mission. f 

Mr. SWANN. L have but little time left, 
and have not mneh more to say. If my friend 
will permit me I will get through as soon as I 
can. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I would like to make a 
remark in this connection. 

Mr. SWANN. Tt will take time for the gen- 
tleman to make his explanation, and it must 
all come out of the time assigned to me. 
Hence, if the gentleman will permit me, I will 
respectfully decline to yield to him; I do it in 
all courtesy. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I shall seek the floor 
when the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. SWANN. I was saying 1 had hoped 
we would receive from the President of the 
United States some recommendation with 
regard to strengthening our naval power. The 
naval defenses of this country are in a condi- 
tion to be assailed at any moment.: We have 
in fact no navy. If you can muster a half 
dozen ships, after all the vast expenditures 
which have been made to place this arm of 
our service upon a proper footing, it is more 
than I calculate you can do. So far as the 
Navy is concerned, you are in a state of utter 
ruin. You have all these complications upon 
your hands. lf we are going to war with Eng- 
land, which God forbid; if we are going to war 
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with Russia, which God forbid; if we are going 
to get into new complications with Spain, in 
: wresting the unfortunate island of Cuba from 
= Mien whovare insulting the people of this coun- 
try day after day and outraging humanity, we 
““need-an efficient Navy. I had indulged the 
‘hope that my honorable friend from Massa- 
‘chusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, would revive 
that subject which he has handled with so much 
‘geal and ability in the past. ` 
“When I was a member of that committee I 
was indisposed to interfere with the interna- 
tional relations existing between the two coun- 
tries. I was opposed, sir, to any interference 
with the provisions of international law as we 
understood them. I resisted every effort to 
` recognize the independence of Cuba, because 
Idid not see that an ipso facto government 
existed which would have authorized such pro- 
ceeding on the part of the United States; but 
I am free to say now, since these complications 
are increasing, if a bill were brought into this 
House to-morrow to recognize the independ- 
ence of Cuba, after what has transpired’ and 
is transpiring from day to day, I could stand 
up here in my place and advocate it. I think 
the time has come, sir, when this Government 
should put her hand down upon the disgraceful 
conduct which has been pursued by the pro- 
yisional government of Spain in reference to 
the island of Cuba. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, a short time ago, it 
was announced to this country, and I presume 
it ig admitted to be a fact, that children of the 
public schools who had been taught to sym- 
pathize with the institutions of this country, 
with the free spirit which prevails throughout 
the length and breadth of this country, had 
been drawn up in the public squares and inerci- 
lessly shot down in the face of their parents 
and sympathizers. Why, sir, can the Amer- 


jean Government submit to such outrages as ` 


this? In the name of humanity can we give 
our approval to proceedings of this sort. Iam 
sure there is nota man in this House whose 
blood does not boil by the recital of events 
which have occurred in Cuba. We have pur- 
sued the generous course, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs have pursued a generous course 
with reference to Cuba 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time | 


has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I presume there will be 
unanimous consent to allow the gentleman to 
go on and finish his remarks, 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course there will be 
no objection. 

There being no objection, the time was ex- 
tended fifteen minutes, l 

Mr. SWANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in ref- 
erence to this subject of Cuba, L desire to say 
to this House that it was with profound sur- 
prise I was called to witness the conduct of 
the American representative at that point. 
Whether we were represented there or not, I 
am not prepared to say. When those boys 
were brought into the publie square and were 
mercilessly shot down; when that square was 
bathed with the blood of these young fellows 
imbibing the spirit of liberty from our own in- 
stitutions, I would have said to these people: 
“This thing cannot goon. If this outrage is 
committed on humanity, if you go on, I will 
warn you that the consequences of your act 
will be the invasion of your country by the 
American Hag from one end of your country 
to the other.” Whether it met with the ap- 
provalofthe Government or not, I would have 
thrown myself, had I been the representative of 
the Government on that island, upon that prin- 
ciple of humanity, of freedom, of justice, and 
of equality which exist throughout this great 
Republic, to sustain mein my action. It was 
one of the greatest outrages ever perpetrated 
in the history of the civilized world, to see 
these beardless boys, these fresh-lipped boys, 
marched out into the public square and merci- 
lessly shot down in the face of their parents 


and sympathizers for no crime with which 
they were charged, except that they were sym- 
pathizing with the institutions of this country 
which we have built up and taught, and which 


it ig our mission to teach—enough to make 


our blood curdle and boil in our veins. 

I say, sir, with profound surprise that I have 
witnessed no effort on the part of this Gov- 
ernment in behalf of these poor and suffering 
people. I had expected that my honorable 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, would have come to.their aid. 
I would ask that gentleman whether the rela- 
tions between this country and Spain are in 
any respect different from what they were when 
Thad the honor to codperate with him most 
cordially, as he and I always did, respecting 
him as I always did for his boldness and his 
courage in reference to measures of national 
importance. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs whether there has 
been any change in the relations of this coun- 
try in that respect since I was a member of the 
committee? 

Mr. BANKS. To what country does the 
gentleman allude in connection with the Uni- 
ted States? I did not hear the gentleman’s 
remarks. 

Mr. SWANN. I have asked the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, whose 
bumble follower I tried to be, in reference to 
those complications which have grown up in 
Cuba, although I did not go to the extent my 
honorable friend did. While I appreciate his 
courage, and appreciate the public service he 
was rendering the country by his bold and 
decided action in regard to all these questions 
of foreign complications growing up between 
that country and this, E say Ihave asked my 
honorable friend whether thereis any difference 
in the relations now existing between this Gov- 
ernment and Cuba from the relations which 
existed atthe time when I was cordially co- 
operating with the.gentleman as a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs? I ask the 
question for information merely. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not understand that 
there ig any material change in the relations 
between this Government and the Spanish 
Government, so far as Cuba is concerned, from 
what existed when the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Swann] was a member of the Com- 
mittee on lorcign Affairs. Those relations are 
substantially the same now as they were then, 
so far as | understand the position of the 
matter, 

Mr. SWANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am 
not disposed to enlarge on the many other 
questions affecting the foreign relations of this 
country, ou which I would desire to speak if 
my time were not limited. Ido uot propose 
to-day—and I think it would be atask of some 
difficulty to undertake—to explain the attitude 


j in which we stand to the Government of Great 


Britain. We hear of the probabilities of awar 
with Great Britain, and there area great many 
comments on the subject inall the newspapers 
throughout the country. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I cannot say that I am 
afraid of a foreign war. I cannot say that I 
am afraid of any foreign Power. I believe, 
sir, that this country is able to take care of 
itself. I think her proportions have grown 
to be such now that she can stand op and 


| maintain her position in the face of the civil- 


ized world. iam not, sir, for forcing a war 
with Great Britain with reference to the British 


| treaty ot anything else, but I am for maintain- 


ing the rights of American citizens. Iam pre- 
pared to do that at every sacrifice, and at all 
hazards: 

A war with Great Britain has no terrors for 
me. Why, sir, what is yourcommerce to-day? 
Your commerce has been nearly wiped out 
under the operation of your present tariff, 
You have no ships of any consequence afloat, 
Your commerce, sir, is gone, absolutely gone. 
England has all or nearly all your carrying 
trade. What, then, have we to fear froma 


i 
| 


i 


maritime war? Itis well known, sir, to the 
people of this country and to the world that 
any war which may arise hereafter with any 
foreign Power must be confined to the seas. 
To think of invading this country is a thing 
utterly out of the question. In ten days, sir, 
orin one month at farthest, we could concen- 
trate enough men upon thesea-board, standing 
under the stars and stripes, to maintain the 
character and power and the dignity of this 
nation. Sir, you could muster two millions of 
men upon a short notice upon any given point 
upon your sea-board to fight in such a cause as 
that. Therefore, sir, the idea of any invasion 
of this country is absurd and ridiculous, and 
any war that we may engage in hereafter must 
be a war upon the high seas, a maritime war. 
In that event what would we have to fear from 
Great Britain or any other foreign Power? 
Why, sir, we could take a dozen of their ves- 
sels where they could not find one of ours to 
put theirhands upon. Asa financial measure 
affecting all the people of this country, the 
commercial interests, the agricultural interests, 
and the manufacturing interests, the greatest 
benefit that could inure to this country would 
bea war with Great Britain. 

But I deprecate that, sir. I am not here to- 
day to advocate it, God forbid that we should 
ever go into another war. Nothing but the 
maintenance of the rights of this country and 
the dignity of this country and the honor of this 
country would induce me to vote that we should 
take up arms again, unless it were to repel the 
invasion of any foreign foe. Thatis my view 
in regard to this complication and all others. 
How it is going to end God only knows; E 
cannot tell. I believe that these complications 
are more serious than we suppose. Why, sir, 
who represents us in this foreign commission ? 
We know that a gentleman who was formerly 
here as assistant in the State Department is 
now one of the representatives of this nation 
on that commission. I do not mean to reflect 
on that gentleman at all, for I believe him to be 
a most worthy man; but I do say, in the selec- 
tion of material to conduct a great negotiation 
like that, we should put our hands on the best 
men, the most reliable men in this country, not 
on clerks, not on subordinates in the State 
Department, or in any other Department of 
the Government. Let us get men of reputa- 
tion, statesmen of influence, men who are rec- 
ommended for such positions by their past 
reputations, to conduct these important and 
delicate negotiations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is the gentle- 
man alluding to the joint high commission? 

Mr. SWANN. Lallude, sir, to Mr. Bancroft 
Davis. I mean no reflection upon him. My 
relations with him have always been of the 
most friendly character, and I should be sorry 
indeed to say anything reflecting upon. his 
character. What I mean to say is that he does 
not come up to the standard of statesmanship 
that would challenge the confidence of the 
country, and I ask my friend whether or not 
in an important negotiation of this sort,where 
the commissioner has the power to embroil 
the country, and where this one, if reports be 
true, has embroiled this country, he was a 
proper selection? I wish it understood that I 
make no personal objection to Mr. Bancroft 
Davis; I have no doubt of his ability in a more 
appropriate sphere. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I thonght the 
gentleman was referring to the original joint 
high commission. I perceive now that he is 
referring to another matter. 

Mr. SWANN. I have no desire, sir, to 
reflect on the commission, and no desire to 
express an opinion as to the result of these 
complications. They may lead to war, and as 
this may be the result, I think we should be 
prepared for such a contingency. 1 will say 
here with perfect sincerity that if a proposi- 
tion were introduced-to-morrow to construct 
twenty iron-clads, so as to reconstruct this 
dilapidated Navy of ours, I would give it my 
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or 


cordial support, and if no other gentleman 
introduces a resolution of this sort, I will do 


it myself in view of the impending danger | 


which is hanging over our country. In the 
name of God, sir, let us appreciate the posi- 
tion and the dignity of this country. We are 
no longer a second-rate Power. Wearein a 
position almost to dictate terms to the whole 
world. Why, sir, it is a matter of no moment 
to us whether we go to war with Great Britain 
or not. What would a war with Great Britain 
be compared with the stupendous war which 
agitated our country, the great civil war which 
has desolated the whole southern portion of 
our land? In that war, sir, we have incurred 
a debt of thousands of millions of dollars; and 
war with England would cost not one fourth, 
or perhaps it might be onc half, of that amount. 
It isa matter of very little moment to us. The 
American people are a military people. We 
love justice, and we stand upon the principles 
of justice. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before the honorable 
gentleman from Maryland takes his seat I 
would be glad if he would inform me a little 
more fully in regard to the fact which he 
stated that a clerk in the State Department 
had been employed as one of these commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. SWANN. I do not know whether you 
call him a clerk; I referred to the Assistant 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I supposed the gentle- 
man referred to the Assistant Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. SWANN. I referred to Mr. Bancroft 
Davis; but [ meant no disparagement at all 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should 
not attempt at this time to discuss the bill 
now before the Committee of the Whole but 
for some remarks that bave fallen from the 
lips of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Swayy,] who reports this bill, in relation 
to the Russian mission. I am glad to find 
he agrees substantially with me and with the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, that at the 
proper time (and if this is not the time it 
will soon come) that mission should be raised 
to-one of the first class. I cannot, however, 
allow the subject to pass without stating what 
has been done looking to legislation in this 
particular, . 

I entirely disagree with the gentleman in 
his intimation that because the minister from 
Russia to this country has done or has not 
done his duty in bis diplomatic capacity, that 
should affect our legislation in regard to that 
great nation, which has been our steadfast 
friend for so many years, and is our friend at 
this time, aud to the son of whose emperor 
the American people are now.extending their 
heartfelt welcome. 

After the termination of the war between 
France and Germany, the President of the 
United States sent a special message to Con- 
gress recommending that the mission to Ger- 
many should be placed among first-class mis- 
sions, designated in the act of 1856, Up to 
the date of that message there were but two 
first-class missions from this country, those to 
Great Britain and France. The recommend- 
ation of the President was eminently a proper 
one. That war had resulted in uniting the 
German States in one empire, and ranked 
them among the great Powers of Europe. 
Their people were our friends, too, many 
thousands of whom yearly sought our shores, 
making this country the land of their adop- 
tion, pleased with our free institutions, and 
aiding us to sustain them. Congress cor- 
dially concurred in the propriety of the meas- 
ure. 

The subject was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, which unanimously agreed 
to report it favorably as well as a bill or amend- 
ment raising also the mission to Russia in like 
manner, The committee, however, was not 


again called for reports. But in the closing 
hours of the last Congress, and in deference 
to the recommendation of the President of 
the United States, the Committee on Appro- 
priations, by an amendment at the end of an 
appropriation bill, raised the mission to Ger- 
many to one of the first class; a very proper 
step, as I have observed, and approved by the 
judgment of the American people. 

Since that time a bill was introduced which 
has met the sanction of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs—I can say that much, for at 
the proper time it will be reported to this 
House—to place the mission to Russia in the 
first class, with the missions to Great Britain, 
France, and Germany. I should move that 
amendment to the present bill, notwithstand- 
ing the difficulties Mr. Catacazy may have had 
with this Government, and notwithstanding all 
that has been said about him, for I protest 
against the precedent of making the conduct 
of an official who has been withdrawn by his 
Government interfere with an act of justice to 
that country and to ourselves, and feel sure 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swany] 
does not intend to be construed as desiring 
such a result. The relations between Russia 
and America remain as before. If there is a 
lack of the usual cordiality in the correspond- 
ence on this subject, it is but temporary, and 
will not disturb the warm friendship between 
the two countries. Mr. Catacazy may have 
erred, but his uame should not have entered 
into the discussion of this question. 

A bill is now being considered in the Sen- 
ate, which will come here in due time and be 
referred to the appropriate committee, and I 
trust it may be reported back for action by 
this House before the close of this session—a 
bill to regulate the salaries of our ministers 
and consuls abroad. When it comes up for 
action, I have no doubt this mission to Russia 
will be made one of the first class, on a par 
with Great Britain, France, and Germany. 
Russia is one of the first Powers of the world. 
Her empire contains eighty-two million peo- 
ple—more than double the population of 
either France or Germany—Russia in Europe 
alone having sixty-three millions, or twice 
that of Great Britain and Ireland. It is not, 
however, because of her population or vast 
territory alone that this measure becomes 
proper, nor yet that the enlightened policy of 
her emperor, in a time of profound peace, 
emancipated thirty-five million serfs—an act 
of justice unparalleled in history; but, added 
to these considerations, and above them all, 
stands the reason that Russia has been the 
firm friend of the United States, the moral 
force of whose support was never felt more 
powerfully than during the trying periods of 
the rebellion. Our minister to that country, 
with the great expense of a residence at St. 
Petersburg, should have a salary equal to the 
highest. When the bill I refer to comes here 
for action, I hope also the present inadequate 
salaries to our consuls will be increased and 
adjusted, for many of the salaries now paid 
under our consular system stand as a disgrace 
to our Government. . 

The gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. Swaxx] 
has spoken of economy in the State Depart- 
ment. - That is all very well, and the State 
Department is to be commended for such a 
course. But that Department is operating 
under the law. It is an unwise economy lo 
send men abroad to represent the honor and 
dignity of the American nation on salaries of 
$500 and $1,000, when the expense of taking 
their families to their place of service often 
requires more than that sum where on leaving, 
a sale, frequently at auction, of their furniture 
and goods entails additional loss upon them. 

We send our consuls to many countries 
where diseases are prevalent, which bring them 
face to face with death at certain seasons of 
the year; to many where the expense of living 
is twofold what it is here; to still more the 
increasing business and importance of the 


posts demand greater. compensation, and to 
some where the consulate should be abolished ; 
yet year after year we pass these appropriations, 
going in the same old groove, because forsooth, 
other Congresses have affixed to a certain ¢on- 
sulate a certain compensation; be it $4,000, 
$3,000, or running down to $500, the. starva- 
tion salary at which a number of them are 
placed in the present bill, 

Mr. SWANN. There is now pending in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a bill looking 
to the reformation of the whole consular sys- 
tem of this Government. I am of opinion that 
that system reqnires change. I think that 
many of the salaries are wholly inadequate ; 
while there are other salaries which ought to 
to be discontinued for the reason that there are 
no duties to be performed by the officers 
drawing the salaries. There ought to bea 
revision of the consular system; and a bill is 
now in course of preparation which will no 
doubt come into this House with tho sanction 
of the State Department, placing this whole 
matter upon a proper footing. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman agrees 
with me. That is the billto which I referred ; 
and the pendency of that bill is the reason 
why I may not press the question of the 
Russian mission upon this appropriation bill, 
although I reserve to myself the right to do so. 
But I wish to have distinctly understood the 
reason why, in a number of instances, I shall 
not as at present advised move for either an 
advance of salary or a change in the law regu- 
lating some of our consulates. 

At some ports a great many invoices have 
to be verified, where clerical help is required, 
and low salaries form a temptation to pass 
such invoices at an undervaluation.. At others 
our consuls are charged with the care of desti- 
tute seamen, frequently having to disburse 
thousands of dollars for them. In such cases 
poor pay is an inducement to become inter- 
ested in hospitals or boarding-houses, or to 
fail in duty to the sailor. In some ports our 
consuls are constantly called on to give in- 
formation to persons desiring to emigrate. | 
In China, Japan, and the Barbary States, the 
consul is a judge, often intrusted with import- 
ant matters requiring legal discrimination. In 
most of these positions there are delicate and 
arduous duties to perform, and frequent cor- 
respondence. I cannot join with my friend 
from Maryland [Mr. Swann] in praising the 
economy exhibited in this bill. 

Twenty-five thousand dollars more, or even. 
fifty thousand, would be well expended to 
increase and adjust these consular salaries. 
and a trifle in comparison with the advantages 
to our country which must accrue from such 
action. We should pay the men we send 
abroad as consuls enough for them and their 
families to live upon in a respectable manner 
befitting the representatives of a great country. 
The advantages would more than repay the 
cost. With proper salaries we can command 
the best talent, and seldom in any other man- 
ner. It is false economy at all times to adopt 
a niggardly standard of compensation, and 
above all is this trae with reference to our 
representatives who by living respectably will 
command more respect for us abroad. Abol- 
ish all useless consulates, but I contend we 
should do justice to those which are useful. 
Only in this way can we obtain and keep in 
them men of integrity as well as fitness, avd 
by this course we shall avoid the spectacle, 
too often presented, of able men returning 
from these honorable positions after years of 
faithful service, impoverished, and sometimes 
depending on the generosity of Congress for a 
return of the outlays rendered necessary in 
consulates to which their salaries were utterly 
inadequate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Now let the 
pill be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. COX. Before the bill is read by sec- 
tions I would like to say something generally 
on this matter of salaries, if not economy If 
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the. House: would. cultivate economy, liere is 
‘am opportunity. , 
, ‘The other:day when we had under consider- 


ation. the “bill. reported by my friend. from | 


Maine; [Mr. Hae] the naval appropriation 
bill, T tried to induce the House to strike out 
the ridiculous and useless appropriation for 
“marines.. It would have saved a million dol- 
lars and more. The gentleman from Maine 
himself thoughtit ought to have been done ; but 
there was not enough moral courage in the 
House to cut down that noble corps which 
fought on sea, at the battle of Bunker Hill, and 
arrested John Brown at Harper’s Ferry. 
[ Laughter. ] a 
~:Now, I can show the House how $45,000, 
or $50,000, can be saved without at all embar- 
rassing the diplomatic service. Ido not know 
but the nonsense, extravagance, and inutility 
of our. diplomatic service is bringing us to 
the point to which the English Government 
has been and is approaching. I mean the 
abolition of the whole diplomatie service. 
The last three or four volumes of Hansard’s 
Debates will show to any studious gentleman 
that:in ‘this age of steam and telegraphs, the 
English Government, which rules the world 
of commerce, is undertaking to get. rid, or 
considering how it may be rid, of diplomatic 
business. It would have mere commercial 
agencies or consuls, or special missions for 
the accomplishment of special purposes. 

But, sir, I rose to call the attention of the 
House to a reform which ought to be made in 
this bill. I will not likely be here when this 
bill will be read by sections for amendment; 
but there may be somebody moved by a spirit 
of economy who will move to strike out of 
this bill certain ministers resident, and their 
salaries. I think one of my colleagues from 
New York (Mr. Brooxs] once made a mo- 
tion to strike out appropriations for ministers 
resident at Costa Rica, Honduras, Guatemala, 
and San Salvador, making one minister res- 
ident at Nicaragna, at $7,500, to do the whole 
work for those Central American States. Ido 
not know why that should not be done now, 
when we remember the whole work was done 
heretofore by one minister, when now we have, 
what was not had heretofore, all the advan- 
tages of steam communication up and down 
the coast. If we strike out appropriations for 
ministers resident in Costa Rica, Honduras, 
Guatemala, and San Salvador, $7,500 each, 
and have a single minister in all Central 
America, resident in Nicaragua, in charge 
of the neighboring republics, we will save to 
the Government $30,000 every year. 

Mr. Chairman, twenty years ago, when we 
had a bitter controversy with Great Britain 
for the control of the Isthmus, when Great 
Britain had seized the port of San Juan, or, 
as it. was then called, Greytown; had main- 
tained a. Musquito protectorate, seized the 
Bay of Fonseca and the Bay Islands; when 
the commerce of the Pacific almost entirely 
depended on the assertion of American inter- 
ests on the Isthmus, we had but one diplomatic 
representative there, Hon. 18. G. Squier, cele- 
brated as well in science as diplomacy, a 
chargé d’affaires, with a salary of only $4,500 
ayear, He fought out the fight for the United 
States successfully. The Musquito protectorate 
was abandoned, and San Juan and the Bay of 
Fonseca restored to their rightful owners. Our 
interests in those countries are now compara- 
tively slight, and yet we are paying $37,500 a 
year to a lot of men who have no mission 
except to furnish patronage to the Govern: 
ment through the Secretary of State. 

Mr. MAYNARD. When were those other 
missions established ? 

Mr. COX. I think after that time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How long before the 
war? 

Mr. COX. Before the war; but I cannot 
refer the gentleman to the law at once. Cer- 
tainly it is time they should be stricken out. 
Now, with steamship communication up and 
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| down the coast, and with railroad transit across 
the Isthmus, it seems to me that all our inter- 
ests in all those Central American States can 
easily be taken care of by one minister resi- 
dent. I know, Mr. Chairman, that the minis- 
ter resident in Guatemala, Hon. S. A. Hudson, 
is, like the illustrious diplomatist in Denmark, 
a brother-in-law of the President. He has 
perhaps deserved well of. his country, but 
most people will hear his name now for the 
first time. Ido not mean to speak disrespect- 
fully of the brother-in-law of the President, or 
to get into this family business at all on this 
subject, but it does seem to mé, if we are to 
have a relative of the President down there, 
then let him do the whole work, for there is 
searcely anything to do even if he should do 
the whole work, and he is well paid for his 


work. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me suggest to the 
gentleman from New York the establishment 
of these missions was due to our peculiar 
relations with those people, looking to the 
object we have been seeking to. accomplish for 
so many years of a route across the Isthmus. in 
some part of it. For that reason it has been 
peculiarly our aim to keep with these several 
small Central American States on terms of 
friendly comity. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Tennessee 
well knows that since the construction of the 
Pacific railroad there has been scarcely any 
business done on the Panama railroad. Fts 
stock has fallen and fallen, and is falling. 
Why? The Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
have made a contract with the Pacific railroad 
not to allow the Panama railroad to carry the 
goods which come from Japan and China, 
even though the Pacific railroad is ‘f snowed 
up’ all winter. We have, sir, no interest on 
the Isthmus which cannot be cared for by one 
minister resident at $7,500, and the transit 
business has little or nothing to do with Central 
America; for Panama is in South America, 
or New Granada. 

Mr. MAYNARD. We must pay some defer- 
ence in respect to those who have gone before 
us, and who have had some agency in fixing 
the present condition of things. The gentle- 
man from New York and I served together 
on the committee before the war, I will not 
say with how much distinction, and I do not 
remember to have heard his voice, musical 
and melodious as it always is, raised against 
these ministers resident in those days. 

Mr. COX. Why, Mr. Chairman, my honor- 
able colleague [Mr. Brooxs] anticipated such 
remarks as I have made upon this subject time 
and again. If I mistake not, he must have 
made one or two motions of similar tenor to 
what I am now saying; though he may not 
have given my reasons. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman is speak- 
ing of the time before the war. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Six years ago. 

Mr. COX. Six years ago this motion was 
made. Now, I hope my friend from Tennessee 
will examine into this matter. He shouldaid 
this side of the House in seeking to strike at 
these superfluous missions. 

From the reports of trade and navigation 
for the last fiscal year it appears that our total 
imports from all the Central American States 
were of the value of $1,528,399. All our ex- 
ports in the same period to those States were 
of the value of $589,505. Our total com- 
merce with them was $2,117,000. So that we 
paid our ministers to these countries $37,500, 
and to our consuls about ten thousand dollars, 
a total of nearly fifty thousand dollars for doing 
what? For taking care of a commerce so little 
that it is scarcely of any consequence, com- 
pared to the cost of its diplomatic fostering. 

Farther to illustrate this point, I call atten- 
tion of gentlemen, if any of them are in earn- 
est about economy, to the case of the two South 
American States of Bolivia and Ecuador. 


There we are paying. two ministers $7,500 
| each. We have no commerce at all worth 


reporting, as will appear from our trade and 
navigation reports; nota dollar.. We pay min- 


-isters these large amounts for doing what could 


be well enough done by commercial agencies, 
if we had any commere. We have no diplo- 
macy with those states. If we ever have 
claims commissions with such States as Vene- 
zuela or New Grenada what is theresult? If 
we get an award, the payment is postponed 
for many years, and is never paid until we 
bring in the via facti argument. We must 
send our ships of war with an execution to 
collect it. We get very little money in the 
long run to repair the wrongs of these States 
to our people; to. collect, costs more than 
we receive. To maintain diplomatic relations 
with these Spanish-American countries costs 
us a good deal more than they are worth ina 
commercial or a moral and political peint of 
view. 

As to what has fallen. from the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Swany] in regard to 
Great Britain, I desire a word. 1| said the 
other day in the House that I thought there 
was a curious complication commencing in 
relation to the Geneva conference. I believe 
the wise men, the very few wise men in the 
Senate, who voted against the Washington 
treaty took the right course in doing so. Time 
will vindicate them if their views ever see the 
light. 

i have no doubt if the debates were pub- 
lished that it would be found that the states- 
men of prescience, who in secret. session voted 
against the treaty with Great Britain, were the 
men who saw most clearly what would be its 
effects. They saw that this treaty about which 
there has been so much magniloquent and 
ignorant boasting, and on which the Adminis- 
tration plumed itself so festively, would prove 
in the end a cause of war—ay, sir, teterrima 
causa belli—instead ofan olive branch of peace. 
Ido not undertake to say that our Govern- 
ment has done wrong in preferring a claim for 
indirect or consequential damages. Let the 
lawyers quibble on that. I speak of cur diplo- 
matic embarrassment and failure ; our coward- 
ice as a nation, and the contempt we are held 
in abroad. 

In another position I have given some study 
to the subject of consequential or indirect 
damages. My study grew out of the diversion 
of trade and travel from the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama and its railroad, in a case growing up 
under the treaty with New Grenada where 
the claim was for consequential damages by 
reason of bad government, riots, and mob vio- 
lence on the Isthmus, whereby trade and 
travel across the Isthmus was diverted at a 
time when there was a great rush of trade and 
travel from the States to California. Great 
Britain denied the right in that case to con- 
sequential damages. She is still consistent. 
The ground taken by the British umpire on 
that commission, Sir Frederick Bruce, sir, 
was that our claims for such damages were 
not to be allowed. But why should they not? 
Do they not come. before the forum of equity, 
of conscience? Do they depend upon the 
code of England or France, or the Roman 
code, or the Scotch code, or any code? No, 
they are in foro conscientiœ. They hang on 
natural justice. In such a forum all damages, 
however measured, are recoverable. Our 
commissioners may defy Great Britain and 
all the world in such a forum on such a case. 
I do not care how you qualify the word 
damages. I see my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
FARNSWORTH] shake his head at me. He has 
the common-law idea of damages, and not the 
idea of natural justice and equity. When 
you admit the damage at all, you admit in a 
foram of that kind that there should be an 
award in favor of consequentialdamages. In 
the tribunal in which these things are to be 
tried any damage is a damage, whether it be 
consequential or not. A tribunal of this kind 
stands second only to Ged’s final judgment, 
an arbiter betwcen natiens. It is higher than 
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the supreme courts or the House of Lords.. 
Consequential damages should be charged 
where such damages have been committed, 
and they should be recovered by all the power 
of the nation when once acknowledged. I 
should be ashamed as-a patriot to see the 
American people skulk before this growl of 
the British. lion about ‘consequential dam- 
ages.” 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say a word upon the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. Cox.] Jn regard 
to the abolition of diplomatic representation 
to the different countries of the earth to which 
he has referred, and concerning which be bas 
repeated arguments which had already been 
presented, | have very little to say. The sub- 
ject does not properly belong to this bill and 
cannot be considered in connection with it. 
Neither can the subjects to which the gentle- 
man from Maryland (Mr. Swany] has referred, 
with so much earnestuess and feeling, be con- 
nected. with or considered in the discussion of 
this bill;. and it is perhaps because these ques- 
tions cannot be considered at this time that the 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman 
from Maryland have undertaken to enlighten 
the House in these matters. It is very pleas- 
ant to give advice when it cannot be followed, 
and especially so to gentlemen in the Opposi- 
tion. 

Let me say to the gentleman from Maryland 
that when the questions to which he has 
alluded come up in the ordinary course of 
business under the rules of the House, at the 
very earliest opportunity he will hear. our 
opinions on those questions.as he has heard 
them heretofore. 

Now, one word in regard. to the suggestions 
of the gentleman. from New York, that it is 
not worth while for us to be represented in 
the Central American. republics, or- in the 
South American republics, as we are now. 
We have debated that question, also, many 
times, but if there be any part of the world 
where we ought to be represented it is these 
republics on the continent of America, whose 
sympathies and interests are with us, and 
who: at some time, not very far distant, will 
be required to stand with us against other 
parts of the world. 

If there is any portion of the world where 
in the last twenty years we ought to have had, 

‘and were compelled to have, by a due consid- 
eration of American interests, diplomatic rep- 
resentatives, it was precisely in-those portions 
of the world. The gentleman from NewYork 
(Mr. Cox] knows perfectly well that the Eu- 
ropean States have been contending for a long 
time for the mastery of the isthmus that con- 
nects the continents of. North America and 
South America, and which is in itself the key 
to the commercial power of the world. And 
when we know that they have been scheming 
and plotting for the last quarter of a century 
to get possession of that: portion of the world, 
for us deliberately -to abandon it to them 
would be such a wrong that I am sure. he 
would not propose it, if he expected to :be 
called. upon to vote upon the subject in con- 
nection with this bill. : 

And it is exactly the same with the South 
American republics. They are weak and poor, 
itis true, but they are the only republics on 
earth whose interests and whose sympathies 
are American. And so. far from. cutting off 
any diplomatic intercourse with them for the 
sake of saving a few paltry dollars a year, we 
should endeavor to bind ourselves more and 
more-closely to them, to endeavor to elevate 
them, to increase their prosperity, to foster 
their trade with our people and our trade with 
their people, instead of forcing. that trade, as 
we have-done, to European States. three or 
four thousand milés distant. 

The gentleman from. New ‘York. says that 
instead of these. diplomatic..representatives, 
which stand.upon the: considerations I have 


and consular agencies. Yet the gentleman 
must know perfectly well that no commercial 
agent and no consular officer has any right to 
present anywhere any consideration in regard 
to the diplomatic interests of the American 
people. . If we want to have our citizens pro- 
tected on the Isthmus, or in the South Amer- 
ican republics, or in Europe, we cannot trust 
to commercial or consular agencies, for. they 
have no diplomatic powers. There is: not a 
Government upon the face of the earth that 
can be called upon to listen to any representa- 
tion from any such ‘officer in regard to the 
rights of American citizens, or in regard to 
the diplomatic interests of this nation. Weare 
obliged, in conformity to the practice of. na- 
tions, to employ such agencies as are required 
for that purpose. In regard to the protection 
of American citizens abroad, we,want diplo- 
matic officers, and we must have them. „And 
until the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] is ready, as I think surely he is not, to 
abandon the interests and the rights and the 
protection of American citizens in any quarter 
of the globe, he cannot seriously advocate the 
abolition of diplomatic representatives to these 
various Powers. 

Mr. COX... In response to what the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Banks] has said 
in regard to the Isthmus of Panama, &c., I 
can only commend him to study the treaties 
already made, by which Great Britain is pre- 
vented from doing there more than we do, 
by which the neutrality of the Isthmus is 
guarantied. 

Mr. BANKS. Does notthe gentleman very 
well know that Great Britain does not regard 
treaties when they stand in the way of her 
interests? And if she has made treaties, and 
should be inclined at any time to disregard 
them, does not.the gentleman know perfectly 
well that if those portions of the globe are of 
any importance to us it is necessary for us to 
have diplomatic representatives there toinform 
us what is going on? But I will not pursue 
this subject further at this time. If the gen- 
tleman will bring up the question at a time 
when we can vote upon it I will. take the sense 
of the House upon it. But neither this subject, 
nor the other to which the honorable gentle- 
man from Maryland (Mr. Swann] referred 
with so much feeling, can be decided upon this 


bill. 

Mr. COX . [was about to say this to the gen- 
tleman: I do not propose to remove from our 
diplomatic representatives those questions that 
properly belong to them. - OF course commer- 
cial agencies. can be established for commercial 
purposes, if we have any commerce with these 
Central American and South American States. 
But I do propose that one mizister shall per- 
form all the diplomatic duties necessary with 
the five Central American States. I referred 
a moment ago to the fact that Great Britain 
had already agreed with us—I think under the 
old Clayton- Bulwer treaty—as to the neutrality 
of the Isthmus. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis [Mr.. Banxs] responds that Great 
Britain does not observe her treaties... She is 
now prepared perhaps to break that great high- 
sounding treaty. Treaties are somewhat like 
gutta-percha, and depend very much upon the 
strength of the nation that makes them, that 
keeps them or chooses to break them, I ad- 
mit all that the gentleman says; but I would 
like to see our country made strong in its 
national spirit, strong in its foreign relations, so 
that we might hold our own faith to treaties, 
and hold other nations to their faith. At pres- 
ent, in the State Department—I will not sayin 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, though I 
would like to hear from that committee occa- 
sionally on some matters—we have not spirit 
enough to back up the little strength that be- 
longs to us physically, either on land or sea, 
in order to make Great Britain or any other 
nation, even Spain, keep the faith of treaties 
with us. i 


indicated, we should havé commercial agencies il Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 


man from. New York [Mr. Cox] says that we. 
have.no commerce. We had a commerce 
once. -In 1859 and 1860 our commerce was 
reater than. that.of any. other. nation: on the.. 
‘ace. of the earth, and for twenty-five years.it: 
had beep increasing in a.ratio which, in 1875y 
would: have given us a majority of. the tonnage, 
of the whole globe. A political party; to which. 
I need not specifically refer, plunged us.into 
a civil war, and by its. collusion. with: those - 
Governments which the gentleman from New. 
York seems to look upon with so much favor,, 
the American flag was swept from the seas.of 
the world. . Notan:American ship floated any-- 
where. And when we were defending our 
commerce and. our country, where was the 
party to which I refer? Exactly: where. the 
gentleman. stands now—in the Opposition... 
Mr. COX. That is rather a personal reflec- 


tion. a Se aerate 
I take it all. back. 


Mr. BANKS. Then 
{Laughter. ] : MEE 8 

Mr. COX. L stodd in this House and: de- 
nounced the taking of our vessels by the Ala- 
bama. Iwas the first: man to. dọ so, as: the 
Globe will show... I denounced the Shenan- 
doah... I denounced the English as pirates for 
the course they were pursuing. My voice. was 
heard here upon that question when the voice 
of gentlemen on the other side was pots;> i. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, lL am de; 
lighted to hear what the gentleman from New 
York says. I honor him for hig support of the 
Government. Now.let-him support the Gov~ 
ernment in other measures, and he will do as 
well as he did then. : PERE 

Mr. COX. The trouble is that the Govern- 
ment does not support itselt very well. 

Mr. DAWES. [It is painful to remember 
that the transactions continued in. spite. of 
what the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] said. [Laughter] ; 

Mr. SWANN. [I have a single remark to 
make in reply to the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] It, is. not, my 
purpose to move any change in this bill. . The 
honorable. gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] proposes to offer some amendments; 
but 1 believe that I-represent the views of the 
committee when { say there is no desire what- 
ever on their part to introduce into this bill 
any new matter. We approve of itas it has 
been reported to this House. Least-of, all 
have I any desire to interfere with the, action 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs... We 
have reported this. bill, just as it has been 
reported heretofore,.reserving for future. con- 
sideration any change that. may.be considered 
important in our foreign relatious or consular 
system. We shall-be satisfied to take up that 
subject upon the report which will come in here 
in due time, and which will indicate what it is 
best for us to do. 

I will say, in reference to my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] that 
when I was a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs I took. great pleasure. infol- 
lowing him to the extent to which I thought I 
was justified. ‘Though he was a little. in ad- 
vance of me I did not object to the course he 
was pursuing. iam prepared now to Jet this 
bill stand as it is, without amendment, until 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall have an 
opportunity to report; and I do not know that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and myself 
may not be in entire accord in the «course 
which he is prepared to recommend. for the: 
action of the House. Sip age 3 

Mr. BANKS... I have no doubt we-shall be 
in entire accord. Mr. Chairman, a gentle- 
man on this side of the House has reminded 
me that the honorable gentleman from: Mary- 
land [Mr. SWANN] has asked why the voice.of 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has not been heard as heretofore upon 
some questions to which he: alluded. «Lhe 
answer is, that when. I was heard.before.it-was 
in the fine of my duty ; [-had.a right to:be. 
heard on those questions: ` ‘The. reason: why 


i$ 
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my voice has not been heard more recently is 


that it has not béen in the line of my duty; | 


I have'tiot had a rigbtto be heard. I await 
å suitable’ opportunity when it may be my 
province to speak. I do not undertake to 
bring in questions for discussion when they 
cannot be acted on. I have not sufficient 
desire to hear my own voice to lead mein that 
direction. 

But I have a word to say to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] on the ‘subject of 
commerce. The Committee on Commerce 
has a bill which is intended to aid the mari- 
time interests of the United States. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs has the same 
subject under consideration, and if gentlemen 
on that side of the House who deplore the 
fact that our commerce has been destroyed, 
will give us their aid, I will promise them a 
measure which in ten years at least will reés- 
tablish the maritime interests of the United 
States where they were in the proudest days 
of the history of the country, and be equal if 
not superior to the maritime force of any other 
nation. Iwill not say the bill we propose and 
the ‘measure we propose are the best, but I 
believe they will answer the purpose, and if 
the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] will do as well as he did when he con- 
demned the Alabama and the Shenandoah, 
and give us his support and sympathies to 
these measures he will see the maritime in- 
terests of the country restored, and will not 
be troubled with a motion to abolish these 
small diplomatic representatives in Central 
America. ; 

Mr. COX. Iwill behappy to go with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts in restoring Ameri- 
can tonnage to its former prosperous condition, 
if it include a revision of the tariff and theright 
tò purchase ships abroad, and the gentleman 
knows there is no other way of doing it. But 
he ought not to ask me to commit myself to 
his ‘proposition in advance without knowing 
exactly what it is. 

Mr. BANKS. We will not let in foreign 
ships, but we will revive American tonnage, 
and we will trust the defense of this country 
and its commerce to our own ships, for we have 
the best ship-builders, the best seamen, and 
the best mercantile marine service in the 
world. -We have everything to protect, a na- 
tion powerful in commerce, as it is powerful 
iw industry, and we cannot do that without 
protecting our own interest. 

Mr. COX. I should like to see the propo- 
sition before I commit myself to it, and the 
gentleman has no right in advance to ask me 
to give it my consent. 

Mr. SWANN, I hope we will now go on 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is nothing but-the 
usual diplomatic and consular bill, and I hope 

the gentleman will move that the committee 
now rise'and report the bill te the House. 

Mr. SWANN. If there be no objection I 
now move that the general debate be termin- 
ated and we consider the bill by sections under 
the five-minute rule. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. Has the bill been read 
through? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the 
bill for information was dispensed with. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. I move the committee rise, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And report the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT, Let us read a few para- 
graphs and then we can rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope there 
will be no objection to the closing of general 
debate. - : 

Mr. NIBLACK. Can this committee close 
general debate? 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course it can only be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Ohio if the motion he makes 
to close general debate would leave the closing 
hour of the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. When the bill 


| 


| hardly so large as some. large towns of Massa- 


| reason I ever heard assigned for the creation 


gets back into the House I presume it would. 
T hope debate will be closed, and we will pro- 
ceed to consider the bill by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
closing general debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot object if the under- 
standing be that the committee will now rise. 

There being no objection, general debate on 
the bill was closed. 

Mr. SWANN. Let us go on for a few min- 
utes further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 88, noes 60; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Hormax, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not be captions, if 
gentlemen only desire a paragraph or two read, 
and will therefore withdraw wy motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary to- Great Britain, France, and Ger- 
many, at $17,500 each, $52,500, 

fo Russia, Spain, Austria, Brazil, Mexico, China, 
and Italy, at $12,000 each, $34,000. 

To Chili, Peru, and Japan, at $10,000 each, $30,000. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
take out ‘‘Japan’’ from where it now is, and 
place it after ‘‘Mexico,” in the preceding 
paragraph. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not sup- 
pose there will be any objection to that. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If there be 
no objection I have no remarks to make. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. Imove that the committee 
rise. 

The question being put on Mr. Houman’s 
motion, there were—ayes 30, noes 66; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. BANKS. Lhope that further count will 
not be insisted on. Imove to amend the para- 
graph by transterring Russia to the list of first- 
class missions. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Is further count insisted 
on k 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist on further count. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noquorum having voted 
on the motion that the committee rise, the 
Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] 

The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 72. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For ministers resident at Portugal, Switzerland, 
Greece, Belgium, Netherlands, Denmark, Sweden 
and Norway, Turkey, Ecuador, Colombia, Bolivia, 
Venezuela, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Hawaiian Isl- 
ands, Costa Rica, Honduras, Salvador, and the 
Argentine Republic, at $7,500. each, $142,500. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move an 
amendment similar to the motion which I 
made some years ago, to strike out the words 
‘Guatemala, ‘f Nicaragua,” ‘Costa Rica,” 
tt Honduras,” and ‘‘Salvador.’’? I shall also 
move to strike out ‘the Hawaiian Islands.’ 
But I propose to take first the case of what is 
called Central America. These are small States, 


= 


chusetts, or many of the towns in the State of 
Illinois. There is no commerce, no popula- 
tion, and no earthly necessity for these mis- 
sions, commercially speaking. There is no 
use whatever for them, except the political 
necessity of providing some partisans with 
places there. - 

The honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [ Mr. Banxs] has to-day given the first 


of these five missions where one might suffice. | 
That was, that these States constituting Cen- 
tral America are situated. on our own conti- 
nent, have sympathies and interests identical 
with our own, and being so many independent 
sovereignties, they should each have a diplo- | 
matic representative of this country. Now, in 
reference to that, I say that if the gentleman’s 


principle is good, if every sovereignty every- 
where is to have a representative, we may set 
about creating forty or fifty missions to the 
most unknown countries on the earth, in Asia, 
Europe, and Africa, which are independent 
sovereignties. There is no necessity, in my 
judgment, nor has the House ever acted as if 
it saw the necessity, for sending ministers to 
every independent sovereignty on the face of 
the earth. If the theory of the honorable 
gentleman were to be carried out, andif Mex- 
ico, for instance, which at the present moment 
is in a state of revolution, should be divided 
into a number of independent States and 
municipalities, we would have to send minis- 
ters to. Yucatan, Oaxaca, Tamaulipas, Zaca- 
tecas, Sonora, Guadalaxara, &e. 

Now, is it statesmanlike to aay, or is there 
any precedent for claiming, that for every 
sovereignty everywhere on earth, or for every 
small State when a larger State is cut up into 
a number of little insignificant divisions, this 
great country, the United States of America, 
is bound in honor or in principle to have a 
representative in each case? I think not. I 
think it is an utter waste of money to attempt 
to carry out any such principle. Then, as 
regards the geographical position of these 
places, they are brought through the tele- 
graph and through the railroads and steam- 
boats in closer proximity to this Government, 
than they were when only one minister was 
stationed there. They can be reached in 
fifteen minutes by telegraph, and in six or 
eight, days by steamboat. I do not propose 
to do away with the consulates, but L would 
have only one minister resident in the prin- 
cipal place. Having accepted my motion to 
increase the salary of the very important 
mission in Japan, I hope the committee will 
also go with me in reducing the expenses of 
our foreign missions where they. are unneces- 
sarily large. 

Mr. BANKS. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment. Ido not care particularly about this 

uestion, and certainly would not have troubled 
the committee in regard to it, were it not for 
the line of argument which has been pursued 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Brooxs.] He tells the committee that if we 
sustain these missions we ought to establish a 
mission in every little country in Europe. Now, 
I make a substantial distinction between the 
representation of this Government in Europe’ 
and on this contifient. I would much rather 
that our diplomatic representatives were with- 
drawn from the European States than from the 
Asiatic nations or the American republics. 
And still more extravagant is the gentleman 
in his argument when he assumes that because 
we have maintained representatives in the re- 
publics he has named, we must also, whenever 
Mexico shall be divided into ten or twelve 
separate States, send a minister to cach. That 
does not follow; but I say to the gentleman 
from New York that if the United States in its 
wisdom and power shall create or shall rec- 
ognize a republic in the empire of Mexico, it 
is perfectly right for us, and it is our duty, to 
send there a representative to know what is 
going onthere. It is due to courtesy as well 
as to interest that we maintain our diplomatic 
representation there. ‘The gentleman from 
New York; both from his profession and his 
distinguished position in this House, must 
know very well that at this very moment one 
of the European Governments is making a 
movement against the independence of one 
of the South American Governments; and 
we have information beyond doubt that an- 
other South American republic is in appre- 
hension of a movement against her independ- 
ence and integrity on the part of a European 
Government. We are told that they are pur- 
chasing islands in the Gulf of Mexico, a sea 
that is as important to us as the harbor of the 
city of New York is important to the country. 
And while these things are going on, maintain- 
ing the traditions of Europe for one hundred 
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and fifty years, is there any man in this House | 


who will vote that we ought to have no diplo- 
matic representatives to the very States where 
these machinations are going on against repub- 
lican institutions and American government 
on this continent? Sir, it is not a question 
merely of dollars and cents. If it were, I 
would accede to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Now a word in regard to the Central Ameri- 
can republics. The position they occupy is 
important.. There is not a nation on the face 
of the earth that does not covet the power they 
possess. There isno treaty that can bind Euro- 
pean Governments to recognize the independ- 
ence of these Governments, and itis necessary 
for us; not only in regard to commerce andthe 
interests. and rights of the people there, but 
in regard to the. position they occupy, which 
in the next fifty or one hundred years will be 
considered the very key of the globe, to see to 
it that those countries shall not pass into the 
possession of other nations without our know- 
ing what is being done, for whom it is done, 
and for. what. purpose, 

Mr. SWANN. I would say in reference to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York that I should be sorry to see the House 
adopt the action suggested by the honorable 
gentleman in regard to these various missions 
to which he refers, SE. 

I have reason to believe that our whole dip- 
lomatic and consular system will be revised in 
the course of a very short time. I am not 
prepared to say here whether or not these mis- 
sions are as important as we have been induced 
to believe they are. I would desire, and the 
Committee on Appropriations would desire, 
some consultation with the State Department 
.in regard:to the relations in. which these mis- 
sions stand:: I-repeat that I have reason to 
believe and to hope that a measure will be 
brought in here in the course of a very short 
time in which the whole subject of our con- 
sular and diplomatic system will be revised. 

We have reported this bill as brought to 
us by the State Department; we have not had 
time to examine into the importance of the 
changes proposed in the various officers con- 
nected with our diplomatic service, 1 think this 
House would require some time for delibera- 
tion, for communication with tke State Depart- 
ment in reference to the importance of these 
various: points, and the duties imposed upon 
these officers; and until the. subject comes 
before us in some form. that will show the 
importance of these various offices, which, it 
is suggested by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr, Brooxs,] should be abolished, I should 
be very sorry to see his proposition agreed to. 
I think it is far better that we should be in- 
formed upon this subject before we undertake 
to make this great change. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. If the gentleman 
will yield to me I will move that the committee 
now. rise, : , 

Mr. SWANN. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgias I:move that. the 
committee’now rise. $ 

Mr. BANKS. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
point of order. of the- gentleman. : 

Mr. BANKS. -It is rather a. parliamentary 
inquiry. I desire to inquire of the Chair if 
my amendment to-transfer.the mission to Ras- 
sia to those of the first class with the missions 
to Great Britain, France, and Germany, was 
received and entertained by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not received. 

Mr. BANKS. I certainly moved theamend- 
ment: 20. are ’ 

The. CHAIRMAN. -The amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman was not then in order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I would like to 
inquire how: the gentleman-from Massachnsetts 
[Mr. Banxs].has‘the floor?: eee 

The CHAIRMAN.» He was recognized by 
the Chair, sty dee ae: 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I certainly had 
the floor, and moved that the committee now 
rise, 

` The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was not 
recognized by the Chair to make that motion. 
“Mr. BANKS. T hope no objection will be 
made to receiving my amendment. a 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to going 
back to a portion of the bill we have. passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tee now rise. 

Mr. L. MYERS: The chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Banks] 
certainly moved the amendment he has indi- 
cated, and probably he was not heard by the 
Clerk. I think that upon that statement the 
Committee of the Whole will be satisfied to 


receive it. > 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion tò amend 
was not made in any form that was recognized 
by the Chair. ; ` 
~ Mr. L. MYERS. But the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Banxs] states that he did 
make it. 

Mr. BANKS, 
objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
objection. 

Mr. BANKS. Russia is a nation of over 
eighty million people, and has always been 
friendly.to us. As we are now advancing the 
missions to Germany and Japan, it will be an 
insult to Russia if we overlook her. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts proposes 
an amendment to a portion of this bill that 
this committee has already passed. I insist 
upon my motion that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Co- 
BURN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, according to the 
order of the House, had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R: No. 1823) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic ser- 
vice of the Government for the year ending 
June 80, 1873, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 


I hope there will be no 


I withdraw my 


_one of its clerks, informed the House that the 


Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested ; 

A bill (S. No. 547) to authorize the con- 
struction of abridge across the Mississippi river 
at or near the town of Clinton, in the State of 
Iowa, and other bridges across said river, and 
to establish them as post roads ; and 

A bill (S. No. 675) granting to James D. 
Dana the use of certain plates. 

The message further announced that the Sen- 
ate had disagreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill of the Senate (S, No. 245) 
amendatory of an act authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Arkansas river, 
asked a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Cuanp.er, Mr. EDMUNDS, 
and Mr. Stevenson as managers of the con- 
ference on its part. 

Mr. CONGER. 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Alvin 
M., Ryerson, for repayment to him of commu- 
tation money wrongfuily exacted from him. 

By Mr. ACKER: The memorial of-workers 
in the Norristown, Pennsylvania iron works, 


I move that the commit- 


remonstrating against a change of the existing 
tariff laws abating or abolishing duties: upon 
such articles as:are successfully prodaced in 
this country, &c,, and praying for the repeal 
of. all duties upon tea, coffee, and. such-other 
articles of necessity or comfort as cannot. be 
produced in the United States, and-thag the 
Representatives of the Ameritan-people: will 
take care that duties shall be. so adjusted asto- 
encourage and defend every home indastry,and 
to foster the honor and interests of the Amer- 
ican laborer. womans Las 
- By Mr. BOLES.:. The. memorial of ::the 


Presbyterian church of Cane Hill, Washing- 


ton county, State of Arkansas, asking. compen- 
sation for a church edifice destroyed bythe 
United States troops... ay eee i 
By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of colored 
citizens of. Virginia, asking thatthe duty on 
sumac may be retained... i o cp fy Teira 
Also, the petitions of Richard H.: Lee, Rich- 
ard H, Carter and John. D. Batler, asking. to be 
relieved from political disabilities.: il 
By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of -F. 
B. Goss, publisher of the Patriot, in the county 
of Barnstable, State of Massachusetts, praying 
the passage of an amendment to the law regu- 
lating postage on newspapers.. Gu ke dowd 
By Mr. COBB: The memorial. of senators 
and members of the house of representatives 
of the Legislature of North Carolina, prayini 
the passege of the civil rights amendment of 
Senator SUMNER... ©... a Ste PG 
Also, the petition of citizens of North Caro- 
lina, asking the establishment of a post route 
between Manteo post office and Cape Hatteras 
post office, North Carolina. — . wi il 
By Mr. COMINGO: The petition of R. H. 
Shrupshire, praying compensation for prop- 
erty appropriated by the troops of the United 
States during the rebellion. NT 
By Mr. COX: The remonstrance of P. Hein- 
rich and others, type-founders, against any 
change in the tariff on printing type, and in 
favor of the repeal of all. duties on the: raw 
material used in its manufacture. 9 o2 7 
Also, the memorial of the: National Reve- 
nue Reform Association of New. York city, 
for the modification of the internal ‘revenue 
Jaws and the abolition of certain taxes.  ; 
By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
George Fink, of Franklin county, Missouri, 
for indemnification of losses sustained by him 
during the late war.of the rebellion...) oisg 
By Mr. HALDEMAN: The: petition of:J. 
B. Morrow, publisher, of. Newville, .Cumber- 
land county, Pennsylvania, for an amendment 
to the postal laws, , ee eee pri 
Also, the, petition of J, S. Bender, of Car- 


„lisle, Pennsylvania, for. relief for. goods. de- 


stroyed by Indians to the amountof $3,093, 50, 
while proceeding from Fort Phil Kearney to 
Fort Smith. S 

By Mr. HALE: The remonstrance. .of 
Thomas Wilson and others, against the reduc- 
tion of duties upon articles that ean be sue- 
cessfully produced in this country. . ae 

By Mr. KETCHAM:.. The petition of John. 
J. Keech, publisher of the Pine Plains Adver- 
tiser, Dutchess county, New York, asking that 
newspapers partiy printed. may pass through 
the mails free of, postage. . ae 

By Mr. LAMPORT: The petition of 106 cit- 
izens of the twenty-fifth district of New. York, 
against the reduction of the tariff on wool. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: ‘Theremonstrance 
of R. G. Ford and 125 others, residents of 
Penn Station, Pennsylvania,: against. any 
change in the existing tariff laws, and praying 
the repeal of all. duties upon tes. and coffee, 
and that duties shall be so adjusted as ‘to-en> 
courage and defend every home:industry, and 
to foster the honor and interests of the-Ameti- 
ean laborer: : eee 

By Mr. McKEE: The memorial: of ‘the 
mayor and city council. of Viekshiurg; setting 
forth the. commercial and military. ini portanea 
of Vicksburg to the. Mississippi: valley, añd 
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asking. an appropriation to save the harbor at 
that. city. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Nel- 
gon & Sperry and 25 others, wholesale liquor 
déalers and distillers of Tennessee, asking a 
consolidated. tax of seventy-five cents per 
gallon. : i 2 

-By Mr. B. F. MEYERS: The petition of 
‘citizens of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, for 
“the establishment of a post route from Wood- 
bury, Pennsylvania, to Roaring Spring, Penn- 
sylvania. TH 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of F.G. 
Mcaulay. of West Salem, Ohio, praying an 
amendment to the postal laws. ` 
. By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of 
Governor Seth Padelford and 127 others, citi- 
zeas of Rhode island, asking an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the harbor of 
Wickford, situated on-the west side of Narra- 
gansett bay, in said State. - 

By Mr. SLOSS: The joint memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Alabama 
to the Congress of the United States, asking 
the revival of land grants made to the State 
of ‘Alabama before and since the war, to aid 
in the construction of the Elyton-Corinth 
and Tennessee river railroad from Birming- 
ham, Alabama, in the direction of Pitisburg, 
‘Tennessee, through the counties of Jefferson, 
Walker, Winston, Marion, and Franklin. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of John O. Ferrill, of Chatham county, and 
James M. Bloodworth, of Spalding county, 
Georgia, asking the removal of their political 
disabilities. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of H. 
B. Graves, David Isumel, and 167 others, sol- 
diers of the war for the Union, praying equal- 

„ization of bounties and amendment of home- 
stead laws. : 

By Mr, TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: The 
: penon of George W. Bradley, for clothing, 

ounty, &e. i 
_ Also, the remonstrance of J. M. Willcox, 
P. B. Cavanaugh, and others, against a repeal 
of duties on articles successfuliy-produced in 
our country. 

By Mr. TURNER: The memorial of the 
Mobile Board of Trade, asking for the refund- 
ing of the cotton tax. 

_By Mr. WHEELER: The petition of Cor- 
: nelius Daly, of Ogdensburg, New York, for 
relief’ in the matter of bis contract for dredg- 
ing the harbor of Ogdensburg. 

By Mr. WHITELHY: The petition of cer- 
tain citizens of the second congressional dis- 
trict of Georgia, asking the passage of an uct 
of Congress to refund the cotton tax paid by 
.the-people of the southern States during the 
years 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of 210 citizens of Lawrence and Scioto coun- 
ties, Ohio, remonstrating against any change 
in the existing tariff laws abating duties on 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
this country, and praying the repeal of all 
duties on tea and coffee, and such other neces- 
sary articles as cannot be produced in this 
eountry, and that all duties be so adjusted as 
to encourage and defend every home industry, 
and to foster the honor and interests of Amer- 
ican labor. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr: ADAMS: A bill to establish a post 
road from Lancaster, Kentucky, via Buckeye, 


mouth of Point Lick and Sulphur Well, to | 


Nicholasville, Kentucky. 
By Mr. B. F. MEYERS: A bill to establish 


berland ` Valley. Pennsylvania, 
Cove, to Flintstone, Maryland. 


via Bears 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. Nev- 
xax, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the bill (H. 
R. No. 585) for the relief of Asa M. Trimble, 
which came over from the House the other 
day, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs instead of the Committee on Claims. 
It should have been so referred. I move that 
that-change of reference be made. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Ohio, late soldiers of the United 
States Army, praying for the passage of a bill 
equalizing the bounties of Union soldiers in 
the late war, and also for an act granting 
bounty lands to the extent of one hundred 
and sixty acres to each honorably discharged 
soldier and sailor in the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of postal 
clerks of the railway post offices on the Wash- 
ington and New York air line, the New York 
and Boston, the New York and Albany, the 
New York Central, the New York and Erie, 
the Pennsylvania Central, the Washington and 


Weldon, and the Lake Shore railroad line, 


asking for an increase of their compensation 
to $1,800 per annum each ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Pennsylvania engaged in making books as 
printers, type-founders, binders, paper-makers, 
&c., remonstrating against the passage of an in- 
ternational copyright law; which was referred 
Committee on the Library: 

He also presented four petitions of citizens 
of Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of a law taxing distilleries accord- 
ing to their actual capacity, to be ascertained 
by practical men; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ` 

Mr. WEST presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Louisiana, in favor 
of the adoption of the supplementary civil 
pele bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of 
Charles E. Stubbs and others, citizens ‘of 
Maine, late soldiers of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, praying for the passage of an act 
granting a bounty of $8 334 a month to all 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors for 
the entire time served, and for an amendment 
to the twenty-fifth section of the act approved 
July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers or 


' sailors to enter the amount of land therein 


allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present the petition of 
Lionel C. Norvell, W. B. Whaley, and three 
hundred and fifty-five others, citizens of South 
Carolina, merchants and planters, for the 


‘retention of the duty on rice. They state the 


depression which the culture of rice suffered 
by the breaking out of the war, and the great 


| evil which will be done by taking off the duty 


at this time, and express the belief that if the 
duty now be taken off or reduced to any con- 


| siderable extent, the culture must be aban- 


doned, the large amount invested in it lost, 
thousands of freedmen be thrown out of em- 


| ployment, and with their families be compelled 
i to seek other homes. 

ost routes from Woodbury, Pennsylvania, to | 
koarn Spring, Pennsylvania, and from Cum- |: 


h I move the reference 
of this petiiion to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of | 
‘Charles Simons and forty-five others, freed- 


men engaged in the culture of rice in South 
Carolina, for the retention of the duty on 
rice; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. © ae 

He also presented the petition of Friday Bos- 
gard and one hundred and fifty-seven others, 
freedmen on Myrtle Grove plantation, in South 
Carolina, engaged in the culture of rice, for 
the retention of the duty on rice; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Gabriel 
Green and one hundred and fifty-nine others, 
freedmen engaged in the culture of rice in 
South Carolina, for the retention of the duty 
on rice; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John 
Johnson and forty-six others, freedmen en- 
gaged in the culture of rice, for the reten- 
tion of the duty on rice; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J. S. 
Garett, A. S. Morgan, and forty-eight others, 
freedmen engaged in the culture of rice on 
Cooper river, South Carolina, praying for the 
retention of the duty on rice; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of sur- 
viving soldiers of the wars of 1812 and 1861, 
citizens of West Virginia, praying the grant 
of a pension to all soldiers of 1812, and equal- 
ization of ‘bounties to soldiers of 1861, back 
pension to time of wound or disability to all 
pensioners of 1861, a land warrant of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres to every soldier of 1861, 
and the establishment of a soldiers’ commis- 
sion, similar to the proposed labor commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of surviving 
soldiers of the wars of 1812 and 1861, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying’ for the grant of a 
pension to all soldiers of 1812, an equalization 
of bounties to soldiers of 1861, back pension 
to time of wound or disability to all pension- 
ers of 1861, a ‘land warrant of one hundred 
and sixty acres to every soldier of 1861, and 
the establishment of a soldiers’ commission, 
similar to the proposed labor commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

He also presented a petition of settlers on 
the Cherokee neutral lands in Kansas, praying 
the passage of the bill (S. No. 558) for the 
relief of actual settlers upon the Cherokee 
neutral lands in Kansas; which was referred 
to the Committee ‘on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of an appro- 
priation for the erection by the United States 
of buildings for judicial, postal, and other 
purposes, at Topeka and Leavenworth, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also présented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, in favor of the formation of 


la new judicial district composed of southern 


Kansas and the Indian territory, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ` I ask that the papers in 
the case of Abram D. L. Payne, praying to 
be allowed a pension, be withdrawn from the 


| Committee on Pensions of the Senate, with a 


view to their reference to the committee in 
the House who have churge of the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there been 
an adverse report? 

Mr. SHERMAN. TL believe not. sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, ‘the papers will be withdrawn. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of B. B. 


Mitchell be taken from the files of the Senate and 
rcferred to the Committee on Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMLLTERS. 
Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Finance, 
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to whom was referred the petition of B. C. 
Pressley, praying that the accounting officers 
of the Treasury be authorized to settle his 
accounts as Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States at Charleston, South Carolina, accord- 
ing to equity and justice, reported a bill (S. 
No. 685) for the relief of B. C. Pressley; 
which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 97) for 
the relief of William Henry Otis, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 201) for the 
relief of Phoebe Hepburn, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to 
report it back without amendment, except a 
verbal amendment in the second line of the 
second section, which consists of the insertion 
of the word ‘‘when.’’ I make in this case also 
a report, and move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘Mr. PRATT. As this is a matter of some 
moment. to this lady, and has been heretofore 
acted on once or twice by the same.committee, 
T move to dispense with the rules, and that the 
bill be now put on its passage. 

Mr. COLE. I think we had better go on 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects the bill will not be read. He can 
reserve his right to object after it shall be 
read or object now.: Does the Senator from 
California object? If there be no objection 
the bill will be read. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator give 
way for morning business after it is up? 

Mr. PRATT. . Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. It is a long bill, and will take 
a long time to read it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


made. - 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Horace 
Tyler, praying compensation for deepening 
the channel across the bar at the Southwestern 
Pass at the mouth of the Mississippi river, 
reported a bill (S. No. 686) for the relief of 
Horace Tyler; which was read, and passed to 
the second reading. : : 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of J. J. Burtis, of Davenport, Iowa, ask- 
ing: compensation’ for injuries to his.hotel and 
property, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Henry Hibbs, superintendent of the poor 
of the county of Loudoun, Virginia, praying 
compensation -for the use and destruction by 
United States troops of the property consti- 


Objection is 


tuting the poor-house of that county, reported | 


adversely thereon, and asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 261) for the relief 
of Christopher Green and Hugh C. Trainor, 
reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. COLE. Let that bill go on the Cal- 
endar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go 
on the Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
559) for the relief of California and Nevada 
veteran volunteers, honorably discharged at 
points distant from that of original enlistment, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Charles and Henry W. Spencer, of St. Louis, 
Missouri, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. No. 687) for the reliefof Charles and 
Henry W. Spencer. - : 

The bill was read and passed to the second 


reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 645) to confirm the title to certain lands 
on the Fort Kearney military reservation, in 
Frémont county, Iowa, reported it without 
amendment. i 

Mr. CASSERLY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 426) for the relief of Thomas Allen, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

THE TARIFF. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 


Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 173) to repeal the duties 


upon salt, to report it back with an amend-. 


ment in the nature of a substitute, which 
covers all the legislation proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance upon the subject of the 
tariff. As this is a subject of importance, and 
likely to excite considerable debate, I am also 
directed by the same committee to move to 
postpone the bill to the 11th day of March, 
two weeks from next Monday, and that it be 
made the special order for that time. I give 
notice that I intend when it is taken up, if a 
majority of the Senate will sustain me, to stick 
to it until the action of the Senate is had on 
the bill. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that this bill be postponed 
and made the special order for two weeks from 
Monday next, the lith of March, at one 
o’clock. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the pending appropri- 
ation bills, and those that may come over in 
the mean time, may be disposed of before that 
time. I feel quite certain they will be if the 
debate that is now going on be terminated in 
any reasonable time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Whenever the 
special order is reached it can be postponed 
by a majority vote, or before it is reached, a 
bill can be taken up at the close of the prior 
day’s session, and then it would have priority 
as unfinished business. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, which requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. May I inquire what the 
bill is? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a bill abol- 
ishing the duty on salt, reported with an 
amendment by way of substitute, which the 
Senator from Ohio states embraces all legis- 
lation on the tariff reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance: It is reported back in this 
shape, and he moves that'it be postponed to 
and made the special order for two weeks 
from Monday next. If there be no objection 
that order will be regarded as made; and it is 


made. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to say in connection 
with the report made by the Senator from 
Ohio, from the Committee on Finance, that 
as a member of that committee there is one 
portion especially of that report to which I 
have not given my assent, and I expect to 
dissent from it here. It is the second section 
of the bill reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the usual 
motion that five hundred extra copies of the 
billas reported by me this morning be printed 
for the use of the Senate. f 

The motion was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 688) for securing to authors in certain 
cases the benefit of international copyright ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

“Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by: unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 


bill (S. No. 689) granting the right ‘of way to 
the Chippewa Valley and Lake Superior Rail- 
road Company; which was read twiee by. ity 
title, -referred tothe Committee on Pablic 
Lands, and ordered to be printed: 30° sf 
Mr.. CARPENTER also asked, :and by 
unanimous consent. obtained, leave: to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No..690) to increase the-effi- 
cieney of the inferior courts of ‘the United 
States; which was read twice “by- its: title, 
referred to: the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ‘ordered to be:printed. gk 
OVERLAND MATL: rh ee 
Mr. COLE. Trise to call up the bill that 
was partly considered yesterday morning: `: 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Can that bill be con- 
sidered now if there is objection? ` 
The VICE PRESIDENT, It can be ‘taken 
up if there is no further morning business. 
There seems to be none; and the motion to 
take up the bill is in order under the rule. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from California to take up the bill indicated 
by him. f eS E 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 657) relating tothe 
overland mails. It proposes to direct. the 
Postmaster General, if be has not already 
done so, to make provisions without delay, 
by contract or otherwise, for the transmission 
of the Atlantic and Pacific mails over or near 
the line of the Pacific railroad. during inter- 
ruption of travel on that railroad by reason of 


‘snow, the amount paid for such service to be 


deducted from the regular compensation here- 


‘after earned by those railroad companies in 


carrying the United States mails. as, 
r. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the Senator from California who has this bill 
in charge that it is telegraphed that three 
trains arrived this morning at Cheyenne. 
Therefore this bill may be unnecessary. [ 
beg leave, in view of this, to suggest the inser- 
tion of words saying ‘that the Postmaster - 
General be directed, if he shall deem it advis- 
able,’’ or some qualifying words, so that it may 
not be peremptory that ae shall do this., If 
it is not necessary, of course the Senator from 
California does not desire it. 

Mr. COLE. If it is not necessary, clearly 
Idonot. I am willing to have any amend- . 
ment of that kind made. i a 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.’ I. suggest 
the insertion of the words ‘‘if he shall deem 
that the public interests require it =S n4 

Mr. COLE. Changing the word ‘‘ directed’ 
to ‘authorized’ will be sufficient, I suppose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ‘Authorized 
if he shall deem that the public interest re- 
quires it.’’ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Before the vote is 
taken on the amendment, I send to the desk 
a dispatch which I have just received from the 
superintendent of the Union Pacific railroad, 
and ask that it be read, ` i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

i OMAHA, February 20,10 p. m. 
Hon. P. W. Hrrcncock, United States Senate: 

Last night at eleven o’clock blockade was raised 
and trains are all running to-day nearly on schedule 
time. I apprehend no further serious trouble this 
season. Any action based on the lying messages of 
the Associated Press agent at Salt Lake would be 
unjust to this road, as old stagemen are- unanimous 
in the opinion that the proposed transfer of mails 
around the blockade by stage would have been im- 
practicablo, as there were no roads broken or food 
and stations provided for stock and men; : 


T.E. SICKELS, - 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have no: objection ‘to 
the first part of the bill, but [doubt-very much 
whether ıt is in the power of Congress to pass 
the last clause of this bill. We have no power 
to change contracts made between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and private individ- 
uals. The postal contracts always provide that 
when the contractor fails to’ comply with the 
terms of his contract, the Postmaster. General 
may make a proper abatement, aud “in certain 
cases he may sue for damages: or may deduct 
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stipulated damages; but I doubt very much 
whether we can authorize the Postmaster Gen- 


eral to supply any other service and charge the || 


whole expense of that upon tbe contractor. 


The contractor does not undertake impos- || | y; 
| advantage to the business communities on the 


sibilities. It is impossible to run a railroad 
through a snow-drift, and if the contractor is 
actually prevented “by the act of God or the 
king's enemy,” (and I suppose a snow-drift is 
“the act of God.’) as a matter of course he 
cannotbe required to overcome impossibilities. 
A rule of law which should authorize the Post- 
master General to charge the company with the 
whole cost of overcoming this difficulty, in my 
judgment, would be a violation of the contract. 
If the Senator can avoid that difficulty, I have 
not the slightest objection to the bill, and think 
it ought to pass. 

Mr. COLE. Ina report which we have from 
the Postmaster General, laid on our tables 
yesterday morning, I find this: 

“For the transportation of mails on the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific railroads no formal con- 
tracts exist. The service is paid for by the Depart- 
ment under orders issued quarterly, as about half 


the railroad service of the country is paid for, the 
companies declining to execute formal contracts.” 


There is no contract.. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That makes it clearer 
that the Postmaster General has no power to 


March and April, and the next month is prob- 
ably the worst month that may be anticipated 
for the railroad. Now, unless some means are 
| taken to facilitate the transmission of the mails 
over that line, it will result in very great dis- 


Atlantic as well-as on the Pacific. 

| Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to make 
| an inquiry of the Senator from California. Ii 
understood him to say that the mails last year 
in the monthsof March and April were delayed 

| by snow. 

Mr. COLE. In former years. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to inquire 
what particular year the Senator refers to with 
regard to the Union Pacific railroad ? 

Mr. COLE. I make the general statement 
that the interruption by snow heretofore has 
been most during the time I have specified, 
' March and April, as I have been informed. 
| Perhaps I might’ better say February, March, 
and April. The latter part of February and 
March, probably, is the most difficult season 
for the railroad on account of the fall of snow. 
It will be remembered that some five hundred 
miles or more of this road, yes, a thousand 
iniles, are on a great plain, at no part of which 
are the cars at a less elevation than forty-two 
hundred feet, and the place where the block- 


charge the company the expense of service in 
a different mode. In the absence of a con- 
tract it is perfectly clear that this provision 
would be entirely inoperative. The contract, 
‘then, is simply a contract from day to day, 
from mouth to month, terminable at pleasure. 

Mr. COLE. No contract. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the law makes a 
contract. It is a contract for service from 
month to month, which is terminable by either 

arty. We cannot by law make a contract 
beaten these parties in the absence of stipu- 
lations. I merely suggest to the Senator from 
California whether this last clause as to the 
mode of refunding this cost ought not to be 
left an open matter for the courtsto determine. 
Otherwise, I think the clause will be inoper- 
ative, and will not reach the company. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont? ` 

Mr. COLE. I think not. 
< The VICK PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. - 

Mr. COLE. I am willing to take the risk 
‘of the Postmaster General having the power 
‘under the law which we are about to pass, as 
I hope, to enforce the carrying of the mails by 
these companies. 1 believe there is a general 
law requiring all railroad companies to carry 
the mails when they are tendered by the proper 
Department. In this case there has been a 
great deal of delay already. The mails have 
been more or less interrupted or obstructed 
for the last two months. The last mail through 
was twenty-eight days coming, four times the 
usual period of transmission across the conti- 
nent. The space over which it might have 
been taken by other conveyances, over which, 
in fact, it was taken two years ago through the 
winter season regularly, is no more than per- 
haps aspace which can be overcome in two or 
three days’ travel by other vehicles. 

I apprehend there is great probability of a 
delay of mails in future. That a train or two 
has come through of late, I am willing to con- į 
cede. Such has been the practice for the last 
two months. Trains come through after long 
delays. on the road, two or three trains ata 
time, each train or each company of trains 
being worked through, asit is called, by shovel- 
ing out the snow ahead of them, and then the 
snow falls in, blockading the road behind them, 
no pains being taken to keep the road open in 
the rear of these trains; and such I apprehend 
will be the case in the future, and I have not 
the least expectation that there will be regular 
service over that railroad for the next two 
months. We are aware that the interruptions 


ade occurs, this side of Salt Lake, a space of 
‘five hundred miles, is, on an average, perhaps 
six thousand feet above the level of the sea. 
Itis a great plain, and summer comes late 
there, and we must expect obstacles by snow 
to continue pretty late in the spring, and there | 
is great danger, great likelihood, 1 may say, 
that these mails will be interrupted during the 
two months to follow this date. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Itis obvious that if 
there is no contract with these railroad com- 
panies for carrying these mails we cannot 
make one by this act. It is obvious if there 
is such a contract that we cannot change it by 
this act. Ifa contract exists, and the com- 
panies violate it, they may make themselves 
Hable in damages to the Government in the 
manner which the contract provides for, I sup- 
pose by a suit on the bond, or whatever the 
remedy may be. 

Again, it seems to me to be very bad policy 
for us to pass such a law as this, because the 
railroad company with such a law in existence 
would not enter into any contract for carrying 
| the mails without taking into account the 
contingency which might happen from snow 
| storms, that they would have to bear the entire 
| expense of carrying the mail by stage during | 
| that time, and they would certainly demand a 


such a law than without it. It seems to me 
bad policy in every point of view, and the only 
result I can expect from it will be that in six 
|! months we shall have to pass a law to repeal 
the very provision we now propose to make. 
Mr. COLE. There being no contract the 
railroad company is of course independent of 
the Government, and does not take any pains 
whatever to put the trains through. As I 
| stated yesterday tea trains and freight trains 
| have been allowed to go ahead of the mail 
| when the mail trains could be put through. | 
t 
t 


They have been delayed for that cause. I state 
that on the best information. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I should like to know 
how the gentleman got that information. 

Mr. COLE. From very creditable gentle- 
men who have jost arrived after a delay of four 
or five weeks and upward on the road, and 
know whereof they speak. | 
| Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator | 
| from California whether this bill comes from 
‘the Committee on Post Offices and Post | 
; Roads? 
| Mr. COLE. I stated yesterday it had re- 
ceived the attention of the committee, but the | 
report of the Post Office Department was in | 
the hands of the Printer, and the committee | 
did not know what it contained, did not all | 


|| of the mails has been broken up. 


much higher price for carrying the mails under || 


have been more or less during the months of | 


i remember distinctly what it contained, and į 


they authorized me to ask the action of the 
Senate on it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to strike out 
all after the word ‘“‘snow”’’ in the eighth 


line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom 
South Carolina moves to strike out the words 
“the amount paid for such service to be 
deducted from the regular compensation here- 
after earned by said railroad companies in car- 
rying the United States mail.” The question 
is on this amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, on Tues- 
day of last week I offered a resolution in the 
Senate, of which this is a copy: $ 

Resolved, That the Postmaster Generel be, and he 
is, directed to transmit to the Senate, without delay, 
any information in his control as to the detention 
of the California mails on the Union Pacific and 
Central Pacific railroads, or either of them, during 
the present winter ; and what steps he has taken, if 
any, for the forwarding of such mails to their des- 
tination; and that he transmit also copies of all 
contracts for the transportation of the California 
mails on the railroads specified. 

On Friday of last week the letter of the 
Postmaster General reached the Senate. On 
that day, on my motion, it was ordered to be 
printed. The report, as printed, reached the 
Senate yesterday. Itseemsto me that a read- 
ing of that report by Senators is all that is 
required to satisfy them that some steps are 
necessary to prevent serious injury by the 
almost total interruption of regular communi- 
cation between the three States of the Pacific 
coast and the rest of the Union. , 

It will be seen tbat since about the middle 
of November down to the date of this letter, 


| which is the middle of the present month, fully 


one quarter of a year, the regular transmission 
From my 
personal knowledge I can say that the latest 


| dates which have reached me from San Fran- 


cisco and Sacramento are not later than the 28d 
of last month, which makes nearly four weeks 
in the transmission of the mail. ‘The telegram 
of Mr. Barstow, the assistant superintendent of 
the railway mail service, which will be found 
in the Postmaster General’s letter, is explicit 
that the mails can just as well be transported 
by the railroad company, if pushed, as not. He 
goes on to say in very emphatic language, 
**Such delays as have occurred are inexcus- 
able under all the circumstances.” The day 
before the letter of the Postmaster General was 
printed and laid upon our desks, my.colleague 
introduced this bill 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOUK. Does the Senator say 
that the Postmaster General reported that the 
delays on the Pacific railroad were inexcusa- 
ble? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think my friend from 
Nebraska could scarcely have been listening 
to me: What I stated very explicitly was 
that in the report of the Postmasier General, 
sent to the Senate in response to my resolu- 
tion, he transmits a copy of a telegraphic mes- 
sage transmitted to him by Mr. Barstow, who 
is the assistant superintendent of railway mail 
service in the Post Office Department; and I 


| ask the attention of the Senator from Nebraska 


to that part of the report as well as to the 
other statements contained in the paper. ‘I 
say, sir, my colleague brought in this bill. Itis 
quite obvious that if the bill is to be of any 
service, if the relief is to be of any value to 
the people of the Pacific coast, it ought to be 
promptly rendered. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suurmayn] 
took the ground that if there was a contract 
between the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
for instance, and the Post Office Department, 
it cannot be changed materially by act of Con- 
gress. Ido not propose to combat that prop- 
osition. The Postmaster General, however, 
informs us that he has no formal contract with 
the Union Pacific railroad. Upon that state 
of things, it seems to be the judgment of the 
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Senator from Ohio and also of the Senator 
from Wisconsin that we are still less able, if 
that be possible, to give the relief demanded 
than if there were a coutract. I do not so 
understand the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say to the Senator 
that Tam decidedly in favor of the object of this 


bill, and I think we have the power to require | 


this railroad company to carry tlie mail, and 
we may say that they shall give preference to 
the mails over any freight, and hold them lia- 
ble in damages if they do not; but there must 
be some mode, some tribunal selected to fix 
the amount of damages. It ig in the power 
of Congress to authorize what is authorized 
by this bill, in the absence of a contract. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If there were a contract, 
I should not contend with the Senator from 
Ohio or the Senator from Wisconsin that we 
ought not to interfere with it, at least without 
knowing precisely what.we were doing ; but the 
Postmaster General says that there is no con- 
tract ; that these railroad companies decline to 
make contracts; that payment is made for the 
carrying of the mails by these companies in 
the shape of orders issued from month to 
month by the Post Office Department. That 
being so, it seems to me entirely clear, with 
the greatest deterence to the Senators who 
differ with me, that the remedy is absolute and 
plenary in Congress; that where the service is 
not rendered, nothing canbe due; that there- 
fore, upon a failure to render the service, it is 
entirely competent for us to authorize the 
Postmaster General to have the service ren- 
dered, and to. deduct in the settlements with 
the railway companies whatever sums would 
have been due to them had they performed the 
service. I propose to amend my colleague’ s 
bill so as to cover that point. I have no doubt 
that will be quite agreeable to him, because I 
am quite certain that he did not intend any- 
thing different from that. 

Mr. COLE. In what respect does my col- 
league propose an amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. My amendment is to this 
point: that in default of a- proper transporta- 
tion of the mails, by the railroad companies the 
Postmaster General shall be authorized to have 
the service performed, and also to deduct what- 
ever sum he shall have to pay for such service 
from those sums that would otherwise have 
been due to the railroad companies if they 
performed the service. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the Senator from California whether two or 
three words inserted in the present bill will not 
accomplish his purpose. I suppose he under- 
stands, as we all know, that the only amount 
that could be legally retained wouid be the 
amount of service for the trip where there was 
a failure to perform the service. Now I sug- 
gest to him that after the word ‘‘ deducted’? 
in the bill he insert the words ‘‘ according to 
existing provisions of law.’’ I believe the exist- 
ing provisions of law, certainly of all contracts, 
provide that the compensation for any failure 
shall be the forfeiture of the compensation for 
that trip. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have no objection to 
the amendment in any form which will satisfy 
the Senate. 

Mr. COLE, 

amendment. 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. The Union Pacific road 
is one of those roads chartered and endowed 
by Congress. If my recollection of the stat- 
ute is correct, it is a post road by act of Con- 
gress; it is obliged to carry the mails; it hag 
not any power to refuse to carry the mails; 
and failing to carry the mails, it seems to me 
it must be in the power of this Government 
somewhere or in some way to have them car- 
ried. If it were not so, the result would be 
that any part of this country where the mail 
service is performed by a railroad company 
would be entirely cut off from the advantages 
of mail service by any default of the railroad. 
company. 
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I have no objection to that 


} 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
South Carolina has moved to strike out the 
latter part of the bill. The Chair understands 
the Senator from California [Mr. CassEerty] 
to move to perfect it before it is stricken out 
according to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. MORRILL. } 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If I am not misin- 
formed, the Postmaster General has the right 
already to deduct the pay for non-performance 
of service rendered. Hence there is no neces- 
sity for the amendment which the Senator from 
California proposes. The part of the bill which 
I propose to strike out callsupon the company 
to pay for the transportation of the mails during 
part of one month of the year, possibly all that 
they would earn the next month; which I do 
not think is right. 

I am not personally acquainted with any of 
the officers of this road; but I am acquainted 
with railroad matters; I have had some con- 
nection with railroad men and railroad mat- 
ters, and I think it entirely wrong to make a 
railroad company suffer for that which they 
cannot prevent. It is a well known fact that 
they have used all the preventives within their 
means and which have heretofore prevented 
snow from drifting on the track by the pre- 
caution of putting up fencing; and I learn 
from the papers which I receive from the 
West that the snow has drifted in the opposite 
direction from that in which it has drifted 
heretofore. Hence the cuts have been filled 
up. I think it is unwise in us to attempt to 
make a corporation pay for that which they 
cannot prevent, but which has been brought 
upon them by another power. I move, therc- 
fore, to strike out all after the word ‘‘snow.” 

Mr. CORBETT. Iagree with the Senator 
from South Carolina in striking out all after 
the word “ snow’? intheeighth line. I believe 
the law provides now that where contractors fail 
in the transportation of the mail, where the fail- 
ure is shown to be from their neglect, the Post- 
master General may then deduct such amounts 
as may be proven to have occurred by the 
neglect of the persons who agreed to trans- 
port the mails. My own belief is that these 
companies have exercised perhaps all the 
necessary care for this purpose. But it has 
been an unprecedented winter, and the snows 
have blocked up the road so that it has been 
impossible to keep it open. I hope the Post 
Office Department may be authorized to make 
provision for the transportation of these mails 
without regard to any deduction except by the 
law and under the law as it stands, and as I 
understand this amendment will accomplish 
the object, as proposed by the Senator from 
South Carolina, I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. COLE. If it makes the bill more pal- 
atable and agreeable to the Senate, I will not 
object to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 1 am very anxious 
the bill shall pass. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator from 
Nevada allow me just aword? My colleague 
having consented to strike out all after the 


word ‘snow,’ the question of forfeiture or | 


deduction of payments is taken out of the bill. 
I ask him also to consent to amend by adding 
after the word ‘snow’’ the words ‘‘or other- 
wise,’? so that any delay in the transportation 
of the mails, whether by snow or from other 
cause, may be covered by the bill. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California in front of the Chair, having charge 
of the bill, [Mr. Coxz, ] consents to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina, to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘ snow.’ If there 
be no objection that amendment will be con- 
sidered agreed to ; and those words are stricken 
out. His colleague now proposes to amend 
by adding after the word ‘‘snow’’ the words 
“or otherwise.’? Is that assented to? If 
there is no objection that amendment will be 
regarded as agreed to. Itis agreed to. 


Mr. NYE. I am quite as anxious as any 
one can be to have these mails carried regu- 
larly ; but it seems to me there is no use of: 
any legislation about it. This stofm is as much 
an act of God as the sinking of a steamer, 
My friend will bear me witness to one thing, 
that every decade for the last three decades 
we have had every tenth year on the Pacific 
coast a remarkably hard winter: 1851-52 I 
have read about; 1861-62 I had a sad experi- 
ence in and know how it was; 1871-72. we 
have got enough of. i 

Mr. COLE. ` I will remind my friend that 
this obstruction is a thousand miles this side 
of the Pacific coast, and not on the. Pacific 
coast at all. ` 

Mr. NYE. I happen to be quite as familiar 
with the locality as my distinguished friend. 
It makes but little odds where the act of God 
takes place, whether it is on the Pacific coast 
or on the Atlantic coast. The idea that I 
meant to convey and wished to impress on 
the Senate is that every tenth year in that 
mountain region, for the last three times ten, 
there has been a winter as remarkable as this. 
It seems to follow each decade. That road 
undoubtedly has done the best it could, for it 
was its interest todo so. When I came over 
we were blocked in three days, and we had 
quite a battle with the snow. I did not blame 
anybody for the snow. It was there, and the 
winds were holding high carnival, and they 
drifted it just as they do anywhere. Suppose 
the mails had been sent by sea, and the steamer 
had gone down at Acapulco, or anywhere along 
that coast, it would have been forty-eight days 
before we could have got another mail, twenty- 
four days being consumed in the round trip. 
We have been less time than that. My judg- 
ment is that the Postmaster General bas the 
power now, as much as it can be conferred on 
him by law, to transport these mailsin the most 
expeditious manner. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 
me to say a word? 

Mr. NYE. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Il think if he will read 
the letter of the Postmaster General he will 
see that the Postmaster General is not near so 
clear about his authority as the Senator seems 
to be. 

Mr. NYE. I think the general authority. of 
the Postmaster General is to see that the mails 
are conveyed, and if one road fails, to see that 
they are conveyed in another way until a relet- 
ting takes place. It may not be so clear as I 
think it is; but what do you propose to do? 
You propose to carry these mails three or four 
huudred miles—ibe length of this drifting 
region; and how do you propose to do it? 
By stage, in the dead of winter, withouta pound 
of forage for animals, without a home fora 
driver, without a fire on the way. The first 
outfit would cost $300,000; and before that 
could be arranged the snows would have gone 
away. 

I disagree with my honorable friend from 
California [Mr. Cote] in another respect; I 
say that the worst of these storms is not in 
March. The storm has expended its force 
already. The elements have subsided; and the 
snow has gotten up to that height that it lays 
quiet after a few days exposure if the winds 
are not blowing. There is no great depth of 
snow there when it is not blowing, but the 
difficulty comes from the drifting of the snow 
and its mingling itself with the earth, the winds 
are so extreme, until it gets hard enough on 
the track to bear an engine with its full force. 

These are obstacles which cannot be re- 
moved; they are obstacles that it is useless to 
legislate against. If the mails fail this way, 
send them by steamer. There is a provision 
already existing in the law by which they may 
be sent by sea; and with these elements itis 
in vain to attempt to battle bylaw. They will 
laugh at our legislative enactments, these 
storm kings will. [Laughter.] They just hold 
it in their own hands; and to attempt to put 
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stages on there now and run around. would be 
a useless éxpenditure-for the Department and 
þe no benefit to our people in the West. 

Mr. COLE. I have no doubt if action like 
this is taken the railroad companies will exer- 
ejse-a good deal of diligence to put the mails 
through. A 
') Mr. NYE. Anything to make them diligent 
I will vote for. Then the ‘bill had better be 
entitled “A bill to make the railroad com- 
“panies more diligent.” J am for that. 

Mr, COLE. I hope we shall have a vote. 

: Mr. POMEROY. My friend from Califor- 
nia must know that before we can get this bill 
through and have it become a law the snow 
will all melt away. 

Mr. COLE. 1 do not know any such thing. 

Mr. POMEROY. The blockade is gone 
now, and before any new arrangement can be 
made the summer will be upon us. I movéto 
Jay the bill on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. SUMNER, ] the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING,] 
and. the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Monroy] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLE. Iask the Senator from Indiana 
to allow this bill to be disposed of in some 
way. Ido not wish to be put to the trouble 
of calling it up every morning. I have said 
all I wish to say on the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the pending order being informally 
passed over? f“ Nonc.”J 

. Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam willing to take 
the vote ou laying the bill on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
utility in this bill, I have no objection to pass- 


ing it. 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
lay on the table is not subject to debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Very well, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis subject to 
a demand for the regular order by any Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to make only a 
single remark, which is little more than a 
statement of the want of information which I 
should like in order to vote upon this bill. It 
seems that it is not a bill from a committee, 
although the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia has virtually the permission or assent 
of the committee informally to call it up. It 
seems to me it is a pretty large question ; and 
precisely how upon the facts the Government 
and the Departments would be left should the 
action here proposed be taken I am not pre- 
pared to say.. 

It seems to me, as I have heard other Sen- 
ators suggest, that this snow blockade is what 
is known in the law as “the act of God;” it 
is like the loss of a vessel at sea; and if the 
Department interposes and supersedes the 
present arrangement, [am not prepared to say, 

have no information upon which I could 
reasonably guess, what equities would arise on 
the part of the carrier, with whose contract or 
understanding we are going to interfere. I 
know not with what equities or legal claim this 
company will come here asking recompense 
and indemnity for the interference which they 
have met with. 

Now, I understand that, although the snow 
has not all melted, the snow blockade is at an 
end. Senators assure me that the regularity 
of transit has been resumed. Therefore { 
submit to the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia that there can be no immediate haste 
about. this bill; and rather than test the sense 
of the Senate by a motion to lay on the table, 
I suggest to my friend from Nebraska, who 
renewed the motion to lay on the table, that, 


If there is any practical | 


the Senator from California assenting, it will 
be better to let it lie and let the committee act 
at its next regular meeting and consider it, 
which will interpose no serious trouble on the 
committee, and let us see first whether there is 
a continuing exigency demanding legislation, 
and second, whether it would be prudent and 
provident abruptly to interfere off-hand. to 
terminate or suspend the order or agreement, 
because I think it must be an agreement ex- 
isting between the Government and this rail- 
road company. This thing strikes me, and 
I suggest it to the Senator from California. 

The difficulty in the case, assuming a default 
on the part of the railroad company, seems 
rather to grow out of the absence of the ordin- 
ary mail contracts, for in those contracts, if 
I mistake not—and nobody knows better than 
the Vice President whether Iam mistaken or 
not, for I think the statute to which I refer 
passed through his hands during his service as 
chairman of the Post Office Committee in the 
other House, and I ask to be corrected if I 
am in error—the regular form contains a bind- 
ing covenant that in case of default by the car- 
rier there is a drawback, there is an offset, 
there is in substance a penalty to be paid by 

he company, because the Government has the 
right to withhold it. Ifwe had an ordinary 
and regular contract with this carrier, and a 
default has occurred which does not come from 
an overruling power for which no carrier is 
responsible, namely, from the act of the pub- 
lic enemy or the act of God, then the whole 
case would be provided for. 

Therefore I suggest to the Senator that it 
may very well turn out upon examination that 
in place of abruptly severing relations with 
the company, abruptly exonerating the com- 
pany from obligations, and assuming what- 
ever risk we should by arbitrarily putting an 
end to this agreement, the true remedy is to 
make a formal regular contract with this car- 
rier under which it will be firmly held and 
bound diligently to transport the mails, a con- 
tract which will impose instant penalty upon 
the carrier should default be made. 

However, Mr. President, I make this only 
as a suggestion. F confess my ignorance on 
the subject, my wish to vote for anything which 
is prudent, and which will lead to diligence in 
transmitting the mail, and which will rigor- 
ously enforce against the carrier the obligation 
which he owes us; but I submit that if the 
blockade is over it is hardly worth while at 
this time, and without making sure of our 
ground, to go on with legislation which may 
involve the Government in an equitable claim 
at least for damages. 

Mr. COLE. I regret very much that my 
friend from New York has not looked at Sen- 
ate Executive Document No. 83, in which he 
would see that these railroad companies as- 
sumed the independence of declining absolutely 
to make a contract with the Government in 
order that they may have as much lee-way and 
latitude as they might desire. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, if the Senator 
will allow me one moment, I would suggest to 
him that two remedies remain :. first, the gen- 
eral remedy and right of the Department to 
contract with any other carrier, by sea or land, 
whom it pleases; and. second, a remedy would 
be found in such legislation as would compel 
this particular common carrier to enter into a 
proper and binding contract with the Post 
Office Department. I submit to the Senator 
that it would hardly follow from that that this 
measure was the true mode of reaching the 
result. : 

Mr. COLE. We are exactly seeking a 
‘remedy for an existing pressing necessity. 
The advice of the Senator from New York, 
thata contract be entered into in the future 
with this railroad company that will be bind- 
ing and that will hold them to some obligation, 
is very good, but it does not reach the present 


‘emergency. {hope we may have a vote on 


this question, 


j 


| 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. . Would it be in order 
to move to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I make that: motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.: The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Nebraska, 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. me pe, s 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were twenty. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I call for the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. MORTON. If that is to be done, I call 
for the regular order. : 


WASIINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from 
Indiana to give way to me for one moment to 
make a motion. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Friday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the reason 
of that is, that by law we have made. the 22d 
day of February a holiday, and all the Depart- 
ments will be closed to-morrow. The question 
is whether Congress that passed the law shall 
itself set the example of disregarding it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know 
what my honorable friend did last year upon 
that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I think the passage of 
the law was perhaps an injudicious thing—to 
make all these days holidays; but Congress 
thought differently, and passed such a bill. I 
think we sat last year perhaps on the 4th of 
July; but I confess I am opposed to sitting 
on the 4th of July any way unless in a very 
great emergency. : 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Soam I, and on any other 
day in July this year, [laughter,] and I hope 
my friend from Illinois will agree with me. Is 
this question pending? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itis, unless some 
Senator demands the regular order, which will 
cut it off. The Senator from Indiana yielded 
to allow the motion to be made. . If the reg- 
ular order is not demanded, it is in order. 

Mr. MORTON. Ifthere is to be any debate 
on the motion, I will call for the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is demanded, which any Senator has a 
right to do, the hour of one having passed. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. - 


Mr. POMEROY. Iwas not in when peti- 
tions were called for. Iwish to present reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of my State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive them if there be no. objection. 

Mr. POMEROY presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of the form- 
ation of a new judicial district composed of 
southern Kansas and the Indian territory ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
` He also presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, in favor of an appropriation 
for the erection at the capital of that State 
suitable buildings for the accommodation of 
the courts of the United States, post office, 
pension office, land offices, internal revenue, 
and other Federal offices; also, for a build- 
ing for a post office, custom-house, and rev- 
enue offices of the United States at Leav- 
enworth, in that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the Territory of Colorado, asking eer- 
tain modifications of the bill now pending in 
the United. States Senate entitled ‘^A bill 
to promote the development of the mining 
resources of the United States 3” which was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
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Mr. SCHURZ presented the petition of 
Karl Mook, praying the payment of arrears 


of pension to the heir of Augusta Kessler; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial of 
Wallace T. Jones, son, heir, and legal repre- 
sentative, and for the coheirs of Charles Fan- 
cuil Jones, deceased, of New York city, pray- 
ing indemnity for spoliations committed by the 
French between the years 1793 and 1801; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a protest 
of the Western Union Telegraph Company. 
Tt is signed by William Orton, Horace F. 
Clark, E D. Morgan, Moses Taylor, Alonzo 
B. Cornell, and Augustus Schell. It relates 
to a subject upon which a bill has been 
reported, now upon the Calender. Ishall not, 
therefore, move its reference to any commit- 
tee. I shall ask in one moment that it lie 
on the table, and farther, that it be printed, 
owing to its brevity and its importance. Itis a 
protest against a scheme which I must regard 
as improvident and inopportune, to absorb 
into the now incumbered Post Office Depart- 
ment the telegraph service of this country. 
It would not be in order, even were I not 
detaining the Senator from Indiana, for me, at 
this time to make remarks at any length upon 
this subject. Ata future time I shall ask the 
indulgence of the Senate in an attempt to 
show that it would be very unwise now to add 
to an incumbered and expensive Department 
the business of telegraphing all over this con- 
tinent. I move now hak this protest, which 
is very terse and brief and very instructive, be 
laid upon the table and printed, that Senators 
may, as I hope they will, look at it, 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in compliance witha reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 19th instant, the 
report of the supervising surgeon of the United 
States marine hospital service for the six 
months ending December 31, 1871; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask my friend from 
Indiana to give way to allow a vote to betaken 
on the motion to adjourn over. There will be 
no debate. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there will be 
some debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSehator from 
Indiana appears to yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think to-morrow isa 
good day for political debate, most excellent. 
l hope, therefore, we shall sit to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to my 
friend from Ohio that we shall not have any 
further correspondence from Europe to debate 
upon by to-morrow. We ought to wait a day 
or two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no hope that this 
debate will be finished to-morrow or next day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_A méssage from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Cuinton Lroyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 187) to amend an actentitled ‘‘Anact 
to provide a national currency secured by 
pledge of United States bonds, and to pro- 
vide for the circulation and redemption there- 
of,” approved June 3, 1864. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1048) supplemental to and 
amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act to pre- 
scribe the mode of obtaining evidence in cases 
of contested elections,’? approved February 
19, 1861; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 


1660) to relieve Robert ll 


E. Cowan, of Kansas City, Missouri, of polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States ; he j 


A bill (H. R. No. 1662) for the remission | 


of taxes on certain distilled spirits destroyed 
by the great fire at Chicago; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1668) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank of South Danvers to 
change its name to the Warren National Bank 
of Peabody, Massachusetts; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1664) to change the loca- 
tion of the First National Bank of Seneca, 
State of Illinois, to the city of Morris, Ilinois. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. SUMNER on the 
12th instant, to raise a select committee to 
inquire into the circumstances of certain sales 
of arms and ordnance, stores, the pending 


question being on the amendment submitted | 


by Mr. CONKLING. ; 

Mr. MORTON addressed the Senate in 
remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. SCHURZ. The Senator, as to his argu- 
ment upon the question at issue, is perfectly 
delightful in assertion when he says that the 
whole thing has been swept away so that not 
even a tatter is left upon it. Against his 
assertion I put mine, that he has not even 
touched the arguments I made yesterday, and 
I am willing to let the two things go before the 
country just as they stand. 

I rise now simply to reply to a remark that 
he made in his somewhat furious onslaught 
upon me yesterday evening. It seemed that 
he was somewhat startled or had lost his tem- 
per, for otherwise I cannot explain his state- 
ment that I was trying to build up a German 
Know-Nothing party. Was not that it? 

Mr. MORTON. It looked very much like it. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Now let us see; and I 
wish to say to the Senator that with regard to 
the political bearing of his remarks yesterday 
I do not intend to be drawn into a political 
discussion. I may take some opportunity or 
other to explain and state my relations with 
the Republican party as I understand them. 
I cannot permit the Senator to define my posi- 
tion by other people’s speeches, for I myself 
have made enough to make clear what I think. 

But as to the charge of German Know-Noth- 
ingism, I desire to refer to the close of that 
speech at Chicago which the Senator alluded 
to yesterday, where I addressed a large assem- 
bly of Germans, and tried to impress my views 
upon them as to the political duties we have 
toperform. The Senate will therefore indulge 
me while I repeat a very few remarks I then 
uttered, in order to make them understand the 
way I speak to my German fellow-citizens 
when Idospeaktothem. The closing remarks 
of that speech, where I especially addressed 
them as American citizens, were as- follows. 
Speaking of the great things which had been 
done on the other side of the water, I added: 

“The great soul of Germany, which for ages has 
haunted the history of the world like a specter, has 


finally found again a body mighty like herself. The 


shining helmet-crest of Germania is visible again 
from all points of the globe, and a feeling, so long 


unknown to us, now again elates every German | 


heart—the proud and joyous feeling of being a child | 


ofagreat nation. Itisa beautiful, elevating, and 
just feeling; may it. bear the noblest fruit; may it 
kindle in the heart of every German, not the straw 
fire of vain and puerile superciliousness, but the 
serious sentiment that itis hisduty to render him- 
self worthy of the great mother. And nowhere is 
this duty more imperative than here, where the Ger- 
man, ag a citizen of a great commonwealth, in the 
full enjoyment of all the rights a freeman can pos- 
sess, has the most unbounded opportunity to give 
testimony of histrue worth. Nothing could be farther 
from me than the idea of a separate political organ- 
ization of the Germans in this Republic. Here wo 
are American citizens, neither more nor less; and 
German pride should inspire in us here only the 
noble ambition to be counted among the best of 
American citizens. - We have no separate interests 
here, and we should have no separate aims. Our 
interests are no other than those ofall, and oursims 
should be no other than those of the public welfare. 
And, indeed, we can point with just pride to the j 


fact that in the hour of misfortune, as well as of 
success, our new fathcrland has never demanded 
anything of its children which the German citizens 
did not, in the fullest measure, and even with their 
life blood, satisfy. And more than this: when the 
great events which inthe Old World called our fath- 
ers and brothers under arms, also in this country 
kindled the inborn love for the old home to a rising . 
flame, then even this powerful sympathy of blood 
never sought an expression here which was adverse: 
to the laws of this Republic. Even then we never 
forgot for a single moment that we were American: 
citizens, and what is the first duty of an American 
citizen. And what we are proved in the past that 
we will not falsify in the future, Tho American 
Republic may always count her German-born ¢iti- 
zens among her truest, most law-abiding, and most 
self-sacrificing children, and our national origin will 
never be in the way of this fidelity.” 
* * = + kod * * k * + 

“But what more than anything else makes the 
Germans faithful citizens of this Republic is the cir- 
cumstance that on thissoilthe old Germanic idea 
of liberty finds the very fullest realization; and to 
no foreign-born men is it easier than to us to shake 
off those hampering traditions of old and foreign 
surroundings, for every one of us has brought with 
him, even if only sleeping in the germ, that old, 
Germanic idea, : 

* I said that the new, proud position of the Qer- 
man people should, above all things, kindle in. us 
the consciousness of the duty of becoming worthy 
of our great mother. Let us show, then, that we, as 
intelligent, faithful, and energetic workmen, know 
how to codperate in the perfection of a free and 
moral public life, and when I look at the movement 
which at this hour appears in all German circles in 
this Republic, and whose symptoms manifest them- 
selves in the public voice, then I become more and 
more convinced that the masses of the German citi- 
zens are in spirit already in the ranks of those who 
honestly strive to know the truth, and to act accord- 
ing to their best convictions. The large majority of 
the Germans have always stood more aloof than 
other classes from so-called practical politics; that 
is, from the selfish use of advantages won by parti- 
san success. There are, indeed, people among them, 
and unfortunately too many for the honor of the 
German namo, who also understand this selfish pol~ 
icy, and know how to profit by it, but they aro still 
a small dark spot upon a large sound body. It is 
nevertheless true that, on the whole, the Germans 
stand not as mercenaries, but as volunteers, in the 
best sense of the term, in our politics—voluntecrs 
who honestly desire the best, and who are not ani- 
mated in political life by the motives of mean self- 
ishness. A conscientious, independent spirit lives 
in them. Give it that active power which will make 
it fruitful. 

~ And now let me repeat the sentiment I have 
expressed hundreds of times before my countrymen 
from the beginning of my political activity. Ido 
not say to you: ‘Follow mo! believe blindly in my 
words!’ but I do say to you: ‘Follow nobody 
blindly—trust not, but think. In the conflict of 
opinions form your own convictions with conscien- 
tious care; but when you have formed them, then I 
demand of you, have also the courage, as freewen, 
to act according to them. Not that we always all 
think and act alike, but that we always all think and 
act honestly, will give us a salutary, influence upon 


| the destinies of this country. For, if ali men acted 


as they think, I should not fear for the future of 
this Republic. Lam also far from telling you, break 
at once away from all political organizations if 
every trifle does not suit you; but I teil you stand 
firmly by the great principles, und never sacrificéy, 
them for mere party or personaladvantage Lotus 

belong to those who seek the truth without preju- 

dice, and speak the truth without fear; to those who, 

by their moral attitude, convince the most inveter-" 
ate politician that they are tobe had for nothing 

that isin conflict with their sense of right, and who 

are not afraid, at tho decisivo moment, by determ- 

ined action, to provo their faith, That is the sort 
of independence which will purify the political ate 
mosphere, and which can successfully encounter the 

most threatening dangers of our publie life.” 

If that is German Know-Nothingism, then 
I invite the Senator from Indiana to make the 
most of it. 

Mr. MORTON. I was aware of that pas- 
sage in the Senator’s speech; Iread it at the 
time, and I can only say that so far as he has, 
complimented his own countrymen, L indorse 
that compliment most cordially. I have jong 
been accused in my own State of being some- 
what partial to the Germans. I am aware 
that the Senator put in a disclaimer of any- 
thing like creating German Know-Nothingism 
in that speech. I do not know that he felt 
called npon to doit. I have not said that he 
expressed any purpose to establish German 
Know-Nothingism, but I have argued that that 
is the effect of what he has been doing. That 
is all I have to say. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New York, 
on which the yeasand nays have been ordered, 
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Mr. CONKLING.. Lask to have the amend-. 


ment reported. . : 

‘The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was after the word ‘‘parties,’’ in the sixth 
line of the resolution, to insert the following 
words: 


And that said committee also inquire and report. 


whether any member of the Senate, or any other 
American citizen, is or has been in communication 
or collusion with the Government or. authorities of. 


France, or with any emissary or spy. thereof, in 
reference to the said matter. 


‘Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Scuvnz] called attention to the 
employment of the word ‘“‘ spy.” -I had yes- 
terday in my hands and loaned to the Senator 
a copy of the amendment on which I had made 
a note in pencil. The Senator has it notin 
hand, aud I have not the amendment before 
me. Ihave no objection at all to omitting the 
word “ spy’? if the Senator thinks that word 
imports offense to anybody. It is the sub- 
stance, and not the form, which I want to 

et at. ts 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the Senate acts on 
the omission proposed by the Senator from 

` New York— 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not propose any 
omission, Mr. President. I merely express 
my willingness to give my assent to it if any- 
body wishes it. 

Mr. SUMNER. On the assent which the 
Senator from New York vouchsafes to an 
amendment, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the meaning of that amendment. It 
implies that certain Senators have had deal- 
ings with a French spy or emissary. The lan- 
guage is: 

And that said committee also inquire and report 
whether any member of the Senate, or any other 
Amorican citizen, is or has been in communication 
or collusion with the Government or authorities 
of France, or with any emissary or spy thereof, in 
reference to the said matter, 

Now, I wish the Senate to see the legal pre- 
cision. of this amendment. “Any emissary or 
spy thereof.’ I do not wish to invite the 
Senate to any very learned inquiry, but I hold 
in my hand a work of authority, Vattel on the 
Law of Nations, and with your permission, 
sir, I will read you his definition of ‘‘spy:”’ 

“The employment of spies is a kind of clandestine 
practice or deceit in war.” 

Mark that, Mr. President, not in peace. 

‘These find means to insinuate themselves among 
the enemy.” 

Mark that ; ‘among the enemy ’— 


“in order to discover the state of his affairs, to 
pry into his designs, and then give intelligence to 
their employer. Spies aro gonerally condemned to 
pganital punishment, and with great justice, since we 
"have scarcely any other moans of guarding against 
the mischief they may do us. For this reason,aman 
of honor, who is unwilling to expose himself to an 
[ignominious death from the hands of a common exe- 
cutioner, over declines serving as a spy; and, more- 
over, he looks upon tho office as unworthy of him, 
because it cannot be performed without some degree 
of treachery,” 


That is pretty strong, sir. Spies are gen- 
erally condemned to capital punishment. So, 
sir, if we have one here, if there is really a 
French spy, the halter must follow. That is 
the law. J might go further. The authorities 
are complete. Here is our own, Halleck on 
International Law : : 

“The employment of spies is considored a kindof 
clandestino practice and deceitin war, allowable by 
its rules.” 

Are we in war, sir? War with France? 

Have we a French spy among us? 
_ There is another term employed; itis ‘‘em- 
issary.’’ The Senate need only to goto asimple 
dictionary ; I will not go to a law-book or any 
work on the law of nations, but I take what I 
think is the best authority, Worcester’s large 
dictionary, and I turn to “‘emissary.’’ This 
is what he says: 

“Emissary ’ and ‘spy’ are terms applied to per- 
sons sent out by a Government to an enemy’s coun- 
try for hostile purposes. An cmissary, whose office 
is the less dishonorable of the two, acts openly, but 
endeavors to influence the councils of the enemy, to 

sow seeds of dissension, A spy is concealed ond en- 


deavors to get information that may be useful to his 
employers,”” 


4 


Why, sir, that isin a: common dictionary ;: 


and yet the Senate is asked to adopt a propo:. 


sition which shall practically assert that we are 
in hostile relations with France, that France- 
at this moment has here in, Washington a spy, 
which can be only in time of war.. Such an 
assertion not only implies. ignorance oftan- 
guage, but-it ig an ingult to a friendly Power. 
Mr. CONKLING. “Mr. President, it is 


2: 
always a pleasure to. agree with the Senator. 


from Massachusetts. when. ‘he. ig right, and he 
is often right. Therefore I will:try to agree 
even in the satisfaction he seems {o feel in say- 
ing that the preparation of the amendment- 
proves ignorance eyen of language... Cer- 
tainly I make no pretension to equal the Sen- 
ator in knowledge of language, nor the value 
he sets on phrases and words. I seek things, 
not words; and I have before said to the Sen- 
ate that I drew the amendment in haste with- 
out the statute before: me, without. having 


recently referred to the statute, and without: 


aiming at form. Had the act of Congress been 
before me I should have borrowed its terms, as 
I will now borrow them. I do not ask to 
modify my amendment, because the yeas:and 
and nays having been ordered it would be in 
the power of any Senator to object, but I 
move to strike from the amendment the words 
“emissary or spy,” and insert in lieu the 
words employed in the statute, ‘agent. or 
officer.” 

I will say to the Senator, however, that I 
make this motion and accept his criticism, 
though I think full answer might be made to 
the reasons on which he has chosen to plánt 
himself. I will not wage discussion with ‘him, 
because I repeat I am after things not words, 
and I propose to investigate when proper 
occasion arises any facts, wherever those facts 
may lead, and in so doing to hew to the line, 
no matter where the chips fly. 

And, Mr. President, just here I cannot re- 
frain from commenting upon the somewhat airy 
exhibition made by the Senator from Missouri 
yesterday. I believe it is parliamentary to 
speak of that exhibition as being “‘airy.’’ The 
honorable Senator said that I could not frighten 
him; that he could not be intimidated.” He 
reminded us that he had stood on the perilous 
edge of battle. 

Mr. SCHURZ. No. 

Mr. CONKLING. He did not use those 
words; but he said he had trod the field in the 
presence of a thousand men and his heart had 
not quailed.. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did not the Senator 
say that? 

Mr. SCHURZ. No, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Who shall report him 
correctly? And how many men did he say 


he had fronted? 
Shall I tell the Senator 


Mr. SCHURZ. 
what I said? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Missouri ? : i Ba a 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCHURZ. T said that on the paths of 
duty which I had followed I had met. more 
dangerous men than the Senator from New 
York, and if there were a thousand of them 
my heart would not quail. a f 

Mr. CONKLING. Not so sotto voce. What 
was that last remark ? 

Mr. SCHURZ. And that if there were a 
thousand of them my heart would not quail. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator did not say only that. I appeal from the 
Senator to the Senate. The Senator made a 
flourish which raised a titter in the galleries ; 
it could not have escaped attention, and I 
appeal from the Senator to Senators who hear 
me when I say that he varies his statement 
now. I donot take issue with him upon the 
phrase ‘‘paths of duty;’? he may have used 
those words. But he said that he had stood 
in the presence of men more dangerous than 


| 


the Senator he referred to, and he. had stood 
in the presence of either a hundred or a thou- 
sand of them, and his heart had not quailed. 
That: was the statement with which he backed 
his vaunting that I could not intimidate him, 
or deter him from doing his duty by my amend- 
ment. Who ever thought of scaring him, or 
of putting him in fear? Did he believe the 
amendment. was meant to terrify him, whether 
he be timid or bold? : 

“Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, I repeat to . 
the Senator now that my exact language was 
this, and I remember it very distinctly: that 
on the paths of duty I had walked I had met 
men more.dangerous than the Senator, and if 
there were a thousand of them my heart would 
not quail, That is what I said. [Applause 
in the galler a ; 

-The Vick. RESIDENT. Order! 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, personal 
courage, if it be true, does not blurt or swag- 
ger ; personal courage is not froth; and men 
eminent for, the intrepidity and boldness of 
their character do not strut or perch them- 
selyeg upon an. eminence and boast of it, 
especially where it is not challenged. Ihave 
no wish, far from it, to. put my courage or my 
dangerous capacities in hopeless competition 
with those of the distinguished Senator. I 
thought that far, very far fetched, and cheap 
indeed was the attempt to convince the gal- 
leries that the amendment was. intended to in- 
timidate the Senator or to shock or overcome 
his personal courage. Equally far-fetched 
was the attempt to insinuate that any want of 
personal courtesy. attended the offer of this 
amendment, Equally preposterous was the 
assumption. of the Senator that he stood too 
high to make it, proper that investigation 
should ascend to him. ; 

I am not sure that it would be becoming in 
any member of this body to assume that an 
investigation would be improper.or audacious 
because it-might reach: him. If there be any 
member who might properly put on such airs, 
it is not that member who came here with the 
language of insinuation—I will not say of cow- 
ardly insinuation, because it would not be par- 
liamentary—-but who came here to insinuate 
that. the President of the United States, the 
first officer of the Republic, had drabbled the 
robes of his great office in the nasty mire of 
personal corruption. That honorable Senator 
ventured such an imputation. It lies before 
me in the Democratic print, the pamphlet 
which has gone to. instruct the Democracy of 
New Hampshire. Mr. President, a Senator 
who with no reason to, believe it to be true, 
and with every reason to know it to be false, 
ventured to cast such an imputation upon the 
first officer of the Government and to demand 
his investigation, should not quiver or ‘‘quail”’ 
if the hand of investigation points to members 
of the Senate or to him. He must not show 
the agitation or temper exhibited by the Sena- 
tor yésterday, unless he wishes men to say that 
it isthe hit and wounded bird that flutters. 
{Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 
If he is conscious of no wrong, he need not 
assume that investigation means him, and he 
need not exclaim that he ‘‘scorns’’ the amend- 
ment. i 
The honorable Senator purged himself in 
advance swiftly. He sought to make the arrow 

lance which he thinks is aimed at bim. Mr. 

resident, if any member.of this body, in the 
hot chase of personal vengeance, in the devi- 
ous progress of party or political secession or 
infidelity, in the ambition of party ruin of 
which he longs to be the chief architect, has 
violated the law or overleaped propriety or 
patriotism, or if such seems to be the case, I 
trust that as long as I am honored with a seat 
here I shall have the independence and integ- 
rity to. move investigation and to vote for it. 
No striking of attitudes, no threats of offense 
will stand: in the way. In all such cases I 
shall, I trust, act from some sense of duty 
and responsibility, and not from the mean and 
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groveling motives which seem to rise in some 
minds as the only springs of human action, 
and which I fling back to those who suggest 
them, o: ; > 

I did not intend, Mr. President, at this time 
to bé led even into this brief episode. . The 
honorable Senator from Missouri chose yester- 
day to make remarks touching other topics, to 
make insinuations offensive and: unfounded ; 
and to those insinuations, if I have a thing to 
say, I will fit it with a better time. There may 
come a time when without blocking. the busi- 
ness of the Senate. it may be convenient to 
answer the remarks which that honorable Sèn- 
ator chose to make. Seeking. no controversy 
with him, and wishing none, but declining none 
which he will force upon me, I will take some 
occasion, perhaps, to say something in answer 
to the Senator; and when the time comes I 
will do it with as much composure and firm- 
ness as I may bė able to command, after the 
somewhat frisky and portentous proclamation 
he has made, not only of his courage, of his 
lack of all fear, but of his prowess in those 
dangerous qualities, as I think he called them, 
of which it would be prudent to take notice, 

Now, I meve, if my motion has not been 
formally entered, to strike from the last line 
of the amendment the words ‘‘emissary or 
spy” and to insert in lieu. ‘‘ agent or officer,” 
these being the words in the law before me. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, the Senator 
from New York takes great pains in assuring 
the Senate that he did not intend to make any 
personal attacks to-day ; that he did not wish a 
personal controversy with me. It seems to me 
that those who listened to his speech day before 
yesterday and to his remarks now must bave 
come to the conclusion that his acts corre- 
spond very little with his intentions. If I did 
and said anything yesterday that looked like 
strutting, then I most sincerely beg the Sen- 
ate’s pardon: for I certainly do not want to 
encroach upon the exclusive privileges of my 
honorable and distinguished associate from 
New York. [Laughter and applause in the 
galleries.] If I did and said anything that 
looked like boasting, let me assure you, sir 
that it was not the remark that “even if i 
met a thousand of his kind I would not quail,” 
for I would not consider that a striking demon- 
stration of courage. [Laughter. ] 

But the Senator leveled one shaft at me 
which, to judge from the, magnificence with 
which he propelled it, and: from the fearful 
pomposity of his looks, he deemed absolutely 
crushing. It was when he said that one day 
I had come upon the floor of the Senate and 
had dared to throw out an insinuation against 
the Chief of this Republic, as to his being 
connected with some very questionable prac- 
tices in New York. Sir, let me say.to the 
Senator and to the country that by the state- 
ments I then made. I am willing to stand 
to-day, whether the Senator from: New York 
calls them an insittation or not; and for his 
espécial benefit I will repeat them, and £ dare 
say that recent developments have confirmed 
the truth of what I stated. What did I say? 
I said that there was a system of robbery 
going on at New York known as the general- 
order business. I said that the general-ordér 
business had been described as such in the 
report of the committee of this body which 
had by its orders investigated it.. I said that 
the merchants of New York. had protested 
against it. I said that a commission sent by 
the Secretary of the Treasury had investigated 
jt, and reported against it. And nowI declare 
that the system, in its naked deformity, and 
in afar more glaring light than any yet shed 
upon it, has been exhibited to the eyes of the 
country once more by the investigation. that 
has just taken place. - TE DE e 

The conclusion I drew. was this: that when 
the public opinion of the mercantile comirun- 
ity denounced so scandalows-an abuse; when 
the Secretary of the Treasury’ had it invest- 


i} ous. system 0: 


| 


| igated and reported against it; when a com- 


mittee of the Senate had done the same and 
it was still maintained, then there must be a 
power stronger than public opinion, stronger 
than thé committees of the Senate, stronger 
than the Secretary of the Treasury to sustain. 
it;-and what I said then I repeat to-day. Will 
the Senator gainsay it? That is the language 
I then used; that is the insinuation I then 
threw out. If the Sénator from’ New York 
can say that the logic is bad, let him speak. 
If the Senator from New York can say that 
my statement of facts is faulty, let him speak. 
Tf he can say that my conclusions are unjust- 
ifiable, let him speak. But if he cannot do 
that, by what right does he stand up here im- 
puting to me & desire of throwing an imputa- 
tion against the Chief of the Republic, when 
I only spoke of facts open to the gaze of the 
whole world, and drew conclusions from which 
no sane man can escape? 

Let me tell him that the people have their 
eyes open; they see what is going on, and they 
have minds clear enough to form their own 
judgment. Let me tell him that the people 
appreciate the efforts of those who have had 
the boldness to face those in power, and that 
those who think that by magnificent eloquence 
they can cover up the abuses which are per- 
vading the public service, however clear they 
may lay before the eyes of the world, will 
find themselves grievously disappointed. Thus 
much as to the insinuations thrown by myself 
against the Chief of this Republic. 

Now, sir, as far as my personal relations to 
the Senator from New York, or to any Sena- 
tor, are concerned, let me say that there is 
probably not a member of this body whe in 
all his utterances has preserved a more uniform 
courtesy and kindness to every Senator on 
this floor than I; that when I was provoked 
into remarks which may have been considered 
personal, certainly the provocation was so 
great that a man of spirit could not resist it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, do not 
let us “darken counsel with words.” There 


ig an issue between the Senator from Missouri, 


and myself. He understands it; so do I; let 
the Senate understand it also. Among the 
many kinds of genius possessed by the Sen- 
ator is genius as à reporter, and that genius 
rises highest when he reports himself. He 
has taken occasion to correct, as they stand 
recorded, and I presume revised by himself, 
in the Globe, repéated statements made during 
the debate. Indeed it is impossible to remen 
ber and difficult to read language used by the 
Senator in this debate which he does not rise 
to alter or to diminish or increase. A long 
and diluted repetition has been made by the 
Senator of the statement formerly made by 
him to which I referred. Here is the state- 
ment; I mean to read it and expose its mean- 
ing, and then to characterize it as far as the 
rules of this body give me a right to do so. I 
read the Sénator’s-language: : 

“ It was intimated by some of the witnesses that 
Mr. Leet, who pockéts the enormous profits arising 
from that, business, had some connection with the 
White House; put General Porter was examined, 
Mr. Leet himself was examined. ind they both tes- 
tified that it was not so, and counting the number of 
the witnesses we have no right to form a different 
conclusion. But the fact remains that this scandal- 
f robbery is sustained, is sustained 
against the voice of the merchants of New York, is 
sustained against the judgment and the voice of the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself. I ask you, how 
is it sustained? Where and what is the mysterious 

ower that sustains it? ‘Tho conclusion is inevita~ 

Te thatit is a power stronger than decent respèct 
for public opinion, nay, a power stronger than the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself.” 

What does that mean? First of all, “count: 
ing the number of the witnesses.” ` - Heard 
you ever of that mode of weighing testimony ? 
Witnesses are weighed, and not counted; 
but, says the Senator, “counting the number 
af witnesses”? we have. no-right to form a 
different-coticlusion.. That is the reason, the 
only. teason, the only barrier: that stands be- 
tween the: Executive and conviction of official 


guilt—“the numberof witnesses !—a: state oe 
ment in. itself untrae,, as -the--recordwilk > 


show, because but two-witnesses had .inginu- 
ated any such thing, and. they had both .de: 
clared ‘that they knew: nothing on the subject; 


nothing to warrant: them. ip. making ‘suche... ae 


statement; bat two witnésses. had tetifed: to. ` 
the contrarye fo oa foe cen Eds 
Therefore the -statement as..to the number 
of witnesses is unfounded, doubly-unfoundeds 
There was no proof in a legal sense, no proof 
in amoral sense, not one scintilla-of evidence 
to which any man would resort, unless he was 
blind with bigotry or mađ with. passion: to 
fasten’an imputation upon anybody... And-on 
the other side the wituesses; who: beyond ‘all 
others. knew exactly the facts, utterly denied 
the imputation. But, saysthe Senator, ‘‘count- 
ing the number of the witnesses,”’. thereby 
meaning that that is the only escapé,.the only 
door open, the only loop-hole ont.of which the 
President could go; counting the number:of 
witnesses, we have no right to say that the 
allegation was made out.. Then he adds the 
sting, but the conclusion is inevitable that the 
robbery is ‘‘sustained by a power stronger 
than decent respect for public opinion, nay; 
a power stronger than the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself.” Whom did the Senator 
mean by that, I repeat? Who wasimeant by this 
valiant accuser, who, we must. believe, could 
stand on a burning deck without a quiver ? s 
Is that the language of courage? Is. that - 
a bold and manly allegation? No,:sir, itis 
envenomed imputation smothered underneath 
cunning words; wrapped: in thé drapery. of 
mysterious hint ; itis a barbed arrow, selected 
as the most deadly arrow in the quiver of. 
malice or of slander; it is a statement point- 
ing in design right at the President. of the 
United States, and pointing nowhere else; it 
is a declaration by a Senator in his place, with 
his oath upon him, with his responsibility 
about him, aspersing the President by indi: 
rection, and so that responsibility might be 
evaded, without. evidence, without. warrant, 
without reasonable cause, without truth; and 
it was uttered as part of a demand for. investi- 
gation. If such language be tolerable at all, 
it ig least becoming in him ‘who, when it. is 
proposed to enlarge the scope of an inquiry 
so that it may reach the Senate itself, mounts: 
upon his privileges, assumes his dignity; and 
charges upon a fellow-member some personal | 
impropriety, because, forscoth, the: investigar. 
non proposed may embrace thè Senator: him, 
self! - pat ; - CAERSE 
Mr. President, that Senator kúows whether 
he has commenced or carried on communicar 
tion or correspondence- withan agent or officer 
of a foreign Government, He knows whether 
when the facts are proved, and they are laid 
down by the side of a statement made by him 
yesterday, and by the side of auother statė- 
ment heard recently in this Chamber—he knows 
whether when the truth and the statements 
lie side by side they wil square with. each 
other or not: If they do, nothing will.:be 
taken by this motion, nothing will’be lost by 
the. Senator, nothing. will have entered this 
sanctuary to ruffle the composure ‘or test the 
courage of'any.ome. o=o- < ey 
We have now a saturnalia of licentious talk, 
we have a carnival where many seem.to feel at 
liberty to pelt their country and their country-. 
men directly, and by imdirection too, to put 
afloat the most enormous and odious: accusa- 
tions; we are in the very heyday and meridian 
of investigation; there isa demand that houses 
shall be unroofed, and that.we shall look in 
upon everybody’s doings, and we should have 
an end of such senatorial dignity, of. the coy 
and shrinking suggestion that Senators. are. 
too high, or borrowing. another- phrase.of the 
Senator, that certain Senators are too: “swell 
known”? to render it suitable er fit to ir 
fate them... ; ao ean PERE 
— I know, Mr. President, in our organistt of: 


no pinnacle upon which man can stand above 
' the lawa; the duties, and the rules resting on 
the poorest and the-humblest in the land. I 
kuow of no ‘benefit of clergy, of no ‘ priv- 
ilege: of sauctuary’’ which shields a Senator 


from. responding to allegations touching 
him; and [ know of no time in the history of 
the Republic when, so. much as now, you 
might aim investigation anywhere without be- 
ing invidious or out of fashion. I propose the 
amendment upon my own responsibility, wish- 
ing to assume it all, and if my act be the sub- 
ject of criticism at all, that criticism is least 
appropriate coming from the Senator, who, in 
the language I have read, attempted to fasten, 
and who even now again, in defiance of fact 
and of right, seeks to fasten an imputation 
upon a high and blameless officer, upon the 
first officer of the country. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Mr. President, I think the 
attempt would be vain, indeed, to equal the 
`. Senator from New York in magnificence of 
phrase or of gesture; but certainly he cannot 
mean to intimate here that I decline an invest- 
igation of the conduct of Senators. Hecan- 
not have forgotten that yesterday I declared 
` most emphatically and repeatedly that I even 
invited that investigation. He certainly can- 
not.insinuate that I shrink from it. But Iwill 
repeat what I said, that I shall vote for that 
investigation with all the scorn inspired by 
the motives which dictated it. 

Sir, let me again turn to the thing that looks 
like argument in this controversy. A case 
has been dragged in by the Senator from New 
York from which I will not let bim escape so 
easily. Iasked him whether the facts I had 
stated in regard to the general-order business 
were not correct. He did not say they were 
not. He did not assert that it was not a most 
scandalous system of plunder. He did not 
assert that it had not been investigated by a 
committee of this body, and that the scandal 
* had not been exposed in the glaring light of 
day. He did not assert that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had not investigated and report- 
ed against it. He did not assert that this very 
saine scandal is not existing to this very day. 
He did not deny the correctness of my logical 
conclusion, that if public opinion was not strong 
enough to remove it, that if the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in spite of his adverse opinion, 
was not strong enough to abolish it, there must 
be some power stronger. than public opinion 
and stronger than the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sustain it. Let him indulge in phrases 
ever so magnificent, let him walk up and down 
here with an air ever so gorgeous, let him say 
to me that what I stated was ever so base, yet 
the truth of it he cannot deny, and there I hold 
him. {Manifestations of applause in the gal- 
leries, which were checked by the Vice Presi- 
dent.] And now, sir, here we stand before 
the country, one of us exposing himself to 
obloquy for a cause which he has proven to 
be just and according to established truth, and 
the other vociferates against him in the most 
magniloquent way, who has not yet shown that 
he possesses the courage in the face of ‘the 


powers that be’’ to draw an honest conclusion. ` 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York, to strike out 
the words ‘‘spy or emissary’’ and. insert 
“agent or officer thereof.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


on the amendment as amended, on which the | 


yeas and nays have been ordered. 
‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 49, nay 1; as follows: 
YBAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 


Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, | 
Conkling, Corbett, Ed- 


Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
gon, Gilbert, Harlan, Hill, Hitcheock, Jobnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pome- 


roy, Pratt, Ramios, Rice, Roborteon, Sawyer, Schurz, 
7 son, Su! ; - 

Sort Viscose Wot Windom, and Wright—49, 

NAY--Mr. Sprague-l. - A 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, . Bucking- 
bam, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of -West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Patterson, Pool, Sauls- 
bury, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 
son——zo. f >, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President— 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont. f ; i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the resolution and preamble before I 

roceed. À i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SUMNER, Task that the question shall 
be divided, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have a right to ask for 
the yeas and nays on the resolution and pre- 
amble. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Butany Senator 
has a rightto demand a division, as it is plainly 
susceptible of division, each proposition being 
able to stand, the other being rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. Iam now ask- 
ing for the yeas and nays on theresolution and 
preamble. Of course when we come to take 
the vote they can be divided into forty parts. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Vermont demands the yeas and nays on the —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the resolution and 
preamble. 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask for a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair enter- 


‘tains that request, and decides that the Sen- 


ator has a right to demand a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A division of what? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of the preamble, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand that; 
and I submit thatnobody hasa right to demand 
a division of my demand as a Senator, if one 
fifth of the members agree with me, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly, the 
Senator has demanded the yeas and nays on 
the resolution and on the preamble, and if 
the Senate insist oa the strict enforcement of 
the rule, the question must first be taken upon 
the. resolution, and the preamble is reserved 
by the Manual until the resolution shall have 
been disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 
object. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senate will take the question by 
yeas and nays upon the preamble and resolu- 
tion together. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg pardon of the Chair, 
I wish that the order should be on each 
specifically. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order for 
the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SUMNER. The order for the yeas and 
nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. Chair un: 
derstands the Senator from Massachusetts as 
desiring a division on the various clauses of 
the preamble. i 

Mr. SUMNER: No; I demand a division 
of the question on thè preamble and the reso- 
lution. : . : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Precisely. Then 
the question will be on seconding the demand 
for. the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. i 


I am sure no one will 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the || 


resolution. | : a 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. A demand has been 
mace for the. yeas and nays upon the pream- 

e. š 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The demand was 
made for the yeas and nays upon the pream- 
ble, but that is not yet before the Senate. If 
the rule is to be enforced, that must be. re- 
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served until after. action is had on the resolu- 
tion. o; : . : 
- Mr. SUMNER. Have I not the floor? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator has 
the floor. a ee ; 

Mr. SUMNER. The-yeas and nays have 
not been ordered on the preamble; and I 
desire to say that in order to. simplify: this 
question, that. our final vote may be on the 
resolution alone, I propose to withdraw the 
preamble, the same being now in my power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 
The preamble is not before us. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I most seriously object 
to its withdrawal after we have wasted nearly 
two weeks of the valuable time of this session 
on that preamble and because of that pre- 
amble and because it was insisted upon that 
it should. be discussed. I insist upon æ vote 
on it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. The question 
will be for the Chair to decide whether the 
preamble is in my power now or not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
decide the question, because the rule is very 
plain on the subject.. The rule giving the 
right to a member to withdraw-a proposition, 
which also has been by the usage of the Sen- 
ate considered to include the right to modify, 
reads as follows; it ig the latter part of the 
tenth rule: “And any motion may be with- 
drawn by the mover’’—which also means 
“ modified,” as has been the construction— 
‘at any time before a decision, amendment, 
or ordering of the yeas and nays, except a 
motion to reconsider, which shall not be witb- 
drawn without leave of the Senate.’’ The reso- 
lution of the Senator from Massachusetts has 
been amended by a vote of the Senate. The 
question now is, does that include the pre- 
amble? Isthe preamble a part of the reso- 
lution? Ifthe preamble is a part of the reso- 
lution, but only reserved for a vote after the 
resolution shall have been disposed of, then 
by the tenth rule, as this motion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has been amended by 
the Senate, he has not the right now to modify 
it by a withdrawal of the preamble. ‘The Chair 
will now ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
and others to follow him to page 289 of the 
Manual, which lays down, in an extract from 
Grey and in the language of Jefferson in writ- 
ing the Manual, the following: 

* Whena bill ig taken up in committee, or on its 
second reading, they postpone. the preamble till the 
other parts of the bill are gone through. The rea- 
son is that on consideration of the body of the bil? 
such alterations may therein be made as may.also 
occasion the alteration of the preamble.” 

The evident construction of this language 
is that the preamble is part of the bill. The 
Chair wih again read these words, because 
there is a marked difference between the two 
sentences in this part of Jefferson’s Manual: 

“When a billis taken up in committee, or on its 
second reading, they postpone the preamblo till the 
other parts of the bill are gone through.” 

That is to say, the preamble is part of the 
bill; but it must. be reserved until the other 
parts of the bill are gone through: 

“The reason is that on consideration of the body 
of the bill such alterations may therein be made ar 
may also occasion the alteration of the preamble,” 

And, therefore, the preamble is thus de- 
clared in the extract from Grey, and also by 
Jefferson’s language, to be part of the bill, 
the others parts having first to be disposed of 
and the preamble last considered. A resolu- 
tion of course follows the rule in regard to 
bills, and therefore the preamble is part of the 
resolution exactly as Jefferson and Grey, au- 
thorities on both sides of the Atlantic, state 
that the preamble is part of the bill; and as 
this is part of the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, inasmuch as the tenth rule pro- 
vides that .‘‘any motion may be withdrawn 
by the mover at any time before. a decision, 
amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays,” 
as the motion has been amended by. the Sen- 
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ate, it is not now within the Senator’s power, 
except by consent of the Senate, to modify the 
preamble, Itcan be done, however, by amead- 
ment. The power cannot be exercised by a 
single member, but can of course be exercised 
to any extent by amending the preamble or 
any clause thereof. 

Mr. HARLAN. Would an amendment be 
in order now to the body of the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be. 
The preamble is reserved until the other part, 
which is the resolution, is disposed of. 

Mr. HARLAN. I send to the Chair an 
amendment to the resolution itself. 

The amendment was read, being to strike 
out the following words: 

War between France and Germany; to ascertain 
the persons to whom such sales were made, the cir- 
cumstances undor which they were-made, and the 
real parties in interest, and the sums respectively 
paid and received by the real parties. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Fiscal year ending 30th of Juno, A. D. 1871; to 
ascertain the persons to whom such sales weremade, 
the circumstances under which they were made, the 
sums respectively paid by said purchasers to the 
United States, the disposition made of the proceeds 
of said sales. . , 

So that, if amended, the resolution will 
read: 

Resolved, That a sclect committee of seven be 
appointed to investigate all sales of ordnance 
stores made by the Government of the United States 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, A. D. 
1871; to ascertain the persons to whom such sales 
were made, the circumstances under which they 
were made, the sums respectively paid by said pur- 
chasers to the United States, the disposition made 
of the proceeds of said sales; and that said commit- 
tee also inquire and report whether any member of 
the Senate, or any other American citizen, is, or has 
been, in communication or collusion with the Gov- 
ernment or authorities of France, or with any agent 
or officers thereof, in reference to the said matters; 
and that the committee have power to send for per- 
sons and papers; and that the investigation be con- 
ducted in public, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. SUMNER. I must ask to have that 
reported again, and I should like to see that 
in print before we vote. 

he amendment was again read. 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask forthe yeas and nays 
on that amendment. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered, —— 

Mr. SUMNER. I would say that, listening 
to that as it was read at the desk, I am not 
able fully to appreciate the difference between 
the amendment and the original resolution ; 
but it seems to me thai it will impair the force 
of the inquiry; it will limit the investigation. 
Is the Senate so disposed? Will you close the 
door, or open it wide and broad? The terms 
of the original resolution do so open the door; 
as I understand the amendment, it will par- 
tially close that door. On that. account, I 
object to it. Ithink that after the professions 
we have heard, the open declarations in favor 
of investigation, Senators cannot hesitate to 
adopt the broadest language possible. If 
there are any terms broader than those origin- 
ally employed inthe resolution, let those be 
adopted; but, as I understand, it is proposed 
to narrow the terms, and thereby limit the 
inquiry. : oe 

Now, sir, I am against any such limitation. 
The original resolution proposes to ascertain 
“the real parties in interest.” Those import- 
ant terms, as I understand, are to be elimin- 
ated. But is not that an essential element 
in the inquiry, who were the real parties in 
interest? There, sir, is a question which may 
involve the honor of our country. I do not 
say that that honor will not come out safe from 
this inquiry, but I do say that the honor we all 
cherish can be maintained only by the fullest 
inquiry. Therefore, because I am for light, I 
object to the amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
errs greatly when he supposes that the terms 
I propose will narrow the inquiry. The ori- 
ginal text proposed an investigation to be lim- 
ited by the period of the Prussian-French war, 


i 


a period of but a fraction of a year. The 
terms I propose will enable the committee to 
inquire as to these sales during the fiscal year. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave no objection to that 
part of the Senator’s amendment, “during 
the fiscal year.’”’ 

Mr. HARLAN. T apprehended that when 
properly understood the Senator would see 
that the phrases I use are better than his. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If my friend from Iowa 
will allow me, I will state that I find by com- 
paring the two propositions that the amend- 
ment broadens the inquiry in one important 
particular. The amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa proposes to inquire into the dispo- 
sition of the money received, which has been 
the chief point of dispute, as I have understood, 
or one of the chief points of dispute. One of 
the points raised was that there was a discrep- 
ancy in money, aud as a matter of course in 
that particular the proposition of the Senator 
from Iowa is much broader than the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
from Ohio having made the additional explan- 
ation which I intended, I have nothing more 
to add. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ithink if the Senator from 
Ohio will look at the original resolution, he 
will see that it was in its essence broader than 
the substitute. As I say, I have only heard 
the amendment read atthe desk. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio has had the advantage, as I see, 
of going to the desk and reading it. Ihave 
not read it and compared it word for word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are three points 
of difference, and only three. The proposition 
ofthe Senator from Lowa directs the inquiry 
to be into sales during the fiscal year 1871. In 
that particular I think it is better. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is no objection to 


that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It also broadens the in- 
quiry, inasmuch as it directs investigation as 
to the disposition of the money received for 
the arms.. It strikes out one expression as to 
an inquiry, into ‘the real parties in interest”’ 
in the purchases. I submit to the Senator 
from Massachusetts whether by the rule of 
international law it is right for this Senate to 
enter into an inquiry as to the conduct of the 
French Government, which no doubt received 
these arms, which was the party in interest. 
It seems to me that is going beyond the rea- 
sonable power of the Senate, and beyond the 
reasonable extent of an inquiry to be made by 
the Senate, which should go no further than 
to ascertain whether any officer of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, from the highest to 
the lowest, has done anything that is wrong or 
improper. It does seem to me that in that 
particular the inquiry proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts goes beyond the just sub- 
ject of inquiry by the Senate of the United 
States. I think these three particulars are the 
only differences between the propositions. 

Mr. SUMNER. If I have misunderstgod 
the amendment, it is simply because I relied 


upon hearing, and not as my friend from Ohio | 


did, upon reading. If, as he says, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa really does 
cover the whole case, if under that amend- 
ment this investigation can be fully made so 
that we can know the whole nature of these 
sales, the money paid, the disposition of the 
money, everything that. may tend to show the 
character of the transaction—do I understand 
the Senator from Ohio to say that all that is 
secured? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think all that and 
more. I think the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa is broader in every particular 
than the proposition of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, except in one respect, and that is 
that it does not authorize an inquiry into 
the ‘real parties in interest ;’? and I submit 


whether it would be proper for us to extend !i 


H 


our inquiry into the conduct of the French 
Government, who undoubtedly was the real 
party interested in the purchase. It seems to 
me we ought not to do that. 

Mr. SUMNER. But the original terms of 
my resolution would not carry it into any 
investigation of the conduct of the French 
Government, 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I think it would. 

Mr. SUMNER. If we found out they were 
the party, that would be all. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it would carry it 
into the conduct of all parties in interest, and 
I think we ought to stop short of that. We 
ought to extend the inquiry into the conduct 
of our own officers, but never ought to under- 
take to examine the conduct ofa foreign Gov- 
ernment. Undoubtedly the French Govern- 
ment was the party in interest. We ought to 
stop short of that. 

Mr. SUMNER, I will not press the call 
for the yeas and nays, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the demand for, the yeas and nays 
will be regarded as withdrawn. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
call is withdrawn. The question is on the 
amendment ofthe Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I voted a few moments 
ago for an amendment offered by the Senator 
from New York, one object of which is to 
make an inquiry in ‘regard to the action of 
Senators. The debate has disclosed that it is 
aimed, or it is assumed that it is aimed at cer- 
tain members of the body. I observe that this 
resolution proposes to raise a select commit- 
tee to inquire into certain transactions con- 
nected with the sale of arms. Now, by way 
of amendment the proposition of the Senator 
from New York has been added ; and by that 
it will be observed that the Senators who 
moved this investigation would be excluded 
from the commiitee. It would not be regarded 


' as delicate for the gentlemen who have moved 


this investigation into the sale of arms to take 
a place upon a committee which, in addition 
to making that investigation, was also charged 
with the duty of inquiring into the conduct of 
certain Senators, they being the particular Sen- 
ators aimed at. Of course, the Senator from 
New York had no such design as that in offer- 
ing his amendment; but that would be the 
effect of it. 

It certainly would be both parliamentary and 
proper that the Senators moving this investi- 
gation, and who have taken an interest in it, 
should be upon the committee, or at least 
some of them. The effect of this amendment 
would be to exclude them from the commiitee, 
and I suggest to the Senate whether it would 
not be better to have those resolutions sepa- 
rately, and let the resolution to inquire into 
the conduct of Senators go to some other com- 
mittee, and the committee to investigate the 
sale of arms not have charge of that; other- 
wise you will exclude from the committee 
the very Senators some of whom ought to go 
upon this committee to investigate the arms 
transaction. 

I do not wish to provoke a diseassion on that 
point now; but I do not believe in raising a 
committee antagonistic to the subject of invest- 
igation., At least some of the members of 
that committee should be members of the 
body who are in favor of the investigation 
which is sought. It is suggested by a Senator 
that all the Senators are in favor of it. That 
may be true in one sense; but certain mem- 
bers of the body, as we all know, have brought 
this matter to the notice of the Senate, and 
having discussed it here, have information in 
regard to it, and it is proper that some of those 
members should go upon the committee. Now, 
it seems to me that if you connect the two 
things together, you thereby exclude from the 
committee some persons who I think ought 
to go upon it. 

Ï do not know how this suggestion may strike 
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the Senate; but with a view of bringing this 
matter'to the notice of the Senate, I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the Senator from New York was adopted, 
my object being if it should be reconsidered 
to refer that inquiry to some other committee, 
and not the committee proposed to be raised 
by. this resolution. I make the motion, to 
bring it before the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. Let us have the vote on 
“the pending amendment. 

: The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Illinois moves to reconsider, but that 
motion must be reserved until the pending 
question is disposed of, as it has priority, being 
first moved. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
the question being taken on that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois now moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate agreed to the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is evident we shall 
not finish this matter to-night, and as there 
are executive messages on the table, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. SAWYER. While the galleries are 
being cleared, I renew my motion that when 
the Senate adjourns it adjourn to Friday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion can- 
not be entertained except by unanimous con- 
sent, as business is still pending, until the 
doors have been closed. If there is no objec- 
tion, the Senator from South Carolina renews 
is motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. COLE and Mr. EDMUNDS. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Iask consent to have the 
bill (S. No. 577) to reéstablish the branch 
mint at New Orleans, and to restore the same 
to the city of New Orleans, recommitted to 
the Committee on Commerce. I reported it 
fromthe Committee on Commerce by mistake. 
l was not authorized by the committee to 
report it when Idid; and I therefore ask leave 
to move that the bill be recommitted. 

No objection being made, the motion was 
entertained, aud agreed to. . 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills to-day received from the 
House of Representatives were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1662) for the remission of 
taxes on certain distilled spirits destroyed by. 
the great fire at Chicago ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1663) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank of South Danvers to 
change its name to the Warren National Bank 
of Peabody, Massachusetts; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 1664) to change the loca- 
tion of the First National Bank of Seneca, 
State of Illinois, to the city of Morris, Illinois, 

The bill (H. R. No. 1048) supplemental to 
and amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
prescribe the mode of obtaining evidence in 
cases of contested elections,” approved Feb- 
ruary 19, 1861, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1660) to relieve Robert 
E. Cowen, of Kansas City, Missouri, of polit- 


I object. 


ical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth | 


amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate thereupon proceeded to thecon- | 


sideration of executive business. After eight 


minutes spent in executive session, the doors | 


were reopened, and (at four o’clock and forty- 
eight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to 
Friday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burren, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was tread and 
approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TILL FRIDAY. 


Mr. WILLARD. ILeall forthe regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a privileged motion. 
I move that when the House adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. KING. I second the motion, and hope 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Whatis the object of 
adjourning over? 

Mr. COBB. To-morrow will be the 22d of 
February—the anniversary of Washington’s 
birthday... 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Itis not customary, I 
believe, to adjourn over that day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggeststo the 
gentleman from North Carolina not to press 
his motion until the House is fuller. Gentle- 
men in charge of the public business are not 
now in their seats, and they ought to be heard 
on this question. There is evidently not a 
quorum in the House. 

Mr. COBB. The 22d of February has 
been made a national holiday, and I think the 
House ought toadjournover. Iwill, however, 
withdraw the motion for the present. 


REFORM OF CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. WILLARD. Irenew the demand for 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER, The morning hour now 
begins, and the regular order is the bill (H. 
R. No. 787) to preserve the independence of 
the several departments of the Government. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desireto ask the House 
again (and I do it by request of the committee, 
who had a meeting this morning) to order that 
this bill be assigned as the special order of busi- 
ness for Wednesday four weeks from to-day, 
its consideration to commence, to the exclu- 
sion of all other business, at two o'clock on 
that day, to be resumed on the following day 
at the same hour, and the previous question 
to be considered operating at four o'clock on 
the latter day. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the arrangement proposed by the gentleman 
from Vermont will be made. 

Mr. DUKE. Willthe bill be open for amend- 
ment at that time? 

The SPEAKER. It will be then in pre- 
cisely the same attitude as it is now. 

Mr. WILLARD. We shall offer no resist- 
ance to amendments in aid of the purpose of 
the bill. Ifthe gentleman has an amendment 
we shall not object to his offering it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Then itis 
understood that amendments may be offered 
to the bill when it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. WILLARD. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

There being no objection, the order pro- 
posed by Mr. WILLARD was made. 


MACHINERY FOR SPINNING COTTON. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the tariff laws of the United States as 
to allow the free importation of machinery used 
expressly for spinning cotton into yarn. 

LEGAL PROCEEDINGS IN UTAH. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask the House to adopt 
the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Attorney General is hereby 
required to transmit to this House astatement of all 


criminal cases now pending, or brome t within tho 
last year, in the district courts of Utah Territory for 
crimes cognizable under the authority of United 
States law, and also all civil actions in which the 
United States are concerned, and the cost and ex- 
penses thereof; second, all other criminal cases in 
the Territory of Utah now pending in said courts; 
for what crimes and offenses, and against what laws; 
by what authority instituted; in what manner the 
grand and petit jurors in said district courts have 
been selected, drawn, and summoned during tho 
last year; by what afficers said grand and petit jurors 
have been drawn, and said criminals arrested ; under 
what law of Congress or territorial statute said jurors 
have been sworn, and by what appropriations under 
the lawsand usages of the Government the expenses 
of these last criminal cases must be paid. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is this a bill or a resolu- 


tion? 
Mr. SARGENT. It is a résolution of 
inquiry. I only wish to get the facts. 


There being no objection, the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ;. and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT E, COWAN. 


Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1660) to relieve 
Robert È. Cowan, of Kansas City, Missouri, 
of legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill which was read, provides that all 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States, by reason of his partici- 
pation in the late rebellion, be, and are hereby 
removed from Robert E. Cowan, of Kansas 
City, in the’State of Missouri. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. - I suggest to the 
gentleman to strike out the words ‘legal and’! 
wherever they occur. 

Mr. McGREW. Tagree to that amendment, 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. McGREW moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY STAFF CORPS, 


Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be authorized to send for persons and papers, and 
examine witnesses under oath, in relation to the 
subject of the reorganization or consolidation of the 
staff corps of the Army. 


LIGHT-IOUSE IN. RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. EAMES, by uvanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following ‘resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, directed to report to this House upon 
the necessity and expediency ofestablishing alight on 
the stone- pyramid at Bullock’s Point, on the eastside 
of Providence river, in the State of Rhode Island, 
and between Sabin’s and Connecticut Points. 


PROTECTION OF LIFE ON RAILROADS. 


Mr. ACKER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be, and is hereby, instructed to report to this House 
at an early day, by bill or otherwise, such action as 
may be within the constitutional powers of Congress 
as will insure the uninterrupted transit of passen- 
gers and more cifectually secure the safety of trav- 
élers and the better protection of lifo and property 
in travel on railroads in the United States. 

Mr. ACKER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was ‘adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider bè 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohjo, demanded the 
regular ordér of business. n l S 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins atnineteen minutes past twelve o'clock, 
andthe regular order is the call of committees 
for reports, beginning with the select Commit- 
tee to Investigate the Condition of Affairs in 
the State of Louisiana. ' Cet a f 

Mr. ARCHER. The chairman of that 
commiltee is vut fòr a moment, aud I should 
like its place reserved so that he may make a 
motion to print. i aly, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make 
that motion now. . . . 

Mr. ARCHER. I move, then, that commit- 
tee be allowed to report the evidence which it 
has taken, and that it be orderéd to be printed 
and recommitted. ` 

The motion was agreed to.” 

EVIDENCE IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. McCRARY, from the Committee of 
Elections, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1048) supplemental to an act amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘An act to prescribe the mode of 
obtaining evidence in eases of contested elec- 
tions,” approved February 19, 1851, 

The bill, which was read, provides in its first 
section that in all contested-election cases the 
time allowed for taking téstimony shall be 
ninety days, and the testimony shall bé taken 
in the following order: the contestant shall 
take testimony during the first forty days; the 
returned member during the succeeding forty 
days; and the contestant thay take testimony 
in rebuttal only during the remaining ten days 
of said period. Sach testimony in rebuttal 
may be taken on five days’ notice. Testimony 
may be taken at two or more places at the 
same time. 

The second section provides that either 
party to a contested-election case desiring to 
take the testimony of a witness or witnesses 
residing outside of the district, and beyond 
the reach ofa subpena, may take the same by 
deposition. The party desiring to take such 
deposition shall serve the opposite party, or 
his attorney, with a notice, stating the names 
of the witnesses whose testimony is to be thus 
taken, and their place of residence, and also 
stating that a commission will, at the end of 
ten days from the time of the service of such 
notice, be issued by some officer to be named 
in such notice, and directed to some one of 
the officers authorized by law to take testi- 
mony in cases of contested election, and also 
setting out in full the interrogatories to be pro- 
pounded to such witness or witnesses. Such 
notice, when served, shall be filed with the 
officer who is to issne the commission, and 
cross-interrogatories may also be filed with 
such officer at any time before the expiration 
of the ten days’ notice. At the end of the 
ten days’ notice, such officer shallissue acom- 
mission, addressed to some one of the officers 
authorized by law to take testimony in con- 
tested-election cases, residing at or near the 
place of residence of such witnesses, and 
directing him to take their depositions upon 
the aforesaid interrogatories and cross-inter- 
rogatories, (if any cross-interrogatories are 
filed,) and to forward the same, when taken 
and duly certified, to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives of the United States, at 
Washington, District of Columbia. A com- 
mission to take depositions under this act may 
be issued by either of the officers authorized 
by law to take testimony in contested-election 
cases, 7 

The amendment of the committee was read, 

- ag follows: 

Striko out section two and insert the following: 

Bgc. 2, Depositions of witnesses residing outside 
of the district, and beyond the reach of subpena, 
may be taken before any officer, authorized by law 
to take testimony in contested-election cases in the 
district in which the witness to be examined may 
reside. The party desiring to tuke a deposition 
under the provisions of this section shall give the 
opposite party reasonable notice of the time and 


place, when and where sueh deposition will be 
taken, as well as of the name of. the witness or wit- 
nesses to be examined, and of the officer before 
whom the deposition will be taken. . Such reason- 
able notice shall be at least ten days, 4nd one day in 
addition for each forty miles of the distance from 
the usual place of residence.of the party notified to 
the place of the taking of sich deposition. Either 
party may appear at the tiking of such deposition, 
either in person or by attorney. Notice to take dep- 
osition under this act. must be gerved during the 
first thirty days of the period allowed for taking 
testimony. : . : a 
_ Sec. 3. All officers taking testimony to be used in 
a contested-election case, whether by deposition or 
otherwise, shall, when the taking of the snme is 
completed, and without unnecessary délay, certify 
the same and carefully seal and immediately forward 
the same by mail addressed to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives of the United States, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; and shall also indorse upon the envelope 
containing such deposition or testimony the name 
of the ease in which it is taken, together with the 
name of the party in whose behalf it is taken. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on.the table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHIEF CLERK OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SWANN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee On Appropriations to report back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1120) to increase the om- 
pensation of the chief clerk of the Depart- 
mént of State. And I ask permission to have 
that bill taken from the morning hour, and 
that I be permitted to move it as an amend- 
ment in Committee of the Whole to the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There can be no 
objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Maryland asks that the bill (H. R. No. 1120) 
be withdrawn from the morning hour, and 
that he have permission, when the House shall 
again go into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill, to move it as an 
amendment thereto. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was 80 
ordered. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reporteda bill (H. R. No. 1661) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1878; which was read a first and 
second time. > 

Mr. MARSHALL, I move that the bill be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that it 
be made a special order for to-morrow after 
the morning hour, and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The motion of Mr. Marsua.t was agreed to. 

PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1118) 
to facilitate the execution of and to protect 
certain public works of improvement, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

* JOHN H. STAILEY. 

Mr. PALMER, from the same committee, 
reported back the petition of John H. Stailey, 
for relief on account of money loaned, aud 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and that 
it be referred to the Committee of Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REMISSION OF TAXES. 


Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


1662) for the remission of taxes on certain 
distilled spirits destroyed by the great fire at 
Chicago ; which was read a first and“secoad 


time. 

The bill was réad. ` Tt sets forth in the pré- 
aihble that certain distilled spirits, while in 
bonded warehouses in the city of Chicago, 
werd destroyed by the great fire on the 8th and 
Oth of October last. The bill therefore author: 
izes and directs the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, on presentation of proof of their 
destruction satisfactory to him, to remit and 
release the direct tax of fifty cents per gallon 
dive and collectable on the distilled: spirits 
which wére in store in the distillery bonded 
warehouses of Messrs. Dickinson, Leach & 
Co., Thomas Lynch, Mason & Crosby, and 
the Keller Distillery Company, and consumed 
when said warehouses were destroyed by fire 
on the 8th and 9th of October, 1871. i 

Mr. BURCHARD. The persons named in 
this bill have presented their petition and ask 
for a remission of certain taxes assessed against 
them, and for relief from the payment of the 
gallon tax. The matter was referred to the 
Treasury Department, and a repott made by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. The 
committee recommend the remission of tho 
gallon tax, but not of the special taxes, and 
have instructed me to report this bill and ask 
its consideration by the House. The report 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenué 
sustains the position. _ . f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois whether it would not be 
better to pass a general bill providing thie 
relief for all persons whose property was de- 
sttoyed in bonded warehouses by the firs in 
Chicago, instead of passing a special bill in each 
case? Why not pass a general bill on the 
subject, and devolve this power upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasuty? The former policy of 
Congress has been in such cases to allow the 
Secretary of the Treasury under certain lim- 
itations to make remission of taxes. I submit 
that if it is proper to give this relief to the 
Pa mentioned in the biil, it would be 

etter to pass a general bill. This subject has 
recéived the careful consideration of the House 
heretofore; it has been considered by the 
Committee of Claims of the House; I believe 
this is the first report of this kind that hag 
ever been made by any other committee of the 
House, and certainly by this committee. But 
still, if the bill is right in principle, I submit 
that a general law on the subject would be 
equally right and proper. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It did not seem wise to 
the committee to modify the general law so as 
to give the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue power in all case3 if in his judgment it is 
proper to reniit the taxes on spirits destroyed 
by fire, but when parties come before Congress 
with proof, showing a meritorious case, relief 
ought to be extended, or the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue ought to be authorized to 
remit the taxes in those cases. There would 
be no objection perhaps to a law including all 
spirits destroyed in the burnt districtof Chicago 
by that fire; but the committee have no knowl- 
edge of any other cases than those mentioned 
in the bill. So far as the knowledge of the 
committee extends, no other applications have 
been made for the remission of, taxes. The 
case is different from those in which spirits 
have been destroyed by an ordinary fire ‘at 
detached distilleries in different parts of the 
country. Here is a case wheré there could 
have been no collusion on the part of the dis- 
tillers. There have been cases in which spirits 
have been destroyed where the distillers have 
been burned out, and it has been found that it 
has been done with the intent to defraud the 
Government. AH these cases should be care- 
fally considered and scanned. It seems to the 
committee, if I understand their views upon the 
subject, that each case should stand upon ils 
own merits... I 

a 


Mr. HOLMAN. One other question. 
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such- cases as this the. Committee of-Claims 
hays. ålwäys inquired whether the spirits in 
bond. destroyed by fire were covered by insur- 
ance:or not, and have uniformly“held that in 
cases of insurance where the insurance was 
taken into account the. Government should 
have the. benefit of that insurance. as well as 
the party; for the insurance policy may go. to 
the extent of covering the taxes. I see that 
this bill makes no provision taking that into 
account. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
repayment of taxes. : 
`` Mr. HOLMAN, For the remission of taxes 
on. property destroyed which may have been 
covered by insurance. If that be so, the in- 
surance should inure to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment. Otherwise, the parties will not only 
get the remission of the taxes on the spirits 
destroyed, but would also receive the insur- 
ance upon them. 

‘Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then, had we not 
better change the law and provide that the 
tax shall be on insurance rather than a tax 
upon spirits? Did the gentleman from Indiana 
ever before hear of a Government that taxed 
property iú the original package after it was 
destroyed ? 

: Mt. HOLMAN. The party insures himself 
against that loss. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. The party may 
insure himself, but I ask the gentleman if 
he thinks it fair for any Government to collect 
a tax On what is destroyed in the original 
package? f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will put the question to 
the gentleman in this form: ought the Gov- 
ernment to lose the benefit of the tax if the 
insurance company is responsible for it? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is a question 
bétween the insurance company and the party 
insured. When the party insured sues the 
insurance company, perhaps the company 
may set up the plea that the party has toa 
certain extent received benefit from the Gov- 
ernment by the remission of taxes on the 
property destroyed, I reckon it is a very 
rare case that the insurance covers the value 
of the property as well as the amount of taxes 
to which it is liable; and for the Government 
to enforce the collection of taxes upon prop- 
erty that has been destroyed in the original 
package is something that was never done by 
any Government on the face of the earth. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not as against the insur- 
ance company? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Itis the whisky we 
are taxing, and not the insurance company. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. The owner of the spirits 
is already liable for the tax. The tax is a 
vested right in the Government. There is no 
pretense that the destruction of the article 
upon which the tax is imposed relieves the 
party from the tax. If the party insuring his 
property is to receive the benefit of that insur- 
ance to an extent that would cover the value 
of the property and of the tax, I submit that 
the benefit of the insurance should inure to 
the Government to the extent of the tax. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I nowyield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Nrevacx,] of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

_ Mr. NIBLACK. 
very little of what has been said on this bill, 
which I understand is a bill to release certain 
taxes upon whisky that was destroyed by fire 
before the taxes were paid. I am honestly in 
favor of the general proposition contained in 
this bill, as Tunderstand it. I think we should 
establish the proposition—we have already 
made a precedent, and I think we ought to 
adhere to it—that we will not exact taxes from 
any property that has been destroyed in the 
original package, by fire or by other casualty. 
Such is already the law in regard to foreign 
importations: .When goods are imported 
from a foreign country and are destroyed in a 


This is a claim for 


bonded warehouse, or at any other point, be- ` 
fore the duties shall have been paid on them, | 


I have been able to hear | 
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the - Treasury. Department. has ‘power under a 
general law to release the duties. : 

But there is no such provision of law appli- 
cable to our idternal revenue taxes. I believe, 
and I call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] 
to the proposition, that there ought. to. be a 
general law applying the principle now in force 
in regard to dutiable goods to articles upon 
which internal revenue taxes are assessed. 
There. is. no reason’ why the same principle 
should not apply as wéll to internal taxes as to 
our tariff duties. And besides that, whenever 
an article is destroyed either. by fire or other 
casualty before the taxes have been paid upon 
it, that is a loss to some one, a clear loss either 
to the owner of the property or to the company 
that insures it. Somebody loses the value of 
the article, the article itself having been de- 
stroyed, and I think the commonest principles 
of equity, the plainest principles of fair dealing 
between the Government and its people require 
that the Government should then relinquish all 
claim to taxes on the articles thus destroyed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As against the insurance 
company? f 

Mr. NIBLACK. As against anybody, be- 
cause the tax does notenter into the consider- 
ation when the insurance policy is given. The 
insurance only applies to the value of the 
article, and not to the taxes upon it; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the amount of 
the tax upon the whisky enter into the value 
of the article ? 

Mr. NIBLACK. That is true as between 
the buyer and seller, but the insurance by a 
third party does not affect the taxes upon the 
article as between the owner of the property 
and the Government. The property might be 
insured in a dozen insurance companies for 
that matter, and yet be destroyed in the hands 
of an assignee or some other third party, and 
still the original owner or manufacturer of the 
article would be bound to the Government for 
the taxes assessed upon the article. I stand, 
therefore, upon this simple and broad propo- 
sition, that when an article has been destroyed 
and put out of existence the Government 
ought to remit all claims for taxes upon that 
property. As I have already said, such is 
now the general law applicable to goods im- 
ported from foreign countries. Iknow of no 
reason why we should not be as liberal to per- 
sons who owe taxes to the Government upon 
articles subject to internal revenue taxes. 

Mr. STRONG. 1 fully concur in the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Nipuack] who last addressed the House. This 
matter of releasing the taxes upon whisky in 
bonded warehouses, where the warehouses and 
the whisky therein have been destroyed hy fire, 
is one that ought to be covered by a general 
law. As a sub-committee of the Committee 
of Claims, I have now before me some three 
or four bills providing for the release of over 
one hundred thousand dollars of taxes upon 
whisky thus destroyed in bonded warehouses 
in the State of Ilinois. [believe the tax ought 
to be released, independent of the question 
whether the owner of the property had it. in- 
sured or not. The insurance covers only the 
value of the property in the hands of the man 
at the time the property is destroyed. It does 
not cover what that property may be worth 
after it has passed ont of his hands and the tax 
has been paid. The tax is usually unpaid until 
the whisky is removed from the bonded ware- 
house. And why should the-unpaid tax, in 
adjusting an insurance loss, be considered any 
part of the value of the property destroyed? 
Ought we to insist upon the collection of the 
tax for the purpose simply of compelling in- 
surance companies to pay it? Clearly there 
would be no justice in such a course of action. 

I desire that the committee reporting this 
bill should withdraw it and prepare a general 
bill covering all such cases; for manifestly 
cases of this kind will often arise to take up 
the time of the committees of this House. A 


| based upon this principle. 


general bill giving the.Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue: power, to decide on all these 
Gases would seem’ to me:wisé and proper. I 
do not see why a case of property destroyed at 
Chicago should have preference over other 
similar cases. The Commissioner can decide 
upon one case as well as another. Thus the 
House can be relieved from the consideration 
of this class of cases, and much time can be 


saved. ; : 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I trust the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Srrone] 
will introduce a general bill on this subject, 
and haveitreferred tothecommittee. Legisla- 
tion of this kind, if general in. its character, 
ought to be very carefully considered, because 
we all know that great fires are great excuses. 
They have proved to be so in a great many 
cases. Gentlemen will recollect the history of 
the fire in the Treasury building some years 
ago, and the reason which has been tradition- 
ally assigned for it. Legislation of this char- 
acter cannot be too strictly guarded. Itshould 
be so cautiously framed that by no possibility 
can a pretended loss be foisted on the Govern- 
ment in order to avoid the payment of taxes 
or to recover taxes which have been properly 

aid. 
Mr. STRONG. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. | I prefer that the gentle- 
man should hear me through. 

But, sir, when a case is clearly made out by 
the proofs, as appears to have been done fully 
in the present case, then there comes into 
operation a principle which we have always 
recognized and acted upon—to remit taxes 
when the corpus of taxation is destroyed 
before the taxes have been paid. Where the 
taxes have been paid prior to the destruction 
of the property, then let the loss fall upon the 
owner. The committee reported in the last 
Congress and in the previous Congress bills 
While the prin- 
ciple is, theoretically considered, broad and 
clearly recognizable, yet in practice it is sus- 
ceptible of being very much abused. A gen- 
eral law, unless very carefully prepared, would 
undoubtedly offer opportunities for many 
abuses. For this reason no general law has 
been passed; but it has-been our practice to 
consider upon their own merits exceptional 
cases like the present as they arise. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee whether the committee have 
considered the possibility of the owner; under 
the provisions of this bill, recovering the taxes 
from the insurance company as a part of the 
insurance, and also getting the taxes refunded 
by the Government?: Has that point been 
inquired into by the committee ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am not prepared to 
say that the point has been inquired into, 
because the spirits, if insured, were probably 
insured only to the extent of the value of the 
property, exclusive. of the tax. If, however, 
the owner is able to reimburse himself from 
his insurance for the amount of the tax, then 
of course no one proposes that the tax shall 
be refunded by the Government, 

Mr. HOAR. Is it true that when a man 
insures property of this kind, he insures it 
only for its value exclusive of the tax? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I presume that is so; 
otherwise, there is a fraud on the insurance 
company ; it is a case of over-insurance. 

Mr. HOAR. The tax assessed by the Gov- 
ernment constitutes not merely a lien on the 
property, but a claim against the manufae- 
turer. Hence, the owner being liable to the 
Government for the tax, it is no fraud on 
anybody for him to insure the property for its 
full value, including the tax. Hence this re- 
imbursement of the tax by the’ Government 
may operate as a pure bounty. It will not 
inure to the benefit of the insurance company, 
for as to-them the liability is already. fixed ; 
nor does it give the Government any equitable 
claim to the assignment of the policy. Tt is a 
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pure bounty, enabling the owner to recover 
twice the amount of his taxes. i 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am not aware of any 
tax to which that suggestion will apply. 

Mr. NIBLACK. T inake the point of order 
that gentlemen shall address the Chair, as we 
cannot hear what.is going on. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The petition which ac- 
companies the bill sets forth in detail the losses 
of these parties. They lost each one of them 
a large amount aside from this tax which is 
held up against them,- They set out in detail 
the amount of the insurance and the amount 
realized on their insurance. At least, two par- 
tiesdoso. Ihavenot read the petition entirely 
through, bat I am assured by my colleague from 


the Chicago district, who introduced this peti- . 


tion and bill, some of the parties had no insur- 
ance at all, and that those who had insurance 
will realize but a few cents on the dollar of the 
amount of their insurance. Their losses far 
exceed, aside from this tax, the amount they 
will receive. 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, the whole matter is left 
to the investigation and discretion of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. We do not, as 
was done in- some precedent cases, appropri- 
ate so much money or authorize the credit of 
the amount they claim of fifty cents a gallon 
on these spirits. We.. merely authorize the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, on satis- 
factory proof of the destruction of these dis- 
tilled spirits, to credit these parties with the 
amount of tax. ; 

The petition and. report set forth in full all 
the jacts in the case. The affidavits of the 
parties themselves sustain the facts which are 
stated. ‘The officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, proper and the officers of the Internal 
Revenue ` Buresu sustain the case as itis set 
forth in these papers. We therefore think it 
would be far better the bill should pass as it 
is, rather than we should prepare and pass a 
general bill or include in this bill provisions 
covering other parties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the amount of 
distilled spirits destroyed ? 

Mr. BURCHARD., The amount of distilled 
spirits consumed, as shown by the report of 
the Treasury Department, is as I will state it: 
Dickinson, Leach & Co. lost 465 taxable gal- 
lous, .whicn would amount to $282 50 in the 
way of tax, Thomas Lynch lost 12,808 gal- 
lons, on which the tax is $6,404. The Keller 
Digullery: Company lost 1,930 gallons, on 
which the tax is $965. Mason & Crosby. lost 
626 gallons, on which the tax is $318. -The 
total amount lost was about 15,000 gallons. 
The insurance would not amount to ten per 
cent. of the other losses which these parties 
have sustained, ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Ilinois. whether the fact has 
come to the knowledge of the Committee of 
Ways and Means that some of these insurance 
companies in settling the insurance have paid 
the.tax to the extent of fifty cents of its value 
with the understanding that the insured shall 
apply to Cougress to be relieved from the pay- 
ment of the tux of fifty cents per gallon, and 
in case it shall. be obtained, then the insurance. 
companies shall pay no more, but otherwise 
they shall pay the additional filty cents on the 
amount of the tax? Ifo, is it right that the 
insurauce cowpanies, having received the pre- 
mium on the insurance, should have such re- 
mission of tax on the part of the Government? 

Mr. BORCHARD. I do not propose to lay 
down general principles, but there was no such 
fact asthe gentleman states coming to our 
knowledge. : There was a case, | understand, 
before the Committee of Claims, as stated by 
a member :of that committee, where such a 
fact exists, but it-does not exist as to these 


arties. 
k Mr. HOLMAN. Then the Treasury Depart- 
ment should be instructed to inquire into the 
factasio what extentthese parties were insured; 
and what agreement, if any, between them and 
the insurance companies. : 


Mr. BURCHARD.-. We have inquired. so 
far as the papers before us are concerned, and 
those papers show, as I have already stated, 
that the total insurance does not -cover the 
total loss sustained by these parties... Some 
of these parties, indeed, had no. insurance 
whatever. : id 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will. 
let me amend the biil so that the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall inquire into the question of 
the insurance by these-parties, and whether 
there was any such agreement between. them 
and the insurance companies. : 

Mr. BURCHARD. Ihave no objection to 
the amendment. 1f the gentleman desires to 
make such an amendment, let him suggest what 
amendment it is he wants. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment is thal 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
inquire into the insurance, if any, on distilled 
spirits, and shall deduct from the. amount 
allowed the amount of such insurance. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest a different 
form of expression, so that the amendment 
would read, ‘‘unless so far as the same may 
constitute a lawful claim on the part of the 
owner against a solvent insurancé.company.”’ 
That will make it the duty of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to inquire into the ques- 
tion of insurance. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to hear the last 
section of the bill again read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill consists of but 
one section. It will be again read. ; 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment I desire 
to offer is to add ‘‘except so far as covered by 
valid insurance.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. I prefer the form sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Hoar;] and I am willing to allow that 
amendment. These are new conditions. Bills 
of this kind have frequently been passed with- 
out any conditions. ‘here is, 1 believe, no 
precedent for any condition whatever. {have 
no objection, however, to guarding this point ; 
but if we do, I think the form proposed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is preferable to 
that proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Hormax. } 

Mr. HOLMAN, The expression I submit 
is, ‘except so far as covered by valid insur- 
ance.’ Ihope the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will agree to that. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object to the lan- 
guage, proposed by the gentleman from Iudi- 
ana. The insurance may cover both this and 
other property, and the credit should not be 
allowed to apply wholly to the Government 


tax. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify my amendment 
so that it will read, ‘‘unless so far as the 
owner may be indemnified against said tax by 
a valid claim of insurance.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam content with that. 

The amendmentof Mr. Hoar was agreed to. 
- The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly tead the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. BURCHARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid, 
on the table. . i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF CURRENCY ACT. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back, with the recommendation that | 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 187) to amend an | 
act entitled ‘An act to provide a national! 
currency secured by pledge of United States 
bonds, aad to provide for the circulation and 
redemption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864. 

The bill was read. {t proposes to amend 
section thirty-one of the act to provide a nes, 
tional currency secured by’ pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circula- 
tion and redemption thereof, approved June i 
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8, 1864,-by striking out. the. word Deni: 
worth’? where it occurs in said section: 
Mr. HOLMAN. :Ishould. like to hea 


section of the statute read, so that-we mayun: oly 
derstand what will be the effect. of theamend: i <= 


ment. “oe > ; ay e ong SS gi 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts... will 
explain in a word. the object.of this bill. It 
is simply to strike out the. city of Leavenworth 
from the list of cities which are called redeem- 
ing cities under the currency abec: bes 
~The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and WA was accordingly read the third-time, and 
passed, i T EE 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, moved to, 
reconsider the vote by which.the hill; was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. ete 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 7 

CHANGE OF NAME OF NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 1663) authorizing the Warren National 
Bank of Seuth Danvers, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, io change. its name to the Warren 
National Bank of Peabody, Massachusetts; 
which was read a first and second time, 

The bill was read. In itg first section it 
authorizes the Warren National Bank, of South 
Danvers, located now in Peabody, Massa: 
chusetts, to change its name to the Warren 
National Bank of Peabody, Massachusetts. 
Whenever stockholders, representing three 
fourths of the capital of said bank, at-a meet- 
ing called for that purpose, shall deterhiine 
to make such change, the president and cash- 
ier shall execute & certificate, under the cor- 
porate seal of the bank, certifying such de- 
termination, and shall cause the same to be 
recorded in the office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, and thereupon such change’ of 
name shall be effected, and the operations. of 
discount and deposit of said bank shall be 
carried on under the name of the Warren 
National Bank of Peabody, in the town of 
Peabody, in the county of Essex, State of 
Massachusetts. The second section provides 
that nothing in this act contained shall release 
the bank from any of its liabilities, or affect 
any action or proceedings in law, in which the 
bank may be a party. _ The third ‘section pro- 
vides that the act shall take effect and béiin 
force from: and after its passage. Eri Pet A 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: I. will 
explain in regard to that Dill that the object is 
merely to change the name of a’bank; in con- 
sequence of ‘the name of the town in which it 
is located having been changed. ‘I’ move ‘the 
previous question. ote 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, : chi Are 

Mr. HOOPER, of. Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion. to 
reconsider be laid on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SENECA. |. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, from’ the 
game committee, reported a bill, (H.. Ri No. 
1664) to change the location of the First 
National Bank of Seneca, State of Iinois,.to 
the city of Morris, Illinois; which was read.a 
first- and second time. | opr tes gee 
. The bill was ordered to. be engrossed<and ~ 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wás 


i| accordingly read the third time, and passed: 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, movedto. 
reconsider the vote by. which the -bill..was 
passed ; and also moved ihat-the- motion ‘to 
reconsider be laid on the table. cop 

The latter motion was agreed tou: 

CIRCULATING CURRENC T 

Mr. HOOPER; of Massachi its. T am 

instructed by the Committee on ‘Banking ard 


will 


Curreagy to“réport. back, adversely, the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 98) increasing the cir- 
éulating currency $30,000,000.. I move that 
it-be laid upon-the table: 

Mr. HOLMAN.: I call fora division on the 
motion to lay it on the table, and I ask forthe 
reading of the joint resolution. : 

‘The joint resolution was read, and is as fol- 
lows? as 

Whereasthé business interests of the country, and 
especially of the western States, are much depressed 
and require an increase in the volume of circu- 
waiting medium; and whereas there is no reliable 
prospect ofa resumption of specie payments at an 
early day: Thereforo, ; 

, Resolved by. the Senate and House.of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Committes on Banking and 
Currency be, and are hereby, instructed to report to 
the House at an early day a bill increasing the cur- 
rency to the amount of at least $30,000,000, which 
shall be distributed ameng the States according. to 
their business wants. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How does thiscome 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. This resolution directs 
the Committee on Banking and Currency to 
inquire into the expediency of doing certain 
things and they report it back, with the rec- 
ommendation that it He upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [understand that this is 
national bank currency, and we do not desire 
any more of that. I will not call fora division. 

The joint regolution was then laid upon the 
table. 3 

WORN AND MUTILATED BANK NOTES. 


Mr. MONROE, from the same committee, 
reported back with amendments, and with the 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill it R. 
No. 809) to provide for the retirement of worn 
and mutilated bank notes. 

The bill was read. Section one provides 
that as soon as practicable, after an appropri- 
ation shall have been made by law for the 
purpose, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall cause to be engraved and pre- 
pared, on such paper and of such form and 
design as he may prescribe, circulating notes 
for national banking associations, and shall 
issue the same to national banking associa- 
tions in. place of the worn and mutilated cir- 
culating notes of said associations, in accord- 
ance with the provisions hereinafter pre- 
seribed; and any additional issue of national 
bank notes that may be made in pursuance of 
law shall be in the new notes herein provided 
for, so soon as the same are ready for issue. 
The second section provides that under such 
rules.as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, the Treasurer and Assistant Treas- 
urer of the United States, and the officers of 
all. national banking associations, shall for- 
ward for redemption to the original bank of 
issue, or to its redeeming agency, all worn and 

` mutilated national bank notes, and said baak 
of issue, or its redeeming agency, shall for- 
ward the same to the Comptroller of the Car- 
rency, who shall destroy the same and issue 
new notes in lieu thereof, as now provided by 
law. é 
The amendments reported by the committee 
were to strike out in the first section, in lines 
three and four, the words ‘‘as soon as prac- 


ticable after an appropriation shall have been | 


made by law for the purpose ;’’ and in line 
seven to insert after the word ‘‘design’’ the 
words ‘and in such manner.” 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to occupy ten or 
fifteen minutes of the time of the House in 


giving the reasons for the passage of this:bill.. | 


I see that the morning hour is nearly out, and 
if gentlemen are likely to make privileged 
motions upon me and take me off my legs in 
a moment, I would prefer to defer what Ihave 
to say until to-morrow; but if there be no 


objection to my occupying fifteen minutes in. 


explanation of the bill, I will do it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no 
objection, with the uaderstanding that the bill 
shall be debated for a reasonable time. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objece 
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tion to it, with the understanding that at the 
close of my colleague’s remarks the House 
will go into Committee of the Whole on the 
appropriation bill. ; 
“Mr. HOLMAN. I agree to that. 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. Speaker, at the begin- 
ning of the session, so much of the President’ s 
message and of the accompanying docaments 

_as relates to banking and currency was referred 
to the committee having charge of those sub- 
jects. Of the matter so referred was the fol- 
lowing recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which may be found upon page 
11 of his last annual report: 

“T respectfully recommend that an appropriation 
be mado for a new issue of national bank notes, 
Those now in use aro much worn, and yery suc- 
cessful counterfeits of several denominations have 
appeared.” 

In his report for the year 1870 the Secre- 
tary had made the same recommendation. In 
the Congressional Globe, near the close of the 
last Congress, may be found a letter addressed 
by the Secretary to a distinguished mem- 
ber of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
under date of March 2, 1871, in which he says: 

“T think it very important that the House bill 
providing for a new issue of national bank note cur- 
rency should be passed by the Senate at this session, 
Tho present issue in circulation is generally defaced 
and mutilated. À 

“There is no power of compulsory exchange; and, 
morover, the bilis of several denominations, espe- 
cially the twenty-dollar bills, are so well counter- 
feited as to defy detection oxcept by the cleverest 
experts. 

“There is no bill pending, execpt the appropria- 
tion bills, that is sọ important, ina public sense, 
within my knowledge.” 

In accordance with these earnest recom- 
mendations of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the committee have decided to report this bill. 
It is substantially the same as the one introduced 
into the House by the present chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Many mem- 
bers are, no doubt, familiar with it, and it 
will not be necessary, I trust, that munch time 
should be occupied in explanation of its pro- 
visions. 

The first section provides that there shall be 
engraved and prepared, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, new circulating 
notes for the national banking associations ; 
and the second section requires that all worn 
and mutilated notes of such associations shall 
be returned to the Treasury, and that the new 
notes shall be issued in their place. 

There are three questions which I suppose 
the House will wish to have answered in re- 
gard to this bill, namely: what are its objects ? 
what expense will be incurred under it? and 
who will bear this expense? 

1. As regards the objects of the bill, the first 
evidently is to give the people an unworn, 
elcan, and legible currency. If the national 
Government assumes the responsibility of reg- 
ulating the banking system of the country, its 
first and plain duty is to see that the currency 
furnished through the banks is in good condi- 
tion. To fail in this is not reputable, and 
scarcely decent. When an honest citizen re- 
ceives as the reward of his industry a note 
with the seal of a great nation upon it, he may 
reasonably ask that that note shall be legible 
and shall not fallin pieces while he places it 
in his pocket. Large portions of our present 
bank note currency, especially in the West, 


ii are much worn and mutilated—somie of it to 


such a degree that it cannot much longer 
answer the purposes of currency at all; and 
to this must be added the consideration that 
when the notes become much wora there is 
great difficulty in distinguishing between the 
counterfeit and genuine, as the finer tintings 
and shadings, upon which expertstely, become 
obliterated. It may be said that mutilated 
notes may be returned to the Treasury under 
the present law and new notes substituted 
for them. This is true. The 
makes it the duty of the Comptroller of the 


lofthem. But it does not make it the duty of 


present law | 


Currency to receive worn-out or mutilated | 
circulating notes and deliver new ones in place | 
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bank officers to return their-worn. notes.” It is 
a voluntary matter-on -their part; and: as the 
exchange is attended with some expense- to 
the banks; the law-does ‘not furnish sufficient 
motive to secure a good currency: But-this 
bill authorizes:the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prescribe rules under which: bank officers 
shall forward to the Treasury all. notes which 
are no longer suitable for circtlation to receive 
new notes in place of them. 2: : 

But a more important object of this bill is 
to protect the people against counterfeiting. 
Some of the bank notes now in -circulation 
have been counterfeited in such a: manner: as 
to give the officers of the Treasury Department 
some solicitude.: This fact is brought to light 
inthe note of the Secretary of the. Treasury 
which I have already read. Dangerous coun- 
terfeits exist, and we havé reason to fear that 
there will be more of them. : New plates and 
new printing will of ‘itself put-the counterfeit- 
ers at fault for a long time.’ But a more im- 
portant protection against counterfeiting is 
found in the fact that, should this bill become 
a law, the-Secretary of the Treasury will feel 
authorized to print the new issue upon the 
special fiber paper. : This-paper has now been 
used for nearly three years in printing the legal- 
tender notes. The result of this experiment 
has been most encouraging. Thus far few 
attempts. at counterfeiting -have been made, 
and those so imperfect.as'to bé readily detécted 
by persons of average experience in the use 
of money. The manufacture of the special 
fiber paper requires large: apartments, machin- 
ery moved by steam, pure spring water, and, 
altogether, such an aggregation of buildings, 
material, and workmen as would excite sus- 
picion when employed for dishonest purposes, 
Counterfeiters, therefore, cannot engage in this 
business without detection, even if we were tó 
suppose them to have capital enough for thé 
purpose, PP aie GPRS Sa 

The objects of the bill, then; ate: such as 
will abundantly justify us in-enacting it into. à 
aw. à: - ` i eo x n 

2. But you will wish to know what ‘all thig 
will cost. In reply, I would ‘state that I hold 
in my hand a note; addressed: by the Sectetary 
of the Treasury to the honored chairman of 
the Committee on Banking and Curreticy, in- 
closing two estimates of the expense of a new 
issue of national bank notes—one made upon 
the basis of two printings, and the other upon 
the basis of three. These papers I desire to 
have appended to my remarks and: printed in ' 
the Globe. The total amount of the first of 
these estimates, which’is based upon two 
printings, is, in round numbérs, $986,000. The 
amount of the second estimate is $1,226,000. 
In the cheaper estimate, the printing process 
by which the tinting is: applied ig omitted. 
This omission would save $240,000 to the 
Treasury, and, it is believed, would detract 


| nothing from the value of the currency, as the 


tinting obscures the finer shadings of the black 
lettering, which are an important safeguard: 
against counterfeits.. Both these estimates are 
based upon the plan which has already been 
practiced by the Secretary of the Treasury, of 
having one printing done by the bank-note 
companies, and the other by the Treasury De- 
partment, the two thus acting as a chéck upon 
each other. In a note written by the Sécre- 
tary on the 25th of January last tothe distin- 
guished gentleman who was then chairman of: 
the Committee.on Banking and Currency, this 
paragraph occurs: coe 
“My own opinion i i ion on’: 
should be made by the PARR AREE tes par 
check, and that the rest of the work should be done 
in the bureau, the saving effected by doing all the 
work here, in my opinion, being of very littleimport/ 
ance as compared with the security of making oné 
of the bank-note companies and the bureau, cheeks 
mutually upon each other.” g 
This check. is valuable as a safeguard 
against errors of all kinds as well as against 
dishonest practices. en’ l 
We may conclude, then, that the expense 
which would be properly incurred in making 
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a new issue of national bank notes would be 
about $986,000. 


8. But you willask, who are to bear this large 


expense? I reply that the bill leaves. this 
matter where the present banking law leaves 
it, Section forty-one of that law begins as 
follows: 

“Sno. 41, And be it further enacted, That the plates 
and special dies to be procured by the Comptroller 
of the Currency for the printing of such circulating 
notes shall remain under his control and direction; 
and the expenses necessarily incurred in executing 
the provisions of this act respecting the procuring 
of such notes, and all other expenses of the bureau, 
shall be paid out of the proceeds of the taxes or 
duties now or hereafter to be assessed on the cireu- 
lation, and collected from associations organized 
under this act. And in lieu of all existing taxes, 
every association shall pay to the Treasurer of the 
United States, in the months of January and July, 
a duty of one half of one per cent. each half year 
from and after the Ist day of January, 1864, upon 
the average amount of its notes in circulation, and 
a duty of one quarter of one per cent. each half 
year upon the average amount of its deposits, and 
a duty of one quarter of one per cent. each half 


year, as aforesaid, on the average amount of its cap- 
ital stock beyond the amount invested in United 
States bonds,’? 

Here, then, is a tax of one per cent. per 
annum upon the average circulation of the 
banks; one half of one per cent. upon the 
average amount of deposits, and one half of 
one per cent. upon capital. Out of the moneys 
go raised all the expenses for currency and 
the Currency Bureau are to be paid. sep- 
arate account has been kept in the Treasury 
Department of the amount realized from the 
one per cent. duty on circulation. Out of this 
fund all.expenses have thus far been paid, and 
there is a large surplus on hand. The Comp- 
troller of the Currency, in a note addressed 
to our committee upon this subject, says: 

“The entire amount realized from the tax on cir- 
culation up to July 1, 1871, as stated by the Treas- 
uror of the United States, is $17,602,388 61; the 
eutire expenses of the bureau, of every description, 
to July 1, 1872, are $2,514,913 831.” 

There is thus a balance in this fund alone 
of mare than fifteen millions, which ig still 
available for the expenses of the Currency 
Bureau. Of this amount the expense pro- 
posed by the present bill would absorb less than 
$1,000,000. “It is not necessary, nor do I 
think it is equitable, to tax the banks further 
in order to supply them with currency. The 
Secretary of the Treasury states in his last 
report that the income of the Government 
from the tax upon the national banks, under 
the section of the banking law which I have 
read, is, more than $6,000,000. The total col- 
lections from banks and bankers under an- 
other statute, as shown upon page 205 of the 
report of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, is nearly $4,000,000. Of this amount, 
I infer, from such information as I have been 
able to obtain, that about $1,500,000 is de- 
rived from dividends and other sources of rev- 
enue connected with the national banks. This 
sum added to the $6,000,000 reported by the 
Secretary of the Treasury makes a total of 
$7,500,000 of revenue to the Government from 
the national banks alone, during the year end- 
ing June 80, 1871. This is just two and one 
half per cent. on an average circulation of 
$800,000,000. Now, the average State tax 
imposed upon national banks is probably about 
as much more. I know that in my congres- 
sional district. in Ohio the State tax is fully 
equal to the national. It is safe to assume 
that the national banks in Ohio are taxed five 
per cent. per annum upon their circulation. 
if the same rate on an average is maintained 
throughout the country, it makes the total 
annual contribution of our banking system, 
for Government uses, $15,000,000." Now, I 
will not undertake to speak for city banks. 
Some gentlemen tell me that many of these 
have been very prosperous; but I know some- 
thing of the condition of the country banks, 
and Í am convinced that in their case taxa- 
tion has nearly reached the full measure which 
they can bear, Statements to this effect come 
to me from upright and intelligent gentlemen 
in my congressional district—gentlemen in 


n 


whose candor and sound judgment I have the 
utmost confidence, I am willing to tax the 
banks as much as they can bear and still do 
a fairly profitable business. J am not willing 
to go further, = > i 

We should remember that the capital which 
is invested in the national banks is placed by. 
our laws in such. relations to the Treasury 
Department that. bank officers cannot avoid— 
and I am glad to say that they. generally show, 
no disposition to avoid—making a clear exhibit 
of every dollar which is liableto taxation. The 
burden of taxation falls squarely upon the banks, 
with its fall weight. Dowenotowe them some 
consideration on that account? ` 

I will mention one or two other considera- 
tions which, it seems to me, may fairly have 
some weight with us in voting upen this bill. 
The first 1s that the Government derives an 
annual revenue of considerable amount frow 
the loss and destruction of national bank bills. 
Every bank is required to, deposit in the Treas- 
ury United States bonds as sccurity for its cir- 
culation, When a bank goes into liquidation 
these bonds are withdrawn, and an amount of 
legal-tender notes equal to its whole circula- 
tion is deposited in the Treasury for the re- 
demption óf that circulation. 
shown that in these eases a certain percentage 
of notes has been lost or destroyed and can 
never be presented for redemption. To the 
full extent of the amount of these the Gov- 
ernment finds itself the richer. Banks are 
frequently going into liquidation, and the profit 
derived from this source in ten years would 
probably not be less than two million dollars. 

Another consideration: we shall probably 
reduce taxation upon other interests during 
the present session of Congress forty or fifty 
million dollars. The banks have not even asked 
to share in this relief from heavy duties, but 
may they not reasonably ask, in this time of 
general reduction, that their burdens shall at 
least not be increased? 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that our bank- 
ing system has defects, and these as they are 
discovered I shall be glad to unite with other 
gentlemen in amending. I willgoas far ag any 
man in protecting the people by legislation from 
loss as depositors or holders of bank currency. 
I wish to. hold bank officers to a strict acconnt- 
ability, and to punish promptly any breach of 
trust. But I am one of those who believe 
that our national banking system has, been on 
the whole a success. F believe that the inter- 
ests of the people demand its continuance, 
and hence I wish to perfect and improve, but 
not to destroy it. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, February 13, 1872. 


Sır: Linclose estimates made by the chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, of the expenses 
of a new issue of national bank notes. 

One of the estimates is upon the basis of threo 
printings on each note, and the other of two. 

Mr. McCartee willappear before the committee 
this morning, agreeably to your request, and will 
explain the estimates more fully. 

Very respectfully, E 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 


Hon. SaxveL Hoorer, Chairman Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, House of Representatives, 


Cost of reprinting the national bank notes, 6,100,000 
sheets of special (localized fiber) paper, eighteen 
pounds per thousand sheets, at seventy-six cents 
per POUNG..cersacstessevecsseecsnceasacdessates seassececes 3 

12,000,000 impressions back-printing by the 
bank-note companies of New York, at 


1 
twenty-two dollars per thousand sheets.., 264,000 | 
Expressage on $300,000,000, partially printed 
notes, at twenty cents per thousand dol- 
VATS: issscasuscomsscreacssced cece (iets TO 60,000 
ę , s 407,448 
Face-printing 12,000,000 impressions at 
17 25 nes exes Saa Dere anena aaaea AAE SSS e EER 207,000 
Surface-printing 12,000,000 impressions, at 
seventy-five cents per thousand... 9,000 
Numbering, trimming, and pressing 12,000,- | 
000, at $4 75 per thousand... cesses 7,000 


Counting. and examining 12,000,000 impres- 
sions when received from New York bank- 
note companies . 

6,000 face-plates; at fifty dollars each. 


Total... 


Experience has 


Cost of reprinting the national hank nates, 6,100,909; 
sheets of special (localized ibe) ‘paper, ei nto 
pounds per thousand sheets, at sevéenty-si 
PEL DOWN... EREA RE 

2,000,000 impressions, back and tint-print- 


ing, by bank-note companies. of New > 
York, at forty-two dollars per thousand,- 504,000 
Expressago ‘on ` 000,000, ‘partially: °°") 
printed notes, at: twenty cents per. thou- fa 
Sand COMATS....ccreeccerersereectrsemrtcenedeereercerere 90,000: 


bank-note companies, at fifty. cents... 
6,000 face-plates, at fifty cents.. 


TOt aiena a 


Mr. HOLMAN. I agk that the fallowing 
amendment which I propose to offer to the 
bill now under discussion may, be printed: 

Add to the bill the following: i 
_The expense of which shall be paid by said na- 
tional banking associations in proportion to the dir- 
culation, atsuch time and in such manneras the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, without 
reference to the tax now imposed on said banking 
association; but no part thereof shall be paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, ie i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SWANN. I rise. for the purpose of 
moving that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the. purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the consular 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. - : 


JAMES AND. OHIO RIVERS. 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
presented papers relating to -the bill (H. R, 
No. 962) to complete a water highway from 
tide-water on the James river to the Ohio 
river, at the mouth of the Kanawha; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SHOALS OF SOLOMON’S LUMP. 


Mr, HAMBLETON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted thefoliowing resolution; which was 


read, considered, and agreed to:. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, be 
directed to report to this House upon the necessity 
and expediency of establishing a light to mark the 
shoals known ag “ Sglomon’s bump,” in, Kedge’s 
straits, between Tangier sound and Chesapeake bay. 


JOHN C. CHAMBERLAIN. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous. consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, in relation to John C. 
Chamberlain, late a lieutenant of company A, 
twelfth Kentucky cavalry; which was.referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to. be printed. 

FORT COLLINS RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER alao, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication in re- 
lation to the Fort Collins reservation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ' 


TEAMSTERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, in relation to the status 
of teamsters in the quartermaster’s employ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. OSAGE INDIANS. eii 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication ‘from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
estimate of an appropriation for the settle- 
ment, subsistence, and ‘support of the Osage 
Indians; which was referred fo'the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House- a communication from . 
the Secretary of the Interior, relative to. au 
appropriation: in favor of . the’ Pottawatomie 
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Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and.ordered to be 
printed. 2. : : 


TRADE WITH MEXICO, SOUTH AMERICA, ETC, 


TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent,. 


laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a 
resolution of the House of February 2, 1872, 
in relation to the amount of tonnage and value 
of cargoes representing the trade of the Uni- 
ted States for the year 1870 with the west coast 
of Mexico and Central America, west coast 
of South America, the Sandwich Islands, &c. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PURSUIT OF REBEL GENERAL MORGAN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, in relation tothe horses 
left on the line of march taken by General 
Hobson and his command while in pursuit 
of the confederate General Morgati, in July, 
1863 ; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURT IN ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in relation 
to the holding of a term of the United States 
district court for the western district of Ark- 
ansas; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Kansas, 
in relation to an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of public buildings at the capital of the 
State of Kansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOWLAND HEMPHILL. 


On motion of Mr. LAMPORT, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the 

apers relating to the claims of Howland 
Hemphill. 

JOHN COLTMAN. 


On motion of Mr. ACKER, by unanimous 
sonsent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of John Coltman. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. KILLINGER for three days, and 
to Mr. McKiyxey for ten days. 


HOMESLEADS FOR SOLDIERS, ETO. 


Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1665) to enable honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors, their widows and 
orphan children, to acquire homesteads on the 
public lands of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted. i 

Mr. SARGENT. Not to be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that is the 
understanding. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 


Mr. COBB. IJ renew my motion that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Friday next, as to-morrow is Washington's 
birthday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. _I hope not. 
There are three or four items of appropriation 
in the deficiency bill which we are informed 
by the Departments they must have at once, 
and we propose, if possible, to finish that bill 
to-morrow. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 63. 

Mr. SARGENT demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and'it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 109, nays 78, not voting 
58; as follows: ie 


YEAS—Messts. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
James Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell. 
roll, Cobb, Coghian, Comingo, Critcher, Davis, Duke, 
Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D. F 
Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, 
George E. Harris, John arris, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Kendall, 
Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, - Lynch, Man- 
son, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, McHenry, Me- 
Intyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Niblack, 
Packer,’ Hosea W. Parker, Porter, Potter, Price, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Scofield, Seeley, 
Shanks, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 


Snyder, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann. Sy-. 


pler, Taffe, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, ‘Waddell, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of New York, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Barber, Barnum, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, George M. 
Brooks, Buckloy, Buffinton, Burdett, Freeman 
Clarke, William T. Clarke, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, 

rocker, Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, 
Dunnell_ Eames, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, 
Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazeiton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, McCormick, McCrary, 
McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Moore, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Eli Perry, Peters, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sheldon, Shella- 
barger, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twich- 
ell, Tyner, Upson, Walden, Waldron, Wallaco, 
Wells, Willard, and John T. Wilson—78. 2 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Amés, Averill, 
Barry, Bell, Austin Blair, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R. Butler, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, De 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Elliott, Farwell, 
Charles Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Griffith, John W. 


Hazelton, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, MeKeo, 
Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, 
Platt, Poland, Prindle, Randall, Roosevelt, Ses- 
sions, Worthington ©. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Stowell, St. John, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wakeman, Walls, 


Warren, Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, and Jere- 
miah M. Wilson—63. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

During the vote, l 

Mr. McINTYRE said that his colleague, 
Mr. Du Boss, was absent on account of indis- 
position. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the House agreed 
to adjourn over. i 

Mr. COBB. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And I wish to 
make a statement in reference to the public 
business, There are several large items in the 
deficiency bill which will come up to-morrow, 
for which appropriations must be made at once. 
If we lose to-morrow the bill must go over 
until Tuesday. J want to call attention to the 
fact that the Opposition are now in a majority 
here in consequence of absence of Repub- 
lican members. 

Mr. STORM. I object to debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the motion to 
adjourn over to-morrow was agreed to. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The geatleman’s party 
has made to-morrow a legal holiday, and now 
he is one of the first to propose to violate their 
own law. 

Mr. COBB. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And on that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 100, nays 88, not voting 52; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Crebs, Critcher, Davis, 
Duke, Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D, 
Foster, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Hay, [lereford, Herndon, Hibbard) 
Holman, Houghton, ‘Kendall, King, Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, Maynard, McClelland, McHenry, McIntyre, 


oster, | 


| Packer, Hosea, 


IeJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, 
MeJanki F. Meyers, Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, 
. Parker, Porter, Potter, Price, 
Read, Hdward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Riteaic, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Scofie:d, Seeley, 
Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, : 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Terry, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Whiteley, 
Whithorn.. Wiliams of New York, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—100. : pent 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Barber, Barnum, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, George. M., 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burehard, Burdett, 
Freeman Clarke, William T. Clarke, Coburn, Conger, 
Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Garfield, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Havens, 
Hawley, Hays, Gerry W.-Hazclton, John W. Hazel- 
ton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lamport, Lowe, Lyach, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, Merriam. Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Isaae C. Parker, Peek, 
Pendleton, Eli Perry, Peters, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, Shanks, Sheldon, Shel- 
labarger, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twich- 
ell, Tyner, Upson, akeman, Walden, Wallace, 
Wells, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and Jobn T. Wilson—88. . 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, 
Barry, Bell, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R, Bat- 
ler, Carroll, Conner, Cox, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, 
Dox, DuBose, Elliott, Farwell, Charles Foster, Frye, 
Goodrich, George E. Harris, Kerr, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Lansing, Marshall, McKee, Mitch- 
oll, Morey, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Poland, 
Randall, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sessions, Slocum, Worth- 
ington 6. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Stowell. St. John, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Voorhees, Waldron, Walls, Warren, and 
Wheeler—52. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. : 
MILITARY AND POST ROAD. 


Mr. TYNER, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads a bill (H. R. No. 758) 
to provide for the opening of a military and 
post road from the month of Walnut river, in 
Kansas, to the mouth of the main Cashe river, 
in Texas, and moved that the committee be 
discharged from its farther consideration, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee o 
Indian Affairs, ; 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

Mr: GARFIELD, of Ohio.. Why? I hope 
not. 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL BANK NOTES. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimons consent, ob- 
tained an order of the House for printing the 
following additional section which he pro- 
posed to move as an amendment to House 
bill No. 809, to provide for the retirement of 
worn and mutilated national bank notes: 


- Sec. ~. That so much of sections twenty-one and 
twenty-two of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
national currency secured by a pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and 
redemption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864, as lim- 
its the circulation to $300,000,000, and provides for 
apportioning the same in the States, the District of 
Columbia, and the Territories, be, and thesame are 
hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed an amendment to the same 
bill, which I propose to offer when the oppor- 
tunity is presented. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
call for the regular order, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. Swany, ] 
that the rules be suspended and the House 
now resolve itself into Conimittee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


I object, and 


|| Union, (Mr. Copury in thechair,) and resumed 


the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1323) 
making appropriations for the consular and 


| diplomatic expenses of the Government for 


the year ending the 80th of June, 1873. 


- 
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The pending paragraph was as follows : 

For ministers resident at Portugal, Switzerland, 
Greece, Belgium, Netherlands, Denmark, Sweden 
and Norway, Turkey, Ecuador, Colombia, Bolivia, 
Venezuela, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Hawaiian Isl- 
ands, Costa Rica, Honduras, Salvador, and the 
Argentine Republic, at $7,500 each, $142,500. 

The question was upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. Brooxs, of New York, to strike 
out the words ‘* Guatemala, Costa Rica, Hon- 
duras, Salvador.” 

Mr. BANKS. J ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooxs] to allow me to renew 
the motion which I thought I made in time last 
evening when this bill wasunder consideration, 
to transfer the mission to Russia to the first 
class, with the missions to Great Britain, 
France, and Germany. 

The CHAIRMAN, That will require unan- 
jmous consent. 

No objection was made, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope there 
will be no objection to the amendment I have 
offered. We have raised the rank of two large 
and important. missions, and it would be a 
matter of economy now to consolidate the 
missions of Central America. I therefore re- 
new my amendment:that the appropriations 
for the missions of thetive republics of Central 
America be struck out, and that there be one 
minister resident in Nicaragua. 

Let me state, also, what I did not know yester- 
day, and which anybody can see by reference 
to the Congressional Directory, that not one 
of those five republics, Guatemala, Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, Hondaras, or Salvador, is repre- 
sented at Washington, and none of those has 
been represented at Washington for some 
years, except Costa Rica. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. I understood the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banxs] to ask unanimous 
consent to go back to a previous paragraph 
in the bill, and to move an amendment with 
reference to the Russian mission. 

Mr. BANKS. That was my request. But 
I understood the Chairman to say that the 
transfer of the Russian mission had been made 
by consent of the committee. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tunderstand that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts simply asked unan- 
imous consent to go back, and that unanimous 
consent for that purpose was given, but not 
that his amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been some 
misunderstanding in the matter, and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] will be considered as still 
pending. 

Mr. BANKS. Then I will say, in favor of 
the amendment which I have offered, and to 
which I hope the House will agree—~— 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York.. Let me set- 
tle first this question, as to the missions to 
Central America. 

Mr. BANKS. Well, I will wait. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
support the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in regard to the mission to 
Russia, and I am willing to do it, provided 
that I can see some economy carried out in 
the bill with reference to these five Central 
American States. 

_Mr. BANKS. Iwill withdraw any opposi- 
tion to the gentleman from New York, { Mr. 
Brooks, | on the statement he has just made, 


and which I have verified on examination, that | 


no one of these republics has a certified rep- 
resentative here. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. I 
understood that the chairman asked unanimous 
consent to the transfer of Russia to a higher 
rank; that unanimous consent was given; 
that the Chair announced that the transfer had 


‘been made; and that thegentleman from New 


York [Mr. Brooxs] then moved another 
amendment and proceeded to address the 
committee in support of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did so put 
the question to the commitiee and so an- 


i 


nounced. But there seemed to be somè mis- 
understanding on the part of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ] and as the an- 
nouncement had been made just a moment 
before, the Chair determined that the question 
should be left open for the action of the com- 
mittee. f : 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I want my 
amendment to be made first, and I will then 
codperate with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. cae 

Mr. BANKS. I will yield then to the gen- 
tleman, if I do not thereby lose my place. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I ask fora 
vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] will 
be again reported. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one, strike 


out the words “Guatemala, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, 
Honduras, and Salvador.” 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose to 
leave Nicaragua, that being the position of 
most importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. That modification will 
be made. 

Mr. SWANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
state, in regard to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] that 
this bill has been carefully made up on the 
information which has come to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and I think it would pro- 
duce some confusion if the Committee of the 
Whole disposed of these missions in the sum- 
mary way suggested by the gentleman from 
New York. Further, J am of opinion that in 
the course of a very short time the diplomatic 
and consular system will have to be revised, 
and I believe that that revision will end in the 
abolition of many of these offices, and the 
transfer of others to points different from 
those where they are now located. I[ think it 
would lead to some confusion if in the sum- 
mary way proposed by the gentleman from 
New York we strike down these offices with- 
out an examination, and a careful examination 
as to the effect òf his amendment, if carried. 
I therefore shall much prefer that this thing 
should be more deliberately considered, and 
a report made to the House at the proper 
time, as I have no doubt it will be, in regard 
to what modifications and changes ean be 
made in the consular and diplomatic system 
without interfering with the public service. I 
am not authorized by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to accept the proposition submitted 
by the honorable gentleman from New York, 
although I do not mean to say that the modi- 
fications cannot be made, and that some of 
these offices may not be judiciously abated. I 
do mean to say that if we undertake to dispose 
of these offices in the manner proposed bythe 
gentleman from New York, it may produce 
confusion in our consular and diplomatic sys- 
tem, and may not inure to the advantage of 
the public service, as is expected by my hon- 
orable friend from New York. 

I would therefore, as the member of the 
committee having charge of this bill, prefer 
that the gentleman should adopt some other 
mode to bring about the modification which 
he has suggested in these offices. There may 
be force in what he has stated. I believe 
myself that many of these offices may he 
judiciously dispensed with, but whether or 
not it is prudent now to strike down all these 
offices in this summary manner, proposed by 
the gentleman from New York, I confess I have 
very great doubt, and I therefore state to the 
committee that I feel compelled to adhere to 
the report presented by the Committee on 
Appropriations until we have had some time to 
look into the effects which the modifications 


suggested by my honorable friend might have i 
in case we adopted the motion which he has | 


made to this House Therefore, sir, represent- | 


ing, as I believe I do, the unanimous opinion 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I feel 


myself bound to object to this proposition in 
the way in which it has been brought before 


| the House until more time can be had fora 


careful examination into the whole subject. 

The question was put upon the. amendment 
offered by Mr. Brooxss, of New York; and 
there weré—ayes 69, noes 15; ño quorum 
voting. a 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooxs, 
of New York, and Mr. Srevenson were 
appointed. 

r. SARGENT. Iwill ask the gentleman 
from New York to accept a modification of his 
amendment. It is that when the words which 
he proposes to strike out have been stricken 
out, he insert after the word ‘‘ Nicaragua’’ the 
words ‘‘also accredited to Guatemala, Costa 
Rica, Honduras, and Salvador,” and to reduce 
the total amount of appropriation in this clause 
to $112,500, The effect of that will be that 
the person accredited to Nicaragua as min- 
ister will also be accredited to these other 
Central American States. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I will accept 
that modification of my amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is that amendmentin 
order? ` 

The CHAIRMAN. It is accepted by the 
gentleman from New York. 

The committee then divided; and the © 
tellers reported—ayes seventy-nine, noes not 
counted. : 

So the amendment of Mr. Brooxs, of New 
York, as modified, was agreed to. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For minister resident at Uruguay, also accredited 
to Paraguay, $11,250. 


Mr. POTTER. I move to strike out that 
paragraph, but before I say anything upon that 
subject I desire to call attention to the fact 
that there is an amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] in respect to 
the mission to Russia which has not yet been 
acted upon, : 

Mr. BANKS. I will renew that motion. 

Mr. POTTER. Then I will go on with my 
remarks, if the Chair will allow me. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts can renew his 
motion after my motion is disposed of. | 

Mr. Chairman, of all these missions which 
are useless and causeless this mission to Parag- 
guay and Uruguay is, I think, the most flagrant 
instance. I beg the attention of the House to 
what Paraguay and Uruguay are to which an 
appropriation for a minister is made by this 
bill. Paraguay lies some fifteen hundred miles 
from the ocean, upon the Parana river. No 
gentleman in this House, I venture to say, ever 
was there, and, I presume, very few have ever 
even met any traveler who had been in that 
country, excepting some one who had been 
sent there in a diplomatic character. With it 
we have no trade; with it we have substan- 
tially no intercourse. Neither one dollar of 
exports or of imports are reported as the 
result of our commercial intercourse with 
Paraguay in the years of 1870 and 1871. Not 
long since, as the committee will recollect, a 
war took place between the allied South Amer- 
ican States and Paraguay, and Paraguay was 
overrun and we withdrew our minister. What 
then happened? Why, Congress cut off from 
the mission to the Argentine Confederation 
the little republic of Uruguay, and appointed 
a minister resident to Uruguay,and annexed 
to his office the duties of minister to thig inac- 
cessible place, fifteen hundred miles or so. off 
from Uruguay. And now we havea minister 
accredited to the province of Uruguay, the 
entire population of which is about that of tbe 
city of Washington, and the entire value of the 
exports to which from the United States last 
year amounted to the enormous sum of $16,588. 
That is less than the expense of the embassy. 

But this is not the whole of this abuse. Of 
all the ministers to South America, with the 
single exception of that to Brazil, this resi- 
dent minister alone is, according to the provis- 
ion of this bill, to receive a salary of $11,500, 
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- Here, then, is an appropriation for a minister 
resident to countries which: have very little 
population, with whom we can have hardly any 
Intercourse, and to which our entire export 

“trade is less in-value than of the salary of the 
minister and his attendant expenses. And, 
worse than all, we give to this most useless of 
the South American ministers,not the least, but 

' with. one exception the largest salary given to 


any minister.to South America. 

“Surely, sir, this is a great abuse; it is one 
of those heads which the. gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has promised to 
hit wherever he may see it. This is the first 
occasion that this head has come to the surface 
during this session of Congress, and I call his 
attention and that of gentlemen here to it. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have just 
consolidated several missions to Central 
American States, so far as this House is con- 
cerned, by striking out a number of our diplo- 
matic ministers, under the lead of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Brooxs, ] We now 
come tọ the proposition to provide for con- 
sodlidating the missions to Paraguay and Uru- 
gnay. If there is any country on this Western 
hemisphere with which this nation should be 
in. close relations it is with the republican 
countries of South America, And though I 
would be willing to consent that we should con- 
solidate some of these smaller missions into 
one mission, so far as we are concerned, yet 
when these two, Paraguay and Uruguay, have 
been consolidated, I am unwilling to strike 
them off our list. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Porrer] forgets that Montevideo 

- ig one of the countries where we have the 
largest trade in hides and wool, and with the 
exception of Brazil, it is, perhaps, the most 
important of all our sister nations in South 
America. - 

I see that the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Bayxs] desires to say 
something; and as he is fuller of the subject 
than I am, I will yield to him. f 

Mr. BANKS. | I will move, pro forma, that 
I may present in order some remarks upon 
the question, to strike out the last word of the 
pending amendment. There is some force in 
the suggestions of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Porren,] but they would not jus- 
tify the House in approving the amendment 
he has offered. I know that Uruguay and 
Paraguay are. poor republics, their popula- 
tion hae been greatly diminished, and their 
commerce destroyed. But they occupy an 
important position, and the question of rep- 
resentation there does not depend entirely 
upon their population or their commerce. 
It is not a question of dollars and ‘cents. 
The gentleman knows very well that Brazil 
made war not long since against Paraguay. 
Tt was the ambition of Brazil to dominate 
if not. to occupy all the States from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, embracing not only 
Uruguay and Paraguay, but algo Chili and 
Peru, if possible, on the Pacific. Brazil rep- 
resents Luropean interests, and European in- 
terests alone, more so than any other country 
in Central or South America, and so long as 
she has this putpose of absorbing the whole 
country, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, with 
a view to give additional influence to European 
Governments in this hemisphere, we ought to 


_be at least willing to continue our representa- | 
tives in those States, republican like our own, | 


however poor and prostrate they may appear 
to be. If it shall continue to be the Fact that 
Uruguay and Paraguay have no population 
and commerce, and Brazil shall cease to. carry 
out. successsfully the scheme which she has 
been pursuing, we might then consent to the 
abolition of those missions, as we have just, 
done in regard to four in Central America. 
But until that shall have been done, and until 
that fact shall have been established, I hope 
the House will not sustain this amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. © 0 0O) 
Mr. POTTER, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 


| 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Garret] states that 
these are consolidated missions. -This is a 
mistake. The mission to a defunct country, 
Paraguay, was united to part of another to 
make a place for somebody to be. sent to as a 
representative, where we had no intereats to 
represent. wo of the most insignificant 
provinces in South America were put together, 
having, as I have. said, substantially to trade 
with this nation, ¥ 

tion, the entire value of our exports to both 
which amounted to only about. sixteen thou- 
sand dollars the past year; yet we send a min- 
ister there at a salary of $11,500, more than 
ig paid to the minister sent to any, of the prin- 
cipal republics of South America. It was a 
consolidation to make a place for a man, and 
it ee but that one thing to recommend it; as 
has been suggested by a Republican friend 
here, it affords an opportunity to have some- 
body sent out of the country and provided for. 
This is no reason why this mission should be 
continued. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Banks] says that some day or other 
it may be found that it is not important to 
have a minister representing us at these two 
countries, and that then we can abolish the 
mission. Why, sir, if the uselessness of this 
mission can ever be evident it is evident now. 
It was evident two years ago when this very 
matter was under discussion. The population 
and the business of Uruguay and Paraguay 
remain as they were then. Under the present 
system we have this anomaly: that we send to 
two countries with which we have less com- 
munication perhaps than any others in the 
world, to which we send ministers, and which 
are of less importance in population and in 
business, a representative to. whom we pay 
more than we pay to any other diplomatic offi- 
cer in the whole continent of South America, 
except only the minister to Brazil. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘This minister represents us 
at two countriés. i í 

Mr. POTTER. Theoretically, yes; but when 
you put the two countries together you have 
neither population nor business, nor diplo- 
matic intercourse amounting to anything 
worthy of consideration. No gentleman in 
this House, I think, ever saw any one who had 
been to those countries who could say that 
there was any occasion for the services of a 
minister resident to either of them. A distin- 
guished gentleman who once represented the 
United States in that part of South America, 
and who was afterward a member of Con- 
gress, told me that $100 a year would pay. 
every service that a diplomatic agent of the 
United States could possibly render in both 
those countries. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand the 
gentleman from New York to be of opinion 
that we can banish men at a less expense 
than $11,250 a year. 

Mr. POTTER. I do not doubt that; and 
to many sections less remote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to. say 
one word in reply to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Porrer.] ntil the administra- 
tion of President Grant began we hada mis- 
sion to each of these countries. o year 
ago the two missions were, consolidated, and 
a reduction of $3,500 was thus made in the 
ageregate expense. l 

Mr. POTTER. I beg tocorrect the gentle- 
man. A Uruguay mission was taken from the 
migsion to the Argentine Confederation, and 
was added to the existing mission to Paraguay. 
Three thousand dollars of the salary. of the 
minister to that confederation was added to 
the salary theretofore paid the minister to 
Paraguay and the present excessive salary 
made up, and there was no reduction in the 


expense to the Government whatever. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will find that this mission now costs $3,500 
less than did the two missions before they. 
were consolidated. If the gentleman had 
intended to make this sort of reduction it 


with an, insignificant popula- 


Two years 


would have been well to have had it done 


: propose to cut off our relations 


| 


hitherto. New after we have made tho re- 
duction—now, when one minister is called 
upon to. trayel between the two countries at 
his own expense, the capitals of the two 
countries being fifteen hundred. miles apart, 
and to represent us in hoth countries, one sal- 
ary covering all the expense, it occurs to- me 
that it ig overstraining the matter a little to 
r with these two 
republics.of South America. I. call for a 
vote.. í 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw my formal 
amendment. 

The question being taken:on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Porrer, there were—ayes 57, 
noes 58; no quorum voting. 

Mr. POTTER. I call for a further count 
unless it be agreed that we may have the yeas 
and nays on the question in the. House. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. .We cannot con- 
sent to that. _ 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Porter, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 58, noes 71.. 

So the amendment was,not agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. I now ask the House to agree 
to the amendment I offered, to transfer the mis- 
sion to Russia from its present place in the bill 
among the second-class missions, and. insert 
it among the first-class missions. I wish to 
say that I have offered this amendment with 
the concurrence of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and at the instance of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. Myers. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
be heard a moment on this proposition. As 
I understand, the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs] is to. transfer the 
mission to Russia from the second to the first 
class. The only. effect of the proposition 
financially is to raise the annual salary. of the 
minister to Russia from $12,000 to $17,500, 
in gold, an increase of $5,500. I admit that 
the amount involved is not very great, but yet 
I bope it is, sufficient to arrest attention. I 
indulge the hope that there is no disposition 
to increase the cost of our foreign diplomacy, 
now so greatly increased beyond that of former 
years, unless for some good public reason; 
and I submit there is no public reason why 
the salary of our minister to Russia should be 
increased from $12,000 to $17,500, more es- 
pecially when every one knows that the office 
is virtually a sinecure. There are literally no 
duties there for a minister to perform. 

I do not know one single argument in favor 
of the proposed increase of this salary. The 
salaries of our foreign ministers are paid in 
gold, and very greatly exceed any other of our 
salaries, and yet the cost of living is Jess, as 
we are informed, than at home, and except in 
extraordinary cases nothing to do, - This is 
especially true of Russia, with which our 


‘nation has not and never had intimate national 


relations. __ i 

If there be any reagon for this increase it is 
to be found in the fact that our commerce with 
Russia has increased, or that our relations 
with Russia in some form or other, political 
or otherwise, have increased, and therefore 
more character should be given to our minis- 


Government of Bussia to increase the pay of 
our minister. This Republic is better repre- 
sented abroad by adisplay of its wise frugality 
and republican simplicity than in imitating the 
profligacy and extravagance of monarchies. 
And 1 submit further, Mr.. Chairman, if the 
object of increase is. for the. purpose of ex- 
pressing on the part. of..the United States 
higher considerations for the Government of 
Russia, the emperor of Russia and his abso- 
lute Government, then I object to it. The 
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Russian Government is entitled to no such 
consideration from this Republic. A Govern- 
ment whose whole career has been one of 
sauguinary aggression upon the rights of man- 
kind, which has stricken down liberty when- 
ever within her power throughout the whole 
history of her civilization; a nation, sir, 
which, in her fierce ambition, has remorselessly 
bathed the continent of Europe with its best 
blood; a nation which, in the ruthless pride 
of tyranny, seeks to-day to crush out the little 
that remains of nationality in unhappy Greece, 
has no claim to the special consideration of 
this Republic. And we are asked in this sin- 
gular manner to express admiration for that 
hoary-headed despotism. 

The proposed increase of honor on the part 
of the United States of her minister to Kus- 
sia, if an increase of salary is such, cannot 
be because our commerce has increased with 
Russia, for such is not the case. We have 
practically no commerce of any kind with Rus- 
sia. It cannot be because of any increase in 
the national relations between Russia and the 
United States, for our relations with that Power 
have remained uuchanged for fifty years. It 
is, then, but a mark of respect to this over- 
grown despotism, which now threatens what- 
ever remains of freedom in Greece, struck 
down the struggling patriots of Hungary in 
the interests of universal despotism, and in- 
sults the civilized world by pressing every year 
more heavily her iron heel on the neck of pros- 
trate Poland. And we are by new honors to 
our minister to express our admiration for that 
despotic Power. For one, I will give no vote 
that expresses appreciation of that despotism. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. BANKS. 


ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [trust the gentleman will 
allow me this further remark. ‘The argument 
advanced in favor of this proposition 1s that 
Russia has been friendly to the United States. 
If that be the argument upon which increased 
respect is to be paid to her Government, to 
that I can safely answer, there is not a single 
act in the history of Russia, considering her 
relations with the United States, which indi- 
cates a friendly feeling for our Government or 
institutions. From the necessity of things, 
looking into the character of the Russian Gov- 
ernment and to the principles upon which ours 
is founded, there could be no such thing as 
friendly sympathy between the two Govern- 
ments. ‘The one is an absolute despotism, the 
otherarepublic. We are told she expressed 
amity for this Government during our unhappy 
intestine war. Friendly feelings expressed on 
the part of Russia mean nothing. Her hatred 
of all the Powers of Europe where the princi- 
ples of liberty are growing into vigorous life 
would suggest to her by cheap compliments 
to seek a remote ally, one too remote to stand 
in the way of her remorseless ambition. Her 
expressions of friendly feeling to us during 
our civil war was a cheap expression of friend- 
ship. It could cost her nothing. Yet as a 
testimony of our appreciation of it we paid out 
of our Treasury $7,200,000 for the ice fields 
in Alaska, worthless to her and a source of 
heavy expendituretous, That purchase could 
not be defended on any other ground than 
that it conciliated and expressed a kindly feel- 
ing to Russia. An expensive payment for 
empty compliments! There was, however, 
no reason for it, The principle of the Rus- 
sian Government is the natural enemy to the 
principle of the American Government, and 
we can have no real sympathy with that des- 
potism. Happily the remoteness of Russia 
from the United States renders our relations 
simply negative. The master of northern 
Europo, which suppresses with strong hand 
every expression of liberty within the reach 
of her collossal power, can have no sympathy 
with us. Ido not know of any Government 
on the face of the earth with which our rela- 
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I desire to move an amend- 


f 
tions should be so exclusively that of formal | 
diplomacy and nothing more. . 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BANKS. I ‘move to make the amount 
$18,500 instead of $17,500 as a pro forma 
amendment, to enable me to address a few 
words to the committee. I willsay, first, that 
although the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
unanimously in favor of the elevation of this 
mission, yet we had unanimously agreed not 
to trouble the House with the question at this 
time. My honorable colleague, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. Myrrs,] made 
that statement in the debate on this bill yester- 
day. But inasmuch as we have advanced the 
mission to Germany, which would not have 
been recommended, I think I am authorized 
in saying, by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
unless it had been understood that the mission 
to Russia was to be placed with the missions 
to first-class Powers at the same time, and in- 
asmuch as yesterday by unanimous consent we 
advanced the mission to Japan, we feel thatit 
would be a seeming disrespect, unintentional 
I am sure, to the Government of Russia to 
leave the mission to that empire at this time 
in the position which it has stood since its first 
diplomatic connection with our Government. 
I am sure it is not intended to produce this 
effect, but yet in the present condition of 
affairs such would be the result, and we think 
it ought not to be. I am certain that the House 
would have sustained this proposition when 
the mission to Germany was raised to a first 
grade mission, if it had not been that a unani- 
mous consent was necessary from the acci- 
dental presentation of the question, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means believed it to be his duty to make 
objection at that time. 

The objection to this proposition presented 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] 
could beas well urged against all the European 
missions. It can be made against that Bng- 
lish mission. It could have been made against 
that to France. It can be made now against 
the German mission. Whether we shall be 
represented or not does not depend on the 
character of the Government, but on the 
question whether the interests of this country 
require a representation. Russia has eighty 
millions of people. She has increased more 
rapidly in power, in population, and in ter- 
ritory than any other Government of Europe 
orof Asia. She wields a powerful influence 
over the eastern nations she is soon to mold, 
if it does not control altogether western Eu- 
rope. Whether Europe is to be republican 
or Cossack is less a question now than in the 
days of the first Napoleon. She has a terri- 
tory equal to that of Europe itself, with all of 
the resources necessary to make a great and 
prosperous nation. For this reason, if we are 
to be represented anywhere, we should be 
represented where power is increasing, where 
it is developing strength, in industry, in the 
arts, in arms, and in all the elements of mod- 
ern civilization. Such is especially the char- 
acter of Russia. That which has heretofore 
been regarded in some respects a mystery 
among nations is now recognized as a per- 
manent, powerful, prosperous, and progres- 
sive people, equal to any destiny that may 
await them. I know very well that the 
Russian Government is, as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] has said, what 
is commonly called despotic in principle. 


But let me remind him that one hundred and i 


fifty years ago it might have been classed | 
almost among barbarous nations, and in this 
period no people of Europe, certainly no peo- 
ple of Asia, and I think I may say no people 
of America, have made more rapid or greater 
advances in civilization. Her literature com- 
mands respect among all the nations of Europe. 
In diplomacy she is the equal of any other 
nation. Her military power is unsurpassed in 
Europe or Asia. One of the consuls of this 
country wrote me a year and a half since that 
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her armies numbered two and a quarter tiil- 
lions of men, good soldiers, as we all know 
Russians are. In the great reforms which 
have distinguished this beneficent and brilliant 
period of national history she stands with the 
most enlightened and progressive States. 
She emulated the example of the United 
States when we gave freedom to four mil- 
lion slaves by giving freedom and independ- 
ence through territorial possession to more than 
seventy million serfs. 

Mr. SARGENT. Without being forced to 
it by war. $ 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, as my friend reminds 
me, without being forced to do it by war. Of 
her own wisdom, of her own generous recog- 
nition of human rights, she has done this; 
and her administration in reference to this 
great change in the character and position of 
so large a portion of her population, I think T 
may say, has been more fortunate if not wiser 
in its immediate results than emancipation has 
been elsewhere, even in our own country. 
She has established fifteen hundred free schools 
for the education of her emancipated people, 
which is quite as much if not more than we 
have done. 

Russia is, in the nature of things, the friend 
of the United States. Her position makes it 
so. She commands the east of Europe, and 
we the country west of Europe. The natural 
enemy of both nations is between these two 
great empires. In the very nature of things 
she has been from the beginning against Bu- 
rope, because Europe has been her enemy. 
And she has been from the beginning of our 
career the friend of the United States, because 
Europe has been our enemy. 

It does not depend upon the caprice of rulers, 
or even upon the inclinations of her people. 
It resuits from the position of these two great 
empires, and this condition of things must 
remain unchanged at least for a half century 
or a century to come. What may be beyond 
that it is unnecessary for us to conjecture. 

But itis not only by her position with regard 
to the rest of the world that she is our friend. 
Her people look to the United States with admi- 
ration andveneration. Our progress and pros- 
perity strengthens and encourages. We solve 
successfully the great problems of social life, 
and of political administration, with which she 
is engaged. Our success foreshadows her tri- 
umph. Her people in the interior of that 
vagstempire who live upon the steppes of Asia 
follow day by day our career. ‘They delight 
to speak of the events of our recent war; of 
the liberation of slaves; the progress of our 
railways; the union of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans; the enterprise of our journals; our 
institutions of learning; our militia system ; 
our wilitary and naval heroes ; the speed of our 
horses, and all that appertains to our national . 
history, and it has been so from the earliest 
period of our history. 

The very first indication which the Ameri- 
can colonies received of friendly regard and 
recognition in the time when we were struggling 
for our independence was from Russia. The 
American minister in France reported to the 
Government of the Confederation, even before 
we were assured of the active coöperation of 
France, that Russia,whatever might be said of 
| other countries, would be our friend. It may 
be said that it was her interest to be so; but I 
wish we understood our own interests as well 


as she comprehended in this act her own. _ 

| During the rebellion—in 1863—in the dark- 
| est hour of our struggle, her fleets upon the 
| Pacific and the Atlantic coast gave indications 
| not only of her friendship for this country, but 
' of her power also 
{Herethe hammer fell.J 
Mr. BANKS. Let me say 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection 
the gentleman can proceed. The Chair hears 


a word or two 


none. aj 
| Mr. BANKS, For this demonstration she 
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received the applause of all our people, be- 
: - gause we felt, and our enemies felt still more 
than we did, the significance of her move- 
ments. She was in a later period the first of 
European nations to withdraw her flag from 
this continent, which is the greatest boon any 
foreign State can confer upon us. The with- 
drawal of the European flag from the Ameri- 
can continent alone is wanting to make our 
independence complete and perfect. 

Tt may be said that we paid her for this, but 
we would gladly pay as much, ay, many times 
as much for the same great favor from other 
nations that we might name. Russia was the 
first to comprehend our interest, a compre- 
hension running even beyond our own, and 
the first to act upon elevated comprehension, 
and her example has been imitated by other 
European States in proffering territory which 
we have not yet accepted. The influence of 
her magnanimous example in this regard will 
result in the withdrawal of every European flag 
from this continent, a consummation devoutly 
to be wished. 

Now, sir, we only propose to place the mis- 
sion to Russia upon the same level with the 
missionsto England and France and Germany, 
neither. of which Governments has half the 
population or power of Russia. It is a ques- 
tion of grade and character, not of money, and 
I am sure that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] will recognize the fact that by 
this simple change, which costs us so little, we 

lace our mission there, at this important point 
in the world’s history, upon a level with our 
missions to Great Britain, France, and Ger- 
many, and that we shall reap from this measure 
greater benefits than any which have been con- 
ferred by any other mission of a similar grade. 
I hope, sir, the House will sustain the prop- 
osition. ` 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I did not intend to enter upon this dis- 
cussion, but as I intend to vote now for this 
change of the mission to Russia, raising it to 
the grade of a first-class mission, I feel it in- 
cumbent on me, especially after the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hotmay,] 
to say a few words iu justification of my vote. 

I shall not repeat any of the excellent re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
applicable to the appropriation under discus- 
sion, but I ask my friend from Indiana to con- 
sult his geography—and in reference to such 
matters we often make mistakes, so rapidly 
does the world grow—when he remarks that 
Russia is a distant and remote country from 
ours. Sir, Russia is not twelve days’ distant 
in a good steamer from our territory of Alaska, 
and is not more than fifteen, certainly not 
more than eighteen days at most from San 
Francisco, even if it be so far from the popu- 
lation upon Puget sound. We are approach- 
~ ing, and we have approached in closer con- 
tiguity to Russia, and so far from its being a 
remote country to us, it is almost in proximity 
to us, and almost our neighbor. 

During the war with China Russia extended 
her territories over the northern continent of 
Europe on to the Pacific ocean, and is now 
extending her commerce and trade into the 
seas of Japan. There is a growing and im- 
portant commerce, with which the people of 
San Francisco have now some connection, and 
with which the people of the whole land 
will soon have more or less to do. Russia ig 
therefore our neighbor, and our commerce 
with her will certainly increase on the Pacifie 
ocean, if it does not on the Atlantic. Beside 
that, there is another most important consid- 
eration, and I call the attention of the House 
to. this great political fact: we have no means 
of reaching Europe now in time of peril, such 
as our foreign relations involve us in under 
the surveillance of what may be our enemy, 
but the empire of Great Britain. _ Whatever 
our diplomats may transmit to and fro or 
across the ocean, it'isin the power of Great 
Britain at any time to seize and know. 


Thetime is near at hand, the time has already 
come, when we cannot afford longer to submit 
to that European surveillance, but we must 
extend our hands to Russia across the Pacific 
ocean, and establish telegraphic communica- 
tion between San Francisco, across the islands 
of the north Pacific, to the Russian possessions 
in Asia, and make connection with that line of 
telegraphic communication that now already 
reaches from St. Petersburg to the river Amoor. 
By that means we will be enabled to communi- 
cate with our friends in Europe in time of war, 
no matter what may be the hostility of Eng- 
land or of France toward us. 

And I deeply regret to hear the honorable 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] say 
that the Russians are our enemies. Sir, there 
is no people on the face of the whole earth so 
closely allied to us in heart and hand, in body 
and soul, as are the people of the Government 
of Russia. I speak from my own personal 
knowledge. I may say that during the last 
summer, when I was in barbarous countries 
and at times unsafe, the Russian Government, 
or its authorities at Pekin, extended to me 
as an American what they would not to any 
European, to any Frenchman, to any English- 
man, to any other man on earth but to an Amer- 
ican, a protection which enabled me to travel 
in safety. 

Mr. WOOD. In the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, both in the last Congress as well as in 
this, I gave my vote for the proposition now 
presented by our chairman, [Mr. Banxs. ] 

uring the last Congress the proposition to 
raise the mission to Russia to the first. class 
accompanied a like proposition in relation to 
the mission to Germany, which latter propo- 
sition passed Congress. There were reasons, 
which were stated by the chairman in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, growing out 
of the condition of the business in the House 
of Representatives, which rendered it quite 
impossible to do what we had intended to do 
in relation to the mission to Russia, and which 
is now proposed. When we considered the 
subject at this session (and I think I am not 
revealing any of the secrets of our committee 
in making this statement) we determined, in 
view of recent circumstances growing out of 
events which have recently transpired in Wash- 
ington in reference to the Russian minister, 
not to present this proposition to the House 
if there was the slightest possibility of its being 
defeated. 

I regret that it should be opposed by any 
gentleman from any motive of economy, from 
any misconception, in my judgment, of the 
friendly character of the Russian Government 
and of the Russian people toward the Govern- 
ment and people of the United States. I regret 
that any gentleman should have felt it within 
the line of his duty—and I have no doubt that 
was the consideration that has influenced the 
course of my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] in this case—to interpose the slightest 
objection to this proposition. Sir, the mere 
question of salary is a question of no import- 
ance. But the grave question of continuing 
our friendly relation and our friendly inter- 
course with all the great Powers of the world 
is of the very last importance. My colleague, 
[Mr. Brooxs,]in my judgment, has very prop- 
erly given reasons here which are conclusive 
why he should support this proposition, and I 
do not see how any gentleman can feel com- 
pelled to offer any opposition whatever to it. 

Sir, we do not know what. may be twelve 
months hence the relations of this country 
with some of the leading Governments of 
Europe. Here is a proposition to place the 
mission to Russia upon an equal footing with 
the missions to Great Britain, France, and 
Germany. Will any gentleman get up here 
and tell me that so far as the Russian Govern- 
ment is concerned it has not consistently 
maintained its friendliness toward the Govern- 
ment of the United States, when, within the 


4 last twenty years, both the English and the 


French Governments have more than once 
been in secret, if not in open, hostility to our 
Government? And now to propose that we 
shall not place the mission to Russia upon the 
same footing that we have placed the missions 
to Great Britain and France would be a dis- 
crimination which Russia would have a right 
to look upon as unfriendly on the part of the 
United States. I have risen only to say that 
this proposition having been made, I think it 
would be exceedingly unfortunate, in view of 
existing circumstances, to have this House 
refuse to assent to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hardly 
desire to take much part in this debate. First- 
class missions are for first-class Powers, and 
if there is a first-class Power on earth to-day 
it is the empire of Russia; not only in her 
material and naval strength, but in her com- 
mercial prosperity, in the liberty which she 
has given to all classes of her subjects so far 
as the constitution and laws of that empire 
will permit. 

There is one topic that I desire to bring to 
the attention of the House, and it is that, as 
I have been informed, Russia, since the eman- 
cipation of her serfs, has organized for them a 
school system second to none in Europe, not 
even excepting that of Prussia, which has been 
considered perhaps the best system of com-: 
mon-school educationin the world. Nor have 
I heard that any class of the Russian people 
have organized themselves into bands to burn 
down the school-houses. [Laughter.] Onthe 
contrary, they have been protected and hon- 
ored. In this respect Russia sets us an exam- 
ple of which I think we may well show our 
appreciation by raising our mission to that 
country to as high ə, class as any we have in 
the world. ; 

Again, sir, at this particular juncture, when 
we of the United States have not too many 
friends in Europe, and when under the treaty 
of Washington our ancient enemy has insisted 
that we should not give the empire of Russia 
the poor compliment of appointing from that 
empire a single arbitrator in any one of the 
controversies to be determined under that 
treaty, provided its provision should go into 
effect—when we have been obliged to go to 
Brazil and Italy and Spain and Turkey, and 
almost every Power in Europe for an: arbitra- 
tor, but have been obliged to pass by our 
ancient ally and friend—at this juncture I think 
it will not be either ungracious or improper 
for the Government of this country in its pop- 
ular branch to inaugurate what is but just, 
and at the same time a proper compliment 
to Russia, by raising our mission there to the 
first class, in order to show that here at least 
the kindly feeling which has hitherto been 
cherished by the United States toward Russia 
is still alive, active, and operative. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amend- 
ment to the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw my pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. POTTER. I therefore renew the amend- . 
ment. It is true, as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] has said, that we do 
send. first-class ministers only to first-class 
Powers; but we do not, however, send first- 
class ministers to all first-class Powers. On 
the contrary, by the policy of this Government 
first-class ministers have heretofore been sent 
to those only of the great Powers of the world 
with which we have had most frequent occasion 
for diplomatic and other communication. Now 
Russia, having regard to the extent of its ter- 
ritory and the numbers of its people, is a first- 
class Power, but is not one of those great 
Powers with which the United States come 
most frequently in contact or have the most 
extensive and intimate relations. The great 
Powers with which we come most in contact 
and carry on the most extensive intercourse 
are Great Britain, Germany, and France. 
From the two former of these nations the 
greater portion of our immigration is derived. 
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New York to-day is, I believe, in respect of 
the numbers of its German population, the 
third German city in the world, and in respect 
of its Irish population a first-class Irish city 
also. Those arc the two nationalities with 
which we have most to do, with which, because 
of the great emigration from those countries 
to ours and our large commercial intercourse, 
cur relations are most intimate. For this rea- 
son we have first-class missions to those coun- 
tries. Russia, although she is a great country, 
is geographically remote, and the business and 
intercommunication of our people with hers is 
of minor importance, and no necessity for a 
first-class mission there has heretofore been 
considered as existing. 

Now, sir, what has occurred within the last 
year that should change the policy of the Gov- 
ernment in respect to this mission to Russia? 
We are told that Russia is our friend, and that 
we owe her the advancement of the grade of 
this mission by way of compliment. Is she 
more our friend to-day, sir, than she has been 
at any time during the past ten years? Has 
anything occurred within the last twelve 
months to induce us to make this special con- 
cession to Russia now by way of compliment, 
as it is called? Surely nothing. J agree that 
the conduct of Russia toward the United States 
has been friendly. The position of that coun- 
try and this is such as to make their conduct 
toward each other naturally friendly. It is 
very difficult for a country situated like the 
United States, and having such interests:as 
we have, to have difficulties with a country 
sibuated like Russia, and having such interests 
as Russia has. Could this Government well 
get into a quarrel with Iceland or Patagonia? 
Sir, we need, as it seems to me, the best diplo- 
matic representation exactly where we are 
most likely to have international difficulties, 
and not where they are least likely to occur. 

And then, so far as compliment is concerned, 
it seems to me, of all times in the world, this 
is the very time when we ought not to volun- 
deer any action of a complimentary character 
in respect of Russia. There have been, as is 
well known, certain difficulties and differences 
between the United States and the Govern- 
ment of Russia in respect to the late embassa- 
dor from that country. I know nothing about 
the details of this controversy, or at least I 
have no more knowledge in respect of them 
than has been made public, or than any other 

entleman in the House may have; but what 
Fao know is, that that branch of the Govern- 
ment of this nation to which has been intrusted 
by the people the charge of its foreign inter- 
course—the executive branch of this Govern- 
ment—has been dissatisfied with the conduct 
of the Russian Government and the Russian 
embassador, and have rebuked both. Since 
that is so, unless we are prepared to assert 
that our Government has behaved wrongfully 
in this matter and intend to rebuke it, we ought 
not now, of all times in the world, to adopt 
complimentary measures to Russia which can- 
not but reflect most severely on the action of 
the Executive. If, sir, I could be in favor of 
this measure at any time, I cannot now, at any 
rate, regard it as timely or worthy of support, 
and I trust, therefore, the amendment of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts will be rejected. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not my purpose, Mr. 
Chairman, to take any partin the debate, and 
I only do so from the fact that I am a member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, before 
which this subject has been considered. 

It is true, sir, that our relations with Russia 
are not commercial. It is also true we have 
no antagonisms with Russia; no conflicting 
interests, and it is in good part for that reason 
that Russia is now and always has been our 
friend. Itis a remarkable fact that most of 
our foreign troubles have occurred with the 
people from whom we are said to have sprung; 
whose language we speak, and whose institu- 
tions in good part we have adopted. In the 


future, should it be our misfortune to be in- 
volved in foreign war, it is more likely to be 
with the people who are kindred to us than 
with the strangers of Russia. 

Only the other day we made an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 without an objection from my 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman,] or my 
friend from New York, | Mr. POTTER, ] who now 
oppose this appropriation, for the purpose 


| of doing what? For the purpose of receiving 


a mission from Japan, because enlightened 
statesmanship dictated it; and I claim that 
now enlightened statesmanship demands that 
we should place our mission at St. Petersburg 
upon the same level with those of Great Brit- 
ain, France, and Prussia. Our mission to 
Prussia was, only the other day, placed on a 
par with those of England and France; and 
it was right. Why? Because German power 
had loomed up in vast proportions and assumed 
a position in the world fully equal to that of 
either England or France. In the future, 
should the United States be involved in a for- 
eign war, which I trust will not be, if we have 
an ally, that ally willbe Russia. Why? Not 
because of any sentimentality toward the Uni- 
ted States on the part of Russia; not because 
we speak the Russian language; but because 
we have a community of interest; because 
our great rival is the same Great Britain. 
Should the calamity of war fall on the two 
nations ut any near or any distant day, which 
I hope will not occur, when that time comes, 
if it does come, it will be found when the 
fleets of Great Britain are spread upon the 
waters, making war upon the American com- 
merce and the American flag, that Russian 
columns will be directed toward Constantinople 
and India. ‘To all intents and purposes Russia 
is the ally of the United States; and such has 
been the attitude of that Power from the ear- 
liest history of our country. While the Gov- 
ernments of England and France during our 
late civil war were in sentiment arrayed against 
the United States, not because they were in 
favor of the South, but because they desired 
to see this great Republic dismembered, Rus- 
sia was our friend, because she desired to 
see the United States remain a great Power, 
capable of wielding a great influence in the 
affairs of nations. : 

I trust, sir, that the mission to Russia will 
be placed substantially on the same level as 
those to the other great Powers of Europe. 
The minister to England is an envoy extra- 
ordinary. ‘The minister to France is the same. 
The minister to Prussia isthe same. And it is 
difficult to understand why a minister with the 
same title to a Power of equal magnitude and 
grandeur should not be placed on the same 
footing. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope debate 
on this paragraph will now be closed. 

Mr. POTTER. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irenewit. [fam glad that 
the timid counsels which have been expressed 
by gentlemen do not represent the sentiments 
of the American people. I think gentlemen 
who apprehend that the hour is coming upon 
us—and the apprehension seems to be immi- 
nent from the solemn tones in which gentle- 
men speak—when this Republic will seek 
shelter under the power of Russia, may relieve 
their minds from that apprehension. I thank 


God the American people indulge no such | 


apprehensions. In the contests of nations our 
people are not doubtful of their power. They 
will seek no shelter. No vicissitude of fortune 
can compel us to call despotism to our aid, 
and I greatly question, sir, whether the Ameri- 
can people will esteem themselves compli- 
mented by the suggestion of their Represent- 
atives that in a contingency likely to arise, if 
it is not properly guarded against, the people 
of the United States will call to their aid the 
most despotic Power. I say to these gentle- 
men that they may dismiss their apprehen- 


| 


sions. Their constituents are not doubtful of 
the result of a contest solitary and alone with 
any Power that might force the alteruative of 
war or dishonor upon them. If they were 
they would have forgotten their history. The 
policy of this nation is peace, and the Repub- 
lic calls for no counsels and needs no aid from 
despotism. But why all this effort and pre- 
tense to force an increase of a salary now too 
large and of no public benefit? 

The trath is we have no trade with Russia. 
Gentlemen are compelled to acknowledge that. 
We have no immigration from Russia, and no 
actual intercourse with that nation, friendly or 
unfriendly. We have no international rela- 
tions with Russia. To-day the free spirit of 
America would sooner put the brave little 
Government of Switzerland among our first- 
class missions than the despotic Government 
of Russia. We have infinitely more social, 
commercial, and national relations with Swit- 
zerland, or with the free cities of Hamburg or 
Bremen, than with all Russia. : 

It seems unfortunate for Americans to travel 
abroad. ‘Ihe first motion we get from a dis- 
tinguished citizen, a member upon this floor, 
on his return from foreign countries, is to put 
an effete old monarchy of Asia among the 
higher class missions, and so magnifies the 
importance of this Asiatic monarchy that he 
accomplishes his purpose. And then, because 
foreign States have treated a gentleman on 
this floor with consideration, he urges an in- 
crease of $5,500 for the Russian mission. If 
these are inevitable results, let the American 
citizen continue to breath the-free air of his 
own country, rather than come home with 
sentiments so friendly to institutions of Gov- 
ernment so foreign to our own. We must 
compliment Russia! She seems to appre- 
ciate our anxiety to conciliate her. She already 
seems to think that we court her interference 
in our affairs. 

Gentlemen propose tô compliment the Rus- 
sian Government after her emissary has been 
dismissed from this capital for meddling in 
our affairs. How long ago has it been simce 
an emissary of this same Power on the floor 
of this House, forgetting his position, was seen 
button-holing the members of Congress. to 
favor a certain line of commercial policy af- 
fecting a product common to both countries? 
And how long has it been since the Govern- 
ment of the United States had to complain of 
the impertinent interference of the emissary 
of that Power in the affairs of the United 
States? : 

No, sir, neither on the score of nationality, 
nor of commerce, nor of political relations, 
nor on any other-possible ground can the prop- 
osition be defended, that we should compli- 
ment this hoary despotism by placing it on an 
equal footing with the progressive and enlight- 
ened nations of Europe, in which free institu- 
tions are steadily gaining ground. 

The argument that because we have made 
the mission to Germany a first-class mission, 
therefore Russia, the enemy of free institu- 
tions, the oppressor of every people within her 
reach struggling to be, free, must equally 
receive marks of our national esteem, is not 
very complimentary to Germany. We have 
neither social nor commercial relations with 
Russia; we have both with Germany; while 
our postal, commercial, and other treaties, and 
the great commercial lines between the two 
countries have established relations between 
them as intimate as the policy of the United 
States admits with any foreign Power. ` 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Inow yield one 
minute to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Banxs,] after which I shall’ask that the 
debate be closed. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
listen to what I have to say, if I am to have 
but one minute. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly I will 
listen to the gentleman. 


we 
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Mr. BANKS.: This is nota proposition, Mr. 
Chairman, to compliment Russia. It is aprop- 
osition to recognize her in the same way as 
we recognize other Governments of the same- 
character. “That is all. But I wish to say, in 
reference especially to what has fallen from 
thë gentleman from New York, that I approve 
entirely the recent action of our Government : 
with regard to the Russian minister. «It has 
my cordial approval, We sent him out of 
the country because his conduct was justly 
offensive to our Government and our people; 
that was a matter of justice for us; and now, 
when the question occars as to the character 
of a diplomatic representative in Russia, we 
make if correspond with that of other nations, 
for the same reason, as a matter of justice. 
Sir, that has’ nothing to do with recent. per» 
sonal troubles at all; on the contrary, the 
fact that such personal and unpleasant diff- 
culties have occurred makes this proposed act 
of justice the more proper and the more satis- 
factory. So 

Now; one word in reference to the statement 
in regard to despotism. There is no country 
jn Európe, and scarcely any upon the globe, 
which has made ‘more rapid ‘progress in what 
we call civilization, and adopted so many 
liberal measures within the last few years as 
Russia. So far as friendship with her is con- 
cerned, although we have nothing to fear, and 
no reason to rely upon or seek her protection, 
itis enough for us to know that in the last 
twenty years we have seen the same European 
nations struggling in the Crimea to cripple 
the power of Russia that we afterward saw in 
Mexico seeking to destroy the United States. 
[Cries of Votel” ‘ Votel’’} Yes, let us have 
a vote, an affirmative, and if possible, a unani- 
mous vote. f f 

The question was put on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Banks; and there were—ayes 
107, noes 25. . i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. Jask that the Clerk be au- 
thorized to cortect the amounts so as to make 
them correspond with the amendment adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done with- 
out any motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salary of the interpreter to the legation to 
Japan, $2,500. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It seems to 
meé that that is a mistake. It provides for the 
salary of interpreter to the legation at Japan, 
and the same thing is provided for in another 
part of the bill. , 

Mr. BANKS. If the proposition is to raise 
the salary of this officer I think I must object, 
because all these matters are to come before 
the House in a separate bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I have not 
moved to increase the salary, but I think that 
there is.a mistake in the bill, and that there 
are two interpreters provided for for this mis- 
sion to Japan. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We will look 
into the matter, and correct it if it be so. 

The Clerk read as follows: =~ 

For compensation of agonts appointed by the 
Treaident to cxamino consular meronnts; as author- 
ize 1 BO, section © e act approved mly 

Mr. SWANN. I move to amend that clause 
by adding to it the following: “ . 

And from and after the close of the present fiscal 
year said appropriation shall cease, and all acts 


and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repeaied. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
is no objection to that. f 
Thé amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: : 


Aix-la-Chapelle, Acapulco, Algiers, Amoy, Am- 
sterdau, Antwerp, Aspinwall, Bangkok, Basle, Bel- 
fast, Buenos Ayres, Bordeaux, Bremen, Brindisi, 
Boulogne, Barcelona, Cadiz, Callao, Canton, Chom- 
nitz, Chin Kiang, Clifton, Coaticook, Cork, Demerara, 
Dundee, Elsinore, Fort Erie, Foo-Choo, Funchal, 
Geneva, Genoa, Gibraltar, Glasgow, Goderich, Hali- 


I think there 


fax, Hamburg, Havre, Honolulu, Hong Kong, Han- į 


kow, Hakodadi, Jerusalem, Kanagawa, Kingston, 
(Jamaica,) Kingston, (Canada,) La Rochelle, La- 
guayra, Leeds, Leghorn, Leipsic, Lisbon, Liverpool, 
Lyons, Malaga, Malta, Manchester, Matanzas, Mar- 
seilles, Mauritius, Melbourne, Messina, Munich, 
Mahe, Nagasaki, Naples, Nassau, (West Indies,) 
Newcastle, Nice, Nantes, Odessa, Oporto, Osacca, 
Palermo, Panama, Pernambuco, Pictou, Port Mahon, 
Port Said, Prescott, Prince Edward Island, Quebec, 
Rio de Janeiro, Rotterdam, San Juan del. Sur, San 
Juan, (Porto Rico) St. John’s (Canada Kast,) 
Santiago de Cuba, Port Sarnia, Rome, Singapore, 
Smyrna, Southampton, St. Petersburg, Santa Cruz, 
(West Indies,) St. Thomas, Spezzia, Stuttgardt, 
Swatow, St, Helena, Tangier, Toronto, Trieste, 
Trinidad de Cuba, Tripoli, Tunis, Tunstall, Turk’s 
Island, Valparaiso, Vera Craz, Vienna, Valencia, 
Windsor, Zurich, Birmingham, Barmen, and Winne- 
peg, (Selkirk settlement, British North America.) 


Mr. BANKS. The House has agreed that 
the consulate at Tsien Tsin shall be fixed at a 
salary of $3,000. I move to insert ‘Tsien 
Tsin’’ in the proper place in that paragraph. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
House agree to do that? 

Mr. BANKS. By the passage of a -bill 
reported from the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That bill has 
not passed the other branch of Congress, but 
however I will not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IV. COMMERCIAL AGENCIES. 
Schedule C. 


Amoor river, Apia, Gaboon, St. Paul de Loando 
Lanthala, Sabanilla. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move pro 
forma to strike out that clause, for the pur- 
pose of saying that I trust there will be an 
immediate revision of some of these consul- 
ates. To my own knowledge some of these 
consuls do not receive enough to live decently, 
and the temptation is irresistable to make false 
invoices. 

Mr. BANKS. There is to be a bill re- 
ported shortly to the House revising the whole 


matter. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It ought to 


be done. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs give us 
some idea when we may expect that bill to 
be reported? I have heard of it for some 
years, and the law still stands as it was. 

Mr. BANKS. The Secretary of State has 
sent to a committee of the Senate the informa- 
tion desired by the committees of the two 
Houses, and there is no doubt that the bill 
will soon be reported. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

V. COMMERCIAL AGENCIES. 
Schedule B. 
Madagascar, San Juan del Norte, Saint Domingo. 


For interpreter to the consulates in China, Japan, 
Siam, and Turkey, ineluding loss by exchange, $7,500. 


Mr. COGHLAN. I move to amend the 
paragraph just read by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

For expenses incurred by the consul general and 
the consuls of the United States, at the portsof China, 
in making thelegal examination of proposed ewm- 
igrants to the United States, directed to be made by 
the fourth section of the act of Congress approved 
February 19, 1862, $10,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the 
point of order that that amendment proposes 
new legislation, and is therefore not in order 
on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Itis not new legislation; 
it simply makes an appropriation to carry out 
existing law. 

Mr. COGHLAN. It is an appropriation 
called for by existing law. `I refer the chair- 
man to section four of an act of Congress 
approved February 19, 1862. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itseems to be provided 
for by law. © = > 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is clearly a 
ang and not an appropriation called for by 

aw. 


Mr. SARGENT. T insist it is not a claim, - 


but simply a provision whereby next year a 
law of Congress can be carried out. 


When did the: 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair for the pres- 
ent will rule that the amendment 1s in order. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Icallattention to the act 
itself which calls for this appropriation, which 
act was approved February 19, 1862. That 
act directs positively that the consuls and the 
consul general of the United States in China 
shall make a personal examination of the pro- 
posed emigrants to the United States in order 
to ascertain whether they are slaves or not. 
have offered this amendment at the suggestion 
of the consul of the United States at the port 
of Hong Kong, in China. And in the few 
moments allowed me in which to show the 
reasons why this House should adopt this 
amendment, I believe 1 cannot make a stronger 
argument than the dispatch of Mr. Bailey, our 
consul at Hong Kong, to Mr. Davis, the Assist- 
ant Secretary of State, which I ask the Clerk 
to read. f 

The Clerk began the reading of the letter, 


as follows: 


UNITED STATES CONSULATES, 
Hoxe Kona, April 25, 1871. 


Sim: The subject of Chinese emigration from this 
port to the United States has claimed my careful 
thought and patient investigation for the last four 
months, with a view to get at the facts, and to un- 
derstand it in its surroundings and bearings. The 
whole subject is an anomaly. Rules that will do 
clsewhere in the world, when applied in consider- 
ing questions of immigration, have no_applisation 
to Chinese immigration to the United States. Im- 
migrants to America from other parts of the world 
go of their own volition, free and voluntary. Emi- 
gration from China to all parts of the world is an 
organized business or trade, in which men of large 
capital and hongs of great wealth engage as a regu- 
lar traffic, by which men are bought and sold for so 
much per head, precisely as a piece of merchandise 
is handled, atits market value. The poor laborer. 
of Europe applies his own scanty means to get to the 
land of promise, or is assisted by his friends, chari- 
table societies, or benevolent institutions, to reach 
a place where he hopes to have his toil properly 
requited, where his labor will inure to his own ben- 
efit. The cooly of Chinais bought by the rich trader 
to serve his purchaser at low wages for a series of 
years ina foreign country, under contract for tho 
faithful performance of which in many instances he 
gives a mortgage on his wife and children, with a 
stipulation that at the end of his term of service he 
is to be brought back to China ‘by his purchaser, 
This contract is sold by the dealer through his 
agents in the United States and elsewhere at a large 
advance, and isa source of great profit to capitalists 
who have the means to buy and sell large numbers 
ofmen. This contract, in the United States, is no 
doubt null and void, but nevertheless the cooly will 
comply strictly with all its terms, a copy of which 
in Chinese characters is always in his possession, and 
this he will do because his purchaser holds his house- 
hold dares in the land to which he always hopes and 
expects to return, in pledge for the faithful perform- 
ance of his bonds. Thecentral idea of a Chinaman’s 
religion, if he has any religion at all, is that of the 
worship of the tombs of his ancestors. The super- 
stitions of Fung-Shusy dominate him wherever he 
may be in the world. The subtle mysticisms of 
China which so strangely govern all its people in 
their social, political, and quasi religious life, are as 
a hook in his nose, by.which his purchaser controls 
him at all timesand in all places; and thus this rela- 
tion of master and quasi slave, no matter how many 
miles apart, is welded by the mystical links of reli- 
gious superstitions, family ties, and rights of ances- 
tral tombs, which control and regulate the recipro- 
cal duties of trader and cooly in the home land. 

The means of obtaining coolies are as various as 
the ingenuity of man can devise, and are as corrupt 
asthe incentive to large gains can stimulate and 
invent. Men and boys are desoyed by all sorts of 
tricks, opiates, and illusory promises, into the haunts 
of the traders. Once in the clutches of these men- 
dealers, by a system of treachery and terrorism, con- 
nived at by the locai Chinese authorities, whose 
chief business in life is to “ squeeze ” the people, the 
stupefied cooly is overawed into making a contract 
under such Chinese influences and surroundings as 
give it asacredness of character nowhere else known 
in the world. From that moment he is the mere 
tool of the rich dealer wherever he may go. It is 
difficult for persons accustomed to western civiliza- 
tion to understand the depth and extent of this rela- 
tionship, but Chinese civilization is unique, perhaps 
opaque, and cannot be measured by that of any 
other. 

The above is a mere outline of the system, and is 
the general rule that controls Chinese emigration. 
Contact with Americanideas and the spirit of Ameri- 
can law has, in some measure, modified the rule ag 
applied-to Chinese emigrants going to the United 
States, so that there is in reality free and voluntary 
emigration: but itis so surrounded, mixed up, and 
tainted with the virus of the cooly trade, as to re- 
quire the utmost vigilance and scrutiny to separate 
the legitimate from the illegitimate emigration. 

Tam charged under the law with the duty of giv- 
ing to every American vessel leaving this port with 
Chinese emigrants a permit or certificale setting 
forth the fact that cach person is a free and volun- 
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tary emigrant, but that the same shall not be given 
until Lam first personally satisfied by evidence pro- 
duced of the truth of the facts therein contained. 
Í find among my consular duties prescribed by the 
consular regulations of 1868, that Tam— 

“iTo repress and discourage by all proper means 
the traffic in laborers usually called the coolie 
trade. it is fully expected that they (consular 
officers) will carefully see that its provisions (act of 
February 19, 1862,) are strictly observed, The Sec- 
retary of State in his circular of January 17, 1867, 
says: ‘You are consequently directed to make use 
of all the authority, power, and influence at your 
command toward preventing and discouraging the 
carrying on of the traffic referred to in any way.’ ” 

In the consular regulations of 1870, concerning the 
act of February 19, 1862, I find the following instruc- 
tions: 

“Consuls will be rigid in exacting a compliance 
with these provisions.” i F 

I have made the above recapitulation to show the 
Secretary of State the stand-point from which Tam 
viewing the subject, and the lights that are guiding 
me in the course I am pursuing; and to ask, if lam 
taking too serious @ view of the matter, for such 
further instructions as the better judgment of the 
Scerctary may think proper and advisable, 

In consideration of the foregoing, the first ques- 
tion that arises is, how shall 1 perform the duties 
devolving upon me in in this matter ?, ‘The number 
of emigrants is so large as to make it impossible for 
mo to examine each person, and in addition attend 
to the various and arduous duties of this consulate, 
I must, therefore, cither abandon the execution of 
the law as an idle form, or I must appoint a corps of 
assistants, suflicient in number, in integrity, and 
sagacity, to make the examination a rigid and faith- 
ful compliance with the letter and spirit of the law. 
Heretofore, L am free to say, from all I have been 
able to learn, the whole proceeding in this regard 
has been a complete farce. ; 

I have not the means to pay for these assistants, 
for my salary is hardly sufficient to support me in 
the plainest and most economical manner possible 
fer me to adopt. Therefore I must allow these as- 
sistants to charge a fee such as will makereasonablo 
compensation for their services, labor, and expenses 
in and about.the matter. I can procure men of small 
capacity, and less integrity, to undertake the task 
for a mere trifle; but this would make an expense 
without any good in return, for such un examination 
would be neither thorough nor reliable. The only 
safe rule is to put the matter in charge of first-class 
men, and allow them to collect such tees as shall be 
reasonable compensation for their services. Even 
this plan, which seems to me at, present to be the 
best, is not satisfactory to my mind, for the reason 
that it will necessarily involve an expense that may 
be the subject of irritation; but I do not know what 
better to do than totry it, and by carefully watching 
reduce it, as experience may suggest, to the lowest 
possible cost. 

While the law, my instructions, and the con- 
dition of affairs here are as at present, I deem this 
examination by assistants as indispensable, and the 
necessary oxpenses must follow it, unless the law 
and the facts are to be ignored, and investigation 
abandoned. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now renew 
my point of order, that this amendment pro- 
poses new legislation, and is therefore out of 
order on an appropriation bill. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has exam- 
ined the law, and does not find any authority 
for this proposed appropriation. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I have the section of the 
law here, and will read it. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has read the 
law. It prescribes additional duties for con- 
suls in China, but gives no authority for the 
incurring of any additional expense or the 
payment of any money. The Chair rules the 
amendment out of order. 

The Clerk read the following : 

For stationery, book-cases, arms of the United 
States, seals, presses, and flags, and paymentof rent, 
freight, postage, and miscellaneous expenses, includ- 
ing loss by exchange thereon, $65,000. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Imoveto amend 
the paragraph just read by adding thereto the 
following: 

Provided, That none of the moneys hereby appro- 
priated shall be expended for supplying any of 
the books published by the Government, and usually 
known by the name of “ public documents,” to the 
legations and consulates of the United States, ex- 
cept such as shall have been first designated by the 
Secretary of State, by a writing to be recorded in the 
State Department, as suitable for and required by 
the legations aud consulates to which they shall be 
supplied. 

I hope there will be no objection to the 
adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
tleman will modify his amendment so as to 
make this provision absolute, and not merely 


| applicable to the moneys appropriated by this 
bill, as the amendment now stands. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. l have no objec- 
tion to that. I wishto makea brief statement 
to the committee inregard to this matter. There 
have been sent, heretofore, to the various 
legations, and to a great extent, perhaps, to the 
consulates also, large boxes of books of pub- 
lie documents, at very great expense where 
the legation or consulate is very remote from 
the United States. The cost of transportation 
has heen very considerableindeed, as I happen 
to know, from personal observation in part, 
and also from information derived from our 
various ministers and consulsin foreign coun- 
tries. These books have added very largely 
to the cost of our foreign service, not only on 
account of the cost of transportation, but also 
on account of the expense of providing for 
their care in the way of book-cases and in the 
matter of their transfer from place to place in 
the cities where our legations and consulates 
are located. In all those places great expense 
is constantly incurred by our Government 
on this account. Soworthless arethese books 
that at least sometimes, and I think often, 
they lie in the custom-house uncalled for after 
they have reached their destination. I think 
there will be no objection to this amendment. 

I want to add a remark in regard to another 
matter still, and one having a more important 
bearing upon this question. I refer to the 
matter of libraries for our legations; and I 
wish I could attract the attention of the House 
to this subject. Every gentleman of intelli- 
gence will at once recognize the fact that 
libraries having proper relations to diplomatic 
affairs are of indispensable importance to every 
legation. This fact is recognized by every 
Government, so far as I know, in the world 
except our own. At no legation of which I 
have information, except those of the United 
States, is there a failure to provide suitable 
text-books for the use of the minister. Now, 
consider the matter for a moment. ‘The 
minister is called upon, wherever the legation 
has any business at all, to decide upon matters 
of international law of the most delicate and 
important character. Heis compelled to make 
such decisions, and base upon them important 
international action. These decisions, there- 
fore, are of the utmost delicacy and import- 
ance. They must be in accordance with the 
public law of the world. A mistake in these 
matters is a disaster. But, sir, it is one of the 
misfortunes, nay, it is one of the shames of our 
country that we have not provided libraries for 
a large proportion—perhaps I ought to say for 
any portion—of our legations. Why, sir, $300 
will buy the text-books that are indespensable 
for each legation. For the money which it 
costs to send abroad these boxes of worthless 
public documents—literally not worth their 
weight in rags—we could supply our legations 
with the indispensable text-books of the law. 
At present our ministers have to borrow these 
text-books from other legations. Day by day 
and year by year this Republic places its own 
legations in this humiliating position. I know 
of legation after legation that has not even a 
respectable edition of Wheaton’s International 
Law, that is not supplied even with anything 
better than the first edition; and some of them 
have not even that. Yet, for the purpose of 
sending to our legations these worthless boxes 
of documents we are spending thousands and 
tens of thousands of dollars, while we compel 
our ministers to do their work—the most crit- 
ical and delicate work of the world, often in- 
volving questions of peace and war—in the 
absence of the indispensable books bearing 
upon their business. 

The Secretary of State sent to us during the 
last Congress an admonition that it is time we 
should do our duty in this regard; and I beg 
and pray that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs having charge of this subjeet : may 
speedily report a bill (I would move such a 


measure now wereit in order) providing that 
our legations may be supplied with the neces- 
sary text-books of the law which our ministers 
must and ought to have. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. Ixise pro forma to oppose 
the. amendment. ‘The proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio is a very proper one. 
There is a great deal of waste and a great deal 
of wrong in this matter. It may be said of 
almost every one of our legations that it not 
only has no library, but no place to put a 
library. -Whenever the ministersare changed, 
as they frequently are in our service, every- 
thing belonging to the United States, such as 
its records, archives, &c., is deposited in 
any out-of-the-way place that the outgoing 
officer may be able to find for the purpose; 
so that when the new officer arrives ten 
chances to one he cannot find anybody in the 
country who is able to tell him even where the 
official recordsare, They are found in hotels 
or private houses—in all sorts of out-of-the- 
way places. J only wish that every member 
of the House might hold for a time a first- 
class mission in order that their views might 
be liberalized and enlarged in the same way 
as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABAR- 
GER] appears to have reformed his opinions 
upon these important subjects. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit to my colleague 
that he bring this matter before the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
have a building erected wherever we have a 
foreign mission, as we have done in all the 
cities and towns of the country not below ten 
thousand population.. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, that is one 
of my colleague’s jokes. [Laughter.] We 
do not propose to erect public buildings for 
our foreign ministers, or anything of the kind. 

Mr. DAWES. I will tell my colleague it is 
a pretty serious joke when he comes to find 
the aggregate. 

Mr. BANKS, If he speaks of itas aserious 
joke, why I take it as such. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it is necessary we should 
have offices, and these offices should be con- 
tinued from time to time; yet as it is now, 
every man appointed to one of these offices 
changes its location, so that if we do not lose 
our property, our public documentary records 
and papers are exposed to the gaze of every- 
body. Of course gentlemen will admit it is 
a most serious evil, that it should be so. 

Mr. DAWES. I know it is my misfortune 
never to have gone abroad on one of these 
missions. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to yield to me fora motion that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I kave but a 
word to say. In response to my colleague, who 
has alluded to the beneficial effect of foreign 
travels, I wish to express my regret that I have 
not been ableto enjoy all of those benefits. 
But, sir, I have observed in the little time I have 
been here that every time this consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill comes up I was 
always able to tell who had enjoyed that 
great blessing. I never, however, knew it to 
go quite so faras on this interesting occasion. 
[Laughter.] It has culminated on this occa- 
sion. It appears we not only lack proper public 
buildings in all the cities and towns of this 
country, both large and-small, but we also lack 
them in all the cities of other countries with 
which we have diplomatic relations. I trust, 
Mr. Chairman, this pleasant. little joke of my 
colleague will not turn into any serious measure 
to be introduced here by those who expect to 
represent this country abroad.: “T know what 
it is costing the Government to erect pub: 
lic buildings all over the country, but 1 did 
not really suppose it was going to spread 80, 
and if it is going to: become so contagious all 
over the House, then-the Lord have mercy on 
the Treasury. = 
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As to this matter of libraries, I agreed with 
my. friend from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABARGER] 
that I would not say anything against it, and 

“Ido not; but I only file a caveat against car- 
trying this thing any further. 

My. BANKS. TI do not propose any such 
thing as the gentleman suggests. 
<Mr. DAWES. I know my colleague is an 
economical man, and if he should cipher up, 
as I have done within the last few days—I could 
not get an opportunity to show it to the House 
I know—if he should once trouble himself 
to find out the aggregate cost, the spirit of 
economy would come upon him to such an 
extent he would turn against and oppose all 
such measures. 

Mr. BANKS, I vise for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
and wish to say but one word. 

Mr. BANKS. TI have seen so many miracu- 
lous changes of opinion in members of the 
House, I shall propose, when it is in order, to 
give my colleague a iirst-class mission. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is not in 
order. It is eminently in order elsewhere, 
but not here. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in concluding 
what I hope will be the end of the debate on 
this subject, that the amendment of my col- 
league from Ohio [Mr. SuELLABARGER] is em- 
inently in the direction of economy. He says 
boxes after boxes have been sent to the various 
missions containing nothing but vast piles of 
documents, and he proposes only selected doc- 
uments shall hereafter be sent, smaller in vol- 
ume, and better in their scope. I hope his 
amendment will prevail, and that debate will 
now be closed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Lo moet the necessary expenses attendant upon 
the execution of the neutrality act, to be oxpended 
under the direction of the President, in contormity 
with the third section of the act of May 1, 1810, 
entitled “An act fixing the compensation of minis- 
ters and consuls residing on the coast of Barbary, 
and for other purposes,” $20,000. 


Mr. COGHLAN. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man will wait for a few moments we will get 
through with the bill. 

Mr.. COGHLAN. I insist on my motion, 
and call for a division. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let us get the 
bill out of committee into the House, and then 
we will adjourn. 

The question being put on Mr. CogHiay’s’ 
motion, there were—ayes 28, noes 51; no 

uorum voting, 


The CHAIRMAN. Is further count insisted 


on? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I insist on further count. 
This House ought not to legislate without a 
quorum being present, 

No quorum having voted, the Chair ordered 
tellers, and appointed Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio, 
and Mr. ELDREDGE. 


Ihave the floor, 


The committee again divided ; and the tell- Í 


ers reported—ayes 40, noes 81. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. SWANN. I desire to offer as au 
amendment the bill which the House this 
morning authorized to be offered as an amend- 
ment in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The compensation of the chief clerk of the Do- | 


partment cf State shall be at the rate of $2,500 per 
annum, beginning with the lst day of July, 1871. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman please 
to nae what the salary of the chief clerk is 
now? 

Mr.SWANN.. Twenty-two hundred dollars. 
_ The CHAIRMAN, The House this morn- 
ing gave authority to the gentleman from 


Maryland to offer this amendment in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to strike out the 


| enacting clause of the bill. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] could have the 
same vote by moving in the House to lay the 
bill on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I prefer my own motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will have an opportunity of making it in the 


House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I do not insist upon 
it at present. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
committee rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose ; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the Chair, Mr. Copurn reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the 
state of the Union generally, and particularly 
the bill (H. R. No. 1828) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th 
of June, 1878, and had directed him to report 
the same with sundry amendments, and to ask 
the concurrence of the House therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote 
demanded on any amendment? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall insist on a separate 


vote on each of the amendments except -the | 


last. 
Mr. POTTER. I demand a separate vote 
on my motion to strike out Uruguay and Para- 


uay. 
2 Mr. HOLMAN. I presumeitis understood 
that the motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is pending. 

The SPEAKER. That will be considered 
as pending. Does the gentleman desire that 
his motion to strike out the enacting clause 
shall be decided before or after the amend- 
ments are disposed of? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the understand- 
ing was that the House should adjourn after 
the committee rose and reported the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

ESTABLISHMENT OF POST ROUTES. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads the annual post 
route bill for present consideration. Itcontains 
no other legislation whatever. 

There was no objection ; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1666) to establish certain post routes was 
received, read three times, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is it under- 
stood that the previous question has been sec- 
onded and the main question ordered on the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. 
it will be so considered, except that by unani- 
mous consent the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Homan] shall be consid- 
ered as pending. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Swany] will be entitled to one hour 
wien the House resumes consideration of the 

ill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the consideration 
of the bill come up as unfinished business on 
Friday ? . 

The SPEAKER. Ie will. 

JAMES D. DANA. 


On motion of Mr. PETERS, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 675) granting to 
James D. Dana the use of certain plates, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the joint 


The gentleman | 


If there be no objection ! 


Committee on the Library to grant to James D. 
Dana the use of such of the engraved plates 
of the United States exploring expedition un- 
der Captain Wilkes, now in charge of said com- 
mittee, as may be desired by him for the pub- 
lishing of a book on corals and coral islands. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ` 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTIES. 
Mr. STOUGHTON, by unanimous consent, 


| from the Committee on Military Affairs, sub- 


mitted a report in writing to accompany House 
bill No. 785, in relation to bounties, and moved 
that it be recommitted to the committee and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. BECK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1667) providing the 
terms on which copyrights may be granted to 
foreign authors; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MORSE, 

Mr. L. MYERS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (H. R. No. 1447) for the 
relief of George W. Morse, which has been 
returned from the Senate with an unimportant 
amendment, be taken from the Speaker’s table 


and the amendment concurred in. 
Mr. STRONG. I object. 


BANK CLEARING-HOUSK EXCHANGES, 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1668) to facilitate 
banking clearing-house exchanges; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, and it was agreed 
to; and (at four o’clock and fifty-two minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: . 

By Mr. AVERILL: The petition of citizens 
of St. Paul, Minnesota, asking that no reduc- 
tion be made in the rates of tariff on printing 
type. 

By Mr. BARNUM: The petition of J. B. 
Owen and 40 others, citizens of Riverton and 
Pleasant Valley, Connecticut, for an extension 
of mail route from Pleasant Valley to Riverton. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Hon. E. 
W. Leavenworth, Hon. Daniel Pratt, and 670 
others, citizens of the city of Syracuse, New 
York, praying Congress to make the necessary 
appropriation for the erection of a Government 
building at said city, upon condition that asite 
be ceded to the United States for the same. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting 
held at the city of Syracuse, New York, Janu- 
ary 24, 1872, pursuant to the call of the mayor, 
of which Hon. F. E. Carroll was chairman, 
and Irving G. Vann secretary, in which a res- 
olution was adopted agreeing to farnish a site 
for a public building at said city free of ex- 
pense to the General Government, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of William 
Cooper and others, asking increased bounties 
and pensions. 

Also, the petition of James E. Child and 
others, asking for a change in the postal law, 

Also, a petition fora post route from Elba to 
St. Charles, Minnesota. : 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of James Y. 
Smith and others, members ef the Providence 
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Board of Trade, for a life-boat station at Block 
Island, in the State of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. GETZ: Six petitions signed by 240 
citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of an act by which distilleries may be 
licensed according to their actual capacity ; 
such capacity to be ascertained by practical 
men, understanding distilling in all its details. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of the 
Franklin Institute, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, for compensation to daughter of Frank- 
lin Peale, deceased. 

Also, the petition of 172 manufacturers and 
cigar-makers of the fourth congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, asking an increase of 
tariff on imported cigars. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Sawyer, 
Wallace & Co.; Sullivan, Murphy & Co.; Nor- 
ton, Slaughter & Co., and 50 others, of the 
city of New York, dealers in leaf tobacco, 
asking the repeal of the tax on sales of such 
tobacco, and for other changes in existing 


laws. 

By Mr. KING: The petition of Henry 
Blunck, Fritz Barr, and others, of Louisiana, 
Missouri, for protection as journeymen cigar- 
makers, Jn conjunction with the manufacturers 
of cigars in the ninth congressional district of 
Missouri. 

By Mr. B. F. MEYERS : The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the 
United States Army, for the passage of an act 
giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines, who 
enlisted in the service of the United States for 
the suppression of the late rebellion, and who 
have an honorable discharge, and to the heirs 
of those that are deceased, $8 33% per month 
for the entire time served, deducting all Gov- 
ernment bounty heretofore paid, and to allow 
soldiers or sailors to enter the amount of land 
allowed to actual settlers upon the public 
domain under the act of Congress of July 15, 
1870, without the requirements of settlement 
and cultivation. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of 2,000 
business men of Philadelphia, asking the erec- 
tion of buildings suitgble for the post office and 
United States courts in ‘Philadelphia. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: The memorial of H. L., 
Gates, widow of General William Gates, United 
States Army, asking an increase of pension. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of James Tim- 
mons, publisher, of Perrysburg, Wood county, 
Ohio, for an amendment to the postal laws. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Thomas 
N. Egery and others, of Bangor and vicinity, 
merchants and importers, in favor of an exten- 
sion of the Penobscot. customs district. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Fannie A. 
Cooper, for value of furniture, &c., taken by 
Union troops. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of George 
‘Swift and others, citizens of Steuben county, 
New York, for a reduction of the tariff, and 
free iron, salt, and coal. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: Petitions of 
citizens of Albany and Syracuse, New York, 
asking a repeal or reduction of the duty on 
pig lead. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions 
of William McKinley, Baldwin county, ©. H. 
Sutton, Habersham county, and F. S. Hunt, 
Fulton county, Georgia, asking the removal 
of their political disabilities. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The re- 
monstrance of the officers and delegates of 
the Miners’ and Laborers’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion of the western division of Pennsylvania, 
on behalf of 20,000 workingmen, against the 
reduction of the tariff on coal and iron. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: 
The remonstrance of Broomell & Powell, 
Jonathan Tyson, W. and A. Mode, paper- 
makers, and others, against the passage of an 
international copyright law. 

By Mr. TYNER: The petition of Joseph 
Tice, of Indiana, asking the passage of a spe- 
cial act for his relief. 

By Mr. UPSON. ‘The petition of William 


B. Hatch and others, for compensation for use 
of post office marking and canceling stamp 
by the United States Government. 

By Mr. WALDEN. The petition of Call 
& Bristol and others, stationery dealers and 
printers, in regard to the sale and manufacture 
of envelopes. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE. The memorial 
of R. C. Russ, publisher of the Rescue, at 
Shelbyville, Tennessee, for making papers 
printed on one side legal mailable matter, &c. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 23, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Secretary (Grorce C. GORHAM, esq,) 
called the Senate to order. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
The Secretary. ‘The Senate will come to 
order. I have the following communication 
from the Vice President dated the 23d instant: 


“Please state to the Senate that I shall be out of 
the city to-day and to-morrow.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask its present consideration : 

Resolved, That in the absence of the Vice Presi- 
dent, Hon. Henry B. ANTHONY be, and is hereby, 
chosen President of the Senate pro tempore. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to. 

Mr. Anrnony took the chair as President 
pro tempore, 

On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary wait upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States and inform him that, in 
the absence of the Vice President, the Senate has 
chosen Hon. Henry B. ANTHONY, a Senator from 
the State of Rhode Island, President pro tempore y 
and that be make a similar communication to the 
House of Representatives. 

The Sec- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
retary will read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Wednesday last. 

The Journal of Wednesday’s proceedings 
was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I present a resolution of 
the General Assembly of Rhode Island which 
I desire to have read, laid upon the table, and 
printed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF RHODE ISLAND. 


Ix GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January Session, A. D. 1872. 
Resolution in reference to opening Indian territory 
for settlements. 

This General Assembly has noticed with regret an 
attempt which is being made to open for settlement, 
in violation of what are deemed to be treaty stipu- 
lations, the territory located between Kansas and 
Texas known as the “the Indian territory:” It is 
therefore, 

Resolved, (the senate concurring with the house 
inthe passage hereof,) That the General Assembly 
of Rhode Island, mindful of the obligations of the 
Federal Government to secure to the present inhab- 
jtants of that territory the rightful and peaceful 
occupation thereof, hereby respectfully request our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to use 
their best exertions to prevent the passage of any 
law by Congress which will interfere with the present 
occupation of the Indian territory by the Indian 
inhabitants thereof. : 

Resolved further, That the efforts of the present 
national Administration to introduce justice, hon- 
esty, and conciliation in dealing with the Indians, 
meet with the cordial approbation of this General 
Assembly. n A 

I certify the foregoing, to bo a true copy. In testi- 
mony whereof E have hereto set my hand and afiixed 
the seal of the senate this 20th day of February, 1872. 

JOHN R. BARTLETT, 
Secretary of State. 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed, 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. SPENCER, presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Alabama, asking that the 
time be extended for selecting swamp and 
overflowed lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

‘He also presented the memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Alabama, praying 
the passage of a law refunding to the people 


of the cotton-growing States the amount of 
tax collected on cotton during the years 1865, 
1866, and 1867; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also presented the memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama, asking Congress 
for the revival of land grants made to the State 
of Alabama before and since the war to aid 
in the construction of the Elyton, Corinth, 
and Tennessee River railroad, from Birming- 
ham, Alabama, in the direction of Tennessee, 
through the counties of Jefferson, Walker, 
Winston, Marion, and Franklin; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Landa, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizena 
of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army of 
the United States, praying for the passage of 
a bill equalizing the bounties of Union sol- 
diers in the late war, and also for an act grant- 
ing bounty lands to the extent of one hundred 
and sixty acres to each honorably discharged 
soldier and sailor in the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two memorials of citizens 
of Chambersburg, Franklin county, Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating or abolishing du- 
ties upon such articles as are successfully pro- 
duced in this country; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Pennsylvania engaged in making books as 
printers, type-founders, binders, paper-makers, 
é&c., remonstrating against the passage of an in- 
ternational copyright law; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of col- 
ored citizens of Caldwell county, Kentucky, 
who were soldiers in the late war of the rebel- 
lion, asking for the passage of a bounty-land 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of George 
W. Price, jr., and others, colored members of 
the Legislature of North Carolina, asking the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill 
introduced by Mr. SUMNER ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina, asking that an appro- 
priation be made for the purpose of widening 
and deepening the Dismal Swamp canal; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Peter 
Faneuil Jones, grandson, heir, and legal rep- 
resentative, and for the coheirs of Edward 
Jones, deceased; late of Boston, Massachu- 
setts, praying indemnity for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French between the years 1793 


|| and 1801; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick | 
T. Walser, publisher of the National Repub- 
lican, a newspaper published in the county of 
Forsyth, North Carolina, praying that papers 
printed on one side be made legal mailable 
matter at the minimum rate fixed by Congress 
on weekly newspapers and packages to news- 
dealers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am requested by a large 
number of respectable citizens of the State of 
Oregon to present a petition asking that the 
right of sutfrage and citizenship be extended 
to certain persons who were born in the Terri- 
tory of Oregon previous to the treaty which 
was ratified with Great Britain in 1846, whose 
fathers were English and mothers were mem- 
bers of the various tribes of Indians inhabiting 
that State. Itis set forth that by.a recent decis- 
ion of the district court of the United States, 
persons, born previous to this treaty, of such 
descent, are not citizens of the United States, 
and therefore not entitled to vote. These per- 
sons, previous to that decision, by common con 
sent, had been allowed to vote, and the peti 
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tioners ask that a law be passed giving them 
the right-of citizenship andto vote. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_ Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Virginia, requesting Con- 
gress to take up and at once act upon the ques- 
tion of the tax upon tobacco, by enacting a 
uniform rate of tax upon all kinds and descrip- 
tions of manufactured tobacco and snuff, at 
the lowest possible rate consistent with the 
interest of the General Government; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Ialso present the memo- 
rial of A. P. Derrick, setting out that she is 
the widow of W. S. Derrick, formerly chief 
clerk of the State Department; that between 
the years 1841 and 1852 he was appointed by 
the President at different times acting Secre- 
tary of State, and performed those duties 
during the aggregate period of two hundred 
and sixty-three days; that the salary of the 
Secretary of State for that time would amount 
to $4,823 29. Deducting therefrom the sal- 
ary of chief clerk would leave a balance of 
$2,882 20, to which she considers herself enti- 
tled. I move that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

`The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Nebraska, in favor of the 
establishment of a new land district in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

-Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of J. 
Fiedler, praying for an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
H. D. Moore, senator of the fourteenth dis- 
trict of the Legislature of Kansas, and other 
representatives of that State, residents on the 
Cherokee neutral lands in Kansas, praying the 
passage of the bill (S. No. 558) for the relief 
of actual settlers upon the Cherokee neutral 
lands in Kansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, praying for the passage of an 
act granting a bounty of $8 384 a morth to 
all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
for the entire time served, and for an amend- 
ment to the twenty-fifth section of the act ap- 
proved July, 15, 1870, so us to permit soldiers 
or sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I present a 
memorial of fourteen lumbermen of Monta- 
gue, Michigan, representing the manufacture 
of over one hundred million feet of lumber, 
protesting against the passage of the Chicago 
relief bill in its pending form. I move that 
it lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented the peti- 
tion of citizens of Michigan, late soldiers in the 
United States Army, praying an equalization 
of bounties and an amendment to the act ap- 
proved July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers 
and sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of 
R. Adelia Foster, widow of the late Lieuten- 
ant Colonel George Foster, sixty-seventh New 
York volunteers, praying for an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. POOL presented the petitions of John 
E. Hoke, of Lineoluten, North Carolina; of 
Gideon Hill, of Forsyth county, North Caro- 
lina; of Thomas M. Moore, of Randolph 
county, North Carolina; of W. L. Tate, of 


Waynesville, North Carolina; and of R. 8. 
Perry, of Wake county, North Carolina, pray- 
ing the removal of their political disabilities; 
which were referred to the select Committee 
on. the Removal of Political Disabilities. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it was ‘ ; 

Ordered, That Joseph M. Buckland have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. 4 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 407) to punish stock gambling by 
public officers, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 188) to ex- 
tend the time in which certain offenses may be 
prosecuted, reported il with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 88) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to divide the State of 
Virginia into two judicial districts,’’ reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition relating to the same 
matter, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, a bill on that subject hav- 
ing already passed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 120) to extend 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and moved its indefi- 
nite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 231) to provide 
for the appointment of an additional associate 
justice of the Supreme Court, and for other 
purposes, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 268) relating to 
writs of execution and other final process in 
courts of the United States, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 276) to promote 
the collection of internal revenue, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 525) making 
an appropriation to enable the President of the 
United States to perfect and put in force such 
rules regulating the civil service as may, from 
time to time, be adoptcd by him, have in- 
structed me to report it back, and recommend 
its indefinite postponement; and in lieu of it 
I report, by. direction of the committee, an 
amendment to the general appropriation bill, 
of which I give notice to the Committee on 
Appropriations. I send the amendment to 
the Chair, that it may be laid before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I ask that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
that it be laid on the table for the present, as 
my colleague is absent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Your colleague has 
agreed -to this report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I make 
no objection, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 
be no objection, the bill will be indefinitely 
postponed.. The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred a 
memorial of citizens of the District protesting 
against the assent of Congress to the subscrip- 
tion of the District of Columbia to the stock 
of the Piedmont and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany, and also protesting against sundry other 


acts by the Legislative Assembly of the District, 
reported a bill (S, No. 691) giving the assent 
of Congress to the subscription of the District 
of Columbia to the stock of the Piedmont and 
Potomac Railroad Company; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 507) to authorize the. estab- 
lishment of ocean mail steamship service 
between the United States and Mexico, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the 
State of Wisconsin, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. KELLY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of Chaun- 
cey M. Lockwood, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
John D. Hester, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
praying to be allowed a pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

The committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 2 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Ann E. Boyle, 
widow of Commodore Junius J. Boyle, United 
States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Thomas M. 
Redd, praying compensation for the destruc- 
tion of his house and contents in Kentucky by 
order of Colonel Hicks jn March, 1864, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 692) forthe relief of Thomas M. Redd. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 161) for 
the relief of those suffering from the destruc- 
tion of the salt works near Manchester, Ken- 
tucky, pursuant to the orders of Major Gen- 
eral Carlos Buell, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report; which was 
ordered to be printed; 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred. the memorial of 
Joseph L. Stevens, of Maine, praying for a 
pension, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of discharged sol- 
diers from the Soldiers’ Home, asking for an 
increase of pension, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Polly Chamber- 
lain, of Plainfield, New Hampshire, praying 
to be allowed a pension, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 881) to amend an act entitled 
‘* An act granting pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the war of 1812, and the widows 
of deceased soldiers,” approved February 14, 
1871, to ask to be discharged from its further 
consideration, for the reason that the bill is a 
precise copy of the law as it exists at the 
present time. 

The committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
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Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No.,827) to establish the collection district of 
Duluth, and to create St. Paul, in the collec- 
tion district of Minnesota, a port of delivery, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 589) 
authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Ohio river at or near Evans- 
ville, in the State of Indiana, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to put that bill on its pas- 
gage now. It provides for the construction of 
a bridge across the Ohio river at Evansville, 


and it is important that it should be passed at, 


an early day. I understand the committee 
have reported an amendment, which is agreed 
to by the engineer department, with a view 
of protecting the interests of navigation. I 
should be glad to have the consent of the Sen- 
ate to put the bill on its passage. I think it 
will give rise to no debate at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bill at the 
present time. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let us hear it read for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and also the 
amendment reported by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 
bill? 

Mr. MORTON. On the reading of the 
amendment I think 

Mr. POMEROY. I object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe thing is to be dis- 
cussed the bill had better go over and be 


printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it wasa bill fora single 
bridge I would not object; but it isa general 
law affecting all bridges on the Ohio. 

Mr. MORTON. I was not fully advised of 
the matter, and I am willing it shall pass over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think the last clause 
has been embraced in some previous law with 
regard to the Paducah bridge; I think that is 
not necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 
is made, and the bill is not before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 662) authorizing the construction of a 
railway bridgé across the Ohio river at Mount 
Vernon, Indiana, reported it with an amend- 


ment, 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
KR. No. 1657) to amend section two of the act of 
August 80, 1852, in relation to the transporta- 
tion and exportation of imported goods, wares, 
and merchandise in bond through certain ports 
in the State of Texas, reported it without 
amendment, ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. The same committee, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 577) 
to reéstablish the branch mint at New Orleans, 
and to restore the same to the city of New Or- 
leans, have had the same under consideration, 
and have directed me to report it back with an 
amendment. It is avery short and very just 
bill; it has passed the Senate once, and 1 ask 
unanimous consent that it be considered at the 
present time. I feel sure there can be no 
objection. The effect of this bill is to reéstab- 
lish the branch mint at New Orleans, and if 
it cannot be reéstablished to surrender the 
building and grounds to the city according to 
the terms of the original grant, 

Mr. WEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
being made, the bill will go over. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iask to have 
that bill in relation to the mint at New Or- 
leans referred to the Committee on Finance. 
That is the committee that has always had 
jurisdiction of the subject. I am surprised 


Objection 


that it should be acted upon by any other com- 
mittee. I move that the bill be committed to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will state that this bill 
proposes that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall transfer to the city of New Orleans the 
building and grounds of the branch mint 
which has been vacated. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No matter 
what it proposes, if it concerns the Mint it 
should be considered by the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Let it go over. Theat 
matter can be considered hereafter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 


ator from Vermont moves that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. The 
question is on that motion, 

Mr. KELLOGG, Does this motion require 
unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
cannot be taken up to-day, as it is just reported, 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill will go over. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a resolution for printing five hundred addi- 
tional copies of the bill reported the day before 
yesterday from the Committee on Finance, to 
report it back without amendment; and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate five hundred additional copies of the bill (H. 
R. No. 173) to repeal the duty upon salt, as reported 


from the Committee on Finance, February 21, 
CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. LOGAN. If it is not out of order, I 
ask the consent of the Senate for the recom- 
mittal of what is known as the Chicago relief 
bill. I have spoken to most of the members 
of the committee. I do it for the purpose of 
giving the committee now here from Chicago 
an opportunity of appearing on Monday, or 
such day as may be fixed upon, before the 
committee to be heard. I hope there will be 
no objection to the recommittal for that pur- 


ose. 
j The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves to proceed tothe con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 555) for the 
relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago, with a 
view to recommitting it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion now is on recommitting the bill to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask leave 
to introduce a bill which has been presented 
to me by a committee representing a conven- 
tion that recently assembled at the Agricul- 
tural Department, a convention of a body of 
men of high character, and hardly ever sur- 
passed in this country for their intelligence. 
While I have not examined the bill in detail, 
I cordially approve of its general scope and 
purpose. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 698) to provide for 
the further endowment and support of colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, and the liberal and practical education 
of the industrial classes in the several pursuits 
and professions in life as established under an 
act of Congress approved July 2, 1862; whick 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


Then the 


mittee on Education and Labor, and ordereé | 


to be printed. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, 
No. 694) to relieve John A. Pledger, of Tyrrel 
county, North Carolina, and others, from legal 


ye 


and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 695) to extend the right of ‘citizenship to 
certain persons born within the Territory of 
Oregon previous to the year 1846; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit: 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. . 
696) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at Boonville, Mis- 
souri ; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 697) for the relief of Andrew B. Battelle, 
of Marietta, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and with the accompanying papers 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up Senate bill No. 528. It is a very short bill, 
and there can be no objection to it, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave been waiting half 
an hour to introduce a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is 
in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 698) relating to certain lands in the State 
of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 699) fixing the salary of the United States 
attorney and United. States marshal for the 
district of Nebraska; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 700) for the relief of William Todd ; which 
was read twice by its title, and with theaccom- 
panying papers referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro~ 
duce a bill (S. No. 701) extending the time for 
the completion of the Portage Lake and Lake 
Superior ship-canal; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 702) for the relief of William H. Rether- 
ford and George Kains, of the first Michigan 
cavalry volunteers ; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF EVANSVILLE, 


Mr. MORTON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish the report of Major W. E. Merrill, of the 
corps of engineers, upon the survey of the harbor at 
Evansville, Indiana, if consistent with the interests 
of the public service, 


NEVADA COLLEGE GRANT. 


Mr. NYE. I move now to take up the bill 
indicated by me a little while ago. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 628) to continue in 
force a grant to the State of Nevada for sun- 
dry purposes. It provides that the grant mide 
to the State of Nevada under section three of 
the act of duly 4, 1866, entitled ‘‘ An act con- 
cerning certain lands granted te the. Btate of 
Nevada.” shall not cease by reason of the fail 
ure of that State to provide at least one col 
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‘lege, as required by the several acts of Congress- 


asa condition of the grant, but the same shall 
continue in full force; but all the conditions 
of law are to be complied with prior to the 10th 
of May, 1877. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF TOLEDO. 


: .Mr. SHERMAN. I have in my hand two 
short bills, heretofore reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, that I desire’ to have 


passed. I think there will be no objection to 
either of them. I move now to take up House 
bill No.. 1838. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1333) to amend 
section thirty-five of an act entitled “ An act 
to reduce internal taxes, and for otber pur- 
poses.” The bill proposes to extend the priv- 
ileges of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, to the port of Toledo, 
in the State of Ohio. 

The hill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NOTES AS CURRENCY, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move now to take up 
the bill I called up the other day, and which 
was put over at the request of the Senator 
from Alabama. It is a question of import- 
ance, and ought to pass. {t is Senate bill No. 
589, 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 589) to prohibit the issue and use of notes 
and bills as currency in certain cases was read 
the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that no pri- 
vate corporation, firm, or individual shall make 
or issue, or cause to be made or issued, any 
obligation or promise to pay, to be used, or 
intended to be used, as and for a circulating 
medium; and any person who shall in any 
manner aid or abet in the manufacture, issue, 
or circulation, as money, of any such obliga- 
tion or promise to pay, shall, ou conviction 
thereof, in any district or circut court of the 
United States, be punished by fine not exceed- 
ing $1,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding 
one year, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. To avoid a criticism of 
the general language of the bill, I am instructed 
by the Committee on Finance to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment by way of proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not be held to apply 
to circulating notes lawfully issued by any bank duly 
incorporated by the United States or by any State, 
nor shall it be held to repeal or inany way affect any 
act taxing the issue or circulation of such notes, 

Mr, CORBETT. Tt seems to me that there 
should be perhaps a provision that it should 
not be held or construed to prevent banks 
from issuing certificates of deposit. It struck 
me that it might be construed as preventing 
them from issuing certificates of deposit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to provide 
against that, for it seems to me to be im- 
portant, 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill is very strongly 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in a letter which I have before me. The 
different sections of the law make it necessary 
to supply an omission which I supposed was 
already supplied by previous law. f thought 
what is prohibited by this bill was already pro- 
hibited by law; but on a careful examination 
of the statutes, which I have before me—it 


would take some time to read them to the Sen- | 
ate—it seems not; and it appears that railroad |i 


and other corporations in the South have been 
issuing notes of the denomination of one, two, 
three, or four dollarsin the similitude of bank 
bills, and have circulated them. ‘There is no 


J 


affect the issue of certificates of deposit, or 
checks by banks, or anything of that kind. It 
does not reach them. It-only prohibits the 
issue of notes in the form of bank currency 
not authorized by national or State law. 

Mr. CORBETT. I agree with the bill, pro- 
vided it will not interfere with the issue of 
certificates of deposit which it might possibly 
be held to apply to. With that understanding, 
however, that it does not, I will not object to 
the bill. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will state to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance that I have 
received several communications on the sub- 
ject of this bill: There are several railroad 
corporations in Georgia, and one or two cities 
that have been issuing these notes, and I should 
be very glad to understand more thoroughly 
from him how far this bill goes; and I would 
ask if the Senator has any objection to its 
going over for a day?. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the objection of the 
Senator who sits on the gentleman’s left, the 
other day, [Mr. Gotprawarrs,] I did allow 
this bill to go over; but the very abuse the 
Senator now refers to is the one we wish to 
cut off. Railroad corporations in some of 
the southern States, without any authority of 
law, without even the authority of the State 
law, are issuing money in the similitude of 
bank notes. I have the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury advising me that in 
several of the southern States railroad corpo- 
rations have undertaken to issue money with- 
out any express authority of law, which is 
supplying a local currency. This is in viola- 
tion of the general policy of the Government. 
Iam told that towns issue the same currency. 
They used to be called shinplasters. If they 
issue notes under one dollar, they are now 
prohibited by law under severe penalties ; but 
they issue instead notes of one, two, and three 
dollars. It is a kind of currency that will prob- 
ably endin ruin to the people who take it. This 
money will eventually be lost by those who 
hold it, and none but railroad companies of 
rather doubtful credit would scek to eke out 
their revenues by issuing notes of this kind, 
and if they should fail, all this loss would fall 
on the people. It is therefore for the purpose 
of cutting off an abuse of this kind that this 
bill is introduced and sought to be passed. It 
is banking without any security and banking 
without any authority. I hope no delay will 
occur, because there is pressing necessity for 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I wish the Senator to 
understand that Iam not inimical to his bill. 
I simply wanted to have time to ascertain 
whether the provisions of the bill covered all 
that was required. The railroads desire that 
if they are inhibited all others shall be inhib- 
ited from issuing this change. Does the bill 
cover all classes of persons and corporations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It coversall corporations 
and all classes and all persons except a State 
bank duly authorized to issue notes under the 
laws of the State. We. do not. propose to 
repeal the laws of the States where such 
authority is given. À 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. * 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KETURAH COLE. 


Mr. SCOTT. J move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 94. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
‘asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
| consider the bill (S. No. 94) for the relief of 
| Miss Keturah Cole. It confers authority on the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to issue registered 


penalty attached to this act. The bill doesnot Í| bonds of the act of March 8, 1865, dated July 


1, 1867, with interest from July 1, 1870, to 
Miss Keturah Cole, of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, in lieu of her five-twenty coupon bonds 
of a like amount numbered 112746 and 112747, 
for $500 each; and 152249, 152250, 228208, 
223209, and 223210, of $1,000 each, which have 
been badly mutilated by mildew, and parts 
of each bond have been destroyed. But 
before issuing the new bonds the Secretary of 
the Treasury is to require a sufficient bond of 
indemnity, securing the Government against 
the presentation of any missing portions 
alleged to be destroyed; and is also to require 
the remaining portions of the bonds to be sur- 
rendered to the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON HARBOR. 


Mr. SUMNER. JI ask the Senate to be good 
enough to take up House bill No. 1074. It 
will only take a moment, and it is of import- 
ance that it should be acted on now. It has 
been reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and is to provide for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1074) to provide 
for the survey of the harbor and river at Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. It is proposed 
to create the chief of cngiucers of the United 
States Army, the engineer in charge of publie 
buildings and grounds, the Governor of the 
District of Columbia, Alexander R. Shepherd, 
and Carlisle P. Patterson, (who are to serve 
without compensation,) a board of survey to: 
examine into the condition of the harbors and 
landings for vessels from the Anacostia bridge, 
on the eastern branch, along the entire water- 
front of the city of Washington, to and includ- 
ing the harbor of Georgetown. The board are 
to report to Congress, at as early a day as prac- 
ticable, a full and comprehensive plan for open- 
ing, improving, and developing the water-chan- 
nel so as to secure the best possible harbor 
facilities along the water-front. The board are 
also directed to take into consideration the 
sanitary effect upon the city of Washington, 
and the feasibility of reclaiming, in any im- 
provements suggested, the swamp and marsh 
lands along the water-front. ‘he expense 
attending the report is not to exceed $1,000, 
and to be paid by the District oft Columbia. 

The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia reported the bill with an amendment, to 
insert after the words ‘‘chief engineer of the 
United States Army’’ the words ‘‘ the superin- 
tendent of the coast survey.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SUMNER. I have another amendment 
from the committee; it ison line eleven, after 
the words ‘‘ city of Washington,’’ to strike out 
the words ‘‘to and including the harbor of 
Georgetown,” and to insert ‘* and Georgetown 
to the head of tide-water.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed, and the bill read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCIL AGENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour 
of one o’clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 
business of the last day’s session, which is the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyer,] upon. which the pending ques- 
tion isthe motion of the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Trumpvr,] to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the. Senator from 
New York. [Mr. Conxiine] was adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. Mr. President-— 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator from Hlinois 
indulge me for a moment? 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. Irise for the purpose of pro- 
posing to the Senate that some time be fixed 
upon for taking the vote on the pending reso- 
lution, say five o’clock this afternoon, or some 
hour to-morrow. Iincline to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to have the matter 
disposed of to-day, and to ascertain whether 
a vote cannot be taken by five o’clock this 
afternoon. The matter has been so thoroughly 
discussed already, and I may say with so much 
feeling, that I think it quite time that the Sen- 
ate should proceed to the legitimate business 
of the session. The important bills of the 
session are being postponed and put off and 
interfered with to an unusual extent, and I 
might almost add to an inexcusable extent. 
I propose that by unanimous consent the debate 
on the pending resolution be closed this after- 
noon at five o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from California asks that by unanimous 
consent debate on the pending resolution be 
closed at five o'clock this afternoon. Is there 
any objection? 

Mr. HARLAN. Iam not willing to agree 


to that. f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis object- 


ed to. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator from Iowa 
propose some other hour in order that we can 
see our way through this almost interminable 
discussion ? 

- Mr. HARLAN. I am perfectly willing to 
take the vote now without debate. 

Mr. COLE. That would be much more 
agreeable to me, but I am told there are some 
Senators who desire to speak on the question, 
and of course there is no disposition to cut off 
any reasonable debate. If no Senator pro- 
poses to speak upon it, of course those of us 
who do not wish to speak but to expedite busi- 
ness will be very glad to have the vote taken 
at an earlier hour. 

Mr. HARLAN. Tam perfectly willing that 
the vote should be taken now without further 
debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator object to five o’clock being fixed as 
the hour? f 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido. 

Mr. COLE. Does anybody object to taking 
the vote now? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe the Senator 
from California has accomplished his object ; 
I suppose all he expects to accomplish. 

Mr. COLE. By no means. 1 hoped that I 
might have had the consent of the Senate to 
take the vote on this question to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Iowa 
objects to that. I do not wish to interpose. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator spoke of all I 
hoped to accomplish. It is not by any means 
all that I hoped. 

Mr. TRUMBULL addressed: the Senate. 
[His speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Illinois has come here this afternoon with 
a prepared speech, first as an assault upon 
myself, secondly and more particularly as a 
defense of what is called the Missouri move- 
ment; the proposition to hold a convention in 
the city of Cincinnati with a view of nominat- 
ing an independent ticket to be voted for for 
President and Vice President ; in other words, 
a movement intended expressly to divide and 
destroy the Republican party. I should insult 
the intelligence of the members of the Senate 
if I were now to take time to adduce evidence 
to establish the truth of this proposition, that 
these are the objects and purposes of what is 
called the Missouri movement or the propo- 
sition to hold a convention in the city of Cin- 
cinnati. Every man who is at all conversant 
with politics for the last few months under- 
stands the character of that movement, and I 
express my sincere regret that the Senator 
from Illinois has this day identified himself 
with it. But, when he has done so, I can do 


no less than recognize the fact. I cannot con- 
ceal from the public what he has himself ex- 
pressed. He has come here in defense of the 
platform, in defense of the movement, to show 
that it is a Republican movement; but he 
manifests extreme simplicity in the conclusion 
of his remarks by asking where is the evidence 
that it is intended to nominate an independent 
ticket. Where is the evidence? In the history 
of the whole movement, in the speech of Gov- 
ernor Gratz Brown, made before that conven- 
tion. Now, for the purpose of throwing some 
light on the question as to whether these so- 
called “ liberal Republicans ”’ are regarded as 
Republicans in the State of Missouri, and the 
character of this movement, I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the third resolution adopted by 
the Republican State convention, held yester- 
day in the capital of Missouri, the city of Jef- 
ferson, as reported by telegraph this morning. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

‘The third states that inasmuch as the discour- 
aging elements of other States are now looking to 
Missouri for confirmation of their hopes of division 
in our ranks, we take this occasion to proclaim to 
the Republicans of the nation that the party in this 
State is united, vigorous, and enthusiastic; that 
there is no cause for schism and there is no schism ; 
that it will poll the full Republican vote of the 
State for the nominee of the national Republican 
convention; that the present so-called liberal Re- 
publican faction, if considered apart from the Dem- 
ocratic party, which it should not be, is contempti- 


ble in numbers, too feeble to organize, too cunning 
to expose its weakness by separate organization, a 
mere clique of disatfected persons seeking to perpet- 
uate divisions which are now utterly groundless, 
without the indorsement of a respectable minority 
of Republicans, and powerless to embarrass the 
party.” 

Mr. MORTON. The Republicans of Mis- 
souri yesterday, ina large convention, where 
every county in the State, I am told, was rep- 
resented, have resolved that the men who 
called the Cincinnati convention are not Re- 
publicans; that they have, in effect, united 
themselves with the Democratic party; that 
they are insignificant in numbers, and express 
the belief that the organization will fail from 
that cause, as I believe it will, and I do not 
believe it is in the power of the Senator from 
Illinois, powerful though he is, with a great 
name through this country, to give life and 
vitality and effect to this movement. It will 
godown, and it will be the good fortune of 
various gentlemen if they do not go down 
along with it. . . 

The Senator asked the question, what is the 
object of this convention? I refer to the gen- 
eral history of the whole proceeding. I will 
now ask the Secretary to read an extract from 
the speech of B. Gratz Brown, made to the 
convention in Missouri that adopted the plat- 
form which. has been read, and which called 
this Cincinnati convention. I ask the Clerk 
to read the passage I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ Gentlemen of the convention, I desire to say only 
a few words more to assure all who are present, all 
who may be participants, and all who may scan 
these proceedings from abroad, that they are de- 
signed to be the initial of a great movement, and 
that they have no personal end. It is the safety of 
this nation that we labor for. We expect to have in 
this movement the coöperation of able and distin- 
guished men in all parts of this country. We shall 
fook—I might name them, but they need not be 
named—we shall look to them to rally the Liberal 
Republican sentiment of other States; and if, when 
we come together and define our position, and take 
final action, it shall befound that some of those gen- 
tlemen are more capable of leading us to victory, are 
better prepared to unite the opposing elements in 


their own persons than any one whom our own friends 
might present through their personal partiality, I 
have only to counsel you, one and all, to give such 
selection your earnest support: and to say formyself, 
I shall do as I have often done before—go to the 
forefront of the battle and fight there for the integ- 
rity of the Constitution.” 

Mr. MORTON. Let the Secretary right 
there stop. Here Governor Brown, of Mis- 
souri, who is credited with having drawn this 
platform, and who is one of the chief authors 
of the movement, modestly intimates—indi- 
rectly, it is true—that he expects the nomina- 
tion; but he says if some other person from 
some other State should be found to have 


greater power to rally the Liberal Republicans 
of the whole-country than one of their own 
citizens, he will do all in his power to accom- 
plish the success of the movement. I cannot 
say whether he had in view at that time the 
Senator from Illinois. The Senator has re- 
ferred in the course of his speech to what the 
country understands about charges of corrup- 
tion, and so on. Now, I think the country 
understands that the Senator himself will be a 
candidate before that convention, and Gov- 
ernor Brown says that if a man from some other 
State than Missouri can be found who can 
rally the people better, more successfully, than 
one from their own State—modestly referring 
to himself—he will do all in his power to bring 
about his election. “Now, I think it is under- 
stood by the country that the Senator from 
Illinois has stepped out from the ranks of the 
Republican party, stopping, however, at easy 
returning distance, and having bis back chalked 
all over: “Barkis is willin’. _Laughter.] 
lf they choose to take him for their candidate, 
he stands ready. If that is not the fact, this 
was a good time for the Senator to have dis- 
abused the country on thatsubject; but I think 
I state what is the common understanding. 
Now the Secretary will read on from Gov- 
ernor Brown’s speech. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“I have only to counsel you, one and all, to give 
such selection your earnest support; and to say for 
myself, E shall do as I have often done before—go to 
the forefront of the battle, and fight there for the 
integrity of the Constitution, and the purity of our 
Government, and the sacred cause of freedom for 
this whole nation—not mere supremacy for any 
part—until the last hour of the last day of the com: 
ing conflict. [Loud cheers.} 

“One other word, and I have done, Some of our 
friends seem to indulgo in very great timidity about 
what is known as the Democratic party, i partioi- 
pate in no such apprehensions, If they shall deem 
it wise to sustain our action, I am free, for one, to 
welcome them all to the work of regeneration. 
Let us have them with us, I shail be truly glad of 
the coöperation of all the antagonistic elements 
of this nation who pppose present abuses and are 
zealously in favor of these reforms; and L shall not 
be afraid that wy orthodoxy will be impeached 
or tarnished by any such association.  [Cheers.] 
And I will add, furthermore, sir, that if in that 
crowning victory we shall be able to assure this 
nation that that great Democratic party, which has 
occupied such a conspicuous position in the annals 
of our country, has come forward honestly and ac- 
quiesced in the settlement of the war, and has 
addressed itself to the great problems of the future 
with a view to their solution, then I shall say that 
each and every man who assists in bringing about 
that result will be entitled to the honor and grati- 
tude of this country.” 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, mark the 
delicacy of the proposition. He first says that 
his orthodoxy will not be affected by amal- 
gamating with the Democracy. We cau all 
believe that ; but he then intimates very deli- 
cately that if the Democracy will unite with 
them the spoils shall be divided—that is what 
it means—that the offices shall be divided; 
that those who come in shall receive the re- 
ward; and I call upon my Democratic friends 
now to take notice of the liberal proposition 
that is made to them: that ifthey will comein 
and support the nominees of the Cincinnati 
convention there will be a liberal division of 
the spoils of the offices, and of the results of 
victory. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Vickers] says ‘‘ We do not want any offices.” 
That isa good thing to come from a Demo: 
cratic Senator. [Laughter. ] 

Now, I propose to refer very briefly to this 
platform. I did state the other day in speak- 
ing of this platform that it was essentially 
anli-Republican and essentially Democratie ; 
but those who will read what I said in the 
Globe, and who heard me, will readily under- 
stand that I was referring to the pivotal reso- 
lution in the platform. There are always 
some resolutions in every platform that every- 
body will agree to. Ihave not seen a Demo. 
cratic platform in years that did not contain 
some things which were good and which we 
all agreed to; and there are some things also 
in Republican platforms that. Democrats will 
agree to. There are always some “ glittering 
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generalities”’ that belong to a platform; but 
when I came to speak of this platform I pointed 
tothe fourth resolution as the pivotal resolu- 
tion, asthe one which gave it character and 
gave it life, and that is the ane to which I now 
propose to call the attention of the Senate. 
I was surprised to hear the comments of the 
Senator on this resolution. I was surprised 
to hear him intimate that this resolution meant 
only that. they were opposed to unconstitu- 
tional laws to suppress the Ku Klux society. 
He says he is opposed to unconstitutional 
laws, and he wants to know if I am nat. Cer- 
tainly Iam, And he would have this coun- 
try to believe that that was all this resolution 
meant! Does the Senator suppose he can 
deceive the country in that way? What does 
it mean? 

“The resort to unconstitutional laws to cure Ku 
Klux disorders.” 

They meant to convey the idea that all the 
laws we have passed on that subject are un- 
constitutional... That is the idea they convey. 
That is the way the country understands it, 
That was a reference to the Ku Klux law, a 
reference to all the laws we have passed. for 
the purpose of suppressing disorder in the 
South, a declaration that they are unconsti- 
tutional. That is the understanding we all 
have of what that platform meant. But the 
Senator says it only means that they are 
opposed to laws that are unconstitutional, 
without pointing out or without intimating 
that those already passed are unconstitutional. 

Now, I tell the Senator that he does vio- 
lence to himself when he attempts to give that 
most pitiful construction to this platform. 
Those men meant to say that the Ku Klux law 
was unconstitutional. They meant to say that 
all we have done on that subject is unconsti- 
tutional. They meant to declare neutrality 
between the Ku Klux and this Government. 
They intended to lay down a platform upon 
which the Ku Klux themselves could stand, 
and would be willing to stand, and they have 
invited them to stand upon it. They have 
thrown out the broad proposition that the law 
which we passed last year, and all we have 
done on that subject, is unconstitutional. But 
the Senator says it only meant that they were 
opposed to anything we might do that might 
be unconstitutional. 1 will not call that petti- 
fogging; that is a word not proper for the 
Senate; but I will say that when my friend 
attempts to give a gloss aud a construction 
like that to this platform he is doing violence 
to his own character, aud is insulting the intel- 
ligence of those who are listening to him. 

Now, Mr. President, he comes down to the 
question of the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus. Jle passes a eulogy upon that writ. 
He says. we have no power to suspend it ex- 
cept in cases of invasion and of rebellion. I 
agree with him. But this Congress came to 
the conclusion that there was a rebellion in 
the South, and that the President was author- 
ized in certain cases to suspend the writ of 
habeas corpus for the purpose of suppressing 
that rebellion, The Senator disagreed with 
ug, and he voted against that law. I will give 
him crèdit for consistency upon this point, 
that for two years past we have had no aid 
from him in protecting the lives and liberty of 
the people in the South; for two years his 
voice has not been heard upon that side of the 
question, and Iam sorry for it. He voted 
against that bill; he spoke against it ; and to- 
day he says that there is no occasion for sus- 
pending the writ of habeas corpus, for there 
is neither rebellion nor invasion. 

Mr. President, there is an organization in 
the South to-day that is itself a rebellion, an 
armed organization, and the very existence of 
that organization is an offense, and that or- 
ganization has committed thousands of crimes. 
Í. heard a man say the other day, and I believe 
the statement is true, that more men have 
been killed and more have been wounded, 
tortured, and punished in the South in the last 
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four years by the Ku Klux organization than 
were killed and wounded during the whole 
war between this country and Great Britain 
that: began in 1812.. There is a rebellion in 
the South; there is an. armed organization ; 
there is an army, and I will state here what 
was suggested to me a little while ago by a 
member, that the members of that society in 
great part are armed. with better arms than 
were sold by our Government and which it is 
said went to the French Government; armed 
with the best kind of arms, in complete or- 
ganizations, officered and equipped; and in 
seven or eight States of this Union there is no 
protection for life, liberty, and property if we 
shall adopt the platform read by the Senator 
and declare neutrality between this Govern- 
ment and the Ku Klux organization. 

Mr. President, Į am reminded of what has 
occurred before on the floor of the Senate ; 
and the Senator has had much to say on a 
good many occasions about the corruptions in 
the southern State governments; but he bas 
had very little to say in regard to the murders 
and tortures and whippings, exiles, burnings, 
that have taken place in the South for the last 
three or four years. His voice bas generally 
been silent on that subject. He has said 
to-day that he was as much opposed to the 
Ku Klux as anybody; that he hated them; 
that they ought to be punished. Ab, but he 
has voted against every proposition to punish 
them. Itis of no importance for him to de- 
clare that he opposes the Ku Klux when he 
does all in his power to prevent the Ku Klux 
from being brought to punishment. How 
much respect shall I have for the declaration 


-of that man who says ‘‘I am in favor of pro- 


tecting life, liberty, and property,’’ but is 
opposed to and resists the use of all the means 
that may be necessary for that purpose? 

Whenever it has been proposed in this Cham- 
ber for the last two years to bring forward a prop- 
osition or law to protect life, liberty, and prop- 
erty in the South and to suppress the Ku Klux 
disorders, the Senator has been against it, 
upon constitutional grounds he says; upon the 
ground that the State governments can give 
such protection and preserve order. He 
has had reasons; I will not question his mo- 
tives; but I am now simply stating the fact 
that upon all these occasions the Senator’s 
voice and his vote have been against the use 
ofthe means that we thought were necessary 
for the protection of life, liberty, and property 
in the South. 

Mr. President, the Senator says that during 
the war he went as far as anybody. He says 
that he was for confiscation, death, desola- 
tion, and destruction, I believe, to use his very 
language. Men who go to one extreme are 
very apt afterward to go to the other. If those 
were his sentiments during the war he has 
gotten bravely over them. He seems to have 
recovered entirely and to have now gone 
around upon the other side. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Government of: Great Britain went 
to war, organized a distant and costly expedi- 
tion against the king of Abssynia because he 
had imprisoned four British subjects. It is 
one of the brightest passages in Bnglish his- 
tory. More recently they threatened Greece 
with war if she did not bring to punishment 
the brigands who had murdered two English 
subjects ; and how was it with ourselves? We 
threatened Austria with war if she did not 
release Martin Koszta, who had merely de- 
clared his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States; and more recently we have 
made war against Corea, a distant country 
in Asia; we have battered down her forts and 
slaughtered her armies by the hundred because, 
forsooth, an American crew, shipwrecked on 
that coast some years ago, were murdered and 
the murderers never brought to punishment. 
There seems to be an idea abroad that our 
Government has the power to protect an Amer- 
ican citizen in every country but his own, upon 
every other soil but our own soil, while I hold 


to the doctrine—the great national repub- 
lican doctrine, that this Government has the 
power to protect an American citizen where 
ever the flag floats, whether at home or abroad, 

Mr. President, enough upon that subject. I 
want to say a word now upon the subject of 
amnesty. The Senator says that heis in favor 
of amnesty and he says the President of the 
United States is in favor of amnesty. The 
Senator is in favor of universal amnesty. He 
has no authority for saying that the President 
of the United States is in favor of universal 
amnesty. He has not said so in his message. 
I do not believe he is in favor of it. I am not 
in favor of giving to Jeff Davis and the authors 
of the rebellion the right to hold office, the 
right to take seats upon this floor. But the 
other day we had an amnesty bill, one that 
granted amnesty to all but three classes, those 
who went out of Congress and took part in. the 
rebellion; those who went out of our Army 
and went into the rebel army ; and those who 
were in the State conventions that passed ordin- 
ances of secession. 

We put an amendment on to that bill, and 
I voted for it, that that bill should not have 
the effect, if it was passed, to relate back and 
make valid the election to an office which a 
man had taken at the time he was under dis- 
abilities. That was the amendment which I 
offered. The Senatorobjected. Then we put 
on to it another amendment, and that was that 
no man who belonged to the Ku Klux organ- 
ization should receive the benefit of that bill; 
and I give the Senator the credit of saying that 
he voted against that. The Senator, accord- 
ing to his own vote, was desirous to extend 
amnesty to the members of the Ku Klux or- 
ganization. Then, again, there was another 
amendment put on it, the civil rights. bill, 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. SUMNER.] I understand the Senator 
from Illinois to say now that he is in favor of 
a civil rights bill as an independent measure. 
If he was in favor of it as an independent 
measure, why did he not vote for this bill 
after that amendment had been put upon it? 
His vote and the vote of the Senator from 
Missouri and the vote of the Senator from 
Nebraska would have carried the amnesty bill 
with that amendment upon-it. I happen to 
have the Globe here with the result of the 
vote on the passage of the bill. It was—yeas 
33; against it 19. A change of two votes 
from the negative to the affirmative would 
have given the requisite two thirds; but the 
Senator from Illinois voted against the bill. 
Why? Because it contained the civil rights 
amendment—and yet says he has always been 
in favor of equal civil rights—and because it 
contained an amendment that prohibited the 
Ku Klux from having the benefits of amnesty, 

When we came to consider the civil rights 
amendment, there were several constitutional 
objections taken to thatamendment. One ob- 
jection was that it in effect repealed or struck 
out of thenaturalization law the word ‘ white,” 
which would have authorized the naturaliza- 
tion of Chinese in California. There were four 
or five Senators on this floor who were opposed 
to that, especially those from the Pacific coast; 
and if that clause had been stricken out, the 
bill would have passed, anyhow; but when 
we came to vote upon that question, and other 
questions of constitutional difficulty, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois voted against striking those 
things out of the amendment, because, he 
said—I have the language here marked in the 
Globe—he wanted to make it as obnoxious as 
possible, so as to break the amendment down; 
and by his vote he succeeded in keeping in the 
amendment that part affecting the naturaliza- 
tion laws, and one or two other provisions that 
lost the bill, I think, five votes; and if any- 
hody is responsible for the defeat of that bill, 
it is the Senator himself. 

Now, Mr. President, upon the subject of 
civil service reform, the’ Senator says he hay 
always been in favor of civil service reform. 
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The Senator has talked much about it; but I 
will only state what I had occasion to say the 


other day, that when a discussion arose here, | 
in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 


CARPENTER, | the Senator from Hlinois did em- 
phatically repudiate the leading feature of the 
tivil service reform inaugurated by the Pres- 
ident, repudiated the system of competitive 
examinations, said he cared nothing about 
that. He has said so to-day in substance. 
To-day he has said that what he wants isa 
change in the method of appointment, and 
he said then that he wanted a law that would 
make it a penal offense for a member of Con- 
_ gress to recommend a man for office ; and the 
Senator talks about the rest of us hanging on 
to the skirts of power. I ask. him how long 
it is since he was hanging on to the skirts 


of power? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Never. 

Mr. MORTON. “Never!” What doeshe 
mean by ‘hanging on to the skirts of 
power??? Hanging on to the Executive and 


asking him to appoint one’s friends. That is 
what he means, and how long has it been since 
he has ccased to do that? Not more than fif- 
teen months, I am advised, and I saw a state- 
ment which Iam told was made'up from papers 
on file in the Departments, showing that dur- 
ing this Administration, and between the time 
of Grant's inauguration and the time when 
this great change came over the Senator, he 
had made one hundred and three recommend- 
ations for office. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, in the chair.) Does the 
Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will 
allow me, | will state to him that I have no 
means of knowing exactly how many recom- 
mendations I may have made for office ; but I 
do not believe Í have made a dozen in five 
years, and I know it must be utterly untrue 
that I made any such number as the Senator 
states, and any such statement is not correct. 
I do not believe there are under the Govern- 
ment of the United States five persons in office 
at my instance in five years. 

Mr. MORTON. Well, Mr. President, I 
shall make no issue of facts with the Senator ; 
but I can only say, (and I am authorized to say 
this because he has been making broad imputa- 


tions on the motives of nearly everybody here,) | 


that I am advised by those in whose veracity 
I have the utmost confidence, those who have 
the means of knowing, that during this Ad- 
ministration the Senator had made one hun- 
dred and three recommendations in writing for 
eprointm enis, and I have heard it said, too, 
that 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to see 
some evidence of that. I should like to gee 
who it ig that has recommended people to 
office. I hope the Senator will offer a resolu- 
tion and let us see the recommendations of 
persons to office by Senators. 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator will offer 
it, I will vote for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to see some evi- 
dence of this assertion. I say the statement 
is not true. ¿ 

Mr. MORTON. Very well, I leave it just 
there. I give it as I have gotten it. As Iin- 
timated before, I saw this afternoon a tab- 
ulated statement giving the number of recom- 
mendations made in each Department since 
the 4th of March, 1869, by the Senator, num- 
bering one hundred and three. i would not 
have referred to this but for the fact that my 
motives and the motives of other friends of 
the Administration on this floor are impeached, 
that we have been substantially charged with 
supporting the Administration and the party 
for the sake of the spoils of office. 

Now, Mr. President, I come back to the charge 
of corruption. The Senator said distinctly that 


l had raised the ery of party upon this floor for | 


the purpose of preventing investigation. a That 
is his distinct statement, and I meet it with the 
general issue; 1 say it is not true, and the evi- 
dence to sustain that statement cannot be 
found in the Globe; it cannot be found in the 
memory of men who have thronged these gal- 
leries during this session of Congress. It can 
be found nowhere because it is not true. I 
have atall times voted for investigation, I am 
prepared to do it, and I agree with him fully 
that it is the part of every party to purify itself 
and to purge itself. But because I did not 
vote for the organization of his joint commit- 
tee, he makes that the groundwork of this 
charge, and the Senator is perpetually talking 
about corruption. He rolls that word as a 
sweet morsel under his tongue. He lives, and 
breathes, and drinks, and eats, subsists upon 
the idea of universal corruption. It pervades 
his mind at all times. He read about the man 
from Patrick Henry’s oration, hoarsely bawl- 
ing through the American camp ‘* beef!’ 
‘¢heef!’? and we hear the Senator, I will not 
say hoarsely bawling, but we hear him crying 
at all times in this Chamber, ‘‘ corruption,” 
“ corruption,” ‘corruption.’ I have heard 
it said—I will not make a personal application 
of it—that those who suspect the. motives of 
everybody else have no respect for their own. 
I do not believe in universal corruption. I 
believe there is and there always has been 
corruption in political parties in this country, 
and until human nature becomes perfect there 
will be, and I believe that that party is the 
purest which has the least of it and does the 
most to ferret it outand to punish it. I believe 
there has been corruption in the New York 
custom-house for forty years, ever since that 
custom-house in fact was created, and there 
will be as long as it is a place where there are 
one hundred and fifty or two hundred millions 
of revenue collected. It must be so until 
human nature becomes perfect. But when 
the Senator tries to make the impression that 
it is worse now than at any former period, I 
do not believe there is any foundation for that 
statement. What there is there has been 
brought out. That is the difference. Under 
Democratic administrations it was not brought 
out; under Mr. Johnson’s administration it 
was not brought out; but it is brought out 
now, and I think I am authorized to say that 
this Administration will punish and will lay 
its hands heavily upon every man who is found 
guilty of corruption. The Senator said that 
he had seen it stated in the papers that the 
President had directed the prosecution of 
every man who had paid a bribe or who had 
taken one, and he said he was sorry for it. 
Why was he sorry for it? 
eo TRUMBULL. I did not say the Pres- 
i 


ent. 

Mr. MORTON. I think what the Senator 
said is about the same thing. I understood 
him to say that he had read that men were to 
be prosecuted who had testified falsely or who 
had taken bribes, or who had given them. Am 
I correct about that? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not think I stated 
it in that way or said anything about their tes- 
tifying falsely. I said I had seen a notice that 
the witnesses who appeared before the com- 
mittee were to be prosecuted in consequence 
of the testimony that they gave. ; 

Mr. MORTON. Prosecuted for what? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose for offering 
to pay the employés. 

Mr. MORTON. For giving bribes or for 
taking them, I understood the Senator to say, 
and then I heard him say that he was sorry that 
this had been done. . Why was he sorry? 
When it is brought to the knowledge of the 
President or.of the Departments here, and 
they order the prosecution of the parties who 
are said to he gnilty, why does the Senator 
express his regret for it? I express my joy for 
it, and if itis true as reported that the Presi- 
dent has declared his purpose to have every 
man prosecuted who has violated the law, Lam 


glad of it. I haveno regrets to express as the 
Senator has. 

Then he said that the committee was not 
sent there to ask the question whether the men 
who paid money for political purposes were as 
bad as those who demanded it. The Senator 
made a covert attack upon that committee. I 
say it has vindicated itself; it requires no 
defense from me, and I shall make none for it. 

But the Senator returns to the refusal of the 
Senate to appoint the joint committee before 
the holidays. I have already taken occasion 
to give the reason why we did not do that, but 
the Senator refers to it, and returns to it con- 
tinually as an evidence that we refused to pros- 
ecute, that we refused to investigate, when we 
appointed a better and more efficient commit- 
tee than any joint committee could be. 

Mr. President, I took occasion during the 
holidays, when Congress was not in session, 
to investigate the history of the joint com- 
mittees of the two Houses on retrenchment.- 
I found there had been a joint committee for 
six years, or about six years, called a Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment. I found that during 
that time that committee had made eight re- 
ports to the House of Representatives, and 
but eight, and that five out of the eight were 
made under special instructions of the House, 
and not under the authority conferred by the 
general appointment of the committee. I 
found that there had been five reports made 
to the Senate in the course of six years by 
the joint select Committee on Retrenchment, 
and that of those five two had been made under 
special instructions, and three under the 
general authority .given to the committee. 
A more inefficient committee, a committee 
doing less was never appointed by Congress, 
and that resulted necessarily from the fact that 
it was a joint committee of the two Honses. 
A better way ‘how not to do it”? could not be 
devised than by the appointment of a joint 
committee of the two Houses. It could only 
act upon the authority of the two Houses—it 
could only bring up a recusant witness by the 
authority of the two Houses, a clumsy con- 
trivance that could do but little, And mark 
you, because we did not choose to recog: 
nize under the circumstances this joint com- 
mittee, it was forthwith sent over the country 
that we were opposed to investigation! 

I have but little more to say, Mr. President, 
in reply to.the Senator from Illinois. He hag 
made a prepared speech and I have replied 
upon the moment. Hesays that Lam devoted 
to party. Mr. President, I am devoted to 
party, not for the sake of party, but because 
party is an indispensable instrument in car- 
rying out those principles that I believe to 
be indispensable to the salvation of this Gov- 
ernment. As I cherish the principles, I cher- 
ish the instrument of their execution, and I 
ask, when did the Senator becoine so indiffer- 
ent to party? Laskif he has not been as. strict 
a partisan until within the last year or two as 
any man upon this floor? Has he not received 
office at the hands of the Republican party ? 
Has he not done all in his power to preserve 
the organization of that party in his State? 
Did he not accept a nomination at the hands 
of a caucus of an Illinois Legislature, once, 
twice, thrice? And when he received the 
caucus nomination did he not expect every 
Republican member of that Legislature to vote 
for him under the bonds of the party organ- 
ization? And if they had not done so he would 
not have been here to-day. Now he raises 
his voice against party as if if were a crime. 
If party was a good thing then, ib isa good 
thing now for the same reasons. What think 
you of a man who receives office at the hands 
of a party, who preserves. party Organization, 
fights for it himself, becomes a partisan, claims 
the benefits of ail its usages and all its prac- 
tices, and asks that every member of that 
party shall be honorably bound by its obliga- 
tions, and then, when perhaps another and a 
higher office is looming up before him at the 
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hands of another party, or at the hands ofa 
new. party yet to be organized, all at once 
tramples upon party organization, denounces 
party a8 a crime? 

Mr. President, as 1 said the other day, I owe 
good faith to the party that acts in good faith 
with me; I owe good faith to the men who 
act in good faith with me; and, as I said the 
other day, the man who climbs to the summit 
of his ambition by the party ladder and then 
seeks to throw it down cannot thereby invest 
himself with the character of a reformer or of 
a patriot. . 

We are now upon the eve of another presi- 
dential canvass, and the fight will be between 
the Republican and the Democratic party. 
This new organization will not live. It must 
sink back into the one or go forward with 
the other. I think what little there is left 
of it will probably go forward into the Dem- 
oeratic party. There is no middle ground 
upon which a third party can stand or ought to 
stand. I know that divers gentlemen have 
been expecting to be struck with the presi- 
dential lightning; but I think it will miss 
them. They may find themselves used for a 
time; but in the end, by the Ist day of Au- 
gust, they will find a straight contest between 
the Democratic and the Republican parties, and 
he must be upon the one side or upon the other. 
The man that is not for us is against us. I 
want the Senator to be for us. I want him to 
be on our side. I know his strength and I 
know his power ; but I have not been so blind 
that for the last two years I could not see 
where that Senator was drifting. 

The Senator from Missouri said the other 
day that the ostrich by thrusting his head into 
the sand did not conceal his body ; and we can- 
not by maintaining silence on this floor re- 
fuse to see what is and what has been going 
on around us now for more than a year, or for 
twò years. I have always been in favor of 
facing the music, of accepting the inevitable. 
I believe in advancingand taking the difficulty 
by the throat, instead of shrinking back until 
it has gained body and power. The Senator 
has this day defended the Missouri movement 
and the Cincinnati convention. If he does 
not mean to say to the whole country that he 
intends to go into that movement and to abide 
by it, let him say so now. If he intends to 
vote for the nominee of the Republican con- 
vention in Philadelphia, whether he be Gen- 
eral Grant or somebody else, thereis no better 
time to say it than right now. Let us know 
where he stands. We have a right to know 
it. He has received high favors from the Re- 
publican party; he has received the highest 
office, the highest but one, thatany party can 
give; he has been honored with its confidence 
for nearly twenty years, and if he now intends 
to desert it let him say so; but if he intends 
to go forward and support the nominee of the 
Sth of June at Philadelphia, let that man be 
whom he will, now is a good time to say it. 
If he will say it he will give me as much joy 
as any man on this floor. I do not want the 
Senator to leave us; I do not want any man 
to leave us; but if he intends to do it I want 
to know.it. As I said the other day, I do not 
want to be cheated, and do not want my party 
to be cheated. 

There is good faith due in political matters 
as in anything else, and I ask those who think 
proper for any purpose, I will not impeach 
their motive, to leave the Republican party, 
to say so frankly and to do it boldly; not to 

_ stay inside of the party for a time for the pur- 
pose of accomplishing its destruction, with the 
intent all the time to go. We know that Davis 
and Breckinridge and Toombs and Slidell re- 
mained in this Chamber, and remained in the 
Government of the United States for a long 
time while they were preparing the rebellion ; 
preparing the mine that was to destroy the 
Government, and-when they thought every- 
thing was accomplished, then they went out and 
left us. I would have thought much better 


| of them if they had left in advance and had said 
“Werare preparing for rebellion, we are pre- 
paring to overturn the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States ;’? but they remained for a purpose; 
when they thought everything was ready and 
the time had come, they went out. I hope 
their example will not be followed by others. 
If there are those who intend to leave us, let 
them leave us now frankly. I will respect 
them for it. I can take them by the hand and 
bid them a friendly good-by, but I am not 
willing that they shall remain for the purpose 
of fighting us from our own camp. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to 
ive way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. NYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 635) to change the name 
of the pleasure-yacht Lois to that of Sea 
Witch ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1669) authorizing an 
American register to the British brig Isadore, 
owned by Edwin M. Fowle, of Newton, Massa- 
chusetts. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 675) granting to 
James D. Dana the use of certain plates. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. COLE. I submit that that question 
cannot be put now. We have agreed to go 
into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California objects, and the motion cannot 
now be put. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The doors are 
not yet closed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isuggest that the doors 
be considered open for this purpose. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the doors be 
opened for the purpose of putting this motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Alabama moves that the doors be opened 
for the purpose of allowing him to make the 
motion he has suggested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the order be exe- 
cuted and let us proceed regularly. Nothing 
can be done until the order is executed and 
the gallery is cleared under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and close 
the doors. 

Mr. SPENCER. I have moved that the 
doors be considered open for the purpose of 
submitting the motion that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. COLE. Ibad hoped the Senate would 
be content to hold a session on Saturday after 
the conclusion to adjourn over for the 22d of 
February. There was in the minds of some 
an understanding or belief that such would be 
the case; and I have to notify the Senate that 
it will be impossible to get through with the 
bills that the Appropriation Committee have 
in charge unless we proceed with those bills 
soon. {t is apparent to the Senate that the 
nearer we approach to the end of the session 
the stronger will be the disposition to indulge 
in party debates; and if the main business of 
the session, the appropriation bills, is to be 
put off from time to time, and as appears now 
| for another whole week of political discussion, 


. coming out. 


it will be utterly impossible to get them through 
in proper shape, and to get them through 
without being cmbarrassed by outside and 
irrelevant legislation. I hope if Senators are 
not ready to go on with the discussion that has 
been before the Senate to-day they will at 
least not adjourn over, but permit the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to go on with the 
unfinished bill making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government to-morrow. I am glad 
that the Senate evinces so much confidence in 
the Committee on Appropriations as to be | 
willing that their business shall be crowded 
into the last days and hours of the session: | 
but I warn Senators that legislation of every 
description will be attached to these bills at 
that time and there will be no possibility of 
resisting it. 

If that is the purpose of Senators in post: 
poning these bills from day to day and from 
week to week, I hope they will not hesitate tu 
make it manifest by adjourning over to-mor- 
row, because I shall take that as an indication 
of a determination to embarrass the appropri- 
ation bills by other legislation. I am aware 
that there are projects for public buildings all 
over the United States. Senators are anxious 
to have appropriations made for their States, 
and. their only hope, it may be, of getting a 
great many of them through, say one for 
each State, will be in the last hours to 
force the Senate to adopt their propositions, 
The Senator from New Jersey who has been 
so successful heretofore in getting appropria- 
tions for his State will be seeking in good faith 
to get through another large one just at the 
end of the session, as was the case last year 
with him, greatly to his good luck, and the 
Senators from the several States who are 
asking large appropriations may try the same _ 
means. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ido not know that it is 
a matter of importance, but I must say to the 
Senator that he has gone entirely out of his 
road in making an allusion to me. I desire to 
say to him that according to the best of my 
knowledge there has never been one dollar 
appropriated to the State of New Jersey since 
I have been in Congress, except on one occa- 
sion, and then the Secretary of the Treasury 
refused to execute the law, and the money has 
been covered back into the Treasury, or will 
be in a short time. i 

Mr. COLE. I do not know what became 
of the matter, but the measure became a law. 
If the money has since been covered into the 
‘Treasury it is all the better, and Iam glad to 
hear it. But there are a great many other 
Senators who are anxious to get the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in a corner so that they 
cannot resist the custom which too often has 
prevailed of riding down the appropriation 
bills with other measures. 

Ido not wish to consume the time of the 
Senate in a discussion of this kind; but it does 
seem to me that after one holiday just enjoyed, 
a holiday in the midst of the week, the Senate 
might well go on with the business of the ses- 
sion to-morrow. The House of Representa- 
tives have a meeting every Saturday. They 
have a session, to be sure, for discussion ; and 
if we could follow their good example and let 
these political discussions be thrown into Sat- 
urdays and take the rest of the week for the 
business of the session, it would be very well ; 
but we are willing to reverse the thing, and 
willing to accept of Saturday for regular busi- 
ness, tor the business of the session, if the 
Senate will allow us to go on with the business 
of the session on Saturday. 

Mr. POMEROY. Irise to a question of 
order. I understand the motion is to open 
the doors, which is not debatable. - No debate 
can be had on that question. The same rule 
applies to a motion to open the doors as to a 
motion to close them. You cannot debate 
the question of going into executive session or 
[‘* That is so !’’] 
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Mr. COLE. Ishouldlike to have theruling 
on the question raised by the Senator from 


Kansas. . ; 
Mr. POMEROY. I submit the point of 


order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The present 
occupant of the chair has come into the chair 
since the motion was made. 

Mr. SAWYER. The motion is to open the 
doors. That motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair 
understood the motion was that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns it be to meet on Monday. 

Mr. SPENCER. The motion was to open 
the doors for the purpose of submitting a 
motion that when the Senate adjourns it be to 
meet on Monday. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theques- 
tion is, shall the doors be opened, shall the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of legis- 
lative business? Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. POMEROY. The vote cannot be taken 
until the question of order is settled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mo- 
tion is not debatable; it is similar to a motion 
to go into exccutive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
are now open. 

Mr. SPENCER. I now move that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. COLE. That question I believe is de- 
batable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. COLE. The Senate, if they choose, 
can apply the remarks I have already submit- 
ted on the other motion to this. [Laughter.] 
I am told by Senators about me that probably 
the majority are against the proposition to pro- 
ceed with business to-morrow. If that be the 
judgment of the Senate I should like to have 
it expressed by a vote by yeas and nays, and 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 85, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Oaldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Lewis, Morton, 
Nyc, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, 
Stockton. Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Cole, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Robertson, Sherman, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Windom, and Wright—20. 

ABSHNT— Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Cam- 
eron, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Howe, 
Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Sauls- 
bury, Stewart, Thurman, and Wilson—18. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
. PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


Ordered, That James ©. Pickett be permitted to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate papers relat- 
ing to his claim for balance due him as chargé 
Waffaires to Peru. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior, in relation to the claims of Durfee and 
Peck for property destroyed by Indians, be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of L. Mer- 
chant & Co. be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Daniel J. Browne, 
appointed by the Commissioner of Patents to visit 
various parts of Europe to investigate and report 
on the productions, manufactures, and commerce of 
those countries, praying an investigation into the 
manner in which he has discharged his official 
duties, and the treatment he has received from his 
superior in office, and that he be allowed compen- 
sation for his time and service, be taken from the 
flog of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 


The doors 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. No. 685) to change the name 
of the pleasure-yacht Lois to that of Sea 
Witch; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1669) authorizing an 
American register to the British brig Isa- 
dore, owned by Edwin M. Fowle, of New- 
ton, Massachusetts. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After eighteen minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o’clock and twenty-three minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, February 23, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burimr, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
Wednesday last. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask unanimous 
consent that the further reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

The Journal was then read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate, in the absence of the Vice President, 
had chosen Hon. Huxry B. AnrHony, a Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, President of the Sen- 
ate pro tempore. 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary the bill (H. R. No. 20) to provide sten- 
ographers for the courts of the United States. 

The bill was read for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the gentle-. 
man from Maine whether he will not have that 
bill recommitited and printed, so that we can 
examine its provisions? 

Mr. PETERS. It is already printed, and 
we report only a few immaterial amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the committee 


now, and of: course, as the House refuses to. 


entertain it, it will remain there. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


On motion of Mr.* SHELDON, by unani- 
mous consent, the bill (S. No. 547) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi, at or near the town of Clinton, in 
the State of Iowa, and other bridges across 
said river, and toestablish them as post roads, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. SHELDON. I also ask unanimous con- 
sent to have taken from the Speaker’s table 
for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 
550, to constitute Shreveport, in the State of 
Louisiana, a port of delivery. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after 
which objections to its present consideration 
will be in order. 

The bill was read, and provides that Shreve- 
port, Louisiana, shall be constituted a port of 
delivery, within the collection district of New 
Orleans, and that a deputy collector of customs 
shall be appointed to reside at said port, with 
a salary not to exceed $1,500 per annum. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I think this 
bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHELDON. That committee have 
agreed to it. 


| Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I object. to 


its being considered now. i 

Mr. SHELDON. Then I ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

No objection being made, the bill was ac- 
cordingly taken from the Speaker's table, read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. f 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOAR. I demand the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
demanded, the House will resume the consid- 
‘eration of the unfinished business of Wednes- 
day last, being House bill No. 1823, making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1873, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with sundry amend- 
ments, and upon which the main question has 
been ordered. The first question will be upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Horman, | to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill. The gentleman from Maryland 
{ Mr. Swany] in charge of the bill, is entitled 
to the floor to close debate thereon. 

Mr. SWANN. 1 propose to divide the time 
to which J am entitled under the rules between 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Voorares] 
and the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, [Mr. GARFIELD,] yielding first to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES addressed the House in 
remarks which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. SWANN. LI now yield to the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
it has not been my purpose or desire that 
these discussions growing out of appropriation 
bills should lead us into general politics, and 
in the main they have not done so; but for 
the purpose of saving time, the other day when 
we had this bill up it was agreed that three 
quarters of an hour should be so spent. It 
was a sort of compromise which all parties 
made in order to bring this bill to a vote. 

In regard to the very eloquent and interest- 
ing speech which the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Voornees] has made, I have only one 
word to say. I hope and believe he does not 
seriously intend to antagonize this bill with 
his notions of Cuban affairs. Whatever may 
be the merits of that controversy, this bill is 
not a part of it, except in the most remote 
and indirect way. 

Let me say one thing more before I dismiss 
that subject. I suggest this is not the proper 
moment to increase’ our complications with 
foreign nations. Our relations with Spain are 
already delicate. 1 fear our relations with 
Great Britian are also very delicate. It would 
be an unheard of calamity if these troubles 
should result in breaking down that treaty 
which isan honor to human nature and should 
be the great exemplar in all future time for all 
nations in settling great difficulties without 
war. I hope our Government will be very 
slow in taking apy measures in relation to 
Cuba, in relation to Spain, in relation. to 
Great Britain, and in relation to any other 
nation with whom we are now at peace to 
deepen the angry feelings which already exist. 

For these reasons I was sorry that my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Voorness] thought proper 
on this occasion to enter upon this question. 
I would have preferred that the House should 
follow still further the wise example that it 
has already set, and attend to the legitimate 
business of legislation, and leave it to other 
bodies to make the entire business of the win- 
ter political business, and the making -and 
unmaking of Presidents. p 

Having said so much with regard to the sub- 
ject of debate this morning, I have but a word 
further to say. The bill has come back from 
the Committee of the Whole with three amend- 
ments, made not by the recommendation of 
the Commitiee on Appropriations, but by the 
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action of the Committee of the Whole. Iwill 
call attention in a word to what those three 
amendments are, and will then leave the House 
to do as they think bestin regardtothem. The 
first amendment strikes out several of the mis- 
sions of Central America, consolidating them, 
and thereby effecting a reduction of $30,000 
onthe salaries for these missions. The second 
of the amendments raises the rank of the mis- 
sion to Japan to the second grade and puts it 
on a level with the mission to China. The 
third raises our mission to Russia to the first 
grade and puts it on a level with the missions 
to England, France, and Germany. The last 
two amendments increase the expenditures of 
the bill by $7,500. There is then a decrease 
of $30,000 and an increase of $7,500, leav- 
ing a total decrease by the amendments now 
pending of $22,500. 

The Committee on Appropriations do not 
desire to take any position of special antago- 
nism in regard to any of these three amend- 
menis. It is for the House to determine upon 
them. The Committee on Appropriations 
allowed these amendments to be offered with- 
out resisting them on a point of order. It is 
for the House to say whether the new and im- 

ortant relations that have lately sprung up 
between us and Japan do not warrant us in 
reaching across the waters, grasping the hand 
of that Power and lifting up the Japanese 
mission to the standard of a second-class mis- 
sion. Personally, I believe we ought to do it. 
And I would say the same in regard to the 
Russian mission. It seems to be a matter of 
good statesmanship, when there have been 
some difficulties between us and Russia, to 
show them that our friendship is not so slightly 
founded as to be affected by any mere personal 
quarrel with a minister. 

In regard to the Central American Govern- 
ments, I feel some doubt whether we should 
strke out so many missions. But I know that 
for the last seven years the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] with his accus- 
tomed zeal and ability, has pushed this prop- 
osition, which may or may not be a reform. 
Hitherto he has been unsuccessful. Perhaps 
it may be as well to let it go through, and 
between the two Houses in the conterence, 
which I suppose may be had, something may 
be determined which may settle the question 
for the future. I yield the balance of my time, 
which I believe is three minutes, to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks. | 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say a word in 
regard to the reduction of the representation 
of this Government in Central America. I 
have resisted this for six or seven years. It 
has been pressed by very many members of 
the House and once by a majority of the Sen- 
ate, or by the Senate committee. That has 
been done for a long time, and I am satisfied 
we cannot long deter a reform in this regard; 
and therefore I was willing to yield the ques- 
tion in the House and allow the final determ- 
ination in regard to this representation to be 
made in conference between the two Houses. 

In regard to the question which has. been 
referred to by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations—the situation of this Gov- 
ernment in regard to foreign countries—I have 
this to say: I do not anticipate any conflict 
with England; I do not anticipate any serious 
difficuity with Spain; but I do believe that the 
best way to secure peace between this country 
and all other countries is the assertion of our 
rights and the preparation to defend our rights. 
I feel assured that the House will have an 
opportunity of discussing our relations with 
Spain upon a legitimate and proper measure, 
where our votes will follow the discussion; 
and it is for that reason that I have not intro- 
duced this question in the consideration of this 
bill. I have listened to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Voorners] with great pleasure, 
and in most of his suggestions I heartily concur. 
But I trust that he will not undertake to defeat 


the representation of this Governmentin Cuba,, 


which is the most important of our represent- 
ations with the Spanish Power. If we want 
to dissever our relations with Spain we should 
strike at the minister to Spain, not at the con- 
sul at Cuba, who has, by the consent of the 
Spanish Government, quasi diplomatic rela- 
tions. 

I say again, in behalf of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, that I feel assured we shall 
have an opportunity, at such length as the 
House will permit, to discuss this question 
when our votes may follow our deliberations, 
which is exactly what we want. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
suppose the gentleman from Massachusetts 
makes the criticism that I made a speech on 
an illegitimate or improper occasion. I do 
not suppose that he intended to convey that 
impression. I do not desire to antagonize this 
pill in its general features and details. I stated 
when I rose that I desired to embrace this 
oceasion to lay before the House and the coun- 
try some views which I entertain in regard to 
our relations with Spain. I consulted with the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and others, who did not think it was improper 
or out of order for me to do so. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will allow 
me to say one word. I think the gentleman 
from Indiana was perfectly correct in making 
the speech he made. Every member of the 
House knows that it is with great difficulty 
we get opportunities, and we must take such 
opportunities as present themselves. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. WHEELER 
inthe chair.) The hour allowed the gentle- 
man from Maryland {Mr. Swann] for closing 
debate has expired, and the question now is 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Horman] to strike out the enacting 
words of the bill. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
19, noes 110. 

So the House refused to strike out the 
enacting words of the bill. 

The question recurred upon the amendments 
reported by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The first amendment was in line nine, to 
insert, after the word ‘‘Germany,’’ the word 
“ Russia,’ so as to place Russia among the 
missions of the first-class. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
113, noes 16. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


__ The next amendment was at the end of the 
clause providing for the first-class missions, to 
strike out ‘' $52,500,’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
«£ $70,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in liue twelve, to 
strike out ‘‘ Russia’? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after the 
word ‘‘ Mexico,” in line twelve, “Japan.” 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
eighty-one, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest to the. chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that 
there ought to be a clerical correction in the 
amount of the appropriations for these mis- 
sions. 

The SPEAKER. These clerical corrections 
will be made so as to make the bill conform to 
what the House has ordered. . 

The next amendment was in line fifteen, to 
strike. out the word “Japan.” i 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The next amendment was in lines nineteen, 
twenty, and:twenty-one, to strike out the words 
“ Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, Salva- 
dor,’’ and to insert, after the word “ Nica- 
ragua,’’ ‘also accredited to Guatemala, Costa 
Rica, Honduras, and Salvador.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 4, line 


sixty-five, to insert ‘and from and after the 
close of the present fiscal year said appropria- 
tions shall cease, and all acts or parts of acts 
inconsistent therewith be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was upon page 5, line 
ninety-eight, after the word ‘ Funchal,” to 
insert ‘‘Tien-Tsin.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert on page 
6, after line one hundred and twenty-eight, the 
following: 

Provided, That none of the books published by the 
Government, and usually known by the name of 
“ publie documents,’’ shall be supplied to the lega~- 
tions and consulates of the United States, except 
such as shall have been first designated by the Sec- 
retary of State, by a writing to be recorded in the 
State Department, as suitable for and required by 
the legations and consulates to which they shall be 
supplied. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The last amendment recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole was to add to the bill 
the following : 


The compensation of the chief clerk of the Depart- 
ment of State shall be at the rate of $2,500 per 
annum, beginning with the Ist day of July, 1871. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
be engrossed and read athird time ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, 
fae question was upon the passage of the 

il. 

Mr. SWANN. I call the previous question 
upon that question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. i 

The bill was then passed, upon a divisioņn— 
ayes one hundred and thirty-one, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. SWANN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to amend 
the title by adding the words ‘‘and for other 
purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins, attwenty-five minutes past one o'clock, 
and reports of a private nature are in order 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the Committee of 
Claims entitled to the remaining portion of 
their last morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will allow me, I 
will state that I madé an objection before to 
the proposition of the gentleman that more 
time be allowed to the Committee of Claims, 
because I understood it to mean that they 
desired an entire hour, 

The SPEAKER. The time occupied by that 
committee runs against them as an entire morn- 
ing hour.. The committees are called so rapidly 
for bills of a private nature that it may not be 
a week before the Committee of Claims are 
again reached. 


AMERICAN REGISTER TO BRIG ISADORE. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, with a recommend- 
ation that the same do pass, House joint reso: 
lution No. 6, authorizing an American registet 
to the British brig Isadore, owned by Edwin 
M. Fowle, of Newton, Massachusetts. 

The question was upon ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third 


time. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Is there a report in this 


case? 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is no report, but I 
hold in my hand a communication from the 


1872. 
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Secretary of the Treasury upon the subject, in 
which he says: 

“T therefore think that Congress may very prop- 
erly authorize the register asked for.’’ 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why should this 
case be taken out of the ordinary rule? 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury is not a 
long one, I would like to have it read, for it 
will answer as a report in this case, 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘I am anxious to have it 
read, for it states the grounds upon which this 
joint resolution is reported favorably by the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C~, february 8, 1872. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of 
your letter of the 1st instant, transmitting certain 
papers, asking Congress for authority to issuo Amer- 
ican register to the British brig Isadore, with the 
request that I will furnish your committee with the 
facts in my possession, together with any suggestions 
as to the propriety of granting American registry to 
this vessel under anew name, 

I reply that the statement submitted by the papers 
in the case shows that this vessel is of American 
build, but was placed under the British flag, then 
under the Haytien, then again under the British, 
which flag she still hoists. Her present owner is 
Edwin M. Fowle, of Boston, an American citizen, 
who has twice had her extensively repaired in this 
country. 

The collector of the port of Boston reports that 
Mr. Fowle has in his possession, and produced the 
protest of the master, the survey, and the receipted 
bills for repairs made. He made an affidavit, which 
I herewith transmit, that the vessel as she lay in a 
wrecked condition in the. harbor of Charleston, in 
November, 1870, did not exceed in value $1,000, while 
the repairs appear to have amounted to $5,196 70. 

I may further add that there does not appear to 
have been any collusion with the various owners of 
this vessel, and that her present owner became pos- 
sessed of her and repaired her in good faith. 

Had the vessel been foreign-built, and wrecked and 
repaired as she was, she would be entitled to Awer- 
ican registry under the act of 23d December, 1852. I 
therefore think that Congress may very properly 
authorize the register asked for. | 

The papers are returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELY, Secretary. 
Hon. S. SHELLABARGER, - i 
e Chairman House Committee on Commerce; 

The SPEAKER.: The Chair would sug- 

gest’ that this joiut ‘resolution should be 
. changed into a bill; otherwise, it will be re- 
turned from the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. It has been 
so long the custom to have joint resolutions 
of this character that it is difficult to conform 
to the new form required. 

The joint resolution (changed to House bill 
No. 1669) was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed, 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TIE OHIO RIVER. 


+ Mr. HOLMAN. I hold in my hand a bill 
which I am instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to report with sundry amendments. 
I am not advised whether it will be regarded 
as in all respects a private bill; but it is a 
measure of great importance. It is a bill 
(H. R. No. 827) to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Ohio river and to pre- 
scribe the dimensions of the same. 

Mr. PACKER. I rise to a point of order, 
that this is a goneral bill changing the law of 
1862 regulating bridges across the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It may possibly be re- 
garded as a public bill; but early action upon 
it is a matter of very great moment, and I 
trust the point of order,will not be pressed, 
The committee propose several amendments 
tothe bill, which is in pursuance of a previous 
act of Congress, and a report from the chief 
of engineers. Its passage is a matter of great 
public concern, and I trust no objection will be 
made, I will say further, that there are now 
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pending before the eommittee four bills author- 

izing bridges across the Obio river; and all 

these are of course private bills.. Instead of 

reporting these the Committee on Commerce į 
desire to have this bill passed in conformity 

with the views of the chief of engineers. 

Mr. BANKS.. I hope the. objection will be 
withdrawn. This is simply a bill to execute 
the prayer of memorials of private parties for 
leave to build bridges on the Ohio river. It 
comes possibly in a general form; but itis in 
pursuance of memorials already presented. I 
presented one myself. 4 ee 

Mr, PACKER. There are a number of 
private bills pending before the Committee 
on Railways and Canals which are affected 
by the general principles of this bill. That 
committee -has been considering this ques- 
tion, and is ready to report upon some of 
those bills. The principal provisions of this 
bill will very materially affect the bills that 
are to be reported by the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists 
upon the point of order, the committee cannot 
report this bill upon private bill day. It is 
clearly public legislation. Reports of a pri- 
vate nature are in order from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

‘Mr, HOLMAN. I must, then, seek an 
opportunity to present this bill when this ob- 
jection cannot be made. It is recommended 
by the War Department asa measure of press- 
ing necessity, and has the unanimous concar- 
rence of the Committee on Commerce. [ask 
that the committee have unanimous consent 
to report the bill at this time for the purpose 
merely of being recommitted, and, with the | 
amendments, printed. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, 
that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


SCHOONER LOIS. 


Mr. CONGER. The Committee on Com- 
merce have instructed me to report back, with 
a recommendation that it pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 635) to change the name of the schooner 
Tois to Sea-Witch. Mr. Speaker, this vessel, 
the name of which is proposed to be changed, 
isa pleasure-yacht belonging to the Regatta 
Yacht Club of New York; and the committee 
recommend that the change of name requested 
by the owner of this vessel may be permitted 
by Congress. The committee have uniformly 
refused, and still refuse, to recommend a 
change of the name of any commercial vessel, 
any steamboat or other vessel engaged in com- 
merce; but they see no objection to allowing 
a change of the name of a mere pleasure-boat. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Does it appear in 
the bill that this is a pleasure-boat, so that 
our action in this case may not be taken asa 
precedent for other cases not of the same 
kind? 

Mr. CONGER. It does. The vessel is called 
the yacht-schooner Lois. I have myself per- 
sonally inquired at the Treasury Department 
concerning the standing of this boat, and a 
statement which I have nowin my desk shows 
that the vessel is merely a pleasure-yacht, 
never having been engaged in any commercial 
business, but belonging to the New York 
Regatta Club. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I suggest that the 
words ‘‘pleasure-yacht’’ be inserted in the 
bill in place of ‘ schooner.” . 

Mr. CONGER. I haveno objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that amendment will be made in the bill and 
also in the title. i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to address an 
inquiry to the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Goneur.] ‘The gentleman says that this 
schooner isa pleasure-yacht. Does he mean 
that she belongs to some recoguized yacht |; 
club, or merely that she is a vessel used for | 
purposes of pleasure? i 


Mr. CONGER. I mean what I have said; 
that this vessel has been built as other vessels of 
a like character have been built, to try various 
models in order to ascertain which is best, and 
is used merely for its sailing qualities as, a 
pleasure-yacht, and not at all for commercial 
purposes. ret ; 

Mr. POTTER. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to say that it does not 
belong to any yacht club? If so, there is 
nothing to prevent her being sold by the pres- 
ent owner and used for commercial purposes 
to-morrow, 

Mr. CONGER. The report is that she 
belongs to the New York Yacht Club, and 
is used only for pleasure purposes. 

Mr. POTTER. I shall not object to the 
bill reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, but I do think there should be some 
general law providing for changing the names 
of these vessels belonging to yacht clubs. The 
policy of Congress during recent years has 
been against the changing of the names of 
vessels engaged in commercial purposes or in 
the transportation of passengers. While that 
policy adopted by Congress against allowing 
the change of name of such vessels is a wise 
one, still Í believe there should be some gen- 
eral law providing that the names of yachts 
belonging to yacht clubs, and exclusively used 
for purposes of pleasure, may be changed as 
often as their owners please. 

The bill was ordered to. be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to’reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There being no further 
reports from the Committee on Commerce, 
reports of a private nature are in order from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the Commit- 
tee on Commerce did not expect to be called 
this morning, I hope, by unanimous consent, 
they will not lose their right to two morning 
hours. It was the expectation that the Com- 
mittee of Claims would occupy the whole of 
this morning. I ask unanimous consent, in 
order that the Committee on Commerce may 
have another morning hour, that the morning 
hour of this morning shall be considered as 
closed. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

THOMAS B. VALENTINE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Valentine, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides in the first 
section that the ninth circuit court of the 
United States, of California, be and is hereby 
authorized and required to hear and decide, 
upon the merits, the claim of Thomas B. Val- 
entine, claiming title, under a Mexican grant 
to Juan Miranda, to a place called the Rancho 
Arroyo de San Antonio, situate in the county 
of Sonoma, and State of California, in the 
same manner, and with the same jurisdiction, 
as ifthe claim to the said tract of land bad 
been duly presented to the board of land com- 
missioners under the provisions of the act en- 
titled “An act to ascertain and settle the 
private land claimsin the State of California,”’ 
approved March 3, 1851, and an appeal: ha 
been duly taken from their decision to the dis- 
trict court of California by the said Thomas 


| B. Valentine. 


The second section provides that on the 
said hearing any testimony heretofore taken 
before the said board of commissioners, 1n 
relation to said claim, on behalf of the said 
claimant, or of the United States, may be 
read, subject to all just exceptions to its com- 
petency; and additional testimony, on either 
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part, may. be. taken, under the order and | 
Rireation of said circuit court, as-to the valid- 
ity and extent.of said claim. 

-The third. section provides that an appeal 
may be taken from ‘the final decision and de- 
cree of the said circuit court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, by either party, in 
accordance with the provisions of the tenth 
section of said act of March 3, 1851 and adecree 
under the provisions of this act, in favor of said 
claim, shall not affect any adverse right or title 
to the lands described in said decree ; but in lieu 
thereof the claimant, or his legal representa- 
tives, may sclect, and shall be allowed, patents 
for an equal quantity of the unoccupied and 
unappropriated public lands of the United 
States, not mineral, and in tracts not less than 
the subdivisions provided for in the United 
States land laws, and, if unsurveyed when 
taken, to conform, when surveyed, to the gen- 
eral system of United States land surveys; 
and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall be authorized to issue scrip, 
in legal subdivisions, to the said Valentine, or 
his legal representatives, in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


In section three, line five, after “fifty-one,” insert 
“within six months after the rendition of such final 
decision.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COGHLAN. I wish to move an amend- 
ment which I ask the committee to accept. 
believe it will sufficiently guard the interests of 
our constituents settled upon the land claimed 
by this grant. If the amendment be adopted 
no’ member of the California delegation will 
oppose the bill. 

Lhe Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That no decree in favor of said Valen- 
tine shall be exeouted nor be of any force or effect 
against any person or persons; nor shall land scrip 
or patents issue as hereinafter provided, unless the 
gaid Valentine shall first execute and deliver to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office a deed con- 
veying to the United States all his right, title, and 
interest to tho lands covered by said Miranda grant. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I do 
not see any objection to that amendment. It 
perhaps arises from superabundant caution. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. TI should like to 
have the amendment pending. The bill ap- 
pears to give jurisdiction of a case to a par- 
ticular court, and prescribes how it shall be 
tried, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. . I will 
state that this bill has been before the House 
on two different occasions heretofore. It has 
been reported favorably by the Committee on 
the Public Lands on both occasions. It has 
passed the House of Representative in two 
different Congresses, but has been lost from 
want of time for action inthe Senate. The 
bill is simply to permit Mr. Valentine to go 
into the circuit court of the United States for 
California, and make his claim to a tract of 
land to which he derives a right from one 
Miranda, who obtained a grant of the land from 
the Mexican Government. -Under the act of 
1851, concerning Mexican land grants, Valen- 
tine, and the grantees of a man named Ortega, 
who was. Miranda's son-in-law, went before the 
land commissioners, both claiming the land. 
Their case was heard there; the case appeared 
to be against Valentine’s claim, and it was 
withdrawn, .because Valentine believed that, 
by the act of Congress, he had a right to inter- 
vene in the district court, and he preferred to 
withdraw his claim and intervene in that court. 
But when he got into the district. court, by that 
time the Supreme Court had decided that he had 
no right of intervention, since the claim he had 
was not under the same original grantor as that 
of Ortega’s grantees. He was therefore really 
out of court. . Ortega’s grantees therefore 
prosecuted their claim. It went by appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
the court held that Ortega’s grantees had no 
right, But the Supreme Court farther held | 


years. 


that the United States had no right. They 
put Valentine out of court, and all that we ask 
is that Valentine may be allowed to go in court 
and prove his title if he can. Ifhe can prove 
his title, then he isnot to have the lands which 
were given by the Mexican grant to Miranda, 
because of the nation having taken possession 
of those lands and sold them—and there is a 
city erected upon those lands—but he is to be 
allowed, if he maintains his title, to have serip 
equivalent to the amount of land which he 
would have had under the Miranda title. 
Nobody’s rights are infringed upon. Nobody 
is damaged. Itis only a claim between him 
and the United States, and the bill merely per- 
mits him to come into the court and have an 
opportunity to be heard. This we think isa 
fair and honest bill, and we ask that it may be 
passed. 

Mr. TAFFR. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question as to-the character of the 
scrip which is proposed to be given. - I under- 
stand that it is not to be issued under any ex- 
isting law, and that there is no qualification as 
to the location of it, whether surveyed or un- 
surveyed, minimum or double minimum lands, 
the only exception, I believe, being as to min- 
eral lands. I should like that there were some 
indication as to the mode of location, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. As 
regards the point referred to by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. Tarre] ‘the bill 
reads thus: 

Andthe Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be authorized to issue scrip, in legal subdivis- 
ions, to the said Valentine, or his legal representa- 
tives, in accordance with the provisions of this act. 

Now, the United States have got the very best 
lands in California from him, they have sold 
them and put the money in the Treasury, and 
all this manasks is that he may have the oppor- 
tunity if he gains his case of locating his land 
scrip wherever he pleases on Jand which has 
not been taken by anybody, and in the legal 
subdivisions. . 

We have considered this matter very fully. 
It has been considered in this House, it has 
been considered in the Senate, and it has 
received the sanction of the committees of 
each House. It has passed this House twice, 
and it meets the approval of the gentlemen 
from California, who believes that the rights 
of the people of that State are sufficiently 
guarded. And therefore we and they ask that 
this bill may be passed. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I suppose that, 
notwithstanding the fact that some former 
House has passed this bill, and the fact that it 
is satisfactory to the California delegation, the 
members of the present House, if they are not 
satisfied are entitled to understand clearly why 
these claimants cannot come into court under 
existing laws and have all the remedies which 
any citizen of the United States may have. 
What debars him from getting his remedy 
from the courts and under the laws as they 
are? Why must we give special jurisdiction 
to a United States court for this claimant? 
That is the first question which I desire. to 
address to the gentleman who has reported 
the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Ian- 
swer the gentleman’s question in this way : that 
by the act of 1851, giving to the land commis- 
sion the right of examining these titles, a man 
was required to present his claim within two 
This man did present his claim within 
two-years, but he withdrew it again because 
he thought he had the right of intervention, 
and by the time he had got up to the district 
court of the United States the Supreme Court 
had ruled that he had not the right of inter- 
vention under the law. Inthe mean time the 
two years allowed for the presentation of the 
claim by the act of Congress had expired and 
he was out of court, and there isnolaw whereby 
he can get in the court until we make one. 


Mr, FINKELNBORG,. Then IJ understand 


f 


that he has simply allowed a statute of limita- 
tions to bar him. i 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. By 
the decision of the Supreme Court and by 
the acts of his own counsel he was barred. 
The Ortega claim appeared to be a good one, 
and he withdrew his claim. from, before the 
commission before the hearing, with a-view to 
intervention in the district court. The Ortega 
claim turned out to be a bad one, and the 
time within which he could get into the district 
court expired. It was not in consequence of 
any negligence of his own, but by the con- 
struction of the act of Congress, by. his coun- 
sel, and by the Supreme Court that he lost his 


right. 

“Mr. FINKELNBURG. He or his counsel 
mistook the law as other citizens do, and the 
act barred him. Now, the second point is this: 
does not this act propose to make certain 
things evidence in the court which otherwise 
would not be evidence? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. It 
does not. This bill only allows those things 
to be evidence in the court which would have 
been evidence before the commissioners. It 
places the claimant in the same status as he 
would have been in if he had proceeded rightly 
at that time. ` 

Mr. COGHLAN. The reason why I do not 
now oppose this bill is this: upon the lands 
claimed by this grant there has grown up a 
good-sized city, and there is probably the 
amount of $2,000,000 worth of property upon 
these lands. It isa dark cloud hanging over 
the heads of those who have acquired the titles 
to these lands from the Government to have 
this.grant, whether good or bad, hanging over 
their heads, and at least one House of every 
Congress that meets passing a bill to allow the 
Miranda grant to go into the courts for adjudi- 
cation. ; 

My amendment guards the rights of the 
settlers upon these lands, and compels Valen- 
tine to execute and deliver to the Government 
of the United States a deed granting to said 
Government all his rignt and title to the lands 
covered bythe Miranda grant. And this deed 
must be filed with the United States Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office before any 
decree of the court in his favor—if he should 
get one in his favor—can be executed, and 
before any land scrip or patent can issue under 
the provisions of this bill. 

The bill, as amended by me, gives to Valen- 
tine the right to go into court and try the case, 
and if his claim proves to be just under the 
grant from Miranda, a decree will be given in 
his favor, but shall amount to no more than 
waste paper until he shall have conveyed to 
the Government, in trust for.the settlers upon 
these lands, all his right, title, and interest to 
the lands covered by the grant. | 

This bill,as amended by me, will raise the 
cloud from the uitle of probably two thousand 
persons who reside in and around the city of 
Petaluma. : 

With the proviso I have offered, guarding 
as it does the ‘interests of my constituents, I 
have no. objection to the passage of this bill, 
for I hope it will remove forever all claim, 
whether just or unjust, to their lands. 

Mr. PINKELNBURG. There is one thing 
more I want to ask. I understand that here 
is a claimant of certain lands who has been 
unsuceessful in making his claim good, and 
this bill provides that if on a new trial it be 
found tha the ought to have had his title before, 
the United States is to step in and give him 
other lands in place of these. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Be- 
cause the United States took his lands and 
sold them and have the money recéived -for 
them in the Treasury. I yield fora moment 
to me gentleman from California, [Mr. Sar- 
GENT, 

Mr. SARGENT. The: treaty originally 
made. with Mexico provided that the rights 
of Mexican citizens, under the grants which 
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had been made by the Mexican Government, 
should be held sacred by the Government of 
the United States. In order to carry out that 

rovision of the treaty, the Government of the 

nited States required the parties claiming 
under those grants to go before acommission, 
allowing an appeal from the decision of that 
commission to the courts, until finally the Sa- 
preme Conrt was reached. Persons who had 
been in possession of their lands for genera- 
tions, who had their children born there, who 
had pastured there their flocks and herds on 
their old ranches, suddenly found themselves 
by this legislation of Congress bound to come 
forward and prove that they had any right 
whatever to their lands. It must. be admitted 
that it was a great hardship to require these 
persons, many of them unacquainted with our 
laws and customs, to come forward under 
many disadvantages, the prey of lawyers, and 
at great expense, to show that they had any 
right to this land that they possessed. I think 
they should have been remitted to local courts 
to establish their rights only when challenged ; 
not that the Government should challenge 
every possession and set its legal officers and 
courts to find flaws that would destroy prop- 
erty rights. Fraudulent claims have been pre- 
ferred under the system we adopted, it is true. 
In fact the system encouraged frauds, as a 
fraudulent case is always better gotten up than 
an honest one. Š 

In many cases the claimants have suffered 
great injustice. Ihave in my mind the case 
of one old Spaniard, in whose case for years 
our best lawyers in San Francisco advised that 
the title was perfect. Money was freely loaned 
on the property, and most of it changed hands 
in small parcels. The person received his 
grant of land for eminent services to the Mex- 
ican Government. He was wealthy, and had 
furnished supplies to aid the Government in 
time of extremity, had furnished its troops 
and naval forces with means whereby they 
were able to keep in the field or at sea. By 
some superior legal cunning on the part of 
those who opposed the grant that had been 
made to him, after his title had been confirmed 
by the land commission and by the district 
court of the United States, the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that it was invalid. 
Afterward, there having been two cities grown 
up on this land, the Government came in and 
provided that those who held under this per- 
son should have aright to buy of the United 
States at $1 25 an acre, to repair the dam- 
ages done by this unexpected decision of the 
Supreme Court. 

And there were other cases of the same 
kind. In this Miranda case the parties—and 
so very good lawyers advised them—supposed 
that there was a right of intervention under 
the statutes of the United States. Ortega was 
a son-in-law and rival claimant of Miranda. 
There was a question between the two parties 
as to which really had the superior right to 
it, both being in possession, There was some 
friendly arrangement made by which one with- 
drew before the land commission, intending to 
intervene in the district court. But after that 
investigation was made, the Supreme Court 
ruled that such intervention should not be 
allowed. Since that time they have not slept 
upon theirclaim. There has been an attempt 
made to have Congress recognize this claim, 
and allow these parties to sue to show their 
rights, as they. would have done at first but 
for their misinformation upon their rights. 

There is a book called Tomas de Razon, a 
record of the titles of land granted by the 
Mexican Government in Upper and Lower 
California. This book is kept with all the 
solemnity which pertains to any records of 
property. That book is a test or a touch-stone 
by which bad claims can be sifted out from 
good claims, If those records contain the 
names of the parties claiming the land, and 
also a description of the grant, that is taken 
-by our courts as conclusive evidence in their 


favor. After the time for this intervention had 
passed, these books were brought from Mex- 
ied, and-it was found, as I am informed, that 
this Miranda grant was there named with all 
the solemnity that could attach to any grant. 

We, in California, feel a great interest in this 
matter, not so much on account of this claim- 
ant as upon account of the citizens of Peta- 
luma. The Government of the United States, 
on the rejection by the Supreme Court of the 
right of intervention and the rejection of the 
Ortega grant, proceeded to sell to parties in 
possession under its preémption and town-site 
laws this property upon which is now situated 
the city of Petaluma. But any man, I think, 
who examines the facts and ascertains the 
origin of this title, must concede thatthe Gov- 
ernment had no right to sell that land; that 
the title was really in Miranda, and that some 
time or other justice must be done to the 
claimant. Now, if Miranda’s successor is 
willing to accept other land instead of the 
specific property in question, the taking of 
which would dispossess five thousand people 
of $2,000,000 worth of property, if he is will- 
ing to accept unoccupied land elsewhere, it 
seems to me it is undoubtedly the wisest policy 
for the Government to accede to the proposi- 
tion, in order to remove the cloud from the 
title which it hag granted to these people 
whose money it has had for years in its Treasury. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think it is very 
evident that the House cannot, from this brief’ 
debate, understand the legal bearings of this 
bill, however ably the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia may explain it, and I suggest to him 
that it be sent to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary for further examination. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill is unanimously 
reported by the Committee on the Public 


ands. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In its bearing upon 
the public lands the bill may be well enough, 
but we want it examined in its bearing upon 
the courts. 

Mr. SARGENT. What I have stated has 
been designed to show that the claim has an- 
tiquity ; that it is sanctioned by Mexican law; 
that it is attested by the highest Mexican au- 
thority, by wrilten authority in regard to which 
there can be no suspicion of collusion or mis- 
representation. The validity of what I state 
is, according to the proposition of the bill, to 
be tested in the ordinary legal forms before the 
judicial tribunals of the country, with oppor- 
tunity for contest by the United States district 
attorney. All that is asked is an opportunity 
for these parties to be heard, and when they 
are willing to accept—instead of the land in 
question, which is now worth millions and is 
inereasing in value every. day—unoccupied 
lands of the United States, I trust there will 
be no objection to this mode of escape for the 
grantees of the General Government. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My attention has never 
been called to this bill until just now ; but as 
I understand, in the event of a certain decree 
that may be rendered, the United States will be 
obliged to give, for the satisfaction of this claim, 
other lands equal in quantity at least to the 
original grant. 

Mr. SARGENT. But they cannot equal it 
in value. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That may or may not be; 
butaccording to the bill the appeal is left merely 
to the election of the parties whoever they may 
be; and the bill is silent as to who is to be the 
party adverse to the claimant. 

Mr. SARGENT. ‘The United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill does not say so. 
But at any rate the United States is affected 
in a certain event by the decree in this case to 
the extent that scrip is to be issued and land 
of the United States to be entered equal in 
quantity. at least to the original grant fram 

exico. 

Mr. SARGENT. | It is the duty of the Uni- 
ted States district attorney, by express statute, 
to appear and defend all such cases. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The bill, as I have said, 
leaves the right of appeal subject to the elec- 
tion of whoever may be engaged in carrying on 
the suit. I ask that the word ‘‘ may” in the 
third section be struck out, and the word 
‘shall’? substituted, so that there shall be an 
appeal, as a ‘matter of course, to the Supreme 


Court. 
Mr. SARGENT. There is no objection to 


that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hearing no 
objection, the amendment suggested, to strike 
out “ may’ and insert ‘‘shall,’’ so that the 
clause will read, “an appeal shall be taken,” 
will be considered as adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Isit notin order to 
move the reference of this bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Townsenp] is upon the 
floor, and, as the Chair understands, demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the previous 
question be not seconded, it will then be in 
order to move the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be 
put. 

Mr. Co@utan’s amendment was agrecd to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AUGUSTUS WATSON. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
back the memorial of Augustus Watson for 
inventing newspaper and other envelopes; 
and the same was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

JOHN F. LAWSON. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back the memorial of 
John F. Lawson, for pay dne him as a mail 
contractor in 1861; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


SOLOMON BOOKS, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1651) to provide for the payment to Solomon 
Books for services as mail-route agent; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
160) for the relief of Chauncey M. Lockwood; 
and the same was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

JOHN PETER ILBINRICKS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back the petition of John 
Peter Heinrichs, praying for relief as a sub- 
contractor for carrying the mails from Mani- 
toowoc to Menasha, Wisconsin; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims.: 

HENRY FULENWIDER. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1112) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Ful- 
enwider, deceased ; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

L. F. WARE. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back the petition of L. 
F. Ware, praying Congress to grant royalty on 
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a patent.used by. the Post Office Department ; 
and the same- was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. eee o vto o 
“WILMINGTON AND ‘MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same:-com- 
mittee, also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1106) to pay the Wilmington and Manchester 
Railroad Company for carrying United States 
niails ; atid the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 9) goo U4. 


EDWARD V: DOHERTY. 


:Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported ‘back. the petition of 
Edward V. Doherty; and the same was referred 


to the Committee of Claims. 
WILLIAM B. WILSON. Š 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back a-bill (H.-R. No. 
1800) for the relief of William B. Wilson for 
extra service in carrying the United States 
mails; aud the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ents 

GLOVER AND MATHER, AND OTHERS. 


Mr: FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back. the petition of 
Glover & Mather, and others; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, 


WILLIAM S. PIKE. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the same com- 
mittee, also reported back the petition of Wil- 
liam S. Pike; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CHARLES F. TRACY. 


Mr. AVERILL, from the :Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 546) for the relief of Charles F. Tracy, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, directs the sum 
of $14,650 be appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not othetwise appropriated, to 
enable the Secretary of-the Interior to indem- 
nify Charles F. Tracy for losses by depreda- 
tions by Apache Indians in May, 1870. 

Mr. HOAR.: I make the point of order that 
this bill, making an appropriation, must have 
its first consideration. in Committee of the 
Whole. E 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill goes to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. DONNAN, from. the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported adversely on the fol- 
lowing petitions; and they were severally laid 
on the table: 

The petition of George Baldy, of New 
Orleans, praying for relief; and 

The petition of G. W. F. Black, attorney 
for L.. H. Potterfield, of Loudoun county, Vir- 
ginia, for relief for losses sustained during the 
war of the rebellion. 


ISAAC B. KINKEAD. 


Mr. DDONNAN. . I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 588) for the relief 
of Isaac B. Kinkead, to report it back with a 
substitute, and to recommend the passage of 
the substitute, 

The SPEAKER. : Ifthere be no objection, 
the substitute alone will be read. 

There was no objection, and the substitute, 
a bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of Isaac 
B. Kinkead, was read a first and second time. 

‘It directs the Paymaster General of the Army 
to pay to Isaac B. Kinkead, late a captain in 
the seventy-seventh regiment Ohio volunteers, 
out of any money appropriated for the pay of 
the Army, the full pay and allowances of a 


captain of infantry from the 31st day of Octo- 


ber, 1862, to the 18th day of April, 1863. 

Mr. HOAR; I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to the point of order which is 
applicable to this bill. 


Mr. NIBLACK. The money which the-bill 
directs to be paid is already appropriated. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk’ will again 
report the bill. pho ape 

‘Phe bill was again read. f 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoag] must perceive that the 
pointof orderis not good againstthis bill. ‘The 
bill does not of its own force take money out 
of the Treasury. It is an evasion which the 
rules allow. i á TIRE Se a a 

Mr. BUCKLEY. If there ‘is a report ac- 
companying the bill, I desire to hear it read. | 

Mr. DONNAN. There is a report, and I 
ask that it be read. 

The report was read. “It states that from 
the evidence it appears that the claimant was 
commissioned as captain in the seventy-sev- 
enth regiment Ohio volunteer infantry on the 
8th day of May, 1862, by the Governor of 
Ohio, to fill a vacaney occasioned by the sup- 
posed death of Captain Chandler, of that regi- 
ment, who was reported as killed at the battle 
of Shiloh; that claimant entered upon the dis- 
charge of his duty in command of the company 
on the 25th of April, 1862, and was borne 
upon all rolls of that company to Novem- 
ber of that year; that Captain Chandler 
was not killed, but taken prisoner, and re- 
turned to his command in December of that 
year, relieving claimant, who requested to be 
mustered out, which the colonel -command- 
ing refused to do, but detailed him as post 
adjutant, and ordered him on duty at Alton 
military prison, of which he then had charge; 
that during the entire summer of 1862 he was 
mustered and paid as present and command- 
ing company, and that he-was last paid up to 
and including October: 81, 1862; that on the 
November and December muster-rolls he was 
reported as on duty as adjutant at Alton prison; 
that during the winter-of 1862-63 his colonel 
reported his case to the War Department,’ 
whereupon, on the 18th of May, 1868, the 
Department issued an order, No. 214, direct- 
ing that Captain Kinkead be mustered out 
as of date October 31, 1862, the date of his last 
payment, and he was mustered out accord- 
ingly. The report also states that it appears 
by abundant evidence that claimant was a faith- 
ful and efficient officer; that he turned over all 
property in his hands to his successor; that 
payment has been withheld because he was 
reported as a supernumerary officer, and thus 
not entitled to payment by law. There is evi- 
dence going to show that the order mustering 
out was not received by the claimant until May 
27,1868. Bat inasmuch as he concedes that 
he performed no active duty subsequently to 
April 18, 18638, and the claim is beyond the 
provisions of existing law, the committee was 
of opinion that payment should be limited to 
April 18, 1863, and that no interest should be 
allowed thereon; and under these circum- 
stances the committee offered the substitute 
and recommended its passage. 

Mr. DONNAN. I ‘deem it only necessary 
to say that there is no question that this 
claimant was a faithful and efficient officer, 
recognized by the Government during -the 
entire summer of 1862 and paid as such, and 
that he served. efficiently in the positions as- 
signed him. But I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the difference between the 
substitute and the original bill, which passed 
the House in a former Congress. The differ- 
ence is simply this, that the original bill gave 
him pay up to the time he was actually mus- 
tered out of service, while the bill now reported 
as a substitute recommends the limitation of 
the pay to April 18, 1868, at which date it is 
conceded that he ceased to be in the service 
of the Government. This bill also provides 
for the cutting off the allowance for interest, 

The bill was. ordered to: be-engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it 


was accordingly read’ the third time, and 
passed, 3 


Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the. 


vote by which the bill was-passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, : l ca 

The latter motion was-agreed ‘to. 


MESSAGH FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Szyup- 
son, one of its clerks, announced. that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment. the 
bill of the House (H. R. No. 1333) to amend 
section thirty-five of an act entitled ‘f An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purpogses.”’ 

Algo, that the Senate’had passed the bill (B. 
R. No. 1074) to provide for the survey of the 
harbor and river at Washington, District of 
Columbia, with amendments, in which he was 
directed. to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The message farther announced that the 
Senate had passed bills.of the following titles ; 
in which: the concurrence of the House was 
requested ; . 

A bill ($. No. 94) for the relief of Miss 
Keturah Cole ; : 

‘A bill (S.: No. 589) to prohibit the issue and 
use of.notes or bills as currency in certain 
Gases; and. © | ; 

A bill (S. ‘No. 528) to continue in force a 
grant to the State of Nevada for college pur- 
poses. : i 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported adversely upon the following 
memorials and petitions; and the same were 
laid on the table: 

The memorial of William J. Keays for ar- 
rears of pay as an officer of the United States 
Army in the late civil war; 

_ The petition of Henry Clay’; and 

The petition of Major Edward Black, elev- 
enth Tennessee cavalry, praying to be reim- 
bursed his expenses for recruiting and organ- 
izing the regiment. . . i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, from the same 
committee, reported adversely upon the follow- 
snp petitions ; and the same were laid on the 
table: : 

The petition of George J. Langworthy, pray- 
ing for his pay as second lieutenant of the sec- 
ond North Carolina infantry volunteers ;. and 

The petition of J. W. Adkinson, of Tennes- 
see, praying to be reimbursed for certain ex- 
penses incurred in the service of the United 
States. : 

CHARGES OF DESERTION. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 816) relieving certain soldiers and sailors 
from the charge of desertion, and moved that 
it be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is a general bili I 
ask that it be reported.’ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. It is a ges- 
eral bill. peT a 
“Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call for the reading. 

The bill was read. It provides that no sol- 
dier or sailor who, having improperly absented 
himself from the service of the United States 
did, in pursuance of the proclamation of the 
President of the United States of March 11, 
1865, return thereto, or reported himself to a 
provost marshal and thereafter continued to 
serve faithfully until honorably discharged, shall 
be deemed a deserter, and thatit shall be the 
duty of the Adjutant General to remove from 
all such persons the charge of desertion under 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of War. . The second section 
provides that all soldiers and sailors relieved 
of the charge of:desertion under the provisions 
of this act shall-be entitled to the same pay 
and allowances in every respect asif they had 
never absented themselves from- the service 
of the United States, except that they shall 
not receive any pay whatever for the time they 
may have been absent.» > 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that that 
bill mast commend itself to the favorable con- - 
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sideration of the House, and I hope it will be 
considered. I think it covers a large class. of 
cases where soldiers who made an honorable 
record have been dishonorably dismissed from 
the service. I move that this bill be recom- 
mitted to the committee for the further con- 
sideration of that committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. 
objection to that. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The class of men who 
will be reached by that billseem to me to have 
a claim upon the Government by right of a. 
contract at least implied if not expressed. We 
know very well that during the war men were 
induced to desert, for reasons held out to them, 
and for which the men themselves were less 
responsible.than those who induced them to 
desert. The President of the United States 
called upon them by proclamation to return to 
their duty. . ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. This billis 
not under consideration now; but has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The bill has not been 
withdrawn; the motion to recommit the bill 
is pending. It seems to me that proclamation 
of the President of the United States consti- 
tutes at least a. moral obligation on the part 
of the Government. to see that these soldiers 
shall not be visited. by the consequences of 
their desertion, after having complied with the 
proclamation of the President: requesting and 
directing them to return to their duty. Itrust 
the bill will be recommitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made the motion to 
recommit, inasmuch as I supposed the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs did not desire to con- 
sume their morning hour with the considera- 
tion of this subjects But I really think this 
bill should receive very favorable considera- 
tion. If the Chair will recognize me to do so, 
I will withdraw my motion to recommit, and 
will call the previous question on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The morning-hour busi- 
ness will not terminate except by some priy- 
ileged motion. . 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I desire to say a word 
or two in relation to the pending bill. The 
passage of such a bill as this would be estab- 
lishing perhaps the most dangerous preccdent 
that could be set by Congress. The procla- 
mation of the President of the United States 
never promised bounty to soldiers who had 
deserted if they should return to their duty. 
It promised them just what they received, that 
is, that they should be taken back into the ser- 
vice and have indemnity from punishment for 
their desertion. Ft is the established practice, 
it is the law, that bounty shall’ be given only 
to men who have never deserted. The pas- 
gage of such a bill as this would involve the 
Government in an expenditure of millions of 
dollars to be paid over to men against whom 
the record is clear and plain that they had de- 
serted. Now, Iam confident that this is not 
what is desired by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hormax, ] or by any one else here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
mea moment? In many casés where these 
desértions occurred the circumstances were 
very pressing, such as the death or sickness of 
the wife or child of the soldier.” The soldier 
returned, and no notice was taken of his de- 
sertion, and he continued to serve until the 
end of the war, and was then honorably dis- 
charged. In such a case as that, I submit 

Mr. STOUGHTON. E sée the point the 
gentleman desires to maké. In such cases as 
those the soldiers can go to the Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s department, and if they can make the 
proof properly, the charge of désertion will 
be removed from the record against them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make thé point 
or order that this is a public and not a private 

iHe 

The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and 
should not have been reported on this call. 
The point of the gentleman would have been | 


I have no 


good had it been made before discussion upon 
the bill took place. ` 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. 
withdraw the bill. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the bill 
be recommitted, and on that motion I call for 
the previous question. l 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Hargrıs,} ia charge of the bill, 
has made that motion. This is not a proper 
bill to bs reported upon a call of committees 
for reports of a private nature. But the Chair 
gives notice to the House that it is not the 
practice of the Chair to object to such bills 
being reported on such a call, the point of 
order coming properly from some member on 
the floor, and must be made before discussion 
is had upon the bill. 

The motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs was agreed to. 


COLONEL ISAAC V. D. REEVE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported adversely 
upon House bill No. 886, for the relief of Col- 
onel Isaac V. D. Reeve, of the United States 
Army. 

The committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and the same 
was laid on the table. 


LEWIS SCHRAMBI. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, from the same 
committee, also reported adversely upon the 
petition of Lewis Schramm, for pay as an offi- 
cer; and the same was laid on the table. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. NIBLACK, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1671) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, preservation, and repair of certain forti- 
fications and other works of defeuse; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole où the state of the Union, and made 
the special order for Tuesday next, after the 
morning hour, and from day to day until dis- 
posed of. 

DAVENPORT AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD, 


Mr. COTTON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1672) granting to 
the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERCE. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES: Pending that motion I desire 
to ask that the time for general debate upon 
the bill now pending in the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be extended 
for half an hour. I understand that the hour 
left for general discussion is to be occupied by 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Brarr.] £ 
would like to say a few words on the question. 


ELECTIONS IN WASHINGTON AND IDAHO. 


. Mr. TAFPE. I ask that the House, by 
unanimous consent, take up and pass a bill 
(H. R. No. 1080) to regulate elections in 
Washington and Idaho Territories. I think 
its consideration will gecupy no time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which there will be opportunity for objec- 
tion to its consideration. 

The bill was read. It provides that elec- 
tions in the Territories of Wasbington and 
Idaho for Delegates to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-Third Congress shall 
be held on the Tuesday next following the first 
Monday of November, A. D. 1872, and there- 
after. biennially on the Tuesday next following 
the first Monday in November ; and all elect- 
ive - territorial, county, and precinet officers 
are hereafter to be elected at the times herein 
specified, unless otherwise provided by legisla- 


I desire to 


! 


| Freeman Clarke, 


tion subsequent hereto in either of said Terri: 
tories. i x 

Mr. TAFFE. I will state that by a law of 
Congress the time for holding elections in these 
Territories: was changed so that they should 
take place in Jane, which is just when. these 
people have the greatest supply of water for 
mining purposes. The time for the elections 
cannot of course be changed by the territorial 
Legislatures, and unless this bill be passed an 
election must be called to take place in June. 
That is the reason I press the bill to-day. It 
does not affect the tenure or term of any office; 
it does nothing but merely change the time for 
the election in accordance with the request of 
the Delegates from the Territories interested. 
The Committee on the Territories has agreed 
to report the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a thirdreading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. f 

Mr. TAFFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iriseto a-privileged 
motion. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I very. much 
desire that the House shail go on to-morrow 
with the consideration of the deficiency appro- 
priation: bill. i : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. : We are, in respect 
to our business, far ahead of the Senate. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Wehave done a great deal 
of work recently upon the appropriation bills, 
and I hope we shall adjourn over. 

Mr. DAWES. We had a holiday yester- 


day. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the House will 
grant unanimous consent that to-morrow be 
assigned for debate only, I will withdraw the 


motion. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] objects, as the Chair under- 
stands, at this time. The question will first 
be put on adjourning over.. {f that should be 
decided affirmatively, the Chair apprehends 
there will be no objection to substituting an 
arrangement that. the House shall meet to- 
morrow for debate only. ; 

On agreeing to the motion of Mr. Parys- 
WORTH, there were—ayes 76, noes 69. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Okio. I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays.were ordered. Š 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 78, not voting 
70; as follows: ; 

YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Averill, Beck, 
Bell, Beveridge. Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, James Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Comingo, Crebs, Creely, Crossland, Darrall, 
Davis, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Lames, Eldredge, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, Good- 
rich, Hambleton, Handley. Hanks, Harper. John T. 


i Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 


bard, Holman, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr. Lumison, 
Lamport, Lewis, Manson, MeCleland, MeCormick, 
Melienry, Melntyre, McNeely, Mercur, Morgan, 
Leonard Myers, Hosea W. Parker, Peters, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward ¥. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sherwood, 
Shober, Shoemaker. Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J, Speer, Stevens, 
Storm, Sutherland, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Turner, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wells, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Winchester, and Wood—92, | 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Cobb, Coburn, Conger, otton, 
Critcher, Crocker, Dawes, Donnan, Dunnell, Fink- 
elnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Griffith, Hal- 
deman, George K. Harris, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kellogg, Ketcham, King, 
Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, MeJunkin, 
McKee, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Morphis, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Tsaae C, Parker, Peck, Perce, Bli Perry, Poland, 
Ritchie, Ellis I1. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Sheldon, Sheliabarger, Snapp, Re Miltow 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong; 
Washington Townsend, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
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Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, Willard, Wil- 
Hames of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. 
Wilson—78. - + i 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, 
Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Biggs, Boles, Bur- 


dett, Bonjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Car- 


roll, William T. Clarke, Coghlan, Conner, Cox, Do 
Large Dickey, Dox, Elliott, Farwell, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Frye, Garrett, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Har- 
mer, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, Lynch; McKinney, 
Merrick, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Negley, Pendle- 
ton, Aaron F. Perry, Piatt, Randall, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Sessions, Shanks, Slater, 

locum, Worthington C. Smith, Stevenson, Stowell, 
St. John, Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Voorhees, Wakeman, Walls, Warren, Williams 
of New York, and Young—70. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Srorm for one weck from Mon- 
day next; to Mr. Rircuie, for one week from 
Monday next; to Mr. Davis, for five days from 
Monday next; andto Mr. Rogers indefinitely. 


F. E. GARNETT. 


On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of the papers in the case of 
F. E. Garnett. 


TEXAS CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House papers in the contested- 
election case of Whitmore against Herndon, 
from the first congressional district of Texas. 


SESSION FOR DEBATE. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
there will be session to-morrow as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole for debate only, no busi- 
ness whatever to be transacted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERCE. Before moving to go into 
the Committee of the Whole House ‘on the 
Private Calendar, I move by unanimous con- 
sent that the time for general debate be ex- 
tended to an hour anda half, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. PERCE. T move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
seventy-nine, noes not counted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. PERCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Perce and 
Mr, Farnswortn were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 40, noes 70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question was taken on Mr. Prrce’s 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 107, nays 59, 
hot voting 74; as follows: 

-¥BAS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Beck, Bell, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, James 
Brooks, Buffinton, Caldwell, Campbell, ‘Cobb, Co- 
buru, Comingo, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, Crossland, 
Davis, Du Boso, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, 
Ely, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Gotz, Golladay, Grif- 
fith, Haldeman, Hale, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hays, 
Hersford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, McCrary, McGrew, 
McHenry, MeIntyre, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, 
Morphis, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. 
Parker, Perce, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Potter, Price, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice; John M. Bice, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Rusk, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Slater, Sloss, 
H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sutherland, Sypher, Terry, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twich- 
eH, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, 
Walden, Wells; Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
and Wood--107. 

NAYS—~—Messrs.. Ames, Averill, Barber, Beatty, 


Beveridge, Bigby,; Bingham, Buckley, Burchard, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Donnan, Fames, 
Farnsworth, Kinkelnburg,- Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye; Goodrich, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Holman, Kelley, Ketcham, Lamport, Me- 
Cormick, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, -Monroe, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Peters, Poland, 
Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, 
Sprague. Starkweathor, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, 
Upson, Waldron, Wallace, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, and John T. Wilson—60. - 

NOT VOLTNG—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, 
Banks, Barnum, Barry, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, 
Boles, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, William T. Clarke, 
Conner, Cox, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Dox, 
Elliott, Farwell, Forker, Garfield, Halsey, Hamble- 
ton, Harmer, Hay, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, Lowe, 
Lynch, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely,. Merrick, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, Neglcy, 
Pendleton, Randall, Willian R. Roberts, Rogers, 
Sessions, Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Stevens, Stevenson, Stowell, St. 
Jobn, Swann, Tafe, Tuthill, Tyner, Voorhees, 
Walls, Warren, Williams of New York, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, Winchester, and Young—74, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 


The Hose accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, (Mr. L. Myers in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of a bill (H. R. 
No. 1338) to reimburse the College of William 
and Mary for property destroyed during the 
war of the rebellion. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is lim- 
ited to an hour and a half. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Buarr] is entitled to the 
floor for one hour. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield for ten 

minutes to the gentleman from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Srrone.] l : : 
-© Mr. STRONG. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this bill deserves very serious and 
careful consideration, because not only does it 
involve the not very small sum of $65,000, but 
it involves considerations which will seriously 
affect the public Treasury if it is favorably 
acted upon by Congress. The enthusiasm 
produced by the eloquent speech of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is not 
perhaps best calculated to insure a cool con- 
sideration and a deliberate judgment upon 
the matter in hand. I fully indorse his glow- 
ing eulogium on the patriots of the Revolution 
and the distinguished men of the early days 
of the Republic who were educated in the 
College of William and Mary or officially con- 
nected therewith—the Father of his Country, 
the author of the Declaration of Independence, 
the great Chief Justice Marshall, Randolph, 
Monroe, and others. They lived and died 
patriots, and we all honor and revere their 
exalted patriotism. But, sir, with all due 
respect for my eloquent friend, I am com- 
pelled to say that this has little to do with the 
question before us. Let us come down to a 
recent period and inquire what has been the 
late history of the institution to which we are 
asked to make this donation. 

Sir, while I most heartily concur in all that 
has been said by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in praise of the early history of this 
college, I insist that its recent: anuals should 
have a much more important. bearing upon 
our action in deciding the fate of thisbill. On 
the 17th day of April, 1861, the State of. Vir- 
ginia voted. to secede from the Union. ‘The 


‘report of the committee says that early in 


May of that year the doors of William and 


Mary were closed, and that for the following. 


year her buildings remained unoccupied save 
for barracks and other military purposes. Bar- 
racks for whom? For the confederates, sir, 
as we did not take possession of Williams- 
burg until the spring of 1862. A. few days 
after the secession ordinance passed, General 
Ewell, then-and now president of this institu- 
tion, enlisted under the confederate banner, 
and served under it during the whole war as 
adjutant general of General Joseph E. John- 
ston. Not only did president Ewell serve 


through the war. as a confederate adjutant 
general, but the professors and managers of 
the institution were during all that gloomy 
period in full sympathy and harmony with the 
views of the South. ‘The students who had 
been trained. there were among the first to go 
into the confederate ranks... Therefore, when, 
our committee tell us, the doors of the insti- 
tution were closed by the exigencies of war, 
they mean, I suppose, to say that the doors 
were closed to enable president, managers, 
and students to take part against our Govern- 
ment and to strike at the old flag. 

That, sir, was the history of this institution 
at the time the rebellion was inaugurated. It 
was consecrated to the cause of secession and 
rebellion by its authorities, and fora year the 
confederates used its buildings for barracks 
and other purposes. On the 9th day of May, 
1862, the Union Army took possession of the 
Peninsula under General McClellan, and con- 
tinued to occupy it from that time forward 
until the close of the war, with oceasional 
interruption by raids of confederate cavalry. 
And on the very day when this institution was 
destroyed a raid was made and this property . 
was taken possession of by the confederates, 
and held for two or three hours until driven 
out by our forces. 

The report of the committee finds, sir, that 
there is no claim in this case against our Gov- 
ernment just, legal, or equitable. It says there 
is none except upon the charity of Congress. 
Ah, sir, the memorialists appeal to the charity 
of Congress! Can we entertain such an appeal 
from such a rebellious source? Tt is agreed 
that these buildings were not destroyed by 
order of any Union commander. They were 
not destroyed by any military order. They 
were burned by a band of stragglers; the 
report says *‘ Union stragglers.’’ Now, sir, is 
there any precedent in history—and the learned 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has conned over the history of this and of 
other nations—and I ask him, is there any pre- 
cedent for repayiug or repairing damage dono 
to an institution under circumstances similar 
to those which exist in this case? 

Sir, shall we repay the damage done by 
t straggling soldiers,’’ not only acting without 
authority, but against positive orders?. Shall 
we pay for destruction committed by the rabble 
which, followed the Union Army? The com- 
mittee.in their report say that soldiers of the 
Union Army, contrary to the order of their 
commanding officer, set fire to and burned 
down this institution; that they were impelled 
to do it by a feeling of revenge inspired by the 
attack which had been made upon them that 
day by the confederates, and that they were 
further excited by the use of intoxicating 
liquors. Is it not more probable, sir, that the 
fire was set by bummers and. disorderly per- 
sons hanging around the Union camp? I would 
not believe that these buildings were ignited by 
any of our soldiers except upon the clearest evi- 
dence. But if the report is true, the burning 
was simply an act of lawless violence, -Can 
we afford to. pay in such cases? i 

Mr. PLATT.. Will the gentleman permit 
me to correct his statement? 

Mr. STRONG. I do not yield. I beg not 
to be interrupted when I have only ten min- 
utes in which to address the committee. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pxuarr] will 
have his opportunity hereafter. _ 

Our commanders were distinctly enjoined 
not to destroy institutions of this. character, 
as will appear by the following extracts from 
General Order No. 100, Adjutant. General’s 
office, section two, paragraphs thirty-four to 
thirty-six: iene 

“34. ; x 
sharslion: do oarit OF oer Ren euL fo 
exclusively charitable character, to establishments 
of education or foundatioas for the promation of 
knowledge, whether public schools, uriversities 
academies of learning, or observatoriés, museums o. 


the fine arts, or ¢f a scientific character, such prop- 
erty is not to be considered public property in the 
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sense of paragraph thirty-one; but it may be taxed 
or used whon the public service may require it. - 

“s5, Classical works of art, libraries, scientific 
collections, or precious instruments, such as astro- 
nomical telescopes, as well as hospitals, must be 
secured against all avoidable injury, even when they 
are contained in fortified places while besieged or 
bombarded. ; É : 

“96, Tf such works of art, libraries, collections, or 
jnstruments belonging to .a hostile nation or Gov- 
ernment can be removed without injury, the ruler 
of the conquering State or nation may order them 
to be seized and removed for the benefit of tho said 
nation. The ultimate ownership is to be settled by 
the enduring treaty of peace. In no case shall they 
be sold or given away, if captured by the armies of 
the United States, nor shali they ever be privately 
appropriated or wantonly destroyed or injured.” 

The general commanding at Williamsburg 
promulgated these orders, and the property 
was destroyed in violation thereof. 

Now a word or two concerning the prece- 
dents cited by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] to show that property of 
institutions of learning has always been re- 
spected and preserved by military forces. I 
admit the law, but I deny that it has any appli- 
cability to the case now under consideration. 
He cites the case of Tryon when he invaded 
Connecticut and spared Yale college. Sir, 
he might well have spared Yale; he was only 
obeying the law of nations. But suppose her 
buildings had been destroyed by a straggling 
band of British soldiers, whose minds had 
been inflamed by intoxicating drinks and by 
the abuse they had received that very day at 
the hands of our troops, docs the gentleman 
suppose for a moment that the British Govern- 
ment would have rebuilt Yale? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me say to the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. STRONG. I cannot yield to the gen- 
tleman for I have no time. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman asked me a 
question, I thought, and I want to answer it. 

Mr. STRONG. The gentleman can get the 
floor when he pleases, and he can answer my 
goo after I am through. That case of 

ale college, as I have supposed it, would 

have been a parallel to this, and not the in- 
stance the gentleman cites. 
- The gentleman also says that this very insti- 
tution: was repaired by the French Govern- 
ment on account of damages done to it by 
unauthorized violence of the French soldiers 
who were in sympathy with us during the Revo- 
lution, and he asks if we shall do less than 
the French monarch did to repair the damage 
done to William and Mary. Why, sir, that 
institution, as the gentleman says, was in that 
day a patriotic institution; as he eloquently 
says, it was an institution where were taught 
the great principles on which the rights of 
man depend, and which inspired the statesmen 
of Virginia during the period of the Revolution. 
It was an institution that was in sympathy with 
us, and in sympathy with the cause which the 
French Government then espoused. That is 
why the king of the French repaired the 
damage done. It is not a parallel case to 
this at all. 

Again, the gentleman says that Princeton 
college was repaired by George Washington ; 
that he made a donation from his own funds 
to Princeton for damages that were done be- 
cause he was compelled to fire a cannon shot 
through one of the buildings in order to take 
them away from the British forces, in whose 
possession they then were. Princeton was a 
patriotic institution, and well might its injury 
be repaired, f 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. STRONG. I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Brar] to yield me a little 
more time. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Ihave promised 
to other gentlemen about all of my time that I 
can spare. 1 

Mr. STRONG. Let me have five minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Very well. 

Mr. STRONG. I thank the gentleman for 
his courtesy. I cannot review the various 
points made by the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Hoar] in his eloquent argument 
in favor of thig bill. But I submit to every. 
member of this House that if they will care- 
fully review it, they will find that no one case 
that he has cited is parallel to this. 

We are asked to pay William and Mary col- 
lege $65,000 as an act of national charity, to 
pay that sum to an institution which incul- 
cated the principles of secession, and which 
did more than any other institution in the coun- 
try to plunge us into the wicked war of the 
rebellion. We are asked as an act of national 
charity to repair the devastation of war which 
that institution invoked upon itself and upon 
the people of that section of country where it 


“was located. Can we doit? What has been 


the history of the institution since the war of 
the rebellion ended? The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and our friends on 
this side of the House failed to tell us anything 
about the loyalty of its managers to-day. I 
was struck with rather a singular remark made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srorm.] He says: 

“The gentleman from Massachusetts has been anx- 
ious to bring this college within loyal ground. It 
makes no difference to me whether it be established 


in this debate that this institution happened to be 
within “loyal” territory or whether it was not, I 


shall not vote for the bill. 

“Tf it was loyal, then I vote to compensate it for 
the property that was destroyed, and thus reward 
its loyalty; and ifit was notJoyal, I shall neverthe- 
less vote for it upon the principles stated in the 
report of President Ewell, that I may make it loyal 
if it is not now.” 

Ah, sir, he would purchase loyalty. It is 
conceded that this institution was disloyal. 
Has it doneany works ‘‘ meet for repentance ?”’ 
Has there been anything in its history since 
the war which has not shown it still to bea 
nursery of treason and rebellion? But the 
gentleman says he would give it $65,000 to make 
it loyal. Is he quite sure that when he has paid 
his price he will get the commodity which he 
seeks to buy? 

Sir, when this House had under consider- 
ation a fortnight ago the bill reported by the 
Committee on Education and Labor to pro- 
mote education all over the country—a bill 
particularly designed to benefit the poor peo- 
ple of the whole country by distributing 
equally among the States according to their 
population the proceeds of the public lands, 
to be devoted to education by extending and 
enlarging the common-school system—I re- 
member when that bill was finally put upon its 
passage only cleven out of the one hundred and 
three Democratic members were found ready 
to vote for it and give the proceeds of the public 
lands for the purposes of general education. 
The Democratic representation on this floor, 
with eleven honorable exceptions, voted ‘‘no.”’ 
But we find them all voting solidly in behalf 
of this treasonable institution, They are in 
favor of giving $65,000 to an institution that 
has for years inculcated nothing but treason, 
while they are opposed to giving anything to 
rebuild the school-houses and other institu- 
tions destroyed by our Army in its march, 
some necessarily, and some wantonly, perhaps, 
They go solidly for rebuilding this old aristo- 
cratic institution, and do not care whether it 
is loyal or disloyal; but they oppose every 
proposition to give anything for the purpose 
of extending the blessings of the common- 
school system to the poor as well as the rich. 
The poor loyal Unionists of the South, whose 


property was destroyed during the rebellion, | 
can get no compensation; for you know the | 


rule is that we cannot consider such claims. 
Yet out of the Treasury, so nearly empty, it is 


proposed to take $65,000, and by this expend- | 


iture establish a precedent which, if carried 
out, will take hundreds of millions more. 


I cannot give my vote for such an unreason- | 


able proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, 
I have. had no disposition to antagonize the 
Committee on Education and Labor upon the 


jl bills they have introduced or may introduce 


i 


into this House. I should be exceedingly glad 
to agree with them; and I will not yield to 
them at all in my desire to. promote the inter- 
ests. of education in this country, whether in 
eommon schools or in colleges and univer- 
sities. But, sir, when that committee brings 
before the House a claim, (and this is nothing 
but a claim,) I feel compelled by the position 
which has been assigned me here as in some 
sort the organ of the House to resist unfounded 
claims, to defend the Treasury of the United 
States against demands which law and justice, 
I think, will not recognize, to oppose the bill 
of the committee. 

The Committee on Education bring this 
measure here asa measure of grace, of gen- 
erosity. They appeal to the House and to Con- 
gress that we shall give the William and Mary 
college $65,000 as a generous ‘contribution to 
that institution; and to quicken our gener- 
osity, our good feeling and sympathy toward 
this institution, we are treated to a history of 
its foundation, and we are shown what it did 
long years ago. But I marked, as the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Srrone] did, 
that gentlemen advocating this bill told the 
history of the institution only up to a certain 
point. They told us that it was founded by 
William and Mary; that it gave us Jeffer- 
son and Washington and some others in the 
time long past. But in the time of the great 
struggle of this country, not for education 
alone, but for everything we had—the Union 
and the Government itself—where was Wil- 
liam and Mary college then? The committee 
did not tell us. I give them credit for their 
modesty. It would not have looked well, I 
fear, in the report if they had told us just what 
this institution did preparatory to and during 
the war. 

Let me criticise for a moment or two what 
has been stated by the committee in the report. 
They say thatsome disorderly, drunken soldiers 
burned this building. Ah, sir, but they were 
soldiers ofthe Union, and they carried the flag of 
the Union, and they were battling for its exist- 
ence. Ithink the committee might have spared 
hard words in this report; they might have 
spared this fling at the Union soldiers, while 
awarding all proper credit to William and Mary 
college for what she did. But, sir, I do not 
design to criticise too sharply in this direction, 
but I think of one thing more in this connec- 
tion. If William and Mary college gave us 
Washington and Jefferson, did not Virginia 
first give them to us, and, sir, when Virginia, 
tithe mother of States,’’ seceded, trampled 
upon the flag of this Union, the nation was 
obliged to muster the mightiest armies that had 
ever trod the continent and strike straight at 
the heart of old Virginia; and they laid her 
low in the dust bleeding at every pore. They 
trampled her fields with their marching squad- 
rons, and the plow of destruction went over her 
beautiful places. Will the committee tell us to 
repair all these injuries now for the good Vir- 
ginia did in the past? Iam ready to say that 
I will do all that I can for Virginia, but 1 must 
remember that the Union itselfhas some rights, 
and that in doing it we must not establish rules 
we cannot abide by hereafter. 

Now, sir, this bill seeks to strike down the 
main defense of the Treasury, that broad 
principle that the devastation and the waste of 
war is not,to be paid for. That doctrine has 
been well established, and in my committee 
we are ruling out claims every day upon this 
principle; and I must say, also, that if the 
House are ready to say that we are wrong; if 
they are ready to pass a measure like this, if 
they tell us that we must pay for whatever 
waste and destruction we have made, then, 
sir, they must get ready for. such a deluge of 
bills as will shake the very foundation of the 
Treasury. ; 

Mr. HOAR.. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Yes; if it isa 


_single question. 
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Mr. HOAR. . I wish to ask the gentleman 
this. question: suppose an institution. of this 
character in a territory which had been. form- 
ally declared by the Government, in all its 
branches, not to. be in. rebellion, but loyal, 
had. been: taken possession of by the United 
States troops for their own purposes, and. the 
Government failed to restore that building in 
good order, has his committee ever refused, 
or will it refuse, a claim for damages in such 
a case? I ask the gentleman to be good 
enough to. answer that question. , 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I will say in 


reply that the question is wide of the mark. | 


That is not the question here, and I will 
answer it when it comes under discussion, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask whether the 
committee—— 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I cannot allow 
the gentleman to use up my time. - I have the 
report of the Committee on Education and 
Labor before me, and it is stated broadly that 
this college is in Virginia, ‘‘a seceding State.” 
I noticed what was said, not in the report, but 
in the speech of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, which I think will not weigh very 
heavily with the House, that Virginia was a 
loyal, adhering. State at that time, and I 
believe itis true that there was some sort of 
a government, either at Alexandria or some 
other outlying town in Virginia, which claimed 
to be the State government of the State of 
Virginia. 

Mr. McGREW. Was it not recognized as 
such by all the departments of the Federdl 
Government? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Upon that point the 
gentleman from Michigan will allow me to sug- 

est to him that there was a member from 
irginia here who could not get within a hun- 
dred miles of his constituents for a year. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I was about to 
sayin that connection that this farce, for it 
was: nothing but.a farce, and everybody knew 
ity was: finally ‘' played out’? and abandoned 
before. the war closed. For a time I know 
that a government was attempted to be main- 
tained, and I know that I used to come into 
Congress and hear talk about it, but seriously, 
the American Congress to-day is not going to 
do anything upon the supposition that Vir- 
ginia never seceded from the Union. As a 
matter of fact she did secede, and it was so 
regarded by. the, committee of which I am 
chairman, all the time, in the consideration of 
claims. © i 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? Will he allow me 
simply to correct an error of fact? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. E cannot yield 
for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman froni 
Michigan will proceed uninterruptedly, 

Mr. BLAIR, of. Michigan. My-time is very 
brief. : Now, what occurred at this college in 
Virginia? {t is.said that in 1862 some sob 
diers having recaptured the.town:of Williams- 
burg, after it had beer captured by somie rebel 
cavalry, burned down these buildings. What 
wére the circumstances. under which this was 
done? Iam informed that they were these; 
and I believe it to be true: we had. a.small 
force occupying Williamsburg, and a band of 
rebel. cavalry came in with a dash and drove 
them out and occupied this very college build- 
ing as a rebel fort forthe time being. And it 
cost life and blood:to get them out. The 
Union boys, after they. had recaptured it; 
thought they would level- this rat-hole. of 
rebellion with the ground,and they put fire 
into dt, as they had been in the habit of doing 
elsewhere, and burned it down... They had to 
hold: Williamsburg, and they found this build- 
ing very bad for them, furnishing cover for the 
enemy and being used effectually against them, 
and they:therefore proceeded to clear it ont, 
as they did very irregularly, but very decidedly 
to their interèst, as- they did in many other 
cases throughout the South. The gentleman 


from Mississippi, [Mr. Perce,] chairman of 
the Committee. on: Education and Labor, can 
testify to us. very well on that question, Under 
these circumstances some natural resentment 
in these Union soldiers is not at all to'be won- 
dered at. Soldiers cannot be expected to con- 
sider very deliberately what shall be done with 
a building which. they, have just recaptured 
with serious logs, and I presume there was not 
a very orderly debate in the ranks of the 
assaulting troops over the question of the dis- 
position of an offensive building. Perhaps it did 
not occur to them that.it had some time been 
a college. : : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I desire to enforce 
particularly here is the importance of the rule 
adopted in Congress and never, so far as I 
know, up to this time departed from. In no 
instanee within my knowledge, not a single 
one, has Congress allowed a:claim for dam- 
ages of this sort. committed in war, but it has 
stood firmly and steadily by the rule. F must 
say to gentlemen here this is the only defense 
of the Treasury. Ifthey abandon this ground, 
then they will not be able to stand against any 
ofthe multitude of claims of this class which 
are steadily pressing upon us. We must hold 
firmly to the well-settled rule in every casc, or 
we shall not be able to resist in any case. Let 
gentlemen consider this question carefully and 
decide in view of all the consequences involved 
in it. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] begs us to pay this $65,000 be- 
cause this is an old college. Well, sir, if you 
grant it to an old college, will you not also 
grant ittoa young college? And if you grant 
it to a college, will not you grant it to an aca- 
demic school or a common school? And if you 
grant it to a common school, will not you grant 
it toa ¢hurch which has been destroyed in the 
same way? And if you grant it to colleges, 
schools, and churches, will not you grantit toa 
roof-tree over the head of the Union citizén 
in the South wherever he might be? Let gen- 
tlemen make the distinction if they can. When 
they begin to consult their sympathies and pay 
for something which has been the waste and 
ravage of war, let them understand they have 
no place to stop; and I can furnish them out 
of my committee-room with stacks of claims 
which in sympathy shall abundantly override 
this one, which shall appeal to you with that 
moving character which touches the heart of 
every loyal man, coming from friends and not 
from an enemy, not from a teacher of sedition, 
not from a college which sent its president into 
the rebel army, but of buildings burned and 
destroyed whick weré erected and maintained 
by Union men ‘who'are paupérs and beggars 
to-day all over the South, and yet you will not 
pay them a dollar; you have decided it over 
aud over again, that losses which have oc- 
curred from the ravages of war you will not pay 
them a cent for; and yet we are to pay to this 
institution at Williamsburg, because it is an old 
and respectable one, $65,000, and break down 
and trample under foot the rule we have adopted. 
It would be very-pleasant to grant the rélief 
asked. by many loyal, Union-loving’ citizens, 
whose sufferings have been very great, but it 
is impossible to do its : = ; il 

I did intend, Mr. Chairman, to have gone ati 
some length into a discussion of the rule itself, 
but I find I shall not have the time for that, 
My intention was to have looked into the dis: 
cussion of this great question in the Senate of 
the United States, where it was examined at 
vety great length during almost an entire sès- 
sion of Congress.. I have before me for that 
purpose the speech of Mr. Sune in the-cele- 
brated Sue Murphey case. He quotes freely 
from public law, which establishes fully the 
doctrine: for which I contend:. I have nottime 
to go over this ground. I know'some gentle- 


men who design to. speak: On this ‘subject here- | 


after are. inclined to. travel.over that ground, 
and I shall leave it for them. The doctrine is: 
sustained, and very fully, that those who. were! 


domiciled in the enemy's country, though they 
be friends and sympathizers with us in fact, 
must take the condition of inhabitants of that 
country, and are subject-to the rules that apply 
to ‘enemies. ar ee : . 

In all the legislation we have adopted in 
reference to the Court of Claims, we have 
fixed the rule that:in the first place, before 
they allow any claim, they must find that the 
claimant: was loyal and an adherent of the 
Government during the war; and we have not 
permitted the court to allow claims for waste 
and destruction of property by armies. An 
army of two or three - hundred thousand men, 
when marching through a country, spreads 
out over a wide extent of field and forest, 
tramples into the earth the herbage and grow- 
ing crops, prostrates fences and orchards, and 
destroys buildings, even, leaving a track of 
desolation behind it, yet no man has ever 
contended that the Government must pay for 
this waste and destruction, which is but. an 
incident of war. The Government is no more 
liable for this sort of damages than if they 
were wrought by lightning or any other iney- 
itable mistortane. It is true, itis a hard rale; 
but it is war. War is, in its most humane 
aspects, a. great public calamity, and it has 
no compensations whatever unless waged in 
behalf of a righteous cause, while being vic» 
torious is itself a compensation for alt losses. 

It will be wholly vain to attempt to make 
good any class of people for the losses suf- 
fered in our great war by paying claims. 
And this is the rale which Congress has laid 
down, upon which we have been acting, upon 
which we are acting to-day, and I intend to 
take the vote of the House as an indication of 
its opinion upon this question. If they shall 
overrule my committec, if they go back upon 
all.the laws they have passed, and tell us we 
must allow claims: of this sort, which result 
from the ravages of the war, then we will bring 
such claims here, and the members of. the 
House will have the opportunity of facing that 
question undoubtedly to their hearts’ content. 

Tam not inclined to occupy the time of tho 
committee any longer, but will yield the bal- 
ance of my time to gentlemen who wish to 
speak upon this question. I yield now ten 
minutes to the gentleman from. Illinois, [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH. | i ; . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The committee, in 
their réport upon this case, do not say that the 
authorities of the College of, William and Mary 
can claim this as a right. They say, in their 
report: f 

“They make no demandas of right, orasan appeal 
to the justice of the United States in their behalf, 
They admit there can be no lawful claim, but they 
do appeal to the generosity of the Government 
under the modern usages of war.” AT 

That disposes of the question of right and 
of the question of law in this case. ‘here is 
no law for it. There is no rule of right for it. 
There-is no rule of justice which requires that 
we should: make this donation for the benefit 
of the William and Mary college... That is 
admitted’ by the committee. : Nor, as I think, 
is: the. case sucha one as calls for the exercise 
of the generosity. of the Government in assist- 
ing the memorialists in the rebuilding of their 
college.. ‘The: committee say that the claim. 
should be acceded to, because some disorderly . 
and irresponsible soldiers, not acting under 
any.officer’s command, in @ disorderly and 
riotous manner destroyed the building. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mri Fannsworra] whether 
there was one particle of évideriéé before the 
eommittee that these: soldiers weré disorderly 
or drunk? T a 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam not aware, tiot 
being a member of the committee: Se a 

Mr. COBURN. Iam informed that there 
is not a-particle of evidence which sliows thst 
to have been the facti i oT grb S5 oy 

oMr. HOAR. We: have the évidence ofan 
officer who was on the court-martial testifying 
to the fact. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield for 
interruptions. . I do not care, for the purpose 
of my argument, whether the soldiers were 
disorderly and drunken ornot. Does the fact 
that they were soldiers, and wore the uniform 
of the United States Army, make the case 
any stronger than if any other body of dis- 
orderly. and drunken men had destroyed these 
buildings? Suppose a.lot of men in Virginia, 
in the night time, in a disorderly, riotous man- 
ner, had applied a torch to this college, or any 
other college, would the case be any less strong 
than the present case? It seems to me that. 
the fact that some men who were not acting 
under orders were soldiers of the United 


States, and destroyed this. college, does -not 


give the claimants any rights. Why, sir, how 
many bills have been reported against in this 
House by committees, bills in favor of men 
all over the country who had property de- 
stroyed by soldiers or recraits when in camp 
in a disorderly, riotous manner! . The claim- 
ants have been told to go: back and sue for 
trespass the men who destroyed their property, 
as every man is obliged to sue to recover dam- 
ages for the destruction of property. where 
there is no official responsibility. 

When this question was last under discus- 
sion I remember asking the gentleman who 
reported the bill from the Committee on Edu- 
cation a question, which brought out there- 
sponse that if the soldiers bad been acting 
under orders in destroying the building; if, 
for instance, it had. been necessary to take the 
college for purposes of war, to get a range for 
guns, in such a case they! could not have come 
here with this demand; but. they say that be- 
cause the Army did not of necessity destroy 
the building, because the Government of the 
United States had nothing to do with its de- 
struction, therefore there is a good claim. 
That, L think, is a very singular argument. 
Why, sir, L remember that a session or two 
agoa man came here to this House with a 
bill for damages for the destruction of his 
house, I think ‘at Paducah, Kentucky. He 
was a loyal man, aud had a fine house, ou the 
cupola of which he stood and signaled with 
the: stars and. stripes :to our officers where. to 
direct our guns, at a time when rebel bullets 
were flying about bis.head. So loyal and true 
was that man that after Paducah had been 
taken possession of by our troops, and when 
it became necessary, in extending the fortifi- 
cations of that town, to demolish this: man’s 
house, he said to the officer, ‘‘Tear it down, 
sir; if it is necessary to preserve the integrity 
of the Government take my property and tear 
down my house.’ It was demolished. He 
came here and asked us to pass 4 bill for his 
relief, and he was refused. And yet we have 
the most-astonishing fact présented ‘here of a 
committee of this House coming in with a bill 
to reimburse a corporation in Virgmia for the 
destruction of property which they say them- 


selves was destroyed by disorderly and irre~ 


sponsible persons..- Why, sir, if we are to pay 
for this college, you open a door which will 
deplete your Treasury of millions. if you pay 
for a college you must pay for all the churches 
destroyed; they stand on as high ground of 
equity as the: college, and ‘if you pay for the 
churchés you ought. certainly to pay for the 
school-houses where little children went. to 
school, and if you‘ pay- fok them, you should 
pay the citizens of Columbia, South Carolina, 
for the destruction of their city by a disorderly 
mob in the night-time; and then. we should 
reimburse citizens of Richthond,’ Virginia, for 
the destruction of a portion of that-eity; which 


was fired by incendiaries; and só of all other- 


places where property has been destroyed by 
our Army. 
if you pass this bill, in the work of reimbursing. 

It is claimed that this. ‘thing ought tobe 
done because this is.a very ancient, honorable 
institution. . [¢isa hoary institution, and there- 
fore the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Hoar]. advocates it, : [Laughter]: Well, I 


I know not where you are to stop, 


have great veneration for antiquity, for any- 
thing that is old, having lived almost all my. 
life where there-is nothing that runs behind 
the memory of the present generation. I. 
have a reverence for anything that-is.old, but 
not to the extent that the gentleman: from: 
Massachusetts goes, not to the extent that I 
will put my hand into the Treasury to:pay a: 
claim because it is à claim made in behalf of. 
an old institution. Ido not:wish to be under- 
stood, however, as placing my opposition’ to 
this bill upon any ground so narrow as that is, 
so exceptional as that is, as that it is William 
and Mary college, or a college at all. I base 
my opposition to it on the ground that if you 
pass this bill there will be no stopping-place 
until you have reimbursed everybody who has 
lost property by this war. 

Gir, I will not occupy more time. I yield 
the floor. . 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I now yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD. | ' 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
there is a sentiment in the minds of gentlemen 
who advocate this bill that meets my most 
hearty approbation. Sir, I- recollect an in- 
stance recorded in the history of the battle of 


Waterloo of a French dragoon dashing through ; 


the rye that thickly covered the field of battle, 
and with uplifted saber was about to cut down 
a British officer, when, perceiving that his 
enemy had but one arm, he at once brought 
his saber to a salute and galloped on. ‘There 
ig something touching in all acts of chivalry. 
A proposition to pay $65,000 to William and 
Mary college, an ancient, venerable, and hon- 
orable institution, late our enemy, and perhaps 
still not our friend, awakens some such sen- 
timent of chivalry in the minds of men here, 
and that sentiment is entitled to my recogni- 
tion and respect. But how far have I a right 
to regard it, as a legislator? I fear that gen- 
tlemen forget what they are doing when they 
set this precedent. I wish to call their atten- 
tion to one point in this case. It is proposed 
to pay this sum to the College of William and 
Mary- because some of its buildings were de- 
stroyed without the authority of our command- 
ers. What will they say of those buildings 
destroyed. by our authority? Are we not still 
more bound to pay for such damage than for 
damage done. by accident, or done, at least, 
without our authority?) I beg the House to 
remember that every place of public worship, 
every public school-house, every public asylum, 
every building erected by State, county, or 
municipal authority, will come within the prin- 
ciple asserted in this measure. ; 

I want to call the attention of gentlemen 
who think of voting for this bill to a case that 
now comes’ freshly to my-mind, ia contrast 
with the case involved in this bill. In the 
suburbs of. the city of Nashville, Ténnessee, 
lived a man in 1863 who was once a near 
neighbor of my colleague from the Lorain 
district, [Mr. Monroz.] He was an earnest 


and fearless Union man, but bedridden and- 


helpless invalid, Te was true in every pulsa- 
tion of his heart to the cause of the Union. 
And yet the proper defense of that great city 
made it the painful duty of our commander to 
order his house to be torn down. All the 
property this invalid had on earth was con- 
centrated in that house and the beautifal 
grounds that surrounded it. Before we built 
the fortifications which ultimately aided to 
save the army of General Thomas from defeat, 


and gave that noble officer the victory in the |í 


battle of Nashville, a board of sutvey was 
ordered to make a thorough examination of 
the premises and bring in a detailed statement 
of iis full value. That statement was made, 
signed, and approved by the department com: 
mander and forwarded to the War Depart- 
ment, to be kept in memory when the time 
might come that this despoiled citizen should 
have his own again. His house was ‘torn 
down, and afterward the great guns of the 


Union Army thundered forth their defiance 
to rebellion from: the spot where the shadow 
of his roof-tree once fell. spi ad : 

‘Six years-ago-I tried with whatever ability 
I possessed to impress the House with the im- 
portance, with the sacred duty, of paying that 
man the low price that:-had been set upon ‘his. 
house and grounds by the appraisera. But: 
this Congress bas said thus far that it was too 
dangerous a precedent to be-set for them to 
pass such alaw in a casé so clear as that. And 
to this day, if that man be alive, he is drag- 
ging out his existence in the extremest des- 
titution and poverty.. The Congress of the 
United States; for the sake of the general 
good, has deemed it unsafe to allow his clainy. 

Now, in: contrast with that we are asked to 
give three times the sum that was proposed 
to be given to that citizen to pay William and 
Mary’s college for what we never ordered done 
in the way of destruction of its property. 

If gentlemen can put these two facts together 
and pass this bill, and then go to the country. 
on their responsibility, I cannot doubt what 
the country will say. Ido not say that the 
popular verdict ig always right, but I wish to 
call public attention to the two cases I have 
named. i 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoag] tells us thatthe old king of France, out 
of respect to education, once made restitution 


| to this. very institution... He also tells us what 


was done with regard to Harvard College, a 
venerable institution in the State of Massachu- 
setts, which was takén possession of and held 
by our troops. f 

Mr. HOAR. 
Harvard college, : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam quite cer- 
tain that the gentleman said that Washington 
insisted upon paying something to Harvard 
College for an injury thatit had suffered at, the 
hands of our troops under his command. 

Mr. HOAR. Not Harvard college, but 
Princéton. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Well, let it be 
Princeton College. But speaking of Harvard 
College, Iremember that it was occupied by 
our troops dúring a part of the revolutionary 
war. I remember, furthermore, that when. 
the army of Burgoyne surrendered the British 
prisoners wére kept in the ‘out-buildings of 
Harvard College, or at least there was an order 
to that effect; and I remember that when 
Yarvard College asked the general court of 
Massachusetts to pay for the losses and dam- 
ages they had sustained, the response came 
back from the general court récommending 
that the overseers of Harvard College exam- 
ine their professors and instructors, and see 
whether they had been and still were loyal to. 
the cause of the Republic. .That examination 
was nade, Professors were examined in re- 
gard to their political principles and their con- 
duct during the war. Students were thus ex- 
amined, and one was expelled from the college 
for having spoken disrespectfully of the Con- 
tinental Congress while the struggle was goiug 
on for our national independence. 

Now, will the gentleman please contrast the 
conduct of our fathers in regard to matters of 
this sort with the spirt of the policy recom- 
mended here to-day? No man would more 
rejoice than I to do a gtaceful and a gracious 
act in regard to any institution of learning 
North or South. But when I see the vast, lim-, 
itless body of clainis of all sorts that will come 
pouring in here for adjudication if this exam- 
ple is set, I am compelled to, ask the House to 
pause and. reflect before this fatal precedent 
be established. ESD ein a 

{Here the hammer fell- Uo" 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield the res 
idue of my time to my colleague, [ Mr. Srovugu- 

xe STOUGHTON... Mr. Chairman, I have 


No, sit; I said nothing about 


“put a single momentin which to express the 


views I entertain on this subject. The report 
before us basésthis claim not upon any ground 
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of right- or justice. | In fact, sir, the law is so 
well settled that there is no controversy upon the 

oint. 
Pase of Respublica.vs. Sparhawk, in 1 Dallas’s 
Reports, which I have before me, (and that 
ease. has been considered a leading decision 
from that day to this,) that whoever is within 
the theater of war is ‘subject to all the condi- 
tions-of a state of war, and cannot ‘call upon 
the conqueror for indemnity. That remark- 
able report grounds the claim upon the gen- 
erosity-of the Government. And now, sir, I 
propose to call the attention of the House for 
a single moment to some of its singular state- 
ments.. Weare told that ‘in September, 1862, 
Williamsburg was held by a detachment of 
United States troops ;’’ but this patriotic com- 
mittee say this as if a ray. of hope had: then 
broken in upon them, 

“On the 9th of that month it was attacked and 
occupied by a force of confederate cavalry’— 

‘I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, that the com- 
mittee is entirely correct in this statement. 
What further do they say? ` oe 
ane held the city until eleven o’clock of that 

ay,” ; : 


` The rebel cavalry, according to the report, 
held the ciiy from nine until eleven o’ clock, a 
period of two hours. Now, the facts—and I 
have before me an official letter from the War 
Department which I will ask to publish, show- 
ing the true state of the case were—that on 
the 9th of September Williamsburg was held 
by the fifth Pennsylvania cavalry. They 
were attacked by the enemy, five hundred 
strong, who drove out our troops. Two hours 
afterward they rallied, came back and recap- 
tured the town. That college was used as a 
rebel stronghold, and our troops were com- 
pelled to fire upon it in order to regain the 
town, ; 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
Hoar] read the other day a telegram from 
Colonel Campbell saying that the Government 
ought to pay for the damage done to William 
and Mary college, that he had not ordered its 
destruction. I presume he did not. He was 
captured the moment the rebels came in, and 
was held as a prisoner of war during the time 
of the destruction of these buildings by the 
rebel raid. For his misconduct in not mak- 
ing a better fight on that occasion he was dis- 
missed from the Army, This is the man from 
whom the committee bring in a telegram say- 
ing that the Government ought to pay for the 
damage inflicted upon a rebel college. 

` Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Who is the 
officer to whom the gentleman réfers? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Colonel Campbell. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania.. Of Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Yes, sir; and I have 
an official letter fully sustaining what I say, 
which I’submit for publication: 

: ADIUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, : 
ice ASHINGTON, February 12, 1872. 

Sir: In reply to your note of the Gth instant, ro- 
ceived this morning, I herewith respeetfally inclose 
a copy of arcport made by Major ‘General John A. 
Dix of the affair at Williamsburg, Virginia, in Sep- 
tember, 1862, the only information òn file-in this 
office. “There is no official report ‘vegarding the 
burning of William and Mary college. ~ ; 

‘ho. rollis and. returns of the fifth Pennsylvania 
cavalty contain the following information: 


e 


t Williamsburg, Virginia, held- by the fifth Penn- 


sylyania: cavalry, Colonel Campbell, was- captured, 


by five hundred robetcavalry under Colonel Shingles, 


with three pieces of artiliery, five captains, four. 


lieutenants, and afew privates, September 9, 1862; 


In a short time the place was retaken by the Fed-. 


eral troops.” 


Colonel Campbell was dismissed’ the’ servico, but: 
the order dismissing him was subsequently revoked, . 


and his resignation accoptod. . as 
I am, sir, very respectfully, „your, obedient ser- 


vant, ` 
: E. D. TOWNSEND, 


wie vad i djutant General, 
Hon. Wintuam L. Stovanron, House of Representa- 


tives, Washington, D.-C. ERES ahs, 
Mr. SPEER, cof Pennsylvania. - Colonel 

Campbell is a-man. whose body is riddled 

with bullets received in the defense of his 


It has been expressly decided in the. 


country, and the gentleman’s tongue should 
palsy when he-assails such a man. . 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I bave the report 
of the general commanding the department, 
and the facts are as I state. I will say for the 
benefit of Colonel Campbell that he was after- 
ward permitted. to resign, but: he was dis- 
missed: from the Army’ because he did not 
make a proper defense at Williamsburg. 

- Now, letus look a moment. further at this 
matter. What else do the committee tell us? 

“Upon the evacuation by the rebel cavalry’’— 


The place never was evacuated by the rebel 
cavalry. They were driven out at the saber’s 
point by our men, who returned and charged 
upon the town. i 

Mr. PERCE. An officer of the United 
States Army testified before the committee that 
that was not the fact. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I do not wish to be 
interrupted. The gentleman can get the floor 
whenever he pleases, and I prefer not to have 
him take my time. 

‘Again the report says : 

“Upon the evacuation by the rebel cavalry and the 
return of our troops, a body of stragglers from the 
United States forces, drunken, disorderly, and in- 
subordinate, fired and destroyed the college build- 
Ings. 

They may have been disorderly, (they had 
been driven out of the city in disorder, and 
had rallied, came back saber in hand and re- 
captured the town,) butthey were not drunken. 
There was not a grocery within forty miles of 
them. In two hours from their repulse they 
recaptured the place. Thestatement that the 
destruction of this college was the. work of 
United States troops, ‘drunken, disorderly, 
and insubordinate,” is an insult to the loyal 
people of the United States and the patriotic 
soldiery of the Republic. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERCE obtained the floor and said; I 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. 
Dunnett, } 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I made the 
motion that the time for debate should be 
extended half an hour, and said to the House 
that I did it that I might have an opportunity 
to address the committee, because the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BLAIR] had the whole 
remaining hour. 

‘Several Members. That is so. 

Mr. DAWES. Uponthat motion, which, as 
I recognized, it was the privilege of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] to take 
out of my mouth, the House agreed to extend 
the time; and I ask the floor. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to state that I moved 
an extension of the time for general debate by 
the addition of half an hour, without. regard 
to the request of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. It was after I had made the 
motion. : 

Mr. PERCE. I have promised to divide 
the time between members of the committee 
andthe gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes.] > i r 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. I rise to a point 
of order. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. . Perce]: opened the debate and after 
speaking for a time yielded the remaining 
portion of. his hour to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar:] {Í make the point 
of order, he is not entitled under the rules of 
the House to. speak again. : 

Mr. PERCE: . Ido not wish to speak again: 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman.-has taken 
the floor again and proposes to yield it. T 

:Mr. PERCE.. I propose to yield it to th 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Dunner, ] 

Mro DAWES, How can he yield the foor 
again? - : ; n 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. He cannot parcel 
out what he has not gote ! 

‘Mr. PERCE. Tt seems to be the desire. on 
the part. of the opposition to this bill to occupy 
the entire time of the committee. The com- 


i 


mittee has had an hour in which to present 
their wishes in favor of this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to a point 
of order. -— 

Mr. PERCE. - Now it is claimed on the 
other side, although they have had as much 
time as the friends of the bill, they are to 
have the remaining portion. of the time left 
for general debate. { desire the House—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a point of order; 
it is impossible to hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one poiat of 
order already pending, and the Chair will 
decide that first. ‘The fact having been brought 
to the: notice of the Chair that there was a 
dispute as to who was entitled to the floor, the 
Chair at once referred to the record kept by 
the reporters. He ascertained that while the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawzs] 
had asked that the time for general debate be 
extended, the motion for that purpose was not 
made by him, but was made some time subse- 
quently by the chairman of the Committee on 
Education. and Labor, [Mr. Psercy.] The 
record does not show that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] asked for half an 
hour for himself; but on the contrary, that 
when it was adopted it was without any con- 
dition whatever. 

Mr. SARGENT, 
order— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has the right 
to be heard first, and he will decide the pend- 
ing point of order before another can be raised. 
He is now stating why he did not recognize 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the Chair concluded? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has exam- 
ined the record as taken down by the reporter, 
and he finds. nothing in that report to show 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, at the 
time the motion was made, asked for the half 
hour to which the time for general debate was 
extended. Nor was the debate extended on 
his motion, but on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. The Chair, therefore, 
deemed it his duty to recognize first the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, who was about to 
yield for a quarter of an hour to the gentle- 
man from Massachnsetts. The point of order 
is raised, however, that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has already had his hour, and there- 
fore has no-time to yield further. ‘That point 
of order the Chair decides well taken. 

Mr, HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I desire to ask of the Chair whether 
it will not be in order to move that the com- 
mittee rise for the purpose of extending the 
time for general debate? 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. HOAR. I understand my colleague 
yields to me. ; : 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion will be in 
order. The Chair will not entertain any motion 
till the committee-comes to order. 

. Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
my motion is in order, I know, that the com- 
mittee rise. .[Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. -I desire to submit that motion 
if it be inorder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes} is entitled to the 

oor. - 

Mr. HOAR. Will my colleague yield to me 
for the purpose-of making the motion I have 


I rise to a point of 


indicated? . 

Mr. DAWES. I do-for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that an hour has 
been oceupied by each side, and to give another 
half hour to the other ‘side will give them an 
hour and a half of debate against an hour 
allowed to the-friends of the bill. . I desire to 
suggest there may be unanimous consent to 
giving half. an: hour to the gentleman ‘from 
Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL,} as well as half an 
hour to my colleague, [Mr. Dawes.) 

“The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must decide 
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the committee has not power to entertain any 
such motion to extend the debate, as that can 
only be done in the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move thecom- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. DAWES. In a moment. I have not 
pressed for the floor for the purpose of pre- 
venting the committee having charge of this 
bill from being heard. I do. not know that I 
have anything to say which is worth occupy- 
ing the attention of members. I wanted the 
floor, however, to say a few words, and I 
thought the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
Perce] was not quite generous to me. 
recognize the right of the committee to close 
the debate. It is for them to say when it 
shall be closed. But if it is the desire of the 
committee that I shall speak for half an hour, 
Tam willing to do so at any time when it will 
best suit the convenience of the House. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia., I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. If it is the desite of the 
committee to rise, I have no wish to speak at 
present, and I yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia to take the sense of the committee on 
that question. 

The motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. l . 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. 
ScorreLD having taken the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. L. MYERS reported that, 
pursuant to the order of the House, the Gom- 
mittee of the Whole had had under considera- 
tion the Private Calendar, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the House now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

SESSION OF TO-MORROW. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House, the session of to-morrow will be 
for general debate only, in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, no business what- 
ever to be transacted. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Upson] will occupy the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


I move that 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 3 

By Mr. BECK : The petition andaccompany- 
ing papers of Silas Wolverton, of Lexington, 
Kentucky, for compensation for horses cap- 
tured by the confederates on mail routes Nos, 
9527 and 9559, Kentucky, in 1868,.1864, and 
1865. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of soldiers 
of Morgan county, Indiana, asking the passage 
of an-act providing for a land warrant for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to the soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of G. 

: a ere and ©. W. Christopher, asking 
relief. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of George 
O. Mills, of Chippewa Valley, Wisconsin, that 
persons known as publishers and dealers in 
in newspapers and periodicals may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may 
require, in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay postage thereon as received, 
at the rates pro rata as regular. subscribers 


to publications weighing four ounces: who pay 


quarterly in advance. - 


By Mr. GETZ: The petition of 84 citizens 


of Berks county, Pennsylvania, for the passage 
of an act to license distilleries according to their 
actual capacity, such capacity to be ascertained 
by practical men. understanding distilling in 
all its details. ; : 


. By Mr. HARPER: The petiton of James 
R. Love, of Jackson county, North Carolina, 
asking. the removal of his political. disabilities. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The memorial of Dr. 
George C. Heckman, president of Hanover 
College, Indiana, and. Professors S. H. Thom- 
son, J. B. Garrett, Edward J. Hamil*en, and 
John Hussey, and J. H. Thomson, esq. mem- 
bers of the faculty of the college, in faror of 
the establishment of a college by the United 
States in China with the Chinese indemvity 
fund, to facilitate diplomatic, scientific, 2c% 
commercial intercourse between the two coun- 
tries. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The memorial o 
Mrs. Adelaide W. Howard, asking compensa- 
tion for services rendered by her husband, the 
late Captain William A. Howard, of the United 
States revenue marine. 

By Mr. MeJUNKIN: The petition of Wal- 
ter L. Graham, publisher of the Butler Eagle, 
setting forth that it has become a custom in 
the past four years for alarge number of news- 
paper publishers to unite in printing one side 
of their papers at some central union effice 
from whence they are transported to the local 
publishing offices and printed on the other side 
and sent to subscribers, &c., and praying the 


` 


passage of an act declaring papers so printed 
on one side to be legal mailable matter and 
subject to postage only at the minimum rate 
of weekly newspapers and packages to news- 
dealers. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of John 
T. Brewster, publisher of the Sullivan Free 
Press, in the county of Sullivan and State of 
Pennsylvania, praying that publishers and 
dealers in newspapers inay receive by mail 
partially printed newspapers in such quantities 
as they may require, and pay the postage 
thereon atthe same rate as regular subscribers 
who pay in advance. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of X. A. 
Willard, president New York State Dairymen’s 
Association and Board of Trade, and others, 
of Herkimer county, New York, protesting 
against the reduction of the duties on foreign 
salt. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of Ferdi- 
nand Haack and 5 others, soldiers of the war 
against Mexico. 

Also, of W. E. Beebe, asking postal relief. 

Also, of Emery A. Thompson, asking relief 
from the operation of the sixth section of the 
act of July 4, 1864. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Jacob 
E. Schiedt, late of company F, one hundred 
and nineteenth regiment Pennsylvania volun- 
teers, praying the passage of an act granting 
him arrears of pension. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of 
George Leetz and 67 others, soldiers in the 
late war, praying an equalization of bounties 
and amendment of land act. 

By Mr. PETERS: Numerous petitions of 
citizens of Penobscot and Aroostook counties, 
Maine, in favor of the bill to extend the lim- 
its of the Bangor customs district. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Wil- 
liam Deegan and 75 others, soldiers of the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying an equaliza- 
tion of bounties, and also for a land bounty 
to soldiers. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Richard 
T. Sale and others, citizens of Virginia, pray- 
ing Congress to pass a law for the relief of 
poor and active loyalists who were confined 
in rebel dungeons, health destroyed, and 
robbed of liberty and the means of earning a 
livelihood; and for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of those who died for their Gov- 
ernment in rebel prisons, 

Also, the petition of Samuel R, James, of 
Hanover county, Virginia, a second lieutenant 
without commission in battery A, fifth United 
States artillery, commanded by Lieutenant 
Ames, now. United States Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, from October 25, 1861, to. February: 
27, 1862, praying that. Congress allow him a. 


just and reasonable compensation for his ser- 
vices, equipments, &c. . 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of O. H. 
Miller as to postage on patent outside news- 


papers. 

By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition 
of W. W. Culbertson and 90 others, citizens.of 
Boyd county, Kentucky, remonstrating against 
any change in the existing tariff abating duties 
on such articles as are successfully produced 
in this country. f 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The memorial 
of Marion Bethune, of Georgia, asking pay as 
a member of the Forty-First Congress. ; 

By Mr. STORM: The petition of Richard 
Sandys, publisher of the Democrat, a news- 
raper in Wayne county, State of Pennsylvania, 
asking that papers printed on one side be made 
legal mailable matter at the minimum rate fixed 
by Cengress on weekly newspapers and pack- 
ages to news-dealers, and that section one 
hundre and sixty-two of the codified postal 
laws no pending in Congress be so amended 
that publiskers and dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quantities 
of either as they may require in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage 
thereon as receive’ at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications, &c. 

Also, the petition of James A. Dony, pub- 
lisher of the Milford Ferald, in the county of 
Pike and State of: Pennsylvania, asking. that 
pepe printed on one side ke made legal mail- 
able matter at the minimum rate fixed by Con- 
gress on weekly newspapers aud packages to 
news-dealers, and that section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the codified p~s‘al laws now 
pending in Congress be so amended that pub- 
lishers and dealers in newspapers and period- 
icals may receive by mail such quantities. of 
either as they may require in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the pes‘age 
thereon as received at the same rates pro rete 
as regular subscribers to publications, &e, 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of F. Y, 
Richardson and others, heirs for the coheirs of 
Buchanan & Young, praying relief. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The memorial of F. P. 
Haywood, of North Carolina, asking: payment 
of cotton claim. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Martha Ann Hoyt, 
of Pitt county, in the same State, asking remun 
eration for loss of property sustained during 
the year 1793 by vessels of France. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of Lev- 
erett Seward, a soldier of the war of 1812, for 
an increase of pension. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A joint resolution of 
the Legislature of South Carolina, for the 
relief of Beaufort county for tax on real estate 
in 1868, 1864, 1865, and 1866. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 24, 1872. 


The House metat twelveo’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burnur, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Upson 
in the chair.) By order of the House the ses- 
sion of to-day is for general debate only, in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole, no 
business whatever to be transacted. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lamrorr] is 
entitled to the floor. : 


THE TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Mr. LAMPORT. Mr. Speaker, Ivask .the 
indulgence of the House for a short time while 
I shall endeavor to discuss a:question of vital 
importance, and. one that necessarily enters 
into the estimate and affects the resources of 
our system of political economy- 

That was no unmeanipg announcement to 
the world by our forefathers, who said: 


“Wo, the people-of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure 
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domestic tranquillity ; provide for the common de- 
fense, promote the general welfare; and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourpelves:and to our posterity, 
do ordain and establish this Constitution for the Uni- 
_ ted’Btates-of America”: “S = i ` 


Under the inspiration of this preamblé, as” 


the’day-star of our Ariérican liberties; we are 
natutally lèd to consider the interests of forty 
millions 
requiring clear serutiny and an intelligent ésti- 
mate’ òf dur’ sources of Success, > 

A simple proposition in political economy 
clearly obtains, that it ig the duty of all Gov- 
ernmehts to encourage every source of rev- 
enue, and advance all méans of development, 
to theend that the greatest good ‘may accrne 
to the greatest number ; that all financial ob- 
ligations “be promptly mct; that adequate 


appropriations be madé to sustain a liberal: 
and accessible system of education; aiding 


all feasible and healthful internal improve- 
ments, and facilitating our commercial inter- 
ests to the success of our national industries. 

Tn a‘country like our own, Mr. Speaker, un- 
equated ‘in its resources, with soil and climate 
adapted ‘to all tlie prodtetions: of the earth 
nécegsary for the comfort and well-being of a 

opilation' of untold millions, it becomes the 

‘epresentatives of the people to devote their 
time and thought toi the great and absorbing 
intdrest ‘of'a confiding constituency. 

‘Hor'the purpose of attaining the end I have 
in’ view; I shall select otie of the great divis- 
ions of interest in our country, namely; that of 
the producer, and devote my remarks more 
particularly to’ one branch thereof; I, mean 
that important vocation known as wool-grow- 
ing. Had I the ability and time I would con- 
nect the three great divisions of interest in 
our country, producer, manufacturer, and con- 
sumer, but neither time nor ability will admit. 

Selfpreservation may well be said to be the 
first law of nature. This maxim-seems to bé 
ignored bya class of political economists when 
applied to our Government. I see no impro- 
priety or want of charity in the position that I 
owe my regards first'to my'family, next to niy 
country, and finally to the world. Tam’ well 
aware that the dogmas of free trade contravene 
this position. But without the fear of that 
un-American theory before my eyes, I proceed 
to assert that the first and greatest interest in 
this land of hope is the producer... To him we 
must look’ with generdus protection and con- 
sideration, reposing in bim a generous confi- 
dence that he will devote himself with industry 
and ecotomy’ to the discharge of that high 
trust (not always recognized) which is to utilize 
the soil, 4 free gift of a benéficent Creator, so 
that its productions may be abundant’ arid 
available to the feeding of thé nation, and to 
avail himself of the laws of nature so to pro- 
generate from-the animal kingdom those con- 
tributions adapted: to ‘alimentation and vest- 
iture o MSN l 

Tor this service of the pradicer the nation 
isin duty. bound to.render tim all the facilities 
and protection heedful whéteby. his vocation 
may prove rerounerative.; This avowal brings 
mé into that maze of argument that has taxed 
the ingenuity of the ablest controversialists of 
the world, .- But while. I would not assume to 


meet the sophisnis of free trade, I dare assume- 
their non-applicability to sound political econ- 


omy admissible in this réciprocal Government, 


whose very genius seeks to assimilate the gen- 


eral interest to the general good. `. 
` The producer demands no premium for his 
industry, but he has a right, however, to all 
é bes d most convenient 
market, when such market can: be éstablishéd 
and vouchsafed to him without infringing on 
the rights of others. Heis necessarily a large 
tax-payer, and as such deserves every. legiti- 
wate advantage in market. His-business is to 
sell, whereby he -may have the means of im- 
proving ‘his. farm and stock, and make: such 


purchases:as the: comfort and convenience of: 


his family demand: This interest, Mr. Speaker, 
is the real séutce of capital. 


sof pedploin thelichtoflarge demands, 


I now devote myself directly to the wool- 
grower. ex : 


The wool-growers of the United States have | 


but one request tò make, and that is my miis- 


sion here to-day, and that isto be let alone with ` 


the protection they now éhjoy.. Stability is 


really the watch-word of the wool-grower.. 
Change cannot bè otherwise than ruinous ‘to. 


his interest. A good flock of sheep requirés 
capital, good management, aud judicious care. 
I kuow whereof I speak. Thosé farmers who 
are compelled to dispose of their flocks because 
of fallen prices of wool, are nécessarily driven 
to a change of farm management that involves 
them in loss in sale of flocks, loss in adapting 
themselves'to other branches, and when in the 
change of timés wool advances and they seek 
to reinstate themselves in wool-growiug, they 
find it necessary to pay higher prices than for 
which they sold, and compelled to lay in stock 
of different: grades, which will require much 
time to cull out and get in situation to produce 


a desirable and profitable style of wool. ‘This’ 
| change has required much time,and trouble, 


which necégsitates much loss. ` Stability is 
therefore actually necessary to success in wool- 
growing. ‘This stability must be founded ia a 
home market. 

As directly applicable to this part of my 
argument, I quote the remarks of the late 
Henry Clay: 


“The greatest want of civilized society is a mar- 
ket for the salo and exchange of the surplus of the 
produce of its members. . This market may exist at 
home or abroad, or both, but it must exist some- 
where if society prospers; and whenever it does 
exist it should be competent to the absorption of 
the entire surplus of production. It is most desira- 
ble that there should be both a home and foreign 
market, But with respect to their relative supe- 
riority T cannot entertain a doubt. The home mar- 
ket is first in order and paramount in importance. 
‘Tho creation of 4 home market is not only necessary 
to procure for our agriculture a just reward of its 
labor, but it is indispensable to obtain.a supply of 
our necessary wants. If wecannotsell wé cannot buy. 
It is ruinous: to tantalize us with the cheapness. of 
foreign fabrics. Tho superiority of thehome market 
results, first, from its steadiness and comparative 
certainty at all times; second, from the creation of 
reciprocal interests ; third, from its greater security ; 
and lastly, from an ultimate and not distant aug- 
mentation of consumption and (consequently of 
comfort,) from increased quantity and reduced 
prices. But.this home market, desirable as it is, 
can only be created and cherished by the protection 
of our legislation against the prostration of our 
industry, which must: ensue froin the action of for- 
eign policy and legislation.” 


The magnitude of the business of wool- 
growing, both present and prospective, isa 
proper subject for consideration in this con- 
nection. I take this opportunity, therefore, to 
quote some statistics, which I -commend espe- 
cially to my fellow-farmers, The whole num- 
ber of sheep in the United States, as per cen- 
sus of 1870, is 28,956,667. The wholenumber 
in my own State of New York is 2,181,578; 


the whole number in Ontario county, New 


York, 181,485; whole number in Livingston 
county, New York, 113,983; whole number 


in Yates county, New York, 74,439, making: 


the whole number in the twenty-fifth congres‘ 


sional district, New York, which I have the: 


honor to represent, 819,857. Amount of wool 
clipped in United States, 100,053,264 pounds; 


clipped in the State of New York, 10,599;225° 


pounds. Amount of -wool. clipped in- the 


twenty-fifth district, New York, as follows: 


Ontario ‘county; 748,306 ; Livingston county, 
605,341; Yates county, 402,176; total in 
pounds. : 

You will readily perceive, Mr. Speaker, the 
reason why I feelit my duty to devote my 
thoughts to the subject of wool-growing; and 
I give these figures, sir, with no little pride. 
I may properly say that my district is one of 
the best grain-growing districts in the State. 
Wool-growing, therefore, must be regarded in 
some méasure incidéntal; and with such a 
noble conttibutiow to the wants of the coun: 
try we may with propriety demand that we be 
let alone in the enjoyment ‘of that protection 
now afforded us by the present tariff. 


twenty-fifth . district, New- York, 1,750,828" 


-Anothévednsideration, Mr. Speaker, of great 


aid intense momedit donnéctdd with Wool-grow- 
ing, which has awakénéd heretofore scarcely 


a thought, is that all-important item in this 
increasingly populous nation termed “aliment- 
ary.” A Government that fails to adopt a 
system of political economy that provides for 
the obtaining of food and clothing for its sub- 
jects can séarcely be recognizéd as -within the 
palé of‘ civilization. As one of the best, cheap- 
est, healthful, and quickest produced kinds of 
animal food, mutton stands prééminent. Iti 
view of the worderfal increase of population 
in- dur country, filling our cities to overflowing, 
and supplying our vast nianufactories with 
operatives, wé cannot bë utimindful of the 
démand for animal food; we cannot, iù tha 
nature of things, become ‘‘ vegetarians.” We 
aré an active laboring people. No people 
on earth equal us in activity. The continued 
labor of body and mind exhaust supplies ; 
héhce we bécdme great consumers. Our 
laborers age well paid and will be well fed. 

The operatives of European mannfacturers 
would feel satisfied with a sumptuous dinner 
of meats ònce a week; while in’ this country 
nothing short of the old Whig régime of roast 
beef or mutton and two dollars a day will sat- 
isfy our laborers. The wool-grower of Ameér- 
ica, therefore, may be recognized as one of the 
public benefactors’ of his country. We hear 
the wisest men of the day predicting a fattré 
for this country which amazes us: If these 
predictions are to be fulfilled, of how much 
moment is it to us, as political économists, to 
seé to it that every source of supply for food 
and clothing should be fostered: | God forbid 
that through ‘our negligénce and want of fore- 
sight we shall ever become thé land of food 
riots by a starving mass, when wé-are blessed 
with a domain so väst, a soil and climate so 
propitious.. Rather let us -be wise for our- 
selves,..protect the industries of our country, 
develop, our resources; and adopt the senti- 
ment expresced by Andrew Jackson. in 1824, 
who.sai i , 

“It istime we had become alittle mare Américan~ 
ized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers . 
of Europe feed our own. Ourinterest is greatly en- 
hanced in View of the fact of the unbornded facili- 
ties for: producing wool. and mutton. The capacity 
of our country for sheep husbandry is boundless, and 
even greater than our needs," : ve 

When France is not overburdened with thirty- 
two million sheep, and England, which has far 
fewer available acres than Ohio, alone sus- 
tains with profit about twenty-two millions, it 
is clear that only the most perverse legislation 
can arrest. that rapid progress stimulated by 
the protective policy adopted early in the last 
detade, and which wisely forced the nation 
to rely apon the unlimited resources of lier 


cas; Wit 
fivé thousand 


grass pastures, equable and mild climate, cheap 
lands, ‘and proximity to markets, fs ah inviting 
büt: hitherto scarcély improved field for nmtton: 
production and the very finest merino-wool 
husbandry: Paget SSR Manse Pay e 

` Fén years ago the extension of sheep hus- 
bandry beyond the prairie“ States was hardly 
dreamed of; but the Union Pacific and other 
railroads have opened up within “Ave years 
beyond Missourt, on the slopes of the Sierra 
Madre, in the parks of Colorado, in the val-~ 
leys of thé Platte; and on the plains of Wyo- 
ing; millions upon milions- ef acres, which 
nature, by myriads of wild: animals which she 
has fed ‘there for ‘ages, seem#-to have pointed 
out as the pasture land of the continent, The 
imp gination is dazzled by the pictures given 
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of these wonderful pastures, where the grazing 
season is perpetual spring. The tender herbage 
following up the constantly receding snow- 
line through the summer, furnishes to ‘flocks 
succulent pasturage till the snows: appear 
again, when the grass of the valleys; uidis- 
turbed during the later months of the summer, 
yields a rich pasture of uncut hay, on which 
herds and flocks luxuriate by thousands dur- 
ing the winter months. The resgurces of 
Australia and La Plata appear from therecent 
descriptions to be outrivaled here. ‘he in- 
creasing consumption of mutton, the enhanced 
yalue imparted to wool by the proximity of 
factories, and the extensive tracts of avail- 
abie land in the older States, must, however, 
cause sheep husbandry to form one of the 
most important, permanent, and profitable 
branches of their rural system. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no fancy sketch, but a 
sublime reality, that challenges our admiration 
and expands our estimates of the richness as 
well as the vastness of our domain. - Can any 
enlightened citizen’ of this country hesitate for 
a moment to contribute, by his acquiescence 
and influence, such protection and encourage- 
ment as may be necessary to utilize and make 
available these vast fields, so ready to yield 
up their abundant supplies, which we can 
avail ourselves of so cheaply? 

Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained to say that 
no speculative theories or fanciful sophisms 
should cast any obstacle inthe way of sheep 
husbandry until we produce every pound of 
wool necessary to clothe every man, woman, 
and child in the United States and Territories 
of America, together with the corresponding 
amount of healthful animal food. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not so stinted in my 
estimate of particular interests as to leave out 
of consideration other and equally as import- 
ant branches of industry. I cannot well leave 
this subject without connecting it with the 
great woolen manufactures of our country which 
hold an equal and mutual interest with sheep 
husbandry. ‘The wool-growers must have a 
market; and, as I-have’endeavored to show in 
the commencement of my remarks, it must be a 
home market. Mr. Speaker, I can hardly 
think that man sane who would advise the 
wool-grower of America to send his wool 
across the Atlantic to market to compete with 
the wool-grower of Europe, and give employ- 
ment to the operatives of that land of sur- 
charged population, while that large class of 
our artisans and mechanics would be driven 
to the field, which would stultify that inventive 
genius and skill of our country which now 
commands an equality with, if not superiority 
over the civilized world, also to defray the ex- 
pense of transportation to and from foreign 
lands, and pay into foreigu pockets the cost 
of manufacture. This proposition seems too 
simple to be entertained fora moment. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the advantage of home man- 
ufacture presents an argument in its favor that 
isunanswerable. The interest of the producer 
can only succeed in connection with the man- 
ufacturer. 

The suecess of woolen manufactures in sup- 
plying the vestiture demands of the country 
to so great an extent gives hope for the 
future. Atan exposition of the products of 
our woolen manufactures held in the city of 
New York, October 1869, under the auspices 
of the American Institute, the foliowing state- 
ment was made: a 

“We supply with cheap and. sound clothing the 
great mass of the people—furnishing the great pro- 
portion of cassimeres, the tricots and cheviots for 
business suits, the beaver, moscows, and cloakings 
for outer garments, and supply the great bulk of the 
fabrics worked up in the vast ready-made clothing 
establishments in our cities, which employ quite as 
many operatives as our manufactures. We furnish 
the great bulk of knit goods for underclothing, und 
the flannels and blankets for bed-coverings. We fur- 
nish all the ingrain carpets consumed here, which 
are produced. from twice the number of, looms 


employed on those fabrics in England, making the 
American workman’s parlor and bed room tlie most 


cheerful and attractive that-labor ever found for 
repose. For the more luxurious we make half the 
Brussels and tapestry; and a part of the Axminster 
carpets consumed here, we supply nearly all the 
delaines, the most extensively consumed ‘of the 
cheaper fabrics for female wear—such as coburgs, 
worsted poplins, serges, cloaking, -printed - cash- 
meres, alpaca, mohair lusters and braids, as vellas 
lastings for shoes, which have been’ produced with 
such success as to reduce in two years the price of 
the foreign article from $1.10 to 60 cents per yard. 
We contribute for furniture purposés all-wool and 


union damasks, and silk eotelines and reps of- 


tasteful designsand color. And finally have remoyed. 
from our ships and ports the 


dependence—a British hunting.” A 

With this most interesting exhibit, Mr. 
Speaker, which reaches beyond the particular, 
industries I have barely alluded to, opening a 


| wide and healthfal field of remunerative em- 
| ployment, providing so large a supply of the 


actual necessities of the people, at the same 
time bringing into requisition the inyentive 


| genius of the American mind, and yet reserv- 


ing to all the advantages and elevating influ- 
ences of a general system of education, I con- 
fidently submit, sir, that it would not only be 
unwise and fallacious, but impolitic and mani- 
festly unjust, to disturb that economic and pro- 
teetive provision of our present tariff on wool 
and woolens from which we have derived so 
great an advantage, and without which we must 
be humiliated to a state of:national dependence 
and proximation to European pauperism. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND addressed the House 
in opposition to the Chicago relief bill. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 


STATE RIGHTS. 


Mr. BRAXTON. Mr. Speaker, if the rule 
that resolves the House of Representatives 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union has heretofore existed without 
reason to support it, the present condition of 
the Union furnishes abundant proof of its 
necessity and wisdom. ‘The state of the Union, 
considered only in regard to those subjects 
brought to the attention of Congress by Presi- 
dents in their annual messages, is a much too 
limited view within which to detect evils that 
the hand of corruption in time has introdueed 
into the workings of our Government; for a 
pet scheme of a President, measures intended 
for partisan purposes, references toaccompany- 
ing reports, Congress and the country cangrat- 
ulated upon the prosperity of things generally, 
and a stereotyped prayer to the Creator for a 
continuance of his blessings, often make up the 
messages sent to Congress by the Presidents 
of these United States. In considering the 
state of the Union we should not be confined, 
in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, to those sub- 
jects which seem to the Presidents to be of 
paramount importance, for errors growing out 
of their mismanagement of the Government, 
or that of their political adherents, would never 
be brought to the attention of Congress, and 
thereby escape correction and censure; nor 
should we be satisfied with the seeming pros- 
perity of this Union, and upon it speculate as 
to its future greatness; but we should look to 
see whether the Constitution is intact, and 
whether the cardinal virtues which only can 
give permanency to a republic, and upon 
which our revolutionary fathers erected this 


signal of national 


Government, are stillin existence, or whether | 


they have been lost in the swift race for na- 
tional supremacy. 

It matters not, Mr. Speaker, by what name 
you call the Government of a country so far 
as the happiness of the people who inhabit it 
are concerned. The people we represent in- 
herit, as they suppose, a republican form of 
government with granted powers defined by 
constitutional limitations. 
possession of the reins of power proclaim 
from this Capitol they are administering the 
Government in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion, and in consonance with its original purity 
and simplicity. Yet, sir, the constant presence 


The party now in| 


t 


ofthe governing power, the hourly demands 
for the support of the Government, the per- 
petual inquisition into the affairs of-individ- 
uals, the untold wealth.of Government officials, 
the: childish ‘movements of a. self-indulgent 
Executiye—all of which are leading: charac- 
teristics of monarchy—seem to question. the 
sincerity of- the party which declares the Gov- 
ernment ‘at: Washington to be republican in 
form, and administered within constitutional 
limitations, and in simplicity and purity. - 

Sir, the simplicity of our Government has 
gone, and with it. I fear has fled that purity 
and superiority which once marked and ele- 
vated men to high places;: where their great 
intellects, their: bright: integrity, and . their 
patriotism, undiminished by selfishness, were 
given to their country, and:their country’s best 
interests. E cas eine 

This. Government, sir, one.of limited pow- 
ers and ‘administered within eonstitutitional 
restrictions! The recent display:.of the war 
power proves it to be, when in the hands of 
the so-called Republican party, one of. unlim- 
ited power. That the Constitution has-been 
knowingly disregarded is frankly admitted on 
this floor, the excuse assigned being to, save 
the life of the nation. The legislative de- 
partment of. this: Government has not. only 
disregarded the Constitution, but: has curtailed 
the powers of the judicial department; whose 
high duty it was. to- review, to apply constitu- 
tional test to, aud if need be to annul legisla- 
tive enactments. . ei H 

If the Constitution thenis to be disregarded 
when in the opinion of the Republican party 
the life of the nation is in danger, why not 
disregard it when the life of the Republican 
party is in jeopardy? Surely, the being of 
that party, which claims the wisdom to say 
when the Constitution shall and the power to 
say when it shall not operate, ' must be, if the 
wisdom and power claimed be admitted, of 
more importance to the people than the Consti- 
tution. If the Constitutionis to be set aside by 
the partyin possession of the Government when 
it regards the life of the nation to be in danger, 
why should not the same party make the safety 
of the Union depend upon the inauguration 
of one rejected by the people at the polls us 
their President? In other words, if any party 
perchance in possession of the Government 
chooses to retain it, they have but to declare 
that the life of the nation is in danger, substi- 
tute their will instead of the Constitution, and 
hold on to the Government in defiance both 
of the people and of the Constitution. 

Had the people of this country been told 
when the.J’ederal Constitution was .submitted 
to their several Legislatures for adoption- or 
rejection, that the powers specified: in that 
instrument were to be parted with, and no 
power remained with the States or the people 
to protect the rights and powers reserved, 
nobody can doubt but that the Constitution 
would have been rejected by every. State 
which had been a party to the Articles. of 
Confederation. To have said to the General 
Government, “Your powers are limited, but 
there is none to prevent your transcending 
them; the States have certain reserved rights 
with no power to maintain them,” would 
have conceded to the General Government 
powers on the exercise or non-exercise of 
which the rights of the States would have 
depended. And such, sir, is the ynegual 
division of powers. between the governments 
within this Union that there is nota right, & 
privilege, or power exerted by the States which 
cannot be strack down by the General Govern- 
ment without rendering an account to any 
tribunal on earth. peni : 

Where, I ask, resides the power which can 
protect the rights of: thé States and of the 
people, if assailed by. the party in. possession 
of the General Government? ‘This question 
the fathers:of the Constitution reluctantly con- 
sidered. ‘Chey trasted so fully to the wisdom 
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and -patriotism of those- who were to come 
after them to keep good faith between the 
States and to the binding force òf constitu- 
tional. limitations, that they deemed it barely 
possible other guaranties could be needed to 
prgieat the. people: and. the States in their 
rights. 

Bat two sources of remedy were ever looked 
to by: the people of this country to furnish 
relief against. Federal usurpation. .A large 
party regarded the Supreme Court as the final 
adjudicator of rights claimed by individuals 
and States under the Federal Constitution; a 
second party believed that the States had the 
right to withdraw from the Union when their 
rights, in their opinion, were not respected by 
the General Government. But now, when 
the Supreme Court has no power to decide 
political questions, and when the power of a 
State to withdraw from. the Union has been 
successfully denied, I again ask, where is 
the tribunal which gives protection to the 
people, when the party in possession of the 
General Government transcends constitutional 
authority? 

It may be said, Mr. Speaker, that the ques- 
tion put has been often asked before. True; 
but never auswered. The want of an answer, 
the want of an agreed-on tribunal to finally 
decide questions of political power claimed both 
by the States and the Federal Government, has 
deluged one section of this country in blood. 
It is a mistake to attribute the late civil war 
to animosities existing in different sections. 
It is a mistake to say the institution of slavery 
produced it. It is a mistake to charge that 
certain politicians, failing to obtain possession 
of the Government, withdrew from it, while 
they held the power to control it. Sir, the 

arties to that unhappy conflict contended and 
fought for the final arbitership, which the 
framers of the Constitution and the latter-day 
statesmen, when the question became practi- 
cal, failed definitively to provide, to place 
beyond question where the Federal powor 
ended and the rights of the States began. 
To allow the exercise of powers not dele- 
gated was regarded by one party as destructive 
of the rights of the States. A failure’ to exer- 
cise the powers denied was considered by the 
other ag fatal to the existence of the Federal 
Government. ‘That there was good ground for 
this difference of opinion the history of this 
country, ag read in its public debates for the 
last sixty years, clearly shows. These differ- 
ent views were not. confined to sections until 
after the strife had commenced. Then the 
prevailing sentiment of localities there be- 
came universal. Neither of the parties to 
the contest sought to destroy existing rights. 
The victorious party acquired new powers. 
Had the defeated party succeeded it would 
only have retained powers never relinquished. 
This issue. thus made up has been called a 
rebellion, and ‘the unsuccessful parties to it 
traitors—harsh terms of ignominy and re- 
proach—terms that charge unfaithfulness to 
country and to truth—terms, the concomitants 
of war and not of peace. 

Mr. Speaker, ambition may lead men and 
organized governments to dissolve and throw 
off ancient political associations in orderto ex- 
ercise new, higher, and larger powers. Such 
was not the case with my State in the recent 
troubles. Her ambition had been fully realized 
in the grandeur of the American Union, to 
which she had contributed some little in talent 
and territory. There were no posts of honor in 
the government of eleven States that she had not 
again and again filled in a Union of thirty-six 
States. There were no powers to be hers in the 
new Government which she had not and did 
not exert inthe Government of her choice, the 
Government she had nursed in itsinfancy, and 
whose growing fame only increased her own. 
There was no hatred in her bosom to the Fed- 
eral Government, unless the feeling which 
draws the offspring to the mother’s breast and 


commends it to Heaven’s protecting care be 
hatred. 

Let it not be supposed, Mr. Speaker, that I 
am apologizing for the sons of Virginia who 
acted in obedience to the behest of their ven- 


erated mother. That mighty conflict, deplored: 
by the good men of all countries. and all sec: 
tions, has passed and-gone.. It has left no 
tinge of shame on Old Virginia’s cheek, and, 
so long as its dire results are met with brave 


hearts and unsullied honors, her sons will 


have no cause to blush. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Virginia believe 
and admit the late civil war has established 
two facts, and that a third may result from it: 
first, that no State has the power to withdraw 
from the Union; second, that the States will 
in the future look only to pacific meansto pro- 
tect their rights. With these views they are 
here again to take part in the affairs of this 
Union. They come back in no spirit of 
shamed-face disobedience, but feel they can 
truly plead “not guilty’? in the high court of 
Heaven to an infraction of the Federal Consti- 
tation. They are here to tread the path of duty, 
whether it be one of choice or necessity. They 
do not admit that the loss of power to protect 
their rights takes with it their rights under the 
Federal Constitution; but, clinging to their 
long-cherished convictions, so well expressed 
by the ‘‘only peer”? of George Washington, 
as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABAR- 
Ger] has been pleased to call the late Mr. 
Lincoln, they insist— 

“That the maintenance inviolate of the right of 
the States, and especially the right of each State, to 
order and control its own domestic institutions ac- 
cording to its own judgment exclusively, is essential 
to the Balance of power on which the perfection and 
endurance of our political fabric depend.” —Mr. Lin- 
coln’s Message to the Thirty- Eighth Congress. 

If the rights of the States are maintained 
inviolate, the third effect apprehended from 
the war will not follow, that is, a centralization 
of all power in the General Government, 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, when the fact is remem- 
bered that the. Republican party still holds 
possession of this Government, and I find 
among its records such sentiments as I now 
read from the speech of Mr. Julian, a former 
member of this House and of the Republican 
party, delivered in 1862, who says: 

“Cases may arise in which patriotism itself may 
demand that we trample on the most vital principles 
of the Constitution ; and this hasbeen done already 


by the prosent Administration under the exigencies 
of the war power.” 


And further: 

“Should both Congress and the courts stand in the 

way of the nation’s life, then the red lightning of the 
people’s wrath must consume the recreant who re- 
fuses to execute the popularwill. Noteven the Con- 
stitution must be allowed to hold back the uplifted 
arm of the Government.” 
_ Sir, when I find such sentiments, am I not 
justified in doubting whether the rights of the 
States, which they have no power to protect, 
will be maintained inviolate, and in denying 
that the Government at Washington is ad- 
ministered in accordance with constitutional 
authority? . j 

The exigencies of the war are thought to 
have justified the sentiments expressed by Mr. 
Julian; but whatis the testimony of Mr. Farns- 
worth, of Illinois, another distinguished mem- 
ber of the Republican«party, uttered on this 
floor in the spring of 1871. He says: 

““T know we have done things during the war, and 
during the process of reconstruction, to save the: Re- 
ppblie, which could not be defended in times of peace. 

e were obliged to do some things, because of the 
bad infiyence of Andrew Johnson’s administration, 
which will scarcely. bear the calm light of peace and 
constitutional law. We passed laws, Mr. Speaker, 


‘and the country knows it, which we did not like to 


let go to the Supreme Court for adjudication ; and I 


am telling no tales out of school. Sinee the adop- 


. tion of the fourteenth amendment, because of scru- 


plesin regard to the constitutionality of the civil 
rights bill, wo have reénacted it. We have done 
things under the necessity of the case, and under the 
war power, and lam ready to do them again to save 
the nation’s life, which may be a little beyond the 
verge of the constitutional power possessed by Con- 
gress. 


These are the sentiments of one of the frank- 
est, bravest, and truest members of the Re- 
publican party—I mean true to principle and 
country as he understands them; who adds to 
the exigencies of war cases of necessity which 
justify members of Congress in overstepping 
the bounds of the Constitution, and who cou- 
sidered the scheme of reconstruction and oppo- 
sition to the bad influence of Andrew Johnson 
as two such cases of necessity. Sir, if the 
party in power find necessity springing from 
the influence of their own President which 
authorizesa disregard of the Constitution, how 
easy it will be to find necessities arising from 
the action of a President not of their choosing. 

The reconstruction scheme was commenced 
when this Government was entirely in the 
power of the party which has the control of 
it now. Not an armed soldier was to be 
found within the limits of the old Union, save 
the Federal Army. There was no power to 
oppose the action or the will of that party. 
There was no searcity of time. The conquered 
people of one section were down and disarmed. 
And yet the necessity is here found and plead 
as an excuse for the violation of the Consti- 
tution. 

Sir, is this a constitutional Government or 
not? If it is, let the Constitution be the 
supreme law of the land. Respect it, observe 
it, and legislate within its provisions in times 
of peace, and times of war will never come. 
But, sir, if it is to be obeyed only when its 
restraints are not felt, and disregarded when 
they are, by the party in possession of the 
General Government, it is a mockery to talk 
about constitutional rights and constitutional 
Government, 

Nothing contributes more to give content- 
ment and quiet toa people than the certain- 
ties of the laws to which they are required to 
conform their action. And when our people 
are told that the Federal Constitution is the 
supreme law of this land, but cases of neces- 
sity may arise, not only in times of war, but 
in peace, to be determined by the party that 
happens to hold the Government, when the 
Constitution is to be disregarded, they will 
cease to look up to it for protection, believ- 
ing, and rightfully believing, that every right, 
political, social, and individual, is adrift upon 
the uncertain waves of party passions, preju- 
dices, and power. 

I am well aware, sir, coming as I do from 
one of the so-called rebellious States, that 
some may attribute the sentiments here avowed 
to a fault-finding disposition, restless because 
in a minority, and reluctant to submit to the 
powers that be. It matters not; so long as I 
am here the records of this Government shall 
be read in defense of my people, and when 
they show that the party which has had pos- 
session of this Government for the last twelve 
years has again and again declared that Con- 
gress, the courts, and the vital principles of the 
Constitution must be trampled on when they 
think the life of the nation is in. danger, the 
treason proved upon the parties charged is 
opposition to the Republican party and not to 
the Constitution of this Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I have referred to past events 
and their confessed results with no purpose 
or desire. to reopen questions of discord. I 
have deemed it duc to my State that her feel- 
ings and expectations should be publicly ex- 
pressed, to prevent in after years her silence 
from being construed as an admission of her 
guilt, and a confession that she had, and 
claimed, no rights under the Federal Constitu- 
tion, though one of the States of this Union. 
And, sir, the high and sacred duty'is mine to 
the people of the seventh congressional dis- 
trict of Virginia, whose daily walks are around 
the homes. of Washington, Madison, Marshall, 
and Monroe, to see that the charge of treason 
to the Government, reared. by these mighty 
men, should be met and ‘repelled on this floor. 
No, sir, we have no traitors in Virginia, Her 
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climate is too warm and congenial for such 
cold, selfish monsters to exist. She is too 
rich to produce and too poor to purchase so 
poor a thing. She has some of the precious 
metals, but none of the baser sort which take 
the stamp of traitors. Her jewels are her 
daughters, and as they cultivate the virtues 
which give dignity, grace, and Christian hope 
and confidence, so they rear their sons to love 
truth, to love their country, to contend for the 
right, and to die in defense of principle. 

No, sir, the people of Virginia are not trai- 
tors, nor is that large class of her citizens under 
political disabilities by reason of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution ‘‘ perjured 
men,” as asserted by the President in his 
annual message to this Congress. I read, sir, 
from the President’s annual message (Exec- 
ulive Document No. 1, page 14:) 


“Tt may be said that the former violated an oath 
which the latter did not. The latter did not have 
jt in their power to do so. If they had taken this 
oath, it cannot be doubted they would have broken 
it, as did the former class.”’ 


The former class here referred to embraces 
every individual who held an office under the 
Federal or State Government down to the year 
1861; a class in my State which will compare 
favorably with any set of men called to fill 
posts of trust and responsibility in this or any 
other country. Look to her judiciary. ‘‘ The 
noblest Roman of them all’’ was given to this 
Government. Who ever heard of a corrupt 
Virginia judge? Look to her native-born 
members of Congress. The door has yet to 
be cut in this magnificent Capitol to let out 
an expelled member from Virginia. Look to 
the foreign ministers furnished to this Govern- 
ment. Where was there one who ever betrayed 
the trust confided to his keeping ? 

Sir, look to the Presidents, all of whom, with 
the exception of General Washington, to their 
honor and glory be it said, died poor men, 
having less when their term of office expired 
than when it commenced, but who contributed 
to the wealth of their country by au example 
of unselfishness and fidelity to duty. These 
are the men and the sons of such of whom 
the President says, ‘‘it may be said that the 
former violated an oath.’’. I deny, Mr. Speaker, 
that one of the privileges of high position is 
to insult and wound the feelings of those of 
less importance, and less favored by chance, 
accident, or political arrangement; and when 
done, it only proves the unfitness of the party 
for the office he holds. 

Whether the parties charged by the Presi- 
dent with having violated their oaths are guilty 
or not remains an open question, and until a 
court of competent jurisdiction passes upon it, 
only represents differences of opinion; and, 
while my people will submit to and carry out 
in good faith the laws passed by Congress 
and approved by the President, they do not 
concede to the President or to the Republican 
party the high censorship to pass judgment 
upon their fidelity or infidelity to their moral 
obligations. 

Mr. Speaker, good sense and good taste, if 
kind feelings are deemed of value in adminis- 
tering the affairs of this Government, suggest 
that all odious and censorious terms should 
be dismissed from the debates in this House. 
The use of such display the unmanly spirit 
of an exultant conqueror; they detract 
from the dignity which should grace the delib- 
crations of the American Congress. Stay 
your charge of treason, and memory will not 
light up the old homesteads rendered dear by 
parental affection, the tombs of ancestors, the 
playmates of youth, the fond wife, the smile 
of the unconscious infant which went down to 
dust and ashes at the blast of your bugle. . 

If there is much to remember, there is more 
to be forgotten. Your victory gave you power. 
Your people have grown rich. The congrat- 
ulations of the world, which attend upon suc- 
cess, are yours. What additional price, what 
additional advantage, is to be found in pursu- 
ing with terms of infamy a depressed and dis- 


tressed people, who have little left them but 
their capacity to think and to feel. - Sir, men 
are never won by abuse; they are by kind 
words and sympathy. Silence the- tongue of 
censure, and the murmurings of discontent will 
cease ; and, having learned from war that we 
are to have no more war, let us yield to the 
judgment of Heaven, which connsels not only 
peace, but good will to man, so that we may 
exclaim, ‘‘Behold how good and joyful a 
thing it is for brethren to dwell together in 
unity.” ` g 

ĮI yield what remains of my timeto the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Birp.] 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. BIRD. I desire to call the attention 
of those members of the House who may honor 
me with their attention to the subject of a 
tí free breakfast.’’? Since this is the order of 
the day, a little examination into the subject 
will perhaps conduce to the benefit of the poor 
people of this country. But a few days since, 
this House, by a decided majority, voted to 
repeal all the duties on tea and coffee. This 
is claimed as being oneimportant step toward 
securing ‘‘a free breakfast.” Although, for 
the best interest of the people in my. judg- 
ment, considering the immense revenues to be 
raised for the support of Government and the 


advantages sought to be and too often ọb-- 


tained by wealthy monopolists under the plea 
of ‘protection to home industry,” I voted 
against the repeal, yet I accept the result as 
an honest expression of the Representatives 
of the people, and propose under this banner 
of “a free breakfast’’ to march on to the 
consideration of other interests which to the 
minds of the generous have a greater or less 
bearing on the same subject. 

And thus, if revenue reform cannot be ac- 
complished to the extent and in the manner I 
desire, and as I think will best promote the 
interests of the poor burdened tax-payer, and 
answer the ends of good government, it will 
in part. I have been prompted by the belief 
that a genuine and practical reduction of the 
tariff in the interests of labor would not be 
effected, nor indeed seriously regarded by those 
who in reality control legislation in Congress ; 
but since many urge that we have taken a long 
stride in the advance, and admit, as I have no 
doubt, that the revenues should be reduced 
many millions more, it occurred to my mind 
that we could go on in the interest of the poor, 
and without any doubt add to his comforts and 
enjoyments a thousand-fold when he sits at his 
breakfast sipping his tea and coffee. I wasat 
once impressed with the fact, or what I believe 
to be a fact at least, that man’s happiness does 
not consist in the use of tea and coffee alone, 
I think all will agree that by no art can these 
gentle and exhilarating beverages be made a 
substitute for fuel, light, lumber, knives and 
forks, crockery-ware, cooking-stoves, and other 
kitchen furniture; hats, pants, coats, vests, 
shirts, shoes and stockings, calicoes, muslins, 
spool-cotton, blankets, and many other import- 
ant items. 

Now, sir, since the House is in this favor- 


able mood, I trust these articles last enum- | 


erated shall be reached also. If justly the 
ear of the House has been open to the poor 
laborer, mechanic, and farmer, let it not be 
closed until more ample though tardy justice 


be done, by greatly reducing all if we cannot | 


repeal some of the heavy duties now resting 
on so many of the articles consumed by them. 
I hope this work will be pressed with the ut- 
most zeal and judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, thinking it desirable to move 
right forward while the mind of the House 
favors it, I concluded to inquire somewhat 
closely into the nature of the taxes on the ma- 
terial things that go to make up the tempo- 
ral happiness and comfort of the American 
laborer, find him where you will. 
been hastily arranged, my thoughts will be per- 
haps not very clearly expressed, but I trast 


} 
į 


Having | 


sufficiently so to lead to reflection and fortu- 


nate results. 

It is very desirable, I admit, that all tariff 
duties should be reduced to the minimum 
standard, that all may be fed atas little ‘ex: 
pense as possible. Besides the teaand coffee 
which are used by the poor man, I find in my 
investigation of the subject that there ig an 
acid—some may say insignificant—which the 
poor man also uses, which is extensively used 
in manufacturing baking-powders—I mean 
tartaric acid—used in making bread, which, 
it is well understood, is quite as essential an 
element of life and health and well-being as 
tea or coffee. Now, this acid is taxed at the 
rate of sixty-seven per cent. ad valorem; and 
while the amount of duty received by the 
Government on tea and coffee exceeds nine- 
teen million dollars per annum, the amount of 
duty received from this acid is $57,707 only. 
Why, if we do not make this article free, should 
we not reduce very greatly the ad valorem 
dutiesonit? Manifestly it would result to the 
benefit of the poor man, and cheapen his 
breakfast. Who will regard that as insig- 
nificant? 

Let the monopolists of the country answer. 
They have in their own pockets, thanks to 
their own ingenuity, a happy way of solving 
these interesting problems, more satisfactory, 
I admit, to themselves than to the poor man 
when he comes to take his breakfast. 

But if it be thought unworthy to consider the 
duties on the acid mentioned, let me say then 
in my further investigation I find that it is 
necessary for the poor man and his family, 
when they take their breakfast, to be clothed. 
Now, if it is permissible for his wife or daughter 
to wear an alpaca dress, I would ask why not 
relieve alpaca of the onerous duty imposed on 
it; or if it be not practicable to make it free, 
why not reduce greatly the burden imposed 
on it 

If this article can be bought in Kurope for 
seventeen anda half cents in gold per yard, 
at New York the poor man, if he would clothe 
his wife and daughter in it, would be obliged 
to pay forty-five cents per yard. Now, I ask 
the advocates of the repeal of the duty on tea 
and coffee, if we should not put our shoulders 
to the wheel and insist upon it that there should 
be a great reduction on this particular article 
also, the ad valorem duty on which to-day is 
sixty-nine per cent. ? Would not a reduction 
of one half this amount be in the interest of 
the laborer without greatly reducing the actual 
revenues of the Government? 

What fairness or consistency is there in this 
House insisting upon the maintenance of a 
duty like this, when we want to give to the 
poor man a cheap breakfast, and propose to 
do it by simply relieving him of the duty on 
tea and coffee? But, again, I find on further 
investigation into this subject that it is useless 
for the poor man to seek for a cheap breakfast 
unless he can be protected from the cold dur- 
ing the days and nights of these long winters, 
and therefore it becomes us to ask what duty 
is imposed on blankets. Shall he not be re- 
lieved of this duty also? If we protect him 
in his breakfast, if tea and coffee add to his 
comfort during the day, will not blankets add 
to his comfort during the night ? 

Now blankets can be purchased in Europe 
for sixty cents per pound; the ad valorem 
duty is one hundred and fifty, andin New York 
they cost $1 50 per pound—nearly two thirds 
more than they can be purchased for in Eu- 
rope. The amount consumed of this:article 
in thiscountry is $18,000,000 worth; ‘the whole 
amount imported is only about nine thousand 
dollars’ worth. May I notask, with great pro- 
priety, why should we not also look to this 
item; and if you would add to the comfort of 
the poor man, do so by relieving him from the 
burdens now imposed onthe article of blank- 
ets? Will it not. becomé some gentleman to 
ask a suspension of the rules on Monday next, 
in order to instruct the Committee of Ways 
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and M bans to bring ina bill for this partiewlar 


purpose? Bed-ticking may be added-te the 
same category; the same remarks are appli- 
cables: While this article can be purchased 
in Europe for thirty-seven cents per yard, we 
are charged in New York city. at; wholesale 
yates seventy cents per yard, because of. the 
ad valorem duty of forty per cent. 

Now.it may not be permitted. to the poor 
‘an to enjoy the luxury of. bathing-towels. 
It may be decreed that he must sweat on in 
dict-and filth and rags because of the high 
tariffiand of the necessities of maintaining our 
great’ monopolies. But these. articles, if he 
‘should choose to use them, which he may pur- 
chase in Europe at three dollars a dozen, we 
say to. him he shall be charged seven dollars 
for in New York. Our desire is to show our 
patriotism by legislating in the interests of the 
poor. There is one thing that dur friends.on 
both sides of the House. will coneur in, and 
that is that calico is essentialto the poor man’s 
interests and comforts. . If you do not-compel 
him to live in: nakedness or rags, you cannot 
carry, him beyond or below the: point.of wear- 
ing calico. Nothingis cheaper. Our law now 
requires. him: to pay twenty and a half cents 
per yard in: New. York for that kind of calico 
which he might purchase in England for nine 
and a half cents per yard, because of the ad 
valorem duty now imposed upon all importa- 
tions of this particular class of seventy-eight 
per cent. 

Let those who desire to harmonize the in- 

terests of labor: and capital. join with me in 
giving cheap clothing to the poor man’s wife 
and. daughters, and we will have made a 
glorious advance. 
. I am enumerating a few items only. It 
appears that. cotton cloth in weight less than 
five ounces per square yard may be purchased 
in Europe at seven and a half cents per yard, 
but because of the ad valorem duty of thirty- 
seven and one eighth cents the poor man has 
to pay twelve or thirteen cents a yard‘in the 
city.of New York. The same kindof goods 
bleached may be purchased in Europe for 
seven cents per yard, but because of the duty 
of forty-seven and five eighths per cent. the 
poor man is required to pay fourteen and a 
half cents per yard in the city of New York. 

There are other items in the same category 
which I propose to submit with my remarks. 
There is an item of cotton spool-thread, the 
tax upon which is a tax upon the poor, for to 
them it is an absolute necessity, and it be- 
“comes us to inquire if we cannot to some 
extent benefit the poor laboringmen and poor 
needlewomen in this country, those who toil 
from early in the morning untillate at night, bya 


large reduction of the enormous duties imposed | 


on cotton spool-thread.. In Europe it may be 
Seas tor thirty cents-per dozen spools; 
but. because there is a duty of seventy-five 
cents ad: valorem, we must pay from seventy 
to eighty cents per dozen spools. If I under- 
stand the wants of labor at all, the cry comes 
up to ns from every quarter for cheaper cotton 
thread. Who will say that this branch of the 
question does not appeal. to us as‘loudly and 
forcibly as that of tea and coffee?: How.can 
the needlewoman earn her tea and coffee with- 
out cheap thread? It may not be amiss to 
inquire if some great monopoly interest does 
not stand between the seamstresses of our land 
and cheap thread; if so, I despair of relief, but 
we will labor on; ; as. ny f 

I do not desire to repeat, but T ask again, 
can we not safely make a: reduction here, in 
order that while-we give the poor man a free 
breakfast as to coffee and tea, we may also give 
him an opportunity to clothe himself and his 
family. with a moderate degree of respectabil- 
ity ata greatly reduced rate? Mr. Speaker, 
will yeu allow the poor man a carpet of the 
commonest kind?. Shall he be permitted to 
tread softly upon his floor, or will you deprive 
him, by your enormous duties, of even the 
commonest ingrain carpet? If you would 


seomfort? —-- = he x } 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend yield 


‘tea ‘and coffee upon the free list; and I may 


‘much more salt, fuel, light, and clothing! 
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allow him to entertain his friends for even the | 
shortest: period of time which in his poverty 
and destitution he may desire to do, then I 
ask you to consider the propriety of reducing 
the ‘duty upon ingrain carpets, so that the 
articlé which may be purchased in the foreign 
markets for eighty cents. a yard, may not cost 
him here $1 40 a yard... 1 do not: say that & 
common ingrain: carpet is: a necessity, but 
who would:deprive the poor man: òf so slight a 


to me fora word? . . me ae i 
Mr. BIRD: . I will yield fora question. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE.. A word first, and 
then a question predicated upon it. I was one 
‘of those here iwho: voted the:other day to put 


be‘allowed to add that if I could do so I would 
pat every. article upon the free list that it is 
possible to put there. Now, sir, I concur in 
what my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. BRD] 
says, and I will strike hands with him, and will 
put the poor man at the breakfast-table not 
only with his tea-and' coffee free, but with his 
hat, shoes, his clothing and blankets free ; I 
‘will join hands in that with him. Now I ask 
the gentleman this question: if I cannot give 
to the poor man all i could-desire to give him, 
shall I refuse togive him what I may or can do? 

Mr. BIRD. Í am exceedingly obliged to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Wurr- 
THORNE] for his inquiry: The question suggests 
the very reason why I voted against repealing 
the duties upon tea and coffee. It was because, 
in my humble judgment, thereby there was an 
effectual bar to the reduction of the duties 
upon those items which are quite as essential 
for the comfort and happiness of the poor 
man. : 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
explain why? 

Mr. BIRD. The votes given by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Wurrraorne] and 
others, accomplished: the very purpose which 
the monopolists of this country have been 
laboring and praying for for the last ten years. 
And they hope to carry this idea further, and 
get us to reduce the duties upon sugar and 
upon other commodities, so that there may be 
no demand made for the reduction of the 
duties upon iron, and upon all those particular 
modifications of iron which enter into the con- 
struction of our railroads, and which are used 
by our mechanics, our blacksmiths and car- 
penters, by our farmers in plowing ‘and hbar- 
rowing, in harvesting and wagoning, and one 
great and vital purpose of the protectionists 
has been accomplished. 

Indeed, there was abundant proof of this in 
the glee manifested in this House the other 
day, when we were entrapped, as I think, upon 
this side into this vote by the cry of “the poor 
man’s breakfast table.’’ We deceived our- 
selves and the country, if it is supposed that 
a genuine work of reformation is seriously 
contemplated. The protectionists desire to 
allay agitation. They know that inquiry will 
turn the public mind against them. ‘Their 
cry will be, ‘Have we not made tea and coffee 
free?’? And here; I fear, they will close the 
door against reform. Hence, I think it was a | 
fatal mistake for those who desire ts benefit 
the poor man in voting to place tea and coffee 
on the free list, for the poor mancan do without 
his tea and coffee, but he cannot do without 
bread; he cannot do without hiscooking-stove ; 
he cannot do without his knife and fork; he 
cannot do without clothing for himself and 
family; he cannot do very well without his table 
linen and-his table ; he'must havea house to 
shelter him ; in that house there must needs be 
windows; he must have light. Yet-all these 
articles are heavily taxed; yes, very much 
beyond the revenue standard, and to that 
extent unfair and unjust to the poor laborer 
of every class. -If tea and coffee may be 
classed among the necessaries of life, how 


Will the gentleman 


“-Will-the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Wnirrnorne] consider this important ques- 
tion, and ask himself the result of the vote he 
gave the other day? Why; sir, these Repub- 
liean monopolists of this country will clasp 
hands with him every-time he comes up and 
casts such a vote, and they will pronounce bim 
aclever enough gentleman forthem. Never was 
a greater charm-to-monopolists than when we 
here voted to reduce the duty‘upon ‘tea and 
coffee. What was the amount of the‘burden 
thereby: imposed? At the utmost not over 
fifty cents for each person in the country, 
every penny of which goes into the Treasury 
of the United States. Yet, upon ‘the other 
hand, where we may possibly ‘obtain a dollar 
for the Treasury from: the duty imposed upon 
iron, steel, and cotton and woolen goods in 
their various modificatidns, we give three, and 
in many instances perhaps four or five dollars 
to fhe monopolists of the country. ` 

_ I insist. upon it that the greatest burden 
comes from this direction; that no genuine 
relief will ensue- until we reduce the tariff on 
those articles which are taxed enormously 
high simply to prevent foreign competition ; 
and that such reduction’ will not be tolerated 
by the great monopolists of the country until 
the last moment. In other words; it has þe- 
come ‘apparent to the iron manufacturers and 
to other great manufacturers that the revenues 
of the Government are now so great that the 
people will not be satisfied without a reduction 
of many millions. -They at once begin to in- 
quire what articles can be relieved from the 
payment of duties besides those which they 
manufacture. They insist upon it that the 
pruning-knife must-not be applied to their in- 
terests. With great: emphasis they tell us that 
they are the salt ‘of the country. Therefore, 
to save these:individual interests they urge the 
repeal of the duties on tea and coffee, striking 
at once about nineteen million dollars from 
the revenues of the country. WE tee 

Sir, does not the statement of the case ex- 
plain to the gentleman the real nature of the 
interest exhibited by the protectionists? Does 
he not perceive that to the extent that other 
articles yielding a large revenue are placed on 
the free list, thereby approaching the amount 
of reduction which all concede’ must be made, 
to that extent the tariff on iron, steel, cotton 
goods, and woolen goods will be left un- 
changed? Mr. Speaker, I arose for‘ the pur- 
pose of urging upon the attention of the 
House the necessity of carrying on this work 
of reform. If we cannot give the laborer a 
free coat, is it not our duty to give hima 
cheaper one? His coffee was taxed thirty and 
seven eighths percent. and we have resolved to 
remove that; his coat, though of the commonest 
kind, is taxed forty per cent.; will he not rejoice 
if we reduce that atleast one half?’ Would he 
not enjoy his “free breakfast’? much more, 
if he had shoes moderately taxed, instead of 
thirty-five per cent., anda hat taxed twenty 
per cent. instead of seventy? Shall we forget 
that he pays a duty atthe rate of at least one 
hundred per cent. onsalt? Can wenot render 
nim essential service by greatly reducing this 
burden; or when we come to that will there 
be many who will turn their backs upon us? 
Who will then cry ‘‘ free breakfast ?”’ 

As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Warrraorne} rose to ask me another ques- 
tion; I will, if he still desires to do so, give 
him permission ‘now. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I-do-not desire spe- 
cially to ask a question, but if my friend will 
indulge me in a remark-or two I should be 
glad, though Ido not wish to trespass upon 
the courtesy of himself or the House. 

As I said before, Mr. Speaker, I am, by my 
political faith, by all the political training 
which I have received, against monopolies, 
and E ‘stand here to-day ready to codperate 
with every gentleman who may propose any 
measure that will take off the burdens now 


-resticg upon the tax-payer-of the country. I 
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am in favor of every measure that will lighten 
the burdens of the laboring men of this land; 
and I think I may say to my friend from New 
Jersey that not only myself, but the great body 
of Democrats who voted with me the other 
day in favor of the proposition to put tea and 
coffee on the free list, will be found ready to 
codperate with him in the direction I have just 
indicated. 

But, sir, I have found, in considering the 
best way of advancing the interests of the poor 
men of this country, that our only hope of suc- 
cess in measures for their relief lies in divid- 
ing if possible those who represent these sep- 
arate interests of the country. For instance, 
when the people clearly see and feel that by 
reason of the duty upon iron they are paying 
an enormous tax upon that single commodity 
which enters into almost every branch of in- 
dustry and every article of domestic use, which 
tax for protection enriches the few at the ex- 
pense of the many, then that monopoly will be 
stricken down. 

I repeat, that the great body of those who 
think as I do—the great body of Democrats 
upon this side—will be found codperating with 
the gentleman in securing for the people of 
this country cheap blankets, cheap calico, 
cheap alpaca. Ido not care so much about 
soda and saleratus, except so far as principle 
is involved, I think that many poor men in 
this country do not use those articles; but I 
would cheapen every article entering into gen- 
eral use or consumption by the people. This 
is my position. Whether propositions of this 
kind be put together in the aggregate or pre- 
sented singly, the gentleman will find me voting 
according to this principle. 

I thank the gentleman from New Jersey for 
his kindness in yielding to me, and beg par- 
don for having.consumed so much of his time, 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, since the gentle- 
man has made a speech instead of asking a 
question, and consumed about all the time left 
me by the courtesy of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Braxton,] I will not detain the 
House longer. 


WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 


Mr. HAWLEY addressed the House in 
opposition to the appropriation for the Col- 
lege of William and Mary. [His remarks will 
be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. GOODRICH obtained the floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Goopricu] to yield to me for 
a few minutes. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman for five minutes, or for such further 
time, if not too long, as he may require for the 
remarks he desires to make. 


AID TO AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, the remarks 
I propose to submit, by the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Goopricu,] are 
perhaps not entirely foreign to the general 
subject which has been immediately under 
consideration. When the educational land 
bill was before the House, a short time since, 
I took no part in the debate upon it. I was 
content to listen in silence to the very instruct- 
ive discussion that was had upon both sides, 
and to express my individual sentiments by 
the votes I thought proper to give upon the 
several amendments, and upon the bill itself. 

Since that discussion, however, a document 
has been placed in my charge, coming from 
my own district, fromthe city of my residence; 
the memorial of the trustees of the Hast Ten- 
nessee University, praying a further appropri- 
ation of the public lands for the support of 
agricultural schools, Thedocumentis of such 
a character and it comes indorsed with such 
names that I have thought it proper to embody 
it in our discussions here, in order that it may 
stand on record among the other reasons which 
operated for the passage of that important bill. 
The original manuscript memorial, which I 


hold in my hand, I will refer, under the rales | 
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of the House, to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. I believe there has been forwarded 
to each member of this House a printed copy 
of the same memorial. By permission I will 
read it: 

To the honorable the Congress of the United States : 

At a meeting of the board of trustees of the East 
Tennessee University, holden at Knoxville, ‘Fennes- 
see, on the Ist instant, the undersigned were ap- 
pointed a committee to memorialize your honorable 

ody for a further appropriation of public lands in 
aid of the agricultural colleges which have been 
established under and in pursuance of the act of 
July 2, 1862. ; 

In discharge of the duty thus imposed upon them, 
your memorialists beg leave respectfully to invite 
the attention of Congress to this most interesting 
and important subject. No better disposition, in 
the judgment of your memorialists, could be made 
of the public Jands belonging to the Government 
than to devote the whole of them to educational 
purposes. But your memorialists will not under- 
take to state the reasons which induce this belief, 
or indicate the details of the enactment through 
which this object can be best accomplished. 

Your memorialists would, however, suggest that 
the appropriation heretofore made for this purpose 
is adequate to the endowment and permanent main- 
tenance of first-class institutions, 


of more. This is especially true of the small and 
sparsely populated States. 

Your memorialists, therefore, in furtherance of the 
views of those they represent, respectfully ask your 
honorable body to take this matter into considera- 
tion, and make such other and further appropria- 
tions of the public lands in aid of these institutions, 
established in the interest of agriculture and of the 
mechanic arts, as will be commensurate with the 
present and future wants of the country. 


THOMAS A 
JOHN J. RE 


JAMES PARK, 

WILLIAM RULE, 

0. P. TEMPLE. 
KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEE, February 5, 1872. 

I may be pardoned, if in referring to this 
institution, whose trustees offer the memorial 
I have just presented, I characterize it as one 
of the oldest and most successful educational 
establishments in our State—an institution of 
which many of our principal citizens, includ- 
ing one of my colleagues upon the other 
side of the Chamber, [Mr. Wurrruorns, |] have 
been students and graduates. The committee 
who prepared this paper in behalf of the board 
of trustees are gentlemen representing diverse 
opinionsin religion, politics, and indeed almost 
everything excepting education; upon this one 
question they are united. I call attention es- 
pecially to a proposition which appears in the 
memorial, and which they have regarded as of 
sufficient importance to italicise it both in the 
manuscript and the printed copy. Their lan- 
guage is this: 

“No better disposition, in the judgment of your 
memorialists, could be made of the public lands be- 
longing to the Government than to devote the whole 
of them to educational purposes.” 

I regard this, sir, as a representative opin- 
ion—an opinion of representative men; and 
as such I have thought proper to place it in this 
permanent form among the discussions of the 
House in connection with that most important 
piece of legislation. 

WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 


Mr. GOODRICH addressed the House on 
the bill in relation to the College of William 
and Mary. [His remarks will be found in the 
Appendix. ] 

SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. SHANKS. 
the House on the subject which has been 
before it for some time past, but to speak 
briefly on another subject which has no politics 
in it. 

I had the honor last Congress, and again 
during this Congress, to introduce a resolution 


providing forthe surveying ofa ship-canal from | 


the south end of Lake Michigan to a point 
at or near the mouth of the river Ohio. 
looking at the map gentlemen will find that a 
line drawn from the mouth of the Ohio river, 
past Cairo, in the southern extremity of Hli- 


r c of The amount re- | 
ceived is just enough to demonstrate the necessity 


I do not rise to address į 


By ; 


nois, to the south end of Lake Michigan, 
almostin a straight line, represents a distance 
of about two hundred and forty miles. “All 
that distance, excepting eighty-six miles, is 
traversed by the Wabash and the Ohio rivers, 
so that there is a distance of only eighty-six 
miles from the south end of Lake Michigan to 
be canalled until you strike the northwest bank 
of the river Wabash. I believe, from observa- 
tions which I made when I was a younger man 
in traveling throngh that country, working 
through that country, wading through that 
country, {laughter,} (more working than wad- 
ing,) that the waters from the north once 
passed through Lake Michigan, across the 
country south of Lake Michigan, and down 
into the Mississippi river. I believe the ob- 
siructions in that direction are only temporary, 
and that by the expenditure of a reasonable 
amount of money a ship-canal ean be con- 
structed connecting Lake Michigan with the 
Mississippi at the mouth of the Ohio river,’ By 
so doing we open a direct line of trade between 
all the States upon our southern border and 
all the States upon our northern border, con- 
neciing, as it may under the treaty recently 
made with Great Britain, with the waters lead- 
ing to the St. Lawrence, so that we may enter 
the mouth of the Mississippi with steam vessels, 
and pass through this canal and come out at 
the mouth of the St. Lawrence. We can use 
this canal in time of peace for purposes of 
commerce, and in time of war for the passage 
of armed vessels. 

The proposition I have introduced asks a 
survey by Government officers with a view to 
ascertain the cost of this canal from the south 
of Lake Michigan to the Ohio river, near the 
city of Cairo. Ido not wish, sir, to occupy the 
time of the committee, but I desire to call 
the attention of the country to the fact that 
such a proposition has been introduced, and 
to say to the House that the work is one of 
great national importance, and one which must 
be constructed one day, if not now. I put the 
fact upon record so that members may know 
there is a proposition of this kind, and may 
examine the map and see for themselves its 
importance. : 

My colleagtie [Mr. Corunn] wishes to talk 
a little about the ship-canal, and therefore {Í 
will yieid to him. 

Mr. COBURN. By his indulgence I unite 
with my colleague in talking upen this sub- 
ject. I think the country hardly appreciates 
the importance of this work. My colleague 
has suggested that in view of the possibility 
of war it may be of great advantage. 
think that in view of the arts of peace it will 
be of much greater advantage. The enorm- 
ous developments in the iron mines of Lake 
Superior, and the more recent developments 
in the coal mines of Indiana, show tbat 
the region connected by this ship canal can 
cheapen the production of iron and also of 
steel in a wonderful degree beyond anything 
that has been known in the history of the 
country. 5 

The coal mines of Indiana, which will be 
connected by this ship-canal immediately and 
directly with the iron mines of Lake Superior, 
produce the very finest coal for manufacturing 
iron in the world. The coal is almost pure 
carbon, and is free from sulphur and phospho- 
rus. Almost all the other coal used in manu- 
facturing iron has to be coked, but the Indiana 
coal, which is found in vast abundance, can be 
used without coking, so that we have the cheap- 
est possible material for making the best qual- 
ity of iron. When I say “the best quality, 

I am not bragging about it, The’ iron has 
been subjected to mechanical and chemical 
tests, and for tenacity and malleability com- 
pares with the finest Russia iron, and is the 
best iron in the world for the manufacture of 
Bessemer steel. Heretofore the Bessemer 
steel made in this country has beeu made in 
large part from iron imported from England. 


| No American pig was found fit for this use. 
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. Before the Indiana iron was discovered it was 
necessary. to import iron from England, but 
now, from this pig iron, Bessemer steel can be 
made at oncey.and more cheaply than any- 
where else: 

This. canal will connect Lake Michigan with 
the. Wabash river, which runs for more than 
a hundred ‘miles through the block-coal re- 
gion.: I would suggest to the House and the 
country. that this is a matter of national im- 
portance, and I venture the prediction that the 
great block-coal section of Indiana in twenty- 
five years will be the largest iron and steel- 
manufacturing region in America. , 

I have been informed by a civil engineer 
of great eminence that this canal can be 
made almost upon a dead level and without 
lockage; in other words, that the surface of 
Lake Michigan is but two feet higher than the 
surface of the Wabash river at low water at 
Lafayette; that there are no obstructions, ex- 
cept the little ridges and mounds of earth and 
sand that may lie between Lafayette and Lake 
Michigan; that there are no natural obstruc- 
tions except those which are of a very slight 
nature, the ground being almost a dead level 
from. the Wabash river to Lake Michigan. 
This canal, therefore, can be made more 
cheaply than any other one of any importance 
in the world; more cheaply than the canal 
between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi 
river, through the State of Illinois. We see 
now in Illinois the remarkable phenomenon 
of the waters of Lake Michigan running, as it 
were, up hill, the Chicago river turning toward 
its source instead of toward its mouth. The 
same thing can be accomplished in the State 
of Indiana that bas been done in the State of 
Ilinois; that is, the uniting the waters of Lake 
Michigan with the waters of the Mississippi 
river. 

‘The importance of this canal is greatly 
enhanced when we consider it in connection 
with the enormous navigation interests just 
about to be opened up, I hope successfully, 
under the recent British treaty, by which the 
vessels ofthe United States and Great Britain 
can freely navigate the St. Lawrence and the 
lakes. Our vessels can then start from any 
Jake port and go out, while British vessels may 
come into any of our lake ports and aid in fur 
nishing cheap freights for all of our surplus. 
All of our farm products—our grain, flour, 
whisky, lard, pork, beef, tallow, and manu- 
factured articles here—will meet with an abun- 
dance of cheap freights, as we have the carry- 
ing vessels of the two great maritime nations 
of the world coming freely into our lake ports. 

A ship-canal would cnable these vessels to 
be towed from the lake to the Wabash river, 
and load at the various points along it. What- 
ever we have to sell can be put at once on 
board the vessel outward bound, and whatever 
we must buy can be brought in and unloaded 
at once without the intervention of the middle- 
men now at the eastern sea-ports, or the long 
and expensive lines of railroad extending from 
east to west. This project-will place us at 
the head of the market, and avoid the neces- 
sity of going to the ast to buy or sell. This 
ship-canal will be a link in the great chain 
of water communication and commercial 
intercourse which reaches from the Atlantic 
up the St. Lawrence, through the lakes, and 
to and down the Mississippi river to New 
Orleans. 

The harbor at Michigan City will be its out- 
let, into which the vast amount of pine lumber 
needed to the south of the lake must come. 
Already this place is a great lumber and iron- 
ore market, ‘Ihe pineries of Michigan, Wis- 
consin, aud Canada must for ages yield the 
supply, and it can find no cheaper route to the 
southward, The iron ore of Lake Superior 
shipped at Escanaba, and brought to our coal- 
fields through Michigan City, finds the furnace 
two hundred and eighty miles nearer than 
Pittsburg, and: the proposed canal will enable 
the iron-laden sehooners to place the ore upon 


the very brinks of the coal-pits for one hun- 
dred and fifty miles in the Wabash valley. 

To show that the Indiana block coal is of 
great importance, not only to that State, but 
the surrounding States, I will quote from a 
lecture recently made at Indianapolis by Pro- 
fessor J. W. Foster, of Illinois, one of the 
oldest geologists of America, and who, twenty- 
five years ago, became famous for his explor- 
ations and report, made under United States 
authority, of the copper and iron region of 
Lake Superior. He says: 


* Ths distinguishing character of this block coal 
is its near approach to charcoal as a reducing agent. 
It yields ordinarily less than three per cent. of ash, 
nearly white in color, and flocculent in character. 
It has sufficient firmness to hold up the burden of a 
furnace, Itdoesnotrun together in combustion, and 
its behavior in the furnace exceeds anything in the 
history of fossil fuel. It is, in fact, a great depository 
of that substance, stored up by nature and destined 
to last for all time for the reduction of that most 
useful of all metals—iron. 

-"I have thus endeavored, gentlemen, to sketch 
the range and extent of the block coals of your State 
and their physical characters. Formerly the idea 
prevailed and was industriously propagated, that 
God in His providence, during the carboniferous 
period, had created a good-sized goose-pond in the 
vicinity of Brazil, wherein only He had deposited 
this peculiar kind of coal; but all nature teaches us 
that Providence operates on no such microscopic 
scale. I have shown to you that this peculiar zone 
stretches across your State, with occasional inter- 
ruptions, for a hundredand fifty miles; and I thank 
God thatit is too long and too broad to be monop- 
olized by a singlo mining district or by asingle line 
of transportation. Its benefits are not to be restricted 
to a circumscribed area, not to your own State even, 
but to be enjoyed by the surrounding States. We 
of Nlinois have almost as direct an interest in the 
development of these block coals as you of Indiana. 
Self-interest and commercial relations will knit us 
together by closer ties than those of State lines. 

“ To show you how far this coal is required by the 
surrounding States, apart from ordinary uses, but as 
a reducing agent, permit me to quote a few statistics 
compiled by the American Iron and Steel Associa- 
tion, I confess that, to me even, they exhibit a most 
gratifying result as to the progress of our iron in- 
dustry: 

Ilinois. 

“Rails were first rolled in Illinois in 1858.. The 
rails rolled in 1871 amounted to 40,026 tons; rails re- 
rolled, 51,152 tons; total, 91,178 tons, Of the former, 
2,800 tons were steel. Tho first pig iron made in 
poe Product of seven furnaces in 1871, was 65,000 

ons. 

“ Itis a matter of surprise that a State having no 
great body of fossil fuel adapted to iron-smelting, 
and no great body of rich iron ores, should be second 
only to Pennsylvaniain the annual product of rolled 
iron. 

Indiana, 

“A small quantity of clear coal iron was only 
made up to 1860. 

“ Six furnaces using the block coal have recently 
sprung up in the region of Brazil, capable of turn- 
ing out 50,000 tone of pig metal annually. There 
are over twenty collieries. in operation, capable of 
turning out 3,565 tons of coal daily, employing 835 
men and freighting fifteen railroad trains, 


Missouri. 
Tons. 
In 1854 she produced of pig metal only......... 5,789 
In 1871 the amount was.... 82,685 
The ore mined was.. . 268.000 
Rails rolled wwe 8,200 


“The ore mined next year, as I am informed by 
Mr. Chouteau, from the Iron mountain alone, will 
reach 350,000 tons, while that from Cuba, west of St, 
Louis, will exceed 25,000 tons. 


Wisconsin. 


Tone. 


In 1856 the first pig iron was made. 
In 1871 the amount was.. 
Tn 1871 rails rolled... 


Michigan. 


In 1854 the first pig iron was made, amount- 

ANON) Y tOir ddnseve a 900 
In 1871 the product amounted to 
Rails rolled .. 14,000 
In 1856 the amount of ore raised reached th 

insignificant quantity of.. 
In 1871 ore exported... 
In 1871 ore consumed.. 

‘Lhe total value of ore: g 
delivered on the dock, was $35,185,778. 

Now, these States are producing at this time 
more than seyenteen per cent. of all the pig iron 
made in the United States, and are increasing their 
production in an accelerated ratio, and yet every 
one of them turns to the block-coal region of Indiana 
with longing eyes. as the ultimate source for the 
supply of their fuel, and it should be a matter of 
grati cation to you that you can respond to their 
appeals. 

“ Teome now to the discussion of thesecond branch 
of my subject; that is, the facilities for uniting the 
iron ores with the block coals. And first let me say 
that we have been all educated in the belief that 


England possessed certain overshadowing advan- 
tages in the shape of crude materials, cheap labor, 
and redundant eapital, which has enabled her to 
crush out any aspiring nation. This has been the 
tune played upon the harp of many strings, and so 
constant have been its vibrations that we have been 
taught to believe that they were truc. Now,T boldly 
affirm that so far as relates to the magnitude of tho 
ore deposits and the excellence of our fossil fuel to 
smelt them, the United States are unsurpassed, and 
if we fail within two decades to place ourselves at 
the head of the iron interests of the world, not only 
supplying our own wants, but competing in the most 
distant markets with the most favored nations, that 
failure may be attributed—a most humiliating con- 
fession—to our want of metallurgic skill. 

“England has not an unlimited supply of cheap 
labor to rely upon; each year she extracts her coal 
from her still deeper-seated mines, and at increased 
expense; and each year the circle of her iron ores, 
at least those fitted for the higher purpose of a tough 
malleable iron and steel, is contracting. While this 
is the case with England our resources in these ma- 
terials are comparatively untouched, and I trust 
you will pardon me if I pause for a moment to vin- 
dicate the truth of this assertion. The annual pro- 
duct of England in pig iron at this date is about six 
million tons, while that of the United States reaches 
two million, or only about one third. Unfavorable 
asthiscomparison may be to us, yet if we go back for 
twenty years we shall find that while England has 
increased her production only at the rate of forty 
per cent., we have increased our production at the 
rate of one hundred and twenty per cent., and any 
mathematician can readily calculate how long it 
will take, at this rate of progression, to be abreast 


o er, 

“England derives the great bulk of ber iron ore 
from the coal measures and the lias, Now if we 
turn to the great work of Perey on the ‘ Metallurgy 
of (British) Cron’—the most exhaustive ever pub- 
lished on this subject, and where not less than one 
hundred assays of these ores are given—we shall 
find thatin phosphorus they contain all the way 
from sixty-three per cent. up to one hundred and 
twelve per cent. No metallurgie skill has thus far 
been able to eliminate this noxious ingredient from 
the iron ores, or preventing it from passing into 
pig iron, and even into the manufactured bar. In 
the Bessemer process, it clings to it with a remorse- 
less grip. Now every iron-master knows that with 
one per cent. of phosphorus iron becomes worth- 
less, except for bombs and the coarsest castings, 

“So far as relates to Bessemer steel, it is found that 

all the phosphorus and nearly all the sulphur passes 
into the ingot in undiminished force. Hence, all 
the British ores are unfitted for the higher purposes 
of iron and steel, where great tensile strength 
is required; where keen-cutting instruments are 
required; where wire-drawn threads are required; 
and especially where Bessemer steel is required, 
Hence it is, that if you turn to the British custom- 
house returns you shall find that notwithstanding 
England is a large exporter of iron, she is an im- 
porter to the extent of fifty thousand and even 
seventy thousand tons, principally derived from 
Sweden, Russia, and Madras, where the same ores 
exist which our furnace-men are daily using in their 
operations. These are the specular and magnetic 
ores. 
“Sweden is the principal source of import. The 
mines of Danemora, Persburg, and Nora afford the 
principal malleable iron, but in the furnace they 
yield only about fifty per cent., and their reduction 
after calcination—a process to which the ores of 
Lake Superior and Missouri are never subjected—is 
effected by charcoal. The wood for this purpose, 
consisting of larch, spruce,and birch, is collected in 
midwinter over large areas, when the streams and 
lakes aro frozen, and hence Swedish pig must always 
be expensive. Russian pig is equally expensive, 
and its product cannot. be largely increased, for by 
an ukase of the Czar only an amount of timber can 
be felled which shall equal the annual growth. Now, 
for the higher purposes of steel it is necessary to use 
aniron made from the specular or magnetic ores, 
and hence a Sheffield steel manufacturer will pay 
thirty pounds for a ton of Swedish pig, when British 
pig can be had at five or six times less, 

“The difficulty of procuring pig iron free from 
sulphur and phosphorus has greatly retarded the 
development of the Bessemer process in England. 
Latterly, however, it has been found that certain 
hematites in the districts of Cumberland end Lan- 
cashire, of limited extent, were adapted to this pro- 
cess. The consequence has been that large works 
have been erected, and these ores have risen in 
price from fifty to even seventy per cent., and all 
the products of the mines have been engaged up to 
1876: At a meeting of the British Association for the 
Advancement of Science, held at Edinburgh two 
years ago, a committee was raised to memorialize 
the geological board in reference to setting on foot 
explorations to see if the area of these ores might 
not be found enlarged; and recently a company of 
English iron-masters has been organized for import- 
ing from the distant region of Spain ores suitable 
for, the Bessemer process. 

Such, then, is the character of the English iron 
ores. Turning now to our own country, and exam- 
ining the character of those directly tributary to the 
block coals of Indiana, we find that they are inex- 
haustible in quantity and unsurpassed in the purity 
of their contents. The deposits in the region of 
Lake Superior. are too well‘ known to require a de- 
tailed description. The ore for. the most partis a 
peroxide or specular iron, giving a little over sixty- 
nine per cent. of metallie iron, and_yielding in the 
furnace about sixty-seven per cent, It may be said to 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1203 


be almost free from phosphorous and sulphur, and 
fitted to make the highest qualities of bar iron and 
steel.. The experience of the iron masters of north- 
evn Ohio and western Pennsylvania has been that itis 
better to use these pure and rich ores from a dis- 
tance than the leanand impure ores from the imme- 


diate vicinity. ‘The result has been that the mining 
of these ores now reaches nearly a million tons a 
year, which, by the furnace yield, nearly equals the 
entire product of the United States in 1861. No fact 
could be more gratifying to the development of the 
jron industry of the country. 


“The Iron mountain ores of Missouri are of the 
same general character. and are equally accessible 
to the coal fields of Indiana; in fact, there are por- 
tions of the coal fiela where they will hold a monop- 
oly, In both districts occur the hametatic ores 
which have proved of great value for the purposes 
of admixture. ‘There are also in both districts 
manganisiferous ores which are absolutely essential 
to the production of spiegeleisen, on which the Bes- 
semer process depends for its success. Considering, 
then, the abundance and purity of the crude mate- 
rials, and the ease with which they can be united, it 
requires no prophetic vision to foresee the time when 
the block coal region of Indiana will be the great 
site of the iron industry of the United States.” 

Here, then, we have the great central States 
of Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and 
Missouri looking to the block coals of Indiana 
for fuel for their great iron-works. The ship- 
canal proposed wiil carry this material north 
to the lower lake ports, and to the iron mines 
of Lake Superior, and south and around to the 
iron mountains of Missouri, and the great fur- 
naces, workshops, and forges on the Missis- 
sippi and Missouri, The nation has not yet 
learned to estimate properly these great and 
recent developments which will place in the 
midst of the finest agricultural region.on the 
continent the grandest exbibitions of mechan- 
ical success. 

I thank my’ colleague [Mr..Suanxs] for 

yielding to me so much of his time that I might 
make this statement. 
_Mr. SHANKS. Iam glad my colleague 
[Mr. Cosurn] has felt interest enough in this 
matter to say what he has just said. I was 
afraid that no interest was felt by others in 
this subject, which I regard as one of very 
great importance, not only to our own Siate, 
but to the entire northwest and southwest 
portions of our country. I bave not prepared 
myself to make a speech upon this subject. I 
simply wished to advertise it somewhat; and 
as no one else seemed to desire to advertise it, 
I thought I would take this occasion to call 
attention to it. . , 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Biesy.} 


WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 


Mr. McNEELY. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Biesy} yield to me for one or 
two minutes only? 

Mr. BIGBY. I will yield fora brief time 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. McNEELY. I thank the gentleman 
for his courtesy. I desire merely to read a 
few lines from the letter of Major General 
Meade, in justice to himself, and also to Pro- 
fessor Ewell, whose loyalty seems to be called 
in question here. General Meade writes: 

“I am satisfied, on examination of the facts of the 
case, that the destraction of the buildings of Wil- 
liam and Mary college by our troops was not only 
unnecessary and unauthorized, but one of those 
deplorable acts of uscless destruction which occur 
in all wars. In this view, and believing that its re- 
construction under the direction and superintend- 
ence of Professor Benjamin 8. Ewell wiil tend to 
cement and strengthen the bonds of union, and to 
give encouragement to the growth and spreading of 
sound Union principles, [ take great pleasure in 
recommending the appeal of Professor Ewell to all 
those who may have the means and the disposition 
to assist him in the good work in which he is engaged. 
Professor Hwell’s protest, recently published, against 
sectional text books, is evidence of his views on this 
important question of education.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECONSTRUCTION, 


Mr. BIGBY. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
devote the time that I shall occupy to the con- 
sideration of Georgia affairs and the restora- 
tion of that State to the sisterhood of States 
under congressional reconstruction, It is not 
an uncommon thing to hear upon the floor of 
this House from the Opposition denunciation 
of all of the governments in the late insurrec- 
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tionary States as carpet-bag governments, and 
those who shared in their formation and have 
participated in their administration as thieves 
and robbers. Indeed, so habitual has become 
this custom that gentlemen do not pause to 
consider its injustice, nor do they take the 
trouble to ascertain whether there is, in point 
of fact, any foundation for such wholesale 
abuse. They assume to be true what they 
want to believe, trusting rather to rest their 
charges upon the idle notions of a distempered 


-fancy than the solid foundations of immutable 


truth. Their course aptly illustrates the force 
of habit, and demonstrates the persistency with 
which erroneous conclusionsare clung to, when 
such conclusions will neither bear the analysis 
of scrutiny nor the test of investigation. 

That the government of Georgia is not as 
perfect as its friends would have it be, and 
that those who have administered its different 
departments are not as pure as an exacting 
morality would require, I presume no one will 
pretend todeny. Still, I apprehend that the 
most searching and remorseless investigation 
will fail to disclose any great moral turpitude, 
or to discover anything more than occasional 
blunders in the policy pursued. Looking to 
the circumstances under which the organiza- 
tion of the new government was accomplished, 
and it is more a matter of astonishment than 
otherwise that it is so perfect in all its parts. 
Its organic law was made under the most try- 
ing embarrassments and the most untoward 
circumstances. 

The convention that framed it met at a time 
when passion ruled the hour, and its members 
in the performance of their high duty encoun- 
tered every obstacle that ingenuity could sug- 
gest or malice devise. It was the ardent wish 
of the enemies ofthe Government that the work 
of reconstruction should prove a failure, and 
for the accomplishment of that end they levied 
contribution upon their entire resources. They 
brought to the work the most splendid talents 
of their leaders, and, with an industry worthy 
of a better caùse, pursued their purpose until 
the friends of the Government discomfited 
them, and achieved a success that will stand 
as a monument of their liberality, wisdom, and 
statesmanship through all coming time. 

When delegates were to be chosen to that 
convention, its adversaries adopted as their 
line of policy non-action, and no device was 
left untried to prevent men of character, ca- 
pacity, and social position, from becoming 
candidates for the same. Some of the best 
citizens of the State who desired her relations 
to the General Government adjusted, and who 
would have become candidates for election to 
the convention, were deterred from so doing 
by the pressure invoked for that special pur- 
pose. It was a favorite idea with the enemies 
of reconstruction to have it, if possible, break 
down of its own weight. Finding, however, 
that such an issue was not probable, it was 
then hoped that the constitution to be framed 
would in its essential characteristics be so 
proscriptive and obnoxious that when sub- 
mitted to the people it would fail-of ratifica- 
tion, and all the appliances supposed to be 
useful for such a result were freely used. 

Much to the surprise of the enemies of 
reconstruction, however, after three months 
of earnest, honest, laborious work, a consti- 
tution was adopted, and upon its submission 
to the people was ratified, which in point of 
merit was not only equal to, but very much 
excelled all previous State constitutions. Its 
framers, discarding all prejudice, and with a 
liberality of feeling not anticipated under the 
circumstances, invested every citizen of the 
State with all of the rights, privileges, and 
immunities enjoyed by any one of them. 
There was no restriction placed upon the 
elective franchise, save as to persons convicted 
of treason, embezzlement of publie funds, 
malfeasance in office, erime punishable by 
law with imprisonment in the penitentiary, or 
bribery, and idiots and insane persons. The 


right to hold office was not denied to any one 
except for the reasons before enumerated,- 
The road to preferment was thrown wide open 
to every citizen of the Commonwealth. ` In 
letter and spirit it gave equal rights to all, not 
grudgingly, but freely and cheerfully. Indeed, 
such was the magnanimity and generosity 
exhibited toward the enemies of reconstruc- 
tion and the foes of the Government, that* 
they themselves were dumb with astonish- 
ment, and from their reluctant and unwilling 
lips was wrung the concession that. it was. a 
most excellent piece of workmanship. They 
admit that in many of its distinctive features 
it is a decided improvement upon the old con- 
stitution. The judiciary, especially, met the 
approval of the legal fraternity throughout the 
State. They cheerfully granted that it pos- 
sessed marked advantages over former judicial 
systems in that State. 

Under this constitution an election was held, 
a Governor elected, members of the Legisla- 
ture chosen, and all of the machinery of gov- 
ernment putin motion. The Governor, when 
installed into office, proceeded to appoint, in 
aceordance with the provisions of the consti- 
tution, the judicial officers of the State, includ- 
ing supreme court judges, the superior court 
judges, notaries public, &c. The appointments 
in the main were good. And these officers of 
the law, by their fair and impartial administra- 
tion of justice, soon won the esteem and con- 
fidence of all of the just and fair-minded peo- 
ple. In every instance appointments were 
made from natives of the State, or persons 
who had long been residents, aud were closely 
identified with her interests. Many of them 
in former days had held positions of honor 
and trust under either the State or Federal 
Government, and no one could truthfully say 
that they were in any respect inferior to those 
who had been their predecessors. The same 
may be said generally of those chosen to fill 
places in the new government. 

The Governor had entered upon the func- 
tions of his office but a short time until appli- 
cations for pardons of persons completing 
sentences imposed by the courts began to 
claim his attention for executive clemency, 
That he used the pardoning power quite lib- 
erally 1 shall not pretend to dispute. Never- 
theless, much of the complaint against him on 
that score is without just cause. Doubtless 
in afew cases he blundered, and it may be 
that he is open to censure for the grant. of 
executive clemency. There was not that 
abuse of the pardoning power, however, that 
is commonly supposed. Many convicts re- 
ceived pardons, and it was right that. they 
should. The facts of their cases entitled them 
to them. ; 

Immediately after the close of the war society 
was in a state of excitement, the minds of 


| men were feverish, much prejudice existed, 


especially toward the newly-emancipated race, 
and convictions were had with wonderful 
facility. Slight circumstances in the then dis- 
tempered aud unnatural state of the public 
mind were regarded as conclusive of guilt, and 
in many instances verdicts of guilty were re- 
turned upon testimony which afierward, in a 
more sober hour, would have appeared quite 
unsatisfactory to the minds of those who ren- 
dered them. And it was not an uncommon 
occurrence to find those who had been eager 
for convictions, petitioning, in behalf of those 
whose convictions they sought, for executive 
clemency. 

In some cases, the judges who presided at 
the trial, the solicitors general who represented 
the Commonwealth, the parties who appeared 
as prosecutors, the jurors who returned the 
verdicts. and the best citizens-of the country, 
men of intelligence and substantial worth, 
would petition tor the pardon of a convict, and 
if the Executive yielded to their wishes, he 
did that only which an enlightened public 
sentiment approved and the justice of the case 
absolutely demanded. In my own judicial dis- 
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trict, during the entire administration of Gov- 
ernor Bullock, I never heard of but two par- 
dons of persons convicted of crime, and I am 
quite sure that the propriety of neither one 
could be seriously questioned. 

Under the government established in Geor- 
gia in accordance with the, proclamation of 
President Johnson in 1865, a savage and 
bloody criminal code was adopted. Crimes 
which previously had been felonies only were 
made capital. Burglary in the night-time, 
horse-stealing, arson of old unoccupied out- 
houses, which: before had been felonies, were 
ali made capital offenses, and individuals con- 
vieted of any of these crimes were to be pun- 
ished with the extreme penalty of death, 
unless the jury trying the case graciously rec- 
ommended imprisonment for life in the peni- 
teutiary of theState. The Governor, upon his 
accession to power, therefore, found many per- 
sons under sentence of imprisonment for life 
where the crime committed consisted in break- 
ing and entering some smoke house or corn- 
crib, and stealing therefrom a few pounds of 
bacon or a trifling quantity of corn, and, in 
some’ cases, under strong mitigating circum- 
stances. 

When the hour of passion had passed, when 
the people had returned to their sober judg- 
ments, it was not astonishing that a more 
Christian sentiment and a higher regard for 
the teachings of an enlightened humanity sug- 
gested the propriety of a modification of these 
sentences, and in some cases of asking for a 
free and full pardon. It is nov surprising, 
therefore, that the Executive of Georgia lib- 
erally dispensed the pardoning power. He 
was not only yielding to the popular will, but 
conforming his action to the voice of con- 
science and the dictates of common humanity. 
Enlightened reason and impartial justice de- 
manded it, and to have denied it under the 

- gireumstances would have been to have trifled 
with duty and trampled under foot the plain 
requirements of acknowledged justice. 

Whatever; therefore, may have been the 
shortcomings of the Executive of Georgia, 
and doubtless he had his share of them, he 
did not, after all, so grievously offend in this 
particular. In some instances parties were 
pardoned before trial, but many of them had 
been under indictment for a dozen years or 
more; the witnesses upon which the State re- 
lied for convictions, as well as those for the 
defense, had moved away, or, in some cases, 
slept the long sleep of death upon some battle- 
field of the war; the parties had become 
reconciled, and a further prosecution was not 
required for the vindication of the majesty of 
the law, and would have resulted often only in 
a verdict of acquittal. Let it be remembered, 
also, that the exercise of the pardoning power 
was not confined to members of his own polit- 
ical party, but extended to every case where 
the facts: and circumstances rendered its use 
advisable. 

It cannot be said, therefore, that the Gov- 
ernor was influenced by partisan spirit, or 
acted for the benefit of his political friends. 
In some instances pardons were granted for 
good behavior to those who had nearly com- 
pleted the term of confinement imposed upon 
them. In such. eases they took effect only a 
day or two before the expiration of the term 
of confinement imposed by the sentence of the 
court, and had the effect to restore the party 
thus pardoned to the civil rights of a citizen. 

But then, again, it is charged that the people 
of Georgia have been robbed and swindled 
under Radical rulers, and taxed until their 
burdens are too grievous to be borne. While 
there has doubtless been mismanagement upon 
the. part of some officials, and in. some in- 
stances peculation, yet the wholesalecorruption 
charged is not supported by the facts;" nor bas 
there been that amount of extravagance which 
the Opposition would have the country believe. 
For the purpose of arriving at the truth, let us 
look to the figures. At the close of the fiscal 


year in 1860 the public debt of the State was 
$2,670,750. The State was also pledged to arail- 
road subscription of $500,000, making the actual 
and contingent debt of the State $8,170,750. 
In 1865 the debt had increased to $5,706,500, 
besides the debt contracted in aid of the war, 
which was $15,104,726 50, which latter debt 
was repudiated, leaving the increase of the 
debt, apart from the war debt, $2,535,750. 
The public debt of the State in 1868, at- the 
inauguration of the reconstructed government, 
was $6,544,500, showing an increase of the 
debt under a Democratie administration, be- 
tween the close of the war and the adoption 
of the new constitution in 1868, of $888,000. 
These figures demonstrate the fact that the 
public debt under Democratic rule was in- 
creasing with fearful rapidity. The expense 
of administering the State government from 
the 16th of October, 1866, to the 16th of 
October, 1867, under Governor Jenkins, a 
Democratie Governor, was $2,689,363 85. 
The expense of administering it under Gov- 
eror Bullock from January 1, 1869, to Jan- 
uary 1, 1870, was $1,857,825 98, and from the 
1st of January, 1870, to 1st of January, 1871, 
$1,470,021, showing the expenses of Governor 
Buallock’s administration to be for the year 
1869, $831,537 87, and for the year 1870, 
$1,219,342 85 less than those of Governor 
Jenkins for the year ending 16th of October, 
1867. It will be borne in mind, also, that the 
period of time covered by the administration 
of Governor Bullock was one of unusual excite- 
ment; the voting population had about doubled 
in number, much disorder prevailed ; and these 
circumstances combined to create an actual 
necessity for an increase in expenditures for 
the purpose of keeping the machinery of gov- 
ernmentin motion. And yet we find the most 
expensive year of Governor Bullock’s admin- 
istration, $831,537 87, less than that of his 
predecessor, Governor Jenkins. 

Now conceding, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, that Governor Bullock managed badly, 
that he was extravagant and did not properly 
care for the publie funds, that the public debt 
increased under his administration, and the 
taxes were onerous; and conceding further, 
that Governor Jenkins wag all that his parti- 
san friends claimed for him; conceding that 
he was a pure patriot and an incorruptible 
statesman; nay, more, granting that he was 
what the Democracy declared him to be, the 
soul of honor and the representative of all 
that is commendable in action and praiseworthy 
in life—admitting all of this, admitting that he 
was irreproachable in character, and possessed 
splendid abilities, yet we find that the ex- 
penses of his administration for a given period 
of time exceed those of Governor Bulluck’s 
administration for a like period of time—a 
year being taken as the standard—by the sum 
of $831,537 87; and that, too, when the neces- 
sity for heavy expenses was in favor of Gov- 
ernor Bullock, and the most expensive year 
of his administration having been taken for 
the comparison. The -figures, after all, are 
not so damaging to the administration of Gov- 
ernor Bullock and the Republican party in 
Georgia; and if they show extravagance, 
they further show that Democratic rule in 
Georgia is obnoxious to the same charge— 
just as vulnerable, and rather more so. 

On the Ist of January, 1872, the debt of the 
State was $8,618,750, Atthe same date the 
contingent liabilities of the State were $7,083,- 
400, in which is included a railroad subscrip- 
tion, made under Governor Jenkins’s admjnis- 
tration, of $400,000 to the Macon and Bruns- 
wick road, making the actual and contingent 
debt of the State $15,702,150. The contingent 
liabilities cannot properly be considered as a 
part of the State debt, as it is hardly probable 
that they will ever become a charge upon the 
State, she being fully and amply protected. 
The State never indorses the bonds of any 
road until the extent of road indorsed for is 
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then only for a sum equal to one half of the 
cost of construction, with a prior lien upon 
the entire property of the road, and the right 
to take possession to save herself harmless 
at any time when the road fails to meet its 
obligations. ` : 

It is not true, therefore, that the actual in- 
debtedness of Georgia is thirty or forty million 
dollars, as has been asserted upon the floor of 
this House, bus her real debt is represented 
by the figures $8,618,750. And of that por- 
tion accruing under Republican rule a consid- 
erable sum was for property purchased by the 
State, of absolute necessity and great value. 
Persons, therefore, whe assert that Geor- 
gia is bankrupt, deal more in fancy than fact. 
Nor has there been that extravagance that the 
enemies of the new government would have 
us believe. It is, no doubt, true that the 
expenditures have been much larger than an 
economical administration would justify; still, 
the larger portion of them have been spent in 
the State, and help to sweil the individual 
wealth of the people. 

Tt is true that the taxes have increased, and 
in the very nature of things it could not have 
been otherwise. For while the necessity for 
revenues has increased, the taxable property 
from which they are to be collected since 1860 
has greatly diminished. The valuation of tax- 
able property in 1860 was $672,292,447; in 
1871 it was $240,000,000. The assessed value 
of slaves in 1860 was $302,694,855; now, a 
total loss. And the results of the war had the 
effect to depreciate property otherwise. It is 
not wonderful, therefore, that taxation has 
increased. Indeed, it is the legitimate effect 
of the war with its consequent. desolations. 

I presume none of Governor Bullock’s 
friends will claim for him that he was a great 
financier, nor were his ideas of statesmanship 
as comprehensive as those of some of his 
predecessors. Stiil, his purposes in the main 
were good, and under the policy of his admin- 
istration the resources of the State were 
largely developed. During his administration 
three hundred miles or more of railroad were 
built, and a marked stimulus given to the 
diversified interests of the country. Even the 
construction of the railroads, to which the 
State lent its aid, and on account of which 
the contingent liabilities of the State to the 
sum of $7,083,400 exist, had the. effect to in- 
crease the value of property along their lines 
since 1868 to the amount of $14,000,000. 

The administration of Governor Bullock 
could not in any just sense be styled a carpet- 
bag administration. The more important 
offices of the government were filled either by 
native Georgians or persons fully identified 
with the government by long residence and 
citizenship. His secretary of State was an 
old citizen of Georgia; his treasurer was an 
old citizen of the State; his comptroller gen- 
eral was a native of the State. The judges of 
the supreme court and the superior court judges 
were old citizens of the State, enjoying the 
confidence of the people, selected with ref- 
erence to their capacity and fitness for their 
positions, and who have discharged their re- 
spective duties with an ability and fidelity 
creditable to. themselves and honorable to the 
State. And like praise may generally be 
bestowed upon the officers in the other depart- 
ments of the government. 

While the Governor remained loyal to the 
Republican cause, I believe the most rigid 
investigation into his official conduct will fail 
to discover on his part any criminal transaction 
whatever. It was not until he began to coquette 
with Democracy that divergence from the line 
of official rectitude became apparent. For 
twelve months or more preceding his. depart- 
ure from the State we had regarded him as a 
convert to the heresies of Democracy. All of 
his appointments were Democratic. He gave 
his official patronage to members of that party. 
When a vacancy occurred upon the supreme 
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tice Brown, we find him filling that place with 
Judge Lochrane, a gentleman who in 1868 
was the Democratic nominee for Congress in 
the fourth congressional district of Georgia. 
When a vacancy occurred in the judgeship of 
the Tallapoosa circuit, we find him filling that 
position with Hon. W. F. Wright, Democratic 
nominee for Congress in 1871 for the third 
congressional district of Georgia. In the 
Fulton circuit we find him placing upon the 
bench Hon. John L. Hopkins, a distinguished 
member of the Democratic party, who, in the 
gubernatorial contest, canvassed with telling 
effect against the Governor’s own election. 
It is said that of the two hundred employés 
upon the State road a large majority of them 
were Democratic; and the same tale might 
be told of all the appointments made through- 
out the entire State. If guilty of malfeasance 
in his administration it must have occurred 
after his defection from the Republican party ; 
and while all of the pregumptions are in favor 
of innocence until guilt is shown, yet his de- 
parture from the State under the circum- 
stances which occurred affords some ground 
for such belief. It may be very safely said that 
the transactions involving his official honor 
were had after he got the consent of his mind 
to align himself with the Democracy, a thing 
for which the Republican party is in no meas- 
ure responsible. 

Allowing the past to have its full weight, 
every conscientious and reflecting mind must 
doubtless come to the conclusion that the ma- 
terial prosperity of the State depends upon the 
ascendency of Republican principles. The 
Republican party is essentially a party of 
progress. Under its rule, education is dis- 
seminated among all the children of the land. 
It would erect æ school-bouse in every com- 
munity, and for a reign of ignorance, substitute 
one of intelligence. Recognizing the dignity 
of labor, it would extend encouragement to 
all the toiling sons of industry. Whereit holds 
sway school-teachers and ministers of the gos- 
pel can go in the performance of their high 
missions without barm or injury—invaluable 
auxiliaries in the march of progress and civil- 
ization. Guaranteeing all the rights of citi- 
zenship to every one, and clothing every man 
with all the privileges of a freeman, it throws 
wide open the avenues to preferment, and 
recognizes merits only as the passport of the 
man. Congressional reconstruction in Georgia 
has been an acknowledged success under the 
Government to which it has given birth; the 
desolations of the war are rapidly disappear- 
ing, and a people whose energies were par- 
alyzed and hopes dismayed are realizing con- 
stant accretions to their wealth and prosperity? 

Upon the sites of burnt towns magnificent 
cities are springing into existence, and where 
were to be seen barren fields a generous agri- 
culture presents its bountiful harvests. The 
murmurs of the stream which but a few years 
ago rolled along in silent grandeur is now 
hushed by the music of the busy factory. 
Under the influence of their beneficent sway 
all the noble impulses of a generous humanity 
are called into action, and every one, feeling 
that freedom. is his inheritance, strives for a 
higher place in the scale of an honorable man- 
hood. ` In this contest the colored man is not 
indifferent to the claims which society has upon 
him, nor does he underestimate the boon 
which the friends of freedom have bestowed 
upon him. Right nobly has he acted his part 
since the manacles of slavery were stricken 
from his limbs, and he sent forth upon the 
mission of life with all the rights of a citizen 
and an equal before the law. Nor is his mind 
vailed in the night of darkness which the ene- 
inies of human liberty would fain have the 
country believe. : 

Tt is true, that in the arts and sciences, in 
polite literature and classic lore, the colored 
voting population have not yet made much 
advancement; but they are keenly alive to all 
the duties of good citizenship and fairly com- 


prehend the principles of government upon 
which the substantial prosperity of the nation 
depends. Nor has he, asa general thing, been 
immodest in his aspirations for positions of 
honor and trast. In many instances he has 
been compelled to seek position because there 
was no one of the more favored race who 
would consent to become the exponent of the 
principles of his party. It is not strange, 
therefore, that he has been found in conven- 
tions which made organic law, and in Legis- 
latures which enacted the needful laws for the 
government of the country. That he is worthy 
of the elective franchise is abundantly shown 
by the care and fidelity with which he has ex- 
ercised it. And that party which conferred it 
upon him, and which would secure him in its 
peaceful enjoyment, deserves to live forever in 
the memory of a grateful people. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said thus much, not 
in vindication of Governor Bullock, for I 
aspire to no such task, but to aid the cause 
of truth, and to relieve Georgia, in so far as I 
can, from the circulation of a slander that 
must inevitably damage her credit, cripple 
her resources, exclude from her borders the 
emigrant with his capital and enterprise, and 
exert a blighting influence upon all of her 
prospects for wealth and prosperity. I speak 
for Georgia and her government, feeling as- 
snred that every one who makes her his home, 
may enter the race for wealth, prosperity, and 
happiness with a fair prospect of achieving 
success. i 

Mr. WHITELEY. If no other gentleman 
desires to address the House at this time, I 
will move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at four o’ clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. CROCKER: The petition of E. Mur- 
dock and 14 others, citizens of Winchendon, 
Massachusetts, for reform in civil service. 

Also, the petition of Rodney Wallace and 
23 firms and individuals of Fitchburg, Massa- 
chusetts, for reform in civil service. 


By Mr. MONROE: The petition of A. H. 


Johnson and 12 others, citizens of Lorain’ 


county, Ohio, praying Congress to make an 
appropriation for improvement of the harbor 
of Black river, Ohio. 

By Mr. WHiTTHORNE: The memorial of 
citizens of Stewart county, Tennessee, for a 
post route from Dover to Tobacco Port, &e. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 26, 1872. - 


The Vice President resumed the chair. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of February 12, a list of the military 
reservations in and near the city of San Fran- 
cisco, California, giving the name and approx- 
imate extent in acres of each; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in obedience 
to law, additional information comprised in 
the report of Lieutenant Colonel W. F. Ray- 
nolds, regarding a recent survey of the Missis- 
sippi river opposite the mouth of the Missouri; 
which -was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate aletter of the 
Postmaster General, transmitting, in response 
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to a resolution of the Senate of the 80th ultimo, 
the names of persons claiming compensation 
for mail service in Louisiana prior to 1861; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the 
memorial of the Legislature of the Territory 
of Montana, asking compensation for cquip- 
ments, horses, arms, andammunition furnished 
to maintain a military force called into service 
in the year 1867; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Virginia, requesting Congress to take 
up and at once act upon the question of the 
tax upon tobacco, by enacting a uniform rate 
of tax upon all kinds and descriptions of man- 
ufactured tobacco and snuff, at the lowest pos- 
sible rate consistent with the interest of the 
General Government; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. . 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Virginia in favor of the passage of a 
law refunding to the people of the cotton- 
growing States the amount of tax collected 
on cotton during the years 1865, 1866, and 
1867 ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina, asking Congress to 
remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
Crymes, of Anderson county, South Carolina; 
which was referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the Territory of Montana, praying for the pas- 
sage of the supplementary civil rights Dill ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COLE presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of California, asking the abolition 
of the duty on quicksilver; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking the establishment 
of a post road from Shasta county to Lake 
City, Siskiyou county, California; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Ofices and 
Post Roads. i 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of eighty- 
four soldiers of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Indi- 
ana regiments, praying for the passage of an 
act granting a bounty of $8 334 a month to 
all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
for the entire time served, and for au amend- 
ment to the twenty-fifth section of the act ap- 
proved July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers 
or sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of. settle- 
ment and cultivation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce, of New Orleans, 
in favor of an appropriation of $160,000 for 
the improvement of Red river; which was 
referred to the select Committee on the Levees 
of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
James Johnson, of Brooklyn, New York, pray- 
ing that a pension of thirty dollars per month 


; be granted to him; which was referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented a memorial of Samue 
Townsend and others, citizens of Baltimore, 
Maryland, asking an amendment of. the Con- 
stitution of the United States, to. provide that 
no candidate shall hereafter be eligible to any 


| Federal office who is addicted to: the use of 


intoxicating liquors as a beverage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. CRAGIN presented the memorial of 
Rear Admiral Charles Wilkes, United States 
Navy, protesting against the construction of 
the act of 1870, regulating the pay of naval 
officers, adopted by the Fourth Auditor of the 
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Treasury ; which was referred to the Commit- | 

tee on Naval Affairs. ; 
: . : He also presented a memorial of certain 

midshipmen of the United States Navy, pray- 
ing that promotions. of the class of midship- 
men of the graduating date of 1870, as they 
shall from.time to time be made, be dated 
back to a date coincident with the promotions 
of Clayton Richman and Theodoric Porter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

“He also presented the memorial of the 
Globe Sewing-Machine Company, remonstrat- 
ing against the extension of the letters- patent 
granted to Allen B: Wilson, November 12, 1850; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Minnesota in favor of such 
legislation as will restore so much of the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Ripley, Minnesota, as 
is situated on. the east side of the Mississippi 
river to settlement and occupation under the 
homestead and preémption laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota, in favor of additional com- 
pensation to Richard G. Murphy for the time he 
served as Indian agent for the Sioux of Minne- 
sgota; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a me- 
morial of citizens of Michigan, praying an 
equalization of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of John J. Moore 
and seventy-two others, citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, late soldiers of the Army of the United 
States, praying for the passage of a bill equal- 
izing the bounties of Union soldiers in the late 
war, and also for an act granting bounty lands 
‘to the extent of one hundred and sixty acres to 
‘each honorably discharged soldier and sailor 
in the late war for the suppression of the rebel- 
lion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military A fairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of James 
Doherty and twenty-seven others, late soldiers 
of the United States, citizens of Minnesota, 
asking Congress to pass an act giving to all sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines, and to the heirs 
of those who are deceased, $8 83} per month 
for theentire time served, deducting therefrom 
all: Government bounties heretofore received 
by them; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Healso presented the petition of E. G. Butts, 
Samucl Bloomer, and forty-nine others, late 
soldiers of the United States, citizens of Min- 
nesota, praying the passage of au act giving 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to the heirs 
of those who are deceased, $8 884 per month 
for the entire time served, deducting therefrom 
all Government bounties heretofore received 
by them; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of Thomas 
Tollington, Æ. P.. Perkins, and thirty-four 
others; late soldiers of the United States, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, asking Congress. to pass 
an act giving to soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
„and. to the heirs of those who are deceased, 
$8 384 per month for the entire time served, 
deducting therefrom all Government bounties 
heretofore received by them; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of O. M. 
Macham, Frederick Iltas, and forty-one others, 
late soldiers of the United States, citizens of 
Minnesota, asking Congress for the passage 
of an act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, and to the heirs of those who are 
deceased,.$8 88} per month for the entire 
time served, deducting therefrom all Govern- 
ment bounties heretofore received by them; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
He aiso presented the petition of George S. 


Broomfield and others, late soldiers of the 
United States, citizens of Minnesota, asking 
Congress to pass an act giving to all soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, and to the heirs of those 
who are deceased, $8 33$ per month. for the 


entire time served, deducting therefrom all | 


Government bounties heretofore received by 
them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. R. Fan- 
cher, publisher of the Mantonville Express, 
of Dodge county, Minnesota, asking that 
newspapers printed on one side be made legal 
mailable matter at the minimum rate fixed by 
Congress on weekly newspapers and packages 
to newsdealers, and that section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the codified postal laws, now 
pending in Congress, may be so amended that 
persons known as regular publishers and deal- 
ers in newspapers aud periodicals may receive 
by mail such quantities of either.as they may 
require, in bulk, whether. wholly or in part 
printed, and pay the postage thereon, as re- 
ceived, at the same rates pro rata as regular 
subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly in advance ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented three memorials of citi- 
zens of Minnesota, late soldiers and sailors 
of the United States Army and Navy, praying 
a modification of the homestead law of 20th 
of May, 1862, and the acts amendatory there- 
of, so that the time which the soldier or sailor 
served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States dpring the war of the rebellion, after 
two years’ actual residence upon his home- 
stead, may be deducted from the term of five 
years’ residence which the act now requires 
before he can acquire title thereto; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I present 
the petition of George B. Loring, of Massa- 
chusetts; Ezra Cornell, of New York; A. S. 
Welch, of lowa; William W. Folwell, of Min- 
nesota; J. B. Bowman, of Kentucky; J. M. 
Gregory, of Ilinois; J. H. Twombly, of Wis- 
consin; William S. Clark, of Massachusetts, 
and T. C. Abbott, of Michigan, who compose a 
committee appointed by a convention held in 
Washington city, February 15, 16, and 17, 
1872, under a call issued by the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, praying that Congress donate 
to the several States and Territories public 
lands in the ratio of their population for the 
purpose of establishing agricultural colleges. 
This subject has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, but as this 
memorial comes from parties representing 
agriculture, I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying the organization 
of an additional district court of the United 
States in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, d 

Mr. NORWOOD. I present the memorial 
of William Duncan. and others, citizens of 
Georgia, praying for the establishment of what 
is known as "the Exchequer of the United 
States of America;’’ and as this is a subject 


of vast importance, I move that the memorial 


be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. SPENCER presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Alabama, asking.that the 
time be. extended for selecting swamp and 
overflowed lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. ae 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
John C. McDonald, of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, praying indemnification for .spoliations 
committed by the French prior to the year 
1861 ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of South Carolina, asking Congress to` 


remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
Crymes, of Anderson county, South Carcliua; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SCOTT presented two petitions of cit- 
izens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 


| praying for the passage of a law taxing dis- 


tilleries according to their actual capacity, to 
be ascertained by practical men; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of ninety- 
five citizens of East Freedom township, Blair 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against, 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country; which 
was ordered to lie-on the table. 

He also presented three memorials of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army 
of the United States, praying for the passage 
of an act granting a bounty of $8 833 a month 
to all honorably discharged soldiers aud sail- 
ors for the entire time served, and for an amend- 
ment to the twenty-fifth section of the act ap- 
proved July 15, 1870, so as to permit soldiers 
or sailors to enter the amount of land therein 
allowed without the requirements of settlement 
and cultivation; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a petition very num- 
erously signed by citizens of Iron Mountain, 
in the State of Missonri, who petition that 
such discriminating duties shall be levied on 
all imported manufactures as will render sub- 
stantial protection to the labor of our hands. 
This petition is a long one, stating many rea- 
sons why this should be done. I will not de- 
tain the Senate by reading them, but will ask 
to read the conclusion of their memorial. 
They conclude their memorial iv these terms: 

“We have seen the printed petitions sent out by 
the Free Trade League in favor of heavy duties on 
tea and coffee, but for free trade on the manufac- 


tures produced by the labor of England and other 


foreign countries; but we think these petitions are 


not entitled to much weight, as it is a notorious fact 
that the league is operating for alien employés sus- 
tained chiefly by British subscriptions, a feature 
sufficient at least to suggest the inquiry whether 
such mission work is carried on for the prosperity 
and gain of England, or for charity and kindness to 
the people of the United States. 

“Tn conclusion, we refer to the fact that nineteen 
twentieths of the voting population of the country 
depend on labor for maintenance and happiness. We 
therefore claim all the mechanical and machinery 
work required to supply the demandsof our coun- 
trymen for every description of manufacture, as an 
inalienable right of American citizenship, and this 
right wesball insist upon at all hazards, and a brave, 
intelligent, and free people will spring to their feet 
in defense of their industries as they wouldin defense 
of the flag should foreign foes invade our soil.” 

This subject having been reported upon by 
dhe Committee on Finance, I move that the 
petition lie onthe table, 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of 
William W. Garland, a citizen of Augusta, 
Woodruff. county, Arkansas, praying for the 
removal. of . his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the select. Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of 
Cyrus McGlashan, publisher of the Spectator, 
of Noble county, Obio, praying an amend- 
ment’ to section one hundred and sixty-two 
of the bill for the revision and consolidation 
of the statutes relating to the Post Office 
Department ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial 
of Joshua R. Sands, heir and co-heir of Com- 
fort and Joshua Sands, late of the city of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying indemnification 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801; which was ordered to. lie on 
the table. : : 

He also presented a memorial numerously 
signed by citizens of Onondaga county, New 
York, protesting against any:arrangement by 
which domestic industry: shall be exposed to 
foreign. competition; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition 
signed by a large number of dairymen in the 
State of New York, setting forth the import- 
ance of having pure salt for their purposes, and 
for that reason among others remonstrating 
against the removal of the duties upon foreign 
salt, because, as they say, it will bring into the 
market a cheaper and less pure commodity of 
that kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This. petition 
will lie on the table, as the Committee on 
Finance have reported on that subject among 
others. 

Mr. POOL presented a resolution of the 
North Carolina agricultural and industrial con- 
vention, expressing satisfaction at the efforts 
of Professor Maury to secure the establishment 
of international codperation in a general sys- 
tematic plan of telegraphic meterological ob- 
servations and crop reports in order to enable 
the agriculturist to obtain the full benefit of his 
labors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
petition of John Webster, of Washington city, 
praying payment for brick furnished for con- 
structing a fence around the congressional gar- 
den; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

On motion of Mr. CORBETT, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of Charles Weile be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, transmitting the preliminary report 
of Dr. E. C. Wines, appointed under a joint 
resolution of Congress of the 7th of March, 
1871, as commissioner of the United States to 
the international congress on the prevention 
and repression of crime, including penal and 
reformatory treatment; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY M, CLARK. 

Mr. BOREMAN. .I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to call up Senate bill No. 
230, and with the permission of the Senate I 
will make a statement before the Chair asks 
for objections to my request. 

This bill passed both Houses at the last 
session of the last Congress, and was lost in 
transmission to the President, else it would 
have been a law. It appropriates $1,202 to 
Mrs. Clark, the widow of Leonard Clark. He 
was employed by General Reynolds as a scout 
in 1861, was captured, carried to Richmond, 
and kept in prison for nearly two years. This 
bill proposes to pay his widow the per diem 
agreed upon between General Reynolds and 
him for the time that he was in service. That 
is the whole of the case. Mr. Clark was after- 
ward appointed by me and commissioned as a 
lieutenant in one of our regiments, and was 
killed at Moorfield in a pretty hard-contested 
fight. I trust the Senate will pass the bill. I 
have here the report of the committee in writing 
containing the statement I have made. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 280) for the relief of Mary M. 
Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased. It 
proposes to appropriate to Mary M. Clark, 
widow of Leonard Clark, late of Harrison 
county, West Virginia, deceased, $1,202, in 
full payment for services rendered by Leonard 
Clark as a scout in the employ of General J. 
J. Reynolds, and for the period of his captivity 
in the rebel prisons from July 30, 1861, until 
his exchange, March 18, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 


R. No. 1342) supplementary to the act entitled 
“An act to prevent the extermination of fur- 
bearing animals in Alaska,’’ reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 418) to authorize clerks of circuit and 
district courts of the United States to appoint 
deputies, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 81) to provide 
stenographers for the circuit courts of the 
United States, reported adversely thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
703) to release the title of the United States 
to certain lands in Michigan City, Indiana; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 704) to provide for the removal of the 
Flathead and other Indians from the Bitter 
Root valley, in the Territory of Montana; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the-Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a biil (S. 
No. 705) for the relief of John Cleghorn, late 
register of the land office at Sioux City, 
lowa; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 706) to authorize the continuance of mail 
steamship service between the United States 
and Cuba; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to say that I intro- 
duce this bill by request, expressing now no 
opinion as to its merits. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 707) to regulate the weighing of im- 
ported merchandise for the ascertainment of 
duty, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. I introduce this billalso 
for examination at this time, expressing no 
opinion upon its merits. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S.-No. 708) to pay clerks in the offices of the 
adjutant general, quartermaster general, and 
commissary general, at Salem, Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 709) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of acustom-house and post office at Shreve- 
port, Louisiana; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


| aud ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 710) to refund certain duties paid by the 
Winona and St. Peter’s Railroad Company ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
711) explanatory of joint resolution approved 
July 11, 1870, entitled ‘‘Joint resolution 
amendatory of joint resolution for the relief 
of certain officers of the Army, approved July 


26, 1866; which was read twice by its title, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 712) to remove the legal disabilities of 
persons incurred by reason of the late rebel- 
lion, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 718) to authorize the Washington City and 
Point Lookout Railroad Company to extend a 
railroad into and within the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE, 


Mr. CAMERON. I now ask the Senate to 
take up the bill I reported several days ago 
for the purpose ofallowing some young Japan- 
ese to be educated at West Point. I have not 
called it up heretofore because of the absence 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 
He is in the Senate now, and I should be glad 
to have the Senate take up the bill this morn- 
ing and dispose of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to offer a 
resolution first. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will, if it is important ; 
but I think I may as well be allowed to call up 
this bill. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to inter- 
fere with the Senator. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT, A Senate resolu- 
tion has priority, if the Senator from New 
York insists upon it. , 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihope he will not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not mean to object 
to the bill of my honorable friend, but I ask 
him if he will allow me to offer this small 
matter of morning business. 

Mr. CAMERON. Of course, I give way 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. I offer a resolution, to 
which I think there will be no objection, and 
if there be no objection I ask for its present 
consideration : : 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in 
his judgment not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the Senate of the number of rec- 
ommendations for appointments to or removals from 
office, so far as the same can be ascertained, made to 
the present Administration by persons now Senators 
from the States of New York, Missouri, Illinois, and 
Nebraska respectively, giving such particulars as 
may be given in regard to such recommendations, 
and in regard to the persons whose appointment or 
removal was proposed, together with a statement 
of the number of cases in which action was taken 
in accordance with such recommendations respect- 
ively, and of the number of persons so respectively 
appointed who have been removed; and also, 
whether any Senators have solicited or asked ap- 
pointments or removals in any sense other than 
transmitting papers or stating the character and 
qualifications either of applicants or of those who 
vouched for applicants, and if so, what Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a call 
for executive information. Is there objection 
to its present consideration ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to offer an 
amendment to the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Anamendment 
will be in order if the resolution is not objected 
to. If there is no objection, the resolution is 
now before the Senate for present considera- 
tion. here appears to be no objection, and 
it is before the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to include South 
Carolina. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I accept that amendment, 

Mr. POMEROY. I thoughtall the States 
were included. : ; 

Mr. CONKLING. No, all the States are not 
in, and for the simple reason that all the States 
have not been drawn in. question, but more 
especially because it will take a great while 
and make a great demand npon the clerical 
force, and if Senators will allow the States 
named in the resolution to be inquired of, 
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they can hereafter. inquire of as many more 
as they please.. aa ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York has modified the resolution, 

_and'the Secretary will report it as modified. 

“ -The Chief Clerk read the resolution as mod- 
ified. by the insertion of ‘South Carolina.” 
i Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, I move to 
amend:so that the resolution shall read ‘‘and 
that-this investigation be extended to all other 
States,”’ so that it shall include a full state- 
ment of all the recommendations of all the 
Senators from all the States. I have no doubt 
it will be a very interesting document. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would 
allow me to ask a question before he takes his 


seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Nebraska moves to amend the resolution by 
striking out the specific States and inserting 
‘ Senators from all the States.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator sub- 
mits his amendment, E ask his attention for 
one moment. I ask him if it would not be 
equally agreeable to him in a separate reso- 
lution, the form. of which there is no trouble 
in preparing, to demand this additional in- 
formation, . My purpose is to get presently 
the information for which I call. Now, if the 
resolution.is loaded down by a call for all the 
recommendations made by all the members 
of this body, it will postpone for weeks and 
possibly for months an answer to the resolu- 
tion. Therefore Lask the Senator in court- 
esy to allow me to get the information I want 
as to my own State and two or three others; 
and- then he can demand, in a moment if he 
pleases, by a separate resolution, the informa- 
tion touching all other States. I have no objec- 
tion to it in the world, but I would like, if we 
can, for use before much time elapses, t have 
the information pointed out in this resolution, 
and-for particular reasons which the Senator 
understands. 

I do not wish to bring on any debate at this 
time, nor do I wish to make any remarks cal- 
culated to arouse opposition anywhere; but 
certain Senators here have been spoken of as 
“ clinging to the skirts of power'’—I believe 
I quote correctly the phrase. We all under- 
stand what that means. Now, in reference to 
Senators so pointed at and so poiating, I have 
offered this resolution. It will not stand at 
allin the way of the information sought by the 
Senator from Nebraska, and I again ask him 
to withhold his amendment from this resolu- 
tion, promising him that I will vote for, and I 
am sure all others will vote for his call, when- 
ever he chooses to offer it in a separate resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, my attention 
was: especially called to this mode of partial 
investigation when, a short time since, the Sen- 
ator from.New -York pointed a resolution of 
investigation toward the Senator from Massa- 
chusétts and the Senator from Missouri. 
` Mr. CONKLING. Massachusetts is not 
named in the resolution. 

Mr. TIPTON. I was remarking, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that my attention to this partial mode 
of investigation had been called by the fact 
that recently the peniteutiary was indicated 
and fines and penalties indicated toward the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator 
from Missouri in a resolution of investigation. 
I do not believe in that mode of investigation, 
I believe in a mode of investigation that is fair 
as-to all, and that reaches every case. There 
is no investigation that can be made here 
which can for a single moment give me any 
trouble—not the least in the world; but I ask 
that ‘this investigation shall include all the 
Senate, and that no man shall undertake now 
or at any. other time to dodge a fair, mauly, 
descent-investigation. I do not understand 
why an investigation is to be limited as is here 
proposed, and donot understand from the fact 
that it was so limited'the other day in his res- 
olution as to two Setiators it is to be limited 


this morning again. I wish a general invest- 
igation. We have fallen upon the days of 
investigation, and I trust that we shall act as 
if we were in favor of investigation. 

Mr. CONKLING. I only wishto say (though 
itis hardly necessary to say) that I have offered 
no amendment naming any Senators whatever. 
The Senator from Nebraska refers to an in- 
stance in which Senators chose to consider 
themselves as included in an investigation. I 
have offered no such resolution; nor shall I 
do so. This resolution demands recommend- 
ations of my own; I name my State first, and [ 
name other States recommendations from which 
have come in question. And now I ask the 
Senate to exclude this amendment, although 
I will vote for it separately, merely because I 
wish to get an answer in season, in place of 
making the inquiry so broad that with all the 
employment of clerical foree it will take 
weeks and months to answer. That is the 
only reason, and I repeat I will vote for the 
Senator’s proposition at any moment as a sep- 
arate resolution, and I am sure I can answer 
for both sides of the Chamber; but now I ask 
that the resolution may go as it is. 

Mr, TIPTON. Is the question upon my 
amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. TIPTON. Upon that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas avd nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska is to strike out 
the States specifically named and insert ‘‘the 
Senators from the various States of the Union.”’ 

Mr. HARLAN. I should like to have the 
resolution read and the amendment read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The original 


New York will be read, and then the amend- 
‘ment of the Senator from Nebraska, 

The Cuf Cuers. The resolution is as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in 
his judgment not incompatible with the publie in- 
terest, to inform the Senate of the number of recom- 
mendations for appointments to or removals from 
office, so far as the same can be ascertained, made 
to the present Administration by persons now Sen- 
ators from the States of New York, Missouri, Lili- 
nois, Nebraska, and South Carolina, respectively, 
giving such particulars as may be given in regard to 
such recommendations, and in regard to the persons 
whose appointment or removal was proposed, to- 
gether with a statement of the number of cases in 
which action was taken in accordance with such 
recommendations, respectively, and the number of 
persons so respectively appointed that have beon 
removed; and also whether any Senators have soli- 
cited or asked appointments or removalsin any sense 
other than transmitting papers or. stating the char- 
acter and qualifications either of applicants or of 
those who vouched for applicants; and if so, what 
Senators? 

The amendment is to strike out the words, 
“the States of New York, Missouri, Illinois, 
Nebraska, and South Carolina,” and insert 
“ the several States of the Union.” 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I shall vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska, because I believe the 
original resolution is manifestly unfair. Aside 
from any political questions involved that have 
sprung out of the recent debates in this body, 
it is in itself unjust to Senators from four par- 
ticular States to call out a report of their rec- 
ommendations to office and the action had 
upon them without giving in the same report 
an-opportunity for the publie to judge of the 


comparing them with the number and extent 
of. recommendations from other Senators. 
And-if it be looked at as a resolution which 
has grown out of the recent discussions in this 
body, it is still more evidently unfair that the 
| Senators from the- particular States named 
should aloné have their conductin this respect 
investigated. - I think justice to all of us mani- 
festly requires that if the resolation is to pass 
at all it should embrace the entire Senate. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I see that 
two of the Senators aimed at by the resolation 
| have just taken their seats; but I was about 


real character of those recommendations by 


resolution as modified by the Senator from | 


to call the attention of the Senate to the cir- 
eumstance that this resolution was pressed in 
their absence. Doubtless the Senator from 
New York had-not observed their absence ; 
but here is a resolution distinctly aimed at the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
Missouri, and it was pressed to a vote be- 
hind their backs. I did not like the look of 
that. I welcome, though, inquiry of every 
kind. There is no resolution that can be 
introduced having that in view which will not 
have my support; but it must be broad, it 
must be equal, it must be applicable to all; 
and Ido not think it should be pressed behind 
the back of anybody concerned. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, one re- 
mark of the Senator from Massachusetts 
leads me to say that I did not know that any 
of the Senators included here, that he refers 
to, were absent. On the contrary, some mo- 
ments ago I saw the honorable Senator from 
Missouri, now nearest me, [ Mr. Scuurz,] inthe 
Chamber; and therefore, certainly, it was not 
behind his back. 

I beg to say further to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry,] that if 
any Senator from a State included here objects 
to this, I shall be very glad to strike him out, 
and indeed I will be quite candid and say that 
my own recommendations to office are those 
which I seek in preference to the recommend- 
ations of any other Senator, and therefore I 
have named my own State first; and now I 
repeat thatif there be any Senator included in 
this resolution who wishes his name to be 
omitted, I will be very glad to omit it, and 
I will omit every name and every reference 
except the reference to myself and my own 
recommendations and the history of my own 
connection with this Administration, touching 
appointments and removals, which I would 
like very much to have. 

Mr. SCHURZ. As I was absent when the 
resolution was introduced, I desire to have it 
read, so that I may know what it contains. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. LOGAN. Tonly rise for the purpose 
of saying that this seems to me to be a singu- 
lar resolution. I perceive that it applies to the 
States of Illinois, Missouri, New York, and 
South Carolina. Ifthe Senator from New York 
wants any information so faras lam concerned, 
I being from Illinois, I can give it to him now, 
I have recommended a great many people, 
a great many more than I have ever had 
appointed. {Laughter.] Ido not know that 
1 have not recommended two hundred; I sup- 
pose at least that many, and I am not ashamed 
of it. If the Senator wants any information 
in reference to me I can disclose it without 
troubling him. JI have recommended every- 
body that has asked me who was a decent man, 
and would do it again. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when 
this matter was brought to the notice of the 
Senate by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Morton] the other day I did not think proper, 
although I interposed a remark at the time, to 
reply:to his observation that he had seen a 
tabulated statement showing the number of 
recommendations which had been made by 
me. I thought it was a business very mach 
beneath the Senate, or any member of the 
Senate, to be prowling around the Depart- 
ments to ascertain who of its members had 
made recommendations. I did not think it 
had anything to do with the question of civil 
service reform. It does not change the ques- 
tion in the least whether those who advocate 
civil service reform have made one or one 
thousand recommendations for office, unless 
used to show the necessity for reform. If 
could only have been introduced as a personal 
matter, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1209 


Sir, I am entirely willing for the investiga- 
tion, and I want it to goa little further. I want 
it to appear who the sneaks are that go around 
in the Departments hunting after recommend- 
ations. want the resolution amended so as 
to inquire at whose instance the Secretaries 
of the Departments have been engaged. in 
making out tabular statements as to one of 
the members of this body.. I want to know 
who it was that called for the information. I 
want to know whether that tabular statement 
was made out in reference to all Senators or 
only in reference to one. Let us see who 
these persons are that are prowling around 
the Departments and hunting through the 
musty records to ascertain who has recom- 
mended a person for office, and let us know 
from the heads of Departments for what pur- 
pose this information was sought, whether for 
a public purpose, or for personal, mean, and 
contemptible purposes. 

Now, Mr. President, I am entirely willing 
that the resolution shall pass, and I trust that 
abuses and corruptions of the Government are 
not to be covered up by attacks upon those 
who seek to expose them. It is a matter of 
very little concern to the people of this coun- 
try whether a Senator has recommended one 
or two thousand persons for office. It is of 
great concern to the people of this country 
whether improper men are put into office, dis- 
honest and corrupt men, and whether men are 
placed there for personal, mercenary, and im- 
proper ends. I want to see this resolution 
amended so as to inquire further. I want to 
know at whose instance the tabular statement 
referred to by the Senator from Indiana was 
procured. I want to know from the head of 
each Department whether he has prepared 
such a tabulated statement in reference to all 
the members of this body; and if not, for 
what purpose it was prepared as to one of the 
members of the body. Let us have the whole 
of the facts; bring them out; and if anything 
is to be made out of it, let the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Indiana who 
bring the matter here have the benefit of it. 
But so far as I am concerned, I say to those 
Senators— : 

“Lay on, Macduff, 

And damn/’d be him that firstcries, ‘Hold, enough,’ ” 
when the contest comes. Iam willing to meet 
all these attempts to shirk and cover up abuses 
of the Government by attacking those who 
come here to expose them. I shall oppose no 
objection to the passage of this resolution; but 
I propose to add to it,’ after the present amend- 
ment is disposed of, another of the character 
I have indicated. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me say a word. 1 
wish here to accept the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois; if he will be kind 
enough to reduce it to writing, I will adopt it 
as apart of my resolution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I will say 
to the Senator from Ilinois that when I said 
on last Friday that I had seen a tabulated state- 
ment giving the number of his recommenda- 
tions, that statement was not made out at my 
request. I donot know at whose request it was 
made out; but I had seen it, and I should not 
have referred to it except for the insinuations 
he had made in his speech in regard to myself 
and others ‘‘ hanging on to the skirts of power 
for mercenary purposes,’’ and I have a right 
to denounce hypocrisy wherever I find it. If 
any man comes upon this floor and casts in- 
sinuations upon me that I am seeking for pa- 
tronage, while he himself has gone as far, has 
recommended in writing and verbally, has gone 
to the Executive and demanded personally the 
appointment of relatives and friends, has been 
persistent, has been importunate, such a man 
has no right to come upon this floor and cast 
imputations upon me, and I have a right with- 
out being criticised to call to his attention 
what he has done himself. 


Now, Mr. President, inregard to ‘ prowling | 


around the Departments.” Ihave been in but 
one Department during this session of Con- 
gress. Ido not go to the Departments once 
where I suppose that Senator goes twenty 
times. And so far as ‘‘sneaks’’ are con- 
cerned, why, Mr. President, who is the sneak? 
Is it the man who comes upon this floor and 
casts imputations upon Senators, impugns 
their motives, talks about their hanging on to 
the skirts of power, attempt to make party 
capital before the country by charges of that 
kind, when he has himself been one of the 
most importunate seekers for office, and has 
urged the appointment of his friends person- 
ally and in writing time and time again? 

I said that I had seen a statement that that 
Senator had made one hundred and three rec- 
ommendations in writing to this Administra- 
tion. I believe that statement to be true, and 
that it will be verified under the resolution of 
the Senator from New York, notwithstanding 
that Senator said that he had not made five. 
The Senator’s memory is at fault, and it will 
so turn out upon this investigation. As to his 
inquiry who has called out the tabular state- 
ment, I have no objection to his saying that I 
did it, although I did not call out the state- 
ment that I saw, and do not know at whose 
instance it was made out. It was not signed 
by the officers of the Department, but pur- 
ported to be made out from an examination 
of the papers. I have no doubt it wascorrect ; 
and when Senators come here and cast impu- 
tations upon the motives of others, pretend to 
be the advocates of civil service reform par 
excellence, and arrogate to themselves superior 
virtue, and that they are above all of the ordin- 
ary practices on the part of members of Con- 
gréss, if it shall turn out that they themselves 
have been doing the same thing, have been 
persistent and importunate, it is legitimate to 
tell them so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the unfinished business 
is before the Senate, being the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER,] the pending question being the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, } 
to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
CoxKkLING] was adopted, on which the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] is entitled to 
the floor. 


JAPANESE AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I wish the Senator from 
Nevada would give me a moment until I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill which I reported 
some days ago, allowing certain young men 
belonging to the Japanese nation to be admitted 
to West Point. I withheld the bill for a num- 
ber of days because of the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. THurmay.] The Japan- 
ese delegation will be here in a few days, and 
I would rather have this question disposed of 
before they come. 

There being no objection, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
454) authorizing the Secretary of War to admit 
six Japanese youths to the West Point Military 
Academy. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will accept the propo- 
sition to amend which was made by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, by striking out the clause giving 
authority to the Secretary of War to amend 
the regulations. I find by the report from 
Annapolis that the conduct of the young men 
there has been very proper, that it isnot neces- 
sary there, and I think it will not be at West 
Point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania states that he accepts the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio to 
strike out that part of the bill which authorizes 
the Secretary of War to waive or dispense with 
the regulations of the Academy. 

Mr. THURMAN. My objection to the bill 
was to the admission of these youths there at 


- Relations. 


all. Ido not wish to take up the time of the 
Senate with repeating what I have already 
said. I think the whole proposition is wrong, 
and I shall vote against it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be regarded as modified 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio by 
striking out the clause allowing the Secretary 
of Warto waive the regulations of the Academy. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I.was absent in New 
York on business of the Senate Committee on 
Investigation at the time this bill must have 
been considered in the Committee on Foreign 
I had therefore no opportunity to 
examine it there; nor have I examined it 
since. I should greatly prefer if my friend, 
the chairman of that committee, would permit 
the bill to go over until to- morrow, to afford me 
at least that much time for examination, The 
bill is one of sufficient importance to justify 
the request from any Senator——— 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, of course I will—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will allow me just one word 
further to close the sentence, it is a bill which 
works an entire change in the policy upon 
which the Academy at West Point was founded 
and has ever since been maintained. ‘That 
policy was one which looked to the training 
there of a number of young men for the mili- 
tary service of this country, and not for the 
military service of any foreign country what- 
ever. I now yield toa suggestion from my 
friend the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall of course waive a 
vote on this question now until the Senator 
has the opportunity for investigation which he 
desires, but I give notice that I shall ask the 
Senate to take the bill up the day after to- - 
morrow if it is not disposed of sooner. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe 
returned to the Calendar. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There are a very large 
number of ladies outside who cannot obtain 
entrance into the galleries. I therefore move 
that the cloak-rooms be thrown open for their 
accommodation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan asks unanimous consent that the 
ladies be admitted to the cloak-rooms, stating 
that there are a large number who are unable 
to obtain seats. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOREMAN. I sball not object if the 
door on the right of the Chair is not to be kept 
open. I caught a severe cold the other day in 
consequence of that door being kept open.. I 
have no objection to the ladies coming in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the order will be made with 
the limitation suggested by the Seuator from 
West Virginia, that the doors on the right and 
left of the Chair be kept closed. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will execute the order. 


PIEDMONT AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SUMNER. I bave the permission of 
the Senator from Nevada to ask the Senate to 
pass a little bill reported last Friday from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It 
is Senate bill No. 691. It is important that it 
should be acted on at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts asks unanimous consent, sub- 
ject to a demand for the regular order, that 
the Senate consider a bill reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It 
will be open to objection after its title shall be 


read. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill 
as follows: A bill (S. No. 691) giving the 
assent of Congress to the subscription by the 
District of Columbia to the stock of the Pied- 
mont and Potomac Railroad Company. 

Ido 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 
not think that bill ought to pass. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
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Veormont-objects to the present consideration 
of the bill. Waste 
Mr. SUMNER, -Very well. 


DISTRICT JUDGES IN NEW YORK. 


“Mr. TRUMBULL. With the consent of the 
Senator from Nevada, I desire to make a re- 
port.’ The Committee on’ the Judiciary, to 
whom ‘was referred the bill (S. No. 445) to 
defray the expenses of ‘district. judges from 
other districts while holding district or circuit 
courts in the southern district of New York, 
have-instructed me to report it back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that 
it pass. There is an urgency for the passage 
of the bill; it corisists of but a.few lines; and 
if there be no objection, I ask that it be put 
upon its passage now. . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that whenever, in 
virtue of section three of the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment- for the year ending June 30, 1872,” 
passed March 8, 1871, a district judge. from 
another district shall hold a district or cir- 
cuit’court in the southern district of New York, 
his expenses, not exceeding ten dollars per 
day, certified by him, shall be paid by the 
marshal of the district'as a part of the expenses 
of the court, and be allowed in his account. 

Mr. COLE. I do not rise to oppose the 
bill, but to ask the Judiciary Committee why 
it could not be made general. I have heard 
a great deal of complaint on the Pacific coast 
by district judges who have been compelled 
to travel a great distance to hold court. I 
think the law ought to be made general, and 
not apply to one district only in the southern 
part of New York. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is an old subject, 
and the committee did not think it advisable 
to make a general law of that kind. There is 
a particular urgency for such a law in the city 
of New York. f 

Mr. COLE. Iknow of one instance where 
a judge from Oregon traveled all the way to 
San Francisco, and held court there at very 
great expense, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
peated, I suppose. 

Mr, COLE. It may be. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIG. MICHAEL AND ANNA, 


Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take up and pass at 
this time House bill No. 218, simply to author- 
ize the issuing of a certificate of registratio 
to a vessel. i 

There ‘being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 218) to’ authorize the issuing of a certif- 
cate of registry to the brig Michael and Anna 
was read the second time, and considered asin 
Committee of the Whole. -It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a certifi- 
cate of registry to the brig Michael and Anna, 
the ‘property of T. B. Marshall & Bro., of 
the city of Savannah, Georgia. 

‘The bill was reported to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . I should like to hear the 
report read, or that bill explained. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom 
Vermont desires the report to be read.. Is 
there a written report? f 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do not know. The 
bill was reported back without amendinent. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | There appear to’ 
be some ‘papers connected with the bill, but 
no written report. z f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the 
Senator who reported the bill explain to us 
on what ground the bill proceeds; why this 
vessel is entitled to an American registry. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from | 


That will not be re- 


Senate without 


Maryland [Mr. Vickers] reported. the bill, 
and he is not now in his seat. - . , 

Mr. NORWOOD. Iinquired of. the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, and he 
said that there was no objection to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury on.this subject, which perhaps may 
answer. the point suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont. Sart : 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter.: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, | 
Wasnineton, D. C., December 26, 1871. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt 
of your letter of the 16th instant, covering act (H. | 
213) to authorize the issuing of a certificate of regis- 
try to the brig Michaeland Anna, by directionof the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and ask- 
ing me for information in the case, and for such 
recommendation as I may have to make. 

In reply, I transmit herewith a copy of a letter of 
the 19th April last, addressed by me to Ion. JOSHUA 
HILL, which gives the following statement of facts, 
neamly: that the Michael and Anna is a French 
vessel, which sprang 2 leak on a voyage from Monte- 
video to New York; that the crew were taken off 
by the master of the American bark Annie Md- 
Adam; that the mate of the McAdam manned the 
brig from his own vessel and took her into Savan- 
nah, where she was libeled and sold, by order of the 
United States district court, at marshal’s sale, and 
purchased by Marshall & Brother: for $925, who 
repaired her at a cost of $3,278 20, and applied to 
the Department for American registry; but not 
being a wreck, she was not entitled thereto. 

I have no recommendation to make, but may 
repeat that the repairs were larger in amount than 
would have been required had the vessel been a 
wreck, 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. Z. CHANDLER, Chairman Committee on Com- 
merce, United States Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough, 

‘he bill was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

NEW ORLEANS BRANCH MINT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us have the 
regular order. _ 

Mr. KELLOGG. With the consent of the 
Senate—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont has demanded the regular 
order and the Chair cannot enteriain any 


motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object to what 
will not cause debate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous consent 
thatthe motion now upon the Calendar, to refer 
the bill (S. No. 577) to reéstablish the branch 
mint at New Orleans or restore the same to 
the city of New Orleans, be agreed to. The 
Committee on Finance meet to-morrow morn- 
ing, and I desire that that bill shall go to that 
committee. - 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuErsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1823) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic service 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1873, and for other purposes; ` 

A bill (H. R: No. 1670) for the relief of 
Isaac B. Kinkead ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of | 


Thomas B. Valentine ; : 
A bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elec- 
fons in Washington and Idaho Territories; 
an l 
A bill (H. R. No. 1666) to establish certain 
post roads. ; : f 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The -message ‘also announced that the 
Speaker had signed. the enrolled. bill (S. No. 
187) te amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide a national currency secured by pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the 
circulation and redemption thereof,’’ approved 
June 3, 1864; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice President. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consider ation of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. SUMNER on 
the 12th instant. 

Mr. NYE and Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN 
addressed the Senate in remarks which will be 
found in the Appendix. 

Mr. WRIGHT obtained the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. With the consent of the 
Serator from Iowa, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. . 

The motion was agreed to, and (at four 
o'clock and six minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpvay, February 26, 1872, 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burizr, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
four minutes after twelve o’elock. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. LYNCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1673) regulating appointments and removals 
in the civil service of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the select-Committee on the Reorgan- 
ization of the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PORTLAND, ETO., COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. LYNCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1674) to enlarge the collection district 
of Portland and Falmouth, and change the 
name thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


GOEN W. PLUMMER. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1675) for the rehef of Goen W. Plummer ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HARBOR OF NEWPORT. 


Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1676) for the improvement of navigation in 
the harbor of Newport, in the State of Rhode 
Island; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. -INDIAN TERRITORY. 
“Mr. PENDLETON presented a resolution 
of the General Assembly of the State of Rhode 
Island, in reference to opening Indian terri- 
tory for settlement; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
LAND LAWS. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill Ce R. 
No. 167%)*to provide for the more efficient 
administration of the laws relating to public 
lands ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1678) to prohibit certain persons from 
entering public lands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
a ec INTERNAL TAXATION. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. 
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R. No. 1679) to reduce internal taxation, and 
to amend an act entitled * An act to provide 
internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved June 30, 1864, and 
actgamendatory thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. LAMPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1680) to establish an additional judicial 
district to be called the northern district of 
New York, and to make further provisions in 
relation to the courts of the United States in 
said State; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS TO DISLOYAL PERSONS. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
1681) to amend a joint resolution entitled * A 
joint resolution prohibiting payments by any 
officer of the Government to any person not 
known to have been opposed to the rebellion, 
and in favor of its suppression,” approved 
March 2, 1867; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


BUTLER AND PITKIN. 


Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1682) for the relief of Edwin Butler and 
George D. Pitkin, copartners under the firm 
name of Butler & Pitkin, of New York city; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AARON AND MARY ANN TINSLEY, 
_ Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1682) granting a pen- 
sion to Aaron Tinsley and Mary Ann Tinsley; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
H. LOUISE GATES. 

Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1684) to increase the pension of H. Lou- 
ise Gates, widow of General William Gates; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 1685) regulating the payment of post- 
age on newspapers printed wholly or in part; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee.on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL SHAFFER. 

Mr. MceJUNKIN introduced a bill R. 
No. 1686) granting a pension to Samuel! Shaf- 
fer, late a private in company F, seventy-eighth 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to. the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL BEATTY. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1687) granting a pension to Daniel 
Beatty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA SWEM. 

Mr. L. MYERS introduced .a bill (H. R. 
No. 1688) granting a pension to Isabella Swem, 
widow of John: Mershon Swem, late private in 
company D, fourth regiment New Jersey vol- 
unteers ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MULHOLLAND. 
Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1689) to grant a pension to James Mul- 


holland, a soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first. and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN SOUDERS. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1690) to grant a pension to Fohn 
Sounders, a soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNE PENNY. 5 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1691) for the relief of Anne 
Penny; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. PORTER presented a joint resolution 
of the General Assembly of Virginia in rela- 
tion to a uniform rate of tax upon all kinds 
of manufactured tobacco and snuff; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF COTTON TAX 

Mr. PORTER also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the General Assembly of Virginia, 
requesting the Congress of the United States 
to direct the refunding of the tax collected on 


raw cotton in 1865, 1866, and 1867, to. those | 


who paid ity which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PLYMOUTH CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1692) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sell the site of the custom house at 
Plymouth, North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-PRESERVING STATIONS. 


Mr. COBB also introduced abill (H. R. No. 
1698) authorizing the construction of life-pre- 
serving stations between Cape Hatteras, North 
Carolina, and Cape Henry, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Approppriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GRANTS OF LANDS TO RAILROADS. 


Mr. SLOSS presented a joint memorial of 
the General Assembly of the State of Ala- 
bama to the Congress of the United States, 
asking for a grant of the public lands to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Deca- 
tur, Alabama, to Aberdeen, Mississippi, and a 
branch of said road from Aberdeen to Colum- 
bus, Mississippi; which was referred to the 
Committee ou the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SLOSS also presented a joint memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ala- 
bama to the Congress of the United States, 
asking for a grant of the public lands to the 
Warrior and Tennessee River Railroad Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee 
onthe Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLOSS also presented a joint memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ala- 
bama to the Congress of the United States, 
asking a grant of the public lands to aid in 
the construction of the Mobile and North- 
western railroad; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CASES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1694) to amend an act entitled ‘An act for 
the removal of certain cases from State courts,” 
approved July 27, 1866 ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to: the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. - 


RELINQUISHMENT OF TITLE. 
Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (H. RB. No. 


1695) to relinquish the title of the United 
States to certain Jands in the State of Louis- 


iana; which was read.a first-and second time, 
referred to the Committee on, Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DECEASED SOLDIERS AND SATLORS. 


Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1696) to extend the provisions of the twenty- 
fifth section of the act entitled ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army,” 
approved July-15, 1870, to the relatives of 
deceased soldiers and sailors, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first-and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
INDEPENDENCE OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, introduced a. bill 
(H. R. No. 1697) to preserve the independ- 
ence of the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and to fix the actual responsibility for 
appointments to office in the civil service, and 
for removals from office therein; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
select Committee on the Reorganization of the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTORS FOR VESSELS OF WAR, ETC. 

Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1698) for the relief of certain contractors 
for the construction of vessels of war and 
steam machinery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. DODGE. 7 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1699) for the relicfof J. R. Dodge; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BATTELLE AND EVANS. 


Mr. SPRAGUE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1700) for the relief of Battelle & Evans; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and, with 
the accompanying papers, ordered to be 
printed. ' 

RECORD OF NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 1701) to” establish a record of 
naturalization in the Department of State ; 
which was read. first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and- ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN FORDYCE ET AL. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1702) to compensate John Fordyce and 
others, of Guernsey county, Ohio, for property 
destroyed by order of John H. Morgan, of the 
confederate army, at Campbell’s station, Cen- 
tral Obio railroad, July 24, 1863; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of. Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. READ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1703) for the benefit of the applicants for pen- 
sions under the act of February. 14, 1871, 
granting pensions to soldiers of the war of 
1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812, and ordered to be 
printed. 


+ 


CHARLES CASLY. 


Mr. READ also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1704) for the benefit of Charles Casly, late 
postmaster at Hopkinsville, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post. Office and. Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

“REMOVAL OF POLITICAU DISABILITIES. 

Mr. CROSSLAND introduced a bili (H. R 
No. 1705) to remove the political disabilities’ 
of certaih citizens therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred. to-the 
Committee on the: Judiciary, and ordered.to 
be printed... : ; E 
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Sa CIVIL RIGHTS. 

Mr. CROSSLAND also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1706) to repeal the nineteenth sec- 
tion of an act entitled ‘tAn act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to 


‘enforce the right of citizens of this Union to 


vote in ‘the several States,’ &c.,’’ approved 
February 28,1871, so far as said section of 
gaid act requires the vote for Representatives 
in Congress in the State of Kentucky to be by 
written or printed ballots; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
22 GEORGE D. BLAKELY, 
. Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1707) for the relief of George D. Blakely; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
AIDY A. AUTHEY. 

Mr. LEWIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1708) for the relief. of Aidy A. Authey; 
which was read.a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. TODD. 


Mr. LEWIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1709) for the relief of John W. Todd; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT EVANSVILUE, INDIANA. 


Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1710) authorizing the erection of a building 
for a custom-house, post office, and for other 
purposes, at Evansville, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ae LAND PATENTS. 

Mr, KERR (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1711) to authorize the circuit court 
of the United States to adjudicate upon the 
validity of patents or to restrain the issue of 
patents for public lands in certain cases, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1712) to authorize the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia to adjadicate upon 
any claim for patents for public lands, and to 
restrain the issue of patents in certain cases, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
‘No. 1718) relative to the taking of depositions 
de bene esse in the courts of the United States; 
which was réad «first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. KERR also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1714) to regulate the drawing aad sum- 
moning of jurors in the district and circuit 
courts of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

ASBURY E. ANDERSON. 


Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1715) for the relief of Asbury E. Anderson, 
a private soldier; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military A flairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: CATHERINE CARNEY. - 7 

Mr. MANSON also introduced a bill (H. 
R: No. 1716) granting a pension to Catherine 
Carney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. HOOPER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1717) for the relief of John H. Hooper; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to ype Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. SHAEFFER. | ; 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1718) granting a pension to John W. 
Shaeffer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. KAISER, 

Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1719) 

to grant a pension to Henry H. Kaiser ; which 


‘was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BOYER. 


Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No.- 


1720) to confirm title to John Boyer to cer- 
tain lands therein described; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1721) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Booneville, Missouri, and to declare the 
same a post road; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
HORSES LOST IN MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1722) making an appropriation 
of $100,000 to pay the claims of officers and 
privates for horses lost while in the service of 
the United States during the war of rebel- 
lion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 


JOHN B. THIBAULT. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1723) quieting doubts in relation to the valid- 
ity of a certain location of land in the State of 
Missouri by virtue of New Madrid certificate 
No. 833 to John B. Thibault or his legal 
representatives, under the act of Congress of 
February 17, 1815; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAMER JOHN IVERS, JR. 


Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1724) for the relief of the owners of the 
steamer John Ivers, jr.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBORS IN MICHIGAN, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1725) making an appropria- 
tion for certain harbors in Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RACINE, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1726) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a custom-house and post office at 
Racine, Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF REBEL IRON-CLAD ALBEMARLE. 

Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1727) for the relief of the captors of the rebel 
iroa-clad man-of-war Albemarle; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON QUIOKSILVER. 

Mr. COGHLAN also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia, urging upon Congress the necessity of 


abolishing the duty on quicksilver; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ARMS ISSUED TO CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. COGHLAN also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia, relative to arms issued by the United 
States to the State of California; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of 
the joint resolution just introduced. 

The joint resolution was read. 


WEEKLY MAIL IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. COGHLAN also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia, urging the establishment of a weekly 
mail from Shasta City, in Shasta county, to 
Lake City, in California; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SAN JOSÉ MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1728) for the relief of the former occu- 
pants of the military reservation at Fort San 
José, in the city and county of San Francisco ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD RIGHTS FOR SOLDIERS. 


Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1729) restoring homestead rights to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war of the rebel- > 
lion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT RIPLEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. AVERILL also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking 
Congress to vacate a certain portion of Fort 
Ripley military reservation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. LOWE presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Kansas, in ref- 
erence to the erection of Government buildings 
in Kansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER, 

Mr. McGREW ptesented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of West Virginia, relating to 
the improvement of the Monongahela river ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HEREFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1780) to remove disabilities from certain 
persons named therein ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. TAFFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1781) to establish two new land districts in 
the State of Nebraska; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
onthe Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PREEMPTION CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1732) to extend the time for proof and 
payment on preémption claims upon the pub- 
lic lands ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. ~ 


UTAH SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1733) granting to the Utah South- 
ern Railroad Company a right of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
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tee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. KERR. Icall for the reading of the 
bill just introduced. : ; 
The bill was read. , 
PARDONS BY TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1784) to confer additional 
powers upon the Governors of the Territories 
of the United States in granting reprieves and 
pardons, and commuting the punishment of 
persons convicted of offenses against the laws 
of such Territories; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1785) to provide for 
holding adjourned terms of the supreme court 
of Arizona; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT AMENDMENT. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1736) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,’ 
approved March 2, 1867,” approved June 80, 
1870; which was read a first and second 
time, referred sto the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTANA TERRITORY, 


Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1787) to provide for the payment of deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for legislative and 
other expenses in the Territory of Montana 
during the current fiscal year; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

MONTANA MILITIA VOUCHERS. 


Mr. CLAGETT also presented a joint memo- 
rial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana, 
praying for an appropriation to pay what are 
known as the Montana militia vouchers ; ‘which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASED PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS ANDSEAMEN, 


Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 1788) allowing totally disabled soldiers 
and seamen increased pensions; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Comunittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


UTAIL RAILROAD MINING AND LAND COMPANY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1789) granting a charter to the Utah 
Raiiroad and ` Mining and Laud Company ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. KERR. Iask that the bill be read at 
length. 

The bill was read at length, was referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL RIGHTS. 


The SPEAKER. The States and Terri- 
tories having been called for bills and joint 
resolutions for reference, the remainder of the 
morning hour will be for resolutions, bills, &c., 
for consideration at the present time, and the 
House resumes consideration of the bill pre- 
sented under this call on Monday last by the 
gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Frere, ] a bill (H. 
R. No. 1687) supplemental to an act entitled 
“An act to protect all citizens of the United 
States in their civil rights, and to furnish the 
means for their vindication, passed April 
9, 1866; the House having disagreed to the 
motion that the bill be rejected. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to move that the 
bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again 
reported. 

Lhe bill was again read. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to make a sug- 
gestion to the gentleman. from Maine, [Mr. 
Frye.] It is not our purpose to take up the 
morning hour, but we can do so, as the gen- 
tleman well knows, occupying the whole of 
it by dilatory motions. But if the gentleman 
will consent to the reference of the bill to the: 
Committee on the Judiciary, I think that will 
be satisfactory to this side of the House. The 
time then will not be taken up which other- 
wise will necessarily be occupied in the mo- 
tions which we have made up our minds to 
make for the purpose of using up the morning 
hour. We feel that to pass such a bill as this 
without debate is a thing we cannot permit 
while we have the power to prevent it. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say that as I intro- 
duced this bill at the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoover] 1 did not 
reserve to myself any right to change or mod- 
ify it, as I might desire to do, or to make any 
arrangement to obviate the fillibustering which 
seems to have been determined upon on the 
other side. 

Mr. NIBLACK. 
the table. ` ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been twice 
read, and the question is on ordering it to be 
engrossed and read a third time, pending 
which the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. NIB- 
LACK] moves that the bill do lie on the table. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. As the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] does not assume the re- 
sponsibility of controlling and managing the 
bill, 1 would like him to say whether. he will 
not consent to have it referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. FRYE., Iwill not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Aud pending that I 
desire to move that the House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. As the morning hour will 
expire in four minutes, a motion to adjourn is 
vot necessary to accomplish the object of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, {Mr. Expreper. | 

Mr. KILLINGER. I cal! for the reading 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 
right to do that. 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 89, noes 90. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELDREDGE 
and Mr. SCOFIELD were appointed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Leall for the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest, 
as a means of saving time, that the morning 
hour expires in two minutes, and that a vote 
by tellers would exhaust it. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I insist on the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, and upon that motion I ask 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELDREDGE 
and Mr. ScorIeLD were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes forty-one, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I move to lay the bill on 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has |; 


expired, and the bill goes over until Monday 


next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move thatthe 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve - 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Unioa. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor 
to-day to have order. The Chair begs leave 
to say that. he regards the two last Monday | 
afternoons’ sessions as a scandal to legislation, | 
and if members will sustain him is will not be 


repeated. | 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I yield for a |! 


few moments to allow bilis to be introduced 
by members who were not here when their 


| States were called. 


` CHARLESTOWN NAVY-YARD, 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1740) to compensate 
the city of Charlestown, Massachusetts; ‘for 
expenses incurred in curbing and paving. the 
sidewalks of the street adjacent to the navy- 


‘yard at Charlestown; which was read a ‘first 


and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered. to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR PENSIONS. 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1741) declaring 
all reports relating to claims for pensions to 
be official and open to the inspection of offi- 
cers of the Government; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

WIDOWS: OF VETERAN OFFICERS, 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1742) to increase 
the pensions of widows of deceased officers of 
the Army who had been at the time of their 
deceage more than forty years in the service 
of the Government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD, 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee for the District of 
Columbia be instructed to inquire and report to this 
House, by bill or otherwise, what measures are 
necessary to remove the locomotive railway track 
immediately in front of the west front of the 

apitol. 


FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1748) 
for the encouragement of the foreign com- 
merce of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

f ` IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER also, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1744) to 
promote immigration to the United States 
and for the protection of immigrants; which 
was read‘a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MEDICAL PURVEYOR. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1745) to. provide 
for the designation of a chief medical pur- 
veyor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASURE-YACHTS. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1746) relating to 
pleasure-yachts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT GAME LAWS. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT also, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1747) for the 
protection of birds and fishes in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and. second 
time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPRUVEMENT OF POTOMAC. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT, by unanimous consent, 
also introduced a bill (H. Rs No. 1748) to per- 
manently improve the Washington channel; 
which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES: AND CUBA STEAMSHIP LINE. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, by request and 
unanimous consent, introduced a: bill (H. R. 
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No..1749) to. authorize the continuance of mail 
‘steamship service between the United States 
and Cuba; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 
seed ae JOHN J. MORGAN. 

‘ooMr.: DARRALL, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H.-R. No. 1750) for the 
removal. of political disabilities from: John. 
J: Morgan, of St. Landry ‘parish, Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SILK MANUFACTURES. 


Mr, HILL, by unanimous consent, presented 
the following petition from more than twenty- 
two hundred operatives engaged in the various 
branches of silk manufacture at Paterson, New 
Jersey; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means: 

Lo the honorable the Senate dnd House of Representa- 
tives in Congress assembled, at Washinyton, District 
of Columbia: . fa 3 . 

We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of the 
city of, Paterson, Passaic county, State of New Jer- 
sey, being operatives engaged in the various branches 
of silk manufactures, believing that, the tariff upon 
all foreign manufactured silk as it now exists and 
has existed for a long time past has been productive 
of-groat good, and has tended to develop the man- 
ufacture, of silk in this country to its present high 
position, and believing that any reduction of the 
tariffon silk will be detrimental to our best interests 
and work ruin to the trade; therefore, we respect- 
fully petition your honorable bodies to continue the 
duty as it now stands, believing that such a course 
will be productive of great good to the silk-manufac- 
turinginterests, and willtend to still further develop 
the silk business of this country; and your peti- 
tioners will ever pray. 


THOMAS FOSTER. 


Mr. SYPHER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H, R. No..1751) for the relief of 
Thomas Foster, a citizen of Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
- printed; 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA, 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H.R. No. 1752).to appropriate 
$250,000 for the erection of public buildings 
atAtlanta, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES M LILUBY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1753) 
to authorize the extension of the patent of 
James M. Lilley for an improved instrament 
for surveying and calculating areas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and. ordered to be 
printed, 

BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUL CAROLINA, 

Mr. RAINEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented conciirrent resolutions of the General 
Assembly of Sonth Carolina, praying relief for 
the citizens of Beaufort county, in said State; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INVALID PENSIONERS. ; 

Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill(H. R. No. 1754) for the relief 
of sundry invalid pensioners; which. was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOMESTEADS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. SNYDER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1755) to provide 
for the disposal of the public domain, and to 
secure homesteads to actual settlers within the 
State of Arkuusas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the, Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PREEMPTION SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr SARGENT. Task unanimous consent 

that the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 


charged: from the further consideration of | 


House bill No. 1021, for the relief of pre- 
emption settlers in the State of California, 
and that the same be passed by this House 
at this time. À 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections will be in order. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
bona fide preémption claimants who may have 
filed their declaratory statements prior to the 
passage of this act upon any public lands in 
the State of California shall have one year 
from:and after the passage:or this actin which 
to make proof and payment for their respect- 
ive claims. $ 

Mr. TAFFE.  Iask the gentleman to make 
hig bill general, to apply to all preémptors. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 
a general bill. . But this bill is of immediate 
pressing necessity on- account of the drought 
which has burned up the valleys in our State. 
The time in which to make proof and payment 
is limited to June next, and unless this relief 
is granted. by Congress hundreds of families 
will lose their homes. j 

Mr. TAFFE. Minnesota asks for relief for 
those of:her citizens who have suffered by 
fire. I think the best way is to pass a general 
bill on the subject. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not object to a gen- 
eral bill at the proper time. But the necessity 
for this arises out of a special condition in my 
own State. . f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless this bill comes 
from the Committee on the Pablic Lands, I 
think it should be referred to that committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. This bill was: introduced 
early in the session and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. That committee 
favors its passage, and would report it if called. 
But if we wait until the committee is called 
these people may lose their homes before the 
bill can pass the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That committee will be 
reached within the next two weeks; hence the 
delay of a reference will not be serious. 

Mr. SARGENT. A bill similar to this was 
passed by the last Congress. I then asked 
that the time allowed. be two years on account 


| of. the fearful droughts in our valleys, and 


fearing I should have to repeat the applica- 
tion; but the term was cut down to one year 
in the Senate, and I bad to assent or lose the 
bill; hence the necessity of passing another 
bill-at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman 
himself must see the propriety of having a 
general bill on this subject applicable to all 
the States and Territories. ` 

Mr. SARGENT. The same circumstances 
do not exist in all the States and Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia knows that the preémption system 
gives opportunity for more frauds than any- 
thing else connected with our public land 
system. 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe that more frauds 
are perpetrated against settlers under the pre- 
emption laws in favor of speculators than 
under any other part of.our public land sys- 
tem. > : 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be true, but it 
is unquestionably true that large frauds are 
perpetrated under the preémption laws. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iwill tell the gentleman 
just what this bill is. Under the law as it now 
stands settlers are required to prove up and 
pay for their preémption claims in June next. 
This bill simply provides that in California 
they may have one year longer to: do this. 


‘They have: been: impoverished by the severe 


droughts -which have. prevailed in our State 
during the last two or three years to such an 
extent that in some: of: our valleys families are 
in great destitution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise 
order, 
ago, and I desire to know whether there is any 
question before the House. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. This bill is pending. 


to a question. of 


I was taken off the floor a moment || 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD, ] chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, was- recognized upon the 
close of the morning hour, but at the request 
of the Chair gave way that those gentlemen 
who had not been able to present bills when 
their States were called might. have an oppor- 
tunity to do so. The gentleman from Ohio 
then yielded to allow the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. Sancent] to ask unanimous.con- 
sent for the passage of this bill. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr..Morcan] objecting, the 
gentleman from Obio [Mr. Garrieip] must 
resume the floor or yield it permanently. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I resume the 


floor. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the gentleman to 
allow me to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The understand- 
ing was that the bill would go through by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SARGENT. It will not take three 
minutes to pass the bill undera suspension of 
the rules. .I think the sense of equity and 
justice in this House will secure its passage 
promptly, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. If I can be 
recognized afterward, I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to suspend the 
rules in order to pass this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object, unless I can be 
recognized for my motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had this mo- 
ment directed a page to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Morgan] that he would be 
Fecognized next; but under that threat the 
Chair will decline to do so. The gentleman 
from California moves that the rules be sus- 
pended. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a point of order. This 
bill came before the House on the condition 
that it should give rise to no debate. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] is an old member of tho 
House, and understands the rules very well. 
He will at once see that his point, of order is 
not well. taken. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] was recognized at the close 
of the morniug hour, and yielded. for the in- 
troduction and reference of certain bills. He 
then yielded (desiring to retain. his right to the 
floor) to the gentleman from California, { Mr. 
SarGent,] who asked unanimous consent for 
the passage of the bill which has been read. 
Unanimous consent was refused. The gentle- 
man from Ohio then yielded absolutely, and 
the Chair takes the responsibility of recogniz- 
ing the gentleman from California, [Mr. Sar- 
GENT.] Does the gentleman from New York 
object? 

Mr. COX. I object to no responsibility 
which the Chair thinks proper to take, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [ Mr. SARGENT] is properly on the floor, 
and moves that the rules be suspended in 
order.to pass the bill which has been read. 

On the motion there were—ayes 68, noes 
51; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Houtman and 
Mr. Sarcent were appointed. 
aoe BIGGS. Iask for the reading of the 

Tih 

The bill was again read. 

Mr, CONGER. I ask the gentleman from 
California to modify this bill so that it will 
apply to all the States, and then we will pass it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would like to oblige 
gentlemen, but a general bill will not staud 
any show of passing the Senate. Special cases 
will stand on their own merits. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 93, noes 32. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


SWAMP LANDS NEAR BUFFALO, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, by unani- 
"mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1872. 
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1756) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Secretary of War to lease certain 
swamp or low lands belonging to the Govern- 
ment, lying on the Niagara river and Lake 
Erie, in the city of Buffalo, New York; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. [ask unani- 
mous consent that this bill beput on its passage 


now. 

The bill was read for information. . It em- 
powers the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Secretary of War to lease or allow to be im- 
proved, to fac'litate commerce, but not at the 
expense of the United States, a parcel of swamp 
or low land located on the Niagara river and 
Lake Erie, in the city of Buffalo, New York, 
being an unoccupied portion of the old fort 
grounds, as well as any other low or swamp 
lands owned by the Government on Lake Erie, 
in the same vicinity, whenever, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Sec- 
retary of War, commerce may be benefited 
thereby. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. I move that 
the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 

The question was put on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; and there were—ayes 99, noes 

14; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. Is further count insisted 
upon? 

«+ Mr. CONGER. I insist on further count. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, 
the Chair will order tellers, and appoints Mr. 

Conesr, and Mr. Wiuttams of New York. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state to the 
House that this is a proposition—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Concer] was indicated by the Chair 
as a teller, and not to make a statement. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent 
to make a statement. | 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I will state to the House 
that this is a proposition to lease grounds to 
railroad companies inside of a breakwater 
which has cost the Government of the United 

tates nearly a million dollars, and I do not 
know but more than a million dollars, to 
make it, that the water inside may be a place 
for vessels to enter and anchor for refuge. It 
isa proposition to make docks within it, and 
to diminish the water surface inside of the 
breakwater, which has been built at a great 
expense by the Government for a harbor of 
refuge, and to give for railroad docks part of 
the inside ground that ought to be used as a 
harbor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Do the people of 
Buffalo want it? 

Mr. CONGER. The railroads want it, but 
not,the people of Buffalo, 

Mr. DAWES. Isthere any objection to the 
reference of the bill? 

Mr. CONGER. The bill is drawn so loosely 
that no one can tell whether the lease is to be 
of the low swamp grounds on the Niagara, or 
those on Buffalo creek, or those on the shore 
of Lake Erie west of Buffalo. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Task the 
consent of the House for a moment's explana- 
tion. A long series of years ago the State of 
New York ceded to the General Government 
a strip of land on the Niagara river for the 
purpose of building fortifications. The forti- 


fications were structures some seventy-five or | 


eighty feet above the level of the river. The 
Erie canal was constructed and cut of a por- 
tion of the land which fronted on the Niagara 
river. The grounds we propose by this bill to 
lease, and of which the commercial people of 
the city of Buffalo ask the lease, lie between 
the Erie canal andthe Niagara river and Lake 


Erie, and are wanted for commercial purposes. | 


So far as regards the grounds which the 
gentleman from. Michigan [Mr. Coxcer] has 
spoken of, lying in front of the breakwater, I 


desire to say that until that breakwater is 
completed, years hence, no vessel, not even a 
yawl-boat, could lie outside in front of it. No 
one would propose to lease these grounds, 
and this simply proposes to give discretion- 
ary power into the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Secretary of War, whom 
we on this side are willing to trust.to that 
extent, to say the least. We simply leave 
discretionary power in their hands that, when- 
ever the commerce of our city requires these 
little isolated strips of land, for which the 
Government have no use, they may have. the 

ower to lease them for commercial purposes. 
‘That is all there is in this bill, 

Mr. CONGER, If the bill would confine 
this power to the land lying between the canal 
and the Niagara river, I think there would be 
no objection to it. But on the maps which 
are presented here, accompanying this peti- 
tion, there is taken nearly one third of the 
lands which lie between the breakwater and 
the shore in another place. It is because of 
this that members of the Committee on Com- 
merce think it their duty to protest against 
the passage of this bill untilit has been re- 
ferred to that committee, that they may see 
that the operation of the bill is properly con- 
fined. ‘There is no objection to leasing a por- 
tion of these lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Ido not 
think that the bill refers at all to the lands the 
gentleman alludes te. When I read the bill 
on its presentation to me I could not see that 
it referred to those lands. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title ; 
in which the coneurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (S. No, 280) for the relief of Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased. 


SWAMP LANDS NEAR BUFFALO. 


The House resumed the consideration of 
the bill in relation to swamp lands near 
Buffalo. ee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr: Concer] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Wizi1ams] having been 
designated as tellers, will please take their 
places. 

Mr. COBURN. Before the tellers take 
their places I wish the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Wittiaus] to state what is the 
description; quantity, and position of these 
lands. ‘There has been so much confusion 
that we do not understand what lands it is 
proposed to lease. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Well, there 
are some half dozen different parcels of land 
that are lying outside of the Erie canal, be- 
tween the canal and Lake Erie and the Niagara 
river, and the canal has cut off lands originally 
ceded to the Government by act of. the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, leaving a 
strip on the outer side between the canal and 
river and lake. 

Mr. COBURN. 
amount to? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. The lands 
are of no use to the Government, and never 
could be, for any purpose of fortification. 

Mr. COBURN. How much is the land? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Fifteen | 
or twenty acres. ‘There are one or two rail- | 
road tracks now running over it, and of course } 


Ilow much does that land 


no improvement could be made to the harbor |; 


without the consent of the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say one word 
more. ‘The maps which I have seen showed | 
the marking out on such maps a part of this 
land; within the present and proposed break- 
water it marks out about one third of the 
water suface of the barber. Isis on the west 


of Baffalo creek. Now, f the gentleman will | 
amend the bill so as to tyke it refer only to 


the lands cut off by the Erie canal, I think 
there will be no objection on the part of those 
interested in the commerce of the lakes in 
allowing this land. to be taken, but the bill is 
uncertain and indefinite. It was only pre- 
sented for my consideration and that of other 
members of the Committee on Commerce. It 
is an addition to the lands the ‘gentleman 
speaks of, covering a portion of the water 
surface within the present breakwater atid: the 
projected breakwater, for which ‘we are mak- 
ing annual appropriations in order to make-a 
harbor of refuge. at that: point. ‘The matter 
has not been before our committee formally, 
but it-was presented to individual members of 
the committee and their opinion asked upon 
it. -I.shall ask that the bill. be: referred’ to 
some committee, unless it be made more defi- 
nite and certain. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Ihave no 
objection to the reference of the bill if the 
committee be authorized to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
committee reporting upon this subject at any 
time? The Chair hears no objection. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen have 
applied to the Chair for permission to offer 
bills for the removal of political disabilities. 
The Chair suggests that a bill for the removal 
of political disabilities be introduced, and that 
gentlemen who have amendments of a similar 
character to. offer, offer them as an amend- 
ment to that bill. 

Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1757) to relieve from political disabilities 
certain persons therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, 

Amendments were offered by Messrs. Con- 
yer, Crarxe of Texas, Mclnryre, Brey, 
RAINEY, SHetpon, Buckiey, Morpuis, and a 
number of other gentlemen. 

Mr. YOUNG. I wish to add to the billa 
bill which was passed by the Senate in the last 
Congress, but which failed to pass the House. 
I have the word of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Disabilities in the Senate that there 
is no objection to a single name on this list. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Would it be in order to 
add the words, ‘‘ and all the rest of mankind ?” 
That will suit this sidé of the House exactly. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
to the bill with the amendments, it will be con- 
sidered as passed. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Do I understand that 
these several bills are offered as amendments 
to my bill, or as separate bills? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
a vote will be taken on the gentleman’s bill 
with the amendments offered. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I prefer a vote upon 
my own bill, with the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Maynarp] 
attached to it. : 

Mr. SHELDON. Then I object to the pas- 
sage of the bill without the other amendments. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Very well; if all want 
to combine, then let it go. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘The House has already 
instructed the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report a bill for the relief of all persons who 
have applied to have their political disabilities 
removed. I wish this bill might be made to 
cover all of that class. 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire of gentle- 
men who have presented these names, if the 
name of Jefferson Davis is included among 
them. Some of the names have not been read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think the names bad 
better be read. ; , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been very 
desirous to expedite the publie business as 
much as possible. As gentlemen are well 
aware, there is every Monday a pressure to 
pass amnesty bills; and if each shall be acted 
upon separately there will not be time between 
the expiration of the morning hour and the 
time of adjournment to dispose of them all. 
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The Chair has suggested this as the only way 
in which the House can deal with the subject, 
if they desire-to act upon it. i 

Mr. MAYNARD: My proposition is that 
the names in this bill shall be read. 

‘The SPEAKER. That-is the right of the 
gentleman under the rule. ; : 
<Mr YOUNG. Will the gentleman accept 
my: proposition to attach the disability bill as 
already: passed the Senate? 

“Mr. WHITELBY. [| must ask that the 
vote be taken on the bill as it now stands. 

Mr, KILLINGER. Have all-these persons 
petitioned for this relief? 

Mr. WHITELEY. All the persons whose 
names I have presented. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules beso far suspended that this bill shall 
be acted upon without further reading. 

The question was taken viva voce. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the 
Chair two thirds have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I call for the yeas and 
nays on that. question. 

The question was.then taken on ordering 
the yeas and nays; and there were but fifteen 
in the affirmative. 

The yeas.and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were so suspended that the further read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

‘The question was then taken upon suspend- 
ing the rules and passing the bill; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 115, noes 13. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were suspended, and the bill was 


pussed. f 

Mr. BINGHAM. In connection with this 
subject, [ am instructed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to ask the House to adopt the 
following resolution : 
_ Resolved, That to more expeditiously carry out the 
instructions of the House, (resolution of J*ebraary 
12, 1872,) the Clerk of the House be directed forth- 
with to transcribe and deliver to the Committee on 
the Judiciary the names, (alphabetical,) with: resi- 
donce by county and State, of all persons who may 
have applied for removal of civil and political dis- 
abilities, the records of which remain among the 
files of the House. 

No objection being made, the resolution 
was adopted. 


REMOVAL OF NUISANCES ABOUT THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds are instructed to report a bill at the 
earliest practical moment which shall provide for 
clearing away tho horse and car stables and other 
nuisances which now surround this beautiful build- 
ing, the Capitol of the United States. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask the gentleman to in- 
clude the locomotive railway track near the 
west gate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is included ia 
‘other nuisances.” 

Mr. BANKS. It is not a nuisance in that 
sense. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, | Well, I have no 
objection. 

The resolution, as modified, 
adopted. 


DEPUTY CLERKS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1156) to authorize the 
appointment of deputies to clerks of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, by unani- 
mous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, respectfully requested to report to this 
House, as soon as practicable, any information in 
the War Department touching the recent survey of 
and work done in the Wisconsin river, in the State 


was then 


! 


of Wisconsin, together with any other information 
touching the improvement of the Fox and Wiscon- 
sin-rivers not already reported or published. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. YOUNG. I now renew my request 
that the House pass a bill which I hold in my 
hand to relieve certain persons therein. named 
from all civil and political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It contains the 
same names as were contained in Senate bill 
No. 969 of the last Congress. Iam assured 
by the chairman of the Committee.on Disabili- 
ties of the Senate that there was no objection 
to any name in it. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object to this being 
passed before we get the alphabetical report 
of the names of all persons who have applied 
for the removal of disabilities. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I move to suspend the 
rules so as to pass the bill, which is entitled 
“A bill to relieve certain persons therein 
named from their legal and political disabili- 
ties imposed by the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. How many names are 
included in the bill? 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk informs the 
Chair that there are three thousand six hun- 
dred and twenty-four. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to suspend the rules 
so as to dispense with thé reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORPHIS. 1 move to amend the bill 
so as to strike out all the names and insert a 
general provision for the removal of all dis- 
abilities. f 

The SPEAKER. A motion made under a 
suspension of the rules is not amendable. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Youne] 
moves a suspension of the rules so as to pass 
the bill; and he also makes a subordinate 
motion, which the rules allow, that the rules 
be suspended in order to dispense with the 
reading of the bill. : ; 

Mr. KILLINGER. Is it in order to have 
both motions pending at the same time? 

The SPEAKER. It is. It is expressly 
provided for in the rules. : 

On suspending the rules to dispense with the 
reading of the bill, there were—ayes 104, 
noes 28. ` 

Mr. MAYNARD. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 20, noes 91. 

Mr. KILLINGER.. I call for tellers on 
ordering the yeas.and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and 
(two thirds having voted in the atfirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the reading of the 
bill was dispensed with. j 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to suspend the rules in order to 
pass the bill. 

On the motion there were—ayes 109, noes 81. 

Mr. MAYNARD. LIcall for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were. not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, And the bill (H. R. 
No. 1758) was passed. 


JELLIES, CANNED FRUIT, ETC. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have this morning 
directed me to report a bill (H. R. No. 1759) 
explanatory of the internal revenue. act of 
June 30, 1864, as amended by the act of July 
18, 1866, in relation to syrups, jellies, mustards, 
sauces, and canned and preserved fruits, vege- 
tables and meats, enumerated and taxed in 
schedule © of said act, and acts amendatory 
thereof. I believe there is-no objection to this 
bill. I move asuspension of the rules in order 
to pul it upon its passage: - f 

The bill was read. It recites in the pre- 
amble that it was the intent and meaning of 


the act -of July 14, 1870, to remove the tax 
from all the articles named in the following 
paragraph in schedule C: 


“For and upon every. can, bottle, or other single 
package, containing meats, fish, shell-fish, fruits, 
vegetables, sauces, syrups, prepared mustards, jams 
and jellies, contained therein, and packaged or 
sealed, made, prepared, and sold, or o ered for sale, 
or removed for consumption in the United States, 
on and after the Ist day of October, 1866, when such 
can, bottle, or other single package, with its con- 
tents, shall not exceed two pounds in weight, the 
sum of one cent. When such can, bottle, or other 
single package, with its contents, shall exceed two 
pounds in weight, for every additional pound or 
fractional part thereof, one cent.” 


The bill therefore’ enacts that after the 
passage of this act so much of schedule C as 
relates to sauces, syrups, mustards, jellies, 
and jams, and such other articles in said para- 
graph not heretofore repealed, be repealed. 

‘The motion to suspend the rules was agreed 
agreed to, (two thirds voting in favor thereof. ) 

So the rules were suspended, and the bill 
was passed. 


LAND TITLES—-GEORGIA AND FLORIDA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the rules be suspended in order to pass a 
bill to settle and quiet the titles to lands along 
the boundary line between the States of Geor- 
gia and Florida. : 

The bill was read. It provides that the titles 
to all lands lying south of the line dividing the 
States of Georgia and Florida, known as the 
“ Orr and Whitner line,’’ lately established as 
the true boundary between said States, and 
north of the line run by Georgia, known as the’ 
“ Watson line,” being all the lands lying 
between said lines, shall be confirmed in the 
present owners deriving titles from the State 
of Georgia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope some explanation 
will be given of this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. There 
was a discussion between the States of Geor- 
gia and Florida as to the true situation of 
the land between them. Commissioners were 
appointed by the two States to run the line, 
and the line between them was found to run 
further north than it was to be found on the 
maps. The State of Georgia had granted titles 
to all that portion of the land that was north of 
the line. . When it was found that the line of 
Florida extended further north, the conse- 
quence was that the land which Georgia had 
conveyed had originally belonged to the Uni- 
ted States, and therefore it is that we desire 
by this bill to confirm to the holders of land, 
claiming under the title of Georgia, whatever 
interest the United States had in the land. 
That is all there isof it. The matter was dis- 
cussed by the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and was particularly examined by one of the 
members of the committee, my friend on 
the right, the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
McINTYRE,] and the members of the commit- 
tee have all been satisfied. of the justice and 
propriety of the bill 

. Mr. HOLMAN. Do I rightly understand 
the gentleman as saying that the bill is recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands? 
` Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania.. Yes, 
sir; the passage of the bill is recommended by 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The question was on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill; and being put it was 
agreed to, two thirds voting in favor thereof. 

So the rules were suspended, aud the bill 
(H. R. No. 1760) was received, read three 
times, and passed. 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Nebraska, [Mr. Tarre,] chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, desires to make 
a request for unanimous consent in regard 
to the business of his committee. 

Mr. TAFFE. I ask that Tuesday, four 
weeks from to-morrow, beginning at half past 
one o'clock, be. set apart forthe consideration 
of the business of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Will that interfere with 
the time set apart for the consideration of the 
bill reported by the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. WiLLarD] in regard to the civil service? 

The SPEAKER. Ít will not. The days. set 
apart for the consideration of.the bill of the 
gentleman from Vermont are Wednesday and 
Thursday. : z 

Mr. POTTER. Will the order asked for 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Tarre] 
include the business of the. Committee for the 
District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER. It will not.. The Com- 
mittee for. the District of Columbia have no 
hearing in the House except on-the third Fri- 
day of each month. Is there objection to 
granting the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska, [Mr. Tarrr?] f 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered, i 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 offer a joint resolution 
directing the Secretary of War to substitute 
the German instead of the Spanish language 
inthe United States Military Academy at West 
Point; and I move that tke rules be suspended 
and the joint resolution passed. 

The joint resolution was read. In its pre- 
amble it sets forth that the English and Ger- 
man languages are more generally spoken in 
the United: States than any other tongue, and 
that during the late civil war embarrassments 
frequently occurred in consequence of com- 
panies and regiments of Germans being com- 
manded: by officers who did not understand 
their language. The joint resolution there- 
fore directs the Secretary of War to substitute 
the German language instead of the Spanish 
in the regular course of studies in the United 
States Military Academy, and cause to be 
employed one German professor and two Ger- 
man assistant professors for that purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. Iask the gentleman to con- 
sent to a modification of the joint resolution, 
go that the German will be added to the course 
of studies: pursued in the Academy, instead 
of being substituted for the Spanish. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The -gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morean] will please to- recollect 
that on one of our frontiers, extending many 
hundreds of miles, the Spanish language is 
spoken altogether. While the German lan- 
guage is undoubtedly of value as a branch of 
study in the Military Academy, the Spanish 
language ought not to be neglected. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Iaccept the modification 
suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. BANKS. ] ` 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be 
modified accordingly. f 

The question was on suspending the rules ; 
and being put it was agreed. to, two thirds 
being in favor thereof. i 

So the rules were suspended ; and the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 104) was reccived, read 
three times, and passed. 

SALES OF ORDNANCE STORES. 
Mr. LYNCH. I ask unanimous consent to 


offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expendituresin 
the War Departmént be directed to investigate in 
regard to all sales of ordnance stores made by the 

overnment of the United States during the war 
between France and Germany, and ascertain tho 
persons to whom such sales were made, the circum- 
stances under which they were made, and the real 
parties interestcd, and the sums respectively paid 
and received by such; and that the committee have 
power to send for persons and papers, and that the 
investigation be conducted in public: 

Mr. MAYNARD. Isit proposed that-there 
shall be a special committee to conduct that 
Investigation? : ; aoe 
_ The SPEAKER. ... The resolution directs an 
investigation by a standing committee of the 
House, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. : 

m : 

The resolution was agreed to.: 


i  PARIVE ON PIG IRON. 
Mr. COX. I move that the rules be sus- 
42p Coxa, 2p Szss,—No. 77. 


i 


pended; and the following preamble and joint 
resolution adopted. : 
. The Clerk read as follows; 


Whereas it appears by the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, page 4, that during the first six 


months of the calendar year 1871 there was an in- | 


crease of one hundred and twenty per cent. in the 
guantity of pig iron, which result, as well as the in- 
crease of revenue therefrom, was, produced by the 
reduction of the tariff on that article under the act 
of the lth July, 1870; and whereas ‘iron is an 
article of general-use and consumption : ‘Iherefore, 
` Resolved, That in the judgment of this House a 
bill should be passed reducing the tariff on pig iron 
to five dollars per ton or less, and that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means be instructed to bring in a 
bill for that purpose. 


Mr. DAWES. Lhope the gentleman will 
allow that resolution to be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. COX. 
have had votes on other matters in reference 
to the. tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the gentleman will 
let the committee act upon this matter. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must resume 
the floor, and insist on my motion to suspend 


the rules and go into Committee of the Whole 


on the appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules, 

Mr. COX. I insist upon my motion. I 
want a clean vote on this motion. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is it not in 
order to move to refer this resolution to the 
Committee of Ways and Means ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The motion is 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimons consent to 
say a word only. 

Mr. COX. 1 object to that, because I want 
a vote upon this proposition such as we have 
had upon other measures touching the tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to know if it would 
not be better to abolish the Committee of 
Ways and Means altogether? I suggest that 
as an amendment. 

Mr. COX. This is no reflection on the 
Committee of Ways and Means; but after the 
vote which was taken the other day upon the 
proposition to abolish the duties.on tea and 
coffee, I want a vote on this proposition. That 
was a measure of Pennslyvania protection. 

Mr. MERCUR. [am willing that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts should be heard. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York to the fact that my 
friend from Pennsylvania is willing that E 
should make a statement. 

Mr. COX. I insist upon a vote on my 
motion. i 

The question was put on Mr. Cox's motion, 
and there were—ayes 35, noes 83. 

Mr. COX called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was. taken.; and there were— 
yeas: 74, nays 99, not voting 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Archer, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, James Q. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Campbell, Comingo, 
Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Darrall, Du Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, Bly, 
Golladay, Hale, Ilambleton, Hancock, Handiey, 
George E. H 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Ken- 
dall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
MeCormick, McHenry, Mcintyre, McNeely, Mer- 
rick, Morgan, tlosea W. Parker, Potter, Read, Ed- 
ward Y. Rice, William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Slater, 
Slocum, Sloss, Stevens Stevenson, ‘ferry, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Warren, Whit- 
thorne. Winchester, Wood, and Young—74. 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks, Barber, 
Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Bufiinton, Burchard, Roderick R. 
Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Eames, Finkeln- 
burg, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, 
Garrett, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Hawley, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W, Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, 
Maynard, McClelland, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Morpbis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron E, Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Seeley, Sessions, i; 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague; Stark- 
weather, Stoughton, Sutherland, Tafe, Thomas, 


I want a vote the same as we |! 


arris, Jóbn T. Harris, Hay, Hays, Here- | 


Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, | 
Snyder, | 


Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyr 
Wii iter wider ata aa 
Vhiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremis 

| M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—99. 7 pel 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Barnum, 
Barry. James Brooks, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke. William T. Clarke, Creely, 
Davis, De Large, Dox, Elliott, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
| Horker, Charles Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Hanks, 
Hermer, Harper, Havens, Hooper, Kellogg; Kin» 
sella, Lansing, Leach, McCrary, McKee, McKinney, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Niblack, Orr, Palmer, BU 
i Perry, Peters, Poland, Price, Rainey, Randall, John 
M. Rice, Ritchie, EllisH. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, 
Rusk, Sheldon, Shober, John A. Smith, Worthington 
C. Smith, Storm, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Swann, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Walls, Wells, and Williams of New York—67. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 


i the rules were not suspended. 
During the roll-call, ` eos 
Mr. SLOSS stated that Mr. Dox was de- 

tained from the House on account of indis- 

position, and that if present he would have 
voted ay. Ea 

The result of the vote wa 
above recorded. 


TESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syur- 
sox, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, the 
bill (H. R, No. 213) to authorize the issuing 
of a certificate of registry to the brig Michael 
and Anna. , 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. Na. 445) to defray 
the expenses of district judges from other dis- 
tricts while holding district or circuit courts 
in the southern district of New York; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 


PORTAGE LAKE AND LAKE SUPERIOR CANAL. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I move that the rules be 
so suspended that I may be enabled to report 
from the Committee on the Public Lands and 
| have passed at this time a bill to extend the 
time for the completion of Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior canal. Tt is a work upon which 
already $2,000,000 have been expended, and 
| the time expires on the 8d of March next. _ 

The bill, which was read, provides , that 
the time for the completion: of.the Portage 
| Lake and Lake Superior ship-canal shall be 
extended to March 3, 1878. o 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has there been an exten- 
sion of this grant before, or is this the. first 
application for extension? 

Mr. KETCHAM. The time has not been 
extended before. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 


s announced. as 


I can explain this 


bill. 2E 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . Letit pass. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. There having ‘been no 


previous application for an extension of time, 
this.case certainly stands upon more favorable 
ground than other applications of the kind. 
If this bill shall pass, 1 trust it will not be 
considered a precedent for all that large class 
of bills for which extension has been: hereto: 
j fore asked for the benefit of railroad cor- 
porations. ot 

The bill (H. R. No. 1761) was then passed, 
the rules having been suspended by a two- 
| thirds vote. 


TAX ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO, 
Mr. LEACH. I move that the rules be sus- 


j! pended, and the following resolution adopted.:. 


Resolved, That the senso of this House ig thata 
uniform tax of sixteen cents per pound ‘shoul è 
the tax on ali classes of manufactured tobacce.en- 
tering the market for consumption. : 

Mr. DAWES. That will take $16,000,000 
out of the Treasury. Pate ; 
| Mr. LEACH. If I can be allowed the time 
I can show that it will not take out $1,000,000. 

The question was taken; and upon a division - 
there were—ayes 91, noes 36. 

Before the result of. the vote was announced, 

Mr. FINKELNBURG called for tellers. 

Tellers were. ordered; and Mr, FINKELN- 


| nung and Mr, Leact were appointed. 
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-The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there wete—ayes 80, noes 62. 
“So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. 
Lp geek 1 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
-Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
‘the rules be suspended, and the House now 
‘vegolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the ‘state of the Union for the consideration 
of. the special order, being the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House on 
Friday last recommitted to the Committee on 


. Commerce House bill No. 827, to authorize | 


the construction of bridges across the Ohio 
river and to prescribe the dimensions of the 


same. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be en- 
tered on the Journal, the session of Saturday 
not being a legislative session strictly, as the 
House specially ordered that it should be for 
general debate only, no business whatever to 
be.transacted. 

GEORGE W. MORSE, 


Mr. L. MYERS. J ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table House 
bill No. 1417, for the relief of George W. 
Morse, for the purpose of concurring ‘in an 
unimportant amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Not now; that 
can be done as well this afternoon after we 
have been in committee and come out again. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN TRENTON, NEW JERSEY, 


Mr. HALSEY. I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to have taken from the Speaker's 
tableand passed, Senate bill No. 442, toumend 
can act entitled ‘An act to provide fora build- 
ing suited to the use of the post office, pen- 
sion and revenue offices, and the judicial offices 
of the United States, in the city of ‘Trenton, 
New Jersey,” approved March 3, 1871. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state 
frankly to the gentleman that the bill must be 
reached whenever the House shall proceed to 
the consideration of business upon the Speak- 
exs table. It would hardly be advisable to 
use the afternoon of Monday for the purpose 
of considering business which can be as well 
considered on any other day. 

Mr. HALSEY. Very well; I will not press 
it now. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must now 


insist upon my motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

_ The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 94, noes 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The House: accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorzgetp in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order; 
béing House bill No. 1654, making appropri- 


ations: to supply deficiencies in the appropri- | 
ations for the service of the Government for | 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A deficiency 
bill must be, from the very nature of the case, 
an unpleasant one for a legislative body to 
contemplate. Its very title implies a falling 
short of our expectations, a confession that 


we must pay more for past and present engage- || 
I am ready ! 


ments than we expected to pay. 
to-expect, therefore,a more rigid investigation 
of all the items in this bill than we have had 
in the-bills: already passed. . But it would not 
be just to consider all the appropriations of 
this -bill as indicating any failure of former 
appropriations or any unnecessary exXtrava- 
gance on the partof the executive officers of 
the Govertiment. - I therefore call the atten: 


+ 


tion of the House for a few moments to some | 


of the leading features of this bill. 

The deficiency appropriations ‘of this year 
have one peculiarity connected with them that 
doubtless the Committee of the Whole will be 
glad to understand.. By the law of July, 1870, 
it was provided that nearly all the unexpended 
balances of appropriations at the end of each 
fiscal year should be covered back into the 
Treasury.: That law took effect for the first 
time on the 30th of June last. Prior to that 
time, when an appropriation was made for any 
Department or bureau of the Government, 
the whole amount stood to the credit of that 
Department until it was entirely expended. 

The result was that sometimes there were 
large accumulations of unexpended balances in 
the different bureaus and Departments, sums 
which in many cases amounted to morethan the 
annual appropriations forthe same objects. I 
venture to say that the law of 1870 is one of the 


| wisest, regulations that Congress ever adopted 


in regard to the expenditure of the public 
money. It provided that all unexpended bal- 
ances of appropriations made for any fiscal 
year should at the end of that year be covered 
into the Treasury. In other words, it pro- 


| vided that the expenditures of each year should 


stand by themselves, and the Government 
should start every year with a clean slate. 
There were some exceptions to this rule; for 


| instance, in the case of appropriations for for- 


tifications, and some other public works under 
the control of the engineer department, in 
reference to which it was thought a continuing 


appropriation would better meet the public 
“wants. 


But in general that rule naw prevails 
over the whole vast field of our expenditure. 
We are now in the midst of a year (the first 
in our history) which began without unex- 
pended balances coming over from the pre- 
vious year. This is one cause of the large 
deficiencies for which we are compelled to 
appropriate. In this bill we substitute for 
those unexpended balances a direct appropri- 
ation in the form of a deficiency. The new 
rule presses with some hardship on some de- 
partments and functions of the Government, 
and may perhaps be wisely relaxed in some 
cases, but on the whole it is legislation in the 
right direction, and I hope the House will 
break through the new rule as little as pos- 
sible. Itis desirable to make all our grants 
of supplies to the Government as definite and 
as detailed as possible, so that Congress and 
the country may be able to trace the course of 
revenue clearly and plainly from the Treasury 
to the object of expenditure. 

The bill now under consideration proposes 
to appropriate $5,998,709 13. It may be in- 
teresting to the committee to compare this 
total of deficiency with the deficiencies for 
last year. The total deficiencies voted during 
the last fiscal year amounted to $12,502,324 04, 
of which all but $1,239,000 was. appropriated 


| in the last session of the Forty-First Congress, 
i the latter smailer amount being appropriated | 


during the short: session of this Congress. 
-Tam‘glad to inform the committee that we 


have acted on every. item of deficiency: that | 


has been presented to us: up to the present 
moment.. They are all here in this bill, ex- 
cept such as we have rejected, and excepting 
two items that we passed specially, one of 
about four hundred thousand dollars, which 
was passed in the early part of the. session 
for deficiencies in the Census Bureau, and the 
other a ‘small deficiency of $23,000 for sal- 
aries.in the Post Office Department. I think, 
too, that.some bills passed under-the lead of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs were in the 
nature of deficiencies for. the present fiscal 
year. - With these exceptions, all the deficien- 
cies that the committee have had before them 
in the estimates and in’ special Department 
letters. are included in this bill unless we 
have rejected them. ‘The amount is not quite 
two thousand dollars less than $6,000,000. 

Without taking the time of the committee 


| 


} 


io speak of specialities, I will. say that the 
‘bulk of ‘this deficiency is found in three itema. 


| In the first place, $1,000,000 is appropriated 
| to defray the expenses of the States for arming 


and equipping volunteers in the late war, the 
accounts having been settled and passed in 
various Departments, but no appropriation for 
their payment having been made last year. 
Another large item arises from the fact ‘that 
since the establishment of the Department of 
Justice all our expenses for running the courts 
are concentrated in that Department, and it 
was not precisely known. how much would be 
needed for that putpose. There is a deficiency 
of $1,000,000 to carry on the work of the 
courts. There is also a deficiency of about 
half a million for Indians. These three items 
make nearly one half of the whole amount 
appropriated in the bill. The other appropria- 
tions are items distributed through the differ- 
ent Departments. I will incorporate in my 
remarks a brief table giving specifically the 
amounts appropriated to each of the Depart- 
ments of the. Government. I have said all 
that I desire to say in the way of general 
debate, but before proceeding with the bill by 
paragraphs I shall be glad to answer any ques- 
tion which any gentleman may desire to ask. 

Mr. BECK... I have one question to ask: 
will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
interpose any objection to the passage of a 
resolution of inquiry directing the Secretary of 
War to give us a detailed statement of all the 
sales of public property made by his Depart- 
ment? ‘his will correspond with the resolu- 
tion of inquiry which we adopted with reference 
to the Navy Department. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tions to that. But of course the gentleman 
recognizes the fact that this is not the place 


for it. Wheneverthe time comes I am willing 
to have any proper inquiry made. 
- Mr. BECK. The reason I asked the ques- 


tion was in‘order that I might give notice to 
the House that I desired to make the inquiry, 
that we might know exactly what material was 
sold by the War Department. as well as by the 
Navy Department.: ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: Iam as anxious 
as the gentleman from Kentucky: [Mr. Becr] 
can be to know all these facts. - : 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio: [Mr.Garrirtp] have 
read, for the -benefit:of the’ House, the state- 
ment which he proposes to submit as part of 
his. remarks? : Sef 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Certainly ; I 
send it up to the Clerk’s desk that it may be 
read. . It shows the distribution of the appro- 
priations of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


Summary of déficiency bilt, 


CONETESS ....ssusseasssesiscossenenessenees $27,916 98 
Department of States.. 138,302 00 
Independent Treasury a: ss 145,900 00 
Treasury Department, miscellaneo 209,646 97 
Internal revenue... sere ii . 250,000. 00 
United States Coast Survey 40,000 00 


Publie buildings throughout the United 
States 
War Department........ 


War, Department, miscellaneous, (of . 
which $1,000,000. is to. pay indemnity 
to. States)...... Serene 1,536,382 26 
Navy Departme: 3,718 09 
Pension Office.. 26,157 7 
Public works.. 2,900 00 
Indians ..... 420,812 T7 
Jadicial nnie.. » 1,055,191 89 
$5,998,709 13 


_ Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Do these 
items. embrace all the amounts appropriated by 
the bill? . ron 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Yes; the paper 
which has been read shows. the way ini which 
the $6,000,000 are distributed among the dif. 
ferent Departments of the Government. I 
yield now to the gentleman from: New York, 
(Mr. Brooxs.] o ocr o us : ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. . Before the. gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] proceeds, f 
desire the attention of the gentleman from 
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Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] for one moment. The 
bill itself provides for something over'six mil- 
lion dollars; whence arises the discrepancy ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The statement 
which has been readisa more careful éstimate. 
I suppose the figures in the: bill are ‘rather 
large. EA ne: 

Mr: NIBLACK. Are there not some small 
items which are not included in the bill? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The estimate 
which has been read ‘has been made for me 
just now by the clerk of the committee, and I 
suppose it is correct. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Ipropose to 
oppose this deficiency bill. There is an ap- 
propriation in it of over six million dollars. 
The House has manifested such a disposition 
to reduce the revenue by the extraordinary 
coalition between pig iron on the‘one side and 
a portion of the House on this side, not only 
in the matter of tobacco, but in the matter of 
tea and coffee, thereby reducing the revenue 
already, if the action of the House is to be 
taken as a test, $25,000,000, that it is quite 
evident that if wego on and appropriate money 
for deficiencies amounting to over six million 
dollars we shall not have money enough in 
the Treasury to pay the interest on the public 
debt and carry on the Government. There 
are other demands upon the Treasury quite as 
important as those of pig iron, tea and coffee, 
and tobacco. ; : l 

I hold in my hand the most important peti- 
tion that has.ever been présented ia the Con- 
gress of the United States, praying for the abo- 
lition of the duty on wool, coal, iron, timber, 
oil, and salt ; and it comes from a capital of 


$14,000,000 in the very heart of New England, | 


the State of Massachusetts, asking for an abo- 
lition of the duty on those articles. And not 
only do they ask no protection for their own 


woolen manufactures from Congress, but they |! 


promise to keep up. and raise up the existing 
wages of labor in the woolen factories. I say 
this is the most Important petition that was 
ever presented to the Congress of the United 
States, and I shall ask that it be-read asa part 
of my remarks, or that it be put in the Globe, 
without reading, as a part of my remarks. 

If wego on thus reducing the duties, còm- 
plying with the demands with regard: to tea, 
coffee, and tobacco, and if we thus relieve the 
woolen manufacturers of New England, I say 
it becomes impossible for us to vote deficiency 
bills, and to vote supplies enough to carry on 
this Government. There must be a discrim- 
ination; and when we are brought to a test, I 


much prefer relieving the woolen manufactu- | 


rers, Who make these promises, to voting away 

our sources of revénué as we. are ‘threaténing 

to vote them. away. I send that petition up 

to the Clerk’s desk to be read as part of my 

remarks, / ee ge 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tothe Committee of Ways and Means of the Congress 
of the United States, at Washington, District of 
Columbia: ef x 3 f 
GENTLEMEN: The undersigned manufacturers 

would most respecifally xepresent that we are en- 

gaged in the manufacture of woolen goods; that our 


business is depressed in consequence. of the high du- į 


ties imposed dn wool and other articles which enter 
into the cost of manufacturing our goods. 


1, The wool is divided: into three classes,and the | 


tariff duties so arranged as to apply separate and 
specific to each class, as follows: First class~cloth- 
ing wools; (so called,) if imported in the grease, are 
subject to a duty of ten cents per pound, and eleven 
per cent. ad valorem... Much of this wool after being 
scoured yields about thirty-three and one third 
pounds out of one hundred pounds. If thiswoolisim- 
ported washed, the duty is twenty cents per pound 
and twenty-two, per cent, ad valorem. If this wool 
is scoured the duty is thirty-six cents per pound and 


thirty per cent, ad valorem, making the duty on this | 
class of wool about.one hundred per cent.: ‘Thus a | 
pound ofscoured wool, costing fifty cents per pound: 


n Europe, pays a duty of thirty-six cents, specifie 


and fifteen cents per pound ad valorem, making fifty- 


one cents per-pound, or over one hundred per cent. i 


Second class—combing wools are. subject to aduty of 
ten cents per pound, and eleven percent 


twelve cents per pound, and ten percentage ble 
whether washed, unwashed, or scoured, making the 


wad valorem, 
whether washed, unwashed, or secured. “Hf thi price’! 
exceeds thirty-two cents per pound the duty iss) 
ealorem | 


{ 


| is the result? Ther 
| much of it will stop that the priceof American wool 


; turer. 


duty on this class of wool from twenty-five to thirty- 
five per cent. Third class, called carpet wool.. The 
duty on this wool, when costing twelve cents per 
pound, and under, is three cents per pound only: 
when costing any sum over twelve cents per pound 
the duty issix cents per pound only, whether washed, 
unwashed, or scoured. : pi 
Thus clothing. wool being first-class, 
one hundred per cent..and upward. ° 
being second class, pays a duty from twenty-five to 
thirty per cent. Carpet wool being third class, pays 


a duty of from fifteen to twenty-five pér cent., the lat- ; 
ter under the specious plea that: carpet wool cannot | 


be grown in this country. . p 

2. The ‘articles used in manufacturing this wool 
are bituminous coal for heating our dyes, warming 
and lighting our mills, and for motive power, to say. 
nothing of it as an article of necessity, for those that 
labor in the mills, to keep their houses warm. The 


duty: on this coal, which we can readily obtain from j 


Nova Scotia, is over one dollar and fifty cents per 
gross ton at this time, being equal in protection (if 
it can‘be called protection) to the owners of our coal 
mines to, from one hundred to one hundred and fifty 
percent. at the coal pits, -Ő 

The duty -on’ olive oil is twenty-five cents per 
gallon, which is needed: to oil our wool, make our 


soap, &c.. Other oils to eilour miachinéry pay a duty į 


of fifteen cents per gallon, Salt to scour our wool 
pays a duty of one hundred per cent. and upward. 

ron to build and‘ repair‘our machinery, including 
nails and screws, is taxed from sixty to one hundred 


‘per cent. and upward. Lumber from Canada needed 


‘or building and repairing our machinery is taxed 
twenty per cent. > 
By these heavy taxes op svool and .other articles 
entering into the cost of our woolen fabrics, we are 
unable to diversify and perfect our fabrics and com- 
pete with the foreigner.in our own, market.as we need 
the fine foreign wools which are not grown nor never 
have been grown ‘in this country, to mix with our 
native wools, ‘These wools have a felting property 
which our native wool does not possess. Thus we 
see persons having tho best taste and good judg- 
ment generally prefer the foreign fabric at almost 
any cost. There is no good reason why wo should 
not equal and.even excel the foreign make of 
woolen goods. 
We would furt 
a fact, (though it- may seem strango to the casual 
observer,) that any tariff on wool, howevor high it 
may bein the long run will not advance the price 
of American wool nor protect the wool-grower, be- 
cause the wool-grower does not grow his wool to 
compete with foreign wool, but grows his wool to 
compete with foreign manufactured goods. ‘For in- 
stance, you shut ont. foreign wool by a high tariff, 
say five dollars per pound,if you please, and what 
he machinery in this country, or so 


will come down until the Anterican manufacturer 
can afford to purchase the same and manufacture it 
into goods which, will sellin our market in compe- 
tition with the foreign goods. Does not the opera- 
tion of the present tariff on wool and woolens for 
the last five years demonstrate this to be a fact? 

Wo will here say in behalf of the wool-growers 
that every article- which enters into the cost of mak- 
ing woolen.goods.and is shutout of our country or 
taxed by a protective tariff, takes so much from or 
reduces the price of his wool. For instance, if the 
manufacturer has to pay these high duties on the ar- 
ticles used to produce cloth from his wool, he cannot 
afford to pay the wool-grower so much for his wool 
and compete successfully with the foreign manufae- 
‘Thus the duty on coal, iron, lumber, salt, 
oils, &e., is a draft upon the wool-grower. 
~The. duty on the finer grades of foreign manufac- 
tured goods varies from forty to sixty per cent., 
allowing that the honest duties are paid, but the 
amont óf goods smuggled and. brought. into this 
country by .undervaluation is enormous, and must 
reduce the actual duties paid on the wholo amount 
very considerably; while the duty on wooland other 
raw materials: entering into the cost of American 
goods is not and cannot be evaded. 

Tt seems'to us that the present tariff is not only 
unjustand unequal between the woolen manufac- 
turer and the carpet and worsted manufacturer of 
thiscountry, but is also unjust to us as compared to 


the foreign manufacturer, for we believe if it had | 


been left to the English, German, and French man- 
ufacturers to have made a tariff for us on wool and 
woolens, they would have made one very similar to 
our tariff now in operation, shutting out of our mar- 
ket wool and otherraw materials, and enabling them- 
selves to purchase the same at very reduced prices 


eompared to the prices we have to pay, thus clothing ! 


their people at a very cheap rate, and sending the 
balance of their manufactured-goods to.our market 
under low duties compared: tọ the duties on our raw 
materials. ne y ae 

- It has been suggested by some that a horizontal 


raw-material entering into the cost of manufactur- 
ing woolen goods to. -come in free of duty, and a 


ays a duty of | 
ombing wool į 


further represent what we believe to be , 


| revenue tarif of about thirty per cent. imposed on. 
foreign manufactured goods would stimulate, divers 
| sify, and increase the manufacture of woolen fabrics 
| in this country, and thereby give a. permanent ad= 
| vantage to the American wool-grower, as well as 
| employment to our mechanics and laborers. 
| Recently wool has risen in Europe very, much, 
i| which reduces the percentage of duties on tho first 
j| and second classes, as_part of the duty on these 
‘| classes is ad valorem, - Buton the third: class,(ear- 
| pet wool,) the-duty is: fixed by the pound, at three 
‘| and six cents, so that the higher the price the lower 
the percentage of duty. ` : 

Delubame Woolen: Company, Blackstone, Massa- 
chusetis, representing twenty-five sets of woolen 
machinery, and manufacturing from twelve to thir- 
teen hundred thousand dollars per annum, 

Evans, Seagrave: & Co., Blackstone, Massachu- 
setts, representing twelve sets of woolen machinery 
and manufacturing annually about five hundred an 
fifty thousand dollars’ worth of goods. Toe 

Delabame & Hackstaff, Conway, Massachusetts 
representing six sets of woolen machinery, an 
manufecturing about two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars’ worth of goods annually, : 

Needham, Mason & Co., Blackstone, Massachu- 
setts, representing twelvesets of woolen machinery, 
and manufacturing annually about five hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars’ worth of goods. ; 

John C. Scott, Massachusetts, manufacturer of 
about one hundred and fifty thousand yards of cot- 
ton warp meltons per year, worth $75,000. 

Lippitt Woolen Company, Woonsocket, Rhode 
Island, by C,H. Merriman, treasurer, representing 
twenty sets of machinery, and an annual productof 
about a million dollars. __ 

William Tinkham, Providence, Rhode Island, in- 
terested in and representing sixteen sets of woolen 
machinery; business amounting to about eight hun- 
dred thousand dollars per annum. — 

Edward Pearce, president of the Stillwater Woolen 
Mill, of ten sets of machinery; annual product about 
five hundred and fifty thousand dollars. ‘ i 

Owen & Clark, Massachusetts, worsted manuface 
turers, six combs, twenty-six spinning-frames; busi- 
ness, $600,000. |° - iat i 

Pierce & Paine, manufacturers of woolen and 
merino ‘yarns; annual product, $200,000; five sets 
of machinery. : 

Jamos Hartley & Co., San Francisco, California, 

Frederick W. Whipple, representing eleven sets 
of machinery; annual product about five hundred 
thousand dollars. | 

William D. Davis & Co., Uxbridge, Massachusetts 
manufacturers of fancy cassimeres; twelves sets of . 
machinery. 

Henry J. Steere, treasurer Wanskuck Company, 
Providence, Rhode Island; twenty-one sets of ma- 
chinery: annual product, $1,000,000, 

Jesse Metcalf, agent Wanskuck Company. 

James Waterhouse, Centerville, Rhode Istand, 
representing twelve sets of woolen machinery: 
annual production, $500,000. 

Edward Harris, of Woonsocket, Rhode Island; 
twenty-five sets; annual product, $1,000,000. : 

Ray Woolen Company, Bellingham, Massachu- 
setts; five sets of woolen machinery; annual pro+ 
duct, $350,000. ae 

R. Hazard, representing the Peace Dale Manufae- 
turing Company, running ten sets of cards; annual 
product about five hundred thousand dollars, 

James Legg & Co., Maplevillo, Rhode Island, rep- 
resenting ten sets of woolen iwachinory ; annual pro- 
duct, $400,000. 

Francis Carpenter, representing nine sets of woolen 
machinery, (the Glendale Manufacturing Company,) 
of Mohegan, Rhode Island; annual product about 
four hundred thousand dollars. PA 
F. R. White & Co., Chepatchet, Rhodo Island, 

representing eight sets of woolen machinery. 

J. D. Nichols & Sons, Mohegan, Rhode Island, 
represent three sets woolen machinery, and annual 
product, $100,000. 

. Horace A. Kimball, Pascoag, Rhode Island, rep- 
resenting six sets woolen machinery, 

James’0. Inman, Pascoag, Rhode Island, repre- 
senting four sets woolen machiner 

T. E. Hopkins, Pascoag, Rhode 
ing two sets woolen machinery. 5 

Harris Woolen Company, of Woonsocket, Rhode 
Island, representing twenty-five setsof woolen ma- 

i chinery; annual product, $1,000,000, 

-§. B. Hunt, Bennington, Vermont, fourteen sets 
_of machinery. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
read through. - 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. All points of 
order are reserved upon it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. We cannot find out what 
the points of order are unless the bill is read. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let it be read 
by paragraphs. he ee 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from 
'| Indiana wish to have the bill read in fall? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. T would prefer that. - 
; Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is.a question 
of saving time, and I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon it, o 0 soea a i 
Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; Iwill not; 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield for.a 
moment to the gentleman from. New, York, 
i (Mr. Dosi]  * oe 


Ysland, represent- 


I think this bill should be 


February 26, 


My. DUELL. Mr. Chairman, my colleague. 
fii e.city of New York: {[Mr. Brooxs] has 
jast presented to the committee and had read 
a petition from ‘certain capitalists in New Eng- 
ldnd, asking that the duties. on iron, coal,salt, 
lumber; &c., may be removed. I hold incmy 


-| handa pétition numerously signed from a large 


numberof workingmen. in the State of. New 
York, who take a different view of the ques- 
tion from that presented in the petition of 
New. England. capitalists, and I -ask that it 
may be read. The petitioners represent what 
T believe to. be the sentiment of the working- 
men of the country in relation to the peri- 
cious doctrines of free trade, and their protest 
should be heard. . ee 
The Clerk read the petition,.as follows: ~ 


Fo the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled» els 

The undersigned citizens of Syracuse, inthe State 
of New York, representing the interests of American 
producers, respectifully petition that such discrim- 
inating duties be levied on all imported manufac- 
tures us will render. substantial protection to the 
labor of our harids. . ne: 7 

The people who own, the country are rightfully 
entitled to perform the mechanical and other work 
required to supply, the national demand for labor, 
and as American ‘citizens we claim the exélusive 
right to the homé markets of the country. 

If foreigners want, access to our better markets, 
and on an equality with ourselves, let them emigrate 
tothe United States with their capital and machinery, 
and pay not only our higher wages, but the taxes to 
support our schools and’ other institutions, 
have always done. eae i ae 

The home market sustains our industries, and it is 
the mainspring of our prosperity. But ifthe market 
for the sale of the products of our labor fails, tho 
work stops, and the employer and employé go out 
of the factory together.. If, therefore, to please 
foréigners, we throw down the barriers. of. protec- 
tion and permit our home markets to be. supplied 
with the manufactures and productions of. other 
countries we destroy ourselves, and sink to the level 
of slaves and paupers. 1o 

It appears to us plain that the free-trade. scheme 
now. urged before Congress is nothing less than a 
plots crowd out American workingmen. from our 
| markets and rób them of a large share of 


as. we 


ome 

thəir labor. 8 ce. E eaa 
i coall yonr attention to the fact that évery day’s 
work ‘of importga manufactures which competes 
with our, domestic industries. practically robs our 
mechanics and workingmen of just, that amount of 
labor; and experience shows that the more we have 
to do’ the greater the demands for labor, and con- 
sequently tho more. we prosper and improve our 
condition. i j ; 

Weask, therefore, at the hands of our Represent- 
atives such legislation with reference to the tariff as 
will secure to us, so far_ag possible, the complete 
monopoly of the labor of the country. 

The benefits growing out of such legislation would 
fall upon the toiling millions, and all -haye the right 
to labor. Moreover, we think the mechanics, and 
workingmen of the United States hava a reasonable 
claim to such fostering legislation as will stimulate 
domestic industry and augment the labor of the 
nation, for ‘labor is the only. source of wealth to 
nations as well as individuals. < kS 

We hayo seen the printed petitions sent out by 
the Free Trade League in favor of heavy duties on 
tea and coffee, but for free trade on the manufac- 
tures produced by the labor of England and other 
foreign countries; but we think these petitions are 
not entitled to mach weight, as it is a notorious fact 
that the league is operated by alien employés, and 
sustained chiefiy. by British subscriptions, a feature 
sufficient, at least to ‘suggest the mquiry whether 
such mission work is carried on for the prosperity 


and gain of England, or for ¢hatity and kindness to 


ask that the- 
Clerk shall now proceed to read the. bill. by 
paragraphs. f Fiat oss ` : 

The CHAIRMAN. “Shall the frst reading ` 
of the bill be dispensed with? a 


Mr. KERR. I object to that: ` 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask- that by 
unanimous consent the further reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, ` a 

The CHAIRMAN, 


Is there objection? | 


The Chair. hears none, and the Clerk will now 
proceed to read: the bill. by paragraphs: for 
amendment. eee e 
~The Clerk read the first paragraph of the 
bill, as follows: - eta 538 


House of Representatives : 


For cartage for the House of Representatives, 


$3,000: Provided, That. constructive cartage sha 
not be paid for, but all articles delivered on the 
trip shall be paid for as one load. à : ae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I-move toamend 
the heading of that paragraph by inserting 
after the words ‘* House of Representatives”? 
the words ‘‘and Senate.” ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is manifestly avery 
excellent provision; but I submit that it only. 
imposes a limitation upon this particular appro- 
priation and does not go beyond that. I there- 
fore move to insert after the word ‘‘not,” in 
the eleventh line, the word ‘hereafter ;’’ so 
that it shall read, ‘shall not hereafter be 
paid,” &c. Even then it is uncertain whether 
that language will effect the purpose we have 
in view. i t 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec: | 


tion to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of pre- 
venting this from being construed as a limit- 
atiou of this appropriation only, I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘ provided that.’? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [suggest to the 
gentleman that he will attain his purpose bet- 


ter by moving to strike out the words ‘‘pro- | 


vided that,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “and.” ; aes 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will make my motion in 
that form. ' ee : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KERR. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I desire to know how this work is 
done. Is it dorie by contracts made after 
advertisements, or by private contracts? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations appointed a sub-com- 
mittee to make inquiries into this and other 
matters, and that sub-committee, as I under- 
stand it, found that this work is done by con- 
tract with carters, and they are paid by the 
load, fifty cents a load for books and:for some 
other things, and forty cents a load for remov- 
ing ashes and garbage from the lower part of. 
this building. They bringin vouchers of the 
number of loads they have carried, and of” 
what the load consisted, and are paid upon cer- 
tified vouchers. f 

Mr. NIBLACK, 
tee on Accounts. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Accounts revise the vouchérs, and pass 
them before any payment is made. 

But it occurred to the sub-committee who 
made this examination that there might pos- 
sibly be constructive charges made in this way:, 
if a cart should go with parcels or packages 
for several persons in one load, there might 
be acharge for four or five loads.for the same 
trip. . This. clause was putin to protect the 
House, against constructive charges of that, 
sort; that isal. r A haat ese ware 

. Mr. KERR. By whom is this contract for 


cartage made? Rake / 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. By the Post- 
master of the House, I believe. ane 

The Clerk resumed the reading .of the bill 
and read the following paragraph: - ; 

‘Tó pay thé official reporters of the Globe in each. 
House the amount which the “Comptroller of the 
Treasury may find severally due them for services 
during the’ sessions of the Horty-Gecond Congress, 
under fhe Slehtpenth secéion ofthe act entitled “An 


act making appropriati f sundry civil expenses 
g June 30, 1867, 


Certified by the Commit- 


of the Government for the year endi 

and for other purposes,” approved July 28, 1866, - 
Mr: BROOKS, of New York. I move, pro: 

forma, to strike out this paragrapli, for the’ 


purpose of saying that there will be recorded 
in the columas of the Daily Globe to-morrow 


{ 


morning a statement for whighIdo not want to 
pay; that is, that a portion of my constituents 
are connected with. aliens and-British specu- 
lators who are contributing to the funds of the 
Free. Trade. League. Sir, that Free Trade 
League is an American concern. altogether, 
and supported, so far as I know, by Americans - 
and American contributions. -1 do think that 
if there is need anywhere for education such as 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has proposed it is in the Syracuse district, 
representéd by my colleague, [Mr. DuerL,] 
where the freedmen make such allegations, to 
be published in the Congressional Globe, 
against a portion of the constituents I repre- 
sent, “I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the gentleman 
from ‘Ohio [Mr. Garibin] will state how 
much this ‘clause will appropriate. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot do 
that; for nò one can tell what will be the length 
of this’ Session of Congress, It, will appro- 
priate whatever may be found due undér the 
rates now fixed by law after the sessions of 
this Congress shall have ended. It is pre- 
cisely in the form heretofore adopted by Con- 


ress. 
: Mr. MAYNARD. Cannot the gentleman 
state än approximate amount? (~~ 

Mr. SARGENT. About the rate of com- 
pensation to éach of the official reporters that 
is now paid to a clerk of the first class. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - About the rate 
of a first-class clerk, as near ag we can tell. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I notice the paragraph 
says ‘‘the official reporters of the Globe.” 
Does that mean the gentlemen who sit here in 
front of the clerk’s desk and report our debates 
and proceedings? on Roe 8 

Mr. GARFIELD, of’Ohio. Yes, the same. 
For years they have been allowed by Congress 
à certain amoutt.in addition to what Messrs. 
Rives & Bailey, the proprietors of the Globe, 
pay them. ` The rate was fixed’ by law in 1866, 
aid that is the surplis amount which Congress 
has since then’ paid thêm ‘in addition to what 
is paid them ‘under their contract with the 
publishers of the Globe, That is what is 
appropriated by this paragraph. Asit is fixed 
by law the Comptroller of the Treasury always 
ascertains and determines the amount at the 
close of. each session of Congress. ‘The ap- 


propriation lias for years béen passed in this 
shape, asa Safe one to. bring about the result 


contemplated by the law. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Why are they ‘called 
“the official reporters?” 
` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They are “the 
official reporters of the Globe in each House ;’’ 
we make them our officers for this business of 
reporting, and their report, when made, is the 
official record of the debates and proceedings 
of each Housé. tag A oR F, 

Mr. MAYNARD, By whom are they ap- 
pointed? A ed, toes Se 

Mr, GARFIBLD, of Ohios- By the pro- 
prictordand’publisters of the Globe, with the 
approval of the Committee on Printing of each 

Ouse. a E RPN 

The CHAIRMAN. |The Chair wil direct 
the Clerk to réid ù portion of the seventy- 
seventh rule. eed 

The Clerk read as follows: 
` “To all cdses where appropriations cannot be made 
specific in amount, the maximum to be expended 
shall be stated,’” / fon 

The CHAIRMAN. -The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Garren]. will ‘see that this rule 
requires that where: the specific sum is not 
stated the maximum atnount to be appropriated 
shall be giveb. . C So ace 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That- has not 
heen done within my memory in reference to 
this item of appropriation. . We have followed 
here the form adopted by Congress year after 
year. If any gentleman ĉan ‘define a maxi- 
mum to.be put in, I shall be glad to have it 


put ins © fe 
Mr..NIBLACK, I hope this paragraph will 
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be passed over for the present, and the read- 
ing of the bill proceeded with.. saree 

Mr. MAYNARD. I called attention, to the 
matter because I thought the language might 
be broad enough to constitute the Globe an 
official appendix of the Government from this 
time forward. : (eet a 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: - It cannot have 
that effect. This is the same language that 
has been used by Congress year by year. Let 
this paragraph be passed over for the present. 

No objection was made. Er : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Capitol police: = i 

For captain. of the police, $288; for two licuten- 
$384 each ; in all, $11,640, ree 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the: pay of 
the Capitol police is..a. matter regulated. by 
law, I would like to inquire of the. chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. how it 
happens that additional appropriations for the 
Capitol police are to be made in this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will explain 
to the gentleman. ‘The Committee on Appro- 
priations, more than a year ago, in report- 
ing the appropriation for the Capitol police, 
adopted for the pay of these persons an amount 
which on subsequent examination by a sub- 
committee was found. to be less than their 
legal pay. The gentleman: from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Becx,] then a mémber of the Committee 
on Appropriations, reported on behalf of the 
sub-committee that the amounts which had 
been appropriated in the bill were smaller 
than the salaries authorized to be paid by law, 
In the general legislative bill passed by this 
House on the 26th of last January the rates 
suggested by the sub-committee of the former 
Committee on Appropriations were adopted 
for the next year as the pay of these officers, 
But there was no provision extending these 
rates of pay back to the remaining portion of 
this year. We have simply made this appro- 
priation conform. to the rates thus fixed in 
order to provide for the difference between the 
amount agreed on in the first place by the 
Committee on Appropriations and that sub- 
sequently agreed on as the salary to which 
these officers were entitled by law. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the appropriation 
made for the current year was tixed by the 
House at the amount which the House intended 
to appropriate for that purpose; and the only 
ground for this deficiency is that the House 
refused to appropriate the full amount author- 
ized by law. 4 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The same com: 
mittee that reported the sum originally appro- 
priated came into the House subsequently, and 
through the sub-committee reported that the 
full amount of the salary of these officers had 
not been included in the appropriation. The 
House as to the future made the appropria- 
tion on the basis of the sum allowed by law. 
The only question is whether we shall pass 
this appropriation so as to make the salary of 
these officers for the present year what they 
have been fixed at by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The truth is that some- 
times the only effectual mode of reducing sal- 
aries is simply to reduce the appropriation ; 
and that seems to have been done in this case. 

Mr. SARGENT. Notat all.. There is.an 
actual deficiency. 9° 00 
_Mr. BECK. Allow me to say that last year 
I took charge of this subject, and by a caleu- 
lation which was then made it was found that 
there was an actual deficiency in the amount 
appropriated for the salaries of these officers, 
and that a deficiency appropriation ‘must ‘be 


made to give them the amount allowed by law. į 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have fol- 
lowed precisely the figures of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.} 

Mr. DAWES. Iwish the gentleman from 
Ohio would furnish us with the law upon this 
subject. - 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Clerk to read what 


I sendtothedesk. I think it will enlighten the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: .- OY ae 


.“ Mr: Becx. I desire to offer, by way of amend- 
ment, an additional paragraph, to come in at this 
point, as follows: | z pages ae ed? : 

. To make up deficiency in appropriation for Cap- 
itol police for the fiscal year. ending June 30, 1871, 
$11.544, as follows: for one captain, $288: two lieu- 
tenants, at $300-each, $600: twenty-five privates for 
twelve months, at $384 each per annum, $9,600; and 
three privates for eleven months, at $384 each per 
annum, $1,056; making a total of $11,544... 

“Mr. Speaker, this matter was referred to me by 
the Committee on Appropriations to examine, and 

report upon it, and ‘after a very full examination I 
find that we have cut down the number of the Cap- 
itol police one half, or thereabouts; but their pay is 


ants, at. $300 each;.and twenty-eight privates, at i| not proportionately cut down; it iscut down beyond 


the amount provided by law. 


“ Mr. LAWRENCE. There is no law for this appro- 
priation. A 
“Mr. Becr. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; there 


is. By the act of May 2, 1828, the Presiding Officers 
of the two Houses were anthorized to fix the com- 
pensation of the police of the Capitol. (Statutes- 
at-large, vol. 4, page 266.) By virtue of that author- 
ity the pay of the captain was fixed at $1,740; private, 
$1,100. By act of April 23, 1854, twenty per cent. 
“upon their present pay ’ was added thereto. (Stat- 
utes-at-Large, vol.10, page.276,) By the act of July 


-28, 1866, twenty per cent. upon their present. pay is 


allowed. (Statutes-at-Large, vol. 14, page 323.) The 
effect of the proposed amendmentis simply to appro- 
priate a sum sufficient to pay the compensation now 
due under existing laws, the appropriation at the 
last session of Congress being that amount less than 
they are entitled to. This being the law, I was com- 
pelled to recommend the-amendment which I have 
offered. 

“The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to.” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose there 
is no further objection to the paragraph just 
read. Let the Clerk read on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For publishing the laws of the first session of the 
Forty-First Congress in newspapers, $2,1 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the paragraph just-read. 
It will be observed that this isan appropriation 
to pay for publishing the laws of the first session 
of the last Congress. I submit thatthe Secre- 
tary of State had no authority to publish those 
laws in the absence of an appropriation; and 
if he did so, it created no obligation on our 
part to make an appropriation to meet the 
expenditure thusincurred. It is very manifest 
Congress did not intend to appropriate this 
money. The officers of the Government knew 
the fact. Finding there was alaw providing for 
such publication, Congress made the necessary 
appropriation; and I submit that the Secre- 
tary of State, if he ordered the publication 
beyond the amount of the appropriation, ex- 
ercised a power which he did not possess, and 
that Congress should strike this appropriation 


out. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether he can inform the commit- 
tee in what papers these laws were published, 
what laws were published,.or what was the 
public necessity whieh required their publica- 
tion without the authority of law? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I will answer 
both the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
Man] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Speer] in one statement. The law is 
peremptory on the Secretary of State. He is | 
required to take all the statutes as they come | 
to him. and examine them and select out such 
as he.regards of a general nature, leaving out, | 
of course, merely local and private statutes ; | 
and he is bound, under the law, to order the: 
publication of those in a certain number of 
papers specified in the law. He cannot tell j 
how much it is to cost, but he must make the ; 
publication in accordance with the law of | 
the statutes as they come. Now, it appears | 
from the letter which, we have on file that in 


making the publication of the laws the amount || 


placed at his disposal for the purpose ran 
short. He made the order under the law, as 
he was bound to do, but the amount of money | 
appropriated last year fell short by the sum | 
nameéd in those two lines of the bill. 
these circumstances, he has nothing to do but 


Under || 


send in the deficiency for Congress to supply 
by an éppropriation. ` f 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Did ihe 


| Secretary exceed the appropriation allowed 


by Congress? ae ; : 
“Me. GARFIELD, of Ohio. “Congress in 
making. the appropriation could not tell pre- 
cisely how many laws would be printed, or how 
many dollars it would take to publish them in 
the newspapers. o ee: 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Did'not the 
Secretary increase the. number of papers in 
which.the publication was authorized to be 


made? : | ee 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Not at all. The 
number of papers is specified, and the very 
papers in which the pubtionticn is to be made 
are designated, not by the Secretary of State, 
but by the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives. : 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
gestion of members of Congress? ae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose so. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I under- 
stand that in the State of Louisiana, and I 
believe in all the southern States, papers are 
kept up by the public printing. Papers of no 
circulation whatever are kept up by the com- 
pensation got for publishing the laws of Con- 
gress. The publication in.those papers is of 
no mannér of use. They are réad by nobody, 
and the publication is simply given to those 
papers for the purpose of keeping in existence 
a number of plitice] papers not supported by 
the people of the States in which they are 
published. i 

Mr. DICKEY. I do not know how it is in- 
Louisiana ; but I know that itis very dificult 
in Pennsylvania to get newspapers to publish 
the laws at the rates allowed by Congress. 
No papers there desire to have the publication. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I suppose 
that in Pennsylvania papers have a legitimate 
circulation of their own. Theydo not depend 
there on the publication of the laws. 

‘The question being taken on Mr. HOLMAN’ S 
motion to strike out the paragraph, it was dis- 
agreed to—ayes 47, noes 75. |” A 

The Clerk read as followg:i 0, 0 

For publishing the laws of the second, session of 
the Forty-First Congress in newspapers, $6,112; and 
hereafter no money:shall bo paid for publishing the 
laws of the. United: States in newspapers, and all 
acts and parts of acts providing for publishing the 
Jaws of the United States in newspapers are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. PERCE, I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the latter part of this paragraph 
is in the natute of new legislation, ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope. the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perca], will 
allow the sense of the committee to be taken 
on the paragraph. ay oe 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Garriero] moved in the House to 
suspend the rules, so that points of order 
should not lieagainst the bill. Was the motion 
of the gentleman sustained by the House? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The motion 
was made, hut the House adjourned without 
suspending the rules. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order of the gentleman from Missis» 
sippi, [Mr, Perce. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I very respectfully appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on that point. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, Let me appeal 
to the gentleman from Indiana to let us wait 
until we get back into the’ House, and try it 
there. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same point of order 
can be made.there. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Tt is Monday, 
and we can move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, if we go back into 
the House to-day. I insist upon my appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, or rather I 
will move that the commiittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 


At the sug- 


| withdraw the appeal? 
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. Mr. HOLMAN... Yes, sir. aot 
-)< Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I appeal to the 
gentleman to let us runona little farther in 
“thé bill.: ene 
“Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman 
‘know that if we wait half an hour or an hour, 
the subject cannot be acted on in the House? 
No motion can be made to suspend the rules | 
80 as tọ make this provision. in order except 
“on Monday. I therefore insist upon my motion. 
: The question was put; and there were—ayes 
74, noes 49. i ' 
: Mr. MAYNARD. 1 call for tellers. 
* Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Maynarp 
: and Mr. Horman were appointed. 
: The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 55. : 

So thé motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having taken the chair, Mr. Scorretp 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H: R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, and ‘for former years, and for 
other. purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
‘tion thereon. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to move 
a suspension of the rules, so as to make the 
elauge in the deficiency appropriation bill in 
relation to the publication of the laws in news- 
papers in order. 

n My SPEER, of Georgia. 
regular order of business. 

Me GARFIELD, of Ohio. I bave the floor, 
and do not propose to be interrupted. 

“Mr. HOAR. Trise to a question of order. 
My point of order is thatthe motion to adjourn 
has been made to the Chair. 

~The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of. order. The motion to adjourn has 
not been made. Members of the House should 
know that a mere calling out of a motion, how- 
ever loudly it may be done, does not make it; - 
a member must be first recognized as entitled 
to the floor. The usage is unbroken that when 
the committee rises the gentleman having 
charge of the bill must be recognized by the 
Cheir: He has a right to make a motion, and 
pending that motion one to adjourn will be in 
order., The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] moves that when the Committee of the 
Whole next takes into consideration the defi- 
cieucy bill the paragraph in regard to the pub- 


I call for the | 


lication of the laws in the newspapers shall be 


in order, and pending that motion 
` Mr. KILLINGER. I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 
~The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unàn- 
imous consent in behalf of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Cozurn,] the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to make a 
request with regard to the consideration of a 
ui, ` : 

Mr. ELDREDGE: TI rise to a question of 
order, and it is whether when the House next 
goes into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union the motion to suspend the 
rules will not be in order? : 

The SPEAKER. In the Committee of the 
Whole? aie 

Mr. ELDREDGE. When the motion is 
again made to suspend the rules and go into 
Committee of the Whole will it not be to so 
suspend the rules as to admit this paragraph 
as in order? ; 

The SPEAKER. It will be if the House 
goes into Committee of the Whole next on 
Monday, but not on any other day.. | 

: Mr. ELDREDGE. The motion of the gen- 
tleman'is that when the House goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole the rules be so suspended 


that this paragraph shall be in order. 
The SPEAKER. It iss only competent to | 


| 


do that on Monday, and a motion to suspend 
the rules 5o a3 to make the paragraph in ques: 
tion in order can only be made on Monday. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. And the rules must be 
suspended for that purpose before the House 
sball adjourn to day? $ . 

The SPEAKER. Or:eisë this paragraph 
will not be in order when the consideration of 
this bill shall be resumed in Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. -~ i , 

HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS, ETC.: 

Mr. COBURN. I am instructed by. the 
Committee. on. Military Affairs to ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 1665) 
to enable’ honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors, their widows and orphan children, to 


| acquire homesteads on the public lands of the 


United States. may-be made the special order 
for the 21st of March next, to the exclusion 
of all other orders, and that that day be set 
apart for its consideration. ` It.is a bill, of 
very considerable importance and of general 
interest. he Pate 

The SPEAKER. © ‘That will require unani- 
mous consent.at this.time. 

Mr. COBURN. 
objection. i 


The SPEAKER. Unless the previous ques- 


| tion shall be moved on the bill that day, it 


would lose its place upon the adjournment of 
the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman to include in his motion 
that the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered at half past four o’clock on that day. 

Mr. COBURN. I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question 
shall be ordered at so late an hour of the day’s 
session, and the House should thereupon 
adjourn, it might involve the consumption 
of the most of two days in the consideration 
of ‘the bill. 

Mr. COBURN. I will say. four o'clock. 
Mr. SHELLABARGER..: Is. there 
already a special order for that day? . 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair thinks not; 
and if there was, unless made in this form, it 
would not affect this bill, 

Mr. HAWLEY. . This same subject has 
been referred to the Committee on Public 


not 


Lands, and many bills of the same character | 
The commit- į 


have gone to that committee, 
tee has given careful consideration to this 
subject, and as it will be called in a few days 
it will be ready to report upon it. 

TheSPEAKER. Does thegentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. HawLeY] object to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman. from: Indiana, [Mr. 
Coxpurn ?] 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do, for I see no neces- 
sity for putting the matter off to so late a day: 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think the bill might be 
passed now by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iunderstand it 
is not now in a shape to be passed. 

Mr. COBURN. The bill has been very 
carefully considered by thé Conimittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. beth a 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will 
move to suspend the rules and pass.it now... 

The SPEAKER. There is already pending 
a motion to suspend the. rules, made: by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD; | in con- 
nection with the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This same subject is before 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and has 
received the careful consideration of that com- 
mittee.. As the committee will be called in a 
very few days, and will be prepared. to report 
upon this very. matter, and as it seems to me 
it is the appropriate committee to report upon 
a bill of this character, must object to the 
proposition ofthe gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Copurn.] ' ; 


$ ‘ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
“Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 


T hope there will be no 


H 


following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: = * ack Ti 
An act (S. No. 675) granting to James G. 
Dana the use of certain plates. 
ADJOUBNMENT. 


_ Mr. MAYNARD. I call for the regular 
order of business. i as 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the question recurs upon.the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KILLINGER, | that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 88, noes 59. 

Before the result of the vote wasannounced, 

Mr. HOLMAN calied for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Horman and 
Mr. KILLINGER were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 78, noes 75. 

efore the result of this vote was announced, 

` Mr: MAYNARD and Mr. PERCE called for 
the yeas and-nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas 
and nays; and there were—ayes 27, noes 78. 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was again taken; and there 
wore eee 84, nays 75, not voting 81; as fol- 
ows: > 


YEAS—Messrs Averill, Barber, Barry, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George M. 
Brooks, .Buckley, Buffinton, Roderick R. Butler, 
William F. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Cotton, Creely, Dickey, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Halsey, 
Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W., 
Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, Mc- 
Junkin, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, 
Packard,-Packer. Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Peters, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Strong, Sypher, Tafte, Thomas, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Walden, 
Waldron, Wallace, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M.. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—84. 

NAYS — Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty; Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Bright, James Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, Freeman 
Clarke, Comingo, Crebs, Crossland, Duke, Eldredge, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garfield, 
Gotz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hay, Hib- 
bard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, Me- 
Intyre, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Niblack, Potter, Price, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, ‘Roosevelt, Scofield, Sherwood, Shober, Sla- 
ter, Slocum, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Sutherland, 
Swann. Terry, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
and Young—7)._ 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Braxton, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Campbell, Carroll, Conner, Cox, Critcher, Crocker, 
Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Donnan, Dox, 
DuBose, Elliott, Farwell, Henry D. Poster, Garrett, 
Goodrich, Harmer, George E. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Kendall, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, 
Marshall, McKee, McKinney, ‘Mitchell, Moore, 
Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Negley, Orr, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C, Parker, AaronF. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Platt, Poland, Randall, Read, Ritchio, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Rusk, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sloss, Worthington C; Smith, Snapp, Starkweather, 
Storia, Stowell, St.John, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Wakeman, Walls, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Winchester, and Wood—s1. 


So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. ; 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: The petition of 
John H. Hooper, for relief. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of trus- 

tees of the Hartwood church, Stafford county, 
Virginia, asking for $2,000 to rebuild their 
church. : 
_ By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of Governor 
Ponder, Isaac White, L. B, Chandler, John A. 
Hazzard, and some 200 others, citizens of the 
State of Delaware, praying an appropriation 
to improve the navigation of Broackilm river, 
in that State. wae i 
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By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of 
Clarrissa Whiting, of Fall River, Massachu- 
setts, widow of Lewis Whiting, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, praying for a pension. | 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The memorial of 
David Sinclair and others, praying that the 
pay of mates in the United States Navy on 
Pacific stations be increased. 

Also, the memorial of Comniander Cushing 
and others, praying the passage of a law for 
the relief of the captors of the rebel iron-clad 
Albemarle. ‘eel 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Sher- 
borm & Son, publishers of a newspaper at Lan- 
sings Jowa, asking an amendment to the postal 
aws. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Hon. G. 
Sniper, Colonel N. Grumbach, and 87 others, 
citizens of Onondaga county, New York, pro- 
testing against the reduction of duties upon 
foreign salt, and setting forth that the inci- 
dental protection afforded to the domestic 
manufacturers of salt during the last ten years 
has furnished the consumers with an article 
equal to the best in the world, and at more 


uniform and reasonable prices than would | 


have ruled if the public had been dependent 
upon foreign supplies. ` 

Also, the petition of the workers in the 
Onondaga pottery at Geddes, New York, 
remonstrating against a change of the tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country, and asking for the repeal of all duties 
upon tea and coffee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of O. G. 
Wall, for a change of the postal laws. 


Also, the petition of Hederie Ellis and 18 | 


others, of Minnesota, late soldiers in the Union 
Army, asking equalization of bounties. 


Also, the petition of Samuel M. Meachase | 


and 88 others, of Minnesota; of John G. 
Mary and 80 others; of Thomas Tollingter 
and 48 others; and of E. G. Butts and 48 
others, for the same object. 

Algo, the memorial of the State of Minne- 
sota, asking for relief to Richard G. Murphy. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of J. N. ; 
Griswold and 88 others, for an appropriation 
for dredging and deepening the harbor of 
Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. FINKLENBURG: The petition of 
E. L Ellis, publisher of the Crawford County 


Sentinel, for the reduction of postage on trans- | 
portation of newspapers in bulk from a central | 


printing office to a local publishing office. 
By Mr. FRYE: The petition of A. H. Glas- 


gin and 340 others, in favor of the speedy pas- | 


sage of the bill presented by Hon, CHARLES 
SUMNER as supplementary to the civil rights 


bill. 

By Mr. GARRETT: The petition of J. T. 
Kirklin, praying Congress to so amend the 
postal laws that all persons known as regular 


publishers and dealers in newspapers and peri- | 


odicals may receive by mail such quantities of 
either as they may require in bulk, whether 
wholly or in part printed, and pay the postage 
thereon as received, at the same rates pro rata 
as regular subscribers to publications weighing 
four ounces, who pay quarterly in advance. 
By Mr. HALE: The 


Lane, Robert Long, Robert Jones, D. H. 
Willard, and 183 others, shipmasters, owners, 
and citizens of Vinalhaven and St. George, 
Maine, praying that a light:house be erected 
on Two-bush island, at the entrance of Penob- 
scot bay, in that State. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition 
of the Old Blacklick Baptist church, Fairfax 
county, Virginia, praying compensation for the 
destruction of their church by the Union Army 
as a military necessity. 

By Mr. HAVENS: The petitions of the 
publishers of the IHinois Republican, Green- 
field (Missouri) Vidette, Baffalo (Missouri) 
Reflex, and Ozark (Missouri) Monitor, for 
certain additional mail facilities. 


" etitions of James | 
Roberts, B. P. Walker, S. W. Fifield, H. B. | 


| of necessity or comfort as cannot be produced | 
in the United States, that duties shall be so į; 
i 


By Mr. HIBBARD: The remonstrance of 
the Whitney Sewing- Machine Company, against 


| an extension of letters-patent granted to Allen | 
B. Wilson, November 12, 1850. | 
Also, the remonstrance of the Globe Sewing- | 


Machine Company, against an extension of. 
said letters-patent granted to Allen B. Wilson, 
November 42, 1850. - 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of Laban Heath, in relation to the 
publication of Heath’s United States Bond 
and Currency Counterfeit Detective. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Oster- 
werz & Oppenheimer and others, of New 
Haven, Connecticut, for an increase of duty 
on imported cigars. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of W. H. 
Morgan, for amendment of section one hun- 
dred and sixty-two of the bill for the codifica- 
tion of the postal laws. 

Also, the petition of John Peck and 131 
others, in favor of the supplementary civil | 
rights bill presented by Hon, CHARLES SUMNER, 

By Mr. LYNCH: A petition of soldiers of 
Maine, asking an additional allowance for ser- 
vices during the rebellion. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of 
S. L. Wilson and 108 others, soldiers of the late 
Union Army, citizens of Washington county, 
Pennsylvania, for the equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. MCHENRY: The memorial of sol- | 
diers of Breckinridge county, Kentucky, pray- 
ing for bounty land. i 

By Mr. McJUNKIN: The petition of Dan- 
iel Beatty, a blind and dependent brother of 
William and John A. Beatty, who were sol- 
diers in the Union Army in the war of the 
rebellion, and who died in the military service 
of the United States, praying the passage of 
an act granting bim a pension. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 45 citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, and late soldiers of the 
United States Army, praying for the passage | 
of a law giving a bounty of $8 834 per month | 
to all honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who served in the Army of the 
United States during the suppression of the 
late rebellion ; also, to give to them land with- 
out. the requirements of settlement and culti- 
vation 


By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of James 


J. Hagerman and 510 others, workers in the | 


iron-works of the Milwaukee Iron Company, 
and citizens of Bay View, Milwaukee county, 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of J. 
W. Robb aud 90 others, citizens of Posey 
county, Indiana, remonstrating against any 
proposed amendment to the Constitution by 
which any particular form of religion shall be 
recognized over others. 

By Mr. PACKER: The petition of Hugh 
McKeown, Jeffrey McGrath, and 280 others, 
citizens of Locust Gap, Pennsylvania, and 
workers in the mines, praying that the import 
duty on bituminous coal be permitted to re- 
main as at present, and protesting against any 
reduction of the same. 

Also, the petition of 87 citizens of the bor- 
ough of Millersburg, county of Dauphin, Penn- 
sylvania, workers in iron nnd coal and manu- 
facturers of lumber, praying a repeal of all 


i 
i 


duties upon tea, coffee, and such other articles | 


adjusted as to encourage and defend every 
home industry, and to foster the honor and | 
interests of the American laborer, and remon- 
strating against a change in the existing tariff | 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country. 

Also, the petition of 152 citizens of Muncy, 
Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, workers in 


iron and other American industries, praying 
arepeal of all duties upon tea, coffee, and 


| : 
| such other articles of necessity or comfort-as 


cannot be produced in the United States, that 
duties shall be so adjusted as to encourage and 


‘| defend every home industry, and to foster the 


honor and interests of the American laborer, 
and remonstrating against. a change in the 


| existing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
| upon such articles as are successfully pro- 


duced in this country. f 
Also, the petition of 43 citizens of Lycom- 
ing county, Pennsylvania, workers in the Cres- 
cent iron and nail works, praying a repeal of 
all duties upon. tea, coffee, and such other 
articles of necessity or comfort as cannot be 


| produced in the United States, that, duties 


shall be so adjusted as to encourage and de- 
fend every home industry, and to foster the 
honor and interests of the American laborer, 
and remonstrating against a change in the 
existing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon such articles as are successfully pro- 
duced in this country. f 
Also, the petition of 39 citizens of Harris- 
burg, Pennsylvania, workers in the Harrisburg 
furnace, praying a repeal of all duties upon ` 
tea, coffee, and such other articles of necessity 
or comfort as cannot be produced in the Uni- 
ted States, that duties shall be so adjusted as 
to encourage and defend every home industry, 
and to foster the honor and interests of the 
American laborer, and remonstrating against 
a change in the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 


| successfully produced in this country. 


By Mr. PARKER, of Missouri: The peti: 
tion of John D. Dopp and A. B. McChany, 
publishers of the Atchison County: Journal, 
at Rockport, Missouri, praying a modification 


| of the postal laws relative to the transmission 


of newspapers through the mail. 

Also, the petition of Rochen & McCabe, 
William N. Price, Lohn Tobacco Company, 
Hammer & Harmon, and many other firms in 
St. Louis, Missouri, praying a uniform tax on 
all descriptions of manufactured tobacco. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial. of 
citizens of Rhode Island, asking that a life- 
boat station be established on Block Island. 

-By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Samuel 8. 
Dennis, of Norfolk, Virginia, for payment for 
damages inflicted by United States soldiers. — 

Also, the petition of C. E. Dailey, T.. H. 
Sypherd, L. p Abbott, C. H. Buxton, ’G. B. 
Whiting, G. O. Wunder, B. F. Shreve, and 
others, citizens of Virginia and the District of 
Columbia, for an appropriation to build a free 
bridge across the Potomac. 

By Mr. PRINDLE: The petition of the pub- 
lisher of the Hancock Times, for a change of 
the postage laws relating to newspapers and 
periodicals. ` 

Also, the petition of Alpheus S. Foote, pub- 
lisher of the Bainbridge Republican and the 
Otego Record, for a change of the postage 
laws relating to newspapers and periodicals. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of William 
Ravenel, William Ç. Bee, Jobn E. Carem, and 
others, factors and commission merchants, of 
Charleston, South Carolina, praying the reten- 


| tion of the duty on rice. 


By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of John 
P. Hume, of Chilton, Wisconsin, asking the 
passage of an act that persons known as regu- 
lar publishers and dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quanti- 
ties of either as they may require, in. bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay 
the postage thereon as received, at the same 
rates pro rata as regular subscribers to publi- 
cations weighing four ounces, who pay quar- 
terly in advance. ‘ 

Also, the petition of E. S. Kilbourne, of 
Westfield, Wisconsin, on the same subject. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of 
Captain P. D. Bricher and many others, of 
Lycoming county; Pennsylvania, asking the 
passage of an act giving to enlisted soldiers 
who have an honorable discharge the sum of 
$8 383 per month for the entire timeserved, &e. 
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By Mr. SHOEMAKER: The petition of 70 
citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers in the 
Union Army, praying the allowance of $8 833 
per month for the whole term of service, 
‘deducting all Government bounties paid, and 
réquesting that the twenty-fifth section of the 

-aet of June 15, 1870, be so amended as to 
allow soldiers and sailors bounty land without 
the requirements of settlement and cultivation. 

* Also, the petition of 182 citizens of the State 
of ‘Pennsylvania, natives of Ireland, in favor 
of “a ‘tariff for the protection of American 
industries, 

“Also, the petition of publishers of newspa- 
pers in Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, praying 
{hat section one hundred and sixty-two of the 
codified postal laws be so amended as to per- 
mit the transportation of newspapers printed 
on one side, at the same rate as now charged 
on’ weekly newspapers and packages to news- 
dealers. | 

Also the petition of David Baird, Andrew 
Lee, and 272 others, workers in various indus- 
tries, citizens of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, | 
praying the repeal of the duties on tea, coffee, 

_ aod such other articles as cannot be produced 
in the United States, and remonstrating against 
any change in the duties on articles which can 
be successfully produced in this country. 

“By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions | 
of Charles R. Moore, of Terrell county, and of 
James C. Bower, of Wilkinson county, Geor- 
gia, asking the removal of their political dis- 
abilities. | 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The peti- | 
tion of 100 soldiers, for the equalization of 
bounties, and also for such an amendment of 
the twenty-second section of the act of July | 
15,1870, as to allow soldiers or sailors to | 
enter the amount of Jand therein allowed, or 
such amount as may be thought proper, with- 
out the requirements of settlement and cul- 
tivation. | f | 

Also, the remonstrance of 1,000 workers in 
coal and iron in Huntingdon, Blair, Clearfield, | 
and Centre counties, Pennsylvania, against the 
reduction of duties on coal and iron, and pray- 
ngii repeal of the duties on tea and coffee. 

‘By Mr. STEVENS: The petition of S. H. | 
Thompson & Co. and 6 others, wholesale gro- | 
cery firms, of Peoria, Illinois, praying that a | 
specific and uniform rate of duty be estab- | 
lished upon imported sugar. 

Also, resolutions by the faculty of Knox | 
college, Ilinois, recommending that the Chi- | 
nesé indemnity fund be set apart for the pur- 
pose of founding and supporting a college and 
scientific school in China for the education of 
American and Chinese interpreters, and for 
the diffusion among the Chinese of a knowl- 
edge of science and of our mechanical inven- 
tions and industrial processes. 

Also, the petitions of C. H. Whiting & Co., 
publishers of the Bureau County Herald; of J. 
C. Cook, publisher of the Putnam Record; of 
Edwin Butler, publisher of the Stark County 
News, and of C. Bassett, publisber of the Ke- 
wanee Independent, praying that the postal | 
laws be so amended that publishers and dealers | 
in newspapers and periodicals may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may re- 
quire, in bulk, and pay the postage as received, 
at the came rates pro rata as regular -sub- 
scribers to publications weighing four ounces, 
who pay quarterly in advance. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The memorial and 
petition of Captain H; H. Hinds, late of the 
fifty-seventh Pennsylvania volunteers, relating 
to his muster in the Army. 

By Mr. STRONG: The memorial of A. E. 
Burr and 25 others, citizens of Connecticut, 
bona fide claimants and heirs of claimants for 
French spoliations, praying thé passage of a | 
bill of relief, i i 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: The petition of H. B. 
Folk, praying remuneration for the destric- 
m of property during the war of the rebel- 
ion. ` 


i| which will occur in December, 1874. 
respectfully call the attention of Congress to | 


ii 


Í 


By Mr. VOORHEES: The petition of 


Jacob Wolfe, W.. B: Dittemore, and others, 
citizens of Owen county, Indiana, praying 
that the guarantees of religious liberty now. 
contained in the Constitution of the. United 
States may be preserved inviolate. © - 


`> By Mr. WADDELL: The petition of Wil- 


liam W. Hubbell, for an appropriation to 

make and test his patented steel and bronze 

great gun to crush iron-clad vessels of war. 
By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of 


Esther P. Fox, for an amendment of the act: 


of February 14, 1871, granting pensions to 
soldiers of the war of 1812, and their widows. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of J. K. 
Crabb, J. O. Wallace, and others, boot and 
shoe makers of Detroit, Michigan, in favor of 
a protective tariff. 

By Mr. 
to the petition of Ellis Lewis Brown for a pen- 
sion. 


IN SENATE. . 
‘Turspay, February 27, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 


MAN, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was | 


read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS. REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Valentine was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elec- 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories 
was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1823) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic ser- 
vice of the Government for the year ending 
June 380, 1873, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1666) to establish cer- | 


tain post roads was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of | 


Isaac B. Kinkead was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on, Military 
Affairs. : 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I present the 
petition of the president and secretary of the 
Academy of Arts of the State of Connecticut, 
and the president and faculty of Yale College, 
setting forth that they are a special committee 
of the Academy of Arts and Sciences duly 


appointed at its last meeting to memorialize } 


Congress with reference to the transit of Venus, 
They 


the following considerations: 

First, that the phenomenon in question is 
one not only of great rarity, but of the highest 
practical moment to the interests of astronomy 
and navigation. : 

Second, that the principal European Gov- 
erynments, particularly those of Great Britain, 
Germany, and Russia, have already appropri- 
ated large sums and instituted elaborate prep- 
arations for observing the coming transit at 
various points on the globe. 

Third, that the transit of 1769, the last that 


| has occurred, was the occasion of similar efforts 


with only partial success on account of the 
inefficiency of the instruments. 

That in order to enable American astrono- 
mers to take such part in these observations as 
shall do credit to their high reputation and 
comport with our national position, the memo- 
rialists, not unmindfal also of the benefit likely 
to accrue to science, commerce, and the arts, 
respectfully request Congress to grant such 
appropriations to this object as the commis- 
sion appointed át the last session of Congress 
in reference thereto shall find to be needed. 
That commission, appointed at the last ses- 


WINCHESTER: Papers relative 


| 


i 


i 


sion of Congress; is composed of the Super- 
intendent and two professors of the United 
States Naval Observatory, the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, and the secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution. ~~ i ; 

I hardly know to what committee this 
memorial should be referred, but perhaps the 
Committee on Education and Labor would be 
as well as any, and I call the attention of the 
chairman of that committée to the memorial, 
and request that such an appropriation be 
made, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 


referred. 
Mr. CONKLING. I haveseveral memorials 
which I am going to withhold until to-morrow 


| or some other morning, as I wish to ask the 


Senate at the end of the morning business to- 
day to take up the resolution that I offered 
yesterday and vote upon it. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
Isaac Hogarth and a large number of others, 
of South Carolina, freedmen, praying the reten- 
tion of the duty on rice; which. was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented: the petition of R. G. 
Holmes and a large number of others, citi- 
zens of South Carolina, in favor of the pas- 
sage of a law refunding to the people of the 
cotton-growing States the amount of tax col- 
lected on cotton during the years 1865, 1866, 
and 1867 ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 


iE. W. B. Bayzer, publisher of the Elmore 


Republican, Elmore county, Alabama, pray- 
ing an amendment to section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the bill for the revision and con- 
solidation of the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department; which was reterred to the 


| Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


He also presented the memorial of Joseph 
A. Moore, of Alabama, praying compensation 
for a building taken and used by the United 
States Army, in Nashville, Tennessee, during 
the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee òn Claims. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented tbe petition and 
papers of Joseph Burnham, praying an increase 
of pension; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented seven petitions 
of citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers in 
the United States Army, asking Congress to 
pass an act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, and to the heirs of those who ara 
deceased, $8 334 per month, for the entire 
time served, deducting therefrom all Govern- 
ment bounties heretofore received by them; 
which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, engaged in. the 
making of books, as printers, type-founders, 


' binders, gold-beaters, and paper-makers, re- 


monstrating against the passage of an inter- 
national copyright. law; which was. referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of H. E. 
Shafer, publisher of the Fulton Republican, 
of Fulton county, Pennsylvania, asking that 
section one hundred and sixty-two of the 
revised codification of the postal laws be 
amended; which was referred to the Commit-. 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
iron, citizens of West Hempfield and Donegal 
townships, Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against a change of the existing 
tarif laws abating or abolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
mis country; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Norristown iron-works, citizens of Norris- 


| town, Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, re- 


monstrating against a. change of the existing 
tariff laws abating or bolishing duties upon 
such articles as are successfully produced in 
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this country; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented eight petitions of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a 
law taxing distilleries according to their actual 
capacity, to be ascertained by practical men ; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ` ; 

Mr. RICE presented the petition of Daniel 
Webster, publisher of the Mountain Echo, of 
Fayetteville, Washington. county, Arkansas, 
asking that newspapers printed on one side be 
made legal. mailable matter at the minimum 
rate fixed by Congress. on weekly newspapers 
and packages to newsdealers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. KELLOGG presented a resolution of 


the Chamber of Commerce of New Orleans, in 
favor of an appropriation for improving the 
bar and channel at the harbor of Cedar Keys, 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the New 
Orleans, Florida, and Havana Steamship Com- 
pany, praying an appropriation for the purpose 
of dredging out, and. straightening the bar to 
the railroad wharf at the port of Cedar Keys, 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. . i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, presented the 
petition of James G. McDonald, of Grimes 
county, Texas, praying the removal of his 
political. disabilities; which was referred to 
the select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of | 
W. H. Nessle, praying to be allowed back | 


ay; which was referred to the Committee on |! 
De à i of Harvey & Jones and others, merchants, 


The memorialists | 


ensions, 

Mr.. CASSERLY. Ihave charge of several 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Califor- 
nia in regard to the establishment of mail 
routes. sie 

The first is for the establisument of a mail 
route from Weaverville to Trinity Center, 
California. be 

The next is fora tri-weekly mail from the 
city of San Diego to the town of Julian, in the 
same county. 

Also, from Millville, in Shasta county, to 
Lake City, in Siskiyou county, California. 

Also, from Lake Valley, El Dorado county, 
California, to Genoa, in the State of Nevada. 

I will observe that I think, with a single 
exception, these requests relate to mail routes 
in growing parts of the State, and all deserve 
the favorable consideration of the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads.. I move the 
reference ofthese resolutions to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I present the petition of 


the president, directors, and officers of the | 


First National Gold Bank of San Francisco. 
The principal object of their prayer is that the 
jaw may be so changed as to permit gold notes 
to be received for duties, and they set forth 


sundry reasons, which are very cogent, in sup- | 
port of that view. The signers are wellknown | 


to me as gentlemen of standing and intelli- 
gence, whose statements are entitled to all 
credit, As the subject is one of special inter- 
est to our coast and of general interest in con- 
nection with the system of gold banks, I move 
that the memorial be printed for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I present a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of California in regard 
to a quantity of arms, valued at nearly three 
hundred thousand dollars, issued to the State of 
California by the General Government during 
the late civil war. The resolution sets forth 
that the arms at the time of their issue were 
of inferior quality and pattern ; that they were 
greatly damaged by a-fire subsequently, and 


| the cost of repairs made necessary thereby was | 


very great, The prayer of the resolution is 


that the State of California bé relieved from, 


the debt charged against her for those arms, 


Whether the resolution should be referred to’ 


the Committee on Military Affairs or the 
Committee on Finance, I am not quite certain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Probably it should 
either go to the Committee on Claims as a 
claim for relief, or to the Committeé on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to investigate as to the condition 


those arms were in. Baas f 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move that the réso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of. 
citizens, late soldiers and sailors of the United 
States volunteer army and navy, praying a 
modification of the homestead law of 20th 
of May, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof, 


| so that the time which the soldier or sailor 


served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion, after 


two years’ actual residence upon his home- į 
Į 


stead, may be deducted from tke term of tive 


years’ residence which the act now requires į 


before he can acquire title thereto ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 


He also. presented a petition of late soldiers 


of the United States, citizens of Minnesota, 
asking Congress for the passage of an act 
giving to.all soldiers, sailors, and marines, and 
to the heirs of those who are deceased, $8 334 
per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing therefrom all Government bounties here- 
tofore received by them; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present the memorial 


of Richmond, Virginia. 
say that they have been informed that an effort 
will be made to procure the immediate reduc- 


| tion of the duty on tea and coffee. They protest 


against this upon the ground that they have on 
hand large supplies upon which they have paid 
the present duty, whereas the merchants in 


| large importing cities have their goods in bond, 


have not paid the duties, and after the reduc- 
tion they willbe able to throw upon the market 
a large supply of goods cheaper than the 
memorialists can afford to sell theirs. They 
protest against any reduction to take effect 
before the Ist of July, 1872. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee 
on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I present a memorial, 
not inappropriate at this time, the memorial 
of the American Peace Society, representing 
that the present is a favorable time for the 
Congress of the United States to initiate meas- 
ures for the establishment of internal arbitra- 
tion for the settlement of disputes between 
States by reason and justice and law, instead 
of by the sword. 

This memorial, which is signed by Alpheus 
Crosby, chairman, and James B. Mills, cor- 
responding secretary, and by Horace Malcolm, 
president, and Amasa Walker, vice president 
of the society, is supported by about one hun- 


! dred petitions which I hold in my band, and 


which bear the signature of about twelve thou- 


i sand American citizens,from seventeen States 
| of the Union, comprising an unusual amount į 


of worth, intelligence, and virtue. 

I esteem myself fortunate, Mr. President, 
in bringing this memorial to the consideration 
of the Senate and of the country. These me- 
morialists, unlike many who approach the Sen- 
até, as they have the right to, for the redress 
of grievances, for the vindication of personal 
rights, for the payment of just claims, ask 
nothing for themselves which, if their great 
purpose can be effected, will not be equally 


: shared by all their fellow-citizens, by all their 


which embodiés mors of wisdom, and truth, 
and virtue, than has been spoken by the tongue 
or written by the pen, declares ‘(Blessed “are 
the peacemakers.” ie cane — 

The inclination which a peaceful nation, 
able to vinticate its rights by the methods of 
war, shows ‘toward peace, is'no bad measure 
of its progress in civilization. It would add 
another to the titles of our Government to the 
affection of ite citizens and to the respect and 
admiration of the world if it should make the 
first serious’ practical ‘movement toward ‘so 
great a reform in human action and in human 
government. ` ts 

As this memorial is upon so important a 
matter, ag it is aoe by so many people from 
so many States, L depart from my usual cus- 
tom and ask that the memorial be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: f 


Memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United. States of America in 
Congress assembled. 


The American Peace Society most. respectfully 
submit to your honorable bodies thefollowing memo- 
rial, confident that the momentous subject to which 
it relates will secure your earnest consideration: 

Tho American Peace Sooiety was organized inthe 
year 1828, and is composed of persons of all religious 
denominations and political parties; This society, 
believing that the system.of waris baleful to every. 
interest of society, material, moral, and spiritual, 
has for its prime object the banishment of war from 
the family of nations, , : 

Regarding nations as moral persons, and beliéving 
the highest welfare of each nation depends upon the 
prosperity of all the other nations, wo hold that 
nations, even as individuals, are solemnly bound to 
regulate their conduct toward each other in accord- 
ance with the golden rule, 

Atthe present time, more than ever before, intelli- 
gent people in all civilized lands are profoundly and 
painfully impressed with the waste, the miscries, 
and the cruelties of a resort to the sword as a 
method for settling national grievances. In view 
of the frightful havoc of human life which itcauses, 
at a moderate estimate having slain, in the very 
prime and vigor of their manhood, men in numbers 
exceeding thirty-five times the present. population 
of the globe; in view. of its enormous destruction 
of property, having wrung from the people of Christ- 
endom in taxes,-even the last year, $2,600,000,000; 
in view of the violence, the malignity, the rage, the 
fraud, the perfidy, the rapacity, the lust—in view 
of ail the crimes and woes that gather under war’s 
standard, thoughtful. people everywhere are de- 
manding to know if there be not amore excellent 
way. 

_ In the progress of society, in the advance of intel- 
ligence, civilization, and Christianity, there has been 
developed a strong and widespread conviction that 
the adjustment of national differences by arbitra- 
tion, by an appeal to conscience, reason, and tha 
eternal principles of right and justice, is practica- 
bie. This conviction has. been confirmed by the 
recent action between Great Britain and the United 
States, justly regarded by patriots, philanthropists, 
and good people in all the world, as one of the most 
beneficent and sublime triumphs of Christian civ- 
ilization, We rejoice in this great transaction as 
the harbinger of perpetual peace between the great 
English-speaking nations. 

And we most respectfully submit to your honor- 
able bodies that there is now offered the Congress 
of the United States an opportunity for initiating 
measures for the establishment of a permanent sys- 
tem of international arbitration, by which differ- 
ences between civilized States shall be decided by 
an appeal to reason and justice, instead of the dread 
and barbarous arbitrament of the sword. 

We also beg leave to submit that in the judgment 
of this society our own beloved country is of all 
others most happily circumstanced for taking the 
initiative in promoting the establishment of -this 
greatest need of the nations, a high court of arbi- 
tration, andso of removing war, the foulest reproach 
of Christian civilization. Together with this manto- 


i rial we present the petitions signed by some twelve 


thousand citizens, representing all sections of this 
great Republic, who join with us in the mostearnest 
prayer to your honorable bodies to take ‘sneh.action 
as will conduce to the great and benign consumma~ 
tion indicated by this memorial, and-wo add, it is 
the fixed and sublimely earnest. determination of a 
powerfal and rapidly increasing multitude of the 
American people to persevere in their efforts. until 
this consummation shall have beén-reached. 

We belicvo no glory can. be added to tho name 
of our nation greater than that which will como 
from its taking the lead in cll enterprises that make 
for the establishment- of peace on earth and good 


will among men. 


February 27, 
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: 2 By order of the executive committee of the Amer- 
joan Pesce. Society, at a meeting held in Boston, 
January. 2, 1872... - : 

ones e Padt h ALPHEUS CROSBY., 


: airman. 

. JAMES B. MILES, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
HOWARD MALCOM 


AMASA WAL ee als 
. Vice Pr 


ce etd ‘ge ice Presi 
` The memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee:on Foreign Relations. ; 
PAPERS WITUDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of Mrs. Adelaide Arm- 
strong, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee: on 


Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the. 


petition of Henry Conrad, asking for an allow- 
ance of salary while acting as chargé d'affaires 
ad interim at Port au Prince, reported. ad- 
versely thereon; and the committee was -dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

~~ Be also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Charles Weile, 
praying compensation for services as consul 
at Tumbez, Peru, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
1a No. 549) for the relief of Lieutenant R. 

. Pratt, reported it with amendments. 

; FRANCIS A. EASTMAN. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill. (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 
Francis A. Eastman, postmaster at Chicago, 


Illinois, have directed me to report it back: 


with two. trifling amendments, and recommend 
its passage ; and if there be no objection on 
the part of the Senate, I should like them to 
indulge me in considering the bill at the pres- 
ent time, It is a brief bill, and without it the 
accounts of. this officer cannot be settled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York gave notice of his desire to call up 
a resolution after the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business. 

Mr. RAMSEY. This bill will not take five 
minutes, and if there be no objection I ask 
that it be put on its passage now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the bill will be 
considered at the present. time. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not object to it, but 
I wish we might get through with the morning 
business. 

By uvanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill.. It authorizes the proper account- | 


ing officers of the Post Office Department to 
settle the accounts of Francis A. Eastman, 


ostmaster at Chicago, and to credit hi ith A 
P go, and: to gredit him with. or any State, for the promotion and encourage- 


the amount which the office had received for 
postage stampsand stamped envelopes between 
the 2d and. 7th days of October, 1871, inclusive, 
and: which was destroyed by fire in the safe 
of the Government in the post office on the 
9th of October, 1871; and the accounting offi- 
cers are also authorized to credit the post- 
master, upon his money-order account, with 


the amount of money-orders paid by him dur- | 


ing the week ending October 7, 1871, and 
which were destroyed. by the fire in the safe 
of the post office; but credits are to be made 
to such amounts only as the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall be satisfied, from the proofs furnished 
him, are just and proper. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads reported the bill with. amendments. 

: The frst amendment was in line six, after 
the word“ with,’’ to strike out the words “the 
amount which said office had received for post- 
age stamps. and stamped envelopes between 
the 2d and 7th days of October, 1871, inclu- 


sive, and which was,’’ and to insert in lieu. 


thereof, ‘‘so much of the amount of the postal 
receipts of said office, including money received 
for postage stamps and stamped envelopes sold 
up to the 8th day of October, 1871, as was on 
hand, and.” . : 

The amendment: was agreed to. : 

The next amendment. was to strike out at 
the end of the bill the words “ are just, and 
proper,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
t: will cover the losses actually incurred.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. l , 

Mr. RAMSEY. Probably I ought to say 
to the Senate that at the time of the fire, as 
appears from the affidavit of the cashier of 
the post office and from other evidence, there 
were in the safe twenty three thousand and a 
few hundred dollars on the 8th or 9th of Oc- 
tober. When thesafe was got out again, some. 
ten, twelve, or fifteen days after, there were 
$13,000 recovered, the gréater part in a con- 
dition to be used, and the balance redeemed’ 
by the Treasury Department here, and the cin- 
ders of about $10,400 were found lying in the 
safe. The bill proposes to give him credit for 
this $10,400. That is the money item. 

Then, as to the money-orders, $64,000 of 
money orders had been paid, drawn by other 
postmasters on the postmaster at Chicago and 
put in his safe. When the safe was dug out, 
among the cinders, and among other things in 


a pretty good state of preservation, was found | 
a memorandum of the money-order clerk— j 


not the officer who sells the money-orders, but 
the clerk who keeps the record of them—and 
that is the basis of the claim for the money- 


|| orders, and that is also corroborated by the 


fact that for weeks before and weeks subsequent 
that seems to be about the average amount of 
money-orders sold in a week in Chicago. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, andthe amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill-was read the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSION OF PHOTOGRAPHS, ETO. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the 


Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of photographs free of duty, to re- 
port it with amendments; and as it is a bill 
which if passed at all ought to be acted on 
now, Í ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on 
Finance were after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 
three, to insert the words ‘‘ painting, statuary, 
and;’’ in line three, to strike out the words 
“at the exhibition of the National Photo- 
graphic Association to be held at Cleveland, 
Ohio, commencing June 7, 1872;” and in lieu 
thereof to insert ‘‘ by any association duly au- 
thorized under the laws of the United States, 


ment of science, art, or industry; and also 
to strike out in the eleventh line the word 
t“ pictures’ and insert ‘‘articles;’’. so as to 
make the bill read: i 

That all paintings, statuary, and photographic 


` pictures imported into the United States for exhibi- 


tion by any association duly authorized under the 
laws of the United States, orany State, forthe promo- 
tion and encouragement of science, art, or industry, 
and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free of 
duty, under such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary_of the Treasury shall prescribe: Provided. That 
bonds shall be given for the payment to the United 
States of such duties as are now imposed by law upon 
any and all of such articles as shxl] notbe reéxported 
prior to the Ist day of October, 1872. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill simply admits 
paintings, statuary, and photographic pictures, 
when imported under the laws of States or the 
United States for exhibition only, and allows 
them to be admitted free of duty forsix months, 
which will cover cases in Pennsylvania and 
other States. ae A 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurredin. It 
was ordered the amendments be engrossed, 
and the bill read the third time. The bill was 
read the third time, aud passed. . 

The title was amended so as to read: “A 
bill to provide for the admission of paintings, 
statuary, and other articles, free of duty, in 
certain cases.’’ 


BILLS. INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SAULSBURY asked, and by unani- 


mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
pill (S. No. 714) to provide for the erection of 
a post office building at Dover, in the State 
of Delaware; which was read twice by its 
title, ordered to be printed, and, with a petition 
upon the subject, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
715) relating to the capture of the Albemarle; 
which was. read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to-be printed. : 

He also asked, and by ‘unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
716) to incorporate the Utah Railroad, Mining, 
and Land Company; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 717) to establish the western judicial dis- 
trict of Florida, and to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a judge to the same; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 718) to reorganize the clerical force of the 
General Land Office ; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 719) 
to expedite the transaction of business in the 
General Land Office and bring up the arrear- 
ages of work ; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have a communication 
from the Department of the Interior, addressed 
to Congress, which I move be printed and 
referred. to the Committee on Public Lands, 
to accompany these bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 720) for the relief of John Milone, post- 
master at Ubricksville, Obio; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 


‘| on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 721) to incorporate the Arkansas Valley 
and Rocky Mountain Railroad Company, and 
to grant the right of. way through the public 
lands to the same; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unaui- , 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 722) to authorize the construction 
of a fire-proof building at Lincoln, the capital 
of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
723) to provide fora group of statuary to com- 
memorate the late epoch in American history ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This bill has been placed 
in my hands for the purpose of presentation, 
and I present it without knowing or indorsing 
any of its provisions. Imove its reference to 


1872, 
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the Committee on the Library, and that it be 
printed.’ x08 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by the Committee on. 
Printing to the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 80, 1873, and for other 


purposes; which. was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | 
printed... 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE. 


Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
offered by me yesterday. - : 

The motion was agreed to, `- 

Mr. CONKLING. I accepted yesterday 
an amendment of the Senator from Illinois, 
prr. ‘TRUMBULL, ] not then reduced to writing, 
I do not wish to speak to the resolution, but 
Ihope we may bave a vote. — i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave reduced to writing 
what I wanted to add. I suppose it will come 
in at the end. I presume the Senator will 
accept it probably. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will. e S 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isuppose, though, I had 
better wait until the other ámendment is dis- 


posed of, i . 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. It would require 
unanimous consent now, as an amendment is 
pending. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Trrron, ] 
upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. Irise simply for the pur- 
pose of withdrawing the amendment made at 


my suggestion yesterday, if it is in my power | 


to do so. 
' The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be by 
consent of the Senate only, as it was agreed 
to, and the Senator from Nebraska has moved 
an amendment on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, which are two reasons why 
the resolution cannot be changed except by 
consent, If theré be no objection the Senator 
from South Carolina desires to withdraw the 
_ suggestion that his State be added. If there 
be no objection that ig withdrawn. The reso- 
lution is so modified. ~ 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I remarked 
yesterday that I should favor the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska, because it 
seemed to me so manifestly just, and so mani- 
festly that a resolution pointing to a few indi- 
vidual Senators upon a subject-matter of this 
kind should be. passed, instead of embracing 
the whole body. Upon looking at the reso- 
Jution as it is printed I confess I am sorry 
that it is here at all. There is no public in- 
terest requiring a report of the recommenda- 
tions of the Senators from these three States 
in relation to appointments to and removals 
from office. The resolution is intensely per- 
sonal in its character, if I may so designate 
it, and affects only personal interests. Now 
for almost two weeks we have been spending 
the time of the Senate really in discussing 
personal interests, for since the first day of 
the debate upon the resolution pending before 
the Senate on which so much discussion has 
been had the central point of interest in that 
Giscussion has been the question whether 
General.Graut should be renominated at the 
Philadelphia convention next June; and, 
sir, I do not believe there. is a member of 
this body who was not convinced before the 
debate began that General Grant will be re- 
nominated at the Philadelphia convention 
next June; and here we have been two weeks 
discussing a question that was settled when we 

began! 
Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him one moment? i 
Mr. FERRY, of Connnecticat, Certainly. 
Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to con- 


|| gation just or not. 


sume a moment’s time; but I wish, as I think 
the Senator a very just man;‘to put myself 
right with him in one regard. First, I assure 
him that Iam conscious of no ‘personal: feel- 
ing in this matter which a man ought not 


i| to have, or which would ‘be considered an 


unneighborly or resentful feeling. Second, I 


wish to say to the honorable Senator that I | 


have sat long in this Chamber and heard in 
language which I will ‘not iow refer to, because 
I would not give òffeuse or provoke debate, 
charges by indirection upon’me that I have 
been a recipient of executive favor, that I 
have been especially an applicant for execu- 
tive favor. know, Mr. President, whether 
that charge be just or unjust. I donot care to 
volunteer as a witness in my own behalf, but 
in language which I meant to be entirely im- 
personal and inoffensive, at last I simply asked 
the Senate to let the facts be laid before it to 
enable me to see whether three Scnators—and 
Iam not complaining of it now—who on various 
occasions and in various phrases have assigned 
me a position among the beggars for office 


(because that very phrase has been used) will, | 


! when the facts are laid before the Senate touch- 


ing those Senators and myself, find their alle- 
That is all. 

Theré is no offense intended here to any- 
body. T have never said that it was an im- 
proper thing for a Senator’to recommend for 
office. I have simply asked that thé Senate 
and the world may know whether Senators 


who charge me with‘ being a ‘henchman,’ | 
with ‘hanging around the skirts of power,” | 


with “clinging to the skirts of power,” and 
with other things of whicb, as I say, I do not 


| now complain—whether those Senators are 


just or not; and I think a response to this 
resolution will convince them and convince 


others that they have not been warranted. | 


Now I submit to the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut that there is no harm to him, that 
it is a mere act of justice. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
dent, I cannot see how the statement which 
the Senator has made invalidates the argu- 


| ment with which I was proceeding. I was dep- 


Mr. Presi- | 


recating the introduction of this resolation | 


because the interests involved in it were pecu- 
larly personal instead of public interests, and 
because I thought we have already wasted suf- 
ficient time of the session in discussing per- 
sonal questions. It isimpossible to do justice 
tó the four Senators alluded to by the Senator 
from New York, including himself, in refer- 


ence to this question of their having solicited | 


agreater or less number of appointments or 
removals to and from office, without seeing 
the proportion which their recommendations 
bear to the recommendations which have been 
made by other Senators to the same effect, 
and I think that injustice would be done to 


those Senators by the mere report of their | 


action in this matter without affording an 
opportunity of comparison with the action 
of other Senators. ; 

Ifthe Senator from New Yorksimply desires 
to do justice to himself, a resolution calling 
for the information in relation to himself will 
accomplish that result. But when he couples 
thatwith the demand for information regarding 
half a dozen. other Senators, why should the 
junior Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Hiren- 


GocK,] who has only been here a short time, | 
why should the junior Senator from Hlinois, | 


[Mr. Locay,] who bas been here a compara- 
tively short time, be embraced in a resolution 


H 


of this kind from which information may ensue | 


which can be used, and improperly used, to 
their prejudice? I hope, as the resolution is 
now before ug and is pressed to a vote, that 
the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the same 
sentiment that induced my friend to wish to 
have the amendment adopted: induces me to 
think it unjust to adopt it. Here has arisen 
in the Senate a debate on a resolution in the 
course of which the official action of the Sen- 


i 


| ing to cover up ought 


ators from certain States has been. brow: ht 
into discussion. Now, the Senator from New 
York, in order to do justice to that topic which 
we have discussed, and without impugning 
anybody, offers a resolution to get certain 
information. “The moment that is offered, an 
amendment is proposed. to get- a great deal 
more information about other States that have 
not been drawn in question, the effect of which 
ig to prevent our getting any information at 
all within any reasonable limit of time, because 
éverybody knows that if ‘you have one resolu- 
tion calling for all this information you will 
not get any under months, for thé reason that 
since the incoming of this Administration the 
number of recommendations that have been 
made on all sides for office and for changes 
are so, great, and the papers are. scattered in 
so many Departments, that it will take a long 
time and many clerks to‘ get the information 
together. Therefore I should’ hope that this 
amendment would not be agreed to, but that 
my honorable friend from Nebraska would be 
permitted to have his proposition adopted as 
a resolution, so that the information may come 
along, as far as any Senator desires it, as fast 
as it can be given. Otherwise we shall miss 
the whole thing. 

Now; I do not think it any imputation on 
any Senator that he has made recommenda- 
tions to office. I think he ought to do it. It 
is a duty he ought to perform when he is called 
upon, either by his constituents or by the heads 
of Departments, to express his opinions re- 
apecting the propriety and fitness of certain 
men for Office in his State, because he can 
know as well as anybody. a 
` But this has a wider significance than: that, 
Mr. President; but I cannot take up your 
time. We have under discussion civil servico 
reform; we havea bill from my friend from 
Illinois, the purpose of which is to put a stop 
to what he considers to be an abuse, How 
can we act.on that unless we have the knowl- 
edge? But if we undertake ito get all the 
knowledge at once, we shall defeat the justice 
which the Senator from New York asks. for, 
and shall get information too late to act upon 
in that respect. Let. us therefore :adopt his 
resolution, then adopt: the resolution of the 
Senator from Nebraska, and thus we. shall 
get all the information and we shall get it in 
installments, having that first which we need 


first. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I think, as far as the dis- 
tribution of patronage is concerned, tke Sen- 
ator from New York is not the only one whose 
conduct has been reflected upon in any way. 
On the contrary, I have heard at least half.a 
dozen times the assertion on this floor that 
the Senators who advocated civil: service 
reform most loudly were those who had. re- 
ceived the most appointments. I think every 
Senator within the reach of my voice will 
remember that such language has been used. 
Well, sir, Iam ready to stand investigation ; 
I would rather covet it than otherwise, bat if 
a judgment is to be formed on this point, then 
I think it is but fair that the number of rec- 
ommendations made by each Senator should 
be compared with the number of recommenda- 
tions made by others, so that each one may 
stand in his own just proportion. It is not 
tbe character of the Senator from New York 
alone that is involved in this question ; it.is 
the conduct of a great many others, and the 
conduct of each Senator will appear in its jast 
light only when compared with the conduct of 
others, for then only shall we get a just view 
of the general practice. : 

Now, I think that every one who’bas noth- 
to vote for this amend- 
ment, and before this thing comes to a close I 
think I may be able to show that I might have 
had more patronage if I-had wanted it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. © ` ` 
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Mi TIPT RA : T'regret io arise when ihe 


morning hour is go far exhausted, but I have 
à to make on this subject; it will run 


> In view of the fact the hon: 
ble Ss r has stated, and the other fact 
that my colleague [Mr, Wricir]. will be enti- 
tled to the floor. at one. o’clock, I would move 
that, this matter be postponéd, and. that the 
Senate -proceed to the consideration of the, 
arms resolution, = 0 ue... l ʻi 
Mr, TRUMBULL. Before that vote is pub, 
if there should, be no objection, I should, like 
to present the amendment I suggested, and let 
it dome,in at the end of this resolution. , ; 

Mr.. CONKLING..” While that is going to 
the Chair let.me. make a suggestion to . the 
Senator from Iowa who proposes that this reso- 
lution. shall stand over. I know the morning 
hour has almost expired; but I think we can 
geta vote upon this matter in a few minutes. 
It. seems to.me there cannot be much to de- 
bate. Hverykody will vote for a general reso- 
lution: on thig subject; there is no objection 


to that; and it will not, I say to the Senator. 


from Missouri, delay one day the acquisition 


of the information’; but in the mean time let, 


us have this. Now, unless there is some prós- 
pect of delay, which I think there is not, I 
ask the honorable Senator to Jet the Senator 
from Nebraska be heard; it will be subject to 
a demand for the regular order, of course; but 
if we can vote in a few minutes let us do so. 
Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
wili perceive .it is an impossibility in view 
of the statement made by the Senator from 
Nebraska. aes 
Mr. CONKLING. ‘I only ask that it go on 
informally. gs, ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. First the amend- 
ment of the Senator trom Jlinois will be re- 
ported.as he has desired to have it reported. 
The Curer, CLERK, The amendment of. the 
Senator from: Hlinois is to insert at the end of 
the resolution s.. PN 


And also that he. inform tho Sonato whether the j 


hoad of any Department has caused to be prepared 
in his Department the tabulated statement, or any 
part thereof, referred to in the following statement 
wade in the Senate by the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. Morton] on the 28d of February, 1872: “I saw 
this afternoon a tabulated statement giving the 
number of recommendations made in each Depart- 
ment since the Ath. of: March, 1869, by the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr, TRUMBULL. ] numbering.one hun- 
dred and three;” and if so, ab whose instance and 
for what purpose said tabulated statement, or any 
part. thereof, was prepared; whether the head of 
such Department, at the same time caused like tabu- 
lated statements to be prepared giving the number 
of recommendations made by the other miembersof 
the Senate for the same period. 

MrvCONKLING. Ican see no objection 
to that ifthe Senator wishes it, and I accept it. 

Mr TRUMBULL. Let it be adopted as 
an amendment to that of the Senator from 
Nebraska. : : off : 

Mr. CONKLING. No; I accept the amend- 
ment as an amendmenttothe resolution. That 
saves a vote: - 

The VICE PRESIDENT: It can be aci 
cepted by the consent of the Senate. The 
yeas and nays have been ordered. ~ 

Mr. CONKELING. Then it will be in order 
to accept it presently, which I will do. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


ment coming in at the close of the resolution ; 
and the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska still remains pending, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and the Senate resumes 
the consideration of the resolution of the Sen- 
ator. from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer,] the 
pending question being on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment of 


the Senator from New York [Mr. Coyxuine] | 


was agreed to, and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr, WriGuT] is entitled to the floor, 


y If there be no. 
objection, this will be regarded as an amend- 


i 
i 


| 


“Mr. CONKLING, “If my honorable friend 


wishes to proceed I will not ask him to indulge 


me one moment;. but if it will be agreeable 
to him to allow this matter to go on for.a few 
moments to see.if we can get a vote, then I 


will make that. request. I beg.to say, how-. 
ever, that I do.not make. it at all if he prefers 


to. proceed: EATE A per Mier deee Shi 
Mr. WRIGHT.. If I could be-sure th 
should have.a,vote..in five: or ten minute 


this resolution, I should not object; but if 


there is any probability that. the debate will: 


be protracted, I prefer to goon... .. . 
Mr. CONKLING....I think we can vote 
presently. ; K ; ; 
Mr. HARLAN... The honorable Senator. 
from Nebraska informs me that he expects 
to occupy about half an hour... ; 
. Mr. CONKLING. Then I should not think 
it courteous to press my: request. 
[he VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the resolution having been changed 
this morning will be ordered to be printed as 
it now stands. . ..- eae ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator from 
Iowa proceeds, I beg to interrupt. him .once 
more to call the attention of the Secretary to 
an error in the printing of the resolution. The 
word “such” is omitted in the fourth line 


from the bottom between the words ‘‘any”’ į 


and ‘‘Senators.’? ‘To make the resolution 
consistent, the word ‘‘such’’ should occur 
there, so as to read ‘‘ whether any such Senga- 


| tors.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. And ‘South 
Carolina’ will be omitted in the resolution, 
and also in the text of the amendment, as it is 
now by the unanimous consent of the Senate 
excluded. . 

PRINTING OF A MEMORIAL. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. With the con- 
sent of the Senator from Iowa I move that 
the memorial which was presented yesterday 
from a committee of an agricultural conven- 
tion and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa: 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution ;, in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested: . 

A bill (H. R. No..1021) for the relief of 
preémption settlers in the State of California ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1760) explanatory of the 
internal revenue actof June 80, 1864, amended 
by the act of July 18, 1866, in relation to sirups, 
jellies, mustards, sauces, and canned and pre- 
served fruits, vegetables, and meats, enumer- 
ated and taxed in schedule C of said acts 
and acts amendatory thereof; 

A bill (H. R. No. 48) to settle and quiet the 
titles to lands along the boundary line between 
the States of Georgia and Florida; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1761). extending the time 


for the completion of the Portage Lake and. 


Lake Superior ship-canal ; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1762) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to allow the. print- 
ing and impressions of currency notes and 
bonds, &ċ., for the use of Heath & Co.'s 
Counterfeit Detector ;. and 3 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) direct- 


ing ihe Secretary of War to add the German 
language in the United States Military Acad- 
emy at West Point. . Bake 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred inthe amendments of the Senate 
to the following bills :. ` ~ 

A bill (H. R. No. 383) to authorize the con- 
struction of. a bridge across the Missouri river 
at or near St, Joseph, Missouri; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse; and. =~ ate. DE 

A bill (H. R. No. 1074) to provide for. the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia. 


sion, 


The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. No, 884) extending the time for 


the completion ‘of the Green Bay and Stur- 


geon Bay and Lake Michigan :ship-canal, in 
the State of Wisconsin; and : : 

A bill (S. No. 892) to set apart'a certain 
tract: of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone river as a public park. `> ~: 
~The message also announced that the House 
had passed the: bill (S. No. 550) to constitute 
Shreveport, in the State of. Louisiana, a port 
of delivery, with an amendment, in which it 
requested the coneurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

- The message likewise announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 675) granting to'James D. Dana 
the use of certain plates, and it was thereupon 
signed by the. Vice President. 

© SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCI AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Sumyer on the 
12th instant. 


Mr. MORTON. For one I desire to express 
the hope that we shall remain. here to-day 


until this discussion is closed and the vote has 
heen taken. a F 
Mr. COLE.. I concur in that, 


Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, this debate 
has been greatly protracted, taking a very wide 
range; and yet I trust I shall be pardoned, 
even at this late hour in the discussion, and 
at the hazard of trespassing on the patience 
of the Senate at atime when a vote is so anx- 
iously desired, if I add a few words. Among 
the last coming to a place in this body, and 
counting myselt, as I do, in all sincerity, and 
especially in the presence of these crowded 
galleries, among the humblest of those around 
me, I nevertheless do not feel at liberty to 
refrain from stating the considerations con- 
trolling my action. A 

I suppose, Mr. President, as was suggested 
yesterday by my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN,] itwill not be deemed out of 
order to discuss the measure now before us. 
To. avoid all questions at this point, however, 
I shall possibly say enough upon some other 
maiters to bring myself within the practice if 
not the rules of the Senate.. ie 

We have been iu session, Mr. President, now 
nearly three, months, Almost one half the time 
fixed by our action for the continuance of the 
session has expired, and yet what has been 
done? I feel bound to say in all candor, next 
to nothing. Before the adjournment in De- 
cember, upon the question of appointing a 
t‘ committee of investigation and reform,” we 
had a debate running through days and weeks. 
The days were absolutely lost fixing the day 
of final adjournment solely and entirely, as I 
submit, because of an. effort to attach condi- 
tions as unprecedented. in parliamentary pro- 
ceedings as they were unnecessary and inex- 
pedient. . Following this. we had the discussion 
upon amnesty and what has been styled its 
‘*twin measure, the civil rights supplement,’? 
but which, in my judgment, was in no manner 
germane to the text.to which it was sought 
to be attached—a discussion running through 
another ten days, and ending, as every Senator 
must haveseen, because of the tactics pursued, 
in the defeat of both, and this, too,in the face 
and teeth of the fact that both, as independent 
measures, might have passed in half the time 
consumed by that debate. I say they were 
defeated by the tactics pursued by some of the 
friends of both rather than the enemies of 
either, for it is now, obvious, as it clearly was 
to every unprejudiced mind during the pro- 
tracted struggle, that the measures conjoined 
lost votes sufficient to defeat them, which they 


|| certainly would have had, and that, too, in suffi- 


cient numbers, when disconnected, to have 
carried either separately. 
For myself, I may say in passing, that while 


‘T would vote for the civil rights bill, amended 


1872. 
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as I doubt not it might and would be without 
impairing its force and purpose, I will not vote 


for either general or universal amnesty. 


in view of the character of this discussion, and 
especially after what was said on Friday last by 
the distinguished Senator from: Ilinojs [Mr. 
‘TpumBULL] and yesterday by the distinguished 
Senator from Nevada, {Mr. Nyz,] I may be 
pardoned for one word in this connection. 

This, Mr. President, is a Government of 
justice as wellas mercy. It is as essential to 
its great future power and stability that it shall 
deal justly as that it shall make haste with its 
mantle of charity to cover up or blot out the 
lastlegal vestige of the most enormous crime 
of this or any age. He that rules-the destinies 
of nations and empires aswell as individuals 
maintains His soverignty by His power and 
attribute of justice as much as by His mercy. 
The nation in imitating this divine rule cannot 
well err. Then, too, as no one would think 
by a single enactment of opening the prison- 
doors of the nation and States, and permitting 
all criminals, those guilty of the highest felo- 
nies as well as the most inconsiderable mis- 
demeanors, to go free, neither would I, bya 
statute havinga general or universal operation, 
restore those seeking to take the life of this. 
nation in. the face of their most solemn sworn 
obligations, thus adding perjury to the greater 
crime of treason, to all the rightsand privileges 
of the most loyal or patriotic. We certainly 
would not grant pardon to the individual guilty 
of crimes the most common without some evi- 
dence of repentance, or that he had already 
suffered the punishment due his offense, or that 
some good would result therefrom to the State. 
Why apply a different rule to rebels? Apply- 
ing it, 1 confess I do not see upon what prin- 
ciple amnesty can be justified. Andif amnesty 
is right, it must. be so because it is bottomed 
upon some principle. There is no evidence of 
the requisite repentance. By no argument can 
it be maintained that the mere disqualification 
to hold, office is too severe for such crimes as 
rest upon: the souls of these men. And as to 
the public good, I confess Ido not see. how the 
morals of the nation, the general welfare and 
safety, how a brighter future and a stronger 
Union can be secured or guarantied by mak- 
ing them eligible to office. 

My belief is that each criminal violating his 
oath and guilty of treason should come. as 
other criminals do, and in person and for him- 
self beseech the clemency of the Government. 
He. will thus be led to appreciate the value.of. 
the gift; to, recognize the power and mercy of 
the Government, and his obligations in: the 
future.: The suggestion that this would. be 
humbling to the pride of these men, and by 
possibility unbecoming, in their own estimation 
or that of their friends, to those once in the 
high positions in the government of the con- 
federacy, has with me but little weight, since I 
confess J am not particularly anxious to spare 
their pride, having much more regard for the 
rights, dignity, and future power and glory of. 
the nation, and thinking, as I trust 1 always 
shall, more of the unequaled sacrifices of a 
brave soldiery than the lauded sensitive na- 
tures of rebels once in arms against them, and 
as ÍI believe still unrepentant, 

No, Mr. President, without extending the 
argument at this time, I must be allowed to 
say, speaking for myself alone, and using here, 
perhaps, almost the language of another, that 
while the time may come in the history of this 
nation when we shall utter. the names of trai- 
tors and loyal men in the same connection, 
with scarcely a thought of the difference ; while 
the day may come when we shall witness: the 
erection of lofty monuments to the memories 
of those who sought to destroy the nation ; 
though the time may come when we shail for- 
give, if not forget, the barbarities-and cruelties 
of Belle Isle, Andersonville, and Libby Prisons 
though the time may come when the chief of 


My: 
reasons for this vote it is perhaps not appro- 
priate that I should state at this time} and yet. 


| 


all sinners; the haad of the confederacy, who, 
in. my bonest judgment, should have passed 
from the scaffold to an unhonored grave, and 
his equally guilty compeers, may be allowed to 
take seats in this Senate or preside in the tri- 
bunals of the nation, while the victim. of. their 


Lincoln, sleeps in his tomb—I say while such 
a time may come, I say.also for myself and pa- 
triotic soldiers and people of the noble State 
which I in part represent on this floor, never, 
never, never, if I can prevent it by my vote 
or influence. 3 
But, Mr. President, I have thus uncon- 
sciously, aud perhaps improperly, been led 
from matters more immediately before us, 
and from this digression I now return. 
Following close upon the defeat of the ‘twin 
measures’? was the resolution and preamble 
now under consideration. To the resolution 
itself, except perhaps its phraseology, there has 
not, as I understand, been any show of oppo- 
sition ; but of this I shall for myself say more 
hereafter. ‘Io the preamble there has been and 
still is opposition, and to it this long-protracted 
and most bitter debate has been directed, It 
was suggested to the mover at the time of its 
introduction, now over two weeks since, that 
if the resolution could be submittted without 
the statements, insinuations, and almost, if 
not quite, charges of the preamble, and a vote 
allowed without debate on his part, it could 
be passed at once. For some reason this was 
declined, and this debate precipitated. At 
the same time the very scenes we have wit- 
nessed were most truly and faithfully depicted 
by the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN,] but the warning was unheeded. 
Those who sought to avoid debate—and this 
was true of those who have opposed the pas- 
sage of the preamble—were actuated, I am 
sure, by no wish to shield any one, by the re- 
motest belief that any officer connected with 
the Administration was to be injured, nor by 
any fear that the nation had in the least vio- 
jated its obligations as a neutral Power in the 
recent great trial of battle between two of the 
strongest and most enlightened nations of the 
age. But nothing would do, the proposition 
must be introduced and explained— preamble 
and all—and while any disposition to provoke 
a political discussion was expressly disclaimed, 
the whole aim being, as was said, to explain 
the necessity and nature of the proposed in- 
quiry, it required but little knowledge of the 
times and circumstances to know that some- 
thing more was expected, possibly intended, 
something more perhaps even desired. What 
was patent to all, and what was expected if not 
desired, and especially after the proposal to 
withdraw the preamble, is upon us; and the end 
is not yet. And to what end; for what good? 
If investigation.pure, simple, and fair was all 
that was desired, why, I ask, in all conscience, 
the necessity of anything more than an ordin- 
ary resolution? Why this preamble, declar- 
ing in advance the truth of what was sought 
to be investigated? Why the incorporation 
of matter which could not be voted for with- 
out a concession of the very matters in con- 
troversy? Why spread upon the record docu- 
ments which it ig claimed cast suspicion upon 
three of the highest and truest and most faith- 
ful of the nation’s officials, and which, as is pre- 
tended, tend to evidence the bad. faith of the 
nation itself in its intercourse with another, 
with which we are on terms of the closest 
amity? Where is the precedent for. that? 
Where the necessity? What good to be ac- 
complished? What the object, unless to pre- 
cipitate, upon the Senate and the country a 
discussion which has provoked, as some one 
has already said, perhaps a carnival of words 
and a saturnalia of passion? Why this inter- 
ruption of the business of the Senate at atime 
when so much of importance is before it? Wita 
the “twin measures? which some profess to 
have so:much at heart still before us, with all 


hate and treason, the martyr and immortal. 


H 


| the appropriation bilis, additional bounties | 


| thing requiring inquiry; 
| should further inyestigation be demanded? « 


to soldiers, the. whole report of the: tariff and 
revenue, the great'problem of education and 
labor, the disposition of the public lands, civil 
service reform, the customs service; with num- 
berless other measures of a general nature; 
and of the very highest importance; to say 
nothing of private. bills, involving,.. in: o 
instances; the entire property of: indiy 
including that for the relief and the rebuilding 
of the great city of the great. Northwest—I say 
with all these matters still awaiting action, and 
though the House of Representatives is far in 
advance of us in the actual work of the: ges- 
sion, this most unnecessary. and unfounded 
proposition, which, as to.its preamble, I must 
be allowed to ‘say, in the language of its author 
on a prior -occasion, is ‘absolutely, abnormal 
in its character’’—I say this must be given pre- 
cedence over.all—an inquiry which, every one 
must now see, if all did not in the outset, will 
end in the complete vindication of the Ad- 
ministration and the nation—thus taking the 
time of the Senate and the proposed commit: 
tee for ebsoluiely nothing. And I ask here 
upon whom is the responsibility ?.. I say in all 
kindness, and yet with a firm conviction of its 
truth, the authors of the proposed inquiry. 
With,them rests the gross wrong of arresting 
the: business of legislation, distracting the 
public mind, and protracting the work gf. the 
session. And all ‘this, as I have: said, fora 
purpose absolutely worse than useless...°: | 

But in speaking thus generally, I may per- 
haps do injustice to the.preamble and resolu- 
tion; and by no means designing this, but on 
the contrary as solicitous to find the right as 
the author himself can possibly be, I direct 
attention for a, moment to the proposed invest 
igation, and the grounds stated for the same. 
This I shall do very hurriedly, Mr. President, 
without any, the remotest purpose of going 
into. the general argument, which has already 
been well-nigh if not quite exhausted. ; 

And here I take occasion to say what may 
perhaps be of but little moment—and yet I do 
not hesitate to say it—that, whatever others 
may do, I shall not vote for the resolution. 
I shall not vote for it either. with or without 
the preamble. . When I have given the reasons 
which influence this vote, I shall baye stated 
what I have to present on the measure ifself, 

In the first place, I shall not vote for. it be: 
cause the preamble, when. shorn.of. its .con- 
clusions, which find no support.in the facts 
recited, shows there is not the least warrant 
for any such committee. : : 

In the second place, if a discussion eyer 
demonstrated anything thig has, that if a sin- 
gle mind had doubt before it cannot now, that 
there is absolutely nothing to throw. the least 
suspicion upon the nation or its: officials... T 
appeal to any Senator upon this floor, I would 
almost ,appeal with. confidence to the mover 
of the resolution, with all his just pride of 
opinion, and. all the tenacity with which ho 
adheres to any measure, (for which I give him 
all due honor and credit,) and ask if; in. -his 
honest judgment the proposed inquiry will 
result in developing a single act ‘of wrong, in 
morals or law, against any one counected with 
the Government? 


Mr. SUMNER. 


Thave no doubt that it. will, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I had hoped the Senator 
would decide the other way. Is-notall room 
for suspicion dispelled? Who believes that 
there is any disparity in the accounts between 
the. War and Treasury Departments, and least 
of all, any that demands. an. investigation? 
Who disbelieves what the Secretary; of: War 
says in his letter of January 19, 1872) and con- 
tained in tbe preamble? ` Does: any oro, dis- 
believe what is there stated ; and if he believes 
what is there said, tell me what there ig to in- 
vestigate upon that subject? No, I repeat, not 
a Senator on this Moor, in my judgment, now 
belicves, whatever :his. doubts. at. first, that 
blame attaches to: anyone, that thereis any- 
equiti and if this þe sọ, why 
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Ih thé: third ‘place, T shall vote against it 
because it'arraigns the ‘official’ conduct-of the; 
‘Secretary of War; a-citizen of my own State; 
_- afd does ‘hits, as I affirm,-the’ foulest wrong.’ 

While I know-bis readingss to open his office, 

- hiebboks; his’ papers, to the fullest: scrutiny ; 
while I know his willingness to have-laid bare’. 
every act-of his in convéction with this trans- 
‘action }-while I know that to évadé all possible 
miisconstraction he would prefer that 1, as his 
feiend ànd from his own State; should vote for 
the resolution ; while I'know the readiness with 
which ‘he invites invéestigation‘into all that he 
has done’ or may do, yet I know his great 
worth, his devotion to duty, his absolute free: 
dom from suspicion. I know his value as an 
officer; whether in the field or the Cabinet, 
and I think it is injustice the most rank, and- 
to be condemned without measure, that when 
the facts developed absolutely -attest his inno- 
cence, he should, after all his services and 
strict attention to duty, be subjected to an in- 


vestigation which of itself implies possible 


wrong and departure from duty. 

And in the same connection I shall not vote 
for the: resolution because, after -the proof be- 
fore us, there is no mistaking the fact that the 
aimon the part of some at least’ is to: find 
fault with the Administration, and, if possible, 
impair its strength and position before the 
country. Now, Mr. President, I am neither 
a Liberal, an Administration nor an anti- 
Administration Republican. Iam a Repub- 
lican.. In my political vocabulary I reject all 
such qualifying terms, and am content with 
the one word—‘' Republican,’’ or Union Re- 
publican, if that is preferred. This name was 
proud enough to fight under in 1860, 1864, 
and 1868; it will do for’ 1872, and, as I hope, 
for many subsequent years. It was inspiring 
enough to rally around during all the dark 
days of the rebellion, and if possible the more 
perilous days of impeachment and reconstruc- 
tion, ‘It was sufficient to ‘hold the loyal and 
patriotic people of the States after the baptism 
of blood to'that: baptism into’ new truths which 

‘Juxury and old lies had rendered necessary, 
until they gave the sanction of the Constitution 
to the freedom and ‘equal: rights of all men. 
We needed no other party name to elect the 
present Executive in 1868, nor will we need 
any other to nominate and elect -him, as we 
certainly shall, in the approaching struggle. 
And because I thus feel-and believe, maintain- 
ingat all times my own indeperidence, I shall 
not vote for an investigation which, though I 
am sure ‘it is neither denied or feared, is at 
the same'time, in view of the undeniable facts, 
a reproach to- the gratitade of the country for 
its deliverance and unity, and possibly caleu- 
lated to lead some one to think the Executive 
guilty of wrong, though such imputation has 
been’ more than once in terms, if not-in words, 

disclaimed upon this floor. ah i 
I haveno right, moral or legal, to: still fur- 
ther open wounds which ought in all conscience 
to be healed; to. still-add fael-to the. flame 
which our enemies are. continually faaning, to 
do an ‘act which puts upon trial the Executive 
when I believe he is as free from suspicion as 
those who move and advocate this revolution, 
andso believing, I repeat I shall vote against it. 

In the fourth place, Mr. President, I shall 
vote: as indicated, because in my judgment -it 
ig beneath the dignity of this body, and un- 
becoming the nation, to turn police officer, a 
searcher: of records, and engage inthe littlé 
business of running down witnesses for another 
Government, which may or may not-have been 
defrauded by her agents. - And I-solemnly be- 

_ lieve'this is all there is left of this case. No 
one -pretends, as I have already said, that the 
discrepancy in the accounts amounts to any- 
thing; thé suspicion of a violdtion of neutral 
obligations can scarcely stand. on any better 
ground; and now we are to engage in the dig- 
nified and most honorable business of helping 
France recover a few thousand dollars to which 
she may or may not be entitled. 


| 


i 


Long. before the last: session of the Forty- 


First Cofigress these arms were sold, and most | 
of the correspondence ‘now -produced took | 


place. “The Prussian authorities never com- 


plained, and have not to this hour; 


remember, there is no charge, not one, but a 
bare saspicion—and even without being-asked: 


if that-could. possibly make any difference, we 
turn the members of this body away from-their: 
vastly more important and: legitimate duties,” 


and tell them to-see whether Remington & Son 
or somebody else did not make too much profit 
upon some ordnaiicé stores: sold -to -another 
country ; and if they did, what then?. What 
is that our business? - No, sir, I shall not 


be guilty: of what: I believe the great folly: 


of doing what I: regard beneath this body, 
beneath the dignity of this nation; by hunting: 
down our own citizens, opening up our-own 
records to gratify and satisty the cupidity, the 
curiosity, or the mortification of France. or 
any other nation, or their agents and officers 
at home or abroad. - : cae 
Bat, Mr. President, I am told that it will 
never do to deny investigation; that to do so 
will subject us to the suspicion that we think 
there is something wrong; that those bent’on 
mischief will thereby have the capital desired, 
and that the people will be swift to impute 
improper conduct if light is shut out; and 
those demanding it say, in most plausible and 
apparently honest terms, ‘‘ Give us light.” ‘I 
would not improperly withhold light, but I do 
not believe in thislogic. I tell you the people 


do not demand anything of this kind. -They |; 


discriminate now, as they always have, well 
and justly. They undérstand this whole mat- 
ter, and Senators deceive themselves if they 
think otherwise. © They do not expect us, nor 
will they justify our action in starting out a 
select committee involving the expenditure of 
thousands and thousands of dollars (and this 
will be the result) whenever some one rises-in 
his place and says there are suspicious cireum:: 
stances, but makes no ‘charges, and*especially 
when those suspicions areallrepelled, rebutted, 
completely overcome by the facts presented by 
those asking the investigation. I know that 
investigations are popular ; they are the order 
of the day; and to those for even a probably 
legitimate purpose I have no objection and 
interpose none. But no one shall with my 
vote obtain a committee that I know is neither 
for the welfare of the country nor demanded 
for the-pratection of a single right or the least 
interest of any, the highest or hamblest citizen 
of this land. ` : foe ; 

While I would have all investigations thor- 


ough and most impartial, neither shielding | 


political friends ‘nor: condemning without suf- 
ficient causé political enemies, I would not 
project an inquiry without cause, nor continue 
it without fair prospect of doing good. 

- Now, Mr. President, ‘when a member of 
this body, as a question of ‘privilege, asks an 
investigation into 4 matter affecting: his stand- 
ing here or his right to a seat, [vould accord 
it to'him as a matter-of right; - Sò when, as in 
the case of the distarbaricds inthe läte insur- 
rectionary States, of 4 naturs so notorious and 
infamous-as to attract the attention and shock 
the moral sense ‘of every citizen of the land, I 
would accord it alaost withoutinquiry into its 
necessity or possible good. - But when upon a 
mere saspicion—and E cannot too often call 
attention to the fact that here there are no 
eharges—I am asked to direct an investigation 
mto ‘the‘acts of high’ officials, I must be per- 
mitted, and will take’ the liberty of determin- 
ing for myself whetherit is demanded, whether 
upon Hy oath the public interest will probably 


| be promoted thereby. If ás a` member ofa 


grand inquest, for instance, I could'not present 
an indictnient‘against-one charged with erime 


upon insufficient proof, neither am I justified | 


in doing what may amountto the same thing in 
my place here upon the most remote suspicion. 
Or if this illustration is not regarded fair, I go 


France’ 
of course did riot; and yét wpon a stspicion== || 


{ 


one step farther, and say that if as an attorney 


rosecuting for. the Goyernment in its courts 
P conld not, upon facts presetited, recommend 
investigation. or action by the grand inquest, 
neither should Iin a parallel-case,:in-view. of 
my oath here taken, recommend an investiga- 
tion which I believe. to be: causeless, and the 
result of which must be worse than fruitless. 
=No; Mr. President, I do not. believe in ‘the 
logic ‘which sanctions or permits investigation 
in every case, because those seeking the same 
may possibly attribute the refusal to a dispo- 
sition to shield wrong-doers.and seek thereby 
to make political capital. As I have already 
said, the people can be trusted. I am sure 
they would very much prefer that we attend 
to the legitimate business of the country, than 
to take time. and expend money over those 
matters which they themselves will and do 
investigate and to which they will apply every 
needed remedy. Then, too, Mr. President, no 
man.should be deterred from doing what in 
his conscience he believes to be right by the 
argument that his motives may be distrusted. 
In proportion as political parties stand firmly 
and .squarely by the right, maintain those 
measures and pursue that policy which jas- 
tice, honesty, and principle sanction; in the 
same proportion will they be strong and entitle 
themselves.to the approval of the people. No 
party can afford to do wrong from motives of 
expediency; mor can any individual protect 
himself in a course. not warranted in principle, 
because by possibility his motives may be mis- 
understood. . ; 
Then, Mr. President, let us do in this case 
as in all others, what we. believe to be right. 


| Let each one judge for himself and act accord- 


ingly. And letus; as members of the party 
which saved the nation, and must, as I believe, 
continue to administer its affairs.if we would 
have peace and continued prosperity—let us, I 
say, s0 act-as to strengthen our hold upon the 
people and -deserve:their support... They hold 
us responsible for.the administration of the 
Government, and will judge correctly of our 
motives and measures, if ‘wrongs exist we 
can, as members of the party, correct them 
better inside the organization than by afiliat- 
ing; open or secret, with those opposed to 
us. Nothing is to be made by fighting, from 
motives personal or otherwise, in a captious or 
unfriendly spirit, those ‘selected by the party 
to administer its affairs: . The. success:of the 
great principles of:tbe party is of vastly more 


! importance to the country, to humanity, and 
| to. the world, than the ‘personal triumph of 
any man, or the defeat or success of any one 


for the Presidency or other official position. 

Mr.: President, Senators sadly mistake the 
temper of the times if they suppose by reso- 
lutions such as this they can turn any one aside 
from the true issues or ‘endanger: the; suecess 
of the great party of: progress ‘and the election 
of the man already the. next President bythe 
unbiased. and: evér-honest verdict of the peo- 
ple. : There is.something else for us all to-do 
than to angle for presidential candidates and 
inflame ‘the public: mind with such measures 
as that now before us...” z 

The people, I repeat, will take care of these 
matters.: ‘They will look to the next President 
and to the next election. They expect us to 
do something else, and to attend to.those mat- 
ters which we were sent here to accomplish. 
The result next November is‘not doubtful. 
He must be blind to the signs of the times 
who does not see that the people have settled 
who shall for the succeeding term occupy the 
executive chair. They are not ungrateful. nor 
unmindful of their interesis,;:nor ignorant of 
what is transpiring. ‘Their confidence. in'-the 
Administration, I affirm, is each day being 
strengthened, whatever politicians may say to 
the contrary. ae a 

Then why should any man‘wage war when 
the effect can only be to give courage. to our 
enemies, and tend. to divide and distract the 
forces which upon principle and every motive 
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of justiée and expediency should be united ? 
Ifany one deems that the best interests of the 
country will be subserved by opposing the 
nomination of the present Executive, let him 
do so, influenced by motives as high as the 
interests involved are momentous. ` This is 
his right and duty; and to’ it no ong can or 
should object. No one does. But let him 
remember, if hedesires the good of his coun- 
try and the good of his party, that his political 
friends can always make a better ticket for 
him than his political enemies. Let him 


remember that while within the organization, | 
or professing adherence’ to its principles, he | 


does ‘violence to every principle upon which 
parties are formed if he counsels a disregard 
of its action when assembled in convention, or 
opposition in advance or afterward to its nom : 
inee. All such men should go at once to 
the enemy, whatever their professions.’ The 
ranks might then be closed, and we should 
know who are the true soldiers. And I donot 
know but occasionally it is best to do this. As 
parties stand, and have from the organization 
of the Government, there is no half-way 
house, The half-way house is the dead-house 
of politics. 

Mr. President, I have done. I am sure I 
should crave the indulgence of the Senate for 
occupying so much time, but perhaps more 
for speaking as I have. If by possibility I 
have seemed to criticise the action of any 
one, or unjustly to speak of motives, I beg to 
retract it all. No one certainly has less cause 
to thus speak, no one so little justified in 
assuming any such manner. I would not 
knowingly wrong any one. I desire only the 
integrity of the party to subserve the public 
interests, and the speedy disposition of the 
business. 

I could almost hope that the resolution be- 
fore us, as well as its preamble, might be with- 
drawn. Its distinguished author could give 
no higher evidence of his readiness to con- 
sult, the quiet of the country, and his wish to 
aid in the legitimate business before us, than 
by frankly abandoning the proposed inquiry; 
thus in a spirit of magnanimity and conces- 
sion yielding, as it seems to me he should, to 
the inexorable logic of the facts elicited by 
this debate. I amsure he would lose nothing 
jn the estimation of an honorable and true 
people by such a course, If any man can 
afford to do so, he can. Others in former times 
have given us the example, and such examples 
cannot now be too often repeated. 

But, Mr. President, whatever may be the 
result, or however the proposition may be 
disposed of, I trust we shall soon address our- 
selves with all zeal and fidelity to the actual 
and necessary work of the session. Let us 
legislate carefully, and as far as possible wisely. 
Let us inquire honestly what the country de- 
mands, and to some extent at least meet the 
want. Let us labor so as to bring about an 
adjournment at as earlya day as possible. Let 
us save the money of the people and lighten 
their burdens; not say we willdo so, but doit. 
It is the party that does, not that which prom- 
ises alone, that secures public confidence. Let 
us go to the people, before the people, and 
with the people, and fight for the success of 
principles, principles which we believe to be 
interwoven with ‘the very lifé of the nation, 
and the result no one can doubt. Yes, for the 
triumph of principles, not men. You have read 
somewhere, I doubt not, Mr. President, as 
I have, that at Gettysburg two battles were 
fought in‘one—that while men were fighting on 
the ground principles were contending in the 
air, and that when on the night of that menior- 
able 4th of July the army of the South’ re 
treated from the fields of Pennsylvania, it was 
not alone the defeat of the confederate army, 
but. vastly more—the overthrow of those prin- 
ciples which had inaugurated and given moral 
significance to the rebellion. _ re 

Thas, Mr. President, if is in all contests, 
whether pon this floor or before the people. 


| 


before us; let us remember it as we approach 
another quadrennial struggle and fight for the 
triumph of principles, not for the triumph of 
men merely, and we shall thus best secure 
acceptable nominations, the more certainly 
again defeat thosé who-would bring upon us 
misrule, the more certainly achieve another 
great victory, and thus best subserve the wel- 
fare and highest good of the people for this and 
the coming years. We may thus have, as I 
trust we shall, that peace and that quiet which 
the nation so much needs and desires. © 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, os. I under- 
stand, at the present time it would not be in 
order to submit a substitute for the resolution 
now before the Senate, inasmuch as the pend- 
ing question is on the reconsideration of. the 
vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Conxurne ;] but as I design, 
when the opportunity offers, to present to the 
Senate for its consideration a substitute for the 
resolution as it now stands, I claim the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a few moments in the 
remarks I shall make in support of that sub- 
stitute. 

In submitting the substitute for the resolu- 
tion in itsamended form now before the Senate 
I shall make an effort to récall this body fora 
moment from the wide field of political debate 
over which it has strayed and rambled, and to 
invite its attention to the fact that we may, in 
warding off attacks on the one hand, and in 
assailing the Administration upon the other, 
commit the American Senate to the unparal- 
leled course of framing an indictment against 
its own Government for a breach of its own 
neutrality laws without instigation thereto 
through the complaint of the Government 
egainst which a grievance is alleged. Indeed, 
the information upon which we are called to 
act comes to us solely through the Power 
that, if any such breach has been made, 
should be the last to question conduct that 
may have benefited them and was prejudicial 
to their opponents. Before committing myself 
to such a step, or allowing the Senate to do 
so without protest, however feeble it may be, 
I shall briefly endeavor to call the atten- 
tion of this body to what I think. should be 
deemed its legitimate and expedient sphere 
of investigation of thé subject of the sale of 
arms. 
| There has been a long, animated, and at 
' times heated discussion of the resolution under 
consideration. The debate has its explana- 
tion in the fact that in the understanding of 
i those who advocate the charges made, as well 
asin that of those who deny them, the proposed 
investigation may affect the approaching presi- 
dential nomination and election. I cannot 
but believe that it would be wiser for the friends 
of the present Administration to permit any 
investigation that may be seriously demanded 
than to engage in a discussion in advance of a 
fall knowledge by the Senate and the country 
of the circumstances such investigation is 
intended to disclose. 
| In the present temper of the American peo- 
ple it is not prudent to oppose the fullest and 
fairest investigation of any alleged abuse, as 
any hesitation evinced by those who are re- 
garded by the country as most conspicuously. 
the friends of the Administration, is at once 
seized upon as evidence of dread upon the 
part of the Administration itself of the con~- 
sequences of investigation; and a ready infer- 
ence of guilt finds prompt lodgment, in the 
popular mind. Thus may the movers of inquiry, 
which ifallowed without objection, would come 
to nothing, derive from thé initial oppésition all 
the advantage of creating in the popular mind 
that suspicion which is so often the equivalent 
of conviction in its influence upon popular ac- 
tion. Thus may tiie adversaries of the Adminis- 
tration succeed in destroying public confidence, 
upon which alone cau it command success, 
i not because of any guilt upon its part, by sins 
lof commission or omission, but because of 


Let-us remember this in the measure now | 
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the indiscretion of those whose ill-judged « 
sition to inguiry has filled the. public “mi 
with suspicion; and that there arè- those in 
opposition to the Administration wisé enough 
to seize that advantage, has- `b 


‘been more than 
once demonstrated by the debates upon: this 
floor during the present session 7 5 0 

The intensity. of feeling evoked in’ opposi- 
tion to the resolution of the honorable Sena- 
tor from’ Massachusetts has its excuse, how- 
ever, in the extraordinary character both: of 
the preamble and resolution, proving to be, 
as it was probably intended, a very bombshell 
thrown among the Republicans of the Senate. 
Whether the Republican party had a ‘tight to 
expect such hostile projectiles from that gúar- 
ter is not unworthy, perhaps, of considera- 
tion; but certain itis that his resolution, taken 
as awhole, is couched in such language that 
he could scarcely expect its ‘adoption by the 
Senate, and therefore is not tò. be excused 
upon the theory that it was offered in the faith 
that it would be accepted. I-doubt if ‘there is 
in the history of the Senate a parallel for his 
extraordinary preamble. 

In this matter the Senate stands in the atti- 
tude of agrand jury to make inquisition touch» 
ing the administration of the ‘laws by the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government.’ In 
adopting this preamble the Senate would pre- 
fer an indictment in advance of the inquiry, 
and declare the guilt of the parties accused 
before formal investigation of the facts. -To 


| a proper inquiry concerning matters fit’ for 


legislative investigation no one would cer- 


i| tainly, at least no one’ should, object; but to 


condemnation in advance of inquiry, itis equally 
a matter of duty for Senators to object. As, 
however, if I do not misunderstand the pur- 


i pose of Senators, this preamble cannot be 


accepted, I shall not detain them by discuss- 
ing it. 

isaid thatno one would object to any investi- 
gation of matters coming within the proper 
range of legislative inquiry. In my opinion, 
this investigation as proposed goes beyond the 
scope of matters proper to be inquired into in 
this manner. If not improper under any and 
all circutistances, then it is at this time inex- 
pedient. © | We Ces eho ee ee ee 

I accept the issue as proposed by the honor- 
able Senator from. Missouri in the first of the 
three questions into which hé says the subject 
divides itself. I, quote his language: 

“First, was anything done in connection with the 
sales of armseffected during the French-German war 
that was inconsistent with the rule laid down by this 


Government for its own action, that no armsshould 
be sold to any known agent of a belligerent Power.” 


Certainly in a matter of such importance 


ithe Senate should not. institute an investiga- 


tion without reasonable grounds for suspizion, 
and I fail to find such grounds in anything 
that has been adduced in this discussion. The 
honorable Senator undoubtedly thinks differ- 
ently concerning the matter. But should the 
investigation result precisely according to his 
anticipation and assertion, what then? We 
would, by a senatorial inquisition, have suc- 
ceeded in putting into the hands of a formi- 
dable Power, now friendly and making no com- 
plaint, (as I understand it as to the manner in 
which, our international obligations have been 
observed,) testimony against ourselves, and 


! testimony which they could not otherwise ob- 


tain, upon which to found a complaint against 
the United States for a breach of neutrality. 
If the. fact were so, ig it expedient for us at 
this time of all others to do so? We should 
at thé same time fix upon some executive 
officer or officers of greater or less grade a 
responsibility therefor, and might insure their 


| punishment, but this gratification. would be 


dearly earned at the sacrifice of our friendly 
relations with Prussia. “The highest possible 
success that gentlemen could hope for would 
be to involve the President in the conspiracy, 
but the more perfect the success in this direc-. 


tion the more formidable would be the case we 
should make against our own country. 
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-Our relations with Spain are understood to 
be delicate. ‘Qur ‘complications with Great 
Britain, which it had been hoped were in a fair 
way of detérmination in a manner to remove 
sssibility of hostilities, seem just, now 
fo be in a disturbed condition, and possible 
> troubles hang like lowering clouds upon the 
horizon. . Is this a time to seek of ourselves 
to embroil ourselves with a third and certainly 
not less formidable Power? Would. not the 
‘possible success of making a point against this 
Administration be earned at too frightfully 
dear a price if it should subject us to accusa: 
tions and liabilities such as we are now press- 
ing against Great Britain? 

These suspicions cast out against our Gov- 
ernment ought not to be indulged. in unless 
upon good grounds, and if it be within the 
knowledge of Senators that they are. well 
founded, it is no part of the duty of an Ameri- 
can Senate to make inquisitions in favor ofa 
foreign nation. Whatever wrong may have 
been done, if any, has been done, and we can- 
not undo it. save by making reparation. . Is 
it proposed that we shall be the ones, not only 
to. make. the. charge, but also to furnish the 
proofs upon which the charge can be sustained ? 
The “honorable Senator. from Missouri 
pointedly inquires: 

-**Can you still indulge in the delusion that the 
German. Government are not as well aware of tho 
details of this case as you are, and perhaps even 
better?” pass 

If so, and there has been a breach of our 
neutrality laws, may we not patiently await 
their presentation of a claim founded thereon? 
And may we not.accept their silence that this 
his first question has no foundation in fact? 
I confess that there is something monstrous 
in this demand, thus gravely urged upon an 
American Senate, that they shall exhaust 
their inguisitorial powers, for whatever motive, 
in the attempt to fasten a breach of neutrality 
upon our own Government; that they shall 
drag. to light the ‘secret archives of the 
nation; and pry into the secret acts and 
motives: of any official, high ór low, when 
the result, if it amount to anything, can only 
bé'to fix a stain upon the national honor! 
I say if it amount to anything, because 
the only commendable consideration which 
could induce our action would be to vindicate 
our Government. Vindication presupposes a 
charge, and here.has been no charge pre- 
ferred, except it may be in this Chamber; 
and itis for the Senate to, vindicate itself as 
a patriotic. bady. in, refusing to give. its sanc- 
tion to such an -unwarrantable proceeding, and 
not make itself particeps criminis therein. 

Gentleman may indulge in rhetorical rhapso- 
dies about the national honor and character. 
Thesé'are quite as dear to meas they can be 
to any other Senator, and I will go as far as 
any one in maintaining them, but I do not 


ro- 
pose to try whether I maynot dig up something | 


derogatory: to that character as a means of 
maintaining it.: Ido not propose to use my 
prerogatives as.a Senator in aid of a Govern- 
ment. to which I haye never-owed allegiance 
anid never expect to. ee 

I can join heartily in all the eloquent Sen- 
ator from Missouri says of the high character 
and trae’ patriotism óf the Honored few who 
in the Parliament of Great Britain protested 
against that course which their Government 
was then pursuing, and warned them of the 
danger in prophetic words that time has made 
into the. history-‘of the present. Gentlemen 
might place themselves on the same high plat- 
form, if the incidents which we are called upon 
to investigate were now current, and an inter- 
position wére invoked to prevent a ‘bréach of 
neutrality upon the part of our Government, 
into: which ‘we were being precipitated by the 
acts ofthe Executive. But to make the cases 
parallel, and to furnish to gentlemen title to 
share in the high praise awarded to the friends 
of America in the British Parliament, it must 
beshown that after the decds had been done, 


i 


and now, when the hour for that reparation that 
they had predicted had in fact arrived, these 
British patriots had proposed a parliamentary 
inquisition into the conduct of their executive 
officers, to see if with their better advantages 
for. exhuming the truth, and all the power 
which belongs to such authority, they could 
not fix the violation of neutral obligations upon 
their executive. Friendly as they are to us, 
honest as they were in their sense of duty, 
bold as they were in standing up for the right 
against an overwhelming current of popular 
opinion, I venture to say that it has never 
occurred to them that either honor or duty 
required them to help us make out our case 
against their Government. Gentlemen may 
make higher or more fanciful codes for them- 
selves, but for myself I am content to imitate 
that, practical morality of Cobden, Bright, and 
their honored associates, which will strive to 
keep our country out of difficulty, but stand 
by it faithfully when it is involved in that 
very difficulty that ought to have been avoided. 

ĮI fear that honorable Senators upon this 
floor may live to see the day when a practical 
people, finding no sympathy with their Quix- 
otic ideas of fancied honor, will say of them 
that they hated the President more than they 
loved their country. And that day may come 
right soon, if, succeeding in their wishes here, 
they drag to light cireumstances that may be 
sufficient to fix upon our country a formidable 
demand from a nation alien to the great 
majority of our people. 

Mr. President, having called the attention 
of the Senate to one subject that, with due 
deference, I submit ought not to be included 
in any proposed investigation, I wish now to 
invite your attention to another point sug- 
gested by the debate that has occurred, that 
in my judgment is equally beyond the sphere 
of legitimate inquiry: I refer to an extension 
of the investigation so as to include matters 
relating to the dealings of citizens of the 
United States with the then Government of 
France. : 

It seems to be the purpose of Senators to 
invite us to inquire whether the French Gov- 


ernment has not been wronged by Mr. Rem- | 


ington or others. Whatever belongs to this 
subject is a very proper matter for the investi- 
gation of the courts ina case made for the 
purpose, but in no respect within any legiti- 
mate duty of the American Senate. 

It is quite important for us to keep steadily 
in mind the legitimate range of these congres- 
sional inquisitions, lest in our zeal for ferret- 
ing out possible frauds we violate the rights 
of our citizens and convert our committees into 
so many star chambers to outrage private priv- 
ileges, by dragging before the public the per- 
sonal affairs of those oyer whom we have no 
jurisdiction, A congressional committee should 
never be permitted to inquire into circum- 
stances which, when ascertained, cannot be 
made the ground of congressional or executive 
action. And therefore it has appeared to me 
that the inquiry should stop short of ascer- 
taining ‘‘ the persons to whom such sales were 
made.’ It is of no éonséquenceto whom the 
sales were made, in the view I have taken of 
expediency and of power. And if theinquiry 
be allowed, it will be left to the discretion of 
the committee, in pressing the investigation of 
this point, to go into matters that, in my judg- 
ment, ought not to be inquired of, while within 
that limit free range may be afforded for ‘the 
fullest investigation, so that if wrong has been 
done it may be brought to light, and the guilty 
beexposed and punished. © 0 00i T 
. Having thus “briefly indicated what ought 
not, in view of public policy and our authority, 
to be inquired into, it remains only to point 
out what we have a right to investigate, which 
investigation I do not understand any one on 
this floor opposes. Indeed, those who have 
been ‘hitherto over-zealous in objecting to in- 
vestigations, have evinced a willingness to go 
further than we perhaps ought to go. And 
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it ig because. no ong will suspect me of over- 
zeal for securing the renomination of General 
Grant that I have felt myself at perfect liberty 
to expréss my convictions of the limit that 
ought to be imposed ‘upon this investigation. 

If there be guilt let us know it; if any execu- 
tive officer, whatever his rank, has violated his 
duties to this country, let it be made public; 
if arms or other munitions of war have been 
sold without authority of law, let that be made 
known; if executive officers have entered into 
combinations to effect a purcliase or, sale of 
arms belonging to the United States at a price 
less than that which, without such combina- 
tion, could have been obtained therefor, such 
conspiracy should be exposed and punished; 
if money has been realized from such sale that 
has not been covered into thé Treasury, the 
public have aright to know it. Asa part of 
the national income it is our right and our 
duty to know the amount of proceeds of such 
sales, 

It is alike our duty to aid the President in 
seeing that the laws are faithfully executed. 
And, Mr. President, all the public life of Gen- 
eral Grant has been a lie if hédoes not grate- 
fully accept such assistance. He needs no 
eulogy from me, and I feel that we would be 
doing him 4 kindnéss when we assist iñ giving 
publicity to all the acts of his Administration. 

Wrongs there may be. It would be strange 
ifin a country so extendéd, with an army of 
officials so numerous, there should not be 
very many instances of dereliction from duty. 
A President can be neither omniscient nor 
omnipresent. His responsibility attaches when 
and only when a wrong being unquestionably 


| brought to his knowledge, he fails to apply the 


remedy. Ifa corrupt military ring are un- 
worthily controlling public affairs, drag them 
to the light. Wherever a wrong is found expose 
it. But do not pass judgment in advance of 
investigation. I pray you all, and through you 
the country, not to seize upon Suspicions, and 
without inquiry adopt them as accepted facts. 
Let the discussion of the guilt of officials fol- 
low and not precede investigation. . _ 

Mr. President, it is a right” .guarantied by 
the solemn sanctions of our Constitution that 
the vilest criminal shall be fairly tried before 
he is publicly condemned. And shall this 
justice be denied to men whose lives have 
borne faithful testimony to their private and 
public probity? It is due to them, it is due 
to public justice, the brightest jewel in a 
nation’s crown; it is dwe to ourselves and to 
the bigh office with which we have been 
intrusted, that we sce to it that in the wild 
rage against official misconduct we do not 
take accusations for proofs, and thus involve 
in a common disgrace the honorable and the 
corrupt. | eos 

It is one of the evil symptoms of the times 
that men are as liable to be cried down when in- 
nocent as when guilty.” No ‘man’s character 
will shield him from suspicion. Indeed, it haa 
sométimes seemed ag thougli an endeavor with 
rigid impartiality and unswerviñg integrity to 
discharge the duties of public office was almost 
the surest way to bring upon one’s head a per- 
fect torrent of vilification and abuse. There 
are evil men in this country in. abundance 
whose interest it is to make it impossible for 
an honorable man who regards his character 
to hold a responsible position undef the Gov- 
ernment, and the ready way òf carrying into 
effect their foul conspiracy is to, join in a gen- 
eral how], which makes it impossible for the 
public to discriminate between the honest and 
the rascally, and só men conclude that all are 
corrupt alike, For‘one, I am not disposed to 
join in this mad rage for accusation. I know 
how easy it is for “men to err in mattérs of 
judgment, and. am not. disposed ‘to say. that 
whoever differs from me must not only. be 
wrong, but also dishonest. 070 0 O 

Thus it is charged that General Dyer, an 
oficer of rare merit aid a génileman of high 
character, has gone beyond the limit of his 
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authority in selling arms that, being fit for 
service; ought not to have been sold. The 
duty of discriminating as to what arms came 
within the rule of the statute devolved upon 
him, and necessarily included the exercise of 
a discretion. He was authorized to sell arms 
that were ‘‘ damaged or otherwise unsuitable 
for the United States military service.’’ Stat- 
utes will not execute themselves; they require 
human instrumentalities to carry them into 
effect; and it was for the Secretary of War, 
or in practice the officers of ordnance, to 
determine what arms were for any reason 
unsuitable for our military service. They are 
liable to err, and we are just as liable to be 
mistaken in the judgment we may pass upon 
their action. 

I very respectfully submit to the honorable 
Senator from Missouri that it is unfair to pass 
judgment upon a letter from a high officer of 
the Army when we are to base our opinions 
upon a retranslation from a foreign language 
of a letter written originally in English. It 
may well be that in this double translation the 
sense may have been altered, as certainly the 
language could scarcely be expected to be lit- 
erally restored. But accepting it as he reads 
it, what does the language of General Dyer’s 
letter to the Secretary of War mean? Bear 
in mind that thé context implies that he was 
writing to inform the Secretary whether the 
arms were worthless or fit for use, and his 
statement is that the arms were ‘good for 
service,” ‘fit to be issued to our troops.” 
Does it therefore follow that the Secretary 
of War had no authority to permit them to be 
sold under the statute directing him to sell 
arms which are damaged or otherwise unsuit- 
able for the United States military service? 
Note this language, the Secretary of War is 
“ directed’? to sell; about this there is no dis- 
cretion. He must sell; and sell what? First, 
damaged arms, and secondly, arms which, 
though not damaged, were unsuited for the mili- 
tary service of the United States ; how was this 
unsnitablenegs to be determined? Necessarily 
by the discretionary judgment of his officers of 
ordnance. Some standard of excellence must 
first be established as that proper for our mili- 
tary service, and then it was for the officer in 
charge to determine what arms came up to and 
what fell short of this standard. The latter 
would be arms unsuitable by the terms of the 
statute. 

The United States then owned vast quan- 
tities of arms, which, though fit for use—for 
they had been used through more or less of our 
war of the rebellion—still might be unsuitable 
for present purposes. They might be fit for 
use under a pressing emergency, such as had 
once come upon us, and was then crushing 
France to the earth, but, nevertheless, they 
might be, within the meaning of the statute, 
unsuitable for the military service of the Uni- 
ted States. 

With arsenals now filled with superior arms, 
and with workshops engaged in turning out new 
ones in quantity, meeting all the requirements 
of present. and prospective wants, is it to be 
charged against these officers that they fixed a 
high standard of excellence, and retained only 
weapons that we would be willing to take into 
our hands should the dread exigencies of war 
again fall upon our country ? 

Mr. President, it would scarcely comport 
with the dignity of the United States Senate 
to send out a committee of men—less quali- 
fied, possibly, to judge of the matter than 
General Dyer—to examine into this subject, 
and come back here to tell us that General 
Dyer, in their opinion, included in his sales 
some arms which were suitable for our mili- 
tary service. The question would naturally 
arise in one’s mind, ‘* Well, whatof it?” The 
gravamen of this charge must be that there 
was a guilty violation of an imposed duty, not 
merely an error of judgment honestly exer- 
cised. If there be suspicion in the mind of 
any that such guilty intent existed, by all 
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means let the investigation be thorough, but 
let us not prejudge the question. It will be 
due time to form our opinion when we know 
the facts and what is the explanation. 

At present all discussion is premature, and 
I have been led into it only because of the 
prominence given to this point by the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, and itis, I believe, 
the only one he makes under his second inquiry, 
whether in these proceedings our own laws 
have been violated? I reply to him that he 
has presented no satisfactory evidence that they 
have, but that if he wants the question investi- 
gated he sball have my support. And when 
the testimony is adduced he may expect a fair 
hearing before the Senate if he has anything 
to propose, though I venture the prediction 
that the matter will never be heard of again 
after the committee has reported. 

Entertaining these views, Mr. President, 
upon the question of our international obli- 
gations, I have come to the conclusion, after 
more mature deliberation, not to vote for the 
resolution embodying the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from New York, and I 
have consequently not embraced his amend- 
ment in the substitute that I have offered. 

But I recur again to what I consider the 
legitimate and expedient sphere of investi- 
gation of the sale of arms by the Senate. 
Under the statute, arms are permitted to be 
sold under certain circumstances. We know 
that arms have been sold. Wherein does it 
concern us to inquire, for our own satisfaction, 
to whom those arms were sold? That ques- 
tion should be answered when it is propounded 
by others who may at some future time claim 
to have been aggrieved. What does concern 
us is to know, first, whether the sums realized 
from such sales have duly and regularly found 
their way to their legitimate depository, the 
Treasury ofthe United States; second, whether 
the letter or even the spirit of the statute au- 
thorizing their sale has been violated. Thus 
much, and no more, seems to me at present to 
be our duty, and our whole duty. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey 
said yesterday that it was no part of the duty 
of the American Senate to be making up a 
case against its own country; that it is un- 
patriotic. That sentiment entirely corre- 
sponds with my own idea, and I shall cling to 
the sheet-anchor of patriotism where the honor 
of my country is involved, For no motive 
whatsoever, neither for any purpose, good or 
bad, nor yielding to any popular clamor or 
dread of misconstruction, will I aid in striking 


a blow against the country to which all my | 


allegiance and service is due. 

And now I ask the Senate’s pardon for 
detaining them a few moments longer, but I 
cannot close without expressing my profound 
regret that it should be apprehended that the 
integrity of the Republican party is liable to 
be endangered by these discussions. Regard- 
ing, as I do, as a necessity the continuance of 
that party in power long enough to make the 
loyal men of the South safe, not only in their 
personal rights, but in their political privi- 
leges, I shall regard its disruption and defeat as 
among the most serious of possible calamities, 
for I shall read in itthe probable loss of much 
of that liberty which it has cost so great sacri- 
fice to attain, and the certain renewal of those 
fierce contentions which we have had to eù- 
dure, and from which we were only delivered 
by the strong arm of a friendly Federal power. 

Gentlemen may listen with credulous satis- 
faction to the soft wooing of the Democratic 
siren, but I cannot share their confidence. I 
cannot forget the terrible lessons of the past, 
nor give my trust to that party to which this 
country owes the direful woes with which it 
has been afflicted. I cannot trust their prom- 
ises. ‘The conversion has been too sudden. It 
is not-yet four years since, in my own native 


State, Union men were threatened, and not: 


idly, but with such deadly intent that-none of 
us could say that our lives were safe for an 


hour. There are men now representing Lou- - 
isiana in this Congress who did not dare to 
sleep two consecutive nights in the same house, 
Our voters dared not for their lives go to 
the polls to cast their ballots for the men of 
their choice. Am I to believe that these per- 
secutors are suddenly turned into lambs? Nor 
will I permit myself to be lulled into any ill- 
timed: security by the hope that a few men, 
heretofore Republicans, can by joining this 
lawless Democracy control its fierce elements. 
The South still rings with the shrieks of victims 
of barbarous Ku Klux outrages, telling us that 
the Democracy of the South are still the same. 
That party have held supreme sway in New 
York. Have recent disclosures strengthened . 
our hopes that the northern Democracy have 
improved since the day when an outraged 
people hurled them from national supremacy? 
What reason have these reform Republicans 
to hope that the virtue of the Democracy of 
to-day is anything more than that enforced 
propriety which comes of lack of opportunity 
to sin? Where opportunity has existed, have 
they proved superior to the temptations that 
have caused some Republicans to fall into 
error ? 

The most that can be said in favor of the 
Missouri resolutions is that they are not in- 
consistent with Republican principles. If not, 
why go out of the Republican party to adopt 
our principles, upon a mere profession of a 
new faith by those whose lives have been. spent 
in making war upon us? There may be things 
proper for complaint in the transactions of our 
party, but— 

“Rather bear those ills wo have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of.” 

If our personal preferences among men are 
overborne by the will of the majority, why may 
we not acquiesce, as we would expect others 
to acquiesce, if the majority should be with us? 
While I have my own personal preferences, 
still, this man or that is of the things of to- 
day, while the continuance of the supremacy 
in the national councils of that party which 
saved our country from division, which swept 
away the foul blot of slavery and consecrated 
our wide-domain, in fact as in name, to free- 
dom, and which by its strong hand hag sus- 
tained and encouraged the weak until they are 
becoming strong, is a matter of all the future. 
When the great work of the Republican party 
has been finally completed, and in this broad 
land no force is found formidable enough to 
threaten the perpetuity of the order of things 
thus established, then, and not until then, can 
patriotic men heretofore identified with it turn 


| their backs upon that party and seek in new 


interests and affiliations to secure that identity 
of sympathy in minor matters: which a sense 
of duty should now constrain them to sacrifice 
to higher considerations. 

Mr. SCHURZ addressed the Senate in 

remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. - 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.: Mr. President, 
pardon a few words. Perhaps it would be as 
well should I say nothing, for I assume that 
this debate will come to an end sometime, 
unless we all continue to claim the last word. 
I must, however, correct some of the misrep- 
resentations that have been made of my posi- 
tion by the Senator from Missouri, of course 
unintentionally. 

Yesterday I said I had listened to the read- 
ing of portions of the speech which that Sena- 
tor made to his friends at Chicago, and that I 
could see the common bond of union existing 
between him and his auditors, and that it was, 
as he said, their fatherland. That feeling I 
commended, and said it proved that of which 
I was before satisfied, that tio true man ever 
forgot the land of his nativity. But the Sena- 
tor this morning considers it necessary to con- 
vince me that the Germans are none the worst 
for loving their country. That, sir, is what 
in my remarks 1 made the subject of my com- 
mendation. The effect, however, of the Sen- 
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ator’s speech just made is to create the im- 
pression that I had:advanced a different and 
contrary sentiment. That.mode of debate is, 
in my opinion, more ingenious than ingenuous. 

- Again, sir, I claimed that the people of this 

_country; hada sensitiveness to the country’s 
honor equal to the sensitiveness of the Ger- 
mans for the rights of Germans, and I am 
charged with trying to invoke national. pre- 
judices. That, on the contrary, is what I 
deprecated.. What.is the object of this reso- 
lution, or rather what is presumed to be its 
effect? It is recognized in the country as 
ealeulated to direct the German vote against 
the Administration! This is the appeal that 
is made to national prejudice. Let me tell 

` the Senator. from Missouri that he had better 
not uachain the lion of national prejudice. 
The resolution and his speech sought to 
unchain it that it might do.its work at the 
White House at the other end of the avenue, 
and. no sooner does the lion lift his mane and 
show his teeth to the Senator than he calls on 
me to call off the animal. Although he tells 
us that a thousand men would not make his 
heart quail, he says he does not wish national 
prejudice invoked. Neither do I, and there- 
fore i deprecate the resolution. and the speech 
of the Senator. : i 

The Senator tells us that all these details 
were known in Prussia, and so these unusual 
proceediugs can do the country no harm. 
When was it known that the Senate of the 
United States had, as we are now called to do, 
declared that the. good name of this country 
was compromised? When was it known that 
we considered an investigation of the conduct 
of our nation necessary? When was it known 
that we had found on that investigation the 
country guilty, as we are about to do, if the 
Senator's assurance now given that the charge 
will be too fearfully proven shall prove true? 
No, sir, this never will be known in Germany 
or elsewhere, and [ trust that the chord of 
friendship existing between these great nations 
will not thus unnecessarily be weakened. 

As to the general-order business, all I in- 
tended on yesterday was to show that the char- 
acter of au honest man could not be seriously 
damaged by the mere logical syllogism of the 
Senator; that could only be done by proof. 
l will not now enter into that question. The 
report of the committee will be here, and we 
‘will know whether it be true, as the Senator 
has said, that officials of the custom-house 
referred to are robbers, and have had their 
arms in the Treasury. 

The Senator says that he hopes this Gov- 
ernment will not sneakingly cover up this arms 
transaction. This Government, I trust the 
oe knows, does not sneakingly do any- 
thing. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Will the Senator permit 
me?. I think there he has misunderstood me. 
I misunderstood him so frequently that we 
shall be even on that point once more. I said 
that those would not be the true patriots who 
would advise this Government in a sneaking 
way to cover up things. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very well; I 
did not undertake to give the gentleman’s 
exact. words. The idea is very similar. I 
can assure the Senator that there is no danger 
of the Government or its friends ever sneak- 
ing. But while this is true, we hesitate long 
before we roughly seize the beautiful form of 
our nation’s honor and integrity and draw it 
into this arena to wrestle and scuffle with her 
as if she was made more chaste and refined 
by the gross and unseemly exercise. 

Mr. President, this is the first time in our 
history that the American Senate has been 
called. upon to take ground against our own 
country; and whatever laurels there are to be 
guined in this enterprise those who inaugu- 
rated it are welcome to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONXY.) ‘The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois, [ Mr. TRUMBULL, } to 


reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Coxx- 
LING] was adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to have the 
question stated. i E 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion is to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. MORTON. Let what is to be recon- 
sidered be read. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion will be stated. 

The Cuer CLerg. The following words 
were inserted in the resolution on the motion 
of the Senator from New York, [Mr. Conx- 
LING: ] 

And that said committee also inquire and report 
whether any member of the Senate, or any other 


American citizen, is or has been in communication 
or collusion with the Government or authorities of 


France, or with any agent or officer thereof, in refer- į. 


ence to said matters. 

The question is on reconsidering the vote 
agreeing to this amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish only. to call 
attention to the reason for entering this motion 
to reconsider the vote on the adoption of that 
amendment. It will be but a reiteration of 
what I said before, but it is some days ago, and 
it will bring it, perhaps, more particularly to 


| the notice of the Senate. 


The subject-matter of inquiry in the amend- 
ment is not pertinent at all to the subject- 
matter of the resolution. One is to inquire 
into the sales of arms by the Government, and 
the other to inquire into the conduct of Sen- 
ators. Manifestly the two things have no con- 
nection together, and the reason why I made 
the motion was that it was understood very 
generally in the Senate that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York was 
aimed at the Senator who moved the resolu- 
tion of inquiry into the sale of arms by the 
Government which went to the French, and 
the Senator from Missouri, who had taken a 
prominent part in the debate. 

It being understood that this amendment 
was aimed at those Senators, to inquire whether 
they had had improper intercourse with agents 
of foreign Governments, it is apparent to every 
one that if the amendment becomes a part of 
the resolution those Senators cannot with pro- 
priety be members of the committee. It is 


' proposed to raise a. select. committee of seven 


to inquire into the French-arms matter. It is 
proposed now to add as an amendment to that 
an inquiry into. the Senators instrumental in 
bringing the subject of inquiry in regard to 
the sale of arms before the Senate. That 
would exclude them from the committee, and 
of all persons in the Senate, certainly those 
Senators, or one of them at least, who have 
paid so much attention to this subject, should 
go upon the committee; and it is because I 
think it proper that one of them should go on 
the committee that I have moved to reconsider 
the vote by which we adopted the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York. If it 
is reconsidered, I should then be in favor of 
sending the subject-matter of that amendment 
to some other committee. It is not because I 
am opposed to the inquiry proposed by the 
Senator from New York that I make the mo- 
tion, but with a view, when it shall be reeon- 
sidered, if it is reconsidered, that that subject 
may go to some other committee, and that the 


“committee proposed to be raised by the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts may not be embar- 
rassed in its composition by another question 
that does not properly belong to it. f 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shall 
vote for the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the Senator from 
New York was adopted, and if it be recon- 
sidered I shall vote against that amendment, 
unless some reason shall be given which hasnot 
yet been assigned why it should be adopted; 
not simply for the reason that is stated by the 
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Senator from Illinois, but for this further and 
amply sufficient reason, at least to me, that I 
have heard not one particle of evidence nor 
any statement of any kind that lays the 
slightest foundation for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York, and I am not 
willing to say that we shall go. into an investi- 
gation of anybody, Senator or any one else, 
unless some foundation is laid for the investi- 
gation. There must be some reason to sup- 
pose that there is something to investigate. 
We are referred to a statute, the third section 
of the crimes act, and now let us see what 
that is: 

“Tfany person, beinga citizen ofthe United States, 
whether he be actually resident or abiding within 
the United States, or in any foreign country, shall, 
without the permission or authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, directly or indirectly 
commence or carry on any verbal or written corre- 
spondence or intercourse with any foreign Govern- 
ment, or any officer or agent thereof, with an intent 
to influence the measures or conduct of any foreign 
Government, or of any officer or agent thereof, in 
relation to any disputes or controversies with the 
United States, or defeat the measures of the Govern- 
ment of the United States; or if any person, being a 
citizen of, or resident within the United States, and 
not duly authorized, shall counsel, advise, aid, or 
assist in any such correspondence. with intent as 
aforesaid, he or they shall be deemed guilty of a high 
misdemeanor, and on conviction before any court of 
the United States having jurisdiction thereof, shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, and by 
imprisonment during a term not fess than six months 
nor exceeding three years.” 

Now, sir, what has been stated here by a 
single Senator that gives the slightest reason 
to believe that that statute has been violated ? 
It will be observed that this is a communica- 
tion or correspondence *‘ in relation to disputes 
or controversies with the United S:ates;’’ that 
is, disputes between a foreign Goverament and 
the United States. What dispute have we with 
Prassia? What dispute have we with France? 
None whatsoever. Butthereis another thing: 
“or to defeat the measures of the Government 
of the United States.’? What measure of the 
Government of the United States is it pre- 
tended. that any Senator on this floor has at- 
tempted to defeat? Yet unless the correspund- 
ence was for the purpose of influencing a 
foreign Government in some matter that is in 
controversy between that Government aud the 
Government of the United States, or unless it 
was with intent todefeat a measure of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, no erime has 
been committed, : : 

And now I put it again to the mover of this 
amendment, or to anybody else, what act of 
any Senator or uf anybody else is there that 
has been done of which he complains with the 
intent to influence the action of either the 
Prussian or of the French: Government in 
any controversy between those Governments 
and the Government of the United States, or 
with the intent to defeat any measure of the 
Government of the United States? There is 
absolutely none. In the first place, there is 
no controversy between us and either of those 
Governments; and in the next place, there is 
no measure of the Government of the United 
States that anything which has been spoken 
of could tend to defeat. I ssy, thereiore, I 
am not wiliing to vote for this investigation 
unless some foundation is laid for it. 

Sir, I am. williug to vote for investigation 
wherever there is any reasonable grouud to 
suppose that there has been a violation of law 
or an omission to conform to the duty that 
devolves on a public officer; and I would be 
the last man to undertake to screen a member 
of this body who had violated the law; but [ 
will not vote for an investigation of anybody 
unless I see some reason to believe that there 
has been something wrong; and I certainly 
will not shake a siatute, with dungeons and 
penalties in it, in. the face of a Senator who 
has simply invited an investigation into public 
officers, unless somebody can lay his hand on 
something that shows there is reason to sup- 
pose that Senator is guilty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think the Sen- 
ator from Ohio quite comprehends this case. 
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J agree with him that we ought not to invest- 
igate anybody, even the people of this country 
and their chosen representatives, without some 
ground for it. Ido not think that it is a part 
of the mission of this body to take anybody’s 
cries or tumults for the purpose of invest- 
igating anything. I agree with him about 
that, and, therefore, as at' present advised, I 
shall vote against this whole resolution, for I 
consider it to be the first instance in the his- 
tory of any country that has civilization or 
honor. where one of its legislative bodies has 
volunteered on the assertion of anybody to 
furnish ground, if it can, for complaint on 
the part of some foreign nation against it. I 
should therefore (without undertaking to im- 
pugn other Senators) consider myself guilty 
of an act of baseness and of treason, in the 
moral sense of the term, if I were to under- 
take to expose—if there were any evidence 
which would warrant such an exposure in 
point of fact—the conduct of the agents and 
officers of this Government toward a foreign 
Power. 

It is our business if we have self-respect, it 
is our business if we love our country, if any 
member of our Government has been guilty 
of crime, of indiscretion in the international 
sense, against another, to wait for that other 
to make complaint, and not expose it our- 
selves. I would as soon think, if I had a 
_ question pending in court where myself and 
my partners were concerned as parties, of 
exposing to the judge, if you please, the fact 
that my partner had been guilty of some wrong 
against him, as to undertake to tell, if false- 
hood, or perjury, or inuendo, or suspicion 
would furnish a color for it, the Emperor of 
Germany that we had not behaved toward him 
and his people in the way that we ought in 
1870. I should not volunteer such informa- 
tion if it existed; and the only excuse, as it 
appears to ine, for anybody for voting for this 
resolution now is that it has been proposed, 
and that it has been asserted by Senators who 
say they have been in communication with the 
agents of both Governments, that is to say, 
with the Prussian legation and with the De- 
partments of the United States, that there is 
color for such a suspicion. I say the only 
excuse for anybody for voting for such a thing 
is to show'that there is no pretense even for 
such an assertion. 
upon, on what has appeared, even to do that. 
If, however, you are to pass any resolution 
at all, then certainly for the people of this 
country and for the honor of this body, it is 
quite as essential that we shall know whether 
we ourselves have been clean in this matter 
as it is that we should know whether our 
agents and officers in the Executive Depart- 
ments have observed neutrality ; for certainly 
above and beyond the statute that the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio refers to it would 
not be a thing that this body ought to tolerate 
and countenance if any Senator makes bim- 


self the medium of communicating the secrets | 


obtained in his official capacity from the exec: 
utive department to any foreign legation what- 
ever. If, therefore, it should appear, as it 
would almost seem from the statement of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, that he has 
obtained from the President of the United 
States or from the Secretary of War, the head 
of one of his Departments, information touch- 
ing the acts of the Government, and has made 
haste to carry that to the representative of the 
Prussian Government, it would be a matter of 
serious inquiry whether such conduct ought 
not at least to be reprimanded. Ido not say 
that it is so, because I do not wish to prejudge 
anybody. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Did I understand the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to say that I had obtained 
information from the President of the United 
States, or the head of a Department, and car- 
ried that to the Prussian Government? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is about tantamount 
to what I said, 


But I do not feel called | 


Mr. SCHURZ.- Upon what ground does 
the Senator say it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say it upon the testi- 
mony of the Senator himself, who stated to us, 
if I did not misunderstand him, that on hearing 
that we were selling arms which were going, 
or were likely to go into the hands of the 
French, he went either to the President of the 
United States or to the head of the War De- 
partment, 1 do not know which, and ascer- 
tained from him what he was doing, and then 
he went to the Prussian minister and asked 
him if thus and thus, which the Secretary of 
War had stated to him as the course of our 
Government, was so. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Why, that seems to be a 
very violent construction of what I said. I 
said simply this: that in a conversation with 
the Secretary of War, the Secretary of War 
informed me that the Prussian minister had 


called upon him, and he had had a certain |, 


conversation with him, had asked him to stop 
these sales, and that I asked the Prussian 
minister whether I had understood the Secre- 
tary of War correctly. That wasall. Is that 
conveying information from one quarter to 
another? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think itis, Mr. Presi- 
dent. How could the honorable Senator from 
Missouri, with the information that, he had 
received as a constitutional adviser of the 
President, ask a representative of the Prussian 
Government whether such and such things 
that the Secretary of War had told him were 
so without communicating to him the fact that 
the Secretary of War had told him so? Now, 
I undertake to say that is not the business of 
a Senator. My friend may smile; it is one of 
the easiest things in the world to smile, par- 
ticularly when you feel unhappy. [Laughter.] 
Iam not to judge of the conduct or the honor 
of the Senator from Missouri; but I can only 
say that the last thing that a passionate love 
and adiiration for my native country, what- 
ever it might’ be, would have induced me to 
do, would be to carry the information that the 
President of the United States or the Secre- 
tary of War had given to me to the represent- 
ative of any foreign Power whatever. 

Mr. SCHURZ. This being rather a serious 
thing, will the Senator from Vermont tell me 
the information the. Secretary of War had 
imparted to me according to the record here? 
It was information that the Prussian minister 
had called upon him, and so I carried to the 
Prussian minister the information that he had 
called upon the Secretary of War! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes,1 am very glad that 
my friend endeavors to explain his proposi- 
tion. Like most of the other statements he 
has made in this debate, every time they are 
alluded to they are considerably mitigated ; 
but that is certainly in favor of his candor and 
his fairness, for when he finds that he has 
overstated a thing, or has stated that which 
the proof disproves, he makes the haste that 
an honorable man should, I suppose, to let 
down a little. 

Now, I repeat that I think it is not the thing 
for a Senator of the United States, to whom the 
confidence of the President is open, to whom 
the confidence of all the Departments is open 
by the Constitution, which makes us their 
advisers in respect to foreign affairs, to be in 
communication at all with the representative 
of a foreign Power upon any topic upon which 
he has been conversing, or considering, or 
counseling, or advising with his own consti- 
tutional head. He has no business, being the 
counselor for one side in a transaction, to have 
any communication with the representatives 
and agents of the other at all, as it appears to 
me. My honorable friend no doubt disagrees 
with me. He has a right to do so; I only 
speak for myself. Therefore I say, above and 
beyond this statute, which may or may not 
have been violated—on that point I express 
no opinion; I have not the evidence; that is 
one of the grounds of the inquiry—above and 


beyond this statute, it is fit, after what the 
honorable Senator has said himself here, that 
we should know what has been his conduct; 
and if that conduct will justify him, no man 
will be more happy than 1; if it does not justify 
him the fault will be his, and not ours. 

Mr. SCHURZ. May J ask the Senator from 
Vermont whether he really means to state that 
a Senator of the United States or a member 
of Congress shall never talk with a foreign 
minister about political subjects of some con- 
cern to one or to the other? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not. asserted any 
such proposition. I believe what [have asserted 
is pretty plain and specific. It certainly is 
according to the best of my capacity of stating 
what I think a Senator might or might not do; 
but as I said, I am not giving law to the hon- 
orable Senator, I am only stating my opinion, 
as I believe it is my right, as to the conduct 
of the members of this body as it respects our 
foreign affairs. ‘Therefore I wish to say to the 
honorable Senator from Ohio that he altogether 
misses the mark when he undertakes to say 
that there is nothing in the present aspect of 
this case which could justify the Senate in 
making an inquiry upon this topic in order to 
clear the skirts of its own members from any 
unjust aspersion or suspicion if the truth will 
clear them, or in order, if it will not, that the 
truth may be justified. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, now I 
might leave it to the Senate whether the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has laid any foundation 
for this inquiry. He seems to give up the 
statute. Heis too good a lawyer to pretend 
for a moment that there is any case brought 
within the statute or anything that suggests a 
case within the statute, but he supposes that 
there has been or may have been some viola- 
tion of a duty higher than the statute itself. 
Where is the evidence of that? His state- 
ment entirely rests on what was said by the 
Senator from Missouri the other day, and what 
that Senator now repeats. Does that show 
any breach of confidence on the part of the 
Senator from Missouri? Does it show any vio- 
lation of his duty as a Senator? If there be 
any such thing [ am sure I did not hear it. 
If he said any such thing in my absence I am 
sure I have not read it. Has there been any- 
thing said by him here, any admission that 
he disclosed to the Prussian legation any mat- 
ter which he derived in confidence from the 
executive department of this Government or 
any member of the executive department of 
the Government? No such thing as that. 
What breach of confidence, then, has there 
been on his part? Suppose he did hear that 
arms were being sold by our Government to 
France; suppose he did receive petitions, as 
he said the other day, signed by thousands, 
complaining of that thing ; suppose he did in- 
quire at the executive department to find out 
whether that was so or not; and suppose he 
did have a conversation upon the subject with 
the Prussian minister, but not disclosing any- 
thing confided to him in secrecy or in confi- 
dence; I want to know where is the ground 
for having an investigation into his conduct? 
I will not stultify myself by any such thing as 
that. There is no man who has heard this 
that does not know there is not the slightest 
ground in the world for it. It is simply black- 
ening a man’s character by insinuation. That 
is all there is of it, and I will be no party to 
any such thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, wereone 
at liberty to be surprised at anything.in this 
strange proceeding, I should be surprised at 
some of the remarks of the Senator who has 
just taken his seat. He is troubled about 
voting for investigation because it may blacken 
character. This, then, is. the effect of voting 
investigation. A vote to investigate, of itself, 
blackenscharacter. The Senator is not, I think, 
troubled in voting for investigation ascending 
to the President of the United States, although 
that. investigation. be worse than groundless, 
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althougli it ‘is based upon éhargés which have 
been ‘pulverized one by one till none remain. 


} 


He-has revealed no such difficulty heretofore. | 


Ihave little difficulty in voting for investiga- 
tions aimed at the President of the United 
States. -I shall vote for this one, and, bor- 
rowing the parlance fashionable here, T shall 
vote for it with all the scorn it deserves, and 
with all the contempt I feel for the spirit 
which conceived it. I shall vote for it, and I 
shall do so for the reason, among others, that 
were I to stand on the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and vote against it the coun- 
try would not be big enough to hold the noise 
that would be raised in the Democratic press 
and the “independent” press about ‘‘cloak- 
ing fraud” and “stifling investigation.” 

‘No matter how monstrous, no matter how 
vile; no matter how wanton àn allegation 
might be touching the present Administration, 
the majority here cannot refuse to investigate 
it without being gibbeted at every cross-roads 
of party prejudice, upon the charge of seek- 
ing to stifle investigation and cloak fraud. So 
it happens, sometimes, that accusations be- 
come little more than a game, a game of 
chess, or a ‘game of chance, or skill, played 
by those who have a stake in the political and 
sensational result. Thus it comes, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I confess it not without humilia- 
tion, that Senators are compelled to vote upon 
questions like this, not making up their judg- 
ment, out of the merits alone, but finding 
themselves obliged to act in reference to the 
hurtful if not dishonest use to be made of the 
decision they record. It is the old Roman 
rule of prudence with which the Senator from 
Ohio is so much more familiar than I; it is 

_the need to keep sight not only of the esse but 

of the videri; it is the need not only to be, 
but to seem; the need not only to be right, 
but to give no appearance which can be twisted 
into the likeness of evil. Yielding to this 
exigency, I shall vote for this investigation, 
groundless, exploded, pulverized ag it ig ia 
advance, touching the President, if he be 
amet at, and touching two Cabinet officers 
also. 

But the Senator from Ohio would cramp the 
scope of the investigation so that it would be 
aimed only at those against whom no fair 
ground of suspicion remains; he would say 
that it shall miss those who stand unacquitted 
of suspicions which they themselves have in 
part awakened. 

I shall not be tempted, Mr. President, so 
near, I trast, the close of this debate, already 
too long, to wander into that wilderness of in- 
consistencies and vagaries which have been 
dignified as ‘‘the merits” of this question. I 
will say, however, to the Senator from Ohio, 
that in my judgment as legislator and lawyer, 
upon undisputed facts, American citizens have 
held communication or correspondence with 
agents of ‘foreign Governments; and with a 
tithe of the ability of that Senator I could 
demonstrate to any impartial intelligence that, 
even under the statute, the only open question 
is whether this communication and correspond- 
ence was begun or continued with the particu- 
lar intent denounced by the statute. So much 
for the suggestion that upon the merits, as an 
original question, this amendment should not 
prevail. 

Mr. President, I have a word to say upon 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was adopted. If I am sur- 
prised at the motion to reconsider, I am more 
surprised at the reason urged upon us. We 
are told that the chief objection to investigat- 
ing the question of communication between 
American Senators and citizens, and foreign 
agents, is that it will disturb the composition 
of the proposed committee. Let me under- 
stand this, and let the Senate see its length 
and breadth. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has moved 
a special committee. An amendment has been 
adopted adding to the inquiry a topic inherent 


in the matter which involves, it is said, or 
may involve the action among others of the 
Senator himself. The Senator from Ilinoissays 
let us reconsider that amendment because the 
effect of it will be to keep the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Missouri 
from a place on the committee. Let us recon- 
sider it, he says, in order that those Senators 
may take a place upon the committee, and 
then let us direct some other committee to 
investigate this branch of the subject. This 
seems odd. : 

It has in‘all cases ot accusation been a rule 
since England had a Parliament, and that is 
eight hundred years, it has been arule in every 
clime where jurisprudence or justice is admin- 
istered, to seek at least for jurors and judges 
unbiased, for triers who, in the language of 
the law, stand indifferent as they stand un- 
sworn. Now, however, we are to organize a 
jury, a jury of seven, a committee to inquire 
and report upon a question of guilt or inno- 
cence, and are asked in the first place to select 
with care, and to arrange that we may select 
a deeply biased jury. In order to do so, itis 
proposed first that we shall appoint a biased 
committee to investigate, and then we shall 
appoint another committee to investigate that 
committee! ‘The proposition comes to this: 
here are certain Senators whose conduct has, 
itis said, been called in question in relation 
to the very matter to be tried, certain Senators 
who have vehemently prejudged the case; 
make them the committee, the triers, and then 
appoint another committee to investigate that 
committee! It seems to me such a double 
and contradictory proceeding would be very 
odd. It seems to me it would be so odd that 
the bare statement of it is better than any 
argument, ` 

For myself I am willing that the Senator 
from Massachusetts or the Senator from Mis- 
souri shall be put upon the committee, and 
that they be left to decide for themselves the 
course they will take and the Snvestigation 
they will make if they wish to make it. But 
I am entirely opposed to taking out of the 
investigation the only thing yet suggested 
which has probable cause to rest upon. 

Mr. President, one other matter and I have 
done. The Senator from Vermont, no better 
able with his keen and critical faculties than 
the rest of us to report or to quote unchal- 
lenged the utterances of this debate, referred 
to a declaration made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. I have that declaration before me, and 
I call the attention of the Senate to it in con- 
nection with the remarks of the Senator from 
Vermont, and in connection with the version 
of it with which he was met. I read from the 
speech of the Senator from Missouri : 

* The Senator from Iowa called already our atten- 
tion to certain proceedings which passed between 
the Prussian legation and the War Department. He 
said that the Prussian minister had requested the 
Secretary of War to suspend the sales of arms for a 
little while, so that Prussian agents also might have 
an opportanity to bid. The Secretary of War hav- 
ing communicated to me the same statement at the 
time, or a short time after, I inquired of the Prus- 
sian legation whether this was actually the case.” 

That is oné of several turns in the road 
of this discussion at which we have caught 
glimpses of these communications; not that 
avowals here give us our only glimpses; not 
that statements here are as speaking as other 
things—the possession, for instance, by Sen- 
ators and others, without the knowledge of 
American authorities, of diplomatic and offi- 
cial papers, the escape of which was unknown 
here, and which were obtained either from 
the foreign office of a foreign Government at 
Washington, or from the foreign office abroad 
of a Government other than the United ‘States. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I decline to have 
the amendment placed by the Senator from 
Ohio, or by anybody else, upon the ground 
that it looks only to those Senators who have 
chosen to takeit largely or wholly to themselves. 
Jt is a demand to know whether American 
Senators, or other American citizens, have 


been guilty in this regard; and therefore, if 
the Senator from Ohio could make light as day 
all the acts and doings of the mémbers of this 
body, he would not destroy the value of the 
amendment. I shall vote against the recon- 
sideration of the amendment upon its merits, 
and I shall vote against its reconsideration in 
order that we may in the first place make up 
one committee to investigate a piece of the 
matter, and then appoint another committee 
to investigate that committee! Let us havea 
committee in which we have confidence; and 
for one I promise not to object to the presence 
on the committee of any Senator who under 
the circumstances sees fit to go there and to 
stay there. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have 
taken no part in this debate, nor do I intend 
to be drawn into it. Al that I have said since 
the resolution of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts was offered I have said this afternoon in 
five minutes; and I rise now, not for the pur- 
pose of making a speech, but simply to notice 
one remark of the Senator from New York, 
who seems to think it strange that J could vote 
for the resolution of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and at the same time be opposed to 
his amendment. Atleast I infer that, because 
he says that the Senator from Ohio finds no 
difficulty in voting to investigate even the con- 
duct of the President of the United States, and 
hesitates to vote or is opposed to voting for - 
an investigation into the conduct of Scnators 
as asked for by the amendment. I do not 
know why the Senator made that remark. I 
have made not one single remark upon the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts; 
I have said not one word upon it; I have given 
no vote upon it. Why, therefore, the Senator 
from New York should say that I find no diff- 
culty in voting for that, when I have said not 
aword upon it, when I have given no vote 
upon it, I do not know. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to tell him? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Simply upon the princi- ` 
ple that, remarking upon this, he pointed out 
one, and only one, part for which he could not 
vote; and I beg to remind the Senator in the 
language of the law which I have heard him 
frequently use, expressio unius est eaclusio 
alterius; and when the Senator takes occasion 
to say that he cannot vote for one ‘part only 
6f.a resolution, I think I have a right to sup- 
pose that at that time he sees no objection to 
voting for the rest. 

Mr. THURMAN. But if the Senator had 
practiced law in my court when I wasa judge, 
and he had talked about a thing that was not 
before the court, I would: have called him to 
order and made him talk about what was 
before the court. The question before the 
Senate was whether we should reconsider 
the vote on his amendment, not the ques- 
tion at all on the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Iwas notspeaking about 
that; I was speaking simply upon the ques- 
tion of reconsidering the vote that had been 
taken on the Senator’s amendment. I said, 
and I repeat, that I will not vote for an invest- 
igation into the conduct of anybody, private 
man or officer, unless I see some reason to 
believe that an investigation ought to take 
place; and it is because I have not seen the 
slightest reason for the amendment of the 


Senator from New York that I am opposed 


to it. 

_ And now how is it in regard to the other 
investigation? Ido see some reason for the 
other. Without at all going into the question 
about whether the neutrality laws were vio+ 
lated or. not, and being unwilling to take the 
bold and positive assertion of the Senator 
from New York for verity that everything in the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts 
has been pulverized and annihilated—and I do 
not know how many other strong words he 
used in regard to it—I find one thing that it 
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docs scem to me needs investigation.. I find 
what looks to me to be a plain statute in re- 
gard to the sale of arms, a statute so. plain 
that there can be no two opinions upon it, and 
it does look to me on the prima facie case 
before the Senate that that statute has been 
violated by an officer of the United States. 
So, if there were nothing else in the case, I 
should want to know whether that was the fact 
or not. There is a sufficient ground laid for 
that investigation, not laid by innuendo, not 
laid by newspaper reports, but laid upon the 
statute itself and the official reports of the 
chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. That is 
suflicient to authorize me to vote. 

Mr. CONKLING.: The Senator I think 
will admit that if I was not warranted in think- 
ing he would vote for this resolution I was 
warranted in guessing that he would. I cer- 
tainly guessed at it with great accuracy on that 

oint. 

p Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not think myself 
that the act of 1799-has any bearing whatever 
on this case, but still the amendment of the 
Senator from New York implies that it may 
have. That act had its origin in the interfer- 
ence of a citizen of the United States by which 
the French Government sought at that time to 
enter into arrangements by which the people 
of the United States should be alienated from 
their Government. It was called the Logan 
act, a man by the name of Logan having en- 
tered into correspondence and intrigue with 
the French Government to thwart the meas- 
ures of the Government of the United States. 
There is nothing like that indicated here, no 
pretense of it. The statute has no applica- 
tion to anything that has been divulged in this 
debate; but still it is aimed at certain Sena- 
tors,and now we are told, strangely enough, 
that in making up a committee of investigation, 
orin the formation of committees, the persons 
composing the committees are to be like jurors 
having no opinions on the subject. Why, Mr. 
President, it is a rule of parliamentary law as 
old as parliamentary history, that the friends 
of a measure are to compose the committee 
to which it is to be referred or committed. 
The friends of investigation are to be put upon 
committees of investigation. Has the Senator 
from New York to learn that? Does he mean 
to intimate here that the persons favorable to 
a bill, favorable to an investigation, who have 
examined it and understand it, are to be ex- 
cluded from the committee on the ground 
that they are to be like jurors knowing noth- 
ing of the case? Right the reverse is the rule; 
but the effect of the Senator’s amendment: is 
absolutely to exclude from the committee the 
very persons who by virtue of parliamentary 
law should be members of the committee. I 
find laid down in Jefferson’s Manual, which we 
ali have upon our tables, this proposition: 

“When a committee is charged with an inquiry, 
if a member prove to be involved they cannot pro- 
ceed against him, but must make a special report to 


the House, wherenpon the member is heard in his 
place or at the bar, or a special authority is given to 
the committee to inquire concerning him.” 

This is the general rule of parliamentary 
law, that the momenta member is involved the 
committee stops, it must be reported to the 
House. Now the Senator proposes an amend- 
ment here which involves certain Senators. 
He might as well propose a proposition that 
should prevent the committee from acting at 
all unless he means to exclude those Senators 
from places upon the committee, and he says 
he has no objection to their being upon the 
committee. f 

Again, in regard to the general rule asto the 
position of the committee, what is the law on 
that subject ? 


_ “Those who take exceptions to some particulars 
in the bill are to be of the committee, but none who 


speak directly against the body of the bill; for he + 


that would totally destroy will not amend it, (Ha- 
kew, 146; Town., col. 208; D’ Ewes, 634, eal. 2; Seob., 
47;) or, as it is said, (5 Grey, 145,) the child is not to 
be put to a nurse that cares not for it, 6 Grey, 373.) 
It is therefore a constant rule ‘that no man is to be 
employed in any matter who has declared against 


1 


it.’ And when any member who is against the bill 
hears himself named of its committee, he ought to 
ask to be excused.” 

This is the rule. Now this committee should 
be made up of the friends of the measure, 
the friends of investigation. Who are they? 
Why, the Senators from Massachusetts and 
Missouri especially, who have examined the 
question and have argued it, and yet an amend- 
ment is proposed, the effect of which is to 
exclude them from the committee because the 
committee cannot proceed with the investiga- 
tion with them upon it, they being involved 
under the resolution if it should be amended 


as proposed by the Senator from New York. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator claim 
that that applies to an investigation like this? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do claim that it 
applies to an investigation like this, that the 
rule is in reference to all measures; that the 
friends of the measure are to have charge of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to get into 
a controversy with the Senator, but this is a 
matter of parliamentary law that ought to be 
understood. The reason of that rule is, and F 
suggest it to the Senator—I think I have heard 
him say so himself before, but I will not state 
that with positiveness—that where a bill is 
proposed which is a measure that is afterward 
to be brought forward for the action of the 
body itself, it is the courtesy of parliamentary 
law that those who are in favor of the bill 
should have an opportunity to put it into the 
best possible shape, in order that when they 
bring it in on a report the whole body may 
find it in its best shape, so as to be able to 
pass it if they think that even in its best form 
it ought to pass. That is the reason of that 
rule. When you apply that to an inquiry in 
the nature of a judicial inquiry into the con- 
duct of officers, which is in effect a trial, it has 
no application at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the reason ap- 
plies with all its force. When the Senate has 
determined that an investigation is proper, 
which it will only determine on facts pre- 
sented to it by some Senator or in some other 
way, then the Senate is in favor of the investi- 
gation, in favor of probing it to the bottom 
with a view of bringing the abuse or the 
wrong, if one exists, to the notice of the Sen- 
ate for its action, just as you perfect a bill for 
the future action of the Senate. Did anybody 
ever find out anything in an investigation 
where the persons sent out to investigate the 
wrong were opposed to the investigation? I 
know the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Nye] in 
his speech the other day said that he would 
not investigate on suspicion; he would not 
have an investigation unless he knew where 
fraud’ existed. Why, sir, when we know it, 
we do not want any investigation. The object 
of investigation is to find it out. It is because 
there is suspicion or facts which warrant fur- 
ther inquiry that an investigation is ordered ; 
and when such an investigation is ordered by 
a body what dothey mean? They mean it to 
be thorough ; they mean to have the facts in- 
quired into to ascertain what the truth of the 
matter is; and will you send out a person who 
is opposed to that inquiry or a person who is 
in earnest and who believes in it to make the 
inquiry? If there never was a parliamentary 
rule enunciated in the world, the reason of 
the thing requires that those who are after 
the wrong should be the persons appointed to 
follow it up. 

Now, sir, I think it would be very improper 
to mix these two things together, unless it is 
the intention of the Senate to determine that 
those who investigated this inquiry, who have 
been foremost in bringing it to the notice of 
the Senate, are to be excluded from the invest- 
igation. 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. CONKLING ad- 
dressed the Chair. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not desire to say any- 
thing on this point. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a single 
word as to this matter, if I do not interfere 
with the Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I thank the Senator 
from Massachusetts for allowing me to say a 
word in answer to the Senator from Iilinois. 
Doubtless the Senator from Illinois did not 
intend to misstate me when he quoted me as 
maintaining that parliamentary committees 
were constituted, or should be, like juries, of 
members knowing nothing of the subject. If 
the Senator had listened to me, I think he 
would have gathered that I did not intend a 
statement so erroneous. I intended my remark 
to refer alone to a proceeding like this, the 
trial of an issue of guilt or innocence. 

The Senator from Illinois has’ read from 
the Manual words familiar to us all. He has 
been answered, I think, conclusively by the 
Senator from Vermont, who pointed out to 
him the reason and meaning of the rule he 
has read. But I want to answer him in another 
way also. The Senator reads from the Manual 
the words “the friends of the measure,” and 
he repeats ‘the friends of the measure.’ I 
thank him for teaching me that word, What 
is “the measure” here? Is it investigation, 
or is it the conviction of somebody? Ifa 
Senator is in favor of making this inquiry, is 
he not a “friend of the measure,” in the 
language of Jefferson, as much as he would be 
if he had made up his mind beforehand to rush 
with blind prejudice to a certain result ? Would 
that prejudice make him any more ‘‘ the friend 
of the measure ?” No, sir, I submit it would 
not. 

I repeat again, what is the ‘‘ measure’’ be- 
fore the Senate? I answer it is investigation, 
full, fair, rigorous investigation. Will the 
Senator from Illinois gainsay that? And if 
he gets a committee in favor of investigation, 
in favor of pursuing it to the end, but not 
eager to divert it toa particular end, not bound 
to warp it, or twist it, not anxious to torture 
it, not setting out with the hope or the prayer 
that it will work out particular results, is 
not that a committee of the “friends of the 
measure?’ . i 

Ah, Mr. President, there is another meas- 
ure—a measure to be meted tous. What is 
it? Itis an idea—I speak not of motives—a 
belief, a conviction if you please, be it never 
so honest, on the part of a few members of 
this body, that guilt exists, and that guilt will 
be proved by a certain investigation. Does 
that conviction or prejudice, I repeat, be it 
never so honest, make those Senators any more 
than others ‘‘the friends of the true meas- 
ure;’’ that is, the friends of honest, fair invest- 
igation? Does not such prejudgment make 
them less the friends of the measure, if fair 
investigation be the measure? 

I have heard this language from the Manual 
read before. I have heard it read to reflect 
upon me and upon others—to suggest au im- 
putation of wanting to stifle investigation. 
Why? Because we would not vote for a mo- 
tion which would compel you, Mr. President, 
constrained by parliamentary etiquette and 
usage, to make the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Scuurz] the charioteer of a committee. 
to publish reports, which I will not character- 
ize, against the President of the United States 
during a presidential canvass. I would not 
vote for such a motion. I would not vote to 
revive an old committee of which the Senator 
from Missouri wonld be found the ranking 
member, so as to constrain you, Sir, I repeat, 
to put him in the forefront as the spokesman 


| and organ of thas committee. I would not do 


it, because I believed then, as much as. I be- 
lieve now, that he. has againu avowed it iù his 
hostile purposes against what I believe. to 
be the best interests of party, and therefore 
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of country: I was told then that I voted for 
a committee not ‘the friends of the meas- 
ure!’? But, sir, I voted for a committee 
composed of some of the purest and most 
eminent members of the Senate, and for a 
committee friendly to the measure; and by 

“ the “ measure” I cannot say too often that 
I mean fall, impartial, courageous, truthful 
investigation. I do not mean the spites or 
the feelings of any man. 

Sir, I never found by reading Thomas Jef- 
ferson or Joseph Chitty, or any other man who 
has written of human rights, that in order to 
commit an investigation to a committee friendly 
to it, you must compose your committee of men 
who, right or wrong, will bend all their ener- 
gies in accordance with a preconceived preju- 
dice or theory; and I say again that I do not 
intend in this to reflect upon the sincerity or 
even upon the wisdom of the jadgment these 
Senators have formed and expressed. The 
more conscientious it is, the deeper it is, the 
more they think they have clenched it by such 
facts as can alone make them blameless for 
publishing their allegations to two hemispheres 
jn advance, the more, I submit to you, Mr. 
President, with longer and more frequent occa- 
sion than any of the rest of us, to study and 
apply parliamentary rules in their philosophy, 
(and they are philosophical, ) the more, I sub- 
mit to you and the Senate, would those Sen- 
ators be excluded according to every principle 
of reason and justice from any tribunal, I care 
not what, whether a jury to try a horse case 
in a justice’s court or a special committee of 
seven in the Senate of the United States. 

No, sir, let no man say that I do not want 
a committee of ‘* the friends of the measure. ”’ 
I do, and I want a committee also of the friends 
of unbiased truth and fairness to both sides— 
Ee nea of innocence as well as the side of 
guilt. - 

I repeat that if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the Senator from Missouri, regard- 
less of this amendment, can reconcile it to 
themselves to undertake the office of impar- 
tial judges or jurors in a matter, one side of 
which they have espoused with such passion- 
ate partisanship, let them undertake it. I 
would rather they would resolve that question 
than to resolve it for them. 
I discharge my duty when I vote for a com- 
mittee determined to investigate to the end 
and unbiased; not moved by feeling or pas- 
sion or pride of opinion to care what the 
result of that investigation may be, not com- 
mitted violently in advance to one theory or 
the other. That. is what I understand to be 
the meaning of Jefferson and of every other 
parliamentarian as to the requirements of 
parliamentary law. 

I thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
again for allowing me to speak after he had 
obtained the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. When I was interrupted by 
the Senator from New York, I was about to 
observe that this debate has occupied days, 
weeks, and I think the Senate will bear witness 
that I have taken very little part in it, though 
I have been referred to frequently. 1 believe 
that I shall only follow the usage of the Sen- 
ate if I undertake at the close to review the 
whole question, and I hope I may have the 


indulgence of the Senate while I do that. I“ 


do not feel willing to go on to-night. I will 
not plead that I am not able to go on to-night, 
but I do not feel willing to undertake such a 
service, which cannot be performed briefly. 
Therefore, throwing myself upon the indul- 
gence of the Senate, and thanking them in 
advance, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn, 

Mr. CONKLING. Before that question is 
put, I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether he has any objection to allowing the 
pending matter to be disposed of to-night? 

Mr. SUMNER. There are other Senators 
probably who may wish to speak upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING, Ithink not. The Sen- 


I shall hold that | 


ator might allow it to be voted on if nobody-į 
wishes to debate it. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. TheSenator from į 
Massachusetts has moved an adjournment, 
which is not debatable’ The Senator from 
Georgia has risen for some purpose. . 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe motion to adjourn is to 
be put, I havenothing to say. Lobject to any- 
thing else being done. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. I move an adjournment. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to observe, lest a 
misapprehension may grow out of my silence, 
that I expect—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
cannot debate it if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts insists on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. I give way to the Senator. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish merely to observe 
that I expect this debate to close under the 
rules of the Senate. I shall make no other 
agreement. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. Allow me a moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better 
adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts insists on his motion to 
adjourn, and the Chair must submit it to the 


Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I presume the Senator 
from Massachusetts will allow the Senator 
from California to make a remark. 

Mr. SUMNER. If he wishes to make a 
remark, certainly. 

Mr. COLE. I desire to see if we cannot 
fix on some time when this debate shall end. 

Mr. SUMNER. We cannot do that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Iowa 
has already objected to that. 

Mr. COLE. Then I hope the Senate will 
not adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. I insist on the motion to 
adjourn. i 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and thirty-one. minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 27, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, Ð. D. 

Se Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when, 

On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 

EXPENSES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iask the House to take: 
from the Speaker’s table, by unanimous.con- | 
sent, the bill (S. No. 445) to defray the ex- 
penses of district judges from other districts 
while holding district or circuit courts in the 
southern district of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information. 

The bill was read. It provides that when- 
ever, in virtue of section three of the act enti- 
tled “An act making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial. expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1872,” passed March 3, 1871, a district 
judge, from another district, shall hold a dis- 
trict or circuit court in the southern district 
of New York, his expenses, not exceeding ten 
dollars per day, certified by him, shall be paid 
by the marshal of the district as a part of the 
expenses of the court, and be allowed in his 
account, 

Mr. MAYNARD. If this were a general 
bill providing for all cases of this kind, I would 
have no objection to it, but I object to it in its 
present form. i 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a statement which will occupy but 


a moment? 


Mr. MAYNARD. Ihave no objection to 
tho gentleman’s speaking. , 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Houso will allow 
me to occupy a moment, I will say that this bill 
simply provides for paying the expenses of tho 
judge of the district court of Connecticut, 
who spends half his time holding court in New 
York city, and has done so for years. Under 
the old law he was allowed his expenses not 
exceeding ten dollars a day. This allowance 
was repealed by a provision in an appropria- 
tion bill passed during the last Congress. 
This judge has been holding court fora year 
past without any payment whatever for his 
expenses. The state ‘of business in New York 
city is such that itis absolutely necessary to 
call in the judge of the adjoining district when 
not occupied in the district of Connecticut. 
The Judiciary Committee unanimously agreed 
this morning to report this bill precisely as it 
came from the Senate. I hope there will be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What the gentleman 
states is no doubt all right; but there ought 
to be a general measure applicable to all cases 
of this kind. Within my own knowledge a 
great deal of difficulty has arisen in cases of 
this kind. 

Mr. KELLOGG. But there is a great and 
immediate necessity for the passage of this 
bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the bill were modified 
so as to be general, I would not object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill being objected 


ij to, it is not before the House. 


SHREVEPORE A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. SHELDON. Task unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with an amendment, a bill (S. No. 550) 
to constitute Shreveport, in the State of Louis- 
iana, a port of delivery. 

The bill was read. It provides that Shreve- 
port, in the State of Louisiana, shall be con- 
stituted a port of delivery, within the collee- 
tion district of New Orleans; and that there 
shall be appointed a surveyor of customs, to 
reside at the port, who shall, in addition to 
his own duties, perform the duties and receive 
the salary and emoluments prescribed by the 
act of Congress, approved March 2, 1831, for 
importing merchandise into Pittsburg, Wheel- 
ing, and other places, and who shall receive as 
compensation a salary not exceeding $1,500 
per annum. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ New Orleans,’’ in 


line five, and insert the following; “and there shall 
be appointed a deputy collector of customs to reside 


i| at said port, who shall receive a salary to bedeterm- 


ined by the Secretary of the Treasury, not exceeding 
$1,500 per annum.” 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. SHEL- 
pon | whether the $1,500 will cover all the 
expenses of the bill? : 

Mr. SHELDON. It will cover all the 
expenses. They may be less, probably, bu 
they. cannot be more. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHELDON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICH IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following preamble and resolution ; 
which were read, considered, and adopted: 


Whereas H. C. Whiteley, chief of the secret ser- 
vice bureau, recently testified that there are notin 
the southern judicial district of New York adequate 
facilities for the trial cf offenders against the laws 
of the United States; that felony causes are not 
tried in that district; that a criminal can avoid trial 
in that district as long as he pleases; that bail-bonds 
given for criminals are entirely worthless, and that 
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accused persons are kept in jail two years for want 
of a trial: Therefore, 

Resolved, Thatthe Attorney General be requested 
to inform this House whether there is foundation 
for such a statement; also, whether the judicial 
force in thesaid district is insufficient for the prompt 
enforcement of thelaws, and if such evils and abuses 
as represented exist, what legislation, if any, is 
required to remove them. 

TAXES ON LEGACIES AND SUCCESSIONS. 


Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the internal revenue laws as to wholly and 
absolutely abolish all taxes on legacies and succes- 
sions made or occurring previous to October 1, 1870. 


GEORGE W. MORSE. 


On motion of Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1417) for the re- 
lief of George W. Morse, with Senate amend- 
ments, was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows : 


On page 2, line one, strike out the word “already.” 

On page 2, line two, after the word “same,” insert 
the words ‘‘since the expiration of the terms of said 
patents.” 

Mr. L. MYERS. These amendments, al- 
though necessary, are quite immaterial. I ask 
the House to concur in them. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
SALES OF PROPERTY BY WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution of inquiry, referring to sales 
by the War Department, similar to the resolu- 
tion which was adopted the other day in regard 
to sales of material by the Navy Department. 
The chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations said the other day that he desired this 
information. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to inform this House, as soon as practicable, what 
property belonging to the United States has been 
sold by any oflicer or agent of the War Department 
or any bureau thereof, since the 30th day of June, 
1865, giving the name of the officer making the sale, 
thecharacter of property sold, the time, place, and 
manner of making the sales, and the amount real- 
ized from said sales, and tho disposition made of the 
proceeds, if paid over to the Treasurer or into the 
Treasury; when and by whom it was drawn out, 
when it has been so drawn, and what was done with 
the proceeds. He is directed to state how much 
money has been spent by his Department, and the 
officers and bureaus thereof, since the 30th day of 
June, 1865, in addition to amounts appropriated by 
Congress for the servico of the several fiscal years 
commencing July 1, 1865. 

fesolved, further, That the Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury be directed to inform the House what amount 
of money has been paid into the Treasury or to 
the Treasurer of the United States, from the sales 
of property by the officers of the War: Department 
since the 30th day of June, 1865, He will inform the 
House how much of the money so paid into the 
Treasury, or to the Treasurer, has been withdrawn, 
stating when, and by whom, and in what amounts 
such portions as have been withdrawn were paid on 
the draft or order of any officer of the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

Mr. BECK. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] said yesterday that he 
desired this information. 

Mr. DAWES. The resolution seems to cover 
a great deal. 

Mr. BECK. It covers precisely the same 
information as we asked the Secretary of the 
Navy the other day to furnish. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there can be no 
objection to it. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COBURN. I shall object unless the 
resolution is again reported. 

The resolution was again read. . 

Mr. PERCE. Iobject to the resolution, 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. N 

Mr. PERCE. Iam perfectly willing itshall 
be referred. 

Mr. BECK. I object to any reference of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Icall for the regular order. 


MUTILATED CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER.. The regular order of 
business being called for, the morning hour 
begins, at twelve o’clock and thirty-five min- 
utes, and reports are in order from the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 809) to provide for the retirement 
of worn and mutilated national bank notes. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that this bill may be made the special 
order for the first Tuesday in April, after two 
o’clock. I find after a rather extensive con- 
ference with gentlemen on both sides of the 
House that there are a considerable number 
of gentlemen who would like to occupy some 
time in talking upon matters connected with 
banking and. currency, and I would like to 
have the bill, therefore, made a special order. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
that he modify his motion. I shall object to 
the bill being made a special order. [ shall 
be under the necessity of objecting to the 
making of any further special orders which 
may interfere with the public business coming 
from the Committee of Ways and Means or 
from the Committee on Appropriations. I do 
not think the gentleman will have any diff- 
culty in getting his bill considered at that time 
in the ordinary course of business. 

Mr. MONROE. I have no idea that there 
is any more important business than that be- 
longing to my committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman will 
arrive at the same end; it may be possible a 
day or two Jater his bill maycome up, and may 
not interfere with the business of other com- 
mittees. 

Mr. COX. My colleague upon the commit- 
tee [Mr. Mowrog] agreed to allow me to offer 
an amendment to this bill, which may as well 
be offered now as at some future time. 

Mr. MONROE. I have no objection, but I 
wish first to make some arrangements in refer- 
ence to this bill. I find that there is a geueral 
disposition to discuss the bills of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency at some day 
during the session, and it may as well be in 
connection with this bill as with something 
else. As long as the bill remains in the morn- 
ing hour it is in the way of several bills which 
the chairman of the committee wishes to 
report, and which are believed to be of a use- 
ful character, and will lead to no discussion. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair to let members know the effect of their 
motion. If the gentleman moves that the 


further consideration of this bill be postponed | 


until the first Tuesday in April, the chances 
are rather doubtful that the bill will be reached 
during this session of Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Not if itbe madea special | 


order? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its 
being made a special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then Ihopethegentleman 
from Ohio will run the risk of its coming up 
at that time. f 

Mr, COX. I would make a suggestion. I 
believe a bill of this character ought to be 
passed. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that if the bill be made a special order with- 


out the words ‘‘ to the exclusion of all other | 


business,” it cannot interfere with the business 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, or the || 


Committee on Appropriations, unless a major- 
ity should refuse to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union upon 
their business. i 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to interfere 
with the business of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe bill were made a 
special order for the first Tuesday in April, 


It is the duty of the į 


after the morning hour, it would be reached 


probably, but not on that day. 

Mr. DAWES. I accept that arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, 
the bill will be made a special order for the 
first Tuesday in April, after the morning hour, 
The Chair hears no objection. The bill will 
be open to amendment at that time. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I should like to sub- 
mit an amendment to the bill. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen who de- 
sire to offer amendments to the bill might 
bave them printed in connection with the bill 
and reprinted. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be reprinted with the amendments 
submitted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that those 
amendments are now offered. 

The SPEAKER. They will be considered 
as pending. ' 

Mr. MONROE. Whenever the previous 
question is called, the question will be taken 
upon those amendments in their order. 

Mr. COBURN. Will the bill be open to 
amendment when it shall again come up for 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Tbe Chair so under- 
stands. 


HEATH & CO.’8 COUNTERFEIT DETECTOR. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, report- 
ed, with a recommendation that the same do 
pass, a bill (H. R. No. 1762) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to allowthe printing 
of impressions of currency notes and bonds, 
&c., for the use of Heath & Co.’s Counterfeit 
Detector; which was read a first and secund 
time. : 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to print, at the 
Treasury Department, the impressions re- 
quired forthe publication known as Heath & 
Co.’s Counterfeit Detector, under such regu- 
Jations and upon such terms as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have some 
explanation of this bill, for it looks to me 
something like a monopoly. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, The 
object of this bill is to give to the publishers 
of Heath & Co’s invaluable counterfeit detector 
such prints of notes, &c., as they desire to 
publish in their work. The printing is to be 
done entirely at the expense of these parties, 
without cost at all to the Treasury Department. 
These impressions have been published in the 
previous edition of the work, and the intention 
is to get out a new edition, and the only way 
in which these impressions can be obtained. 
for the new edition is from the Treasury De- 
partment. The Secretary of the Treasury and 
Mr. McCartee, the head of the printing divis- 
ion, both recommend that this be done. The 
persons connected with the detective service 
of the Treasury Department all state that this 
is a work of great utility, in enabling people 
to become acquainted with the character of 
genuine bills and notes, by presenting speci- 
mens of the actual engraving on the bills, and 
also fac similes of the different counterfeits. 
It is a work of great assistance to bankers and 
money brokers, where money is constantly 
passing. in enabling them to detect counter- 
feits. I think there can be no possible objec- 


! tion to the bill. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who is to 
print these impressions? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. They 
are to be printed at the Treasury Department 
by the regular printer there, because of course 
they will not trust their notes out of their pos- 
session. And whenever they print any of these 
impressions, there is always some mark put 
upon them so that they may not..be used for 


any improper purpose. 
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Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who prints 
the impressions of fac similes of counterfeits? 

Mr, HOOPER, of Massachusetts. They are 
printed at the expense of the parties publish- 
ing the detector. ; 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I see no 
objection to the bill. 

“Mr. POTTER. Does this bill apply to the 
national bank-note circulatian, or to the Treas- 
ury-note circulation, or to both ? 

' Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I think 
it applies to both. 

: Mr. HOLMAN. And who is to pay. the 
expense? i 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The par- 
ties. who publish this work pay the whole 
expense. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the bill so provide? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. “I think 
the bill provides that. 

Mr. POTTER. What is to prevent these 
impressions from the genuine plates being used 
as genuine notes? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. There is 
a guard against that by a mark on every im- 
pression furnished. 

Ms, COBURN. Does the bill provide that 
there shall be certain marks made upon these 
impressions? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The bill 
provides that these impressions shall be printed 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COBURN. Would it not be possible 
for a Secretary of the Treasury to permit these 
impressions to be printed without marks, un- 
less the law requires him to affix them? It 
scems to me it would be better to have a pro- 
vision of law to that effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the cost of this print- 
ingis not positively provided for, I would move 
to amend the bill by adding to it the words 
“the expense of the same to be borne bysaid 
Heath & Co.,”’ or words to that effect. 
` Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I have 
no objection to that amendment, although I 
think the bill already provides that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STAMPING OF COUNTERFEIT NOTES. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, also re- 
ported from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, with a recommendation that it be 
passed, a bill (H. R. No. 1763) to prevent the 
circulation of counterfeit, altered, and spuri- 
ous United States and. national bank notes; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that any officer of a national. 
bank who may receive, or to whom may be 
offered in the transaction of the business of 
the bank, any counterfeit United States. or 
national bank note, shall be ‘authorized and 
required to write or stamp plainly upon the 
face of such note the word ‘‘ counterfeit.” 
The second section provides that any altered. 
or spurious United States or national. bank 
note received or offered, as. aforesaid, may 
and shall in like manner be written upon or 
stamped with the word ‘altered’? or the word 
“ spurious,” as the case may be. 

Mr. POTTER. I wish to. ask the gentle- 
man. from Massachusetts [Mr. HOOPER] a 
question. There is nothing now, so far as I 
an aware, to prevent a persou to whom a coun- 
terfeit note may be presented from writing 
tt counterfeit?” across the face of it. Does 
ihe gentleman know anything to prevent it? 

‘Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. 


‘the bill. 


A. per: - 


son has no right to do it. There is no law 
authorizing it to be done. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
law requiring it. ake: 
Mr. POTTER. Does this bill require it? 
Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. It does. 
Mr. POTTER. Suppose a bank officer 
makes a mistake and stamps a genuine note. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then he stands 
by his mistake. i 


There is no 


“Mr. COBURN. Tt appears to me that this 


bill puts too much power inthe hands of bank 
officers. Suppose some one should present to 
a bank an amount of money, and the bank 
officer, thinking it counterfeit or spurious, 
marks it. The money may in reality be good ; 
and in that case the man’s property is de- 
stroyed, and destroyed by authority of law, 
by a person who has no ownership in this prop- 
erty and no claim upon it. This bill proposes 
that when money is passed into the hands of 
a bank officer he shall be authorized to take 
this property of another man and brand it as 
counterfeit or spurious. I think the House 
ought to pause before they sanction such a 
measure. These billsare in circulation, and 
only the owners of them, aside from the courts 
of law, are authorized to brand them as spuri- 
ous. 

The man who undertakes to pass counter- 
feit money takes the responsibility of doing so, 
and is liable to be arrested and punished by 
the courts of the country. That is as far as 
we ought to go in relation to this matter. A 
bank officer may or may not be a good judge 
of money; and itis wrong and unreasonable 
to allow private individuals, without any au- 
thority as officers of the Government, to do 
an act of this kind. I would not approve even 
a law authorizing officers of the Government 
to do this. I would not authorize even an 
officer of the Government—a collector or any- 
body else authorized to receive money for the 
Government—to stamp or brand as ‘‘spuri- 
ous’ money which he might consider counter- 
feit. Let the owner of the bill have it back; 
and if he chooses to take the responsibility of 
attempting to pass counterfeit money, let the 
matter go into the courts of justice and be 
there examined. Ifa man undertakes to pass 
money which is thus brauded and is afterward 
indicted, the face of the note, under this bill, 
would be mutilated so as not to present the 
same appearance that it would have if it had 
not been marked. . 

‘The individual who presents a bank note 
and has it pronounced counterfeit, and is 
afterward indicted for attempting to pass 


counterfeit money, has a right to have the’ 


money in the very condition in which it was 
when offered. Asa matter of justice, and ac- 
cording to the first principles of the common’ 
law, no one has a right to deface that bill or 
change its appearance in any respect. Let the 
money in its original condition be submitted to 
a court and jury, that the question of fact may 
be determined whether it is spurious. The 
question ought not to be determined by the 
brand which some bank officers, who may not 
know anything about it, may put upon it. 

Mr. COX. I beg to say just one word in 
explanation of this bill, The bill was very 
well examined in the Committee on Banking 
and. Currency, of which I am a member, and 
the very objections now urged by the gentle- 
man were there considered. 

There is no penalty upon the officer for not 
doing this work of marking ‘‘ counterfeit” on 
the There is no punishment that can be 
inflicted upon an officer for the neglect of this 
duty. But in the interest of the whole body 
of the people it was thought best, while coun- 
terfeiting was being conducted with so much 
refinement and skill throughout the. country, 
and to so large an extent, that men who are 
experts, the tellers of the banks, should have 
some authority to brand this bad circulation. 


It can dono harm. Perhaps once in awhile 


f good. 
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a good. note might. be thus marked, but that 
note, if it be a good one, can be redeemed at 
the Treasury notwithstanding it is so marked. 
But the bad currency, that which is going the 
rounds now, which is deceiving and defraud- 
ing the people, ought to have some car-mark 
or some brand upon it. : ; 

I think there can be no possible harm in 
passing the bill, and the committee came to 
the conclusion unanimously that a great good 
might result to the people from passing it. 

Mr. POTTER. I understand that it is now 
the practice at the Treasury Department to 
brand counterfeit Treasury. notes there pre- 
sented. But this bill applies to national 


banks. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The bill 
requires the officers of the banks to brand 
counterfeit notes. 

Mr. POTTER. I wish to inquire of the com- 
mittee whether if a genuine note be branded 
by the officer of a bank as a counterfeit an 
embarrassing question might not arise as to 
whether the bank really issued it? 

Mr. COX. That might happen to one note 
in a thousand, but it could nov result in much 
harm. The object of this bill ıs to guard 
against the general abuse.. >- 

Mr. POTTER. Does it appear to my col- 
league [Mr. Cox] that it would interfere in 
any way with an action at law? 

Mr. COX, Not at all. That is entirely 
under the control of the Government. They 
may authorize the officers of the bank to doas 
they please in the issuing and marking of the 
money. I think no litigation can possibly arise 
out of this measure. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. At present the busi- 
ness of the country is wholly carried on in 
bank-note paper and in greenbacks, and T 
believe the time will never come when the 
business of this country will not be largely 
conducted in paper money. 

It is important to the public, then, that 
some means should be in operation to detect 
counterfeiting. This is necessary for the pro- 
tection of the public. And now, sir, it seems 
to me that the proposition reported by the 
committee is exceedingly judicious. My own 
knowledge and experience of the matter con- 
firm that opinion. For several years we have 
had in the State of Michigan a law precisely 
similar to this, and its operation is good. It 
simply provides that when a bad bill is pre- 
sented at the counter of a bank the officers of 
the bank shall stamp. it as bad. And I am 
informed that the same is the case in Massa- 
chusetts. 

Now the only possible disadvantage of the 
system is, that possibly in some cases a good 
bill may be branded as counterfeit. That, 
however, is not likely; but, if such a case 
should happen, the bill is not destroyed, And 
if it is doubtful, it ought at least to be sent 
back to the Treasury Department, where they 
have means and. instruments. adapted for the 
detection of counterfeits. This will do wrong 
to nobody. It will stop the circulation of 
doubtful money, and protect honest. people, by 
allowing the circulation only of bills which are 
It seems to me that the bill ought to 


ass. 
Mr. MONROE. I desire, as I had the honor 
of introducing this bill into the House, to say 
just a word upon it. Some inquiry has been 
made by gentlemen who have addressed the 
House in regard to the practice at the Treasury 
heretofore. I have to say upon that point that 
I am informed by the Treasurer of the United 
States, Treasurer Spinner, that he has already 
given instructions to all those banks which act 
as agents of the Government to stamp or write 
the word ‘counterfeit’? across the face of 
counterfeit bills, or‘‘altered,’’ or.‘* spurious,’’ 
as the case may be. And he also informs me 
that no harm whatever can-come from this 
practice; that it has been a most useful one ; 
that. it does, indeed, once in a great while 
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happen that some clumsy hand writes “‘ coun- 
terfeit’? over a good bill; but that it then 
goes to the bank of issue, or is returned to 
the Treasury of the United States, and is 
pronounced by experts to be a good bill. 
But if it is returned to the bank of issue, 
and it comes back to the Treasury of the 
United States, and is pronounced by experts 
to be a good bill, there is some temporary 
ineonvenience and loss to the holder of the 
note; it is not a heavy loss; he has his 
remedy in the courts. There is no serious 
danger of injury to private rights under this 
bill. I have examined the statute of the State 
of Massachusetts, which I believe was origin- 
ally drafted by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, [Mr. 
Hoorer,] and gentlemen from Massachusetts 
tell me that that law has worked only good 
there; the gentleman from Michigan also tells 
us that a similar law has worked well in his 
State. Experience is everything. Itis easy 
to make theoretical difficulties about the effect 
of such a law, but, as several States have tried 
this law and find that it works well, find that 
it protects the people against the circulation 
of spurious notes, I think that is better than 
any theory of possible harm that may grow 
out of a bill of this kind, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it does seem to us as if 
we were sometimes in danger of reaching a 
state of things in this country in which we 
should not dare to write false upon what is 
false, and true upon what is true. I do not 
wish to see such a state of things as that; I 
do not want the distinction between right and 
wrong to be lost to the country ; I do not want 
popular sense demoralized in this respect; I 
do not like the manner in which men do 
their business so loosely. I have heard a busi- 
ness man say: ‘‘ I suppose this is a counter- 
feit note, but it will pass just as well.” Ido 
not like to see the moral standard lowered. I 
wish to see our people treat things as they are. 
I want to see the false treated as false, and the 
true-treated as true; and if we begin here by 
saying in this Hall that it is not a matter of 
any great consequence whether we distinguish 
between what is genuine and what is counter- 
feit,we aid in demoralizing the moral sense of 
the country, and in making the people feel that 
it is a matter of small consequence. Let us 
make the distinction ; let us not be afraid to 
authorize the officers of banks when they find 
a miserable, palpable counterfeit, to stamp its 
real name upon it. 

Mr. BANKS. Who pays the loss? 

Mr. MONROE. Ifthe bill is a counterfeit 
it is not much loss. 

Mr. BANKS. Does the man lose it who 
stamps it? 

Mr. MONROE. If the billisa genuine bill, 
it comes to the Treasury, where its true char- 
acter is ascertained and marked. 

Mr. BANKS. But who suffers the loss in 
case it is stamped counterfeit ? 

Mr. MONROE. If the bill is a genuine bill, 
there is nothing lost. : 

Mr. BANKS. Butif it is stamped as coun- 
terfeit, who suffers the loss? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I pro- 
pose to move the previous question on the bill, 
but before doing so I will yield a moment to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. POTTER. ] 

Mr. POTTER. I am much obliged to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Monroz] and to 
other gentlemen of the committee for the ex- 
planation that they have given of this bill. It 
is entirely proper that when a bill of this char- 
acter comes before the House explanations 
should be demanded and given. This is all I 
have sought, and I rise now not to oppose it, 
but to repel most energetically the inference 
that may be drawn from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio, that whoever is opposed 
to the action by the Government on this sub- 
ject is therefore to be spoken of as one who is 
opposed to making a distinction between right 
and wrong. 


Mr. MONROE. I had no intention of con- 
veying any such impression. 

Mr. POTTER. But when we ask explana- 
tion as to the powers conferred by this bill the 
gentleman says that what is false ought to be 
stamped as false, as if one who hesitated at 
having Government undertake the correction 
of wrong was therefore in favor of the wrong. 
Far from it. It is because I believe that 
the tendencies of the time to centralize in 
the hands of Government every power, inter- 
fere with every action, and protect in every 
detail of life can only finally result in loading 
Government with more than it can possibly do, 
and thus result in the confusion of right and 
wrong, that I hesitate at each new measure to 
clothe Government with new powers. 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Moyrox,] by implication at least, insin- 
uated that those of us who were opposed to 
this bill were in favor of the circulation of 
counterfeit money. [Laughter.] 

_ Mr. MONROE., I disclaim any such inten- 


tion. , 

Mr. COBURN. I am not at all out of 
humor about it. I only want to suggest this 
to the gentleman, that if he makes a prom- 
issory note, and it should go into circulation 
as the property of somebody, and I saw fit 
to destroy it, I would be doing the work of 
a counterfeiter. And I say that any man 
that defaces the face of a good bill, which is 
the property of another, does the very act of 
forgery. And this bill authorizes men who 
are not officers of the Government, private 
individuals who may or may not be experts, to 
do that very thing. 

Mr. MONROE, The bill does not authorize 
anybody to write “ counterfeit’? on the face 
of a good bill. 

Mr. COBURN. It amounts to a destruc- 
tion of the value of that note, and itis just 
as bad as if it was torn up. These men who 
are bank officers may or may not be experts. 
If we pass a law providing that men perfeet 
in their knowledge of these bank notes shall 
decide whether they are counterfeit or not, I 
would not object. I amas much opposed as 
the gentleman himself can be to the circula- 
tion of counterfeit money. We had oecasion, 
in the Committee on Banking and Currency 
last year, to investigate this question, and I 
satished myself then that the passage of such 
a bill as this would be putting too much 
authority in the hands of these men. 

Mr. POTTER. Who can better tell what 
are counterfeits, and exercise the authority 
conferred by this bill, than bank officers; and 
who know more about such things ? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. 
insist upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, which was upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 65, noes 56; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hoover, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Copurn were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 56. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COBURN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I must 


The question was again taken; and there 


were—yeas 87, nays 96, not voting 57; as 
follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barry, Beveridge, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman 
Clarke, William T. Clarke, Cobb, Crocker, Dawes, 
Dickey, DuBose, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Hambleton, Handley, 
Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Gerry W. Hazelton, John 
W. Hazeiton, Hibbard, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, 
Lynch, Maynard, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron 
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E. Perry, Peters, Porter, Potter, Price, Edward 


Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, 


Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, 
Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, 
Sutherland, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Wakeman, 
Wallace, Wheeler, Willard, and Jobn T. Wilson—87. 

NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Barber, Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Braxton, James Brooks, Bur- 
dett, Caldwell, Cagroll, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, 
Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Darrall, Donnan, 
Eldredge, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Halsey, George E. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Hawley, Hay, Herndon, Holman, Kendall, Lam- 
ison, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Mc- 
Clelland, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, McHenry, 
McIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Morgan, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry, 
Rainey, Read, John M. Rice. Robinson, Sherwood, 
Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Snyder, Thomas J, 
peer, Stevens, Stevenson, Swann, Taffe, Terry, 
homas, Tuthill, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Walden, Waldron, Warren, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—98. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Banks, Biggs, 
Bright, Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, Coghlan, Cot- 
ton, Creely, Critcher, Davis, De Large, Dox, Duke, 
Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Hancock, 
Havens, Hays, Hereford, Hill, Kerr, King, Kinsella, 
Lansing, McKee, McKinney, Morey, Morphis, Orr, 
Hosea W. Parker, Platt, Poland, Prindle, Randall, 
Ritchie, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shanks, Wor- 
thington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Storm, Stowell, St.John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 
Washington Townsend, Voorhees, Walls, Wells, 
Whiteley, and Young—67. 

So the House refused to order the bill to be 
engrossed, 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. COX changed his vote from the afirm- 
ative to the negative. 

Afier the announcement of the result as 
above recorded, 

Mr. COX said: I now move to reconsider 
the vote last taken, having changed my vote 
for that purpose. 

Mr. COBURN. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. COX. I believe this House would pass 
this bill if it could be debated more fully. 

Mr. COBURN. I object to debate. 

Mr. COX. Iask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana not to urge the motion to lay on the table, 
but let us have an opportunity to debate this 
bill at a future time. I believe we can con- 
vince the gentleman from Indiana that it is a 
good bill. 

Mr. COBURN. I think we understand the 
matter very well already. N 

Mr. COX. I move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. : 

Lhere being no objection, the motion of Mr. 
Cox was agreed to; and the bill was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

CLEARING-HOUSE EXCHANGES. 

Mr. MERRIAM, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, reported back, with 
amendments, a bill (H. R. No. 1668) to facili- 
tate bank clearing-house exchanges. 

The SPEAKER. If therebe no objection, 
the bill, with the amendments of the commit- 
tee, will be considered as an original bill. 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1764) was read. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
receive United States notes on deposit without 
interest from the national banks in the cities 
of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago, 
St. Louis, and Cincinnati, in sums not less than 
$10,000, and to issue certificates therefor in 
such form as the Secretary may preseribe, and 
in denominations of not less than $5,000, 
which certificates shall be payable on demand 
in United States notes at the place where the 
deposits therefor were made. The second sec- 
tion provides that such certificates shall be held 
and counted by said banks.as part of their legal 
reserve, and be used by them in the settlements 
of their clearing-house balances. The third sec- 
tion provides that nothing contained in this-act 
shall be construed to authorize any expansion 
or contraction of the currency. 


Mr. MERRIAM. Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
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structed by the Committee.on Banking and 
Currency to report House bill No. 1668, with 
amendments, and ask its passage. The New 
York city banks, represented by the able chair- 
man of their clearing-house committee, have 
presented forcibly to us the great convenience, 
economy oftime, and freedom from risk, in the 
relief proposed by this bill, The financial 
transactions of our country, centralizing in our 
large cities, have, under the vigorous march of 
the enterprise of our countrymen, grown to a 
magnitude which seems fabulous when sounded 
in figures. The banking capital of the city 
of New York exceeds $83,000,000: Boston, 
$48,000,000; Philadelphia, $16,000,000. 

These banks, managed by some of the best 
financial minds of our age, and possessing the 
confidence of the business world, become the 
depositories of the floating wealth of all the 
vast business interests centralizing at these 
points. Theaverage depositin New York banks 
exceeds $200,000,000; Boston, $48,000,000; 
Philadelphia, $40,000,000; and the amount 
of Jlegal-tendér notes held by these banks 
exceeds $70,000,000. From the report of 
October 2, 1871, we find the ‘‘reserve’’ of 
legal-tender notes held in New York banks 
$59,151,314; Boston, $22,835,508; Philadel- 
phia, $14,180,498; Chicago, $8,728,340; 
Cincinnati, $4,687,921; St. Louis, $2,788,411 ; 
and the total amount held in the seventeen 
cities, of redemption, $134,4063,829. 

The colossal business of exchange resulting 
from the facilities extended by banks to their 
customers in collecting checks, bills, and other 
obligations imposed the necessity of an organ- 
ized form of interchange of such securities 
which would save labor and curtail the amount 
of floating cash requisite to effect settlements 
if made separately between individual banks. 
This system, organized under the name of 
clearing-house, was perfected by the genius 
of our own countrymen, and put in operation 
in the city of New York, October 11, 1853, and 
soon adopted by other cities. A similar inven- 
tion was in operation, in Lombard street in 
1775, where settlements were made by checks 
for balances on the Bank of England by means 
of ‘transfer tickets” certified by an inspector 
of their clearing-house; but it seems a clumsy 
invention compared with our own, now seek- 
ing perfection in the bill presented for your 
approval, -~ 

The average weekly clearings in New York 
alone exceed $600,000,000, involving an aver- 
age daily exchange of more than 100,000,000! 
Chicago, that crippled giant of the West, rising 
like a phoenix from its ashes, exhibits to the 
world a weekly average of exchanges exceed- 
ing $18,000,000, ‘The yearly exchanges through 
the New York clearing-house in 1862-63 were 
$14, 867,597,848 60. The business gradually 
increased in volume, so that for the year 
1868-69 they were $87,407,028,986 55. 

The vast product of all our industries, from 
the green hills of the North to the cotton- 
fields of the South, from the hum of the busy 
spindle in the East to the countless grain- 
fields of the illimitable West, ay, all the pro- 
ducts of labor, stimulated by man’s real and 
imagined needs, move on to the will of enter- 
prise, and pours the volume of all its exchange- 
able measure over the counters of our clear- 
ing: houses. 

The daily average of legal-tender notes car- 
ried through the streets of New York by bank 
messengers in effecting their exchange exceeds 
four million dollars, and has exceeded that 
amount each day for more than a year—the 
messenger always exposed to the risk of sur- 
prise and robbery, for in all our large cities 
we find organized bands of professional 
‘snatchers and grabbers,” men of great saga- 
city, skill, and perseverance, who spend their 
lives perfecting the arts of robbery. - They 
seem to be gitted by nature with powers that 


would make them useful to their fellow-menif | 


their minds were bent to honorable pursuits, 
if in honorable occupations could accumulate 


fortunes and build for themselves happy homes, 
with lives free from the curse of a coward con- 
science: Their eyes follow every bank mes- 
senger, until it has ceased to be, noted asa 
startling occurrence to hear of their success to 
the amount of many thousands. With the use 
of these Treasury certificates the occupation of 
the snatcher and grabber is at an end. Cer- 
tificates made payable to the order of specified 


banks, if stolen, would be of no value to the. 


thief. 

It is our duty as legislators to throw around 
society all the restraints that law will afford. 
‘Lhere would belittle incentive for honest toil, 
if by neglect of legislation we permitted others 
to strip us in an hour of the gains of years of 
arduous labor. 

This vast sum, $4,000,000 of legal-tender 
notes, often in small denominations, is counted 
and recounted daily by the bank clerks in the 
present mode of settlement, involving a serious 
loss to our Government by the constant wear 
and tear of its issues. All this loss and most 
of the expense of counting willbe obviated by 
the use of these Treasury certificates. . 

Every member of civilized society is inter- 
ested in the high honor of the managers and in 
the secure custody of what represents values. 
The labor and responsibilities of the banker 
are so great that it becomes the duty of legisla- 
tion to extend all sateguards of relief. 

The Government, in its protection to the 
citizen, has imposed upon all banks in cities of 
redemption the necesity of keeping on hand, 
as legal reserve, twenty-five per cent. of their 
circulation and deposits. lt.is due to the 
rapidly increasing financial interests of our 
country that we aid them in this important 
measure of security and economy. I ask the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to resume the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. As the gentleman from 
Ohio claims the floor on a privileged motion, 
the morning hour has expired, and the bill 
from the Committee on Banking and Currency 
goes over until the next morning hour. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1765) to amend 
an act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed, 

CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands a bill (H. R. No, 
1766) to authorize the Chicago and Northwest- 
ern railway to change their projected line of 
railway in the State of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH IN OREGON. 


Mr. SLATER, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on the Public Lands 


-a bill (H. R. No. 1767) granting lands to 


aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from Great Salt Lake to Portland, 
Oregon; which was read a first and second time, 
recommitted and ordered to be printed, not to 
be brought back by a motion to reconsider, 
CAIRO AND VINCENNES RAILROAD. 

Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1768) granting the 
Cairo and Vincennes Railroad Company the 
right to build a bridge across the Big Wabash 
river; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


COMMERCE OF SCHUYLKILL RIVER. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1769) to regulate 
the commerce of the river Schuylkill; which 
was read a first aud second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. Is it in order to move to 
o to business on the Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garrietp} has claimed the floor to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to resume the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I am willing 
that, if gentlemen desire it, a little time should 
be spent in the consideration of business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move, then, that the 
House proceed to the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Speaker's table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


The first business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
383) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at or near St. Joseph, 
Missouri. f 

The amendments were read, as follows : 

On pago 2, line nineteen, strike out “two hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘one hundred and sixty.” 

Al the end of the bill add the following as a new 
section: 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That the St. Joseph 
Bridge-Building Company, after the passage of this 
act, shall not have the right to assign the charter 
which said company now holds by assignment from 
the St. Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, 
and which was granted to said last-named company 
by virtue of an act of Congress approved July 14, 
1870, to any other company, person or persons; nor 
shallsaid bridge-building company be permitted, 
under the said charter so obtained as aforesaid from 
the St. Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, 
to construct any other bridge than the one now 
being constructed at St. Joseph, Missouri. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER, 


The SPEAKER. The next business on the 
table is a request by the Senate for a-confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 245) amendatory 
of the act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas river. At the 
spring session, the first session of this Con- 
gress, there was a disagreeing vote between 
the two Houses on this bill. The Senate now 
ask a conference. 

The question being put on granting the con- 
ference asked by the Senate, it was agreed to. 


INTERNAL TAXES. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 1330) to amend the 
thirty-second section of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved July 14, 1870, with aSenate 
amendment. 

The amendment was as follows: 


„On page 1, line seventeon, strike out the words, 

à > 3s A 4 
or with his consent first obtained,” and insert “in 
cases which may arise from a difference in the gauge 
railroads, or from accident, or from legal interven- 
ion. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move.that the House nov- 
concur in the amendment. of the Senate, and 
request a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. : 


SURVEY OF WASHINGTON HARBOR. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was a bill (H. R. No 1074) to provide for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia, with Senate amend- 
ments, . 


1872. 
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The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line one, after “Army,” insert “'superin- 
tendent of the coast survey.” | : A 

Page 1, line nine, striko out “to and including the 
harbor at Georgetown,’ and insert “ Georgetown to 
the head of tide-water.”’ 


The amendments were concurred in. 
LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


The next business on the Speakcr’s table was 
the bill (S. No. 884) extending the time for 
the completion of the Green bay and Sturgeon 
bayand Lake Michigan ship-canal, in the State 
of Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read. It extends the time for 
the completion of the Green bay and Sturgeon 
bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal to the 10th 
day of April, 1874. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire that that bill shall 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before final action is taken 
on this bill, I wish to inquire if the subject has 
been before the Committee on the Public 
Lands? 

Mr. DUNNELL. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman,] I would 
say that a bill precisely the same as this Sen- 
ate bill has been before the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and has received its approval. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume this is the first 
application made for an extension of time, 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that the 
two bills which have been pending, one yes- 
terday and the other to-day, in reference to 
the construction of canals in the northwestern 
section of the country, stand on a different 
footing from these applications for an exten- 
sion of time. While [ do not myself favor the 
extension of time.in any of these instances, 
yet I know the House is disposed to extend 
the time where the work is proceeding in good’ 
faith. I shall not, therefore, oppose this bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JULIA A. SMITH. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was abill (S. No. 423) for the relief of Julia 
A. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time. R 

The bill was read. Ft directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the sum of $640 70 to 
Julia A. Smith, administratrix of the estate of 
the late Charles B. Smith, formerly receiver 
of public moneys, acting as disbursing agent 
at Brownsville, Nebraska, and appropriates 
for that purpose the sum of $640 70 out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The House will 
permit me to say, in regard to this bill, that 
the appropriation it makes is in the appro- 
priation bill now pending. I shall move that 
this bill be passed, and will then strike the 
appropriation out of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. MHasthe claim been exam- 
ined by the Committee on . Appropriations? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is clearly a matter 
which should not be in an appropriation bill, 
if it is necessary now to pass this bill, 

The bill was ordered to be read the third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK ON THE YELLOWSTONE RIVER. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill(S. No. 392) to set apart a certain | 


tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone river as a public park. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that bill will be put 
upon its passage at once. It seems to bea 
meritorious measure. z 

Mr. TAFFE. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. At the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This question was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands in a 
House bill exactly similar in all its respects to 
this bill; it was considered by that committee, 
and the gentleman having it in charge was in- 
structed to report it favorably to the House, 
and if the committee were on call it would be 
reported. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I was instructed by the 
committee to ask the House to pass a bill pre- 
cisely like the bill passed by the Senate. I 
have examined the question thoroughly and 
witha great deal of care, and I am satisfied 
that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems very desirable that 
the bill should pass as early as possible, in 
order that depredations in that country shall 
be stopped. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
have the bill read. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that. the tract of land in the Territories 
of Montana and Wyoming lying near the head- 
waters of the Yellowstone river, and described 
as follows, to wit: commencing at the junction 
of Gardiner’s river with the Yellowstone river, 
and running east to the meridian passing ten 
miles to the eastward of the most eastern 
pointof Yellowstone lake; thence south along 
said meridian to the parallel of latitude pass- 
ing ten miles south of the most southern poiut 
of Yellowstone lake; thence west along said 
parallel to the meridian passing fifteen miles 
west of the most western point of Madison 
lake; thence north along said meridian to the 
latitude of the junction of the Yellowstone 
and Gardiner’s rivers; thence east to the place 
of beginning, is hereby reserved and with- 
drawn from settlement, occupancy, or sale 
under the laws of the United States, and dedi- 
cated and set apart as a public park or pleas- 
uring-ground for the benefit and enjoyment 
of the people; and all persons who shall, after 
the passage of this act, locate or settle upon 
the same, or any part thereof, except as here- 
inafter provided, shall be considered trespass- 
ers, and removed therefrom. 

The second section provides that said pub- 
lic park shall be under the exclusive control 
of the Secretary of the Interior, whose duty it 
shall be, as soon as practicable, to make and 
publish such rules and regulations as he may 
deem necessary or proper for the care and 
management of the same, Such regulations 
shall provide for the preservation, from injury 
or spoliation, of all timber, mineral deposits, 
natural curiosities, or wonders within said 


I would like to 


park, and their retention in their natural con- | 


dition. The Secretary may, in his discretion, 
grant leases for building purposes for terms 
not exceeding ten years, of small parcels of 
ground, at such places in said park as shall 


i| require the erection of buildings for the ac- 


commodation of visitors; all of the proceeds 
of said leases, and all other revenues that 
may be derived from any source connected 
with said park, to be expended under his 
direction in the management of the same, and 
the construction of roads and bridle-paths 
therein. He shall provide against the wanton 
destruction of the fish and game found within 
said park, and against their capture or de- 
struction for the purposes of merchandise or 
profit. He shall also cause all persons tres- 
passing upon the same after the passage of 
this act to be removed therefrom, and gener- 
ally shall be authorized to take all such meas- 


ures as shall be necessary or proper to fully 
carry out the objects and purposes of this act; 

Mr. DAWES. This bill follows the aual- 
ogy of the bill passed by Congress six or oight 
years ago, setting apart the Yosemite valley 
and the ‘‘big tree country’? for the public 
park, with this difference: that that bill 
granted to the State of California the juris- 
diction over that land boyond the control of 
the United States. This bill reserves the con- 
trol over the land, and preserves the control 
over it to the United States, so that at any 
time when it shall appear that it will be better 
to devote it to any other purpose it will be 
perfectly within the control of the United 
States to do it. 

It is a region of country seven thousand feet 
above the level of the sea, where there is frost 
every month in the year, and where nobody 
can dwell upon it for the purpose of agricul- 
ture, containing the most sublime scenery in 
the United States except the Yosemite val- 
ley, and the most wonderful geysers ever found 
in the country. 

The purpose of this bill is to preserve that 
country from depredations, but to put it where 
if the United States deems it best to appro- 
priate it to some other use it can be used for 
that purpose. It is rocky, mountainous, full 
of gorges, and. from the descriptions given by 
those who visited it during the last sammer, 
is unfit for agricultural purposes; but if upon 
a more minute survey it shall be found that 
it can be made useful for settlers, and not dep- 
redators, it will be perfectly proper this bill 
should pass; it will infringe upon no vested 
rights, the title to it will still remain in the 
United States, different from the case of the 
Yosemite valley, where it now requires the 
cobrdinate legislative action of Congress and 
the State of California to interfere with the 
title. This bill treads upon no rights of the 
settler, infringes upon no permanent prospect 
of settlement of that Territory, and it receives 
the urgent and ardent support of the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory, and of the Delegate him- 
self, who is unfortunately now absent, and of 
those who surveyed it and brought the atten- 
tion of the country to its remarkable and won- 
derful features. We part with no control; we 
put no obstacle in the way of any other dis- 
position of it; we but interfere with what is 
represented as the exposure of that country to 
those who are attracted by the wonderful de- 
scriptions of it by the reports of the geologists, 
and who are going there to plunder this won- 
derful manifestation of nature. 

Mr. TAFFE. Idesire to ask the gentleman 
a question, and it is whether this measure 
does not interfere with the Sioux reservation ; 
and in the next place I know that that treaty, 
if you call it a treaty, which I never thought 
it was, because the law raising the commission 
said the treaty should be ratified by Congress 
and not by the Senate, and under that you 
abandoned the right to go into the country 
between the Missouri river and the Big Horn 
mountain. Now, I ask the gentleman if this 
bill does not infringe upon the territory set 
apart for these Indian tribes? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman has my an- 
swer, because he has heard it a great many 
times here. Both Houses have acted upon 
the theory that all of the treaties made by this 
commission are simple matters of legislation: 

Mr. TAFFR. That does not answer my 
question as to the right of settlers to go upon 
this land. If that is not included in the 
treaty, then settlers have a right to go upon 
that land to-day; if that is the treaty, thea 
nobody has a right to go into the country 
between the Big Horn mountain and the 
Missouri river except with the consent of 
these Indian tribes. S 

Mr. DAWES. That may be; but the Indi- 
ans can no more live there than they can upon 
the precipitous sides of the Yosemite valley. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I call the previous ques- 
tion. 
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The.. previous. question was seconded and 
the main. quéstion ordered, which was upon 
the third reading of the bill. e 

Mr. STEVENSON.. I ask leave to. have 
printed in the Globe some remarks upon this 
bili, l 
-No objeçiiọon was made; apd leave was 
accordingly. granted. [See Appendix. ] 

: The question was upon ordering the bill to. 
be read a third time; aud upon a division 
there, were—ayes, 81, noes 41. f 

So the bill was ordered to be. read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

- The question was upon the. passage of the 


ill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that question I call 
for the yeas and nays. i i 

The question was- taken. upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were twenty-seven in 
the affirmative. ; 

So (the affirmative being one fifth of the last 
vols) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it. wag 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 65, 


Speer, b » Le 
Van ‘trump, Voorhees, Waddell, Whitthorne, Win- 


pee, 
latt, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by. which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire: to 
move that the rules be suspended, and the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the special order. 


MEXICAN PROTECTORATE. š 
Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield 


to me? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For what pur- 
pose ? N , 

Mr. GARRETT. I wish to ask unanimous 
consent to submit for present consideration 
the following preamble and resolution: 

Whereas our sister republic of Mexico is now in 
the midst of a revolution, and is, as she has often 
been in the past, convulsed with internecine war 
and bloodshed, and iswithout a reasonable hope ofa 
restoration of a permanent peace, and of a return 


of prosperity to her commerce and people; and 
whereas it would be a violation of the well-estab- 
lished policy of the Government of the United States, 


owing to the geographical position, as well as the 
similarity of. the Government of Mexico to that 
of the United States, for us to ever allow any mon- 
archieal power to assume the protectorate of the 
vepublie of Mexico, or the establishment of a gov- 
ernment differing in theory from that of our own; 
and whereas many Americans now living in Mexico, 
as wellasthe better class of Mexican citizens, (living 
as they are in the midst of the convulsive throes of 
oft-recurring revolutions,) ardently desire protection 
from and annexation to the Government of the 
United States as the only solution of their existing 
troubles: Therefore, , , 

Be it resolued, That every consideration of duty, 
humanity, wisdom, interest, and justice, as well as 
a comprehensive statesmanship, demands that all 
proper diplomatic efforts. be used on the part of this 
Government with a view to the pacification and 
ultimate annexation of the republic of Mexico to 
the United States, under such laws and regulations 
as shall not conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States, or the principles of justice and honor 
which should control agreat, enlightened, and pow- 
erful nation in her dealings with her weaker and 
less powerful neighbor. 


Mr. PERCH. Lf object. 
EXPENSES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. KELLOGG. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MaynarD] withdraws his objec- 
tion tothe passage of Senate bill No. 445 to 
defray the expenses of district judges from 
other districts while holding district or circuit 
courts in the southern district of New York. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In withdrawing my ob- 
jection, I desire to say that I interposed my 
objection not because I see any reason against 
the passage of this bill, but because I wanted 
it more comprehensive in its terms. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further 
objection, the bill will be considered as 

assed. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I object. I think that 
bill. of this kind if proper to be passed at 
all, should operate uniformly throughout the 
country. i 

COMMEROE AMONG TIHE STATES, 


Mr. SHELLABARGER, by unanimous 
consent, reported back from the Committee 
on Commerce a bill (H. R. No. 1712) to pro- 
mote commerce among the States, and to 
cheapen the transportation of the mails and 
military and naval stores; which was recom- 
mitted, and ordered to be printed. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER also, by unanimous 
eonsent, reported back from the Committee 
on Commerce a bill (H. R. No. 1748) for the 
encouragement of the foreign commerce of 
the United States;- which was recommitted, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. PERCE. I ask unanimous consent to 
report from the Committee on Education and 
Labor, for printing and recommittal, a bill to 
provide for the further endowment and sup- 
port of colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanice arts, and the liberal and 
practical education of the industrial classes in 
the several pursuits and professions in life, as 


established under the act of Congress approved Ouse r 
i i | Secretary of the Interior, in relation to the 
| sale of certain. reservations of Chippewa In- 


July 2, 1862, l 
Mr. SARGENT. TF object. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS IN. NORTH CAROLINA, ETO. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriations to defray the ex- 
penses of the removal of certain Cherokee 
Indians from North Carolina and the adjoin- 
ing States to the Indian territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF LAND OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER, also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in relation 
to a deficiency in the appropriation for contin- 
gent expenses of the General Land Office for 


| was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY PRISON AT ROCK ISLAND, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 


from the Secretary of War, in relation to the 
erection of a military prison at Rock Island, 


-Illinois ; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
POLITICAL DISABILITIES OF THOMAS CRYMES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimouns con- 
sent, laid before the House a concurrent res- 
olution of the Legislature of South Carolina, 
petitioning Congress to remove the political 
disabilities of Thomas Crymes, of Anderson 
county, South Carolina; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EXPENSES OF INDIAN COUNCIL. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous. con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in relation 
to an appropriation to defray the expenses of 
a general council of Indians in the Indian 
territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee. on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Virginia, asking Congress to 
make the tax on tobacco uniform; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PRESERVATION OF GLOTHING, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to an appropria- 
tion for the preservation of clothing and equip- 


` ments during the next fiscal year; which was 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINERAL RESOURCES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a memorial of the 
General Assembly of the Territory of Colo- 
rado, in relation to a bill to promote the devel- 
opment of the mineral resources of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS OF FORT HARKER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the. House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of February 6, 1872, in reference 
to the military reservations of Fort Harker, 
Kansas ; Fort Benton, Montana, and Fort Rip- 
ley, Minnesota; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 


RESERVATIONS OF CHIPPEWA. INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous. con- 
sent, laid. before the House.a letter from the 


dians in Minnesota and Arkansas; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORGANIZATION OF VOLUNTEERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to appropriations 
for collecting, drilling, and organizing volun-- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to. be printed. 

REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House ‘a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Virginia, requesting Con- 
gress to refund the tax collected on raw cotton ; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 


the fiscal year ending June 80, 1871; which || and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT WILSON. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to a 
small light-house to be placed at Point Wil- 
gon, at the head of Admiralty inlet, Washing- 
ton Territory ;-which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPHAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the papers in the 
contested-election case of Whittemore vs. 
Herndon, from the first congressional district 
of Texas; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE P. PUTNAM. 


On motion of Mr. COX, by unanimous con- 
sent, the papers of George P. Putnam, late 
collector, &¢., of New York city, were with- 
drawn from the files of the Committee of 
Claims, and referred to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

` ANSON ATWOOD. 

On motion of Mr. BEATTY, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case 
of Anson Atwood, 

L. CARPLES. 

On motionof Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the papers in the case of L. Carples 
were withdrawn from the files of the House, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ANN ANNIS. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of 
Ann Annis. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. POLAND by unanimous consent ob- 
tained leave of absence during the remainder 
of this week. 

Mr. STOWELL obtained leave of absence 
for two days. . 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, obtained 
leave of absence for two days. 

Mr. MeKEE obtained leave of absence for 
five days. 

YELLOWSTONE RESERVATION. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on the Public Lands, pre- 
sented a report in relation to the Yellowstone 
reservation, and moved that it be printed and 
recommitted to the same committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPENSES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I understand that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] with- 
draws his objection to the bill (S. No. 445) to 
defray the expeuses of district judges from 
other districts while holding district or circuit 
courts in the southern district of New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reluctantly withdraw my 


objection. Iam satisfied the measure is wrong. | 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must now 
insist upon my motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to. i 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Iouse accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. ScoræLp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, 
being Hoiise bill No, 1654, making appropri- 


ations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 


ations for the service of the Government for | 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 
and read as follows: l 

Foreign intercourse: i 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and minis- 
ters plenipotentiary, and ministers resident, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, $42,000; and for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, $50,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whenthe committee rose 
the question was still pending as to the point 
of order to strike out the latter clanse of the 
paragraph ending in the forty-seventh line. 

Mr. PERCE. I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to abandon the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair by moving that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That istrue, and the com- 
mittee immediately rose. 

Mr. PERCH. It is now too late to appeal 
upon that point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My appeal was taken before 
the paragraph was ever read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Indiana to say that he had 
made a motion to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [had notmade the motion. 
I had intended to make the motion, and I sup- 
posed that the Clerk would commence to-day 
reading from the point where the point of 
order was made, for that portion of the bill 
upon which the point of order was made was 
never read through. . 

Mr. PERCE. I submit that the paragraph 
upon which the point of order was made was 
read through, not only once, but twice, and 
after the Chair had ruled on the point of order 
the gentleman took an appeal, and then aban- 
doned his appeal by moving that the commit- 


tee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the case; but 
if the gentleman from Indiana had made his 
motion before the Clerk commenced reading 
the paragraph to-day it would have still been 
in order, and therefore the Chair will hold, 
under the statement made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, that his motion is in time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I cannot recollect what 
transpired exactly yesterday, or whether the 
motion to strike out was made or not. 

Mr. PERCE. I appeal to the Journal on 
that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no Journal in 
Committee of the Whole. The Chair has to 
depend upon the recollection of gentlemen 
who participated in the action of the com- 
mitlee on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to be understood 
as to what transpired yesterday. My recol- 
lection is that ali that portion of the para- 
graph upon which the point of order was 
made was not read yesterday. _ I also remem- 
ber that I appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and afterward withdrew the appeal. | 
intended in that connection, if the House did 
not suspend the rules, to make the motion to 
strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains 
the motion for the reason stated by him. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to state before the 
Chair submits the motion to the House that 
the gentleman from Indiana does not say he 
made that motion; all he said is that he had 
intended to make the motion, and I submit 
that his intention is not sufficient. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire unan- 
imous consent to be permitted to appeal to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 


not be stricken out; but it has been stricken 
out properly under the rules, and I now hope 
that the gentleman from Indiana will not raise 
@ point on the ruling of the Chair. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from 
Ohio does not understand the motion made by 
the gentleman from Indiaua. He does not 
insist on the appeal, but moves to strike out 
that portion of the section. as 


I entirely con- | 
cur with him in his desire that this clause shall | 
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Mr. PERCE. I desire to read from the 
Globe what actually occurred before the Chait 
presents the question to the House. It is as 
follows: 


“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is Monday, and we 
can move to suspend the rules. a 

“Mr. Houtman. Yes, if we go back into the House 
to-day. insist upon my appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, or rather I will move that the commit. 
tee do now rise. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw 
the appeal? 3 

“Mr. Hopman. Yes, sir.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does 
not seem to understand the position of the 
gentleman from Indiana. He is noi now taking 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair, ‘but 
he claims the right to now make the motion to 
strike out, which would have been in order if 
the Clerk had not read a portion of the para- 
graph before the one to which he refers, and 
he gives as a reason for not making it that 
when the Clerk read he did not know he was 
reading this paragraph. Under the circum- 
stances, the Chair decides to entertain the 
motion just as if it had been made before the 
Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Irise toa point of order. 
I understand that the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana is to strike out the appropriation ; 
that has already been stricken out on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stands cor- 
rected by the gentleman from - Tennessee. 
That portion of the bill was stricken out by 
the ruling of the Chair, and the gentleman 
from Indiana now moves to strike out the 
balance. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a word or 
two on that subject. The Jaw requires the 
Secretary of State to publish these laws in the 
newspapers. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, the Secretary of State ; 
but the newspapers are not compelled to pub- 
lish the laws. ‘The action of the House during 
the whole of the last Congress informed the 
publishers of newspapers throughout the couri- 
try that Congress was not intending to make 
and had not made an appropriation for the 
publication of the laws in newspapers. There 
was ample and complete notice given to the 
press that in the judgment of Congress an 
appropriation for such a purpose should not 
be made. Yet, in disregard of this action of 
Congress, the papers, although not compelled 
to do so, went on and published these laws at 
the instance of the Secretary of State. Now 
I submit that there is no pretense here that 
any legal obligation rests upon the Govern- 
ment to pay these papers for this publication ; 
on the contrary, the presumption was thatthe 
Government would not pay them. This pub- 
lication was made in violation of the manifest 
purpose of Congress. I insist that inasmuch 
as gentlemen will not allow a provision to be 
acted upon here to repeal the law authorizing 
this publication, at least this Congress shall 
adhere to the policy of the last Congress, 
and refuse to make this appropriation. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [rise to oppose pro 
forma the motion to strike out. But while I 
do so, I desire to say that I regard the public- 
ation of the laws in a few local newspapers 
in the several States as a perfect waste of the 
public money. My friend from Maine near 
me [ Mr. Peters] says the newspapers do not 
waste it. It may not be a waste in that way, 
but I am inclined to think that asa general 
thing it is a waste so far as any publi¢ good is 
concerned. ‘he laws are to be published in 
two newspapers selected in each State, Those 
newspapers are never the larger papers, the 
daily papers, those of the most extensive Cir- 
culation, for those large papers will not pub- 
lish the laws at the price paid. The publica- 


| tion is given out to some little local news- 
| papers with a county cireulation. [tis illogical 


and unfair that we should pay for publishing 
the laws in’ one or two local newspapers in 
each State; thus informing a mere handful of 
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people, without doing any extended good. _ If 
we.should publish the laws in any of the local 
newspapers of the State we should publish 
them in a sufficient number of those news- 
papers to convey information to the people. 

ut no; the laws are published in two coun- 
try papers in New York, the same in Rhode 
Island, the same in Illinois, and in other 
States. 

A MEmBER. In Delaware the eyes of the 
people can be upon them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh, yes; I have no 
doubt that in Delaware the eyes of the people 
may be upon them ; but the eyes of the people 
of New York cannot be upon the two country 
newspapers that are selected. there. The whole 
thing is illogical, unfair, gratuitous, and we 
should not keep it up. It is one of those 
things that have grown up here into an abuse, 
until it is difficult for us to eradicate it, hav- 
ing becomea custom. Ido hope my friend 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committtee 
on Appropriations, [Mr. Garrie.p,] will 
manage in some way to secure the repeal of 
the law authorizing this publication. I sup- 
pose that where the newspapers have already 
published the laws we are bound to pay them. 
“Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Can the 
‘gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworrs] 
inform the House what it costs the Govern- 
ment to print these laws in the papers through- 
out the country ; what is the cost to the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think some sev- 
enty or eighty thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. And the 
publication is made exclusively in the papers 
of one political party, is it not? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not know; I 
have not seen the papers, but I am inclined 
to think such is the case, that it would be 
regarded as part of the patronage of the 
Administration. 

Mr. KILLINGER, I suppose my colleague 
(Mr. Serer] is waiting for his turn at that 
patronage. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; I 
think it is an outrage upon the Government, 
and a waste of the public money, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. { rise to close 
the debate and ask for a vote. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Does this motion to 
strike out include the clause providing for the 
payment for the publication of the laws of the 
last Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a motion to strike 
out thé clause making an appropriation. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennslyvania. I suppose 
that any gentleman who is interested in news- 
papers receiving this pap from the Govern- 
inent would, under the rules of the House, be 
prevented from voting upon this proposition. 

“Mr. MAYNARD. | desire to ask the ques- 
tion whether this is an appropriation merely 
to pay a debt already contracted for? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is simply 
paying an old debt. 

Mr. DICKEY. Anda debt contracted under 
the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We propose in this appro- 
priesion to pay a debt which we gave notice 

efore the creation of the debt we would not 
pay. 

The amendment of Mr. Horman was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes forty-one, noes 
not counted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Foreign intercourse: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary, and minis- 
ters plenipotentiary, and ministers resident, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, $42,000; and for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, $50,000, 

Mr. W, R. ROBERTS. I wish to inquire 
how there comes to be so large a deficiency 
in this matter cf our foreign intercourse? I 
would like to obtain information on this point 
from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD. | 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 


man will turn to the book of estimates he will lk 


find on page 246 a letter from the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, in which it is stated that 
hitherto the unexpended balances which have 
always passed over from year to year have en- 
abled the State Department to meet expendi- 
tures which must now be provided for in the 
form of deficiencies. It is also stated in this 
letter, which I will not occupy time by reading, 
that the Department is never able to: tell in 
advance how much it will cost to run the De- 
partment, for the reason that there are con- 
stant changes in our foreign ministers. Some 
are recalled; some resign; sometimes there 
is an overlapping of the term of a new ap- 
pointee ‘with that of the outgoing minister. 
Sometimes two terms overlap in this way forty, 
fifty, or sixty days. Expenses arising in this 
way cannot be definitely known in advance. 
Hitherto the Department has been able to 
meet these unforeseen expenses by unexpended 
balances. Butnow for the first time all un- 
expended balances are covered into the Treas- 
ury. Hence, the necessity for this deficiency 
appropriation. The Department has asked 
that we may repeal, so far as relates to the 
State Department, the law of July, 1870, 
which provides for covering into the Treasury 
unexpended balances; but the Committee on 
Appropriations have been unwilling to make 
such a recommendation, believing the law to 
be wise, and that it is better to appropriate as 
a deficiency the money necessary to meet 
these expenses. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Inquiry respecting food-fishes : 

For continuing the inquiry into the cause of the 
decrease of the food-fishes-of the coast and of the 
lakes, $3,500. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to amend by 
inserting after the clause just read the follow- 
ing: 

For fish-breeding establishments on the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts, $10,000; to be expended by the 
United States commissioner appointed to inquire 
into the decrease of food-fishes, in such manner as 
he shall think most advisable. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me sug- 
gest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RooseveLr] that his proposition will more 
appropriately find a place in the miscellaneous 
appropriation bill, which will be the next ap- 
propriation bill coming up for consideration. 
Lhe appropriation he proposes is certainly not 
a deficiency, and I suggest to him to withdraw 
the amendment and otter it when the miscel- 
laneous appropriation bill comes up. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I will explain to the 
gentleman that the pending paragraph makes, 
as I understand, an appropriation to pay 
the expenses of the United States commis- 
sioner of fisheries ; and the additional appro- 
priation which I propose is in pursuit of the 
same object, and to be expended by the same 
officer. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is not an 
appropriation for this year. It relates to the 
next fiscal year, and is therefore not appropri- 
ate in this deficiency bill. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw it. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. 


Very well; I with- 
draw it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of ascer-.| 


taining some of the facts in reference to this 
matter, | move to strike out the paragraph last 
read, appropriating $3,500 for continuing the 
inquiry into the causes of the decrease of food- 
fishes. I would call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to 
the fact that when the law was passed provid- 
ing for the making of this inquiry it was un- 
derstood, I think, that it would be attended 
with no expense; that an officer of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, already receiving a salary 
from the Government, would make this ex- 
amination. It was, I think, with this view 
that Congress was induced to sanction this 
rather local enterprise, confined toa compara- 
tively small portion of the United States—the 
sea-board and the mouths of our great rivers, 
It now turns out that this inquiry is to be a 


‘to them. 


source of heavy expense, there beiug in addi- 
tion to this appropriation of $3,500 another 
of $500, making $4,000 for the expenses of a 
single gentleman who already receives a salary 
from the Government. 

I wish to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, first, whether 
Professor Baird, in the performance of this 
duty, does not receive his full salary out of the 
Smithsonian fund, and whether the whole of 
this expenditure of $4,000 is not to meet his 
current expenses? And I desire in the same 
connection to call the attention of the gentle- 
man who has charge of the bill to the fact that 
this bill to a very alarming extent provides for 
new elements of expenditure. There are in 
connection with this District new elements of 
expenditure amounting to $27,000, and with 
this investigation making an expenditure ex- 
ceeding $80,000 now, and one which will 
certainly go on increasing in the future. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No part of the 
appropriation here asked for is for a salary to 
the officer making this inquiry. He is paid 
by the Smithsonian Institution. All his per- 
sonal services in this matter are gratuitous, 
and all that is asked for now is to pay the 
necessary expenditures connected with the 
investigation. Of course he has to travel. He 
has to go along the coast, and to make exam- 
inations and explorations at considerable ex- 
pense. He goesalso to the lakes, His explo- 
rations extend over the whole chain of the 
western lakes. He has taken photographs of 
leading specimens of fishes found along the 
coast as well as in the lakes, as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax} will see, if he 
will take the trouble to call on Professor Baird 
and examine the very valuable collection of 
food fishes which he has made. No one can 
look at that collection without being struck 
with the vast importance of the work done. 
And few, I believe, are aware of the extent 
to which’ the fishes of our coasts and Jakes 
form an clement in the food of our people. 
Some most interesting facts concerning those 
fishes, and the modes of preserving them from 
spoliation and even destruction, have been 
brought out by this examination. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit not the fact that sei- 
entific investigations of this matter are going 
on all over the country on private account, 
and that practically the subjeċt of preserving 
fish for food and preventing the extermina- 
tion of various kinds of food fish is one for 
local law? The States have got to legislate 
on this subject. These investigations prac- 
tically amount to nothing. Every one knows 
that fish for food all over the country, more 
in inland waters than along the sea-board, are 
steadily diminishing, but you have no remedy 


| except by local legislation of the several States. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say, in 
continuation of my remarks, that if this were 
merely a matter which the States themselves 
could take care of, I should be. glad to leave it 
But along the sea-coast, particu- 
larly beyond the limitations of the States, ont- 
side their jurisdiction, nothing but the na- 
tional authority can control the matter. And 
so practical have been the results thus far 
obtained that Professor Baird has declared 
that the law can be made as clearly, plainly, 
and perfectly to protect the food fishes from 
destruction as we can protect quail and other 
game birds from destruction by a law pre. 
venting the hunting them at certain times. 
The habits of these fish, under the investiga- 
tion, have been so fully developed that I am 
satisfied that Professor Baird has discovered 
the natural laws in regard to these fishes, with 
the knowledge of which a very simple bill:can 
be framed to protect them as certainly as you 
can by law protect quail, &c. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. ce 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to strike out 
the last word for the purpose of saying a few 
words on this subject, for I consider it of very 
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great importance to this House, and to the 
country as well, that they should understand 
this question a little more fully than it has 
been explained even by the gentleman who 
has charge of this bill. 

We have appropriated millions of dollars 
for agricultural investigations in this country. 
No one grumbles at that. No one would 
desire to maketheamount less. All we could 
desire would be to make the aid offered by the 
Government to this interest more efficient if 
possible. We have millions and millions of 
acres of land adapted to the purposes of agri- 
culture, and we are willing to spend large 
amounts on scientific investigations that tend 
to turn them to the bestaccount; but the gen- 
tleman from Indiana seems to forgetthat while 
we have this vast extent of tillable land, we 
have also millions and millions of acres of 
water which can be made as productive as the 
land. Scientific reports tell us that an acre 
of water is as productive as five acres of land. 
Now, shall we open any trivial question like 
this, relating to an appropriation of a few 
dollars, and refuse to investigate matters so 
important to the welfare of the entire country? 

l can, of course, speak but cursorily. The 
time allowed me is not sufficient to enter into 
this subject at full length. But I desire to 
point out to the House one matter which 
clearly exhibits the very great importance of 
this subject; and that is the wonderful repro- 
ductive power of fishes. Fish, such as trout 
and salmon, which are not by any means the 
most fertile, produce one thousand young to 
every pound of weight. Where will the gen- 
tleman find any grain sown in any part of the 
country that can produce a harvest like that? 
Shad produce from ten to twenty thousand 
young to the pound weight. Of these nearly 
all can be saved, or all destroyed. 

The gentleman speaks of scientific investi- 
gations having produced no results. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is terribly 
mistaken. Onthe contrary I stated that these 
scieniilic investigations were going on under 
private auspices all over the country. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Then the gentleman 
is as entirely mistaken in that statement as he 
would have been if he had made the other 
statement. 

Scientific investigations are going on allover 
the country in the matter of raising trout, 
because in this country trout are a matter of 
merchandise ; they are bought and sold; they 
can be inclosed and protected; but you can- 
- not convert into private property the vast 
migratory tribes of fishes that ascend our 
rivers in the spring and descend them in the 
fall. very year we have in shad alone a 
matter of large merchantable interest. They 
come pouring up every stream in the country. 
They are maltreated in every possible way and 
destroyed by all sorts of improper methods. 
We have neglected our duty of protecting 
them and increasing their numbers, so that 
they are diminishing at a rate which threatens 
their extermination in a very few years. ‘Ten 
years ago shad were sold in this market for a 
few cents apiece, and also in Albany, in my 
own State, with which Lam more acquainted, 
at an equally moderate price. Now shad are 
sold, aud have been sold within the last year, 
at fifteen, twenty, and thirty cents apiece, 
wholesale prices, and by the poundin New 
York as high asa dollar and a dollar and a half. 
This is due solely to the neglect of the prin- 


ciples which should govern the management | 
Tf you leave the fish to de- | 


of our fisheries. 
posit their eggs in the ordinary, natural man- 
ner, they are liable to destruction from many 
causes. Floods come and cover them up with 
deposits of earthy matter, insects destroy them, 
small fishes devour them, and they are de- 
stroyed in innumerable ways before hatching. 
Not one egg in two hundred and fifty is ever 
hatched, and thatis a moderate statement. The 
most experienced fish culturists hold that not 
onein a thousand eggsis ever hatched, whereas 
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if you protect them in the first operation you 
protect tbem relatively to the end, and you 
secure two hundred and fifty or one thousand 
fish where otherwise you would get only one. 

The gentleman speaks of the fact that these 
things may be attended to by the State Legis- 
latures or by private enterprise. So far as 
private enterprise is concerned, it is evident 
that it can have no effect in this matter. So 
far as State legislation is concerned, we have 
encountered another difficulty, for this is a 
matter in which I have long been interested. 
We meet another difficulty which is equally 
great and equally conclusive in connection 
with the rivers of our country, not to speak of 
the sea-board,to which this appropriation more 
directly relates. The principal rivers flow 
through or between different States, and are 
subject to different jurisdictions. While one 
State might consent to certain regulations for 
the benefit of fish-culture, another State might 
object, or at least fail to take any affirmative 
action. In that connection we have a most 
remarkable instance in relation to the hateh- 
ing of fishin the Connecticut river, at Hoiyoke, 
in Massachusetts. The State of Massachu- 
setts paid the expense of hatching out twenty 
or thirty million shad in that river, and they 
now complain that the people of Connecticut 
catch all the fish that the State of Massachu- 
setts has been at the expense of hatching. 
I think they make the complaint with good 
reason. 

Between three and four years ago these 
shad-eggs were deposited and hatched in the 
Connecticut river, at Holyoke, Massachusetts. 
Up to that time the shad production of the 
Connecticut river had been steadily diminish- 
ing, until it was threatened with early exterm- 
ination. It isthe opinion of those who studied 
the matter most carefully that three years are 
required for the shad to attain maturity, and 
they expected that in the course of three or 
possibly four years the result of their efforts 
would be apparent. The result was most grat- 
ifying when, in the third season, the fish ap- 
peared in numbers unprecedented in the mod- 
ern history of that river. And by this year 
they will have increased still more. The result 
has been that the price of shad has been re- 
coed from eighteen cents each to three cents 
each. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion to 
strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territorial governments: 

District, of Columbia: To pay the Governor, secre- 
tary, and four members of the board of public works 
of the District of Columbia such sumsas may be due 
them for salaries from the date of their commissions 
to the Ist of July, 1871, $4,579 30, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. By a clerical 
error this paragraph is made to read ‘‘four 
members of the board of public works,” in- 
stead of ‘‘three members,’’ &c. 

The CHAIRMAN. The correction will be 
made, if there is no objection. 

There was no objection, and the paragraph 
was amended accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The correction 
renders necessary a change in the amount ap- 
propriated by this paragraph, from $4,579 30 
to $8,851 14; that is a reduction to the extent 
of the salary of one member. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the members of the board of health from 
the date of their appointment to the Ist of July, 
1872, at $2,000 each per annum, $12,192 56, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. CLAGETT. I move to amend by 
inserting after the paragraph just read the 
following: 

For deficiency in appropriation for legislative 
expenses of Montana Territory, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, the same to be expended in 


publishing the laws and journals of the last session 
of the Legislatureof said Territory, the sum of $5,000, 


was before the Committee on Appropriations 

this morning, and the Governor of Montana 

was heard upon it. The committee was satis- 

fied that the amendment should be made. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following : 

For completion of the building for maring hos- 
pital at Chicago, Illinois, $77,383 89; and for grading 
and fencing,$13,987 05; and to make good thedamage 
done to the building and loss by fire, $1,460 50; in 
all, $105,431 44. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the paragraph just read by striking out the 
words ‘‘and to make good the damage done 
to the building and loss by fire, $14,060 50.” 
What damage was done by fire to this building? 

Mr. SARGENT. That is for lumber that 
was burned. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There could have 
been no damage done by fire to this building, 
because the fire did not come within a mile 
of it. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no pay for the 
damage to the building. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The only loss 
by fire was the burning of a quantity of lumber 
which was stored in the yard. It was not the 
intention in this clause to embrace any damage 
to the building. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well; I desire 
to refer to a general system of which this case 
is but a specimen or example. The facts in 
this case happen to come within my knowl- 
edge; but I presume they correspond pretty 
much with the facts as to almost all other pub- 
lie buildings which arè being erected in the 
United States. The history of this matter is 
an interesting one. Here is an appropriation 
to complete this building. Two years ago we 
made an appropriation of more than thirty 
thousand dollars for the same purpose. The 
matter was then brought down to such an 
accurate basis that a specific sum, with even 
the odd cents, was appropriated. I will read 
the appropriation made at that time: 

“For completing the work on the marine hospital 
in Chicago, Illinois, $31,539 36.” . 

That money has all been spent, and they 
now come here asking another appropriation 
of over $100,000, for what? To complete 
the building again ! 

Mr. DUNNELL. Who was the architect? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The same man, I 
presume, who is the architect of all our other 
public buildings. i 

If gentlemen will turn back to the history 
of this matter they will find that in 1864 Con- 
gress passed an act providing for the sale of 
the site of the old marine hospital at Chicago, 
and the purchase of another; and in the act 
these words were inserted: 


‘*Which site and building shall in no event cost 
more than the amount received from the sale of the 
ospital.” 


The Government sold the old hospital for 
$188,000, or thereabout—sufficient to erect a 
new building adequate for all the needs of 
a marine hospital. A new site was purchased 
for $10,000, (yet we have in this bill an 
appropriation of $18,900 for grading this site, 
which only cost $10,000.) Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the $188,000 realized from the sale of 
the old hospital was expended. 

Mr. SARGENT. Irise toa point of order. 
There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman is 
mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ilinois has moved to strike out the words 
‘tand to make good the damage done to the 
building and loss by fire, $14,060 60.”” The 
Chair overrules the point of order. ` f 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. After expending 
the $138,000 which Congress had fixed as the 
limit of the cost óf the. building, we were 
asked a year or two afterward to appropriate 
$25,000 more, and then $100,000 more. We 
appropriated tbese amounts; but in making 
the last appropriation it was provided; at the 


Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. That matter || iustance of the gentleman fron: Massachusetts, 
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[Mr Dawes,] then chairman of the Commit- 
tee on “Appropriations, that no part of the 
money should be expended until the Secre- 

` tary of’ the Treasury had required contracts 
to be made for the completion of the building 
for not more than a certain sum which was 
named--$300,000.. ‘Then in the next bill which 
came up; which I believe was a deficiency bill, 
we appropriated the $31,539°36, which I have 
already mentioned, to complete the building. 

` That made about three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. This has all been expended; and now 
we are asked to appropriate in this bill more 
than one hundred thousand dollars more. 

Mr. Chairman, I am asked why I do not 
move to strike out this appropriation. I do 
not desire to have it struck out. { suppose it 
is necessary that the building should be com- 
pleted ; otherwise we sball lose what we have 
already expended. I desired to bring to the 
attention of the House and the country the 
system upon which our public buildings are 
being erected. This case, I presume, is but a 
specimen of all the others. Two years ago 
we made an appropriation to ‘‘ complete the 
court-house in Portland, Maine’? Now we 
have in this bill an appropriation ‘‘ to com- 
plete the court-house’’ again. Your Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or the parties under him, 
pay no sort of regard to the acts of Congress. 
You may hedge these officers around with all 
the prohibitions you please ; they deliberately 
overstep them; and you, hy your renewed 
appropriations, sustain them in doing so. 

f the committee will allow me, I will say 
just one word more. The report of the archi- 
tect makes the lying statement that the amount 
thus far expended is only a little over two 
hundred thousand dollars, while the amount 
actually expended thus far is over two hun- 
dred and ninety thousand dollars. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am always 
glad to receive the assistance of any gentle- 
man who will help to reduce any of the esti- 
mates or appropriations which can properly be 
reduced; and 1 therefore take great pleasure 
in accepting the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, and shall ask the committee to 
strike out the $14,000 of which he has spoken. 
Of course in doing this I follow his more 
accurate knoweldge of the wants of his own 
State, for I am far from wishing to thrust the 
public money on Illinois against the wishes of 
her Representatives. I will say, however, that 
we have the recommendation of the supervis- 
ing architect antl of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and it is also stated, and not denied, that 
a large amount of lumber was burned up in 
the yard. And itis also stated, and not denied, 
that the marine hospital itself was wholly 
burned, and the building now in process of 
erection is to replace it. I have offered the 
paragraph now under discussion because I 
Supposed the public service required it. 

wish to say one thing more. I am im- 
pressed with the idea- that the gentleman from 

Illinois [Mr. Farnswortn] has a personal 
rather than a public point to gain in his 
speech. His remarks on this and other simi- 
lar topics have reminded me a number of times 
this session of the old nursery rhyme in the 
Book of Nonsense: 

“There was an old man with a flute, 
A sarpint got into his boot ; 
Buthe played day and night 
Till the sarpint took flight, 
And avoided that man with a flute.” 

(Laughter. ] 

if the gentleman plays on his Mullet flute 
long enough, something will take flight. 
hope he will continue his tune till both the 
House and himself are satisfied with the music; 
but itis not altogether certain who will be the 
fugitive. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the amendment for the purpose of adding a 
remark or two. 


Mr. SARGENT, I rise to a question of 


. Chicago ? 


order. The gentleman cannot move to amend 
his own amendment. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How can I play on 
my flute unless I do so? [Laughter.] But I 
will withdraw my amendment and move to 
strike out the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to the 
withdrawal of the amendment. I want a vote 


on it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move tostrike out 
the words “to make good the damage done 
to the building and loss by fire,” leaving the 
appropriation to stand. I do this for the pur- 
pose of showing to the committee that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
is either entirely misinformed on the subject 
of this appropriation or does not desire to 
understand it. Here is the answer to my 
inquiries on the subject which I have received 
from the Department. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iholdin my hand 
what I believe is a copy of the letter sent to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Hereisthe question: 

“Wasit ithe building] injured by the great fire in 
fso, how much?” 

And here is the answer: : 
“The old hospital was entirely consumed.” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is what I 
stated. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But that is not the 
hospital for which you are making an appro- 
priation : . s 

“The new building was not injured; and the old 
ono, though in the possession of the Government, 
did not belong to the Government, consequently 
there was no loss.’” 

Now, where was the loss? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In the yard. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The fire did not 
approach this building at all. There is no 
appropriation in this bill for the loss of lum- 
ber; it is “damage and loss to the building 
by fre.” 

Mr. DICKEY. The lumber had been pur- 


chased. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is very evident 
that the gentlemen who have charge of the 
bill know very little about this appropriation, 
and that I shall not be able to get the inform- 
ation L desire. A very remarkable item of 
appropriation is that of $18,000 for grading 
Jand which is already level; and the whole 
land cost only $10,000 to begin with. Thir- 
teen thousand dollars for grading a level piece 
of ground! 

Now, sir, the architect in his report states 
that this hospital has cost thus far $207,458 16. 
I hold in my hand here a statement of the 
amounts.taken from the books of the Depart- 
ment, showing that it has cost, providing they 
have used all the former appropriations—and 
I suppose they have, or they would not be here 
for a deficiency—that it has cost $292,895 55. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does that include the site? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That was only 
$10,000. So there is a deliberate falsehood 
somewhere. i 

Mr. SARGENT. Thegentleman makesno 
allowance for the difference in time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You have the off- 
cial report, and you have no other data upon 
which you can go unless you examine the offi- 
cidl accounts. Now how long are we to goon 
in this way in the matter of public buildings? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For five minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Sir, this is no tri- 
fling matter, though it appears to be to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations; 
and I am surprised that he should treat this 
exhibition of wasteful extravagance and dis- 
regard of law in the manner he does. 

Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read a report in reference 
to this subject; but before it is read I desire 
to say that when this matter of appropriations 
for deficiencies for public buildings came be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations we, in 
the first place, sent to the Department for all 


the information they had to communicate in 
writing. Having that before us, and being 
still dissatisfied, we sent for the supervising 
architect of the Treasury, but at that time he 
was absent from the city. However, the as- 
gistant architect came before us, and we heard 
his statement; and subsequently, when the su- 
pervising architect returned to the city, we had 
him before the committee, and obtained all the 
facts the committee could on the subject. If 
we have failed in diligence in any respect, I 
am most happy to be corrected here by the 
gentleman from Illinois, or by any other 
member. It is impossible, of course, for the 
Committee on Appropriations to know all the 
particulars of the local positions of these 
public buildings thousands of miles away, 
and if he knows more than we do about this 
case, I am most happy to join with him in 
striking Gown this appropriation; but I can- 
not consent to allow him to assume that the 
Committee on Appropriations treated lightly 
any of the facts or figures in this case, and I 
trust the gentleman will not go back on ‘his 
own motion, and will not fail to vote with us 
in striking down this appropriation to which 
he objects. I now ask the Clerk to read the 
explanation submitted in writing by the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

“ The sum of $77,383 89 asked for the completion of 
the marine hospital, Chicago, is the balance of the 
amount authorized by act of July 15, 1870, to be 
expended, but not at thattime appropriated for 
work on the building. In addition to this amount 
the sum of $13,987 05 is asked for fencing and grad- 
ing the lot. ‘Thisexpenditure was not contemplated 
by estimates made for the building, but is needed to 
level and grade and inclose the lot with an appro- 
priate fence. The sum of $14,060 50 asked to make 
good damage done to building and loss by fire is 
strictly a deficiency, and will be required to finish 
the building. The damage to the building was 
caused by its exposure to the weather in an unfin- 
ished state, and the waste of materials on suspen- 
sion for so long a period. The loss by fire was tn- 
curred in the burning up of a quantity of flooring 
which was stacked in a lumber-yard during tho 
recent fire, and on account of the increase of wages 
which has occurred since that calamity causing a 
corresponding increase of the building over its esti- 
mated cost. 

“When completed the cost of this property will 
be as follows : 


Amount already expended on building... $282,395 45 
Authorized by act,now asked to com- 


Plete s..cassoarsocesees sooetecretenacvons esoesens doveseiess 77,383 89 
Total cost of building authorized by Con- . 

se 859,779 34 

k, 14,060 50 


- 10,000 00 . 
snceen soceea cotens sisese $397,826 89 


“It will be seen by reference to the above that had 
the work not been suspended the sum of $14,060 50 
would have been saved in its construction, and the 
building been available asa refuge for the distressed 
and houseless after the fiery visitation. The build- 
ing is not inclosed, and had the entire amount of 
the appropriation been available it would have been 
almost completed. As itis, if the sums asked for are 
at once granted the building will be made ready for 
oceupancy during the summer, and inasmuch as the 
old marine hospital was destroyed, it is absolutely 
necessary to provide accommodations at the earliest 
possible moment.’” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Here the committee rose informally; and 
Mr. TwIcaELL having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had 
passed, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
1529) for the relief of Francis A. Eastman, 
postmaster at Chicago, Ilinois. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed the bill (H. R. No. 1260) to 
provide for the admission of photographs for 
exhibition free of duty, with amendments; in 
which he.was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union then resumed its session. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I simply wish to 
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say that this appropriation is not only within 
the law as we understand it, but the explana- 
tion is that these damages to the building were 
not occasioned by fire, but by suspension of 
the work and the esposure of the unfinished 
work, and the explanation seems to me as 
clear as the committee could expect. I am, 
however, very willing to strike out the whole 
paragraph. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman says 
this is within the law. Here is a proviso which 
was. attached to the law passed April 20, 
1870, which appropriate $100,000 towards this 
building: 

“Provided, That no part of the money shall be ex- 
pended until a contract or contractsshall be entered 
into by the proper authorities with the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder or bidders, for the completion of the 
entire building for asum,including all money already 
expended in its construction, not exceeding $300,000, 
and the expenditure of any sum of money inviolation 
of this proviso shall be deemed unlawful.” 

That was the solemn act of Congress. You 
have now reached an expenditure of over two 
hundred and ninety-two thousand dollars, 
including the site, for which $10,000 was paid, 
and by your own report from your own archi- 
tect, your building is going to cost you over 
three hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And 
the reason that he gives for it, the excuse that 
he makes, is that the late fire there destroyed 
some lumber for the building, and that in con- 
sequence of the destruction of that lumber there 
has been a delay in its completion, and that the 
building has been damaged. Sir, this law of 
Congress requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to enter into a contract with the lowest 
bidder to complete the building for $300,000 
was passed in 1870, two years ago. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
strike it all out. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idonotecare whether 
you strike it out or not; but I will show to the 
Congress and to the country that your officers 
have deliberately violated a law of Congress. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


a vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
motion, and leave the responsibility with the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to strike out the 
entire paragraph. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For completing the building for post offico and 
court-house at Portland, Maine, $15,398. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike out 
the paragraph just read. This is a case that 
stands on all fours with the case of Chicago. 
An appropriation was made years ago to com- 
plete this building, and the amount was pre- 
cisely fixed. As the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Perers} aided me in striking out the 
appropriation for Chicago, I will aid him in 
striking out this appropriation. [Laughter.] 
The act of March, 1870, provides ‘‘ for com- 
pleting the court-house building at Portland, 
Maine, including paving, curbing, and grad- 
ing, $25,000.” Now they come in here with 
another appropriation to complete it again. 
If it has already been completed for $25,000, 
why complete it again? I move to strike out 
this paragraph. 

Mr. SARGENT. The last Committee on 
Appropriations cut down the amount asked 
for in the estimates in many buildings, and 
then said ‘‘for completing the building,” 
naming the sum that was left. Now, Ido not 
think that an act of Congress can complete a 
building; there must be an architect, work- 
men, and material, and the money to pay for 
itall. This is to make up the sum originally 
asked for to complete this building, except for 
some extra work, or work done extra well. 
The building was rendered necessary by the 
Portland fire, and it is one of the finest, hand- 
somest, and most complete buildings in the 
United States, and the best adapted for its 


42p Cona. 2p Szss.— No. 79. 


Well, let us 


ĮI now call for 


purposes; and it has not cost a great deal of 
money. It is a good but not extravagant 
building. I hope the gentleman’s great pre- 
judice against the supervising architect will 
let him do justice in so plain a matter as this. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Nobody yet 
has made the point, but as I desire to keep 
nothing back from the Committee of the Whole 
in regard to these deficiences, I intended to 
make a statement in regard to this item of 
appropriation. I can best make the statement 
by reading a passage from the report of the 
architect : 


“The sum of $10,851 asked to complete the cus- 


tom-house building at Portland, Maine, as also that- 


of $15,398 required to finish the post office and court- 
house building in the same city, are both strictly of 
the nature of deficiencies, and are expenditures 
made in excess of the estimates by Mr. J. H. Coch- 
rane, the superintendent, without the knowledge or 
consent of this office, and contrary to express orders 
issued from it. The cost of neither of these build- 
ings is limited by law, and the sums asked to be ap- 
propriated are for the liquidation of debts already 
incurred.” 

This refers to .an expenditure upon a por- 
tion of this building by which the work was 
done in a more expensive manner than the 
original plan intended it should be done. As 
I understand, the local architect was imme- 
diately dismissed for thus incurring expendi- 
tures beyond the appropriation. What my 
colleague upon the committee [Mr. SARGENT] 
has said is correct, that the Committee on 
Appropriations arbitrarily fixed the amount 
for. this purpose in a former session, and of 
course determined the actual amount to be 
expended. It is also true that the local archi- 
tect exceeded his authority, and allowed a class 
of work to be done more expensive than his 
instructions authorized him to do. But the 
work was done; the money was not stolen; it 
was honestly laid out, although not laid out 
in work of the quality and kind required by 
his instructions. It remains for us to say 
whether we will pay forthe work done, whether 
we will appropriate the necessary amount to 
pay the ordinary mechanics to whom this 
money is due. I hope the committee will not 
strike out this paragraph, for it would not be 
a curtailment of an extravagant expenditure 
to be made, but a refusal to pay for work 
honestly done. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
by striking out the last two words. 


Mr. NIBLACK. The gentleman from Illi- | 


nois [Mr. Farnswortg] will allow me to say 
that since the committee acted on this ques- 


tion I have been informed that the deficiency j 


was caused, in part at least, by the absolute 
incompetency of the architect in charge of the 
building. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who is he? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ido not know the name 
of the architect. 

Mr. PETERS. He has since been dis- 
charged, to my personal knowledge, because 
of his extravagance and his failure to do the 
work in pursuance of orders. ‘This is a mis- 
fortune to the Government. The only ques- 
tion is whether the workmen shall suffer the 
loss, or Whether it shall fall upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which sent this man 
there to take charge of the work. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I simply wanted to bring 
to the attention of the House the fact that an 
incompetent officer had caused this trouble. 

Mr. PETERS. A subsequent act to the one 
which has been mentioned makes an appro- 
priation, not to complete, but to continue the 
work on this building. 

Mr. NIBLACK. { am very sorry that the 
State of Maine has fallen into this trouble. I 
have very great respect for that State. But it 
is due to her to say that in this case an incom- 
petent officer was appointed upon the recom- 
mendation of some gentleman from that State. 

Mr. PETERS. Members of the committee 
need not vote to strike out this appropriation 
for Portland, Maine, because, in compliance 


with the evident wish of the most eloquent Rep- 
resentative from Ilinois, [Mr. Farxsworra,] 
I moved to strike out the preceding paragraph. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. [understand that the Rep- 
resentatives from the State of Maine desire 
this appropriation, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems that this 
very economical building which the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Sarcenr] talks 
about—a little court-house up in Maine, where 
the business is about as much as the business 
of an ordinary State circuit court—has already 
cost, according to the report of the super- 
vising architect, $376,816. How much more 
it has in fact cost I cannot state. Now, when 
Congress makes an appropriation to complete 
a building it means what it says; at least, 
the subordinate officers of the Department 
ought to take us as meaning what we say; 
and when we give them $25,000 to complete 
a building they should so make their con- 
tracts as to complete the building for the sum 
specified, or else report to Congress that they 
cannot do so. I have-learned from a great 
many sources that when any blunder is made 
in the erection of a building it is the habit to 
throw the blame on some local architect; and 
a great fuss is made over the discharge of some 
clerk or other inferior officer, upon whom the 
blame is shouldered for any blunder or viola- 
tion of law; but in every instance that has 
come under my observation the clerk or the 
local architect says that itis not his blunder. 

Now, my distinguished friend from the State 
of Maine, [ Mr. Perers]—who, by-the-by, does 
not represent the Portland district, and as I 
do not represent the Chicago district our rela- 
tions to these buildings are alike—my distin- 
guished friend, who is an eminent lawyer, and 
knows all about the wants of court-houses in 
Maine, concurs with me in my economical 
views with regard to Chicago; but to my sur- 
prise he protests against my efforts to reduce 
appropriations in his own State. Let him be 
as unselfish as I am; let him protest against 
wasteful extravagance in his own State. Let 
him begin at home as I do; let every other 
member do the same, and thus we shall stop 
this extravagance. I am sure that my friend 
from Maine cannot be in earnest in desiring 
to continue this appropriation for Portland 
after striking out an appropriation of the same 
kind for Chicago. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LYNCH. I suppose that my friend 
from Illinois has no particular opposition to 
the appropriation for Portland, but he wants 
generally to oppose the supervising architect 
who has had charge of the work, and when 
he has accomplished that purpose, I suppose 
his proposition will be withdrawn. 

As to this work at Portland, Maine, I do not 
know that the local architect was incompetent ; 
but I do know that he exceeded his authority ; 
that he was rather an cxpensive man, as my 
colleague [Mr. Perers] suggests. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who recommended 


him? 
Mr. LYNCH. TI did not. 
Mr. PETERS. I did. 


Mr. LYNCH. I will say, Mr. Chairman, 
that he is as honest a man as there is in the 
State of Maine or in the State of Ilinois. 
He isa man who is competent for some things, 
but perhaps he has not had experience: in 
erecting buildings of this class. The money 
has been honestly spent, and he has given full 
value in the work he has performed there. 
But he has, perhaps, done it a little better 
than it was necessary that it should be done, 
and so has exceeded the estimates for the 
building. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. _Am I to under- 
stand the gentleman as saying that the money 
has already been spent? 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The money has been spent, 
I understand. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has the work been 


done? i 

Mr. LYNCH. Tunderstand that the work 
has been done. 
`: Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have a law 
which makes it a penal offense to do work of 
this kind in advance of appropriations. 

Mr. LYNCH. That may be. Butin many 
cases the work has been so done, and I think 
itis so in this case. The workmen have been 
paid, and I understand this appropriation to 
be for material that has been supplied and 
labor that has been performed, and for which 
the Government has received full value. I 
think the Government has received full value 
for the work, and the officer there, as I have 
said, is a thoroughly houest man, such a man 
as no member trom the State of Maine need 
be ashamed of having recommended for any 
position. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


For furniture and repsirs of furniture for public 
buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the fiscal years prior to the year ending 
June 80, 1870, $3,253 85. 

Mr. POTTER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the paragraph which has been read: 

Atthe end of the paragraph add the following: 

For the deficiency in tho salary of tho deputy 
Treasurer, assay office, Now York, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay Mrs, Julia A. Smith, administratrix of the 
estate of the late Charles B, Smith, formerly receiver 
of public moneys, acting as disbursing agent at 
Brownsville, Nebraska, the sum of $640 70 is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imove to strike 
out that paragraph, which is identical with 
the bill which passed the House this morning, 

The motion to strike out the paragraph was 
agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 
Military establishment: ; 

For the pay department, for the allowance to the 
officers of tho Army for transportation of themselves 
and their baggage, when traveling on duty, with- 
out troops, escort, or supplies, $90,000. 

Mr. BECK. I move to amend the para- 
graph by striking out ‘$90,000 ’* and insert- 
ing ‘$10,000."’ I move this amendment that 
l may have an opportunity of saying that 
I hope this House will not vote to supply 
any deficiency for the War Department until 
the majority of this House consents to allow 
us to know what the expenditures of the War 
Department are and have been, and what has 
been spent by it in addition to appropriations 
made, I want to know how this deficiency 
was created, and what it was for. ‘The Sec- 
retary. of the Treasury certifies to Congress 
in his report that while the appropriations 
for the War Department for the last year 


I withdraw the 


were $35,799,991 82, the real expenditure was | 


$44,080,084 95. He says in a note that 
$35,799,991 82 is “the net amount, after 
deducting $8,280,093 18 repaid into the Treas- 
ury as proceeds of sales of ordnance, &c.; the 
true expenditures were $44,080,084 95,” 
When I offered a resolution to-day directing 
the Secretary of War to tell us what amount 
of property had been sold by that Department 
in the last five years, although profession after 
profession has been made by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House that they are desirous 
to know these facts, yet somehow or other 


objection is always made so that we cannot | 


ascertain it, and are not allowed to make the 
inquiry. For three years I and other gentle- 
men on this side of the House have been 
endeavoring to get at these facts. I regret 
that my old chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations to-day saw fit to object to these 
facts being told, 


5 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does the gen- 
tleman refer to me? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I refer to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, the former chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. The leader of the other 
side of the House. 

Mr. BECK. Lassert that there is not a man 
in the House who can guess within fifty mil- 
lion dollars of what has been spent by the 
War Department during the last six years. 
All the surplus horses, mules, wagons, arms, 
and ordnance, and everything else have been 
sold, and spent in ways we know not of, in 
addition to all the appropriations which have 
been made by Congress, and while itis always 

rofessed on the other side that they desire to 
Erow where this money has gone, somehow 
or other objection is made when we seek to 
find out the facts. If they had desired in 
good faith to know the facts, a resolution 
such as I have offered would have obtained 
them. Now is the time for the gentlemen 
who wish to ascertain these facts to get them, 
and if they refuse to allow us to do so, I know 
of nothing better than to refuse to make any 
appropriations for deficiencies in the War 
Department until the facts are laid before us. 
If the Representatives of the people are not 
only not allowed to appropriate the money 
necessary for the Department, but are merely 
looked to to supply deficiencies, and if the 
amount received from the sale of clothing, 
ordnance, mules, and wagons isto be expended 
in spite of the Representatives of the people, 
surely we ought to be allowed the poor priv- 
ilege of knowing how much has been spent, 
and by whom, but it seems even that is denied 
us now, 

The Department now comes in with a defi- 
ciency bill, without telling us how the deficien- 
cies are created. I have evidence to show that 
soldiers have been sent all over this country, 
to New York to control elections, and to my 
own State on false pretenses. Officers have 
been running ahead, getting ten cents a mile 
and expenses, going to and returning from 
Long Branch during all last summer to get 
the President to sign every paper that had to 
be signed by him pertaining to the business 
of the War Department, and now a deficiency 
is asked for, and we are denied the poor priv- 
ilege of knowing what has been done with the 
money they have received from the property 
belonging to our constituents which they have 
sold. Until we can get these facts, so that we 
can lay them before the men who have the 
money to pay, I shall protest against a dollar 
being appropriated for the War Department 
to make up deficiencies. We have a right to 
know these facts, and we have a right to com- 
plain when gentlemen high in position here 
object to a’plain, fair, honest resolution asking 
for information which this House ought to have. 

The last Committee on Appropriations rec- 
ommended and Congress passed a bill requir- 
ing that all balances should be paid into the 
Treasury hereafter. That was well so far as 
it goes. We passed a bill through this House 
requiring all proceeds of sales to be reported. 
If the Senate will pass it that is another step 
in the right direction, but for the last six years 
we do not know what has been spent; never 
before, until the current fiscal year ends, have 
the Representatives of the people known how 
much it has cost the Government to run either 
the War or the Navy Department, or any other 
Department, and every member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will bear me out in 
that statement. Now, when a deficiency bill 
is brought in for the amount of $8,000,000, it 
is time for us to stop supplies till we know 
what we are doing. There was a resolution 
brought in and adopted by the House yester- 
day, to inquire into the sale of arms to the 
French Government. So far, good; but why 
limit it to that? -Why not inguire as to all 
sales? Has any Department of this Govern- 
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ment got so high that the Representatives of 
the people have no right to know what they do 
with the appropriations placed in their hands, 
and with the proceeds of property which they 
are authorized to sell?. The War Department 
has sold property of all descriptions, and re- 
fused even to tell us, the Representatives of 
the people, what has been done with ihe pro- 
ceeds of those sales, or rather Congress will 
not permit us to ask the question. 

Sir, I hope that no member, at least on this 
side of the House, will ever vote to supply a 
deficiency for that Department until gentlemen 
on the other side consent that we shall know 
what has been done with what they have already 
received, what has been done with the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of ordnance, mules, horses, 
and other property which has been sold. Four 
or five years ago we were the richest people 
on the face of the globe in war material, and 
now where is it? Where has it gone? All 
of it has gone in addition to all we have given 
them, and we are denied the right even to ask 
a question by the economical gentlemen on 
the other side of the House. We must insist 
on our right to know or refuse to tax the peo- 
ple farther to furnish supplies. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know what has 
transpired to-day to justify the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Brcx] in. charging that either 
myself or any other gentleman on this side of 
the House has denied him the right or oppor- 
tunity to know what has been the expenditure 
of the War Department. It is true that the 
gentleman offered to-daya very long resolution, 
which, under the rules of this House, must lay 
over for one day at least, until we can have 
an opportunity to see what it is. When it was 
read at the Clerk’s desk I objected to it, be- 
cause I did not exactly understand the full 
scope of it. As it purported to go back for six 
or seven years, it occurred to me that it was 
worth while for us to wait until to-niorrow 
for the purpose of seeing just what it was that 
my friend from Kentucky desired. For that 
purpose, and that purpose only, I objected to 
the consideration of the resolution to-day. 
Afterward I withdrew my objection, 

Mr. BECK. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman can go to 
the country on the question of the sincerity 
of his desire for information, when he and 
those who followed him look into the Globe 
of to-morrow and see that he refused to have 
his resolution referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations for examination. 

Mr. BECK. I have tried that committee 
for three consecutive years, and they have not 
sought to obtain and furnish this information. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman served with 
great fidelity during the last session of Con- 
gress on the Committee on Appropriations, 
and never found the slightest obstacle in that 
committee or in the House to obtaining any 
information that hé desired, or any informa- 
tion that he anywhere gave the slightest inti- 
mation whatever of desiring to obtain in regard 
to the expenditures of this Government. And 
nobody on this side of the House has manifested 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Beck, ] 
or to any other gentleman on that side of the 
House, the slightest indisposition to answer 
fully and fairly every honest and just inquiry 
into the expenditures of this Government. The 
gentleman from Kentucky knows very well that 
he will find us on this side of the House going 
hand in hand with him anywhere and every- 
where, and to any and every extent, in exam- 
ining into the expenditures of this Government. 
He cannot indicate any time when he has been 
interrupted or hindered in any such examina- 
tion by anybody on this side of this House. But 
because the gentleman could not have his reso- 
lution at once adopted. by the House, his zeal 
for information and knowledge subsided’ at 
once, and he would not have his resolution 
referred to the proper committee for examina- 
The 
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country will understand how much there was 
of real anxiety to ascertain tbe actual expendi- 
tures of the Government, instead of a wish to 
make a show to the country for some parpose. 

In reference to this particular item, it seems 
to me that the gentleman could have under- 
stood what became of this $8,000,000. The 
gentleman knows that there was a large 
amount of arms sold by the War Department, 
realizing between e'ght and ten million dol- 
lars. That amount stood on the one side to 
the credit of the War Department, and when 
it was paid over into the Treasury it was 
charged against the War Department. There- 
fore, on the’ one side it went into the account 
of expenditures, while on the other side it 
stood to the creditof the War Department. It 
was the amount received for arms sold, and 
stood to the credit of the War Department 
because the War Department had sold the 
arms. On the other side, when it was paid 
into the Treasury it was charged to the War 
Department. But it entered into none of the 
current expenditures of the War Department, 

nota dollar of it. 

The gentleman knows that on yesterday, 
without a dissenting voice, this House passed 
a resolution instruciing the Committee on Ex- 
penditures of the War Department to inquire 
into all this matter concerning the sale of 
arms by that Department. Nobody on this 
side of the House objected to that resolution ; 
nobody on tbis side of the House has ever ob- 
jected to such a resolution. It was introduced 
by a gentleman on this side of the House, 
[Mr. Lyxcu,] and passed without a dissent- 
ing voice. Where, then, is the ground for my 
friend rrom Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] with all his 
apparent zeal for a disclosure of the expendi- 
tures of the War Department, to say that any 
man on this side of the House desires to cover 
up one penny of that expenditure? Let him 
put his finger on anything that will afford him 
or auy man any ground of suspicion for saying. 
upon his responsibility here in this House, that 


there is any objection on the part of any gen- | 


tleman ou this side of the House to any invest- 
igation into this matter. 

[Here the hammer tell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
on the pending amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I move pro 
frma to increase this item of appropriation 
$25,000, for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole to the 
topic of debate, and to say that I think it is 
unforiunate that the gentleman has moved his 
amendment to the clause now pending. A 
simple explanation is all Lam going to make, 
because Ido not intend to be drawn aside from 
the consideration of this bill. by any political 
discussion. Here is a clause appropriating 
$90,000 to pay the mileage of officers travel- 
ingunderorders. Until the 1st day of August, 
1870, the quartermaster's department paid all 
these mileage accounts. By the law of August 
1, 1870, the whole business of paying mileage 
and commutation was turned over to the pay 
department. In this new business the pay 
department, not having experience enough to 
know how much money would be required 
during the year, made its estimates modestly. 
Tn a letter from the Paymaster General, which 
I hold in my hand, it is explained that the 
estimates were too small, and that according 
to four months’ experience during the present 
fiscal year $90,000 would be needed as a defi- 
ciency appropriation. I submit this letter as 
a part of my remarks: . $ 

PaYMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Var DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, December 11, 1871. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith an 
estimate of additional appropriation for mileage 
required by this Department for the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872. 

There is no balance in the Treasury to credit of 
the original appropriation, and balances on account 
thereof in the handsof paymasters ure insufficient 
to meet the estimated demands of the unexpired 
Portion of the period named. 

The deficiency of $90,000 in this appropriation is 


| 


explained by the fact that the payment of vouchers 
for mileage first devolved upon this department 
August 1, 1870, and its first estimate of an appro- 
priation therefor (being that of the current fiscal 
year) was made in October, 1870, before it had ac- 
quired any experience of the wants of the service in 
this regard, 2 A i 
The estimate of this deficiency is based upon the 
actual expendituresof the first four monthsof the 
current fiscal year, a period marked by no unusual 
circumstance calculated to swell those expenditures 
beyond the ordinary. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
_ CHARLES T. LARNED, 
Acting Paymaster General, U.S.A. 


The Hon. SECRETARY or War. 


Mr. BECK. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment. In response to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] I will say that! did object this morn- 
ing to the reference of my resolution to the 
Committee on Appropriations, or any other 
committee, because there was no propriety in 
its being so referred and there stifled, as it 
wouldbe. I offered itasa Representative hav- 
ing a right to know the facts. Ten days ago 
I offered a similar resolution with reference to 
the Navy Department, and after some trouble 
got it through because we on this side of the 
House had determined that we would have 
that information or the naval appropriation 
bill should never pass. When I offered my 
resolution to-day every gentleman on the 
floor understood its purpose and effect; that 
it was designed to ascertain the facts relative 
not only to the sales of arms to the French 
Government, but all sales of arms, and other 
military stores which have been sold in years 
gone by. I say again that I have endeavored 
time and again to get that information, and 
difficulties have always been interposed on the 
other side of the House. ‘The littleeffort that 
was wade yesterday to inquire into the sales 
of armsto the French Government covered only 
some eight million dollars, not a tithe of the 
amounts which have been sold by that Depart- 
ment. No objection was made to that resolu- 
tion on this side of the House because it came 
from a gentleman on thatside. It was offered 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Lyxcu,] 
and no gentleman on thisside objected. Yes- 
terday in the hurry of business it was impos- 
sible for me to get the floor to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, although I endeavored all day 
to do so. The Speaker would have given it to 
me, I know, if he could have done so; bat 
there were so many ahead of me that it was 
impossible. Hence I was obliged to offer the 
resolution to-day, when its adoption could 
be prevented by a single objection. But I 
give notice that to-morrow, betore we go into 
Committee of the Whole, I will again offer 
the resolution if the Speaker will recog- 
nize me, and I believe he will if he has a 
chance, and if it is objected to, I will make 
whatever objection I can to the passage of this 
bill. Gentlemen can read the resolution in 
the Globe to-morrow morning, and they will 
see that it does not contain a line nor a word 
reflecting upon anybody. It simply calls for 
information which every member of this House 
ought to have. It is such information as no 
Secretary of War ought to object to communi- 
cating—information which is necessary to 
enable us to legislate intelligently. Iam not 
making charges against the present Secretary. 
I have never done so, I want to know the 
facts, and [intend to know them if I have the 
power to do so. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] is mistaken when he says that the 
$8,000,000 referred to in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was covered into the 
Treasury. There is all the difference in the 
world between the phrase ‘‘repaid into the 
Treasury, and the phrase ‘‘covered into 
the Treasury.’’ Money is ‘‘repaid into the | 
Treasury ’’ when a sale is made. Itis put into 
the Treasury, and the Treasurer holds it as 
the agent for the Department, subject to be 


drawn out upon drafts of the officers depositing 
it, When money is “ covered into the Treas- í 


ury,’’ it is beyond the control of these officers. 
Hence, the language of the law of 1870 requir- 
ing all unexpended balances to be “covered 
into the Treusury,’’ so that they should not be 
paid out upon the draft of anybody without 
an appropriation by Congress. Prior to the 
passage of that uct all unexpended balances 
remained in the Treasury, subject to the draft 
of the officer depositing them. In framing my 
resolution | have, in the first place, called upon 
the Secretary of War to report to us the prop- 
erty that has been sold ; and I havealso called 
upon the Treasurer to inform us what moueys 
had been paid in, what drawn out, and by 
whom, so that one statement should be a check 
upon the other, and that neither officer should 
make a false or incorrect statement of the facta 
without the check which the statement of the 
other would furnish. I know that the sales 
by the War Department have been very large 
in the last six years, and I know that it is all 
spent in addition to all the sums appropriated, 
and as the money comes out of the pockets of 
the people, I insist upon their right to kuow 
how, when, and by whom it has been spent. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say just one word 
more, which will be a sufficient answer to the 
whole of the gentleman’s statement in regard 
to the alleged unwillingness displayed here to 
have an inquiry made. In the early part of 
this session, I think within two weeks of the 
beginning of this session, on my own motion, 
I introduced a resolution instructing all these 
committees, the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department, the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department, the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post Oltice 
Department, and the Committee on Expeudi- 
tures in the Interior Department, one aud all 
of them—after the resolution that had been 
introduced by the gentieman from Maine [Mr. 
Lyncu] in reference to the Treasury D: part- 
ment—to examine into all the accoun s of 
those Departments, and all their vouchers and 
expenditures, and report to this House. ‘J here 
is no foundation whatever for any charge from 
any quarter of any reluciance to make these 
investigations, 

Mr. LYNCH. If the gentleman will allow 
me I will state that these committees are now 
making those very investigations. 

Mr. DAWES. Itseemsto methat my friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] in view of tins 
fact, acts in an extraordinary manner when 
he announces that no more appropriation bills 
are to be passed here with his assent, or that 
of the gentlemen on his side of the House, 
until his particular resolution has passed the 
House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire toask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] a ques- 
tion. Whynot allow the Secretary of Warto 
answer these inquiries? Why not aliow the 
House to propound questions which he cau 
answer directly, without waiting for the investi- 
gation of a committee into the affairs of his 
Department? 

Mr. DAWES. Why not? Who objects? 

Mr. MORGAN. Objection is always made 
on the gentleman's side of the House. ‘he 
gentleman asks who objects? The gentleman 
himself objected ; and when he withdrew his 
objection another gentleman on his side of the 
House put in an objection, And this thing 
has been done habitually. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, in order that 
we may not be exposed to the charge that we 
do not want investigation, is it necessary that 
we should be willing at once to put thiough 
any resolution that may be offered?- But Í 
say let the gentleman bring forward any well- 
grounded charge and demand any inquiry 
which he deems it necessary 10 make tn sup- 
port of that charge, and then let him see who 
will oppose it. - a 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The object of the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Brox] was to ascertain truth, We do not 
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stand here, or at least I do not. stand- here, 
` making a charge.. I only demand that the 
resolution for investigation shall pass the 
House and be answered by the head of the 
Department. If there is nothing to conceal, 
nothing is to be feared. But the House has a 
right to demand, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Becx] has a right to demand, I 
have ‘a right to demand, and the country 
expects us to demand that there shall be 
no attempt on the part of the House to con- 
ceal the knowledge of these affairs from the 
country. . y 

Mr. DAWES. The demand: this morning 
was that all business should be suspended, 
and that the Executive Departments of the 
Government should go back seven years to 
1865 and produce here, at whatever cost to all 
other business, a copy of all their books before 
any appropriation shall be voted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate be now closed. 

Mr. BECK. I withdraw my amendment 
and move to strike out the paragraph. Imake 
that motion merely to say that I believe the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lyncn]—and I 
request the gentleman’s attention—was mis- 
taken when he stated that committees of this 
House were now investigating the question of 
what sales of property had been made by. the 
Departments during the last six years, in order 
that they might report the results of their 
investigation to the House. I ask the gentle- 
man if they are now doing that? 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The gentleman is mistaken 
in regard to the statement I made. The state- 
ment I made was in response to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawrs,] who 
stated that he introduced a resolution ordering 
certain investigations to be made. I did not 
state what the particular investigations were, 
but in response to the gentleman I stated that 
committees were making those investigations 
which were ordered upon the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, my object was 
to correct the impression that J knew would go 
before the House and the country from the 
statement made by the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Lyxcu,] that the inquiries which I was 
now asking to be made were being made by 
committees of this House. I knew that that 
was not the fact, and that the impression the 

_ country would receiye from the statement of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lesca] would 
not be the correct one. . 

I am making nocharges. I wish the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] to under- 
stand that I want to get at the facts, and if it 
turns out from the facts that everything has 
been conducted fairly, I shall be glad to hear it. 

I have sustained all necessary appropria- 
tions, as the gentleman well knows, as freely 
as any;member on the floor, and I intend to 
do so in the future; but I want to know what 
has been done with the money of the people 
and with the proceeds of the sale of the peo- 
ple’s property. Iwant to know why there are 
deficiencies in this branch. of the service. I 
know that last spring, when the President and 
the Post Office Department compelled a stop- 
page of the mails for over a month. between 
Louisville and Lexington, two of the most 
important cities in my State, the War Depart- 
ment sent squads of soldiers all over my dis- 
trict, beeause, they said, the Ku Klux had 
interfered with the United States mail agent; 
and I remember the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Saaxks] made a speech occupying nearly 
three whole pages in the, Globe, nine columns, 
in: trying to prove that fact, and the President 
sent in hig a message on that subject, 
asserting the fact that the mails were insecure. 
Now, sir, it turns out that Simeon Cook, of 
Bagdad, Shelby county, Kentucky, a Repub- 
Hean, who voted for Grant at the last elec- 
tion, has surrendered himself to the Federal 
authorities at Louisville as the man who com- 


mitted the assault on the negro mail agent, ii records from his own State, charging the very 
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‘laid before the House simply the statement 


and has been admitted to bail in the sum of 
$1,500. Sir, that is all the excuse there was 
for stopping the mail between two of the most 
important citiesin my State, and it was known 
here at the time all the clamor was raised that 
a Republican who voted for Grant attempted 
to strike a mail agent because of a private 
grudge he had againsthim. ror this the mails 
were stopped for nearly two months and all 
sorts of false reports were circulated for polit- 
ical effect. My district swarmed with Fed- 
eral soldiers, and the President sent a message 
to Congress intimating that the State of Ken- 
tucky ought to be put under martial law, when 
any reasonable amount of prudence would have 
developed the true state of the case. I stated 
it then, and was merely hooted at.. 

Now, I want to know how much of this 
deficiency is to be expended in paying the 
expenses of the men who were sent into my 
State. I can show from the report of the 
Committee on the Insurrectionary States 
that men were arrested by United States sol- 
diers in North Carolina, under the lead of a 
man by the name of Howle, because a few 
citizens undertook to break up a house kept 
by certain vile strumpets who were the special 
friends of this feliow Howle. Iwantto know, 
before I vote to supply this deficiency, whether 
it is to pay for this service or what it is for. If 
you will turn to the testimony of Mr. Whitby, 
chief of the secret service, in the report, you 
will see that he says that $10,000 were spent 
under the orders of the Attorney General in 
hunting up Ku Klux cases with United States 
soldiers at his back. Sir, when a deficiency 
for the Army comes in here I want to know 
what it is for; and if it is for such purposes as 
Ihave indicated, I intend to resist payment to 
the extent of my ability. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I am sorry to see that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Brcx] is disposed to lash up the 
party tiger on this matter of appropriation. 
He first started out with the objection that we 
did not allow a sufficient investigation, and on 
the expression of our purpose to allow an in- 
vestigation, all at once another reason is dis- 
covered, that the terrible Ku Klux is involved 
in this matter. He wants the whole field gone 
over, the vast report of the Ku Klux commit- 
tee discussed, before we act upon the question 
of paying mileage to the officers traveling upon į 
the public service. . 

Sir, I hope we shall proceed with the defi- 
ciency bill, and if the sad day must come 
when we must go into a fight on general pol- 
ities, there is plenty of material here to scratch 
out eyes and bloody noses, as is being done in 
some other places in the United States, and in 
this city. But I did hope the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States would follow 
the sensible and peaceable business of doing 
the business of the country. 

Before asking that the debate.be closed I 
will yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Saanxs.] 

Mr. SHANKS. I will simply say that in 
the remarks I made to the House I quoted a 
portion of the message of the Governor of the 
State of Kentucky, the charge made by the 
jury of the court before whom the case came, 
and the certificate of the officers who managed 
the read, in a public advertisement, who stated 
they could not run the road in safety. They 
called on the United States authorities to pro- 
tect them. The gentleman now reads from 
some newspaper, I do not know what itis. I 
quoted the official authorities of Kentucky, and 


what the officers of the gentleman’s own State 
said. TI laid before the United States Congress 
simply what was said by the officers of his own 
State. What he may say now in defense of 
the Ku Klux isa matter of little importance 
tome. But itis important that I should say 


to this House that I placed before it official 


{ 


$ 


| offenses to which I referred, records from the 


court where the judge charged the grand jury 
to make the investigation into those very 
offenses. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. BECK. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope not. 

Mr. BECK. Tintend to test the power of 
the House in this matter. 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well; let us test it now. 

The question was taken on the motion that 
the committee rise; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 59, noes 81. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Beck, to strike out the pending para- 


graph. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the last word of the paragraph. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I hope 
the gentleman will speak to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point having been . 
made, the gentleman must confine himself to 
his amendment, - 

Mr. COBURN. I will withdraw that amend- 
ment, and move to incréase the appropriation 
$5,000. I desire to say but a few words, and 
do not see why gentlemen who are speaking 
here from week to week and from month to 
month should object to my occupying a little 
time, but a minute or two, where they occupy 
days. If the debate is going on in that style, 
I want to know it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, and others. Go 


on, go on. 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] has seen fit to say some- 
thing about the evidence that has been taken 
concerning the Ku Klux by a committee of 
Congress. It has perhaps been my: misfortune 
that I have been connected with the taking of 
that evidence. And in alluding to that evi- 
dence he mentioned the fact that a gentleman 
by the name of Howle, a witness before the 
committee, has been authorized by the United 
States Government to travel all over the South, 
orall over North Carolina, and arrest persons. 
He has stated in connection with the fact that 
this man Howle was authorized to do these 
things that he had been assailed by the Ku 
Klux because he was at the head of a house 
of ill-fame, or something of that sort. 

Now, let me say this in relation to this wit- 
ness Howle: first, he testified to the interest- 
ing fact that he was a connection of General 
Lee and of Mr. Custis, and through them, I 
believe, of George Washington; that he had 
been arebel soldier fighting on that side through 
the entire war. Mr. Howle was a railroad con- 
tractor last year in the State of North Caro- 
lina. He had taken his hands and tools there 
and was at work, and was driven away because 
he was a Republican. While his work was in 
progress he went to Raleigh and attended a 
Republican convention, and delivered aspeech, 
and because he, as amember of the Republican 
party, took an interest as a partisan in that be- 
nighted portion of North Carolina, he was visited 
by a band of disguised and armed men, and 
driven away from his work and from his prop- 
erty. There may have been some assemblage 
of persons at a house of ill-fame, such as has 
been mentioned by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. Butthe substantial part of Mr. Howle’s 
testimony, and of the testimony of the gentle- 
man who was his partner, and who testified in 
connection with him as to this matter, was to 
the effect that he was driven away from North 
Carolina because he wasa Republican. These 
gentlemen were there in good faith construct- 
ing a railroad, and on the night the Ku Klux 
came were at their own shanties, and fled and 
concealed themselves in the woods near by 
until their murderous persecutors had gone 
away. No witness contradicts this, no other 
witness was present with them who testified. 
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Now, if the gentleman wants to go into facts 
of that kind, he can do so just as soon as he 
pleases. There are horrors enough. These men 
who are around arresting Ku Klux in North 
Carolina and in other parts of the South have 
done a pretty good work, have earned their 
money and deserve their pay. The guilty have 
confessed in great numbers. Tam astonished 
that gentlemen here should object to the arrest 
of criminals of the foulest, darkest, and most 
cowardly character; that a single voice should 
be lifted up in the Congress of the United 
States in objection to the seizure and punish- 
ment of that class of men, especially coming 
from a gentleman who has exhibited the traits 
heretofore exhibited by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Cozury.] I do not intend to go into this Ku 
Klux investigation; perhaps I was wrong in 
alluding to Howle in what I said before. 1 
said there were deficiencies, and that perhaps 
some of them were caused by such proceed- 
ings as that of Howle, and also the proceed- 
ings in regard to the mail route in my State. 

i want to say in reply to my colleague upon 
the Ku Klux committee, [Mr. Conury,] as I 
have mentioned the case, that if gentlemen 
will turn to page 498 of the report of that com- 
mittee, they will see that while that man Howle 
did swear that he was maltreated because he 
was a Republican, an old gentleman from 
North Carolina by the name of Elias Bryan, 
who wasa Republican, vouched for by Senator 
Pool, introduced as a witness by the majority, 
and known to be a man of respectability, came 
before the committee and swore that Howle 
was utterly unworthy of belief; that his gen- 
eral character was bad, and that the only dis- 
turbance in that neighborhood in which Howle 
was concerned was because Howle and a set 
of infamous women, together with a lot of 
worthless negroes, had tried to take a little 
girl, the daughter of one of these white strum- 
pets, a child only fifteen years of age, from a 
man to whom she was bound, for the purpose of 
placing her in a den of infamyto become the 
victim of the lust of Howle and his brutal asso- 
ciates, ‘The little girlrefused togo. She was 
hired to a man named Wicker, who refused to 
give her up. The girl’s mother and this fellow 
tlowle wanted to take her to that disreputable 
house. The old man, Bryan, the witness to 
whom I have referred, said that when he last 
saw that man Howlehe was with these infamous 
women, and he had a squad of soldiers under 
his command, their purposes being to over- 
come all efforts for the protection of this girl. 
There was no Ku Klux connected with the 
matter. It was simply an indignant. com- 
munity, who had risen to protect a poor, de- 
fenseless girl, whom that infamous scoundrel 
with his equally infamous associates sought to 
consign to a life of infamy in their infamous 
den. This is the testimony of Elias Bryan, a 
respectable old man of North Carolina. Turn 
to page 500 of that report, and all the facts 
I stated will be made apparent; and yet the 

entleman from Indiana stands up to defend 
Towle. j 

I would not. make an appropriation for the 
War Department if I supposed the money was | 
to be used to pay the captain and his men į 
who thus prostituted their offices (though per- 
haps under the command of their superiors) | 
to work up cases like that. I would not coun- ; 
tenance any such infamous business even if it 
did spoil the cry of ‘‘Ku Klux!’ The only 
Ku Klux in that case were just the kind of | 
Ku Klax that always rise up in every well- 
ordered community to put down outrages of 
that kind. By the testimony of one of your 
own men, Elias Bryan, it is shown that that 
transaction was one of the most infamous ever 
enacted anywhere. I would pull the epaulets 
from the shoulders of the officers who sus- 
tained such enormities instead of passing 
deficiency bills to compensate them. 


Mr. COBURN. Did not the partner of 
Howle testify that a party of disguised men 
visited them, made threats, and fired off guns, 
in consequence of which they left? 

Mr. BECK. Howle and be were partners 
in the whole infamous transaction; and that 
old man Bryan, whom the gentleman [Mr. 
Coxzuryx] saw, and knows to bea man of char- 
acter, testified to the infamy of the whole 
transaction, to the falsehood of all their state- 
ments, and to the prostitution of the Army of 
the United States in connection with that 
affair. He testified that he saw Howle, with 
his strumpets and a squad of soldiers, drag- 
ging the men who interfered with him to jail, 
and that he was so well satisfied of the inno- 
cence of the parties arrested that he went bail 
for them himself, and took them out of jail at 
Raleigh. That is only a specimen of your 
Ku Klux outrages, so called. 

Mr. DICKEY. I rise toa point of order 
that all this Ku Klux talk bas nothing to do 
with the deficiency bill, [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed on 
the pending amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. Breck to strike out 
the paragraph was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Quartermaster’s department: 

For regular supplies, consisting of fuel for offi- 
cers, onlisted men, guards, hospitals, storehouses and 
offices, and for forage in kind for the horses, mules, 
and oxen of the quartermaster’s department at the 
several posts and stations, and with tho armicsin tho 
field, for the horses of the several regiments of cav- 
alry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies 
of infantry as may be mounted, and for the author- 
ized number of officers’ horses when serving in the 
field and at the outposts, including bedding for the 
animals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding; and of sta- 
tionery, including blank-books for the quartermas- 
ter’s department, certificates for discharged soldiers, 
blank forms for the pay and quartermaster’s depart- 
ments, and for printing of division and department 
orders and reports, 0, 0¢ 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having taken the chair, Mr. SCOFIELD 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1872, and for former years, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


I move that 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when theSpeaker signed 
the same: 

An act (S. No. 884) extending the time for 
the completion of the Green Bay and Stur- 
geon Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal, in 
the State of Wisconsin. i 

And then, on motion of Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, the House (at four o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. ADAMS: The petition of John W. 
Poor, of Garrard county, Kentucky, for modi: 
fication of special tax imposed on distillers. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of New York: The peti- 
tion of the Delahame Woolen Company, of 
Braxton, Massachusetts, and others, asking for 
a reduction of the tariff on woolen goods. . 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of H. W. 
Van Buren, William Kirkpatrick, William S. 
Rogers, and 317 others, citizens of Onondaga 
county, New York, protesting against the re- 
duction of the duties upon foreign salt, and 
setting forth that the manufacturers of salt in 


the United States during the last ten years have 
furnished an article equal to the best in the 
world, and at more uniform and reasonable 
prices than would have ruled had we been 


| depondent upon foreign supplies. 


Also, the petition of J. I. Bradley, Herman 
Ackerman, Theodore Dissell, and 219 others, 
citizens of Onondagacounty, New York, (many 
of them being dairymen,) setting forth that they 
are deeply interested in securing pure dairy 
salt at reasonable prices, and they protest 
against the reduction of the duties upon for- 
eign salt, which would tend to diminish its 
production in this country. 

By Mr. FORKER: The petition of L. C. 
Reeve and 48 others, citizens of New Jersey, 
late soldiers in the Union Army, praying the 
passage of an act to equalize all bounties to 
soldiers of 1861, so as to give $8 384 per 
month; also a land warrant of one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to every soldier of 1861, . 
and where the soldier is dead, then to his 
widow or children, &c. . 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Syra- 
cuse, New York, asking that such diserim- 
inating duties be levied on allimported articles 
as will render substantial protection to labor. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: The petition of Captain 
Valentine Phipp and 72 others, citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, and late officers and soldiers of the 
Army of the United States, asking Congress 
to pass an act giving to all soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who enlisted in the service of the 
United States for the suppression of the late 
rebellion, and who have an honorable dis- 
charge, and to the heirs of those that are de- 
ceased, $8 334 per month for the entire time 
served, deducting all Government bounty here- 
tofore paid; this as a matter of justice, not 
only to the soldiers who served three years, 
but to the soldiers who enlisted during the first 
years of the rebellion and were discharged by 
reason of disability caused by hardship and 
exposure incidental to camp life before serv- 
ing two years, and who never received a dollar 
of bounty under any act of Congress hereto- 
fore passed; also, to so amend the twenty- 
fifth section of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
as to allow soldiers or sailors to enter the 
amount of land therein allowed, or such 
amount as may be thought proper, without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation. 

By Mr. HALSEY: The petition of the 
Board of Trade of Newark, New Jersey, ask- 
ing the repeal of the duty on lumber. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade of 
Newark, New Jersey, asking the repeal of the 
income tax. 

Also, the petition of Alfred E. Gregory, 
publisher Palisade News, Hudson county, 
New Jersey, asking that section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the codified postal laws be so 
amended that persons known as regular pub- 
lishers and dealers in néwspapers may receive 
by mail newspapers printed on one side at the 
same rate pro rata as regular subscribers to 
publications weighing four ounces, 

By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of H. 
L. Pelouze & Co., H. L. Hartshorn, and J. H. 
Mills, type-founders in the city of Washington, 
District of Columbia, against any change in 
the tariff laws abating the duties on printing 
types, now successfully produced in Ameri- 
can founderies, and praying a repeal of all 
duties on the raw materials used in the pro- 
duction of type, namely, tin, antimony, and 
type-metal, so that home industries may be 
fostered and defended. ae 

Also, the remonstrance of Collins & Me- 
Leester, type-founders, and 38 others, workers 
in their establishment in the eity of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, against any change in the 
tariff laws abating the duties on printing types, 
now successfully produced in American found- 
eries, and praying a repeal of all duties on 
the raw materials used in the production of 
type, namely, tin; antimony, and type: metals, 
so that home industries may be fostered and 
defended. 
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Also, the remonstrance of John R. Rogers, 
type founder, and 94 others, workers in his es- 
tablishment-in the city of Boston, Massacha- 
setts, against any change in the tariff laws 
abating the duties on printing types now suc- 
cessfully produced in American founderies, 
‘and praying a repeal of all duties on the raw 
Materiais used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so that 
home industries may be fostered and defended. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Noah 
Porter, president of Yale College, and others, 
for the payment of the French spoliation 
claims. T 

Also, the petition of Rev. William Patton, 
for the extension of copyright. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of 
655 workers in the anthracite coal mines of 
Pennsylvania, praying that the duty on bitu- 
minous coal may not be taken off or reduced. 

Also, the petition of J. S. Keller and num- 
erous others, citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that the laws regulating the distillation 
of whisky may be made more fair and equal 
in their operation. 

By Mr. McCORMICK,. of Missouris The 
petition of Silas Kenady and 196 others, citi- 
zens of Missouri, protesting against the fur- 
ther extension of the patent for the Haines 
Mnois harvester. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petitions of G. 

_ F. Brigham, publisher of the Sharon Gazette, 
Sharon, Walworth county, Wisconsin; of 
Spence & Gaynor, publishers of the Wauke- 
shu County Democrat, Waukesha, Wisconsin ; 
of William D. Merrell, publisher of the Prairie 
du Chien Courier, Prarie du Chien, Wiscon- 
fin; and of Leib Apple, publisher of the 
Guthrie Vedette, Guthrie county, Iowa, pray- 
ing an amendment of the postal laws. 

Also, the remonstrance of J. A. Hoonan, 
type-founder, and 85 others, workers in his 
establishment in the city of Milwaukee, Wis- 
cousin, against any change in the tariff Jaws 
abating the duties on printing types, now suc- 
cessfully produced in American founderies, 
and praying a repeal of all duties on the raw 
materials used in the production of type, 
namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, so that 
home industries may be fostered and defended. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of citizens 
ae in favor of a life-boat station at Point 
Judith. 

By Mr. SARGENT: The petition of citi- 
zens of San Francisco, praying that the notes 
of United States gold banks be receivable for 
all Government dues. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: The memorial of oil- 
cloth manufacturers. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of F. M. Richardson, of Fulton county, Geor- 
gia, asking the removal of his political dis- 
abilities. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Charles 
D. Warren, of Meigs county, Ohio, praying 
arrears of pension. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The remonstrance 
of Allison, Smith & Johnson, type founders, 
and 88 others, workers in their establishment 
in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, against any 
change in the tariff laws abating the duties 
on printing types, now successfully produced 
in American founderies, and praying a repeal 
of all duties on the raw materials used in the 
production of type, namely, tin, antimony, 
and type-metal, so that home industries may 
be fostered and defended. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: 
The remonstrance of B. L. Christman, George 
G. Caldwell, George Ehrenzeller, and others, 
against a change in the existing tariff laws. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: The petition of Sam- 
uel Hart, father of Samuel D. Hart, company 
F, forty-third New York volunteers, for arrears 
of pension. 

By Mr. WILLTAMS, of New York: The 
remonsirance of Nathan Lyman, type-founder, 
and 26 others, workers in his establishment in 
the city of Buffalo, New York, against any 
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change in the tariff laws abating the duties on 
printing types, now successfully produced in 
American founderies, and praying a repeal 
of all duties on the raw materials used in the 
production of type, namely, tin, antimony, 
and type-metals, so that home industries may 
be fostered and defended. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1872. 


- Prayer by Rev. C. Apams, D. D., of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

‘he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills yesterday received from 
the House of Representatives were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1021) for the relief of 
preémption settlers in the State of Califor- 
nia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1761) extending the time 
for the completion of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior ship-canal. 

The bill(H. R. No. 48) to settle and quiet the 
titles to land along the boundary line between 
the States of Georgia and Florida was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. fe 

Lhe following bills were read twice by their 
titles and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1760) explanatory of the 
internal revenue act of June 80, 1864, amended 
by the act of July 18, 1866, in relation to sirups, 
jellies, mustards, sauces, and canned and pre- 
served fruits, vegetables, and meats, enumer- 
ated and taxed in schedule C of said acts and 
acts amendatory thereof; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1762) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to allow the printing 
and impressions of currency notes ana bonds, 
&c., for the use of Heath & Co.’s Counterfeit 
Detector. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to add the German 
language in the United States Military Acad- 
emy at West Point was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


SHREVEPORT A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 550) to consti- 
tute Shreveport, in the State of Louisiana, a 
port of delivery. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives was to strike out all after the words ‘‘New 
Orleans,” in line five, and insert ‘‘and there 
shall be appointed a deputy collector of cus- 
toms to reside at said port, who shall receive 
a salary to be determined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, not exceeding $1,500 per 
annum.’’ 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I am requested to pre- 
senta petition signed very largely by merchants 
of the city of Philadelphia, dealers in tea and 
coffee, who ask that the Senate Committee on 
Finance may speedily decide upon the bill 
passed the other day by the House of Repre- 
sentatives in relation to the duties on those 
articles. They say that the trade is suffering 
great losses in consequence of the inaction of 
the Senate on that subject. The petition states 
that there are about ten million dollars’ worth 
of these articles now in the hands of dealers, 
which are entirely deprived of sale in conse- 
quence of the impression that there may be a 
change in the duties. These merchants do not 
care whether the duties be continued or taken 


off, but they desire that there may be speedy 
| and immediate action on the subject. Imoye 


the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

The motion was agreed to. af , 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of eiti- 
zens of Minnesota, praying for the estabiish- 
ment of a mail route between Le Mars. lowa, 
and Washington, Minnesota, via Orange City ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Iowa, praying for the establishment of a mail 
route between Le Mars, Iowa, and Washing- 
ton, Minnesota, via Orange City and other 
points; which was referred to the Committes 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. FLANAGAN presented the petition of 
Samuel Gordon Swan, of Rusk county, Texas, 
praying for the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I present numerous peti- 
tions from various parts of the United States, 
the signatures to which number in tlhe aggre- 
gate ten thousand four hundred and seven, 
transmitted from the city of Boston, asking 
Congress to preserve inviolate the great guar- 
antees of religious liberty, and protesting 
against an amendment to the Constitution 
establishing religious tests. I move the ref- 
erence of these various petitions to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER. I present the memorial 
of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Huntsville, Alabama, rep- 
resenting that during very severe weatber in 
December, 1868, a detachment of soldiers of 
the United States Army, quite a nuniber of 
whom were sick, were quartered in the base- 
ment room of the church, and that while it 
was so occupied by them, on the 6th day of 
January, 1864, the building was accidentally 
set on fire by the fires then used in the base- 
ment story, and was entirely consumed. These 
trustees ask compensation from the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the destruction 
of their property. I move that the memorial 
and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented the 
petition of John M. McFarland and others, 
late soldiers of the United States Army, and 
citizens of Maine, asking Congress to pass an 
act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
and to the heirs of those who are deceased. 
$8 834 per month for the entire time served, 
deducting therefrom all Government boun- 
ties heretofore received by them; which waa 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I also present 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Maine, and ask that they be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Resolves relating to the fishing interests of the State 
of Maine. 


Whereas the effect of the treaty of Washington 
promises to be disastrous to the fishing interests of 

aine: Therefore, 7 
` Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be in- 
structed, and our Representatives requested, to use 
their influence to provide relief and indemnity to 
said interests by a bounty on fish, or on tonnage, or 
such other form as may best protect those interests. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to for- 
ward a copy of these resolves to our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 


The resolutions were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of A ppalachicola, Florida, in favor of the 
removal of the political disabilities of S. S. 
Alderman of that city; which was referred to 
the select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I presenta joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of California in favor 
of the establishment of a tri-weekly mail from 
Cache Creek, in Yolo county, to Capay, in the 
same county. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
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Mr. COLE. I suggest to my colleague that 
that should go to the Post Office Department, 
probably, if it is in relation to a route already 
established. 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. | I judge it is a new route 
that is asked for. 

The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. COLE. I ask leave to present a peti- 
tion signed by several thousand of the people 
of San Francisco, which, as it is very short, I 
will ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 


We the undersigned, citizens and tax-payers of 
the city and county of San Francisco, State of Cali- 
fornia, respectfully represont— 

First. That the so-called “Presidio reservation,” 
now belonging to and in the possession of the United 
States, consists of over two and one half square 
miles of land, and is situated on the immediate 
northwest side of the city of San Francisco, com- 
mencing near the intersection of Bakerstreet with 
the bay, and running thence along the shore line 
ofthe bay to the Golden Gate, or entrance to the 


harbor; that this reservation contains the only ex- || p i 
‘| for the benefit of the United States as well as 


tensive body of arable land near the city of San 
Francisco, and on that peninsula, suitable fora park; 
that the soil of thisland is generally good, and is well 
watered with springs; that it mostly faces to the east 
and south, and is in full view of the bay and city 
of San Francisco; that all the shipping, either en- 
tering into or going out of port passes within less 
than one mile of this beautiful slope; that these 
lands are now chiefly used for a cow pasture, and 
are wholly uncultivated and unadorned, with not 
one tree or flower planted therein for ornamentation. 

Second. That if these lands, or a large portion of 
them, were dedicated fora publie park, and laid out, 
planted: and cultivated as such, its location on the 

ay and nearness to the city of San Francisco would 
maker ono of the most attractive spots on the con- 

inent. 
Third. That at no time since San Francisco was 
acity has the General Government used but a very 
small portion of this reservation for military or other 
purposes, except for pasture. 

Fourth. That our city government and the Legis- 
lature of the State have each respectively memo- 
rialized your honorable bodies, requesting that these 
lands be dedicated for the purpose of a public 


park. 

Fifth, We therefore most earnestly request that 
the so-called “Presidio reservation” be leased by 
the United States Government to the city of San 


Francisco, in trust only, for the above purpose, 


Mr. COLE. I will state that this petition 
is signed by every banker of that city; by those 
in control of all the insurance companies; by 
‘most of the merchants, founderymen, and lam- 
ber dealers, besides a great many others en- 
gaged in various branches of business in that 
city; and the person who sends the petition 
writes me that it would be an easy matter to 
obtain the signature of every tax-payer in the 
city for this beneficent object. I hope the 
Senate will permit me to call up the bill re- 
lating to this subject, which has already been 
twice before the Senate, and have it consid- 
ered within a day or two in the morning hour, 
inasmuch as it is necessary that some action 
should be had before the Legislature adjourns. 
The Legislature is now in session, and it will 
be necessary for them to authorize the city to 
make expenditures for the improvement of 
this park, provided the General Government 
sees fit to donate it or lease it to the city for 
that purpose. E 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor ask unanimous consent to consider the bill 


now? 

Mr. COLE. I should like to have it- taken 
up at this time, if there be no objection, as I 
hope there may not be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has presented a petition signed 
by several thousand citizens of San Francisco 
in relation to the Presidio reservation, and 
asks the Senate to proceed to the present con- 
sideration of the bill on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the 
petition? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not yet 
been referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the question of refer- 
ence I wish to be heard. 

Mr. COLE, I ask that the petition lie on 


| 


the table, as the bill on the subject is now on 
the Calendar. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
lay on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator ought to get 
through at some time or other. 

Mr. COLE. I shall be through in a moment, 
if the Senator will not interrupt me further. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not interrupt the 
Senator; I was addressing the Chair. 

Mr. COLE. I will state that the biil was 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
then recommitted to them and referred to the 
War Department, and a substitute has been 
reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, which is satisfactory, not 
merely to the committee, but to the War 
Department, and I can see no reason why | 
anybody should raise any objection to it. lt 
is due to the people of that city, who pay a 
very large amount of taxes, reaching alto- 
gether I think to some ten or twelve millions, 
that they should be accommodated in this 
respect, inasmuch as what they ask will be 


themselves. They wish this reservation to be 
made a park, a place of recreation, it being 
now, as is stated, merely a cow pasture for 
two or three officers who live on the reserva- 
tion in the barracks there. The proposition, 
I will add, is not to remove the military bar- 
racks, or to interfere with any fortification, 
but only to permit the city to use so much of 
the reservation as is now a barren waste, 4 
very reasonable proposition indeed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not.wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate in discussing this ques- 
tion at this time, but as so much display has 
been made of this petition, and my friend has 
committed himself to granting its prayer, l 
think I ought to say to the Senate that this is 
a matter which they ought not to commit them- 
selves to hastily. Here is a tract of more than 
a thousand acres of land belonging to the Uni- 
ted States which is worth between three and 
four million dollars. Itcan be sold for more 
than two millions atauction any day. The city 
of San Francisco has already a park of a thou- 
sand acres close by of its own, and it appears 
to me they have no more right to ask us either 
to give or lend them this land if we do not 
need it for military purposes than they have 
to ask us to give them so much other property 
of the United States or money out of the 
Treasury. If it is not needed for military pur- 
poses, it ought to be sold and the cash paid 
into the Treasury, in order to relieve the debts 
of the people. ‘That is all I wish to say now. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The petition is 
not now subject to debate unless some Senator 
objects to its reception. Itis referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COLE. A billon the same subject is 
now on the table, and therefore I suppose 
the petition should lie on the table, to be con- 
sidered when the bill is taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is irreg- 
ular at the present time, because the bill is not 
before the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. Tf the Senator from Vermont 
does not object, I will ask that the bill be 
taken up for consideration now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Vermont seemed to object by his lan- 


uage. 
3 Me, EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. I think we 
should get a specific statement from the War 
Department before we take it up. 
Mr. COLE. We have that statement. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we have not. It 
does not amount to what the Senator thinks | 


it does. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam quite aware that 
this discussion is irregular, and has gone on 
only by consent. Ido not wish to prolong ib; | 
but Ido wish to say that I believe the Senator | 
from Vermont can be satisfied, as a just man, | 
that the objections which he hes presented | 


here very briefly this morning can be fully 
answered whenever there is an opportunity 
and full time for debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will 
lie on the table. The presentation of petitions 
and memorials is still in order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented a concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of South Caro- 
lina, asking the Congress of the United States 
to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
Crymes, of Anderson county, South Carolina; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition 
of John M. Ransom, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. 
Cronkite, praying for an increase of pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a memorial numerously 
signed by citizens and dairymen of the county 
of Herkimer, New York, protesting against 
the reduction of the duties upon foreign salt, 
and setting forth that it would tend to diminish 
the production of good galt in this country 5 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 200) for 
the relief of William H. Colledge,. reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 197) for the re- 
lief of the widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased, 
reported it without amendment, and submit- 
tad a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRATT. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bili (S. No. 159) con- 
ferring upon the Court of Claims the power 
to hear and determine the claim of J. W. 
Parish & Co., for damages for the alleged vio- 
lation of their contract with the United States 
for the delivery of ice, have directed me to 
report the bill without amendment, and rec: 
ommend its passage, and if it is not trespass- 
ing too much on the attention of the Senate, 
I should be glad that this bill, which seeks to 
accomplish nothing except simply to confer 
on the Court of Claims power to hear and 
determine this case, may now be taken up and 
put upon its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. ‘he bill will be read for in- 
formation, after which the Chair will ask for 
objections; if there be any. 

‘fhe Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... I think this will prob- 
ably have to go over. I should like, however, 
before I ask that it go over, to hear the Senator 
from Indiana who reported it state what the 
reason is that these gentlemen cannot prose- 
cute their claim in the Court of Claims if itis 
on a contract. 

Mr. PRATT. The reason is that the stat- 
ute of limitations intervened while they were 
prosecuting their claim before the War Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isupposed it was to repeal 
the statute of limitations; and therefore I 
think we had better lay it over for considera- 


tion. 

Mr. PRATT. 
be printed. > 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was placed on the Calendar. <: 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the. Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the petition of Jobn Jones, Randolph 
H. Ramsey, and William H. Lauteman, pray- 
ine relief from all obligations as sureties of 
William E. Quillien, postmaster at Milledge- 
ville, Georgia, asked.to be discharged from its 
farther consideration; which was agreed to. 


Then I ask that the report 
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Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee 

` on- Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 

(H.R. No. 557) granting a pension to Eliza- 

“beth York, reported. adversely thereon, and 

moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to, , 

-He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Isaac Clark, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to Elizabeth 
Posey, reported adversely thereon, and asked 
to be discharged from its farther considera- 
tion; which was agreed to.. >, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George Peavey, 
praying to be allowed a pension, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. : 

SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Joseph C. Abbott, claiming a seat 
in the Senate from the State of North Carolina, 
have instructed me to make a report adverse 
tohisclaim. Imove that the report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER, The Senator from Ark- 
ansas [Mr. Rics] and mysclf dissent from the 
report which has been made from the‘commit- 
tee by the Senator from Illinois, and submit a 
written report containing the views of the 
minority, and I move that there be three thou- 
sand copies of both reports printed for the use 
of the Senate. The question is an important 
one and a technical one, and I think the 
case is proper for printing extra copies of the 


reports. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Both reports will 
be ordered to be printed, and the Senator from 
Wisconsin’ moves that three thousand extra 
copies be printed, which motion under the law 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

‘Mr. THURMAN. Itis a mere matter of 
title, but I will say to my friend from Wiscon- 
sin that itis not usual inthe Senate to make 
what is technically called a minority report; 
it is presented under the name of ‘views of 
the minority.” The Senate has always held 
that a minority of a committee cannot make a 
report. They present their views. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to take back 
all I have said, and to say that the Senator 
from Arkansas and myself submit our views 
in writing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will make the appropriate* heading according 
to the usage of the Senate, ‘‘views of the 
minority,’ and that paper will be signed by 
the two Senators who dissent from the report. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections will at an early day call 
up this matter and ask to have it considered 
by the Senate. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. STOCKTON submitted an amendment 


intended to be proposed by the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs to the bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COLE. Irise not for the purpose of 
making a report, but to state that the Commit- 
teeon Appropriations areready to report other 
bills in their hands. They have reported some 
very voluminous and important bills already, 
which are now on the Calendar, and to which 
they have been seeking to bring the attention 
of the Senate for some time past. 

I riseto ask the Senate to stay here to-day 
until the resolution which will be under con- 
sideration after the morning hour shall be dis- 
posed of finally, and that they will stand by 
the Committee on Appropriations on a eall of 


the yeas and nays for the purpose of determ- 
ining that matter this day. I amsatisfied that 


the Senate has heard enough upon that ques- | 


tion, and I am equally satisfied that the coun- 


try has been fully gratified by the discussion, | 


and cannot further be enlightened by the re- 
marks of Senators upon it. I ask the Senate 
to give the Committee on Appropriations as 
long atime at least as has been wasted on this 
useless resolution. 

I will add here that the House of Repre- 
sentatives yesterday or the day before passed 
a resolution in the same terms, almost totidem 
verbis, and a committee of that body is to 
examine, and probably has already entered 
upon the examination of the very questions 
involved in the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and this I state as a strong 
reason why the Senate should seek a dispo- 
sition of that question on this day before we 
adjourn. 
without making a report, that I shall ask the 
Senate to stand by the Committee on Appro- 
priations for the purpose of determining that 
question this day, even if it runs into the 
night, in order that the Committee on Appro- 
priations may have at least two weeks for the 
disposition of the appropriation bills that are 
now reported and are ready to be reported 
from that committee. 

I will add further that the House of Rep- 
resentatives have sent us all the regular appro- 
priation bills with a single exception, and we 
are entirely behind. We have passed only 
one little appropriation bill, that, I believe, 
relating to pensions; but all the appropriation 
bills that need the careful attention of the 
Senate are still in the rear, and it is really 
necessary that the committee have the time 
asked for in order that they may be disposed 
of. I hope the Senate will stand by us to-day 
until we can dispose of the question which will 
be under consideration after one o’clock. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce abil! (S. No. 
724) supplementary to an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad 


Company and to aid in the construction of its . 


road, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1871; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 725) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay certain claims arising from 
the seizure and conversion to the use of the 
United States of cotton after the 30th day of 
June, 1865; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 726) to grant additional compensation to 
the marshal of the district of South Carolina 
for the year ending June 30, 1872 ; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
727) to relieve certain persons therein named 
from the legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 728) for the encouragement of the foreign 
commerce of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 


I say now, in the morning hour,’ 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
729) for the relief of John R. Gaines; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PRESIDIO RESERVATION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iofferthe following reso- 

lution, and ask for its present consideration : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War bo directed 
to inform the Senate how many acres are contained 
in the military reservation of Presidio, near the city 
of San Francisco, California, how much of the samo 
is needed for. military purposes, and how much the 
portion not needed for the United States is worth. 


Mr. COLE. I will state that that informa- 


i| tion is already before the Senate in an authen- 


tic shape. I introduced a resolution a short 
time ago inquiring how much there was in the 
several reservations, and that information has 
been furnished the Senate. It is not printed 
yet, but it will be printed and perhaps on our 
tables to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iknow how much there 
is, but I want to know how much is needed 
for military purposes in acres, and how much 
the balance is worth, of which we have not 
been informed. 

Mr. COLE. That also apears in another 
document—a communication from the War 
Department to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is 
not debatable if its consideration is objected to. 

Mr. COLE. I do not object. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE. © 


Mr. CONKLING. There is a resolution on 
the table which I wish to have taken up and 
get a vote upon at the earliest moment. 
would move it now, but having occupied some 
time with it in two morning hours, the Senator 
from Kansas and other Senators ask me not to 
interpose against some matters which they wish 
totake up. Therefore, in place of making the 
motion now, I wish to say that I hope the Sen- 
ate will indulge me at a very early day, to-mor- 
row if possible, in the morning hour, in taking 
up this resolution and having a vote upon it. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE RAILROAD. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 676, to extend the time for the completion. 
ofa railroad in the State of Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill (S. No. 676) to extend 
the time for the completion of the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad. It proposes 
to extend the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas, 
in alternate sections, to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads and telegraphs in said 
State,” approved March 3, 1863, so far as the 
same are applicable, to the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fé railroad; but that railroad is to 
be completed from the Missouri river to the 
west line of the State of Kansas on or before 
the 8d day of March, 1877; and the company 
is to complete its railroad and telegraph from 
the city of Atchison, on the Missouri river, to 
the crossing of Pawnee Fork, near Fort Larned, 
by the 1st day of January, 1878. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The other 
day I attempted to stop the passage of one of 
the most objectionable bills of this kind that I 
thought could be presented. This, I am sure, 
so far as I know anything about it, is perhaps 
the least objectionable onc that can be offered; 
but there has been an amendment to this bill 
offered in the House, and I think if the bill 
is to pass the amendment proposed in the 
House should be added to this bill. I there- 
fore offer the following amendment, to come 
in at the end of the bill: 

Sro.2. That the lands granted by the act of March 


3, 1863, and lying west of the point at which said 
road and telegraph shall be completed by March 3, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1257 


1873, excepting only such as are necessary to reserve 
for the use of the company, shall be sold to actual 
settlers only, and in quantities of not more than one 
hundred and sixty acres to any one person, under 
such restrictions and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, at such 
prices as will secure to said company, its successors 
or assigns, an average price of not more than $2 50 
per acre for the amount actually certified for each 
completed section of twenty miles of said railroad, 
subject to the foregoing conditions and limitations. 
Said company, as fast as each section of its road 
shall be completed, shall receive patents as provided 
in said act of March 3, 1863, for such odd sections of 
land as may be necessary to make up deficiencies 
in said section or on any other completed sections 
of said road, and which may be situated within 
the indemnity limits prescribed in said act of 
March 3, 1863. 

I trust that the Senator from Kansas will 
see that that isin harmony with the opinions 
which have been expressed often here in the 
Senate, and that it having been presented to 
the bill in the House by the Committee on 
Public Lands, he will make no objection to its 
adoption here. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. I understand from what 
the Senator says that the committee of the 
House, but not the House, have suggested 
some amendment of this kind, perhaps this 
very amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The same. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not care to resist 
the amendment. I do not think there is 
much force in requiring a company to sell 
land at not over $2 50 an acre in the western 
part of my State. They cannot get that for it 
in any event. After you get out on those 
plains, you cannot make a grant average $2 50 
an acre. Thatis all there is init. Ihave not 
seen the amendment; but if that is all there 
is in it, I shall not object to it. I think it will 
be impossible to make any grant in the west- 
ern portion of my State, where these Jands are, 
equal to an average of $2 50 anacre, I think 
the company would be very willing to sell 
them at $2 50 an acre. This is simply to 
give the company another year to build to Fort 
Larned, obliging them to put down one hun- 
dred and sixty-five miles this year, and the im- 
portance of having it passed is that if the com- 
pany are going to have the time extended, 
they must know it, because they cannot build 
one hundred and sixty-five miles unless they 
kuow it early and make their arrangements 
accordingly. It extends the time for the 
whole completion until 1873. I believe that 
ig all. It does not change the grant; it does 
not add anything to it; it does not take any- 
thing from it; and I think there can be no 
objection to the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
into this bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The bill has been up 
cne morning before. Ido not want to press 
it to a vote if any Senator has any serious 
objections to it; but this is the second time 
I have had it up, and itis merely a bill extend- 
ing the time for the completion of a railroad. 
The grant was made in 1863. During the war 
they could do nothing; they waited until the 
close of the war, and have not had much time 
since. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to look 
into it. I understand it is a very large grant 
that has lapsed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ithas notyet lapsed. It 
has another year to run before it lapses. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I should like to 
see whether they can buildthe road. I should 
like to have the bill lie over until to-morrow 
if the Senate has no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to 
postpone until to-morrow, if it prevailed, 
would restore the bill to the Calendar. 
` Mr. THURMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iwill not resist the post- 
ponement of it until to-morrow if the Senator 
from Ohio will look into it in the mean time, 
and then state his objection to the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not want to take 
any Senator by surprise.. If there is anything 


I should like to look 


in this bill that he doesnot understand, and he 
wants to look into it, that isa good reason 
why it should lie over; butif itis simply to 
defeat the bill, I would prefer to take the 
sense of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not know whether 
I shall oppose the bill or not when I am fally 
informed of it; but I want to look into it to 
see whether I shall oppose it or not. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator desires 
simply to look into the bill, I will not object 
to it going over until to-morrow. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


FREDERICK P. DIMPFEL, 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
156, for the relief of Frederick P. Dimpfel. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of 
Frederick P. Dimpfel. 

The Committee on Patents reported the bill 
with amendments. 

The amendments were: 


In lines three, four, and five, to strike out the 
words “Commissioner of Patents is hereby author- 
jzed to hear the application of Frederick P. Dimpfel 
for a reéxtension of the;” in the fifth line, to strike 
out “him ’’ and insert “Frederick P. Dimpfel;” in 
the seventh line, to strike out the words “ and_ to 
grant the extension of said patent” and insert “be, 
and the same is hereby, extended ;” and in lines ten 
and eleven, to strike out the words “‘if the Commis- 
sioner, upon examination, shall consider that he js 
entitled to such extension;” so that the bill will 


read: 

That the patent heretofore granted Frederick P. 
Dimpfel, on the 16th of July, 1850, for an_improve- 
ment in steam-boilers, be, and the same is hereby, 
extended for seven years from and after tho 16th of 
July, 1871. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made by Mr. Morrixt, of Maine, on the 9th 
instant: 


The Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 
to whom was referred the petition of Frederick P. 
Dimpfel, of the city of Philadelphia, praying an 
extension of his patent for an improvement in steam- 
boilers, having considered the same, beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The petitioner represents “that on the 16th of 
July, 1850, he obtained a patent under the laws of 
the United States for an improvement in steam- 
boilers, which patent was afterward extended for 
seven yearsfrom and after the 16th day of July, 1864, 
and which expired on the 16th day of July, 1871;” 
and, further, “that although the invention is of 
greatvalue, it is one of that class which is always 
introduced with great difficulty, from the great cost 
with whick it is necessarily attended, and from the 
reluctance with which change in such matters is 
always made. From these causes, and from the fact 
that for some time past the business of the country 
has been very greatly deranged, he has failed to 
receive any adequate remuneration for the time, 
ingenuity, and expense that have been devoted to 
this object.” f 2 . 

These representations the committee are of opin- 
jon are well sustained by the proofs submitted by the 
petitioner, both as regards the value of the inven- 
tion and the inadequacy of remuneration. | | 

The committee are not awaro of any opposition to 
the prayer of the petitioner, and believe him entiticd 
to relief, and accordingly present the accompanying 
pill, and recommend its passage. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
Senator who reported this bill what provision 
is made in it for securing people that may have 
taken up the construction of this species of 
boiler since the expiration of the patent. I 
believe it has been generally usual to protect 
interests which have accrued since the expira- 
tion of the patent, and not subject everybody 
who may have built a boiler of that patent 
since to a law-suit in consequence of this 
extension. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam not aware that there are 
any interests of that kind to be affected. Thad 
hoped the Senator from Maine, { Mr. MORRILL, } 
who reported this bill, would bein his seat when 
it was called up; but I regret to see that he is 
not now here. I have not a very intimate ac- 
quaintance with the merits of this bill; but I 
remember that on a former examination the 


I should like to hear 


Committee on Patents reported favorably on 
it, and it passed the Senate, and failed in the 
House of Representatives for want of time. 
The bill was reintroduced simply authorizing 
the Commissioner of Patents to hear the appli- 
cation for a reéxtension; but the evidence laid 
before the committee was so entirely satisfac- 
tory that instead of authorizing an application 
to the Commissioner for an extension,” they 
reported a bill absolutely extending the patent, 
It is very seldom that. an application before a 
committee is so strong as to induce greater 
relief than that which is asked for; but it is 
so in this case. I am not aware that there are 
any interests of the kind referred to by the 
Senator from Vermont. Indeed, the report 
states that there is no opposition to the exten- 
sion of the patent. I think there are no inter- 
ests adverse to it. I have no doubt, if it were 
necessary, the committee would consent to such 
modification as would protect parties who may 
have used the article patented in the interval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure that amend- 
ment ought to be made, and I suggest to the 
Senate to let the bill go over until to-morrow, 
until the gentleman comes in who has it in 
charge, and we can have an amendment of 
that kind prepared. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave no objection to that 
amendment being made now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.- I am not ready to make 
it at this moment, for the reason that it is not 
drawn. Certainly it ought not to pass in this 
form. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Ihave drawn 
an amendment that will cover that. It was 
certainly intended that the bill should protect 
persons who have engaged in the use or man- 
ufacture of this invention since the expiration 
ofthe patent. I did not report this particular 
bill myself, but I know thatis the general rule 
of the committee. Therefore | offer this 
amendment to come in at the end of the bill: 


Provided, That all persons that have engaged in 
the use or manufacture of said invention since the 
expiration of said patent shall be authorized to 
continue the same, notwithstanding the passage 


of this act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will do. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for.a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


WILLIAM BLANCHARD, 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 674) for the relief of William Blanch- 
ard. It involves a very small amount——a 
couple of hundred dollars paid out by a public 
officer. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time, and considered as’ in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the ` 
payment of $219 16 to refund to William 
Blanchard the amount paid by him to wit- 
nesses detained at Melbourne, Australia, to 
be sent to the United States to testify in rela- 
tion to an alleged murder committed on board 
the American ship Herbert. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 


| following resolution, and ask for its present 


consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be. in- 
structed to inquire and report what measures. can Dé 
probably taken to reduce the bulk of the Congres- 
sional Globe, and whether for this purpose the index 
may not be curtailed and not repeated in every 
volume, and whether the publication of the laws 
of the United States and other matter may be ex- 
cluded. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT., Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the reso- 
tion? . Pees 

Mr. CASSERLY. | There is no objection to 
the resolution, but I willmention to my friend, 
the Senator from Vermont, that that very gub- 
ject has been considered in committee, and 
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measures have been: taken to accomplish the | 
‘very retrenchment which is referred to in the 
‘resolution. -Of course I do not object to the 
resolution or to its reference. 
- Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont. There is no 
harm-in-having the resolution passed. The 
Globe is certainly unnecessarily bulky, and 
Y-desire to call the special attention of the 
Committee. to the subject in order that action 
may seasonably be taken. i 
Mr. CASSERLY. We have considered it 
and looked into it, and we are all agreed that 
there is no necessity for having. more than one 
index for one session of Congress, instead of 
repeating it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator does 
not object to the resolution. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Not at all. I merely 
mention that in justice to the committee. 
The resolution was adopted. 


WILLIAM NIXON. 


: Mr. BQREMAN. [ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
518. Itis to pay a citizen of West Virginia a 
gum of money which is certified to be due to 
him for carrying the mail. I move to take up 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
(S. No. 518) for the relief of William Nixon, 
of West Virginia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for the pay- 
ment to William Nixon, of West Virginia, of 
$579 68, being the amount found due him on 
the 12th of January, 1866, for carrying the 
mail prior to that time under contracts with 
the Post Office Department, but which was not 
called for by him until the balance of the fund 
for the payment of such claims was covered 
into the Treasury in pursuance of the law in 
that regard made and provided. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to-be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDIO RESERVATION, 


` Mr. COLE. If there is time left I should 
like to call up Senate bill No. 310, for the pur- 
ose of having the substitute proposed by the 
Yommittee on Military Affairs read. I move 
that it be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 310) leasing 
the Presidio reservation to the city of San 
Francisco for a public park. 

Mr. COLE. I offer the substitute prepared 
by the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, who is not present, but I suppose hein- 
tended to offer it. | should like to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Lhe chairman 

„of the Committee on Military Affairs, now 
absent, inteaded to offer a substitute for the 
bill, which the Senator from California now 
Offers on his behalf. ` It will be read. 

” The Chief’ Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the bill and to insert the following : 


„That all of tho Presidio military reservation in 
the city of San Francisco, excepting a tract not 
exceeding three hundred acres in extent, comprising 
the site of the tortifications contructed or projected 
in and about Fort Point, and exempting so much of 
the said Presidio reservation as may be occupied by 
the Presidio barracks, be, and the game is Kareby 
leased to the city of San Francisco, to be occupied 
for the solo use and purpose of a public park: Pro- 
vided, That the right of way through said park is 
reserved to the United States for communication 
with the military establishments and grounds at 
Fort Point and the Presidio barracks. 

Src. 2. That the privilege of occupation contained 
in the first section of this act is upon this express 
condition; that the United States military authori- 
ties may, in time of war or great public danger, or 
in case of any portion of said reservation is claimed 
or eceupied oy any person or persons, excepting the 
authorities of said city, or for purposes other than 
herein provided, take possession of any portion of 
said public park for the purpose of constructing 
defensive works thereon. or expelling persons there- 
from without any liability whatever for damage to 
San Franciseo, or any person or persons, for the 
same. i 


has some remarks to make in regard to it, I 
believe, and perhaps some objection to urge 
to it, judging from the position he has already 
taken upon it, and I believe the morning hour 
has elapsed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill and 
substitute will be ordered to be printed if 
there be no objection, and returned to the 
Calendar. 

MESSAGE FRON THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHERsON, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
1757) to relieve from political disabilities cer- 
tain persons in the State of Georgia; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 445) to defray the 
expenses of district judges from other districts 
while holding district or circuit courts in the 
southern district of New York. 

The message further announced that the 
House had agreed to the request of the Senate 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houseson the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. No. 245) amendatory of the 
act authorizing the construction of a bridge 


Mr. S. SNELLABABGER of Ohio, Mr. THOMAS 
Boxes of Arkansas, and Mr. Samurn Ham- 


on its part. : 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of ten thousand extra copies of the 
majority and minority reports of the joint 
Committee to Inquire into the Condition of 
the late Insurrectionary States; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 384) extending the time for the 
completion of the Green Bay and Sturgeon 
Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal, in the 
State of Wisconsin; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCIL AGENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER, ] the pend- 
ing question being on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, ] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Coxx- 
LING] was adopted, on which the Senator from 


floor. 
Mr. LOGAN. 


courtesy be extended to the ladies who are 


two former occasions. There are not very 
many of them, but they cannot obtain seats in 


to go into the cloak-rooms. 
mission be allowed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iwas not in my seat yester- 
day morning when a similar motion was made, 
and was not therefore in à position to enter my 
objection, as Í donow. We have had two field 


I move that per- 


|| days already on this question, and I think that 


will answer for this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
tHONY in the chair.) The reqaest of the Sen- 
ator from Minois requires unanimous consent, 
and objection is made. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, besides 
the unaccustomed interest which this debate 
has excited, I cannot fail to note that it has 
wandered far beyond any purpose of mine, and 
into fields where I have no desire to follow. 
In a few plain remarks I sball try to bring it 
back to the real issue, which I hope to present 


-Mr. COLE. I cannot ask for the consider- 
ation of the bill now in the absence of the 


without passion or prejudice. I declare only 
ithe rule of my life when I say that noth: 


Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps,] who 


across the Arkansas river, and had appointed | 


BLETON of Maryland, managers at the same į 


Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] is entitled to the 
I desire to ask that the same | 


outside the doors to-day as was extended on | 


the galleries, and they will be gladto be allowed | 


| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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ing shall fall from me to-day which is not 
prompted by the love of truth and the desire 
for justice; but you will pardon me if I re- 
member that there is something on this planet 
higher than the Senate or any Senator, higher 
than any public functionary, higher than any 
political party: it is the good name of the 
American people and the purity of Govern- 
ment, which must be saved from scandal. In 
this spirit and with this aspiration I shall speak 
to-day. 

In considering this resolution we must not 
forget the peculiar demands of the present 
moment. An aroused community in the com- 
mercial metropolis of our country has unex- 
pectedly succeeded in overthrowing a corrupt 
ring by which millions of money had been 
sacrificed. Tammany has been vanquished. 
Here good Democrats vied with Republicans. 
‘The country was thrilled by the triumph, and 
insisted that it should be extended. Then 
came manifestations against abuses of the 
civil service generally, and especially in that 
other Tammany, the New York custom-house. 
The call for investigation at last prevailed in 
this Chamber, and the newspapers have been 
burdened since with odious details. Every- 
body says there must be reform, so that the 
Government in all its branches shall be above 
suspicion. The cry for reform is everywhere— 
from New York to New Orleans. Within a 
few days we hear of a great meeting, amount- 
ing to ten thousand, in the latter city, with- 
out distinction of party, calling for reform; 
and the demand is echoed from place to place. 
Reform is becoming a universal watchword. 

In harmony with this cry is the appointment 
of a Civil Service Commission which has pro- 
posed mild measures. looking to purity and 
independence in officeholders. 

Amidst these transactions, occupying the 
attention of the country, certain facts are re- 
ported, tending to show abuses in the sale of 
arms at the Ordnance Office, exciting at least 
suspicion in that quarter, and this is eggra- 
vated by a seeming violation of neutral duties 
at a critical moment, when on various grounds 
the nation was bound to peculiar care. lt 
appeared as if our neutral duties were sacri- 
ficed to money-making, if not to official job- 
bers. The injunction of Iago seemed to be 
obeyed: ‘* But put money in thy purse.’ 
These things were already known in Kurope, 
especially through a notorious trial and then 
by a legislative inguiry, so as to become a 
public scandal. lt was time that something 
should be done to remove the suspicion. This 
could only be by a searching investigation in 
such way as to satisfy all at home and abroad 
that there was no whitewashing. 

In proportion to the magnitude of the ques- 
tion and the great interests involved, whether 
of money or neutral duty, was the correspond- 
ing responsibility on our part.. Heré was a 
case for action without delay. 

Under these circumstances I brought forward 
the present motion. Here I acted in entire 
harmony with that movement, now so much ap- 
plauded, which overthrew Tammany, and that 
other movement which has exposed tbe Cus- 
tom-House. Its object was inquiry into the 
sale of arms. ‘This was the objective point, 
But much of this debate has turned on points 
merely formal, if not entirely irrelevant. 

More than once it has been asserted that I 
am introducing ‘‘ politics,” and then we have 
been reminded of the Presidential election, 
which, to certain Senators, is a universal 
prompter. J ask for reform, and the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Mortoy] seizing the party 
bugle sounded ‘*To arms.”?. But I am not 
tempted to follow him. I have nothing to say 
of the President or of the Presidential election. 
The Senator cannot make me depart from the 
rule I have laid down for myself. 1 introduce 
no ‘polities,’ but only a question which has 
become urgent, affecting the civil service of 
the country. 

- Now, sir, I have been from the beginning in 


1872. 
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favor of civil service reform. Iam the author 
of the first bill on that subject ever introduced 
into Congress, as long ago as the winter of 
1864. Iam for areal reform that shall reach 
the highest as well as the lowest, and I know 
no better way to accomplish this beneficent 
result than by striving at all times for purity 
in the administration of Government. There- 
fore, when officials fall under suspicion, I should 
feel myself disloyal to the Government if I did 
not insist on the most thorough inquiry. So 
I have voted in the past, so I must vote in the 
future. Call you nis polities? Not in the 
ordinary sense of the term. It is only hon- 
esty and a just regard for the public weal. 

Then it has been said that I am a French 
agent, and even a Prussian agent—two in one. 
Sir, I am nothing but a Senator, whose atten- 
tion wag first called to this matter by a dis- 
tinguished citizen not named in this debate. 
Since then I have obtained such information 
with regard to it as was open to me—all going 
to develop a case for inquiry. 

I should say nothing more in reply to this 
allegation but for the vindictive personal as- 
sault made upon a valued friend, the Marquis 
de Chambrun. The Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Scuurz] has already spoken for him, 
but I claim this privilege also. Besides his 
own merits this gentleman is commended to 
Americans by his association with the two 
French names most cherished in our country, 
La Fayette and De Tocqueville. Ihave known 
him from the very day of his arrival in Wash- 
ington early in the spring of 1865, and have 
seen him since, in unbroken friendship, almost 
daily. Shortly after his arrival I took him 
with me on a visitto Mr. Lincoln at the front, 
close upon the capture of Richmond. This 
stranger began his remarkable intimacy with 
American life by several days in the society 
of the President only one week before his 
death. He was by the side of the President 
in his last visit to a military hospital, and when 
he last shook hands with the soldiers. Also 
when he made his last speech from the window 
of the Executive Mansion, the. stranger was 
his guest standing by his side. From that 
time down to this day of accusation his inti- 
uiucies have extended beyond those of any 
other foreigner. His studies of our institu- 
tions have been minute and critical, being 
second only to those of his late friend De 
Tocqueviile, 
country or on ours, he is always at home. 

If at any time the Marquis de Chambrun 
sustained official relations with the French 
Government, or was its agent, he never spoke 
of it to me: nor did I ever know it until the 
papers produced by the Senator from Iowa. 
Our conversation was always that of friends, 
and on topics of general interest, not of busi- 
ness. Though ignorant of any official rela- 
tions with his own Government, I could not 
fail to know his close relations with members 
of our Government, ending in his recent 
employment to present our case in French 
for the Geneva tribunal, an honorable and 
confidential service, faithfully performed. 

The Senator from Indiana knew of the arms 
question some five months before the meeting 
of Congress. I didnot. Itwas after the session 
began, and just before the holidays, that I first 
knew ofit. And here my informant was not 
a foreigner, but. as I have already said, a dis- 
tinguished citizen. The French “spy,” as he 
is so happily called, though with me daily, 
never spoke of it; nor did L speak of it to him. 
By and by the Senator from. Missouri men- 
tioned it, and then in my desire to know the 
evidence affecting persons here, if any such 
existed, I spoke to my French friend.. This 
was only a few days before the resolution. 

Such is the history of my relations with the 
accused. There is nothing to disguise ; noth- 
ing that I should not do again. I know no 
rule of senatorial duty or of patriotism whieh 
can prevent me from obtaining information 
of any kind from anybody, especially when 


Whether conversing on his own | 


the object is to pursue fraud and to unmask 
abuse. Is nota French gentleman a compe- 
tent witness? 
tify against the white, and now in some places 
the testimony of a Chinese is rejected. But 
I tolerate no such exclusion. Let me welcome 
knowledge always, and from every quarter. 
Hail holy light! no matter from what star or 
what nation it may shine! 

And this gentleman, fresh from a confidential 
service to our own Government, enjoying num- 
erous intimacies with American citizens; asso- 
ciated with illustrious names in history and 
literature, and immediately connected with 
one of the highest functionaries of the pres- 
ent French Government, M. de Rémusat, min- 
ister for foreign affairs, is insulted here as an 
“ emissary” and a ‘‘spy;’’ nay, more, France 
is insulted, for these terms are applied only to 
the secret egents of an enemy in time of war. 
But enough. To such madness of error and 
vindictive accusation is this defense carried. 

Another charge is that [am making a case 
for Prussia against our own country. Oh! 
no. Iam making a case for nobody. Isim- 
ply try to relieve my country from an odious 


suspicion and to advance the cause of good j 


government. The Senator from Indiana sup- 
poses that this effort of mine, having such 
objects, may prejudice the emperor of Ger- 
many against us in the arbitration of the San 
Juan question. The Senator does not pay a 
lofty compliment to that enlightened and vic- 
torious ruler. Nay, sir, the very suggestion 
of the Senator is an insult to him, which he is 
too just to resent, but which cannot fail to 
excite a smile of derision. Surely the Sen- 
ator was not in earnest. 

The jest of tbe Senator, offered for argu- 
ment, seems to forget that all these things are 
notorious in Europe, through the active press 
of Paris and London. Why, sir, our own 


State Department furnishes oflicial evidence | 


that the alleged sale of arms to the French 
by our Government is known in Berlin itself, 
right under the eyes of the emperor. Our 
minister there, Mr. Bancroft, in bis dispatch 
of January 7, 1871, furnishes the following 
testimony from the London Times: 


“During the Crimean war, armsand munitions of 
war had been freely exported from Prussia to Rus- 
sia; and recently, rifled cannon and ammunition 
have been furnished to the Frenchin enormous quan- 
tities, not only by private American traders, but by the 
War Department at Washington.” 


These latter words are italicized in the off- 
cial publication of our Government, and thus 
blazoned to the world. Ido not adduce them 
to show that the War Department did sell 
arms to belligerent France; but that even in 
Berlin the imputation upon us was known and 
actually reported by our minister. If the latter 
made any observations on this imputation, I 
know not; for at this point in his dispatch are 
those convenient asterisks which are the sub- 
stitute for inconvenient revelations. 

In the same spirit with the lasttriviality, but 
in the anxiety to clutch at something, itis said 
that the Alabama claims are endangered by 
this inquiry. Very well, sir. On this point { 
am clear. If these historic claims, so inter- 
esting to the American people, are to be pressed 
at the cost of purity in our own Government, 
they are not worth the terrible price. Better 
give them up at once. Let them ail go, every 
dollar. Sir, Lhavefrom the beginning insisted 
that England should be held to just account 
for her violation of international duty toward 
us, Is that any reason why l should not also 
insist upon inquiry into the conduct of officials 
at home to the end that the Government may 
be saved from reproach? Surely we shall be 


stronger—infiniiely stronger—in demanding | 
our own rights, if we show a determination to į 


allow no wrong among ourselves. Our example 
must not be quoted against us at any time. 
Especially it must not be allowed to harden 
into precedent. But this can be prevented 
only by prompt correction, so that it shall be 


Once the black could not tes- | 
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have my country irresistible in its demands do 
I insist that it shall placè itself above all:sus- 
picion. 

The objection of Senators is too much like 
the old heathen. cry, ‘‘ Our country, right or 
wrong.” Unhappy words, which dethrone 
God and exalt the Devil! I am for our coun- 
try with the aspiration that it may be always 
right; but [am for nothing wrong. When I 
hear of wrong, I insist at all hazards that it 
shall be made right, knowing that in this way 
I best serve my country and every just cause. 

This same objection assumes another form . 
equally groundless when itis said that Ire- 
flect upon our country and hurt its good name. 
Oh,no! They reflect upon our country and 
hurt its good name who at the first breath of 
suspicion fail to act. Our good name is not 
to be preserved by covering up anything. 
Notin secrecy but in daylight must we live. 
What sort of good name is that which has a 
cloud gathering about it? Our duty is to dis- 
pel the cloud. Especially is this the duty of 
the Senate. Here at least must be that hon- 
est independence which shall insist at all 


| times upon purity in the Government, no 


matter what officeholders are exposed. 

Again it is said that our good name cannot 
be compromised by these suspicions. This is 
a mistake. Any suspicion of wrong is a com- 
promise, all the more serious when it concerns 
not only money but the violation of neutral 
obligations, And the actual fact is precisely 
according to reason. Now while we debate, 
the national character is compromised at 
Paris, at London, at Berlin, at Geneva, where 
all these things are known as much as in this 
Chamber. But your indifference, especially 
after this debate, will not tend to elevate the 
national character either at home or abroad. 

Such are some of the objections to which 
I reply. They are words only, as Hamlet 
says, ‘Words, words, words.” From words 
let us pass to things. 

Mr. President, 1 come now to the simple 
question before the Senate, which I presented 
originally, whether there is not’sufficient rea- 
son for inquiry into the sale of arms during 
the French and German war? I state the 
question thus broadly. The inquiry is into 
the sale of arms; and this opens. two ques- 
tions, first, of international duty, and secondly, 
of misfeasance in our officials, the latter involv- 
ing what may be compendiously called the 
money question. 

My object is simply to show grounds for 
inquiry; and I naturally begin with the rale 
of international duty. : 

In the discharge of neutral obligations a 
nation is bound to good faith. This is the 
supreme rule to which all else is subordinate. 
This is the starting point of all that is done. 
Without good faith neutral obligations must 
fail. In proportion to the character of this 
requirement must be the completeness of its 
observance. There can be no evasion, nota 
jot. Any evasion is a breach, without the 
bravery of open violation. But evasion may 
be sometimes, by closing the eyes to existing 
facts, or even by acting without sufficient in- 
quiry. These things are so plain and entirely 
reasonable as to be self-evident. 

Now, nothing can be more clear than that 
no neutral nation is permitted to furnish arms 
and war material to a belligerent Power. 
Such is a simple statement of the law. Ido 
not cite authorities, as I did it amply on a 
former occasion. But there is an excellent 
author whom I would add to the list as worthy 


| of consideration, especially at this moment in 


view of the loose pretensions put forth in the 
debate. I refer to Mr. Manning, who, in his 
Commentaries, thus teachés neutral duty: 

“Tt is no interference with the right of a third 
party to say that he shall not carry to my enemy 
instruments with which Iam to be attacked. Such 
ecommerce is, on the other hand, a deviation from 
neutrality, or rather would be so if it were the act 
of a State and not of individuals.”—Manning’s Law 


withoutauthority. Therefore, because I would || of Nations, p. 281. 


1260. 


<The distinction is obvious between what can 
be doue by the individual and what can be 
done by the State. The individual may play 
the ‘merchant and take the risk of capture ; but 
the. State cannot play the merchant in dealing 
> with a belligerent. Of course if the foreign 
Power is at peace, there is no question ; but 
when the Power has become belligerent, then 
it: is excluded from the market. So far as 
that. Power is concerned all sales must be 
suspended. The interdict is peremptory and 
absolute. In such a case there can be no sale 
knowingly without mixing in the war, precisely 
as France mixed in the war of our Revolution 
in those muskets sent by the witty Beaumar- 
chais, which England resented by open war. 

And this undoubted principle of Interna- 
tional Law is recognized by the Secretary of 
War, when he directed the Chief of Ordnance 
not to entertain any bids from E. Remington 
& Sons, who had stated that they were agents 
of the French Government. In giving these 
orders he only followed the rule of duty on 
which the country can stand without question 
or reproach; but it remains to be seen whether 
persons under him did not content them- 
selves with obeying the order in letter only— 
breaking it in spirit. Iassume that the order 
was given in good faith. Was it obeyed in 
good faith? Here we start with the admitted 
postulate that it was wrong to sell arms to 
france. 

But if this cannot be done directly, it is idle 
to say that it can be done indirectly without a 
violation of good faith. If it cannot be done 
openly, it cannot be done privily. If it can- 
not.be done above-board, it cannot be done 
clandestinely. It is idle to reject the bid of 
the open agent of a belligerent Power and 
then at once accept the bid of another who 
may be a mere man of straw, unless after 
careful inquiry into his real character. 


Nothing can be clearer than the duty of the | 


proper officers to consider all bids in the sun- 
light of the conspicuous events then passing. 
A. terrible war was convulsing the Old World. 
Two mighty nations were in conflict, one of 
which was already prostrate and disarmed. 
Meanwhile came bids for arms and war mate- 
rial, on a gigantic scale—on a scale absolutely 
unprecedented. Plainly these powerful bat- 
teries, these muskets by the hundred thou- 
sand and these cartridges by the million were 
for the disarmed belligerent and nobody else. 
It was impossible not to see it. It is insulting 
to common sense to imagine it otherwise. 
Who else could need arms and war material 
to the amount of $4,000,000 at once? Now, 
it appears by the dispatches of the French 
consul general at New York, which I find in 
an official document, that on the 22d Octo- 
ber, 1870, he telegraphed to the armament 
commission. at Tours: 


“The prices of adjudication have been 100,000 
muskets at $9 20; 40,000 at $12 30; 100,000 at $12 25; 
50,000,000 cartridges at $16 30 the thousand. Alto- 
gether with the commission to Remington and the 
incidental expenses more than four million dollars.” 


Such gigantic purchases made at one time 
orin the space of a few days could have but 
one destination. It is weakness to imagine 
otherwise. Obviously, plainly, unquestion- 
ably, they were for the disarmed belligerent, 
The telegraph each morning proclaimed the 
constant fearful struggle, and we all became 
daily spectators. In the terrible blaze, filling 
the heavens with lurid flame, it was impossible 
not to see the exact condition of the two bel- 
ligerents—Germany always victorious, France 
still rallying for the desperate battle. But 
the officials of the Ordnance Bureau saw this 
as plainly asthe people. Therefore were they 
warned, so that every applicant for arms and 
war material on a large scale was open to just 
suspicion, These officials were put on their 
guard as much asif a notice or caveat had 
been filed at the War Department. In neg- 
lecting that commanding notice, in overruling 
that unprecedented caveat, so far as to allow 
these enormous supplies to be forwarded to 
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the disarmed belligerent, they failed in that 
proper care required by the occasion. If I 
said that they failed in good faith, I should 
only give the conclusion of law on unquestion- 
able facts. 

In the case of the Santissima Trinidad, 
Chief Justice Marshall, after exposing an at- 
tempt to evade our neutral obligations by an 
ingenious cover, exclaimed in words which 
he borrowed from an earlier period of our 
history, but which have been often quoted- 
since, ‘This would, indeed, be a fraudulent 
neutrality, disgracefal to our Government and 
of which no nation would be the dupe.” (7 
Wheaton Reports, 3387.) I forbear at present 
to apply these memorable words, which show 
with what indignant language our great Chief 
Justice blasted an attempt to evade our neutral 
obligations. - In calling it fraudulent he was 
not deterred by the petty ery of a false patri- 
otism that his judgment might affect the good 
name of our country. Full well he knew that 
national character could suffer only where 
fraud is maintained. 

I doubt much if the true rule can be laid 
down in better words than those I quoted ona 
former occasion from the Spanish minister at 
Stockholm, denouncing the sale of the Swed- 


ish frigates. (Martens, Causes Célébrés, nouw: 


velle series, Lom. I, p. —) He protested 
against ‘farms and munitions supplied through 
intermediate speculators, under pretense of 
ignoring the result,’ which he exhibited as 
‘fan act of hostility ’’ and a ‘‘ political scandal.’’ 
According to this excellent protest the sale is 
not protected from condemnation, merely by 
‘intermediate speculators,” and " the pre- 
tense of ignoring the result.’? And this is only 
according to undoubted reason. It is simply a 
question of good faith, and if, taking into view 
the circumstances of the case and the condi- 
tion of the times, there is reasonable ground to 
believe that the “intermediate speculatars”’ 
are purchasing for a belligerent, then the sale 
cannot be made; nor will any pretense of 
ignoring the result be of avail. . 

In harmony with this Spanish protest is 
the calm statement of a joint committee of 
Congress, where this question of international 
duty is treated wisely. I read from the report 
of Mr. Jenckes on the sale of certain iron- 
clads: 

dea the international feature of this trans- 
action is the most grave one for the consideration of 
Congress. It is a matter of notorious public history 
that war was being carried on in the years 1865 and 
1866 between the Government of Spain on the one 
hand and the Governments of Peru and Chili on the 
other. During the pendency of hostilities, applica- 
tions were mado to obtain possession of these ves- 
sels for one of the belligerents. Ifthe Government 
of the United States had been privy to any arrange- 
ment by which these vessels of war should be deliv- 
ered to the agents of a belligerent, either in our own 
ports or upon the high seas, it would certainly have 
violated its international obligations. Of course, 
when Congress authorized the sale of these vessels, 
it was known that individuals had no use for them ; 
yet it might have assumed, as in the ease of the 
Dunderberg and the Onondaga,”— 

Now mark the words, if you please— 

“that the Executive Department would take care 
that any individual, who should. purchase with a 
view to a resale to some foreign Power, would not 
he permitted to violate the obligations of the United 
States as a neutral nation.” 

Observe, if you please, the language em- 
ployed. If the Government of the United 
States had been “ privy ”’ to any arrangement 
for the delivery of these vessels to the agents 
of a belligerent, it would certainly have vio- 
lated its international obligations. This is 
undoubtedly correct. Then comes theassump- 
tion ‘that the Executive Department would 
take care that any individual who should pur- 
chase with a view to a resale to some foreign 
Power, would not be permitted to violate the 
obligations of the United States as a neutral 
nation.’’ Here again is the true rule. The 
Executive is bound to take care that there 
shall be no sale with a view to a resale in vio- 
lation of neutral duties. 

All this is so entirely reasonable, indeed, so 
absolutely essential to the simplest perform- 
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ance of international duty; that, I feel humbled 
even in stating it. The caseis too clear. It 
is like arguing the ten commandments or the 
multiplication table. International law is noth- 
ing but international morality forthe guidance 
of nations. And be assured, sir, that inter- 
pretation is the truest which subjects the nation 
most completely to the moral law. ‘Thou 
shalt not sell arms to a belligerent,’’ is a com- 
mandment addressed to nations, and to be 
obeyed precisely as that other commandment, 
“Thou shalt not steal.” No temptation of 
money, no proffer of cash, no chink of the 
almighty dollar, can excuse any departure 
from this supreme law; nor can any interven- 
ing men of straw have any other effect than to 
augment the offense by the shame of a trick. 

Here, sir, I am sensitive for my country, I 
can imagine no pecuniary profits, no millions 
poured into the Treasury, that can compensate 
for a departure from that international honesty 
which is at once the best policy and the highest 
duty. The dishonesty of a nation is illimitable 
in its operation. How true are the words: 

‘Twill be recorded for a precedent; 
And many an error, by the same example, 
Will rush into the Stato: it cannot be.” 

The demoralization is felt not at home only. 
Whatever any nation does is an example for 
other nations; whatever the great Republic 
does is a testimony. I would have that testi- 
mony pure, lofty, just, so that we may wel- 
come it when commended to ourselves; so 
that, indeed, it may be a glorious landmark 
in the history of civilization. 

Therefore, do I insist that international obli- 
gations, especially when war is raging, cannot 
be evaded, cannot be slighted, cannot be trifled 
with. They are not only sacred, they are sacro- 
sanct; and whoso lays his hands on them, 
whoso neglects them, whoso closes his eyes to 
their violation, is guilty of a dishonesty which, 
to the extent of its influence, must weaken 
public morals at home, while it impairs the 
safeguards of peace with other nations and 
sets ajar the very gates of war. 

This question cannot be treated with levity 
and waved out of sight by a doubtful story. 
Kiven if Count Bismarck, adapting himself to 
the situation and anxious to avoid additional 
controversy, had declared in conversation that 
he would take these arms on the banks of the 
Loire, this is no excuse forus. Our rule of 
duty is not found in the courageous gayety 
of any foreign statesman, but in the law of 
nations, which we are bound to obey, not only 
for the sake of others, but for the sake of our- 
selves. All other nations may be silent; 
Count Bismarck may be taciturn; but we can- 
not afford to cry “Hush.” The evil example 
must be corrected, and the more swiftly the 
better. 

On this simple statement of International 
Law, itis evident that there must be inquiry 
to see if, through the misfeasance of officials, 
our Government has not in some way failed 
to comply with its neutral duties. Subordin- 
ates in England are charged with allowing 
the escape of the Alabama. Have any sub- 
ordinates among us played a similar part? It 
is of subordinates that I speak. Has the Gov- 
ernment suffered through them? Has their mis- 
feasance, their jobbery, their illicit dealing, 
compromised our country? Is there any ring 
about the Ordnance Bureau through which our 
neutral duties have been set atnaught? Here 
I might stop without proceeding further. The 
question is too grave to be blinked out of sight. 
It must be met on the law and the facts. 

Tam now brought to that other branch of 
the subject which concerns directly the con- 
duct of our officials; and here my purpose is 
to simplify the question. Therefore Í shall 
avoid details, which have occupied the Senate 
for days; and I put aside the apparent dis- 
crepancy between theannual report of the War 
Department and the annual report of the Treas- 
urer, which has been satisfactorily explained 
‘on this floor, so that this ground of inquiry is 
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removed. I bring the case to certain heads, 
which, taken together in their mass, make it 
impossible for us to avoid inquiry, without 
leaving the Government or some of its officials 
exposed to serious suspicion. Now, as at the 
beginning, I make no accusation against any 
officer of our Government; none against the 
President ; none against the Secretary of War. 
But I exhibit reasons for the present proceed- 
Ing. 

The case naturally opens with the resolution 
of the committee of the French Assembly, 
asking the United States to furnish “ the result 
of the inquiry into the conduct of American 
officials who were suspected of participating in 
the purchase of arms for the French Govern- 
ment during the war.’’ This seems to have 
been adopted as late as February 9th last past. 
At least it appears inthe cable dispatch of that 
date. For this resolution three things are 
manifest: first, that the sale of arms by our 
Government is occupying the attention of the 
French Legislature; secondly, that American 
officials are suspected of participating in the 
purchase for the French Government; and 
thirdly, that itis supposed that our Govern- 
ment has instituted an inquiry into the case. 

This resolution is, I believe, without pre- 
cedent. I recall no other instance where a 
foreign legislative assembly has made any 
inquiry into the conduct of the officials of 
another country. If this were done in an 
inimical or even critical spirit, it might, per- 
haps, be dismissed with indifference. But 
France, onœ in our history an all-powerful 
ally, is now a friendly Power, with which 
we are in the best relations. Any movement 
on her part with regard to the conduct of our 
officials must be received according to the 
rules of comity and good-will. It cannot be 
disregarded.- It ought to be anticipated. This 
resolution alone would justify inquiry on our 
part. 

Passing to evidence, I come to the tele- 
graphic dispatch of Squire, son-in-law and 
agent of Remington, actually addressed in 
French cypher to the latter in France, under 
date of October 8, 1870. Though brief it is 
most important. 

* We possess the strongest influences, working for 
us, which will use all their efforts to succeed.” 

Considering the writer of this dispatch, his 
family and business relations with Remington, 
to whom it was addressed, it is difficult to re- 
gard it except as a plain revelation of actual 
facts. It was important that Remington should 
know the precise condition of things. His son- 
in-law and agent telegraphs that ‘‘the strong- 
est influences’? are at work for them. What 
can this mean? Surely here is no broker or 
arms merchant, engaged in the course of busi- 
ness. It is something else—plainly something 
else. What? That is the point for inquiry. 
Mr. Squire isan American citizen, Let him 
be examined and cross-examined, under oath. 
Let him disclose what he meant by ‘‘ the strong- 
est influences.’? He could not have intended 
to deceive his father-in-law, and puff himself. 
He was doubtless in earnest. Did he deceive 
himself? On this he is a witness. But uatil 
those words are so far explained as to show 
that they do not point to officials, the natural 
inference is that it was on them that he re- 
lied—that they were the ‘ strongest influences’? 
through which the job was to be carried through; 
for, of course, it was a job which he an- 
nounced. 

It cannot be doubted that this dispatch of 
Mr, Squire by itself alone is cnough to justify 
inquiry. Without the resolution of the French 
Assembly, and without the supplementary tes- 
timony to be adduced, it throws a painful sus- 
picion upon our officials, which should compel 
them tc explain. 

But the letter of Mr. Remington, already 
adduced, carries this suspicion still further, 
by adding his positive testimony that he dealt 
with the Government. Before referring again 


to this testimony, it is important to consider 
the character of the witness ; and here we have 
the authentication of the Secretary of War, 
who has recommended and indorsed him, in a 
formal paper to be used in France. Others 
may question the statements of Mr. Reming- 
ton, but no person speaking for the Secretary 
will hesitate to acceptthem. If the testimony 
of the Secretary needed support, it would be 
found in the open declarations on this floor by 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Conxtrva, ] 
and in the following letter which the Senator 
dated from the Senate Chamber, during the 
recess, when notoriously the Senate was not 
in session: 
Sexare CHAMBER, 
WASHINGTON, DÐ. O., November 17, 1871. 


My Drax Sir: I learn with surprige that your 
personal and commercial situation and tho good 
name of the house of Remington & Sons have beon 
questioned. Having known your father and sons for 
many years, having lived within a stone-throw, so 
to say, of your house for a number of years, and 
being one of the Senators of your State, I cannot 
hesitate to give you my testimony relative to the 
accusations that have, as has been told me, been 
brought against you in France. k 

As to whatconcerns personal situation, importance 
of affairs, success, solvency, wealth, and fidelity to 
the Government of the United States, your house 
has for along time occupied a front rank, not only 
in the State of New York, but also in the Union, 

The allegation that you lack experience as a man- 
ufacturer of arms, or in anything that can, asa man 
of business, entitle you to respect, is, I can affirm in 
all sincerity, destitute of foundation, and must pro- 
ceed from ignorance or malignity. 

Sincerely, your obedient servant, 

ROSCOE CONKLING. 
Mr. SAMUEL REMINGTON. 


Thus does the Senator from New York vouch 
for the ‘good name’’ of Mr. Remington. 

Thus introduced, thus authenticated, and 
thus indorsed, Mr. Remington cannot be re- 
jected as a witness, especially when he writes 
an official letter to the chairman of the French 
Armament Commission at Tours. You already 
know something of that letter, dated at New 
York, December 18, 1870. My present object 
is to show how, while announcing his large 
purchases of batteries, arms, and cartridges, 
he speaks of dealing with Government always, 
and not even with any intermediate agent. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me there one moment, as he has referred to 
me? 7 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. He is engaged at this 
point, if I understand him arigħt, in support- 


ing Mr. Remington in hbis character, and as the | 


document from which he made the translation 
of my letter also contains stronger fortifica- 
tion in aid of the Senator and of Mr. Reming- 
ton, I beg to call attention toit. The Senator 
might reter not only to my letter, but to let- 
ters written by Governor Hoffman, ex-Gov- 
ernor Horatio Seymour, Edwin D, Morgan, 
late a member of this body, General John A. 
Dix, not unknown here, and other citizens of 


the State of New York, who certify, I believe : 


in somewhat stronger terms than those I em- 
ployed, to the probity and standing of Mr. 
Remington. 


Mr. SUMNER. Iam obliged to the Sen- 


ator for the additional testimony that he bears. ! 


It only fortifies the authority of Mr. Reming- 
ton, which was my object. 


cause he is among us, and had vouched for 
Mr. Remington personally. I gladly welcome 
the additional evidence which the Senator 
introduces. It is entirely in harmony with 
the case that Į am presenting. I wish to show 
how Mr. Remington was regarded by the Sen- 
ator, by the Secretary of War, and by other 
distinguished citizens, so that when he writes 
an official letter to the chairman of the arms 
committee of Tours he cannot be rejected as 
a witness. 

The letter is long, and early in it the writer 
alludes to a credit from France and certain 
instructions with regard to it, saying: 

“This we could not do, asa considerable portion 
had been already paid out to the Government.” 


I took the liberty į 
of introducing the letter of the Senator, be- : 


Then coming to the purchase of breech- 
oading Springfield muskets, he writes: : 

“The Government has nover made but about sev- 
enty-five thousand all told, and forty thousand’ is 
the greatest number they think it prudent to spare.” 

In order to increase the number ho proposed 
an exchange of his own, and here he says: 

“This questionof an oxchange with the very friendly 
feeling I find existing to aid France, I hope to be able 
to procuro more,” 

Where was the ‘‘very friendly feeling exist- 
ing to aid France?’’ Not among merchants, 

aie reas 
agents, or brokers. This would hardly justify 
the important declaration with regard to u 
feeling which was so efficacious? 

Then comes the question of cartridges, and 
here the dealings with the Government become 
still more manifest: 

“ Cartridges for these forty thousand will in a great 
measure require to be made, as the Government. have 
butabout three millions on hand. But the Govern- 
ment has consented to allow the requisite number, 
four hundred for each gun, to be made, and the 
cartridge works here had orders given yesterday to 
increase production to the full capacity of works.” 

Observe here, if you please, the part per- 
‘formed by the Government, not only its con- 
sent to the manufacture, but the promptitude 
of this consent. This was not easily accom- 
plished, as the well-indorsed witness testifies : 

“This question of making the cartridges at the Gov- 
ernment works was a dificult one to get over. But it 
is dono.” 

Naturally difficult; but the agent of France 
overcame all obstacles. Then as to price: 

“ The price the Government will charge forthe guns 
and cartridges will be ——, or as near that as pos- 
sible.” 

Always the Government! 
another glimpse : 

_ “The forty thousand guns cannot all be shipped 
immediately, as they are distributed in the various 
arsenals through the country.” 

That. is, the Government arsenals. 

Then appears one of our officials on the 
scene: 

“ The Chief of Ordnance thinks it may take twenty 
to thirty days before all could be brought in.” 

Then again the witness reports : 


“The Chief af Ordnance estimates the cost of the 

arms, including boxing and expense of freight to 

bring them to New York, at $20 60 currency.” : 
Then, as to the harness: 


“The Government have not full complete sets to 
the extent of twenty-five hundred after selling the 
number required for fifty batteries,” 


‘Always the Government! : 
Then, after mentioning that some parts of 
the harness are wanting, be says: 


“I have made arrangements to have this dofi- 
ciency made good by either the Government or by 
outside persons.” 


But the Government does all it cau: 
“In mean time the Government have ordered the 


harness to be sent here immediately.” 
Then at the close the witness says: 


<‘ I forgot to say the Government have no Spencer 
rifles, having never had but a small number, and all 
of these you have bought.” 


And he adds that ‘ they have from three to 
four thousand transformed Springfields,’’ 
which he “may think fit to take after exam- 
ination,” showing again his intimate dealings 
with the Government. 

Such is the testimony of Mr. Remington, 
the acknowledged agent of France. Itis im- 
possible to read these repeated allusions to 
t the Government’? and the ‘‘ Chief of Ord- 
nance,’’ without feeling that the witness was 
dealing directly in this quarter. If there was 
any middle-man he was of straw only; búta 
man of straw is nobody. If Mr. Remington's 
character were not vouched so completely ; 
if he did not appear on authentic testimony so 
entirely above any misrepresentation; if he 
were not elevated to be the model arms dealer, 
this letter, with its numerous averments of re- 
lations with the Government, would be of less 
significance. But how: can these be denied ‘or 
explained without impeaching this witness ? 

But Mr, Remington is not without import- 


Then comes 
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ant. support in his allegations. His French 
correspondent, M. Le Cesne, chairman of the 
armament committee, has testified in open 
court that the French dealt directly with the 
Government.. He may have been. mistaken ; 
but his testimony shows. what he understood 
to be the case. The Senator from Missouri 
has already called attention to this testimony, 
which: he cited from a journal enjoying great 
cireulationon the European continent, L’ Indé- 
pendance Belge. The Senator from Vermont, 
{ Mr. -Epuvnps, ] not recognizing the character 
of this important journal, distrusted the report. 
But this testimony does not depend upon that 
journalalone. | have it in another journal, 
Le Courrier des Ltats Unis of October 27, 1871, 
evidently copied froma Parisian journal, prob- 
ably one of the law journals, where it is given 
according to the formal report of a trial with 
question and answer. 

“The Presiding Judge. Did not this indemnity of 
25cents represent certain material expenses, certain 
disbursements, incidental expenses? 

“ M. Le Cesne. Wecould not admit these expenses 
Sor we had an engagement with the American Federat 
Government, which had undertaken to deliver freg on 
board all the arms on account of France.” 

Now, I make no comment on this testimony 
except to remark that. it is in entire harmony 
with the letter of Mr. Remington, and that 
beyond all doubt it was given in open court 
under oath, and duly reported in the trial, so 
as to become known generally in Europe. 
The position of Mr. Le Cesne gave it author- 
ity, for beside his recent experience as chair- 
man of the arms committee, he is known as 
a former representative in the Assembly from 
the large town of Havre, and also a resident 
for twenty years in the United States. In con- 
firmation of the value attached to this testi- 
mony I mention that my attention was first 
directed to it by Hon. Gustavus Koerner, 
of Illinois, minister of the United States at 
Madrid under President Lincoln. 

To this cumulative testimony I add that 
already supplied by our minister at Berlin, 
under date of January 7, 1871, and published 
by the Department of State, where it is dis- 
tinctly said that, ‘recently rifled cannon 
and ammunition bave been furnished to the 
French in enormous quantities, not only by 
private American traders, but by the War 
Department at Washington.’’ This I have 
already adduced under another head. It is 


mentioned now to show how the public knowl- | 


edge of Europe was in harmony with the other 
evidence. 

There is another piece of testimony, which 
serves to quicken suspicion. It is already 
admitted by the Secretary of War, that after 
refusing Mr. Remington because he was an 
agent of France, bids were accepted from 
‘Thomas Richardson, who was in point of fact 
an attorney-at law at Ilion, and agent and 
attorney of Mr. Remington. But the course 
of Mr. Remington, and his relations with this 
country attorney, are not without official illus- 
tration, Since this debate began I have re- 


ceived a copy of alaw journal of Paris, Le- 


Droit, Journal des Tribunaux, of January 
18, 1872, containing the most recent judicial 
proceedings against the French consul gen- 
eral at New York. Here I find an official 
report from the acting French consul there, 
addressed to the French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs under date of August 25, 1871, where 
a fact is described which was authenticated at 
the consulate, being an affidavit or deposition 
before a notary, by a clerk of Mr. Remington, 
on which the report remarks: 

“This declaration establishing that this manufac- 
turer caused the books of his house to be recopied 
thros, times, and in doing so altered the original 


`The report adds: 


“Tt igin this document that mention is made of 
the character, I might say criminal, which the 
name of Richardson appears to have assumed in the 
affairs of Mr. Remington.” 


. After remarking that the witness who has 


i 
1 


thus testified has exposed himself to the pen- 
alties of perjury, being several years of impris- 
onment, the report proceeds: 

“You see from this that the assertions of Mr. 
Remington give only two much of a glimpse at the 
most audacious frauds.” 

Here is testimony tending at least to stim- 
wateinguiry. Mr. Remington’s books altered 
three times, and the name of Richardson play- 
ing a criminal part. I quote this from an 
official document, and leave it. 

Here, then, are six different sources of testi- 
mony all prompting inquiry : first, the resolu- 
tion of a committee of the French Assembly, 
showing suspicion of American officials; sec- 
ondly, the cable dispatch of Squire, son-in- 
law and agent of Mr. Remington, declaring 
that ‘ we have the strongest influences work- 
ing for us, which will use all their efforts to 
succeed ;’’ thirdly, the letter of Mr. Reming- 
ton, reporting in various forms, and repeti- 
tions, that he is dealing with the American 
Government; fourthly, the testimony of M. 
Le Cesne, the chairman of the French arma- 
ment committee, made in open court and 
under oath, that the French had an engage- 
ment with the American Federal Govern- 
ment, which had undertaken to deliver free on 
board all thearms on accountof France; fifthly, 
the positive declaration of the London Times 
in the face of Europe, and reported by our 
minister at Berlin, that rifled cannon and am- 
munition had. been furnished to the French in 
enormous quantities by the War Department 
at Washington; and sixthly, the testimony of 
a clerk of Mr. Remington authenticated by the 
French consul general at New York, that Mr. 
Remington had altered his books three times, 
and‘also speaking of the criminal character of 
Ricbardson in the affairs of Mr. Remington. 
On this cumulative and concurring testimony 
from six different sources, is it not plain that 
there must be inquiry? The Senate cannot 
afford to close its eyes. The resolution of the 
committee of the French Assembly alone 
would be enough; but reénforced as it is from 
so many different quarters, the case is irre- 
sistible. Not to inquire is to set at defiance all 
rules of decency and common sense. 

To these successive reasons, I add the evi- 

dence, which has been much discussed, show- 
ing a violation of the statute authorizing the 
sale of ‘‘the old cannon, arms, and other 
ordnance stores now in possession of the War 
Department which are damaged or otherwise 
unsuitable for the United States military ser- 
vice or for the militia of the United States’’— 
inasmuch as stores were sold which were not 
“damaged”? or ‘otherwise unsuitable.’’? I 
think no person can have heard the debate 
without admitting that here at least is some- 
thing for careful investigation. The Senator 
from Missouri has already exposed this appar- 
ent dereliction of duty, which in its excess 
ended in actually disarming the country, so 
as to impair its defensive capacity. One of 
the crimes of the Cabinet of Mr. Buchanan on 
the eve of the Rebellion was that the North 
had been disarmed. It is important to con- 
sider whether, in the strange greed for money 
or in the misfeasance of subordinates some- 
thing similar was not done when good arms 
were soldto France. The Chief of Ordnance, 
in his last annual report, which will be found 
in the report of the Secretary of War, (page 
250,) makes the following statement: 
_ “Now there arelessthan ten thousand breech-load- 
ing muskets in the arsenalsfor use. This number of 
muskets is not half sufficient to supply the States 
with the muskets they are now entitled to receive 
under their apportionment of the permanent appro- 
priation for arming and equipping the militia.”’ 

Why, then, were breech-loading muskets 
exchanged for French gold? The Chief of 
Ordnance then proceeds: 

“This Department should, as soon as possible, be 
placed in & condition to fill ali proper requisitions 

y the States upon it, and should also have on hand 


a large number of breech-loading muskets and ear- 
bines to meet any emergency that may arise.” 


But these very breech-loading muskets have 
goneto France. The Chief of Ordnance adds: 

“ $ + untry felt that not less than 
a cine r eT eis, SS kene in store in the 
arsenals.’’ 

Why was not this remembered when the 
arsenals were stripped to supply France? 

This-important testimony speaks for itself. 
It is not sufficient to recount against it the 
arms actually in the national arsenals. The 
Chief of Ordnance answers the allegation by 
his own statements. He regrets the small 
number of breech-loading muskets on hand, 
and refers as un example to the standard ten 
years ago, when it. was felt that a million of 
muskets should be kept in store. Iris not I 
who say this; it is the Chief of Ordnance. 

But these several considerations, while mak- 
ing inquiry imperative, do not touch the money 
question involved. If in the asserted dealings 
with a belligerent Power, in violation of our 
neutral duties, there is reason to believe cor- 
rupt practices of any kind, if there are large 
sums of money that seem to be uvaccounted 
for, then is there additional ground for in- 
quiry. Two questions are presented; first, 
as to the violation of neutral duties, and, 
secondly, as to misfeasance of subordinates 
involving money. In both cases the question, 
I repeat, is of inquiry. 

1 do not dwell now on the sums lost b 
France in this business. They are suppose 
to count by the million; but here [ make no 
allegation. I allude only to what appears 
elsewhere. 

Unquestionably there are enormous dis- 
crepancies between the sums paid by France 
for arms actually identified as coming from 
our arsenals, and the sums received by our 
Ordnance Bureau. In different reports these 
discrepancies assume different forms. Not to 
repeat what has been said on other occasions, 
I introduce the report of the acting French 
consul at New York, dated August 25, 1871, 
where, afier showing that France received 
only three hundred and sixty-eight thousand 
muskets and fifty-three miilion cartridges, 
while the accounts with Mr. Remington enum: 
erate a sum total of four hundred and twenty- 
eight thousand arms and fifty-four million 
cartridges, it is said: 

“Whence comes this difference of fifty-seven 
thousand between the arms said to be sent from 
here and those which were received in France, if in 
fact the report of Mr, Riant signifies that they have 
only received a total of three hundred and sixty- 
eight thousand? How explain that there were four 
hundred and twenty-five thousand put on the bills 
of lading, and that the price of these was paid in 
New York?” 

Now this discrepancy may be traced exclu- 
sively to French agents, so that our subordin- 
ates shall not in any way be involved; but 
when we consider all the circumstances of this 


‘transaction, it affords grounds of inquiry. 


But there is another witness on this head, 
not before mentioned in this debate. I have 
here an extract from the official report of M. 
de Bellonet, the French chargé d'affaires at 
Washington, made to his Government on this 
very question of losses down to a certain 
period. His language is explicit: * The dry 
loss to the Treasury of France must have been 
about $1,500,000, or seven million fraucs.” 
This, be it remembered, is ouly a partial 
report down to a certain period. Now there 
is nothing in this report to charge this “dry 
loss’? upon our officials. It may be that it 
was all absorbed by the intermediate agents. 
But taken in connection with the telegram of 
Squire and the abundant letter of Mr. Rem- 
ington, it leaves a suspicion at least adverse 
to our officials. 

Here, sir, let me be understood. I do not 
believe that any inquiry by any committee can 
give back to France any of the enormous sums 
she has lost. They have already gone be- 
yond recall into the portentous mass of her 
terrible sacrifices destined to be an indefinire 
mortgage on that interesting country. Not 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1263 


a 


for the sake of France or any French claim- 
ant, do I propose inquiry; but for our sake— 
for the sake of our own country. Weread of 
that vast Serbonian bog ‘‘ where armies whole 
have sunk.” It is important to know if there 
is any such bog anywhere about our Ordnance 
Office where millions whole have sunk. 
Investigation isthe order oftheday. Already 
in France, amid all the anxieties of her dis- 
tracted condition, these purchases of arms have 
occapied much attention. As far back as last 
April, the Soir, a journal at Versailles, where 
the convention was sitting, called for parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Its language was strong : 


“A parliamentary inquiry made in full day can 
alone establish either the culpability of some or the 
perfect honorableness of others.” 


And the same French organ added, that 
‘the Chamber in consigning this matter to its 
pigeon-holes refused satisfaction to an awak- 
ened public morality.’ There is, then, in 
France an awakened public morality, as we 
hope there is also in the United States, which 
demands investigation where there is suspicion 
of corrupt practices. The French Chamber 
has instituted inquiry. 

Mr. President, as a Republic, we are bound 
to peculiar care, so that our example may not 
inany way suffer. If we fail, then does Repub- 
lican Government everywhere feel the shock. 
For the sake of others as well as of ourselves 
must we guard our conduct. That great political 
philosopher, Montesquieu, announces that the 
animating sentiment of monarchy is ‘‘ honor,” 
but the animating sentiment of a Republic is 
“virtue.’’? I would gladly accept this flatter- 
ing distinction. Therefore, in the name of 
that virtue which should inspire our Govern- 
ment and keep it forever above all suspicion, 
do I move this inquiry. 

On this whole matter the Senate will act as 
it thinks best, ordering that investigation which 
the case requires. For myself I have but one 
desire, which is, that this effort, begun in the 
discharge of a patriotic duty, may redound to 
the good of our country and especially to the 
purity of the public service. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Illinois, to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Cong- 
LING] was adopted, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 


Mr. RICE. Onall questions connected with | 


this subject I am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp. ] 

Mr. THURMAN, On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. 
Nyez.] Were he present he would vote “nay,” 
and I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ . 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Johnston, telly, Logan, Norwood, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, Trum- 
buil, Vickers, and West—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelingnuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Kellogg, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Windom, and 

right—28. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Rice, Schurz, Stewart, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Wilson~26, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed 
to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the resolution, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I offer an amendment, to 
add at the end of the resolution the following: 

And also whether breech-loading muskets, or 
other muskets capable of being transformed into 
breech-loaders, have been sold by the War Depart- 


ment in such large numbers as- seriously to impair 
the defensive capacity of the country in case of war. 


Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, it is not my 


i 


purpose to detain the Senate for many min- 
utes. It has been asserted by two Senators, on | 
the faith of an official report, as I understand 
it, that the War Department has stripped 
the country of the means of defense for the 
purpose of putting into the market arms 
for the benefit of some foreign Government. | 
I supposed there was some error in this state- | 
ment, and called this morning at the War 
Department and obtained a statement from 
the assistant ordnance officer of the number 
of arms now in the arsenals. ‘They amount in 
the aggregate to five hundred and sixty thou- 
sand three hundred and fifty-one serviceable 
arms; and these do not include the arms in 
the hands of troops; only those that are stored 
for future use. These facts were as accessible 
to these eminent Senators as to anybody else; 
and for what purpose they have paraded the 
statement in the ordnance report for the last 
fiscal year it is impossible for me to imagine. 

I know that neither of them could have 
desired to give notice to the nations of the 
world that we are in a defenseless condition, 
for this could dono citizen of the United States 
any good. Now, what other imaginable pur- 
pose could be subserved from such a state- 
ment? Iwould not impugn the motives of 
any Senator ; least of all, either of those who 
have spoken and paraded. this pretended fact. 
When examined by the whole record, it will 
be found that the ten thousand refers to a par- 
ticular pattern. ‘There were but ten thousand 
nine hundred and six of the model of 1866 in 
store at the date of the report. And that is 
all there is of this wonderful record. The facts 
were within two minutes’ walk of the residence 
of each of these Senators—the official records 
of their own Government. 

Now, if it were the pleasure of the Senate, 
and I could presume on the patience of Sen- 
ators, I might ‘traverse the last speech that has 
been delivered and show that it is as baseless 
from beginning to end of facts pertinent to the 
pending question as the charge to which I have 
alluded. I will venture to allude to one point. 
It will have been observed, I doubt not, by 
every member of this body, that all the evi- | 
dence paraded here by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts for the purpose of convict- 
ing his own Government is of French origin. 
I do not remember one particle of evidence | 
presented this morning by the honorable Sen- 
ator which is from the records of his own Gov- 
ernment. He has found records somewhere 
else that he supposes impugn the honor and 
integrity of the Government of which he is a 
part. 

I know that that Senator is as patriotic as 
any member. of this body. I am, therefore, 
at a great loss to know how to explain this 
significant fact. He reads from telegrams 
from one French agent sent to another French 
agent; a letter written and sent by an agent 
of the French Government to another agent 
of the French Government; extracts from 
what purport to be official records of the 


be brought to light if this committee shall be 
appointed, I may say that it will be shown to 
the American people that this French marquis, 
who has been eulogized here to-day by an 
American Senator, and who was eulogized a 
few days since by the Senator from Missouri, 
has been shrewd enough to turn their admira- 
tion for him to practical use. 

Sir, I know as far as it is possible for aman 
| to know anything from second-hand testimony, 
that he made personal application to an Amer- 
ican Senator to introduce this resolution, or 
the substance of it; applied to a Senator who 
was supposed to be friendly to the present 
Administration, to allay, perhaps, any sus- 
picion of the object which he had in view. 
Being unable to secure the services of s Sen- 
ator supposed to be friendly to the present 
Administration, may I not fairly infer that he 
has availed himself of the kind offices of a 
Senator hostile to the Chief Executive; not, 
perhaps, of choice; his ends would have been 
better because more surely secured through 
another medium. But failing in the effort to 
secure the more effective instrumentality, he 
adopts one of secondary importance, 

Mr. President, I regret to witness a record 
of this kind made by the* oldest and ablest 
Senators in this body, an attempt to make a 
convenience of the Senate of the United States 
in the interests of the agents and otlicers of 
a foreign Power. Iattempted, several days 
since, to show that this was probably true from 
the language used in the resolution, which 
contained, I thought, internal evidence of its 
paternity. Why, Mr. President, had you been 
acting as the attorney for the French Govern- 
ment, and had suspicioned that Remington or 
any employé of that Goverument had nos dealt 
fairly with his employer, and had desired the 
Senate to investigate the subject for you, how 
would you have framed a resolution of in- 
quiry? Could you have couched it in any 
more apt words than those of the Senator’s 
resolution as first introduced, requiring invest- 
igation into the relations that existed between 
the purchasers of arms of the Governmentof 
the United States aud the parties to whom 
they made sale? The resolution required the 
committee to inquire, not only into the prices. 
paid by the purchasers to the Government of 
the United States, but the prices which they 
received on sale to other parties. If Rem- 
ington had not proved faithful to the Govern- 
ment of France, had charged them for arms 
at rates greater than paid, it is probable tbat 
such an inquiry would develop the desired facts. 
Hence the desire of this attaché of the French 
legation here to put the Senate of the United 
States on the scent of the supposed bad con- 
duct of Remington. Sir, no attorney could 
have drafted a resolution in more apt words 
if there had been no other purpose in his 
mind, Now, to sustain this inguiry, what is 
produced? . The supposed or pretended rec- 
ords of the French Government, and nothing 
more. Give them due credit, and they prove 


French Government relating to employés of 
a foreign Power. These are arrayed against 
the unproduced records of our own Govern- 
ment for the apparent purpose of disparaging 
the latter. It does seem to me that it is a re- 
markable spectacle to be exhibited on the floor 
of the American Senate. I ventured the state- 
ment a day or two since, when this discussion 
first began, that it impressed me with a feeling 
akin toa conviction that this proposition for a 
committee of inquiry had originated inthe mind 
of some Frenchman, some citizen of that young 
republic—that some French agent or French 
officer had some grievance to redress, for him- 
self or for his Government, and that he had 
found a warm friendship for members of this 
body convenient for his purpose. I regret to 
say that the discussion to-day has strengthened | 
this feeling, and if it were proper for me to 

bring to the attention of the Senate outside 

statements, not now of record, but which will į 


that the French think that they have been 
cheated by their American agents; that their 
agent has charged them more for goods than 
he paid; and not that our Government was 
defrauded by its officials. 

T have but one word to say on the sugges- 
tion that the Seeretary of War overreached 
his authority under the statute which directed 
these sales. It has been alleged here several 
times that the statute provided that no arms 
should be sold which were fit for use, ibat- no 
arms under that law could be sold. which were 
fit for use, but only damaged and useless arms. 
The statute says no such thing... Lhe words 
used by the statute are, “‘ otherwise dasuit- 
able’’—damaged orduanceand ordnance other- 
wise unsuitable for the military service. Lhe 
criticism on this point to which we listened 
yesterday, although very learned, I must sub: 
mit, with great respect for the honorable Sena- 
| ator from: Missouri; was a mere play upon 
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words, . What is the meaning of the words 
t suitable” and ‘unsuitable’? in this connec- 
tion? These are terms of relative signif- 
cance. A flint-lock musket of the oldest pat- 
tern would be suitable for the service if no 
better. arm could be procured. The worst arm 
found in the arsenal, in the absence of a bet- 
ter arm, would be of use. At the commence- 
ment of the-recent rebellion onr Government 
bought large numbers of old castaway arms 
from Austria and Prussia. They were useless 
in their service, because they had a better arm. 
They were not useless to us, because we had 
not enough of a better pattern, and these were 
better than none. They were not considered 
suitable for their service, and yet they were 
put into the hands of our troops, and with 
them to a very large extent they fought suc- 
cessfully the battles of the Republic. But, 
sir, they are now unsuitable for our service, 
because we have a supply of a better arm. 

Can any one doubt what was meant by 
the use of the phrase ‘‘damaged’’ arms and 
arms ‘otherwise unsuitable for the service ?”” 
Jt must be understood to mean arms that 
have been superseded by a better pattern. 
The design of Congress must have been to 
authorize the Secretary of War to sell off these 
surplus arms of old pattern, less effective in 
the hands of troops than the new arms, and to 
put the proceeds of the sales in the Treasury 
to aid in paying the national debt. And if 
these Senators had taken the trouble to look 
back to the debate that occurred in the House 
of Representatives, they would have had no 
doubt on the subject. This debate and the 
report of the chief of ordnance read on that 
occasion, as I find it in tbe Globe, make it 
perfectly clear that the sale of surplus arms 
of the old abandoned patterns was intended. 
Nothing else was intended. ltwas not intended 
to authorize the Secretary of War to sell merely 
the old smashed-up arms as scrap iron to 
founderymen, but to turn into coin or green- 
backs the useless arms,.those that had been 
superseded by a better pattern. 

While Iam on this subject I may remark 
that the first law on this subject was enacted 
in 1826. ‘This, then, is merely a remedial 
statute. The two Senators who have spoken 
are lawyers. I need not tell them that when 
they proceed to interpret a new law for the 
purpose of ascertaining the intent of the law- 
giver they must look back to the old law ; they 
must ascertain what the evil was of which 
complaint was made, and then interpret the 
new law in the light ofa remedy. Neither of 
these Senators seems to have done this. They 
debate the question as if authority to sellarms 
had been conferred for the first time by the 
act of 1868. And yet they must have known 
that these sales commenced in 1865, three 
years earlier. It is therefore manifest that the 
Secretary of War supposed he had the right 
to. sell arms before the statute pf 1868 was 
enacted ; but under the old law and regulation 
he was required to sell at public outcry. It 
was found, however, by experience that under 
this mode of sale bidders colluded to secure 
bargains at the expense of justice, so that the 
Department was frequently compelled to sus- 
pend sales or permit the arms to go at less 
than their mercantile value. To meet this 
defect in the old law, in 1868 the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House 
introduced a bill, which has become the law 
of the land, authorizing the Secretary of War 
to sell at private as well as public sale when 
in bis opinion the public interests required it. 
But we are told that these sales were carried 
on at a time and under circumstances that 
compromised our Government with a friendly 


Power engaged in war with another Power | 


friendly.to the United States. 

Tt became my duty a few days since to state 
in debate a pertinent fact on this point, which I 
will here repeat. These sales began in 1865. 
They were continued month after month and 


year after year with but trivial interruptions up 
to the present date. The sales were going on 
openly and publicly, at public outcry, until the 
law of 1868 was enacted, and afterward both 
publicly and privately. There was no con- 
cealment of the fact that the Government was 
selling off its surplus arms. It hadanimmense 
amount of military stores at the close of the 
war. I havea memorandum here, made for 
me by the chief of ordnance this morning, in 
which he says: f 

“ At the close of the war in 1865 we had in store in 
our arsenals noless than 1,357,587 serviceable arms.”’ 

Not including those in the hands of the 
troops; and at that time we all know we had 
more than a million men in the field, more 
than a million men on foot, so that counting 
those in the hands of the troops and those in 
store, we must have had in excess of two mil- 
lions arms that cost the Government in their 
their production and purchase many millions 
of money. 

Under the laws of Congress, which not only 
authorized, but directed the sale by the Sec- 
retary of War—and I want to call attention to 
that phraseology, ‘‘that the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be sold’’—there is no 
discretion on his part. Heis but an executive 
officer; he is not a lawgiver; he is a servant 
of the Republic to obey its behest as written 
down in the statute-books of the nation. Con- 
gress authorizes and directs him to make these 
sales, and he proceeds to carry into effect this 
command, like an obedient soldier, as he 
always has shown himself to be, and has sold 
such arms and put the proceeds into the Treas- 
ury to the amount of many millions. Nearly 
sixteen million dollars has gone into the Treas- 
ury of the United States from the sales of these 
arms. 

The honorable Senator from” Massachusetts 
seemed to think that this was of little signifi- 
cance. Well, sir, it may not be to him; it 
may not be to each one of very many thousands 
of the more wealthy citizens of this Republic ; 
but it is a matter of some importance to the 
mass of tax-payers of the nation whether the 
property of the United States shall be permitted 
to deteriorate on our hands and become abso- 
lutely worthless, or whether it shall be coined 
into money and put into the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, to that extent enabling the Secretary 
of the Treasury to sink the aggregate of the 
national debt. But if there were any question 
of property in this, that question has been su- 
perseded on the part of the Secretary of War 
by the command of the law-making power of 
the nation. He is directed to make these sales, 
of course exercising his best discretion as to 
the number of arms and the class of arms that 
can be put into market without detriment to 
the public interests. 

But, it is said that we may have violated good 


faith with other nations; we may have tram- | 


pled on the international code; we may have 
in an international point of view violated good 


morals by selling arms. which found their way 


into the hands of French soldiers during the 
Franco-Prussian war. Prussia may have had 
good cause to complain. No other Power 
could. No other Power was in a condition to 
complain. France surely would not complain. 
The other great nations of the earth were at 
peace with each other and with us. They had 
no right to complain, and I have heretofore 
shown that the Prussian Government did not, 
after being made familiar with all the facts in 
the case, complain. Residing near this Gov- 
ernment, in the city of Washington, on terms 
of easy intercourse with the Secretary of State 
and through him with the President and other 
officials, the Prussian minister made no com- 
plaint. Learning that a sale had been adver- 
tised, or that bids were being received, he called 
on the Seeretary of War and expressed the 
hope that time might be given for German 
houses to putin bids. Is it not surprising that 


that great and enlightened nation, represented 
here by one of the first subjects of King Wil- 
liam, should be acquainted with all the facts, 
and yet put in no caveat, if in their opinion the 
Government of the United States was tram- 
pling on the international code? 

We have been told here repeatedly that these 
things have not-been done in a corner, that they 
were known all over Europe, that all that we 
are doing is known in Europe, flashed under the 
ocean along the Atlantic cable, and overland 
to the capitals of the great Powers. Well, if 
so, the Prussia people knew all these facts ; 
the emperor was made acquainted with all the 
facts that came to the knowledge of the repre- 
sentative of that Government here. He know 
them all, and yet put in no protest; merely 
asked that time might be allowed to German 
houses to put in bidsalso, and, as I am reminded 
by the honorable Senator from Michigan, the 
time was granted by the Secretary of War. 
But we have been told by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri and the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, in the learned speeches 
they have delivered here from time to time 
during this debate, that Bismarck was made 
acquainted with these facts, and they have 
been so good as to repeat to the Senate his 
response to the effect that he had no wish to 
purchase, that he could pick them up more 
cheaply on the battle-field of France. Then, 
it is clear that Bismarck knew that these sales 
were in progress, and that these arms were 
reaching France, and their representative here 
knew it, and they put in no protest. They 
were not aware that their rights had been 
trampled on. ‘hey are presumed not to 
have understood the rights of Prussia under 
the international code. It has been left for 
American Senators to make this. discovery. 


i| These Senators are not quite sure themselves, 


as I infer from their citation, that Prussia has 
cause of complaint. They think, though, there 
is grave ground for suspicion; that is alll 
They wish it investigated by a committee of 
the Senate. 

I have but one other point to allude to, and 
that was brought tothe attention of the Senate 
by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
I believe, in the opening paragraph of his 
speech. He informed the Senate and the 
American people that through the vigilance of 
certain Senators on this floor a corrupt ring 
had been overthrown at New York. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; I said an aroused com- 
munity in the commercial metropolis had suc- 
ceeded in overthrowing a corrupt ring. The 
Senate had nothing to do with that. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Senator may be right. 
I wrote down the Senator’s statement at the 
time as I understood it. But I will have no 
dispute with him on that point; his memory 
may be more reliable than my notes; and there 
is no doubt now as to what he intended to say. 
I understood him to refer to the so-called 
custom-house frauds in New York. 

This has been lugged into this debate day 
after day now for some weeks. I believe no 
speech has been made by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri in which he has not brought in 
a dissertation on the vast corruptions in New 
York connected with the custom-house. Yes- 
terday I endeavored with as much skill as I 
possessed to bring him to a clear statement 
of the facts. I knew he was familiar with 
them, having served on a committee of invest- 
igation, and I could not question his ability 
to state them clearly and forcibly, I asked 
him in what these corruptions consisted. He 
informed the Senate that they consisted in the 
first place in having bad men in office; but 
when reminded that he and other Senators 
were as responsible for the character of these 
appointees as the chief executive officer of 
the Government, as the chiefs in the custom- 
house, at least, could not be appointed without 
the advice and consent of the Senate, we were 
told that the corruptions existed among sub- 
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ordinates who were not directly responsible to 
the President of the United States; but when 
pressed on this point for facts, the honorable 
Senator finally informed the Senate that it 
consisted in the bad conduct of two gentle- 
men by the name of Leet and Stocking, who 
he said were not officers of the Government 
atall, but private citizens who controlled some 
warehouses in New York where foreign goods 
had been stored. Then I pressed him to know 
what enormous evil thing these men had com- 
mitted. I desired the exact facts; I wished 
to learn, if I could, from him, the extent of 
this enormity. In reply to this inquiry he 
stated that they were entitled to receive from 
seventy-five cents to a dollar and a half for 
handling and storing goods by the package, 
and that it had been shown in some investi- 
gation that they had in some cases charged 
two dollars and possibly over two dollars a 
package or bale for cartage and storage. 

Now, what these supposed overcharges has 
to do with the correction of the misconduct of 
the officers of this Government it will be dif- 
ficult for any Senator to perceive when I call 
attention to the law and the facts. They were 
not officers of the Government, but the owners 
of warehouses, with whom the owners of im- 
ported goods had made contracts to store their 
wares, or where goods unclaimed by the 
owners were stored by the collector of the 
port. It may be well to'go to the bottom of 
this subject. Let us see what the law is under 

‘which this business is done. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read from the Statutes-at-Large, volume 
ten, page 271, section two of an act to extend 
the warehousing system by establishing private 
bonded warehouses, and for other purposes, 
approved March 28, 1854. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

“Suc, 2. And be it further enacted, That unclaimed 
goods, wares, or merchandise required by existing 
laws to be taken possession of by collectors of the 
customs, may be stored in any publie warchouse 
owned or leased by the United States, or in any pri- 
vate bonded warehouse authorized by this act, and 
all charges for storage, labor, and other cxpenses 
accruing on any such goods, wares, or merchandise, 
not to exceed ih any case the regular yates for such 
objects at the port in question, must be paid before 
delivery of the goods on due entry thereof by the 
claimant or owner; or if sold ag unclaimed goods to 
realize the import duties, the aforesaid charges shall 
be paid by the collector. out of the proceeds of the 
sale thercof before paying such proceeds into the 
Treasury as required by existing laws. And any 
collector of the customs is hereby authorized, under 
such directions and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, to sell, upon due 


notice, at public auction, any unclaimed goods, 
wares, or merchandise deposited in public ware- 


house, whenever the same may from depreciation | 


in value, damage, leakage, or other cause, in the 
opinion of such collector, e likely to prove insuffi- 
cient on a sale thereof to pay the duties, storage, 
and other charges if suffered to remain in public 
store for the period now allowed by law in the case 
of unclaimed goods.” . 

Mr. HARLAN, This I understand to be 
the latest law on the subject. Jt will be per- 
ceived that the evil complained of by the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, when nar- 
rowed down, is that Leet and Stocking charge 
two dollars, or something in excess of two 
dolJars a package for goads stored with them 
by the consent of the owner, or unclaimed 
goods stored with them by direction of the 
collectar of customs, when they were limited 
in same way to only seventy-five cents or a 
dollar and a half per package. But the law 
says nothing about a maximum price, and the 
Senate may possibly remember that I attempted 
yesterday to pressan answer from the honorable 
Senator from Missouri on that point. I sup- 
posed he knew, and I desired information. I 
asked him if there was any law fixing the maxi- 
mum named by him for cartage and storage. 


When he declined to answer that, I asked him | 


if there was any rule or regulation of the De- 
partment at Washington or of the collector af 
enstoms fixing a maximum, and he failed to 
answer that question, but contented himself 
with saying that they had a right to charge 
fram seventy-five cents to a dollar and a half, 
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and they had charged in some cases over two 
dollars. The Jaw says they may charge no more 
than the customary rates in the port. Now I 
want to read from the regulations. I have here 
the “revised warehouse regulations?’ for 1868, 
issued by the Treasury Department, regulating 
this subject. 

“Warehouses in which unclaimed and bonded 
merchandise shall be stored will be known and des- 
ignated as follows.” i 

„Then the compiler proceeds to classify the 
kind of warehouses. 

“Class 1. Stores owned or hired by the United 
States. All unclaimed goods must be deposited in 
these stores when there are such at the port avail- 
able for the purpose.” 

If the Government of the United States, 
therefore, should be the owner of a warehouse 
in New York, it would be the duty of the col- 
lector of customs to store such goods in the 
Government warehouse to the extent of its 
capacity, but not at the expense of the United 
States, for the regulation proceeds to provide 
that— 

“ AN the labor in these stores shall be performed 
under the superintendence of the officer in charge at 
the expense of the owner or importer of the mer- 
chandise, and all charges for storage, labor, and 
other pxpenses; accruing on the goods, shall not 
exceed the regular rates for such objects at the 
port,” 

Then, if these goods had been stored in a 
Government warehouse, they would have been 
stored at the expense of the owners, but not in 
excess of the usual rates. The second class 
of warehouses is— 

‘Warehouses in the possession of an importer, 
and in his sole occupancy, which he may desire to 

lace under the customs lock, in addition to his own 

ock, (said locks`to be of a different character,) for 
the purpose of storing dutiable merchandise im- 


ported by himself, or consigned to him, or purchased 
by him in bond.” 

Then, Mr. President, if an importing mer- 
chant in New York is the owner of a ware- 
house, or has rented a warehouse for his own 
convenience, and does not desire to pay the 
duty ow the goods when landed, by giving the 
requisite bond he can store them in his own 
store, putting it, however, under the lock and 
key of a custom-house officer and in the cus- 
tody of a Government storekeeper. In such 
a case there could be no complaint. I ought 
to observe in this connection that even in that 
case all the expenses arising to the Govern- 
ment on account of such storage must be paid 
by the owner of the goods. 

There is still another class to which I desire 
to call the attentiou of the Senate—class three: 

‘* Warchouses in the occupancy of persons desiring 


to engage in the business of storing dutiable mer- 
chandise under the warehouse acts, and of perform- 
ing the labor on such goods in whatis usually termed 
the storage business, 

“Warehouses of this class shall be used solely for 
the storage of warehoused goods and of unclaimed 
and seized goods when ordered by the collector, and 
shall consist of an entire building.” 

Again: 

“All the labor on the goods deposited in these 
warehouses ’’— 

* And this is the class of which complaint is 
made— 
“must be performed by the owner or, occupant of 
the warehouse? * + + * “All arrange- 
ments, as regards the rates of storage and the price 
of labor on bonded goods in these warehouses, must 
be made between the importer and the owner or 
occupant of the warehouse; and all amounts due 
for slorage and labor must be collected by the latter, 
the collector looking to the safe custody of the mer- 
chandise only for the security of the revenue.” 


From these extracts from the regulations, 
as well as from a perusal of the law, it is clear 
that the rates to be charged for storage are not 
limited to seventy-five cents or one dollar and 
a half per package, but are not to be in excess 
of those usual at the port of entry. This is the 
maximum. There is no rule fixing seventy-five 
cents or one dollar and a half, that I can find, 
either in the law or in the regulations. It is 
the usual rate charged by private parties for 
similar service at the port—a fact to be set- 
tled by testimony. Now, in case of disagree- 


the goods giving the requisite bond. 


ment between the owner of goods and the 
warehouse-keeper, who is to be the umpire to 
decide their difference of opinion? The reg- 
ulations provide precisely what the law itself 
provides, that where the owner of the goods 
and the keeper of the warehouse shall differ 
on this point the question between them shall 
be settled by the collector of customs. This 
brings us to an understanding of the nature 
of the offense committed by Leet and Stock- 
ing. Merchants in New York have stored 
goods with these owners of warehouses, and 
have been charged more than they deemed 
fair rates. They probably appealed to the col- 
lector for a rebate of charges, alleging that the 
charges were in excess of the usual rates in 
that city; and the collector has probably 
decided that the charges were not excessive. 
And this is the foundation for the Senator’s 
declaration that officers of this Government at 
New York had put their arms into the pub- 
lic Treasury up to their elbows. To make the 
case more clear if possible, let me suppose 
that a ship is now landing in the harbor of 
New York laden with goods designed for use 
in this country. 

What is the first thing her commander is 
required to do under the law and the regula- 
tions? They provide that within twenty-four 
hours he shall deposit in the post office of New 
York all the ship’s letters, supposed to be let- 
ters from the consignors of the goods to the 
consignees, and within forty-eight hours he 
must deposit his manifest or invoice of lading 
with the custom-house officer, who is presup- 
posed to have received in the meantime an 
invoice of the cargo from the consul of the 
United States residing in the foreign port from 
which the ship sailed, forwarded by some other 
mode of conveyance. This is supposed to be 
in the hands of the custom-house officer by 
the time the ship will land. 

What is done next? An inspector is put 
aboard, and within fifteen days, according to 
the size of the ship, the cargo must be landed. 

In the mean time the consignees or owners 
of the goods are expected to report to the cus- 
tom-house and pay the duty on the goods that 
have been consigned to each, or if they do not 
desire to pay the duties, to give the requisite 
bonds for the customs dues. If they pay the 
duty due when the goods are landed, and the 
Government inspector is ready to deliver them, 
they take the goods on their own carts and 
send them offto their own stores. If they are 
not prepared to pay the duties, then they give 
the requisite bond, and if they have a store- 
house of their own, the goods are put into their 
own storehouse, but under custom-house lock 
and key and in the custody of a Government 
storekeeper, for safe-keeping until the owners 
are prepared to pay the duty; but if they have 
no warehouse of their own, they may indicate 
any other bonded warehouse and make their 
own terms with the warehouse-keeper. It is 
a matter of no moment whatever to this Gov- 
ernment, so far as the revenue is concerned, 
how much or how little they pay. They may 
drive the very best bargain in their power; 
they may take them to their own stores by 
paying the duty ; they may store them in their 
own storehouses by giving bond with sufficient 
security, or they may indicate a warehouse in 
which they may be stored on just such terms 
as they and the owner of that warehouse may 
agree, not to be in excess of the usual charges. 

But if some of these goods are not claimed, 
and it becomes the duty of the custom-house 
officer to store them for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the revenue, he directs the goods to be 
stored in’ some bonded warehouse for. safe- 
keeping, the warehouseman or the owner of 
Tf a dis- 
pute shall arise between. these private parties 
on the question of charges, that question is to 
be settled by the collector of the port, and he 
is required by the law and the regulations, and 
his oath of office, to limit such charges to the 
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usual price charged by private parties for sim- 
ilar service. The Government has no interest 
whatever in the question of rates. It is a mat- 
ter of importance only to the owner of the 
warehouse and the owner of the goods. 

Now, pray tell me in what consists this vast 
pool of corruption, with eloquent descriptions 
of which the Senate and the country has been 
feasted for the last two or three months? Some 
warehouse-keeper, a private party, has been 
put in custody*of unclaimed goods. He has 

_ given bond for their safe-keeping. He is 
allowed: by Jaw to charge for this service the 
usual rate paid by private parties for a similar 
service performed in the ordinary course of 
trade, and the owner of the goods has in some 
cases complained that the charges were exor- 
bitant. Well, Mr. President, is that an unusual 
occurrence in commerce for a man who hires 
a store to complain of the rent, for a man who 
hires a hack to complain of the charge of the 
hackman, for a man who hires a cart to Insist 
that the cartman could haul goods for a lower 
rate? This, then, is the sum total of these 
complaints when you dive down to the bottom 
and pry up the facts. This was my reason for 
pressing the Senator from Missouri a little out 
of time to give the facts, to let the Senate and 
country know in what this vast pool of corrup- 
tion consisted. 

If keepers of bonded warehouses have made 
exorbitant charges the remedy is casy; the 
wrong is easily corrected. The owner of the 
goods could appeal to the collector for redress. 
if he violated the law, an appeal could have 
been made to the President for his removal. 
If the President should fail to act, the House 
of Representatives could arraign the collector 
before the Senate, who would, on the proper 
showing, remove him. I cannot believe that 
‘the House of Representatives, or any member 
of that body, would wink at corruption any 
more than the honorable Senator from Mis- 
souri. The committee that first investigated 
this subject was a joint committee. It con- 
sisted of able and learned members of the 
House of Representatives, in part, associated 
with the honorable Senator and some other 
able and distinguished members of this body. 
They made, it is presumed, a thorough exam- 
ination. They elicited, it may be presumed, 
all the facts. ‘heir report has been printed. 
Aud yet we have not been informed by a 
committee of the House of Representatives 
appearing at the bar of the Senate that they 
have found a corrupt collector at New York 
and that the President of the United States 
refuses to remove him. Nor has the Senate 
portion of that committee, as far as I am in- 
formed, proposed even a legislative remedy 
for the supposed evils. The honorable Sen- 
ator attempted to convert my inquiry into 
ridicule yesterday when I asked if he had pro- 
posed any remedy. He inquired of me, with 
some severity of manner, I thought, whether 
it made any difference whether he did it or 
whether somebody else did it. It makes this 
difference in his record: as an organ of this 
body he was sent to New. York specially to 
investigate a subject involving alleged abuses. 
He isnotan executive officer, he is a legislator. 
The only remedy which he could propose offi- 
cially would be a legislative remedy. Did he 
bring in any bill for the correction of these 
alleged grievances, such as a bill to regulate 
charges by bonded warehouse-keepers? Not 
that I have heard of; but he has brought in 
and spread before the country several able and 
eloquent speeches in condemnation of some- 
body else. I think I may fairly presume that 
he jound no evils of the enormity which his 
speeches would secm to indicate, or he would 
have made some attempt at a legislative cor- 
rection, 

But the House of Representatives are not 
limited to legislative means. They might of 
course have proposed an amendment of the law, 
the establishment of regulations, the enact- 


LA old system.” 


ment of rules fixinga maximum rate of charges 
which could not be exceeded by a warehouse- 
keeper. They proposed nothing of this kind; 
but they had it in their power to propose 
another remedy. If they had become satis- 
fied that the law was sufficient, but that the 
collector of the port was corrupt, and that 
after remonstrances from the merchants of 
New York, a hundred of whom we are told 
have been displeased with his conduct, and 
after the remonstrance of the committee, and 
after reports from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Chief Executive had failed to remove 
him, it was their plain duty, under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, to bring the cul- 
prit to the bar of the Senate. That they have 
not done so, after full and careful examination 
of the whole subject, leads me to believe that 
they found no evil of gravity requiring any 
such procedure. But if they had found what 
the honorable Senator from Missouri found, 
that these custom-house officers were in the 
Government Treasury up to their elbows, that 
the custom-house wasa cesspool of corruption, 
and that it was continued by a power above 
the committee, above the merchants of New 
York, above public opinion, above the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, could they justify them- 
selves in their silence? If the Representatives 
of the people in the other House believed what 
the Senator asserts, I cannot belicve they 


-would hesitate to apply the constitutional 


remedy. If they should thus hesitate, then, sir, 


republican government is already a failure.. 


If the Representatives of the people of this 
country will knowingly and diliberately by their 
inaction keep in office corrupt men, a repub- 
lican form of government cannot be sustained. 
No one can believe that the President would 
retain in office an incumbent known to him to 
be corrupt. Butif we were to grant, for the sake 
of the argument, that all the Senator intimates 
of him is true, we cannot blink the fact that 
the two Houses of Congress by their joint 
action may remove any civilian from his place. 
If, then, these corruptions are permitted Con- 
gress, the Representatives of the people as well 
as the representatives of the States, are cul- 
pable, the Senate is directly responsible for 
their appointment if their bad character was 
known at the time of their confirmation, and 
the members of the House of Representatives 
for not bringing in articles of impeachment 
just so soon as they learned the. existence of 
these facts and that the case was beyond prac- 
tical executive remedy. 

But, sir, I have one other reflection to make 
on this subject. I have shown at least that so 
far as the Senator's speech is concerned he 
has overdrawn the picture. The evil com- 
plained of, if it exists, is in fact but a mole- 
hill instead of the mountain which he has 
painted. And I must now, in justice to my 
own convictions of truth, say that this war 
on the custom-house officials has been prose- 
cuted in the interests of foreign importers, 
shippers, and manufacturers, more than in the 
interests of the public revenues. I say this 
out of no feeling of disrespect for the honor- 
able Senators. I do not impugn their mo- 
tives. But, in my opinion, the*subjects of the 
crowned heads of the great States of Europe 
are more interested in the success of this war 
than the citizens of the United States. Iam 
led to this belief from some of the facts to 
which I have referred, and from others that 
are now on record.as a part of the debate pre- 


ceding the appointment of the investigating 


committee to which I have referred. 

We were told by an honorable Senator in 
debate that these hundred or more merchants 
of New York temonstrated against the exist- 
ing general-order system as evil and only evil, 
and that continually, and recommended a re- 
turn to the old system. Following my habit 
of inquiry when I desire information, I in- 
quired of that Senator what was meant by the 
He informed me very frankly 


} 


H 


and candidly that under the old system goods 
were stored with the carrier. 

Mr. SCHURZ. Does the Senator say that 
I had a conversation with him about this sub- 
ject ? 

Mr. HARLAN. Oh no, sir. I have not 
intended to intimate any such thing. I said 
that the fact was adduced in debate by a 
learned Senator on this floor preceding the 
appointment of the Committee on Investiga- 
tion and Retrenchment, that these aggrieved 
New York merchants desired an abandonment 
of the present general-order system and a re- 
turn to the old system. In search of inform- > 
ation I inquired what the old system was, and 
was told that some of the steamship companies 
had warehouses of their own, and that under 
an old regulation, established before some of 
us were born, they were permitted to store the 
goods brought over in their ships in their own 
warehouses, and as their interests and the in- 
terests of the consignee were somewhat mutual, 
it costthe merchants of New York less to have 
such goods thus stored, stored with their own 
carriers. : 

Then that is the only remedy thus far sug- 
gested. I mentioned yesterday that the pres- 
ent system had existed as far back as the 
commencement of my service on this floor. 
The honorable Senator from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance of this 
body, who must be familiar with the whole 


i subject, remarked in that connection that the, 


present system had existed to some extent for 
at least forty years. ‘The abandonment of the 
general-order warehouses, and the adoption 
of the old system, this panacea for the evils of 
which complaint is made, when understood, 
means that unclaimed goods shall hereafter 
be stored with the carriers, with the Cunard 
and the Bremen lines of steamers, to allow 
them practically to retain the custody of the 
goods shipped by them, in their own ware- 
houses until claimed by the consignees. 

The owners of these ships are subjects of 
the-crowned heads of Europe, chiefly of the 
queen of the British empire, and of the em- 
peror of Germany. The goods shipped are of 
foreign manufacture, made and owned by the 
inhabitants of the Old World, brought here 
for sale in competition with the manufactures 
of our own country. For the promotion of 
the interests and convenience of these manu- 
facturers of the Old World, goods landed on 
our shores are permitted to lie in bonded 
warehouses without the payment of duties for 
months and years. Such warehouses are of 
little use to our own merchants, with the ex- 
ception of a few possessed of enormous means, 
who are able to compete with European cor- 
porations. The multiplied thousands of small 
merchants receive and pay the duties on their 
goods when landed, take them to their own 
stores and put them into market for consump- 
tion. The great merchants, chiefly foreigners, 
store their goods in bonded warehouses, await- 
ing a favorable market. And heretofore somo 
of them were permitted to store their goods in 


j the warehouses owned by the companies who 


owned the lines of vessels in which they were 
shipped. 

I need not inform you, sir, that that system 
was broken up in pursuance of the recom- 
mendation of Secretary Walker, under an act 
of Congress passed nearly thirty years ago, 
as was supposed at the time, in the interest 
of public revenue under a Democratic Admin- 
istration, under a law enacted by a Democratic 
Congress, and another system was adopted 
which, with some modifications,.is still in 
force. ‘These distinguished Senators desire 


j us to go back to the old system; that is, to 


allow the Cunard and the Bremen steamship 
companies to store the goods brought over in 
their vessels in their own warehouses. 

In this connection allow me to state another 
fact which I believe is of historic record, thata 
very large per cent. of these goods are shipped 
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from foreign manufacturers direct, and are 
invoiced at the naked cost at the manufactory. 
The honorable Senator from Maine now before 
me [Mr. Hamun] can correct me if I err. 
This is the kind of manifest under which they 
are shipped and landed and stored, not the 
price in the open markets of the country where 
they are made as they pass from hand to hand 
by merchants, but the price at the door of the 
shop where they are made. They are brought 
herein advance of a demand for consumption, 
often at nominal rates of freight, in ships that 
would otherwise return in ballast, not being 

- able te secure a regular return cargo, and are 
stored in these bonded warehouses, where they 
may remain for two or three years, awaiting 
favorable changes in the markets. The foreign 
manufacturer is thus able to compete on ad- 
vantageous terms with our own skilled laborers. 
And if an advantageous sale should notin the 
meantime be effected, the goods may be with- 
drawn and shipped elsewhere without the pay- 
ment of one cent of tax. Sir, these are the 
people in whose interests this clamor is raised, 
who complain if required to pay for storage 
rates not in excess of the usual rates in the 
port of entry. 

I think it will become clear to any one, from 
this statement of facts, that the drift of the 
Senator’s argument is in the interest of the 
manufacturers of the Old World who desire to 
store their goods in our ports at a cheap rate, 
awaiting a demand for consumption, and this 
I apprehend is at the foundation of the com- 

laints which we have heard of overcharges. 

tis an effort to reduce the expenses paid by 
foreign manufacturers who may choose to use 
storehouses in our ports for their surplus goods, 
while they await a market, and goods that 
may never be consumed in this country, but 
are destined for consumption in South America 
or possibly in other parts of the world. 

J have been thus particular in traversing this 
subject in detail with the hope—a very faint one, 
I confess—that the people of this country may 
take notice of what I say and understand that 
this clamor about custom-house frauds does 
not arise from the discovery of infidelity in 
the collection of the revenues. Everybody 
admits that it has been collected with reason- 
able skill and diligence under the custom- 
house officer in New York of whom chief 
complaint is made. I refer to Mr. Murphy, 
the late collector. I am told by those who 
have examined the records that the amount 
of customs dues collected under bis adminis- 
tration is largely in excess of the amount ever 
heretofore collected at that. port during any 
other equal period of time, and that, too, 
when the rate of duties on many articles had 
been greatly reduced. This historic fact is in 
itself worth a volume of denunciation of Mur- 
phy asa corrupt officer. The gravamen of 
the charge preferred, when stripped of declam- 
ation, ig that foreign manufacturers and im- 
porters have complained of the rates of storage 
charged by the owners of bonded warehouses 
with whom they stored their goods, a contro- 
versy in which the Treasury of the United 
States has not the slightest interest. 

Some of these foreign importers have com- 
plained of Leet and Stocking, the men with 
whom they have chosen to deposit their goods 
for the time being, until it shall suit their con- 
venience to pay the revenue, when it was com- 
pletely within their power at any time to pay 
the duties and take the goods directly from 
the wharf, or to give bond and store them in 
their own warehouses, or, in the third alterna- 
tive, to designate the warehouse in which they 
might be stored and make their own terms with 
the warehouse owner. 

These facts are undisputed and are indis- 
putable. They are in accordance with the 
law which I have read; they are in accordance 
with the regulations of the Treasury Dopart- 
ment, 

Tam not here to defend any one who may 
have committed a wrong, although, as I have 


before observed, I have faith in man; I have 
faith in my race; I believe it is the predispo- 
sition of men to do right, to deal justly with 
each other; and yet we all know that there 
are violations of law and recognized principles 
of justice and equity. Ifany such exist at the 
custom-house point them out, name the men, 
produce the evidence. The remedy is com- 
pletely within the hand of the Executive, or 
if he should fail to act, it is within the grasp 
of the Representatives of the people. 

But when Senators know these facts much 
better, I will concede, than I do, having spent 
more time in the investigation of the subject 
under the direction of the Senate, I am ata 
loss to know why so much valuable time is con- 
sumed with these declarations, in the absence 
of any practicable proposition for a remedy for 
the supposed wrongs. It has occurred to me, 
and I am inclined to think it will occur to the 
American people, that it may possibly have 
some remote connection with politics. Both 
Senators say that they do not intend anything 
of that kind, and I will not impugn their 
motives. I cannot. 

I believe each to be honorable and patriotic, 
| as honorable and patriotic as he is capable, 
but then we cannot close our éyes to the fact 
that they have both arrayed themselves against 
the Administration. In the light of that hos- 
tility to the Administration it is barely possi- 
ble the people will judge of their motives. The 
people may think that their vision has been a 
little obscured by possible prejudice; that a 
desire to damage the prospects of the Presi- 
dent for a reélection may have warped their 
judgment. And I must confess, with my high 
appreciation of both the Senators, my belief in 
their purity of character and patriotism, that I 
still think they are human; they are men in 
some respects like the rest of us, subject in a 
degree to the common frailties of mankind. 
They may not be as weak as many of us in 
these respects; and yet probably the great 
Architect of the human mind made them 
according to the same pattern by which the 
rest of us were formed, and it is barely possi- 
ble that they may be prejudiced, that they may 
look at.these facts through a colored medium. 
Their desire to injure the President of the 
United States or his prospects for reélection 


periods with which we have all been so greatly 
delighted. I do think that this is barely pos- 
sible, and I may say that I think their keen 
desire for investigation may be accounted for 
in part on this supposition. i 

The Senator from Missouri has already said 
that he did not call in question the integrity of 
the Secretary of War. I cannot quote his exact 
words, they are not before me, but he said in 
substance that he believed him to be a pure 
and upright man and an excellent officer. No- 
body has questioned’ the integrity and purity 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Then the 
supposed discrepancy between the books of 
the two Departments cannot furnish sufficient 
evidence even to-their minds to justify the pro- 
posed investigation, and that at the outset was 
presented as the chief reason for the appoint- 
ment of a committee. Neither Senator has 
stated at any time that he did believe and had 
reason to believe that some officer of this Gov- 
ernment had acted corruptly in his official 
capacity, which I think ought to precede the 
introduction of every such resolution. 

Is it right for a representative of a sovereign 
State on a floating rumor, a vagrant newspaper 
article, or at the request of some petty employé 
of a foreign Government, in the absence of 
evidence which produces conviction in his 
own mind, to put on foot an inquiry affecting 
the good name of the high officers of this Gov- 
ernment? Ought it not to be required of a 
Senator to proceed on his responsibility as a 
Senator? Has he a right to trifle with his own 
position? Has he a right to trifle with the 


Senate? Has he a right to trifle with the feel- 
| ings, to say nothing of the reputation, of other 


may have stimulated some of the eloquent; 


| 


officers of this Government associated. with 
him iu the administration of public affairs? 
If a Senator would rise at his desk and say 
on his responsibility as a Senator that he had 
reason to believe and ‘that he did believe that 
some officer of this Government had acted cor- 
ruptly, and that he therefore asked a com- 
mittee of inquiry, I would vote for it without 
a word; I doubt not every Senator on this 
floor would do the same}; all would say ‘This 
inquiry must proceed, for a Senator has said on 
his responsibility as such that he had reason to 
believe and did believe that there was occasion 
for such inquiry.” i 

But, sir, the utmost the honorable Senator 
from Missouri has thus far said is that, in his 
Opinion, after examining the whole subject 
and illustrating and elucidating it for hours, 
he thought there was grave ground of suspi- 
cion; not that he believed it, not that he had 
in his own opinion reason to believe there was 
corruption, but as the debate progressed, and 
I say it to his honor, he abandoned the impu- 
tation, and admitted that he did not believe the 
Secretary of War was corrupt, but, on the 
contrary, believed him to be a pure, upright 
officer. Then who is it that is to be investi-. 
gated? Who isit that is at fault? Is it the 
Secretary of the Treasury? Does somebody 
have grave suspicion that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has failed to make the proper entries 
in the records of his Department thus account- 
ing for the sales of arms? No Senator bas 
ventured to make such a statement. No Sen- 
ator on his responsibility, I think, I may safely 
predict, will make such an allegation. - 

In the absence of any such conviction on 
the part of any Senator it is well that both 
these Senators have abandoned that allega- 
tion of cause for inquiry. What is left? They 
have grave suspicion that international law 
may have been violated in the enforcement 
of a statute of the United States to the pos- 
sible injury of some other nation. But it has 
already been shown that no other nation has 
complained of injury on this account. Is it 
not reasonable to suppose that other nations 
are capable of taking care of their own inter- 
ests? Such a reason for investigation in the 
absence of complaint is unprecedented in the 
American Senate, and, as far as [ know, in the 
world’s history. 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States 
has made it the duty of the President of the 
United States to carry onour intercourse with 
foreign nations, and, to aid him in the perform- 
ance of these duties, Congress has authorized 
the appointment of a Secretary of State. Is 
it not an inopportune time to inaugurate a 
change of policy in this respect? . Heretofore 
we have succeeded with tolerable success in 
managing our diplomatic intercourse with 
other nations through the constitutional me- 
dium, by the use of the constitutional organ. 
Heretofore under all administrations, Demo- 
cratic and Republican, we have confided this 
duty to the President of the United States 
aided by his Secretary of State. What has 
arisen during the last twelve months to justify 
a change of this policy and to require that this 
branch of the public service, in part at least, 
should be put into the hands of a committee 
of the Senate of the United States—surely a 
service never contemplated by the framers of 
the Constitution ? 

Is there not, therefore, in the light of these 
facts some cause to conclude that the judg- 
ment of these Senators may have been warped 
by a possible prejudice against the executive 
officers of this Government, a possible desire 
to embarrass them if not in managing the 
affairs of this Government-with other peoples 
at a time when our relations are said to be 
somewhat delicate, and possibly to embarrass 
the prospects of the President’s reélection? It 
is supposed that he may be willing to become 
his own successor, if the people should: so 
desire ; not, as far as I know, that he has ever 
said so, but as he has not said the reverse, this 
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seems to beinferred. Is it not possible that 
a reading and intelligent people may conclude 
that this is: a part of the motive: which has 
prompted the introduction of this resolution, 
although perhaps the honorable Senators may 
not be conscious of it themselves? . 

These facts, now noticed for the first time, 
were known years ago. Why was not this 
inguiry put on foot then? Why was it not 
put on foot at the time these sales of arms 
began, in 1865? They began to be made to 
houses that were supposed to be in communi- 
cation with both these foreign Governments— 
Prussia and France—almost at the beginning 
of hostilities, The honorable gentleman from 
Missouri has informed the Senate and the coun- 
try that he knew it at the time; that the fact 
was pressed on his attention by his fellow-citi- 
zons of foreign birth; that they urged him to 
bring it to the attention of the authorities at 
Washington, Did he fail in his duty? Did 
he fail in big duty as an American legislator in 
not putting on foot the inquiry at the time when 
it, would have done some good, at the time that 
the supposed wrong could have been checked 
at the very threshold, at the time the evil 
could have been cured almost before it had 
birth? 

But it was not done then, and years have 
been permitted to elapse before this inquiry 
was demanded ; and then it is demanded im- 
mediately preceding a presidential election, 
on grounds so flimsy as. to challenge faith in 
the sincerity of the authors, the chief of which 
has been abandoned by themselves before the 
discussions has closed. In the light of all 
these facts how is it possible to account for 
this anomalous procedure if the motive is not 
political ? 

My. President, I have done, 

Mr. CARPENTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCHURZ. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin will permit, J have just introduced an 
amendment, and I should liko to make a very 
few remarks. 1 will not be long. 

Mr. CARPENTER, How long? i 

Mr. SCHURZ. Ahout eight or ten min- 
utes; not longer. 

My, CARPENTER, Very well. 

Mr, SCHURZ. I merely want to adduce 
some figures. I certainly do not intend to go 
over the whole specch of the Senator from 
Towa, inasmuch as that would be commencing 
the debate again from the beginning. He 
certainly has achieved one distinctioh in this 
matter. So far, whenever the general-order 
business at New York was spoken of, we found 
some, Senators who attempted to shift the re- 
sponsibility, but we have not found any one 
until to-day who undertook to defend it. He 
defends it under very peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. HARLAN: The Senator does not 
desire to misrepresent me. 

Mr, SCHURZ. Certainly not. 

Mr, HARLAN. I have not intended to 
defend it nor to impugn it either. I have 
adduced the law and the regulations-—nothing 


more. 

Mr. SCHURZ. At any rate, the Senator’s 
speech made the impression of an effort to 
show that it was all right. Now, let me say 
this: it is known to the Senate as well as it 
is to the country that this system has been 
protested against by the first merchants of 
New York, such men as the Chittendens, the 
Stewarts, the Claflins, the Dodges, the Pecks, 
and so on. The fact is that this system has 
been investigated by a committee of Congress, 
and reported againstas a great and scandalous 
abuse; that it has been investigated by a com- 
mission seat by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
und reported against in the same way ; and that 
it has been investigated once more by the 
Committee of Investigation and Retrenchment 
recently appointed by the Senate, and I am 
somewhat inclined to think the Senator would 
have spoken differently had he not, for reasons 
best known to himself, and undoubtedly satis- 
factory to the country when stated, not attended 


a single meeting of that committee when it 
investigated the abuses of fhe New York cus- 
tom-house. So much for that matter. 

Now, as to the sale of arms. The Senator 
produces here a document given to him this 
morning. by the chief of ordnance, a docu- 
ment which would seem to contradict the offi- 
cial report of the War Department. Now, let 
me ask the Senator one question. Does that 
document state distinctly that at the close of 


„the war there were in the arsenals of the coun- 


try thirteen hundred thousand and odd mus- 
kets exclusive of those which were in the hands 
of the Army, then counting a million? 

Mr. HARLAN. I think it does. I will 
look. . 

Mr. SCHURZ, Let us see. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘Total number of service- 
able muskets and carbines of different models 
on hand at the close of the war in the arsenals 
and depots, 1,292,685; total number of ser- 
viceable pistols, 64,952;’’ and it is footed up 
here, °° 1,857,587.” 

Mr. SCHURZ. Very well. Then it does 
not state that at the close of the war there 
were thirteen hundred thousand small-arms in 
the arsenals and another million in the hands 
of the troops; and I will tell the Senator why 
it does not state that. 

First, here is the report of Secretary Stan- 
ton, rendered in November, 1865, stating that— 

“There are nearly one million good Springfield 
muskets on hand, and upward of half a million 
foreign and captured muskets. The latter will be 
sold whenever suitable prices can be obtained for 


them, and also other ordnance stores of a perishable 


nature which are in excess of the wants of the ser- 
vice. 


So that from the report of the Secretary of 
War, Mr. Stanton, it appears that there were, 
in all, in the possession of the Government 
of the United States, inclusive of the riff-raff 
of Austrian and Bélgian muskets we then had, 
fifteen hundred thousand stand of arms. 

Secondly, here is the report of the ordnance 
department for 1870, which reads as follows : 

“The department has been selling for several 
yoars the arms and other stores that are of obsolete 
pattern and otherwise unfit for issue to troops. 

fore than one million threc hundred and forty 
thousand stand of small-arms have been sold since 
the closo of the war, three hundred and fifty thou- 
sand of them within the present month, at good 
prices.” 

That was the report of the chief of ord- 
nance on the 25th of October, 1870. 

Now comes the third report, the last one, 
where the chief of ordnance states that he has 
‘less than ten thousand breech-loading mus- 
kets in the arsenals for issue ;’’ not-less than 
ten thousand of the last pattern or the first 
pattern, but ‘‘less than ten thousand breech- 
loading muskets in the arsenals for issue.’’ 

“This number of muskets is not half sufficient to 
supply the States with the muskets they are now 
entitled to receive under their apportionment of 
the permanent appropriation for arming and equip- 
ping the militia.” 

Now take the number of arms in the hands 
of the Government in 1865—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the-Senator whether 
the arms that are provided for by the annual 
permanent appropriation for issue to the States 
are not the arms there alluded to? There is 
a permanent appropriation of $200,000 for 
arms to be issued to the States, and they are 
classified in that way. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I know that. 

Mr. MORTON. That report simply refers 
to hreech-loading arms. 

Mr, SCHURZ. I know that, but he states 
that there are less than ten thousand of them 
on hand for issue, not half sufficient to give the 
States their respective quota. There can be 
no doubt about that. Now take the number 
of arms as given to-day by the ordnance de- 
partment and deduct from it the number of 
arms as sold by the ordnance department, 
and what is there left? And then the Senator 
comes here and says we have five hundred thou- 
sand small arms in the arsenals of the nation. 
He has good authority for it, I do not doubt, 
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but the question is whether these arms are 
serviceable arms or not. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iwill suggest an explana- 
tion to the honorable Senator, for I know he 
intends to be exactly fair. He knows that we 
have been continuously manufacturing arma 
within the last six years, and also repairing 
old arms, cleaning them up, and putting them 
in good condition. These reparts I suppose 
refer to those that were in good condition at 
the time the reports were made. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I do not know that arms 
in large quantities are continually being man- 
ufactured. If the Senator will read the report 
of the chief of ordnance he will find that arms 
in large quantities are not being continually 
manufactured, and the chief of ordnance com- 
plains to the contrary; and the Senator will 
also know that in our appropriation bills we 
make no provision for the manufacturing of 
arms in large quantities. Now, sir, it may all 
be so, but it seems to me that when we pro- 
duce here an official report submitted to the 
Congress of the United States stating one 
thing, and then on the spur of the moment a 
Senator comes in here with another report in 
pencil stating another thing, the ways of the 
Department are ‘‘ mysterious and past finding 
out;’”? then I think itis time that an inquiry 
should be had into that matter; and for that 
reason I have offered my amendment to this 
resolution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin give way for a motion to 
adjourn? 

Several Senators. No ; no. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is well 
known that the Senator from Wisconsin was 
not able to be in his seat yesterday to partici- 
pate in this debate, and is hardly able to be 
present to-day. I hope, therefore, the Senate 
will not force him at this hour to go on with 
the remarks that he intends to make. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin is entitled to the floor, but yields to 
the Senator from Vermont, who moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and twenty-one minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
FISHING INTERESTS IN MAINE. 


Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Maine relating to the fishing interests 
in that State, and move that they be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the effect of the treaty of Washington 
promises to be disastrous to the fishing interests of 
Maine: Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress he in- 
structed and our Representatives requested to use 
their influence to provide relief and indemnity to 
such interests by bounties on fish, or tonnage, or 
such other form as may best pratect those interests. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to for- 
ward a copy of these resolutions to our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move the reference of 
the resolutions to the Committee on Com- 
merce. Í 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs is the committee now considering the 
subject, and I prefer they should go there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question of bounty 
ig a question of taking money out of the 
Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions refer to 
the treaty of Washington ? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Yes, sir; but they do nat 
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propose to reject the treaty of Washington, but 
to relieve from the effects of that treaty those 
branches of businessand commerce which are 
crushed down byit. ‘Che resolutions ought to 
go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The question is one for 
the House to settle, if the gentlemen. differ upon 
it. The gentleman from Maine (Mr. HALE] 
moves that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Houman] moves to 


amend that motion by striking out ‘“ Foreign 


Affairs? and inserting ‘ Commerce.” 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Everything relating to 
the subject of the treaty of Washington has 
gone to the Committee on Foreign Affairs so 


far. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is not a question of 
foreign relations at all. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Several bills on this sub- 
ject have been referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be true, but this 
isnot a matter of foreign affairs, but of the 
effects of the treaty on commerce. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Then thegentleman should 
call back the bills which have been referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that all 
matters relating to the treaty may go together. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The subject of these reso- 
lutions is before the Committee on Commerce 
already. 

Mr. HALE. Notso faras the fishery inter- 
ests are concerned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. CONGER. Several such matters have 
been referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and are nowreceiving the attention of that 
committee, 

The question being taken on Mr. Hor- 
MAN’S amendment, it was agreed to; and the 
resolutions were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SALERS OF ORDNANCE STORES. 


Mr. LYNCH. Task unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department,in lien of the investigation 
ordered by resolution of February 26, be directed to 
investigate alk sales of ordnance stores made by the 
Government of the United States during the fiscal 
year ending 30th of June, A. D. 1871; to ascertain 
the persons to whom such sales were made, the 
circumstances under which they were made, the 
sums respectively paid by said purchasers to the 
United States, the disposition made of the proceeds 
of said sales; and that said committee also inquire 
and report whether any member of the Senate or 
any other American citizen is, or has been, in 
communication ot collusion with the Government 
or authorities of France, or with any agent or 
officers thereof, in reference to the said matters; 
and that the committee have power to send for per- 
sons and papers; and that the investigation be con- 
ducted in public. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like; before any 
gentleman proposes to raise a committee of 
investigation on the conduct of a member of 
the Senate, that he shiould stand in his place 
here and be responsible for some charge 
against the conduct of some member of that 


ody. 

Mr. LYNCH. I have no objection to strike 
that out. F made the resolution correspond 
with that now before the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not think the example 
is a good one. Ifthe gentleman has any 
grontd for sach an inquiry he should state it. 

Mr. LYNCH. As I have stated, I agree to 
modify the resolution in that respect. 

a FINKELNBURG. Let it be again 
read, 

The resolation was again read. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I object 
to the resolution. 


CHINAMEN IN TEE ISLAND OF CUBA. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following report from the Commit- 
tee on. Foreign Affairs : 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 


referred the resolution ca ing upon the President for i 


information concerning thereénslavement of China- 
men by the decree of Captain General Valmaseda, 
and human slavery in the island of Cuba, has con- 
sidered the same, and reports it to the House with a 
recommendation that it pass: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to fur- 
nish this House, ifnot incompatible with public in- 
terests, all information in possession of the State 
Department relative to the reindenture or reénslave~ 
ment of Chinamen in the island of Cuba, by decrees 
lately issued by Captain General Valmaseda, and 
what action, ifany, has been taken by the Executive 
to preventthe extension of human slavery contem- 
plated by said decrees. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask that the report be ac- 
cepted. 

The question was put,and the report was 
agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND COMMERCIAL AGENTS. 


Mr. BANKS. I submit the following re- 
port, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred a resolution introduced by Hon. Mr. Cox, 
January 22, 1872, calling upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury for information, has considercd the same, 
and make the following report: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, directed to transmit_to this House 
copies of all reports aud correspondence received 
and on file at the Treasury Department, from each 
and all the agents appointed under the act of Con- 
gress to advise, instruct, or superintend the consular 
and commercial agents of the United States. 

2. That he be directed to inform this House if, in 
his opinion, any further legislation by Congress is 
needed to enable the consular and commercial 
agents of the United States in foreign countries to 
ascertain and report the true market value of mer- 
chandise exported from their respective consular or 
commercial districts and imported into the United 
States, and to protect the customs revenue, by re- 
quiring that such agents shall not certify to the cor- 
rectness of invoices of such merchandise, as required 
by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1863, until 
they are satisfied by personal inspection or other- 
wise that the valuation in said invoice is correct 
and true. , : 

3. That he be directed to inform the House how 
many of the consular and commercial agents of the 
United States abroad either speak or write the lan- 
guage of the country in which their districts aro 
situated, and the language in which the commercial 
business therein is chiefly carried on, 

4. That he be directed to furnish to this House a 
statement of the fees received in gold or silver or its 
equivalent during the last fiscal year, by each con- 
sular and commercial agent of the United States for 
certifying invoices, and all other official acts. 

That according to a statement received from the 
Secretary of the Treasury the information called for 
by the first paragraph of the resolution was trans- 
mitted to the House December 4, 1871. ` 

The committee reports in favor of the call for in- 
formation contained in the second and fourth para- 
graphs of the resolution; and that the call for 
information contained in the third paragraph be 
directed to the Secretary of State instead of to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. . . 

N. P. BANKS, Chairman. 
Mr. BANKS. 


I move that the resolution 
be passed. . 


The motion was agreed to. 
PUBLICATION OF SUPREME COURT OPINIONS. 


Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the Committeeon the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing by law for the prompt publicationof the judicial 
opinions of the United States Supreme Court assoon 
as the same shall be publicly announced. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. SLATER. I ask unanimous consent 
to have a bill considered now, House bill No. 
1297, amendatory of an act entitled “An act 
donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
passed July 2, 1862, and the acts amendatory 
thereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I calt for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. SLATER. I hope the gentleman will 
allow the reading of a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. He 
would see from that that the bill is proper and 
ought to pass. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
upon the regular order. 


CLEARING-HOUSE EXCHANGES. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of 


I must insist 


business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences, at twelve o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes, and the House resumes the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 1784) to facili- 
tate banking-house exchanges. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to receive United States 
notes on deposit without interest from the 
national banks in the cities of New York 
Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago, St. Louis, and 
Cincinnati, in sums not less than $10,000, and 
to issue certificates therefor in such form as the 
Secretary may prescribe, and in denomina- 
tions of not less than $5,000, which certificates 
shall be payable on demand in United States 
notes at the place where the deposits there- 
for were made. The second section provides 
that such certificates shall be held and counted 
by said banks as part of their legal reserve, 
and be used by them in the settlements of 
their clearing-house balances. The third sec- 
tion provides that nothing contained in thig 
act shall be construed to authorize ady expan- 
sion or contraction of the currency. 

Mr. MERRIAM. When I framed the bill 
to facilitate bank clearing-house exchanges, 
(under discussion when the morning hour èx- 
pired yesterday,) I embodied a clause to make 
the deposits in the Treasury special deposits, 
to be held for the redemption of the certifi- 
cates to be issued to the banks. As this sed- 
tion might be construed as compelling the 
Secretary to seal up the identical United States 
notes deposited, and to hold them in the sub- 
Treasuries where deposited, and as many of 
these notes are so mutilated as to require their 
return, destruction, and replacement by new 
notes, I erased, at the suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, this section, ahd sub- 
stituted section three, which reads: 


That nothing contained in this act shatl be con- 
strued to authorize any oxpansion or contraction of 
the currency. 


My colleague from New York (Mr. Porter j 
requests that the words “shall be held as 
special deposits’ be restored in the bill. 

I am instructed by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency to move to add to section 
three of the bill the following: 

But the notes for which said certificates are issued 
shall be held as special deposits for the redemption 
of such certificates; and nothing in this act shall 
be construed to prevent the Treasurer from trans- 
ferring them from one point to another if the re- 
quirements of the Treasury may seem to demand 
it; Provided, That the Treasurer shall also hold in 
the Treasury the full amount of United States notes 
equal to that represented by such certificates, 


Mr. SHELDON. I hope the gentleman 
from New York will agree to an amendment 
to insert New Orleans in that bill. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I am willing to allow that 
amendment to be offered, and I ask the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task the gen- 
tleman to allow me to propound a question to 


im. 

Mr. MERRIAM. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does not this 
bill, in spite of the proviso, clearly inflate the 
currency? As I understand it, all these banks 
are now required by law to have a certain 
amount of deposits in the central banks named 
in the bill; they must have the money there 
now, whether we pass this bill or not. But 
the passage of this bill will allow them to take 
out a certificate of deposit to the full amount 
of the currency which they are compelled to 
keep in the central banks, and they are to be 
allowed to use those certificates of deposit as 
a clearing-house certificate, which is exactly 
the use the money itself is now:pat to: “Tn 
other words, this bill allows them te double 
the entire amount of effective énirency that 
they now ordinarily keep on deposit in these 
central banks. Therefore, in aptte of the pro- 
viso, this bill will inflate the currency to the 
extent of every dollar thus. used, for atk clear- 
ing-house certificates will be used precisely as 


money. 
Mr. MERRIAM. They are used as re- 
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serves, the same as the legal-tender notes, but 
the legal-tender notes are sealed up and de- 
posited in the Treasury, and by the last pro- 
vision of this: bill they cannot be used for any 
purpose by the Treasurer of the United States. 
There: is no possible danger, without this 
clause, that the United States Treasurer will 
use these legal-tender notes for inflating the 
currency, because he already holds $44,000,- 
000 of United States notes which are not used 
as currency. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But now the 
United States Treasurer cannot use these 
notes. 

Mr. MERRIAM. 
this bill. À 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
them as the Jaw now stands. i 
ing up of these notes does not add anything 
to the security now imposed by law that the 
Treasurer shall not use them. But this bill 
proposes to allow him to use the whole face 
value of the notes in the form of certificates 
of deposit, though the notes themselves are 
locked up. 

Mr. MERRIAM. 
would read the bill. í 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They are put 
in the shape of certificates of deposit, and 
therefore it makes a use not now authorized 
by law. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
bill with pending amendments, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to receive United States notes on 
deposit, without interest, from the national banks 
in the cities of New York, Boston, Chicago, St. Lonis, 
Cincinnati, and Philadelphia, in sums not less than 
$10,000, and to issu certificates therefor in such form 
as the Secretary may, prescribe, and in denomina- 
tions of not less than $5,000, which certificates shall 
be payable on demand in United States notes at the 
place where the deposits therefor were made, 

Src. 2, That such certificates shall be held and 
counted by said banks as part of their legal reserve, 
and be used by said banks in the settlements of their 
clearing-house balances. 5 

Suc. & That nothing contained in this act shall be 
construed to authorize any expansion or contraction 
of tho currency. 

An amendment, reported this morning by 
Mr. Merriam, from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, was to add to section three 
the following : 

Bat tho notes for which said certificates are issued 
shall be held as special deposits for the redemption 
of such certificates; and nothing in this act shall be 
construed to prevent the Treasurer from transferring 
them from one point to another, if the requirements 
of tho Treasury may seem to demand it: Provided, 
That the Treasurer shall also hold in the Treasury 
tho full amount of United States notes equal to that 
represented by such certificates, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Suetpon] also moves to iu- 
sert ‘New Orleans” in the first section of 
the bill. j 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Willthe gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Merriam] allow me to say a 
word? ; 

Mr. MERRIAM. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Ihave not given any 
attention to this bill until I heard it read by 
the Clerk. But it strikes me that to the extent 
of this bill we are carrying the principle of 
legal tender one step further than we have 
ever thought of doing before. Congress pro- 
vided, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States have decided, that all promises of the 
United States to pay in gold shall be a legal 
tender. This bill provides that the Govern- 
ment may now promise to pay in bills, not in 
goid, and that those promises to pay in bills 
shall be a legal tender. The last clause of 
this bill provides that all these certificates 
shall be used by the banks in settling their 
clearing-house accounts. That is, their clear- 
ing-house accounts would be payable in legal- 
tender notes, and this bill provides that these 
certificates shall stand in lieu of the legal- 
tender notes. The legal-tender notes which the 
Supreme Court has sanctioned are the prom- 


He cannot use them under 


He cannot use 


I wish the gentleman 


The mere seal- ! 


ises on the part of the United States to pay 
specie, and they say that those promises shall 
be equivalent to specie. . 

Now this bill provides that a promise on the 
part of the United States to pay in greenbacks 
shall also be a legal tender; that is, a promise 
to pay in promises shall be a legal tender. 
Now if these banks are to have these second- 
hand legal tenders, why should not all the 
people have them? Why not let us all have 
the advantage of depositing our money in the 
United States sub-Treasuries and getting a 
certificate of the United States and using that 
certificate as a legal tender? Why should the 
banks have this privilege and the people be 
denied it? It strikes me, Mr. Speaker, that 
the bill had better be recommitted. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I now yield to my col- 
league, [Mr. Porrer. ] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
{Mr. Merriam] was kind enough to show me 
this bill before it was reported. I then thought 
it subject to the objection which has been 
suggested by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, [Mr. GARFIELD ;] that is, 
that for the same amount of money there would 
thus be put in circulation two sets of obliga- 
tions—one the promises of the Government 
in the form of legal tenders, for which the cer- 
tificates are to be issued ; the other, the prom- 
ises of the Government so issued in the stead 
of such legal-tender notes; and that to this 
extent the bill would operate as an inflation 
of the currency. I therefore suggested to my 
colleague who had the bill in charge the addi- 
tion of a proviso that the particular notes for 
which the certificates had been issued should be 
held as special deposits to meet those certifi- 
cates particularly. 

T do not, however, understand that this bill 
makes these certificates a legal tender, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScorteLp] 
has observed. It appears to be simply a meas- 
ure for the relief of the banks, so that instead 
of requiring them to actually pay over from 
one to another in their settlements and to 
transport from place to place legal-tender 
notes, they may substitute instead of the notes 
the certificate of the Government that those 
notes are locked up in its vaults. So far, 
therefore, as that branch of the bill is con- 
cerned, it hardly seems to me that the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ScorreLD| is well taken. 

. But as regards the other branch of the bill 
to which the objection of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] relates, I must say that 
I prefer the amendment which I suggested to 
my colleague, which provided that the green- 
backs for which the certificates areissued shall 
themselves be locked up jn special deposit. 
Thus we shall have no double issue of obliga- 
tions representing the same sum of money. 
My apprehension is that the addition which 
has been made by my colleague [Mr. Merriam] 
to the proviso I suggested, which addition au- 
thorizes the Treasurer of the United States to 
take those notes which he is directed to put in 
special deposit and transfer them around the 
country as he may think the public convenience 
may require, will enable him to substitute those 
particular deposits in place of that general 
amount of money which he is now obliged by 
the exigencies of business to keep on hand; 
and that this would practically operate as an 
inflation of the currency. I prefer, therefore, 
the clause which I have suggested to my col- 
league without the addition conferring this 
authority on the Treasurer. 

„Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will allow me to say that if we should author- 
ize the issue of $100,000,000 more of the 
greenback notes, and should at the same time 
add a proviso that this should not inflate the 
currency, everybody can see that such a pro- 
viso could have no effect. In the same man- 
ner the proviso in this bill is nugatory. 

_ Mr. BURCHARD. Iam unable to see any 
inflation in this measure. It simply permits | 


the banks to deposit in the Treasury the por- 
tion of their reserve which they are now 
required to hold in their own vaults. I can 
see no inflation in that. For the money thus 
deposited in the Treasury a certificate is given, 
which is held by the bank. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The bank not 

only has its reserve, but it has its certificate 
of that, which it may carry around and use as 
currency. 
Mr. BURCHARD. This reserve is still in 
the Treasury instead of the bank vaults. It 
makes no difference where it is kept, whether 
it is kept in the bank vaults or in the Treas- 
ury, so that it is withdrawn from circulation, 
as it would be. 

Mr. MERRIAM: I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Lexen, ] 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, if I understand 
the provisions of this bill, it neither provides 
for making certificates of deposit in the Treas- 
ury of the United States legal tender, nor does 
it in any degree inflate the currency. It pro- 
vides simply that banks may deposit legal 
tenders in the Treasury of the United States, 
and that they may settle their clearing house 
balances by certificates of such deposits. I 
cannot see how it inflates the currency any 
more than it would if the deposits were in 
the vaults of the banks and they made their 
clearing-house certificates on the deposits 
there. Itis simply a matter of convenience. 

Tam not in favor of the bill, because I do 
not belicve the Treasury of the United States 
ought to be made the custodian of the deposits 
of the banks of the country. I believe they 
ought to take charge of them themselves, and 
ought not to put the responsibility upon the 
Treasury of the United States. But it can 
have no effect in inflating the currency, and the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, } who 
seems to have inflation on the brain, I think 
need have no apprehensions in this matter. 

Mr. MERRIAM. The expense of keeping, 
if there is any expense of keeping the deposits 
in the Treasury, is more than compensated by 
asaving of the loss in counting and recounting 
the issues, and so long as the deposits of the 
United States notes are placed in the vaults 
of the Treasury and kept there to redeem 
these certificates, it is not possible that there 
should be any inflation. 

I yield for a moment to the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Hooprr.] 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment so as to strike out 
what is proposed as an addition to the third 
section, and to insert in lieu thereof what I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
third section as proposed to be amended by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoorzr. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seo. 3, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
construed to authorize any expansion or contrac~ 
tion of the currency; and the notes for which such 
certificates are issued shall be held as special deposits 
in the Treasury, and used only for the redemption 
of such certificates. 


Mr. POTTER. That is the amendment I 
originally suggested. J withdraw my amend- 


ment, 

Mr. MERRIAM. I accept the amendment, 
and move the previous question. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. Before 
the previous question is called, I wish to say 
that with this amendment the bill does not 
create any possible inflation of the currency. 
The notes are simply withdrawn from circula- 
tion and deposited in the sub-Treasury, and 
the certificates are passed among the banks in 
place of those notes, in the clearing-house set- 
tlements, to save the trouble of counting and 
recounting this large quantity of small notes. 
These certificates are issued in sums of not 
less than $5,000 each. They could not go 
into general circulation at all, as they are so 
drawn that they are payable only to the banks, 
and not to individuals, 
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Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. It seems to me 
that there is some danger in this bill. Bya 
combination on the part of certain banks they 
may lock up a large portion of the currency 
now used for commercial purposes, and there- 
by create a tight money market, which would 
be injurious to the commercial interests. It 
strikes me that there is something in this view 
of the bill, and I trust that gentlemen on this 
side of the House will consider it in that light. 

Mr. LYNCH. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. W. R. Rozerrs] 
a question. I would inquire of the gentleman 
how it will facilitate the locking up of these 
notes to send them to the Treasury of the 
United States, any more than if the banks 
were to lock them up in their own vaults? 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to suggest to my 
colleague that he change a single phrase in the 
second section, and that is in place of the 
words ‘‘be used” he insert the words ‘be 
accepted.” . ` 

Mr, MERRIAM. I am willing to accept 
that amendment. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I ask the gentleman from 
New York to allow me to-make a motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. These banks are not very 
popular with the people.. They are not an 
institution that the people are very fond of; 
there isa great deal of complaint about them. 
I do not care, for one, to extend any further 
privileges to them that are not given toall the 


people. 

Mr. MERRIAM. It would not be possible 
for the country to do business without banks, 
and in this age of the world I am surprised 
that a gentleman should oppose the existence 
of banks. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. J am not saying anything 
against banks. I only say that these banks 
are not too popular with the people; they are 
called monopolies; and if additional privileges 
are given to them, that are not given to other 
people, it will add to the odium under which 
they now rest. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the gentleman 
to yield to me to move an amendment. 

Mr. McGREW. I rise to a question of 
order. I ask that gentlemen be required to 
take their seats, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very glad 
to be assisted by members in his endeavor 
to enforce order. Gentlemen will take their 
seats, 

Mr. COBURN. I rise to a parliamentary 
question. I hear down there in front an 
amendment talked of which the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill says he accepts. I 
desire to know whether the committee has the 
power to accept an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It was not the Chair who 
said anything on that subject, and the Chair is 
not responsible for conversation on the floor. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to inquire if that 
amendment has been adopted by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. COBURN. Idesire to move to strike 
out from lines nine and ten in the first section 
the words ‘‘the place where the deposits 
therefor were made,” and to insert in lieu 


thereof “the Treasury of the United States.” | 


The effect of the amendment will be to make 
these certificates redeemable herein Washing- 
ton, and not at the place where the money was 
deposited. My object in this is to avoid re- 
quiring the Government to take care of the 
money in the banks in different parts of the 
country, and to transport it to and fro at its 
own expense. 

Mr. MERRIAM. It would destroy the 
whole effect of the bill if the banks of Cin- 
cinnati, for instance, were required to send 
the certificates to Washington for redemption. 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If the previous question 


d 


be not seconded, cannot I move to recommit 


the bill? 

mie SPEAKER. That motion would bein 
order. 

Mr. SCOFIELD.. Then I hope the pre- 
vious question will not be seconded, and I 
will move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. POTTER. Will the motion to recom- 
mit include the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Moxros ?] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They declined 
to allow that to come in. 

Mr. POTTER. That ought to come in. 

The question was put on seconding the pre- 
vious question ; and there were—ayes sixteen, 
noes not counted. 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that the bill be 
now recommitted to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask the gen- 
tleman to allow me to offer an amendment, so 
that it may be recommitted with the bill. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Iwill move that the bill 
with the amendments pending, and the one 
which the. gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] now desires to offer, be recommitted ; 
and upon that motion I ask the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. MONROE. I believe I have drawn up 
an amendment which will cover precisely the 
point presented by the gentleman from New 
York |Mr. Porrer] and my colleague, [Mr. 
GanvinLp.] It is to add to section two the 
following: 


Provided, That the legal tenders deposited as 
security for ti: > redemption of the certificate shall 


‘| not be counted as any part of the legal-tender 


reserve now required by law. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Now I move that the 
bill, with the several amendments that have 
been offered, shall be printed and recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and on that motion I call the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. WHEELER. J call for tellers on sec- 
onding the previous question. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Does the gentleman want 
debate on the motion to recommit? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is not my object. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I understand the ob- 
jeet of the gentleman from New York [Mr 
WHEELER] to be this: as his committee will 
be the next to be called, he desires to use up 
the small portion of the morning hour now 
remaining so that it shall not run against his 
committee. | 

Mr. WHEELER. I have made the call for 
tellers at the request of others. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHEELER and 
Mr. SCOFIELD were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported 
that there were—ayes one hundred and two, 
noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered; and 
under the operation thereof the motion of Mr. 
SCOFIELD was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the vote 


{| just taken; and also moved that the motion to 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. WALDRON. Task unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, with a recommendation that the 
same do pass, House bill No. 1458, to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide a national 
currency secured by the pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circula- 
tion and redemption thereof,’’ approved June 
3, 1864. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isthe Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency entitled to any more time? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent on this call. 

Mr. KERR. Then I object to any farther 


report from that committee on this call. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask my colleague [Mr, 
Kerr] to reserve his objection until this bill 
has been read. 

Mr. KERR. I will withdraw my objection 
until the bill has been read. ` 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. KERR. TI will not object to this bill 
being reported if I can be recognized to make 
a motion that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALDRON. _1 will not object to that. 

Mr. SHELDON. I object to the reference 
of this bill fo the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERR. Then I object. to its being 
reported. ; 

Mr. SHELDON. While this bill is appar- 
ently of much importance, it is a very simple 
bill, and one that should be passed. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Kerr] objects to the bill being re- 
ported unless it is referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHELDON. Very well; then I will 
consent to that reference. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As there is but 
a small portion of the morning hour remaining, 
Task that we may now proceed to the consid- 
eration of business upon the Speaker's table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time is left of 
the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Twelve minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will not ob- 
ject, although objection was made when a 
similar request was made for the benefit of 
the Committee of Claims. — 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will first enter- 
tain such miscellaneous business as can be 
transacted without objection. 


WILLIAM STODDARD, 


Mr. DICKEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the papers in the case of William Stod- 
dard, late assistant quartermaster, asking for 
relief; and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

UNION HOME SCHOOL, 


Mr. DICKEY, from the same committee, 
by unanimous consent, reported back the 
papers in relation to appropriations for Union 
Home School for orphans of the late war ; and 
moved that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

KU KLUX REPORTS, 

Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved bu the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That there be printed of the 
majority and minority reports of the joint Com- 
mittee to Inquire into the Condition of the late 
Insurrectionary States ten thousand extra copies, 
of which thirty-five hundred shall be for the use 
of the Senate. and sixty-five hundred for the use of 
the House of Representatives; also fifteen hundred 
extra copies of all the testimony taken by said 
committee, of which five hundred copiesshall be for 
the use of the Senate, and onc thousand for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution, was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FEMALE EMPLOYÉS OF GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back, with amendments, from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, a bill (H.R. 
No. 689) to regulate the payment of the female 
employés of the Government, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to be printed with 
the amendments, and recommitted. 
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. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider-the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid. on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CYRUS D. COCHRAN. 


-Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States be requested to send 
to this House the papers in the case of Cyrus D. 
Cochran, acting secretary of the Territory of Idaho, 
together with copies of any letters or instructions, 
&c., for the years 1863, 1864, and 1865, now on file in 
the First Comptroller’s Office, and to state whether 
said Cyrus D. Cochran received pay for such ser- 
vices; und if not, the reasons why such services 
have not been allowed and paid. 


OLAIM FOR CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. IJ ask 
unanimous conseut to offerthe following reso- 
lution: 

Whereas the agitation of the question of conse- 
quential damages to be claimed by the United States 
atthe Geneva conference has produced a feeling that 
may militate against the completion of the Wash- 
ington treaty, a result upon the consummation of 
which history wight be searched in vain for a par- 
allel; and whereas the United States, in submitting 
tothe proposed convention, hasconsented, in view of 
the transcendent results to flow therefromin the in- 
terests of humanity, to relinquish a valuable power 
which by existing international Jaw they possess; yet 
as this Government seeks uo higher or lofticr purpose 
than the good of mankind: Lherefore, 

Resolved, That it is the judgment of Congress that 
the President bo requested to sct on foot negotiations 
that will tend to the withdrawal of tho question of 
consequential or indirect damages from the Geneva 
conference and its submission for final arbitrament 
to the distinguished statesman and philanthropist, 
John Bright, of England. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. TI object. 
NAVIGATION OF MISSOURI RIVER, 


Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, requested to communicate to the House any 
information in his possession showing the necessity 
for removing the obstruction to navigation above 
tho mouth of the Musclo Shell, on the Missouri 
river, tho cost of said work, and the amount which 
the Government will annually save thereby in the 
transportation of military and other stores. 

DUTY ON FRENSTONE, SANDSTONE, BTC. 

Mr. POTTER. I have been directed by the 
Committce on the Judiciary to ask that they 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1608) to declare the 
true intent and meaning of a statute, and for 
other purposes, and to move the reference 
of the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
statute which ihis bill proposes to construe? 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill is 
nota proper one; it indicates nothing. The 
Clerk will read the bill in order that the House 
may understand it. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
true intent and meaning of that portion of 
section twenty-one of an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 


purposes,” approved July 14, 1870, which 
read as follows, to wit, ‘‘on freestone, sand- 
stone, granite, and all building or monumental 
stone, except marble, $1 50 per ton,”’ is, that 
the stone mentioned therein shall be admitted 
at a duty of $1 50 per ton, whether in a man- 
ufactured or unmanufactured state. The sec- 
ond section provides that any duties that 
may have been collected on any of the articles 
in the first section of this act specified, since 
the taking effect of the act approved July 14, 
1870, in excess of $1 50 per ton, because the 
same was manufactured, in whole or in part, 
shall be refunded to the person or persons who 
may have paid the same, by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to 
discharging the Committee on the Judiciary 
from the further consideration of this bill and i! 


referring it to the Committee of Ways and 
Means? ay, : 
There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
SETTLEMENT WITH JOINT DEBTORS. 


Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1770) to authorize 
settlements by the Secretary of the Treasury 
with joint debtors of the United States ; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INTERRUPTION OF PACIFIC MAILS. 


Mr. ELY. Lask unanimous consent to offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road be authorized to investigate and report to this 
House whether the protracted interruption of the 
Pacific mails during the present season is the result 
of uuavoidable causes, or of causes which may be 
removed by the managers of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. ELY. Ido not object to that, as a refer- 
ence of the resolution accomplishes the same 
purpose as its adoption. A 

There being no objection, the resolution 
was referred to the Committee où the Pacific 
Railroad. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent to offer the following concurrent reso- 
lution for reference. ‘ i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ato concurring,) That there be printed of the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, for the 
year 1871, two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra 
copies, one hundred and eighty thousand of which 
shall be for the use of the Houso, fifty thousand for 
the use ofthe Senate, and twenty-five thousand for 
distribution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will, under 
the law, be’ referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

SALES OF PROPERTY BY WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BECK, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to inform this House, as soon as practicable, what 
property belonging to the United States has been 
sold by any officer or agent of the War Department, 
or any bureau thereof, since the 30th day of June, 
1865, giving the name of the officer making the sale, 
the character of property sold, the time, place, and 
manner of making the sales, and the amount real- 
ized from said sales, and the disposition made of the 
proceeds, if paid over to the Treasurer or into the 
Treasury; when and by whom it was drawn out, 
when it has been so drawn, and what was done with 
the proceeds. He is directed_to state how much 
money has_been spent. by his Department, and the 
officers and bureaus thereof, since the 30th day of 
June, 1865, in addition to amounts appropriated by 
Congress for the service of the several fiscal years 
commencing July 1, 1865. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be directed to inform the House what amount 
of money has been paid into the Treasury or to 
the Treasurer of the United States from the sales 
of property by the officers of the War Department 
since the 30th day of June,1865, Ie will inform the 
House how much of the money so paid into the 
Treasury, or to the Treasurer, has been withdrawn, 
stating when, and by whom, andin what amounts 
such portions as has been withdrawn were paid on 
the frat or order of any officer of the War Depart- 
ment. 


R. T. R. LEWIS. 


Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs the memorial of R. T. R. Lewis, 
commander United States Navy, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HALSEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported atable showing the amonnts 
appropriated for public buildings since 1850; 
and moved that the same be printed, and 
recommitted to the same committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 


` ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER.. The pending motion is 
that the House do now proceed to business on 
the Speaker’s table. A 

The question being put, the motion was 
agreed to. Is 

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Yesterday the House 
ordered a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 245) 
amendatory of an act authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
river. The Chair names as conferees on the 
part of the House Mr. SHELLABARGER of Ohio, 
Mr, Bores of Arkansas, and Mr. HAMBLETON 
of Maryland. 


ADMISSION OF PHOTOGRAPHS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for 
the admission of photographs for exhibition 
frec of duty, with Senate amendments. 

The amendments were read as follows: 

Pagel, line four, after “all,” insert ‘paintings, 
statuary, and.’ : 

Page 1, line three,-strike out all after the word 
“ exhibition, ” where it first occurs, down to and in- 
cluding the words ‘‘seventy-two,” in line seven, and 
insert ‘by any association duly authorized under 
the laws of the United States, or any State, for the 
promotion and encouragement of science, art, or 
industry.” | 7 al 

Page I, line eleven, strike out “pictures,” and 
insert “articles.” 

Page 1, line twelve, strike uot all after “‘reéx- 
ported”? to the end of the bill, and insert “ within 
six months after such importation.’’ 

Amend the title so as to read, * An act to provide 
for the admission of paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphs free of duty.” 


Mr. DAWES. Imove that the amendments 
of the Senate be concurred in. : 
The amendments were concurred in, 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments were concurred in ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS A. EASTMAN. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief 
of Francis A. Eastman, postmaster at Chi- 
cago, Illinois, returned from the Senate with 
amend ments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out all after “ without,” in line four, down 
to and including “was,” in line seven, and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘so much of the amount of the 
postal receipts, including money received for post- 
age stamps and stamped envelopes sold up to the 
8th day of October, 1871, as was on hand.” 

Strike out the words “are just and proper,” in 
lines sixteen and seventeen, and insert ‘‘ will cover 
the loss actually incurred.” 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iask thatthe amend- 
ments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendments of the Sen- 
ate were concurred in; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIOBR. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 570) transferring certain 
powers and duties to the Department of Jus- 
tice, and providing a seal therefor; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that all and singular the powers conferred 
and duties enjoined by existing laws upon the 
Secretary of the Interior relating to the impris- 
onment or discharge of convicted offenders 
against the laws of the United States, or to 
the reform school and jail in the District of 
Columbia be, and the same are hereby, trans- 
ferred to the Department of Justice. The 
second section provides that the seal hereto- 
fore provided for the office of the Attorney 
General shall be the seal of the Department 
of Justice, with such change in the device as 
the President of the United States shall au- 
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thorize, and all books, papers, documents, and 
records in the Department of Justice may be. 
aecepted and certified under seal in the same 
manner as those in the State Department, and 
with the same force and effect. 

Mr. PETERS. Iask that the bill be passed. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ACCOUNTS OF OFFICERS OF ARMY AND NAVY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 611) to continue the act 
to authorize the settlement of accounts of the 
officers of the Army and Navy; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill toa 
third reading. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act 
to provide for the settlement of the accounts 
of officers of the Army and Navy, approved 
June 23, 1870, shall continue to be in force 
until two years after June 23, 1872, and no 
longer. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 

Mr. TAFFE. I hope there will be no 
objection to passing this bill; it is only to 
extend the time. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I insist upon my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

GILBERT MORTON. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 320, to authorize the res- 
toration of Gilbert Morton to the naval service; 
which was taken up and read a firstand second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to nominate, and by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate to reappoint 
Gilbert Morton an ensign in the Navy. 

Mr. STARKWEATH. AR. I move that this 
bill be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill 
referred accordingly. 


SWAMP LANDS IN IOWA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was 
Senate bill No. 533, for the relief of Lucas, 
O’ Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of Iowa; which was taken up and read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, requires the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to re- 
ceive and examine the selections of swamp 
lands in Lucas, O’Brien, Dickinson, and such 
other counties in the State of Iowa as formerly 
presented their selections to the surveyor gen- 
eral of the district including that State, and 
to allow or disallow said selections and in- 
demnity provided for according to the act of 
Congress in force touching the same at the 
time such selections were made, without preju- 
dice to local entries or the rights of bona fide 
settlers under the homestead and preémption 
laws of the United States prior to the date of 
this act. 

Mr. DONNAN. The Committeeon Public 
Lands have had this subject under considéra- 
tion, and have agreed to report favorably upon 
a bill similar to this. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I have 
been instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report a bill exactly like this. I 
will move that this bill be now put upon its 
passage, and in its favor T ask the Clerk to 
read a letter I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND Orvicr, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 13, 1872. 
Sır: I return herewith Senate bill No, 533, intro- 
duced by Hon, Mr. Wrieut, which I have care- 
fully examined, and with tho amendment which 
Ihave made I can see no objection to its passage, 
but approve it in that shape. - 
Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. S. C. Pomeroy, United States Senate. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and y was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. DONNAN movedto reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
House to Senate bill No. 550, to constitute 
Shreveport, in the State of Louisiana, a port 
of delivery. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, and requested the concur- 
Fone of the House in bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of Freder- 
ick P. Dimpfel; 

A bill (S. No. 518) for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia; and 

A bill (S. No. 674) for the relief of William 
Blanchard. 

PAY FOR SOLDIERS’ CLOTHING. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 615, to reimburse certain 
soldiers for loss of clothing by fire at Chicago ; 
which was taken up, and read a first and second 
time. ` 


The question was upon ordering the bill to, 


be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War to issue without charge to 
certain soldiers of the general mounted ser- 
vice of the United States Army sufficient 
clothing, or the money value thereof, to re- 
place the amount lost by each of them during 
their efforts to subdue the fire in Chicago, pro- 
vided that the total value of such clothing 
shall not in the aggregate exceed the sum 
of $130, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY IN MAINE. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 475, to authorize the sale 
of public property at Houlton, Maine ; which 
was taken up, and reada first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War to sell and convey the land 
and building belonging to the United States 
at Houlton, Maine, known as Hancock bar- 
racks, if in his opinion it shall be for the inter- 
est of the Government to sell the same, reserv- 
ing to the county of Aroostook so much of 
said land as shall be necessary for the monu- 
ments erected thereon by the consent of the 
War Department to establish a meridian line. 

Mr. TERRY. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to ask that this bill 
be passed with the following amendment, to 
be added to the bill: 


Which land shall be granted to said county: Pro- 
vided, That the landso granted shall not exceed in 
value the sum of $500. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY .moved to reconsider the vate 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONS. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No, 644) amending the act 
approved July 27, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act relat- 
ing to pensions.” 

Mr. ARCHER. Task that the bill bo put 
on its passage. ; 

The bill was read. It provides for amending 
the act named in the title by inserting after 
the word ‘‘commissioned,”’ in the second seç- 
tion, the words ‘‘ or was at some naval station,”” 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been twice 
read. The question is on ordering it to be read 
a third time. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the effect of the 
change which the bill proposes to make in the 


law ? 

Mr. ARCHER. Iwill say that this bill has 
been considered by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, who have instructed me to report 
favorably upon it and ask its passage. It was 
passed by the Senate in lieu of the bill which 
we sent to them for the relief of Mrs. Ruben- 
stein and Mrs, Adams. The bill is designed 
to correct a casus omissus in the existing law. 
The law now provides that pensions shall be 
granted to the widows and orphang of men 
dying either on their way to a naval station 
or while borne upon the rolls of a ship; but it 
does not provide for cases where a seaman or 
officer dies at a naval station. 

The bill 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
applies only to naval pensions? 

Mr. ARCHER. It applies to naval pensions 
only; it proposes an amendment of the naval 

ension laws. 

Mr. MOORE. I have no special objection 
to this bill, except that it is a very partial 
remedy for the deficiency of the existing law. 
The law is exceedingly defective in the direc- 
tion indicated in the bill; and the bill does 
not propose to amend the law to any very con- 
siderable extent. Persons either in the Army 
or the Navy who have suffered injury since 
the passage of the act of 1868 are not entitled 
to have their claims considered at the Pension 
Bureau unless they were atthe time the injury 
was incurred in the field, on the march, or at 
some military post or station. No matter 
where a man may be ordered by detail or 
otherwise, if he is not in the field, on the 
march, or at some military depot, his claim is 
rejected at the bureau. In the same way as 
to naval pensions, if a man is not borne on 
the rolls of'a ship, or if he is not under orders 
to some naval station, he is not entitled to a 
pension. I believe that the pension laws ought 
io be so amended that any man belonging to 
the Army or the Navy, dying in the discharge 
of his duty, wherever he may be under com- 
petent military or naval authority, should have 
his claim recognized at the Pension Bureau. 

Within the last few days my attention has 
been called to the claim of a soldier of the 
regular Army, a hospital steward, who died at 
his post of duty, where he had been assigned 
by competent military authority, to wit, in the 
Surgeon General's office in this city. He 
could not be anywhere else because he was 
commanded to behere. Here he worked, and 
he died in the discharge of duty. When his 
ease comes before the Pension Bureau the 
Commissioner decides (rightly according to 
the law as it now stands) that no pension can 
be granted, because this man at the time of: 
his death was not in the field, on the march, 
or off somewhere at some military post. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, with 
the assistance of the Commissioner, are re- 
vising the entire pension code, both as it 
regards the Army and the Navy ; and a meas- 
ure embracing everything appertaining to this 
subject of pensions will come before the House 
during this session if time can be allowed. 
This very feature, among others of the pension 
laws, will be brought here to be amended and 
regulated according to the judgment of the 
House. ee : 

It: has appeared to me that this little bill 
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which has come over from the Senate amounts 
to-searcely nothing: It seems to me that it 
does not deserve the consideration of being 
passed by the House; yet, atthe same time, 
it is.a step, one little step I think, in the right 
direction to alleviate the difficulties under 
which certain legitimate claimants labor while 
the law remains in its present condition. 

‘Mr. ARCHER. I hope the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Moonz] will not antagonize this 
bill. merely because it does not go to the ex- 
tent which he would like. I can inform the 
gentleman that one of the persons who is to 
be benefited by this bill, which the Senate has 
chosen to put in the form of a general bill, is 
a, lady who has been supporting five children 
by her needle, and by the meager charity which 
has been meted ont to her by her neighbors. 
She has been in absolute want of the neces- 
saries of life, and we passed a bill which cov- 
ered that case and sent it to the Senate. But 


the Senate, not wishing to enact a law apply- | 


ing merely to suffering in one individual case 

without making it general, and this being 
clearly an omission in the law which was 
passed in regard to pensions, passed this gen- 
eral law and sent it back tous. There is no 
difference of opinion in our committee on this 
subject, and I hope the House will do this jus- 
tice to two persons, with their children, who 
are suffering for the want of the passage of 
this law. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Allright. Let the bill pass. 

Mr. MOORE. I did not raise any objection 
to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. I demand. the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BLUE KARE RIVER, 


The next busiuess on the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 643) declaring the Blue 
Earth river, in the State of Minnesota, not to 
be a navigable stream ; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG,. 
referred. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EAU CLAIRE LUMBER COMPANY, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing a patent-right to Levi W. Pond and the 
Eau Claire Lumber Company ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let the bill be read. 

Lhe Clerk commenced to read the bill. Be- 
fore the reading was concluded, 

Mr. L. MYERS. . I withdraw the call for 
the reading of the bill. : 

The motion of Mr. Rusx was agreed to; 
aud the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 


Let this bill be 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, would it be 
in order to move that the rules be suspended, 
and the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be 
in order, 

Mr. BANKS. Let us go on for awhile with 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the motion I have 
indicated. 


Mr. BANKS. Ihope the House will not 


f 


agree to the motion. Let us go on with the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 


The question being put on Mr. Houman’s || 


motion, it was disagreed to—ayes 37, noes 78, 
LAKE ST. CROIX RAILROAD. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 565) to extend the time to 
the State of Wisconsin to complete the road 
from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that that. bill be put 
upon its passage. The Committee on the 
Public Lands have agreed to a bill identically 
the same. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Rusx] call the previous ques- 
tion on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported 
in full, after which the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusk] 
who is a member of the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Mr. RUSK... I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Horman] that I did 
not call the previous question. 

The bill was read. It provides that in case 
there shall be completed, within one year 
from the passage of the act, forty miles of the 
road from the St. Croix river or lake to Lake 
Superior, as authorized by act of Congress 
approved June 8, 1856, and act of Congress 
approved May 5, 1864, and the Secretary of 
the Interior shall be satisfied of such comple- 
tion, the time for completing the construction 
of said road as authorized by said acts shall 
be extended to the State of Wisconsin five 
years from the passage of the act, and all the 
grants, rights, and privileges contained in said 
original acts-shall be continued in full force 
and virtue for said time of five years; pro- 
vided, that the word ‘‘ mineral,’’ when used in 
the acts hereinbefore referred to, shall not be 


. held to include coal or iron, and subject to the 


further condition that the lands granted by.the 
acts hereby extended, excepting only such as 
are necessary for the company to which the 
benefits of the act may inure, reserve for de- 


pots, stations, side-tracks, wood-yards, stand- | 


ing-grounds, and other needful uses in oper- 
ating the road, and pine, coal, and iron lands, 
sball be sold to actual settlers only, and in 
quantities not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to any one person, under such 
rules and restrictions as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, at.such prices as 
will secure to said company, its successors or 
assigns, an average price of not more than 
$2 50 per acre, and subject to the further con- 
dition that the right of way is hereby granted 
to said company to the extent of one hun- 
dred feet in width on each side of said road 
through the public lands; provided that the 
grant hereby extended shall inure only to the 
benefit of such company or companies as the 
State of Wisconsin may hereafter designate. 

Mr. RUSK. [yield now ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I cannotaccept so small a 


portion of time in which to discuss this ques- | 


tion. There are two million acres of lands 
involved here, and the land is worth from five 
to twenty dollars per acre. I cannot consent 
to discuss such a bill in five or ten minutes. 
insist on the gentleman allowing reasonable 
debate on this bill. I desire to be recognized 
for an hour, as there are other gentlemen who 
desire to be heard as well as myself. 


Mr. RUSK, I should be glad to hear the | 


gentleman state his views. 
minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the House on so 
important a measure should give reasonable 
time for discussion. I cannot consent to be 
limited to fifteen minutes on a question of so 
grave public importance as this. 
grant of lands. 


Lyield him fifteen 


Mr. RUSK. The gentleman is mistaken. | 


This is nota new land grant. 


I: 


This is anew i 


j 
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Mr. HOLMAN. IfIam allowed, I am pre- 
pared to establish what Ihave said. I trust the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusk] will see 
the propriety of allowing reasonable debate on 
this bill. 

Mr. RUSK. How much time does the gen- 
tleman desire? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would desire an hour. 

Mr. RUSK. I cannot yield to the gentle- 
man. I will yield for fifteen minutes to my 
colleague, [ Mr. Hazetroy. ] 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I do not 
know as I shall occupy tlie attention of the 
House as long as that. I do- not desire to 
trespass upon the attention of the House upon 
this measure any longer than to make a very 
brief explanation of the bill. L do not desire 
to enter upon a discussion of any question 
of principle involved in the bill. I believe, 
Mr. Speaker, if I can have the ear of the 
House for a few moments, I can demonstrate 
that this bill ought to pass without serious 
objection. 

Now, it has been stated by my colleague 
that this bill has been considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and that this bill 
comes to the House with the same principle 
involved as the bill which received the assent 
of the committee. As I understand, no mem- 
ber of the committee dissented from the report. 

I desire to say further, that this is not a new 
grant in any reasonable sense of the word. 
Nearly sixteen years ago Congress made a 
grant of lands to aid in the development and 
settlement of the northwestern portion of the 
State of Wisconsin, the purpose being to fur- 
nish that vast area of country with railroad 
facilities, and to connect it for commercial and 
other purposes with the markets of the South 
and Kast. Under that grant more than two 
hundred miles of road have been built. A 
road to the village of Hudson has already been 
constructed, and the second division of the 
road, from Hudson to Superior, is already in 
process of construction, some twenty miles 
of it having already been completed. Now, in 
that connection I desire to say that the entire 
amount of land covered by this bill is within the 
State of Wisconsin, that the object to be accom- 
plished is the construction of the railroad 
entirely within that State, and that this par- 
ticular enterprise is asked for by the entire 
people of the State of Wisconsin. Both of 
the political parties last fall, when their polit- 
ical conventions were held, indorsed the prin- 
ciples of this bill. The Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin has recently, by an almost 
unanimous vote, memorialized Congress for its 
passage. They feel the importance of it; they 
realize its necessity to the development of the 
northwestern portion of the State. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why should not the wish 
of our people be acceded toin this regard? In 
anticipation of the construction of this road 
settlements have been made all along the çon- 
templated line of the same. Parties have gone 
there in good faith and made their purchase 
of lands at $2 50-per acre. They have ex- 
pended large sums of money in improvements, 
in the building of highways, in the putting up 
of dwellings, in the construction of fences and 
mill property, and in otherwise developing and 
enhancing the value of that country. They 
had a right to expect this grant would be con- 
tinued, that this road would be constructed. I 
am credibly informed that nearly two hundred 
thousand acres of land along the contemplated 
| line of road have already been settled upon by 

purchasers in good faith, at an advance price 
of $2 50 per acre. . : 
| Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will the ` 
| gentleman inform the House what time this 
company had by the original bill for the com- 
pletion of the road? 
| Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Not atthe 
| present moment, but I will before I sit down; 
iif I have the time to do so: 
But I was about to say that this is a measure 
| which may be indorsed by any gentleman, even 
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| 
though he be opposed to the principle of the 


granting of public lands to railroad companies, 
because itstands upon grounds aliogether pecu- 
liar, and is entirely defensible upon its own 
merits. It is clearly exceptional, and as such 
I urge its passage. 

But, sir, I desire to say further, (and this, I 
submit, ought to control this whole subject,) 
that in reality this is a controversy not between 
the Government and the railroad company ; 


it is in point of fact a controversy between the | 


friends of this improvement and the parties in 
control of the Northern Pacific railroad ; be- 
cause I undertake to say that if this grant be 
not extended these lands are not tobe putinto 
the market ; they are not to be subject to entry 
but they are to be seized by that great corpor- 


cause that corporation has the right under its 
charter to run its road across the northern por- 
tion of our State, and make selections of land 
within the limit of eighty miles. And that 
corporation will take the great bulk of these 
lands which it is proposed to give to this com- 


pany to secure the construction of the partic: |i 


ular line of railroad which our people want. 
It is a line which will give usa north and south 
connection, a line which gives the northern and 


northwestern portions of the State a connection | 


with the southern and southeastern portions of 
the State, with Madison, Milwaukee, and Chi- 
cago, and with the markets of the Hast. It also 
opens up connections with Lake Superior. That 
is the road our people want ; that is the road for 
which they have memorialized Congress. We 
have no special interest in the construction of 
the Northern Pacific railroad across the north- 
ern limits of our State, in the direction that 
road will take. That is not a road that will 
benefit our people to any very considerable 
extent. 


Mr. BANKS: What is the evidence that 


this land will go to the Northern Pacific rail- 


road if this bill is not passed? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. The evi- 
dence is that the Northern Pacific railroad has 
a right to locate its line in this direction; and 
furthermore, that the parties in control of that 
great corporation have already indicated their 
purpose to take possession of this identical 
land and hold it for their own use.. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question right here. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. I want to know if the gentle- 
man desires the House to understand that 
under any circumstances the Northern Pacific 
road can take the land that this company wants? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. 
not all. 

Mr. KERR. How much of it? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. The larger 
portion of it, and other lands in addition. 

Mr. RUSK. I will answer that question if 
my colleague [Mr. Hazetron] will allow me. 
The Northern Pacific railroad will take two 
hundred thousand acres more than there is in 
this grant. 

Mr. KERR. That is not the question. 
Will that company take all of this land which 
this company will take under this grant? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Perhaps 
not all of this identical land, but they will 
take more than one half of this identical land, 
and will have the right to take in addition 
more in the aggregate than the total amount 
of this grant; so that really the Government 
will be a loser if this bill shall not pass. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Has not 
the Northern Pacific railroad bad that right 
for three years? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. No, be- 
cause this land has not been subject to entry 
during that time. It has been reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 


road takes this land, will not that simply pre- 
vent that road from taking so much public 
land in some other place? 


Perhaps | 


I desire to ask the gentle- | 
man this question: if the Northern Pacific | 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. We insist 
they shall not have this. There is this other 
provision of this bill which ought to be borne 
in mind, a provision which is not in the charter 
of the Northern Pacific railroad at all. It is 
a provision which gives actual settlers the 
right to go upon the agricultural lands of this 
grant and enter them at $2 50 an acre. If 
this bill does not pass, and these lands shall 
go under the control of the Northern Pacific 
railroad, then the people of the country will 
lose the advantage of that beneficent provision 
of Jaw, For these reasons, hastily stated, I 
| say this bill presents clearly an exceptional 

case; it is a bill that stands upon its own 
merits, and ought to pass, and I hope will 


|! pass. 
ation, under the provisions of its charter, be- | 


Mr. RUSK. I desire to have a letter read. 

Mr. POTTER. Before the gentleman has 
that letter read, I desire to ask him a ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. RUSK. I will hear it. 

Mr. POTTER. I understand the colleague 
of the gentleman to say that if this grant should 
not be extended to this company the great 
| body of this land would be liable to go to the 
Northern Pacific railroad. I desire to call 
the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill to that statement for this reason: for 
myself, in respect of land grants, as between 
two railroad corporations, I am, upon general 
principles, in ceteris paribus, against the 
largest. Andas between a railroad corpora- 
tion and anybody else in respect of a land 
grant, all other things being equal, I am against 
the railroad corporation. Now, I want the gen- 
tleman to state, as for as he can, what is the 
correctness of the statement of his colleague, 
i| because that will control my action on this 
bill. 

Mr. RUSK. I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
letter to be read, which will answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wasuineroy, D. C., February 14, 1872. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the 
letter of Hon. ©. L. Merriam, House of Repre- 
sentatives, relative to the lands covered by the old 
grant of the St. Croix and Lake Superior railroad, 
in Wisconsin, and in reply to your request, haye 
the bonor to report that the Northern Pacific rail- 
road Company is granted such lands in odd sections 
as may not be sold, reserved, or otherwise disposed 
of, &e., at the date of the definite location of the 
line of road and a map thereof filed with the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

In Wisconsin said company have filed a map des- 
I| ignating the general route of their road, but no defi- 
nite location; therefore, should the grant of the 
St. Croix and Superior road be declared by Congress 
as forfeited, and the land restored to the public do- 
main, so much of said lands as shall not, have been 
disposed of when the Northern Pacific company 
shall file their map of definite location would, in my 
opinion, then pass within its grant. 


I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. C. DELANO, Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. RUSK. T now yield to my colleague, 


[Mr. ELDREDGE. | 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not propose to 
make a speech on the bill now before the 
House; but I wish to state some facts con- 
nected with this grant. The original grant in 
this case was made in 1856. It granted tothe 
i| State of Wisconsin for railroad purposes six 
i| sections of land per mile for four funded and 
fifty miles. In 1864 an additional grant of 
!| four sections more per mile was made, and 
|| the time for the completion of the road was 
i| extended. About two hundred miles of road 
i| have been built upon one division of this rail- 
|| road, and about twenty miles upon the other 
division. Itisa fact which no one denies that 
the extended term allowed for the building of 
the road has passed; butit is also a fact that 
the Northern Pacific railroad may cover with 
its grant the precise lands which are here sought 
by this bill to be given to the St. Croix road. 
If the extension of the grant as proposed in 
this bill be not allowed, then the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company will gobble up the 
li majority of all the lands which would other- 


wise be included in the grant to the St. Croix 
company. 

The Northern Pacific railroad, as is gen- 
erally well known to gentlemen here, has no 
limitation upon the price at which it shall dis- 
pose of its lands. On the other hand, under 
this bill, the St. Croix company must sell all 
the lands granted to it at a price not exceed- 
ing $2 50 per acre, and to actual settlers only 
in quantities of not more than one hundred 
and sixty acres. All this is in the interest of 
settlers, of persons who desire farms for actual 
occupation and cultivation. It is some pro- 
tection from the great Northern Pacific cor- 
poration, It will prevent it from taking these 
lands and holding them at just such prices as 
its interest or avarice may dictate. 

Some gentlemen have asked the reason why 
this road was not built within the time allowed 
by previous acts. It will be recollected that 
1856, when the original grant was made, and’ 
1864, when it was renewed, were very hard 
times for building railroads; 1857 will be 
remembered as a period of great financial 
embarrassment, and difficulty. Then in 1861 
the warcame on. Everything seemed to con- 
spire against the building of this road. Yet 
the construction of the road has gone on. In 
spite of all these difficulties its line has been 
built from Madison to St. Croix, and twenty 
miles beyond. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have not those twenty 
miles been built within the last three years— 
since the forfeiture of the grant ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, sir; I believe 
they have been built since the time limited in 
the acts for the construction of the road ex- 
pired ; but they have’ been built in the antici- 
pation and faith that Congress would do justice 
to the State of Wisconsin. It has been believed 
that there were some gentlemen here larger- 
hearted and more inclined to do justice than 
my good friend from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ] 
and that the Congress of the United States 
would ultimately renew this grant so as to 
authorize the completion of the road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ELprepce] will give me 
an opportunity to reply to that remark. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman had ff- 
teen minutes offered to him, and he declined 
to take it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yet if he wants any 
minutes of my little time to reply to the 
remarks I have made he shall have them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not propose to dis- 
cuss this subject under a limitation of fifteen 
minutes. A grant worth $1,000,000 to the 
American people is not, with my consent, to 
be disposed of in this summary way, even in 
the interest of a‘great railway corporation. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My friend from Indiana 
stands heré as a bull-dog to fight every pro- 
ject, no matter, as I have sometimes thought, 
whether for good or for evil. He conducts 
the contest sometimes with a discretion which 
I admire, and at other times it seems to me 
with very great indiscretion ; and he has never 
been very particular as to the quantity of time 
which he would occupy. It seems to me that 
he could repeat one of his speeches against 
land grants in fifteen or twenty minutes, and 
make a very good impression on the House; 
at all events, his usual impression. He could 
certainly exhibit his usual zealin opposition to 
land grants and in the interest of the people. 

But I wish to say a word or two more in 
regard to this matter. The State of Wisconsin 
has not received the same or as large a quan- 
tity of lands for railroad purposes as has been 
received by the States of Iowa and Minnesota. 
Without the grant which this bill proposes to 
consummate, Wisconsin’s share will fall very 
far short of the amount which has heen given 
to the States just named. This road passes 
through a section of country which never would 
be settled without a railroad. Indeed, much 
of the State of Wisconsin would not have been 
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settled but for-her railways. As an original 
question, I do not know that would be in 
favor of subsidizing railroads. I have gen- 
erally voted against such grants, But I think 
with my colleague [Mr. Hazetton] that this 
is an exceptional case. These lands were 
granted to the State of Wisconsin during hard 
times for the purpose of securing the building 
of this road; but we were unable to get cap- 
italigts to engage in the enterprise on account 
of the hard times and the war, Within the 
time proposed to be allowed by this bill cap- 
ital can be obtained for the completion of the 
road, which will be a line extending from 
Madison to St. Croix, and from St. Croix to 
Lake Superior, a distance of four hundred and 
twenty miles, It is a matter of the greatest 
importance to Wisconsin, and Í trust the House 
will not fail to pass the bill, i 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, Will my friend from 
-Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. IfI heard the gen- 
tleman correctly, I understood him to say that 
on this grant to the St. Croix road the settlers 
going into that country could obtain the land 
at $2 50 per acre, whereas the great body of 
this same land will be absorbed by the Northern 
Pacific railroad, a large corporation, and the 
settlers will be at the mercy of that corporation. 

Mr. ELDREDGU. ‘Thatis precisely what I 
did say. The gentleman understood me cor- 
rectly. That is as Í understand it now. In 
addition to this a large population has gone in 
and settled along the line of the proposed road, 
having purchased the sections which were re- 
served in the grants to the State at $2 50 per 
acre, with the expectation that this road was 
to be built. Some two hundred thousand acres 
of land have been purchased, as 1 am informed, 
by actual settlers, in the belief and upon the 
faith that this road was to be built, and that 
their land would be thereby enhanced in value, 
as railroads do enhance lands in value in their 
vicinity. 

Mr. SHANKS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. Erorevar] whether this 
will not work a double grant of land upon 
this ground, that the Northern Pacific rail- 
road will be authorized to go outside of its 
ordinary limits to make up deficiencies? 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I think the gentleman 
is mistaken in his supposition. The North- 
ern Pacific company, as I understand it, had 
the right to go outside to an extent of eighty 
miles, forty on each side, and make up its 
quota of such lands as were not ceded to other 
companies, or were not reserved. These lands 
had been reserved, and if the reservation shall 

e taken away, then the Northern Pacific com- 
pany can take them without limitation of price, 
and sell them without any of the restrictions 
which are put upon the sale by this bill to 
protect and in the interest of settlers. 

Mr. SHANKS, That will bring the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company within the lim- 
its of the original grant, while we, acting on 
this bill, revive the lapsed grant, and there- 
fore make it equivalent to a double grant. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, Will the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr, EpREvex] tell 
the House whether the Northern Pacific com- 
pany have not already located all the lands 
they are authorized to locate? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Notatall. The letter 
which has just been read from the Secretary 
of the Interior, or Land Commissioner, shows 
they have made no such selection as would 
entitle them to the particular lands. They 
have filed a general selection, but they are 
required under the law to file a specific and 
particular selection ; and they are waiting until 
these lands shall be released from the reserva- 
tion, in ofder that they may then make their 
location. f 

I now yielda moment to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.} 

„Mr. BECK. I propose to vote for this bill, 


and I shall do so, among other reasons, because 
in 1868 I voted with all the Democrats on this 
floor who voted except six, as will be seen by 
referring to the record in the Globe for July, 
1868, to extend the time of the Northern 
Pacific railroad exactly upon the same terms 
that are now asked for here, or rather on 
terms much more favorable than those now 
asked, At the time that extension was granted 
to the Northern Pacific company they were 
allowed to hold all the lands they obtained by 
that grant without being required to sell them 
to actual settlers at all, And if they get these 
lands now, as they will get them, withdéut any 
of the limitations imposed by this bill as to 
sales to actual settlers, the letters of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
the Land Office show the Northern Pacific 
railroad will get them, or a large majority of 
them, and when they do, they will be allowed 
to withhold them from the public as long as 
they please,and no actual settler can enter 
them till the company see fit to sell them. 

It is a choice therefore between this bill 
giving the company the right to finish the bal- 
ance of the road, or transferring the bulk of 
the lands to the Northern Pacifie railroad. 
The extension of time was granted to the 
Northern Pacific company in 1868 by a vote 
of 96 to 38, and all the Democrats voting in 
the House with the exception of six voted for 
it.. I understand the Northern Pacific com- 
pany are entitled to get twenty-seven million 
acres, which is enough in all conscience with- 
out adding more to its already overgrown land 

rant. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Will the Northern Pacific 
railroad get an acre of land less by the pas- 
sage of this bill? 

Mr. BECK. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How? 

Mr. BECK. Because they are only allowed 
to extend their line forty miles on each side, 
and whatever is taken by this road is withheld 
from them wherever the one interferes with 
the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The act of 1864 especially 
provided that if the road was not completed 
within ten years the land should revert to the 
United States. Not a mile of the road was 
completed within that time; so that every 
acre of the land granted to this road had 
reverted to the United States by the very 
terms of the grant. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the gentleman had 
paid attention to me he would have seen that 
the Jands during all of this period had been 
reserved from sale, and therefore during this 
period the Northern Pacific railroad could not 
enter them, 

Mr. HOLMAN. They could not be reserved. 
The language of the law is that they revert to 
the United States, and they did so revert. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. As the gentleman says 
the lands reverted to the United States by the 
lapse of time; that is very true. But the North- 
ern Pacific railroad cannot enter them, because 
they were reserved lands, reserved by the 
proper authorities, and so reserved that the 
Northern Pacific railroad cannot take them till 
they are again in market. One word further; 
this bill simply presents the question whether 
two hundred and twenty miles of new road shall 
be built under this grant, or whether the lands 
shall be gobbled up by one of the most gigantic 
corporations there is in this or any other coun- 
try, and not one single mile of railroad added 
to the railroads of the country. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Had not these lands 
reverted to the Government? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the gentleman had 
paid attention to me he would have heard me 
say more than once that they had reverted, by 
the failure in building all the road, to the Gov- 
ernment, but that the Northern Paeific rail- 
road, notwithstanding, could not take them 
under its grant, because they had not been 
relieved from the reservation made for the 
purposes of the St. Croix grant. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. Then this is a new 

rant. ; 
8 Mr. ELDREDGE. No, sir. There wasa 
grant in 1856, and one in 1864, of these lands, 
and this is simply a renewal of the grant; and 
the question is whether the lands be made to 
build two hundred and twenty miles of rail- 
‘road, or whether they shall go to another çor- 
poration, which will not build an additional 
mile, one mile more than it will without them, 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, How much land 
has been purchased upon the line of the pro- 
posed road? , 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Two hundred thousand 
acres, as I am informed. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS.. At what price? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. At $2 50anacre; they 
purchased of the sections not reserved on ac- 
count of the grant by the Government, and 
the moneys paid by these purchasers for their 
lands is now in the Treasury of the United 
States. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state 
whether these lands were purchased by specu- 
lators in anticipation of the passage of this 
bill? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. No, sir, they were pur- 
chased by actual settlers, men seeking home- 
steads, whose interests the gentleman pretends 
to advocate as a specialty. This is simply a 
renewal of the grant of 1856 and 1864, and to 
add two hundred and twenty miles of railroad 
to the railroads of the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. RUSK. I must now resume the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
yield to me for a moment. ; 

Mr. RUSK. Lyield to the gentleman for 
five minutes. ; 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I remember 
very well when the charter was originally 
granted to this road. It was then on the ex- 
treme of settlement on the north, and there 
was then scarcely any probability of a road 
being completed in that quarter. The com- 
mercial revulsion of 1857 and the war of 1861 
made it impossible to complete it, if otherwise 
it had been in the power of the people of Wis- 
consin, By great exertion, however, they 
have in part accomplished the work. Two 
hundred miles are now in running order, and 
al their own risk. Knowing very well that by 
limitation of time merely their grant might be 
forfeited, they have constructed twenty miles 
of the second section. They have done every- 
thing in their power to complete the work, 
and are entitled on that account to the favor- 
able consideration of the Government. 

This road is a purely local road. It con- 
nects southern and central Wisconsin with 
Lake Superior. It is therefore of paramouut 
and vital importance to that State. There is 
scarcely any road of the same length in any 
part of the United States more important to 
the people of a State than is this road to the 
people of Wisconsin. They have built two 
hundred miles of it, and have entered upon 
the construction of the second section. They 
have settled more or less the country on its 
line. They have established farms, constructed 
buildings, built fences, eultivated the land, and 
by other industries made it valuable. They 
have done all these things for the purpose of 
preserving the grant and completing a road 
which is so necessary to the State. Sir, if 
upon the mere question of time we deny to the 
State the right to construct this road and con- 
nect its trade with the great northern lakes, 
we inflict upon its people an irreparable injury. 
We do not save the lands included in this 
graut to the General Government, beeause,.as 
has been stated by an officer of the depart- 
ment of public lands, the bulk of the lands 
will go to the Northern Pacific railroad, which 
assuredly has land enough without going eighty 
miles into the heart of Wisconsin to take lands 
that have been made valuable by the enterprise 
of the people of that State. 

Gentlemen say that if the Northern Pacific 
railroad is not allowed to take land in the 
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heart of Wisconsin they may go somewhere 
else. Verywell; let them go somewhere else ; 
let them take Jands, as it was intended by the 
Government they should take them, upon the 
line of their road. But it would be abso- 
lute and gross injustice to allow them to go 
into the State of Wisconsin and take lands 
that have been made valuable by the people 
of that State, in order that they may carry 
out their enterprise in a distant part of the 
country. 

If there was ever a case where there was 
absolute justice on the part of the petitioners, 
itis presented in this bill. If this question 
was now presented to Congress, with all the 
prejudice against land grants, it is so strong 
in its merits, and its claim for consideration 
is so just, it would be sanctioned by them even 
if it were a new proposition altogether. But 
it is not a new proposition. They have shown 
that they have done everything they could, 
irom the time this grant was made, to make 
jt available. They ask now only an extension 
of five years to complete their road, and under 
the circumstances we know perfectly well they 
will fulfill their promise. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Has there ever been either 
a judicial ora legislative forfeiture of the char- 
ter to build this road? 

Mr. BANKS. I understand not. But it 
will be forfeited by limitation of time if this 
bill is not passed by Congress. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There has been no legisla- 
tive act declaring a forfeiture ? 

Mr. BANKS. Not at all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. And there has been no judi- 
cial decision declaring a forfeiture ? 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Does the gentleman under- 
stand as a legal proposition that a forfeiture 
does not enforce itself? 

Mr. BANKS. By limitation of time the 
land reverts to the Government of the United 
States, and then it will go to the Northern 
Pacific railroad, Strictly speaking, | suppose 
it requires an act of Congress or a judicial 
decision to render the forteiture complete, so 
that under the charter of the Northern Pacific 
railroad the lands may revertto that company. 
There has been yet no ground of forfeiture by 
which the people of Wisconsin can be deprived 
of their rights under their charter. But the 
limitation of time will make it impossible for 
them to complete the road after its expiration. 
That is an additional reason for the extension 
of time they ask. There is a still stronger 
reason. ‘Under the limitation of the price of 
the lands on the line of this road two hun- 
dred thousand acres have been purchased, I 
am informed, at $250 per acre, and if the 
road ig not completed these purchasers and 
settlers will have an equitable claim against the 
Treasury for the amount paid above the estab- 
lished price of public lands. 

_ Mr. RUSK. [now call the previous ques- 


tian. 

Mr. COX, I ask the gentleman not to 
undertake to drive this bill through under the 
previous question. 

Mr. HAY. I hope the previous question 
will not be seconded, but that time will be 
allowed for the consideration of this bill. 
Some new points’ have been made here in | 
favor of this bill, but they can probably be 
answered, if time is allowed for discussion. 

Mr. RUSK. I must decline to yield. 

Mr. HAY. I pratest against the previous 
question, and hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the previous question 
is not seconded, will a motion then bein order | 
to refer this bill to the Committee on the 
Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. 
be in order. 

Mr. COX. Such a bill as this ought not to | 
be pat through under the previous question. 


Such a motion would then 
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The question was on seconding the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon that question I call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sawyer and 
Mr. Houtman were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
that there were—ayes 87, noes 39, 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question was, “ Shall the main ques- 
tion now be put ?”? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that this bill be 
laid on the table; and on that motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there 
being thirty-eight in the affirmative, more 
than one fifth of the last vote. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 78, nays 99, not voting 63; as fol- 
lows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beatiy, Beil, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, 
Braxton, Buffinton, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, 
Coburn, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Dickey, Fin kelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Gar- 
rett, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, 
Harmer, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, 
Holman, Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, 
Lamison, Manson, McClelland, MeNeely, Mercur, 
Monroe, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Prindle, Read, 
John M., Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, 
Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, John A. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Strong, Terry, Turner, ‘Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Voorhees, Whiteley, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and 
Winchester—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Boles, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buckley, 


Caldwell, Freeman Clarke, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, - 


Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, DuBose, Duell, 
Duke, Dunnel!, Hames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Far- 
well, Charles Foster, Frye, Goladay, Goodrich, Hale, 
Halsey, Hanks, Harper, George L. Harris, John T. 
Tlarris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, 
lloar, Hooper, Houghton, Kendall, Lamport, Leach, 
Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, McJunkin, Merriam, Mitchell, Orr, Palmer, 
isaac C. Parker, Peck, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Price, Rainey, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Slater, Sloss; Snapp. Sny- 
der, Stoughton, Sutherland, Tatte, Thomas, Dwight 
‘Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whitthorne, Williams 
of New York, and Young—99, 

NOT VO'LING—Messrs. James G. Blair, Buroharg, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Carroll, William 1 
Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Creely, Davis, DeLarge, Dox, 
Elliott, Ely, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Hamble- 
ton, John W. Hazelton, Kellogg, Kinsella, Lansing, 
Lewis, McCrary, McGrew, McIntyre, McKee, Me- 
Kinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, 
Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, Poland. Por- 
ter, Potter, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Sessions, Shellabarger, Shober, Worthington C. 
Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, Storm, Stowell, 
St. John, Swann, Sypher, Walls, Wells, Willard, 
and Woud—63. 


So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Jask unanimous consent to 
propose an amendment, adding to the last sec- 
tion the following: 


Provided, however, That this grant shall be con- 
strued to apply to such lands only as would inure to 
the benefit of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany if this act had not been passed. 

Several Members. Oh, no. . 

Mr. PETERS. The adoption of tbat amend- 
ment would require the bill to be sent back to 


-the Senate. 


Mr. RUSK. I cannot consent to allow the 
amendment to be offered, for the reason that its 
adoption would necessitate sending the bill 
back to the Senate, thus delaying its passage. 
Within two weeks the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, which must take action upon this grant, 
will adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
that an hour’s debate be allowed on the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

Mr. COX. Then I move that the House 
adjourn. 

On the motion there were—ayes 46, noes 83. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


in the negative—yeas 52, nays 126, not voting 
62; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Barnum, Beatty, Biggs, James G. Blair, James 
Brooks, Campbell, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, 
Dickey, Duke, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Hambleton, 
Hanks, Hay, Hays, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, May! 
nard, McClelland, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Monroe, Morgan, Negley, Potter, Read, John. M. 
Rice, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Stevenson, Strong, 
Swann, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Williams Q 

ndiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and 
Winchester—52, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, 


Bingham 
Bird, ‘Austin’ Blair, Boles, Bright, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Galdwetl, Carrall, Wil- 


"| 


liam Clarke, Cobb, Coburn Comingo, Conger, 
Cotton, Critcher, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Du Bose, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Eldredge, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Frye, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, 
Goodrich, Grifith, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Hand- 
ley, Harmer, Harper, George H. Harris Jobn T. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, qong W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Lam- 
port, Leach, Lynch, McCorinick, MeCrary, McGrew, 
McHenry, McJunkin, Mercar, Merriam, Mitchell, 
Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Isaac ©, Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Bilis H. Roberts, 
William R. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sca- 
field, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stoughton, Tatfe, Terry, 
Washington Townsend. Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
Willard, Williams of New York, and Young—126. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bell, Braxton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Creely, Dayis, De Large, 
Dox, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Charles Fas- 
ter,. Wilder D. Foster, Hancock, John W, Hazel- 
ton, Hereford, Hill, Kendall, Ketcham, Kinsella, 
Lansing, Lowe, Marshall, McIntyre, McKee, Me- 
Kinney, Merrick, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard 
yers, Palmer, L osoik W. Parker, Eli Perry, 
oland, Porter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, John A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Storm, Stowell, 
St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, Wells, and Wood—b2, 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
Mr. CONNER. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the deficiency 
bill. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 


order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the House resolye itself 
into the Committee of the Whole, 

Several MEMBERS objected. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is it not in order to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
public business ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
reading of the rule which applies to thig case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ After the previous question has been seconded 
upon a pending proposition, it is not then in order 
ig entertan the motion to go into Commitiee of the 

ole.’ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ob- 
serve that the Chair is prohibited from enter- 
taining the motion. The previous question 
having been seconded, the question now is, 
‘Shall the main question be now put?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the gentleman 
from Obio {Mr. GARFIELD] asks unanimous 
consent that the public business shall be at- 
tended to in preference to this private job. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

On ordering the main question there were-— 
ayes 91, noes 56. $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. ` I call for the yeas and 
nays on ordering the main question; but 
before the question is taken I wish to make 
a parliamentary inquiry, Should the House 
refuse to order the main question, will not 
the bill be then open to amendment ? f 

The SPEAKER. If the main question 
should not be ordered, the seconding of the 
previous question will of course fall. l 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire an opportunity to 
amend the bill inthe manner I have prépnsed. 
I call for the yeas and nays on ordering the 
main question. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered: 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 98, nays 78, not voting 
69; as follows: 


` YEAS —Messrs. Ames, Archer, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, 
James G, Blair, Boles, Braxton, Bright, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, Comingo, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Crocker, Donnan, Du Bose, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames, Eldredge, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Haldeman, Hale, Hanks, Har- 

er, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Gerry W. 

azleton, Hoar. Hooper, Houghton, Kendall, Lam- 

ort, Leach, Lynch, Maynard, McCormick, McCrary, 
Metfenry, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Orr, Palmer, Isaac Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Price,Rainey, Read, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer,Scofield, Seeley,Sheldon,Sh erwood, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Stough- 
ton, Sutherland, Sypher, Tafie, Thomas, Washing- 


g 
ton Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Waddell, 


Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, | 


Willard, Williams of New York, and Young—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ainbler, Arthur, 
Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Buf- 
finton, Campbell, Coburn, Conner, Cox, Grebs, 
Crossland, Darrall, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hancock, Handley, Harmer, 
Hay, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, 
Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McNeely, Mer- 
cur, Monroe, Morgan, Packard, Aaron FE, Perry, Pot- 
ter,John M. Rice, Bilis H. Roberts, William E. Rob- 
erts. Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, John A. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Strong, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Tyner,Upson, Van 
Trump, Voorhees, Walden, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
‘Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John 
T. Wilson—73. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, James Brooks, 
Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, William P. Clarke, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Creely, Critecher, Davis, Dawes, De 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Elioti, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Halsey, Hamble- 
ton, Havons, Hawley, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, owe, Marshall, McGrew, McIntyre, 

cJunkin, MeKee, McKinney, Merrick, Moore, 
Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packer, Hosea W, Parker, Perce, Poland, Porter, 
Prindle, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Robin- 
son, Rogors, Roosevelt, Sessions, Worthington C. 
Smith, Sprague, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, 
Vaughan, Walls, Wells, Winchester, and Wood—69, 


So the main question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER, The House has ordered 
the main question, which is, “Shall this bill be 
read a third time?” 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
on with business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will do so if you will 
let in our amendment that this grant shall 
apply to such lands only as would inure to the 
benefit of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany if this act had not been passed. 

Mr. COX. We are acting in the direct line 
of the President's message. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object to debate. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjown, it was disagreed to—ayes 35, noes 88. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on 
ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Another stage having been 
reached, I understand it is now in order to 
move to lay this bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then Imake that motion. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 44, 
noes 79. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay the bill on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 94, not voting 
66; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Bufiinton, Campbell, Coburn, 
‘Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Dickey, Finkelnburg, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, 
Griffith, Hancock. Handley, Harmer, Hawley, Hay, 


Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lamison, 


Oh, let us go 


Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McCrary, McNeely, | 


Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Morgan, Nib- 
lack, Packard, Packer, Aaron F. Perry, Potter, 
Prindle, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Robinson, Shanks, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, John 
A, Smith. R. Milton Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Strong, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, White- 
ley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and John P. Wilson—8), 


| NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 


Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Boles, Brax- 
ton, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, 
Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
Donnan, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Hames, 
Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman, Hale, Harper, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Gerry 

Hazelton, Hill, Hooper. Houghton, Lamport, 
Leach. Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, Mcllenry, Mein- 
tyre, Medunkin, Merriam, Mitchell, Orr, Palmer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Price, Rainey, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, Stoughton, Suth- 
erland, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Tuthill, Twichell, Vaughan, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, 
Williams of New York, and Yonng—94. 

NOT VOTING —Messrs. Barry, James Brooks, 
Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, William T. Clarke, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Creely, Critcher, Davis, De Large, 
Dox, Elliott, Ely, Charles Foster, Halsey, Hamble- 
ton, Hanks, John W. Hazelton, Hour, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, Maynard, McCormick, McGrew, Me- 
Kee, McKinney, Merrick, Moore, Morey, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Hosea W. Parker, Poland, 
Porter, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shober, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Voorhees, Walls, Wells. 
Willard, Winchester, and Wood—66. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. : 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
59, noes 85. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas 
and nays; and there were—ayes 23, noes 96. 

Mr. COX. I call for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. . 

The question was put on ordering tellers, 
and thirty-two members voted in the affirm- 


ative. 


The SPEAKER announced that if no ob- 
jections were made the yeas and nays would 
be considered as ordered. 

No objection was made. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 59, nays 112, not voting 
69; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James 
G. Blair, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Dickey, Duke, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Hays, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McNeely, 
Monroe, Morgan, Potter, Read, John M. Rice, Shel- 
labarger, Shoemaker, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Strong, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Vau han, Walden, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wil- 
son, and Winchester—59. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Archer, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, 
Boles, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bufinton, 
Caldwell,Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Donnan, 
DuBose, 
worth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Frye, Garfield, Getz, 
Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Hal- 
sey, Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, John $. 
Harris, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Lamport, Leach, 
Lowe, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, McHenry, Mce- 
Junkin, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Orr,Pack- 
ard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Price, Rainey, Edward Y. 
Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Sessions, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slo- 
cum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 


Snapp, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Suther-, 


land, Taite, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington 


Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Waddell,- 


Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, 
Willard, Williams of New York, and Young—i12. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Braxton, James Brooks, | 


Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, 
William fP. Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Creely, 
Darrail, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dox. Eliott, Ely, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Hambleton, Ha- 
vens, John W. Hazelton, Mill. Houghton, King, 


Kinsella, Lansing, Lynch, McCormick, MeGrew, į 


McIntyre, McKee. McKinney, Merrick, Morey, 
Morphis, Negley, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron 

. Perry, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Randall, 
Ritchie, William R, Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Shanks, Sheldon, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher, 
Terry, Voorhees, Walls, Wells, Whiteley, and 
Wood—69. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HOLMAN, TJ ask unanimous consent 


Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Eldredge, Farns- | 


i 


to submit an amendment to this bill, so as to 
give this company—— 

Mr. HOAR. I object. l 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. An amend- 
ment to the bill would carry it back to the Sen- 
ate, and would defeat it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in order now to 
move to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, A 
motion to lay the bill upon the table is in order 


1 at each stage, but a. motion to adjourn does not 


place the bill in a different condition. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Have we not passed 
from the stage of the bill at which the last 
motion to lay on the table was made? 

The SPEAKER. The stage of the bill now 
is that the main question has been ordered to 
be put but has not been put. 

Mr. STEVENSON. {move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Friday next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my amendment 
may be read, so. that the gentleman may 
understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. RUSK. 
ing over? 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that we may have time 
to examine this bill, and see that the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company would not get 
one acre of this land if this bill does not pass. 

Mr. COX. And also to enable gentlemen 
to read the President’s message on this point. 

The question was put on Mr. STEVENSON’ S 
motion; and there were—ayes 40, noes 87. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Would a motion 
to adjourn be in order just at this time? 
[ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. It would not. No motion 
can take precedence of the pending motion, 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 82, nays 129, not voting 79; as follows; 


YLAS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Beatty, Bell; Biggs, 
dames G. Blair, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, 
Garrett, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Hays, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Holman, Manson, McClelland, Me- 
Henry, McNeely, Monroe, Morgan, Read, John M. 
Rice, Shoemaker, Stevenson, Van Trump, Williams 
of Indiana, and Winchester—32. 

NAYS—Messrs._ Acker, Ambler, Ames, Archer, 
Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, Beck, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Binghain, Bird, Austin Blair, Boles, Bright, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Bufiinton, Burchard, 
Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Critcher, 
Crocker, Donnan, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Dunnel), 
Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkein- 
burg, Forker, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, Getz, Golla- 
day, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, George E. Harris, John 
'F. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Hoopcr, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall. Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lewis, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, McJunkin, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Leonard Myers, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Palmer, 
Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Potter, Price, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, 
Elis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stoughton, 
Strong, Sutherland, Lafo, Terry, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whit- 
thorne, Williamsof New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, and Young—129, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barnum, Braxton, James 
Brooks, Burdott, Benjumin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Caldwell, Campbell. Carroll, Freeman 
Clarke, William T. Clarke Coghlan, Creely, Darrall, 
Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Dox, Elliott, Ely, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Harnier, Harper, John W. 
Hazelton, Hill, King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, 
Leach, Marsha, McCormick, McCrary, McIntyre, 
McKee, McKinney, Merrick, Morey, Morphis, Negley, 
Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Prindle, Randall, Ritchie, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Sco- 
field, Sheldon, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith,Snapp, 
Snyder, Sprague, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Sypher, Vaughan, Voorhees, Walls, Wells, 
Whiteley, Willard, and Wood—79, 


So the motion that when the House adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Friday next was not 
agreed to. 

‘The question recurred upon ordering the 
bill to a third reading. 


I object. 
What is the object of adjourn- 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imove that the 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent 
to have printed an amendment which | desire 
to offer to this bill. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do I understand that ob- 
jection is ‘made to merely printing an amend- 
ment? f 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by sev- 
eral members. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, | that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. RUSK. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
what will be the position of this bill should 
the motion to adjourn be now agreed to? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The pending question 
upon the bill is upon ordering it to be read a 
third time, and on that question the previous 
question has. been seconded and the main 
question ordered. Should the House now 
adjourn, this bill would come up for consid- 
eration again immediately after the reading 
of the Journal to-morrow, aud it would hold 
its position as unfinished business until dis- 
posed of in some way by the House. 

Mr. RUSK. Iam willing to adjourn now, 
as it is so late, and the bill can be disposed 
of to-morrow. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported. that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: . 

An act (S. No. 892) to set apart a certain 
tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone river as a public park ; 

An act (S. No. 423) for the relief of Julia 
A. Smith; 

An act (S. No. 550) to constitute Shreve- 
ort, in the State of Louisiana, a port of de- 
ivery 3 

An act (H. R. No. 218) to authorize the 
issuing of a certificate of registry to the brig 
Michael and Anna; 

An act (H. R. No. 1074) to provide for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia; - 

An act (H. R. No. 1888) to amend section 
thirty-five of an act to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEWPORT, RITODE ISLAND. 

Mr. EAMES, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a letter from the acting superintending 
architect in regard to repairing the custom- 
house at Newport, Rhode Island, with an esti- 
mate of the cost of the work required; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING COTTON TAX, 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial of the joint committee of 
the Legislature of the State of Georgia to the 
Congress of the United States in relation to 
refunding the cotton tax ; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce for reference and printing a bill to 
provide for the further endowment and sup- 
port of colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts, and the liberal and 
practical education of the industrial classes 
in the several pursuits and professions in 
life, as established under an act of Congress, 
approved July 2, 1862, 

The SPEAKER. Is there any pressing 
necessity for the introduction of this bill at 
this time? 

Mr. TERRY. There is a bill of this char- 
acter now pending before the Senate. I desire 
to introduce this bill now and -have it referred, 


so that the committee may have an opportunity 
; to examine it and be ready to report by the 
time the bill comes to us from the Senate, 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to the introduc- 
tion of this bill, because it proposes to extend 
what I consider to be a very bad policy. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I call for the 
i regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrretp] 
that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at five o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Uriah 
Thomas and 22 others, citizens of Columbiana 
county, Olio, and Union soldiers during the 
late war, praying the passage of an act grant- 
ing to each honorably discharged Union sol- 
dier in said war one hundred and sixty acres 
of the public lands, without requiring settle- 
ment thereon. 

By Mr. AMES: The petition of L. M. 
Child and others, for an appropriation for the 
removal of obstructions to tree navigation now 
existing in the channel of Hingham harbor. 

By Mr. ARCHER: The remonstrance of 
Henry A. Lucas, type-founder, and 28 others, 
workers in his establishment in the city of 
Baltimore, Maryland, against any change in 
the tariff laws abating the duties on printing 
types, now successfully produced in American 
founderies, and praying a repeal of all duties 
on the raw materials used in the production of 
type, namely, tin, antimony, and type-metal, 
so that home industries may be fostered and 
defended. 

By Mr. AVERILL: The petition of certain 
newspaper printers in Minnesota, asking addi- 
tional mail facilities. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of Charles 
H. Lee, of Virginia, asking the removal of his 
political disabilities. : i 

Also, the petition of H. W. Ashton, of 
Fauquier county, Virginia, asking the removal 
of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. COBURN: The remonstrance of 
citizens of Marion county, Indiana, against the 
renewal of the patent of L. Langstreth for a 
movable-comb bee-hive. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Jona- 
than Foster and many others, soldiers, asking 
a law by Cougress equalizing bounties and 
granting bounty lands to soldiers and sailors 
in the service of the United States for the 
suppression of the rebellion. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of James 
Y. Smith and others, citizens of Providence, 
Rhode Island, for an increase of the compen- 
sation of letter-carriers. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The remonstrance of 
Samuel Starr, M. D., and 84 others, workers 
in-various mercantile and professional pur- 
suits of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against 
the change in the tariff laws abating the duties 
on articles successfully produced in this coun- 
try, urged by the I’ree-Trade League, and pray- 
ing the repeal of all duties on tea, coffee, and 
such other articles as cannot be produced in 
the United States, and also such an adjust- 
ment of duties as will encourage and defend 
every home industry and foster the honor and 
interest of the American laborer. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Clyde and 25 
others, ship-owners and merchants of Phila- 
deiphia, praying that Congress will make such 


the lives and property of those engaged in the 
commerce of the port of Philadelphia. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of James 
H. Wright, James H. Graves, James W. Cook, 
William H. Smith, James W. Thompson, and 
46 others, all soldiers in the late war to sup- 


an appropriation as may be necessary to protect | 
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press the rebellion, and 58 others, citizens of 
ortland Mills, Indiana, praying the speedy 
enactment by Congress of House bill No. 452, 
introduced by Mr. Manson, to grant bounty 
lands to soldiers who served in the said war, 
and to the widows and children of such as 
have died. ° 

Also, the. memorial of Abram Patterson, 
William C. Cook, Thomas M. C. Benner, G. 
V. Payton, and 85 others, all soldiers in the 
late war to suppress the rebellion, praying the 
speedy enactment by Congress of a law giving 
$8 334 per month for the entire time served, 
deducting all Government bounty heretofore 
paid; and also of a law to grant bounty lands - 
to soldiers who served in said war, and to the 
widows and children of suchas have died. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Ben- ° 
jamin Fahnstock, for damage done his prop- 
erty by the United States. 

Also, the memorial of William H. Kirk, 
postmaster at Maryville, Tennessee, praying 
to be reimbursed for losses by fire. 

Also, the petition of 65 distillers, rectifiers, . 
and wholesale liquor dealers of Tennessee, 
asking a consolidation of the tax on distilled, 
spirits. : 

Also, the petition of Lieutenant R. M. Den- 
ning, of Kingston, Tennessee, for compensa- 
tion for loss of two horses and equipments at 
the battle of Chickamauga. i ` 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio:, The petition of 
R. M. Bishop & Co. and many other firms 
and individuals, for a specific and uniform 
rate of duty on sugar. 

By Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The peti- 
tion of John Myers, publisher of the Mount- ` 
ain Echo, of Johnstown, Pennsylvania, for an 
amendment to the postal laws authorizing the 
transportation through the mail of newspapers 
printed on one side, at the minimum rates 
charged on papers to subscribers and pack- 
ages to newsdealers. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 
Lewis Hoeke and 64 others, soldiers of the late 
war for the Union, praying an equalization of 
pounticy and amendments of the homestead 
aw. . 
By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition of 52 
citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers in the 
Army of the United States, asking the passage 
of a law providing for the equalization of boun- 
ties at $8 33$ per month. 

Also, the petition of 16 citizens of Michigan, 
late solders, for the same purpose. 

Also, the petition of H. Egabroad, editor of 
the Centreville Republican, asking an amend- 
ment of the law relating to carrying newspapers. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of John 
J. Munger and 50 others, soldiers, of Dun- 
dee, Michigan, for the-passage of an act 
authorizing a bounty of $8 38} per month 
for the time served, after deducting all Gov- 
ernment bounty heretofore received. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following bill was introd; ped under 
the rule, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. AMBLER: A bill to establish 
post roads from St. Clair to Calcutta, .and 
from Knoxville to Bowling Green, in the 
State of Ohio. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuonspay, February 29, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev-C. Apams, D. D., of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. . 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read aud approved. 

KU KLUX REPORTS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the 
United States, (the Senate concurring,) That there 
i be printed of the majority and minority reports of 
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February 29, 


the joint Committee to Inquire into the Condition of 
the late Insurrectionary States ten thousand extra 
copies, of which thirty-five hundred shali be for the 
use of the Senate, and sixty-five hundred for the use 
of the House of Representatives; also fifteen hun- 
dred extra copies of all the testimony taken by said 
committee, of which five hundred copies shall be for 
the use of thg Senate, and one thousand for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


‘The bill (H. R. No. 1757) to relieve from 
political disabilities certain persons in the 
State of Georgia was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Maine, late soldiers in the United States 
: Army, asking Congress to pass an act giving 
to all soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to 
the heirs of those who are deceased, $8 33} 
` per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing therefrom all Government bounties here- 
tofore received by them; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. WRIGHT. I presenta joint resolution 
_of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 


instructing my colleague and myself to sustain | 


the President of the United States in his Indian 
policy, and to vote against any measure the 
the object of which is toopen up the Indian 
territory to white settlements in violation of 
the pledges of the Government in the treaties 
of 1866 and 1867. Inasmuch as this joint 
resolution is one of general and public im- 
portance, and-does not relate alone to our own 
State, I ask that it may be read by the Secre- 
tary, and printed, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution relative to the Indians. 
Beit resolved by the Senate arid House of Representa- 


tives of the General Assembly of Jowa, That our Sen- | 


ators in Congress be instucted and our Representa- 
tives be requested to sustain the President of the 
United States in his present policy for the manage- 
ment of the various Indian tribes, and to vote 
against any bill or resolution the object of which is 
to open the country known as the Indian territory 
for the introduction of white or citizen settlement, 
or for corporate or speculative purposes, the same 
being in violation of the solemn pledges of the Gov- 
erninent of the United States, as set forth in its 
treaties of 1866 and 1867 with the Cherokee, Creek, 
Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Sominole nations, whorein 
the Government purchased and received in- trust 
trom said tribes the western half of said territory, 
specifically forthe removal toand settlement therein 
of the scattered tribes of Kansas, Nebraska, and 
other States, and the uncivilized tribes of the plains, 
providing fully in all tho treaties with the latter 
migrating tribes that they should, on taking homes 
in said Indian territory, be fully protected therein 
from any further encroachment, 

Thatinasmuch as the tribes occupying said terri- 
tory and those removing thereto can have no pro- 
vision lor homes cast, west, north, or south of the 
saine, itbecomes an additional duty as well as pol- 
iey of the Government faithfuly to protect them in 


this their final home. - 
JAMES WILSON, 
Speaker of the House oy Representatives. 
i. ©. BATES, 
F President of the Senate. 
Approved February 24, 1872. 
C. ©. CARPENTER. 


I, Ed. Wht, seerotary of State, hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the 
original joint resolution now on file in this office. 

ED, WRIGHT, 
Secretary of State. 
The regolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I present 
the petition of William Haven & Co., of New 
London, Connecticut, in aid of the petition 
of the board of underwriters and marine in- 
surance companies in relation to the United 
States hydrographic office, which they say is 
uot furnished with sufficient means to provide 
shipping with charts and other hydrographic 
information required, and they ask that a suf- 
ficient appropriation be made to enable that 
office to discharge its proper functions effi- 
ciently for the purposes of the shipping of the 
country. I move the reference of this petition 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented a 


petition of citizens of New Haven, Connecti- 
cut, dealers in tea and coffee, praying that if 
the law abolishing or reducing duties on tea 
and coffee shall pass, at least ninety days 
time be granted before the same shall take 
effect, so that all may be prepared alike to 
meet the change; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : By 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Juniata county, Pennsylvania, remon 
strating against any change in the tariff laws 
abating the duties on articles successfully pro- 
duced in this country, urged by the Free-Trade 
League, and praying the repeal of all duties 
on tea, coffee, and such other articles as can- 
not be produced in the United States, and also 
such an adjustment of duties as will encour- 
age and defend every home industry and fos- 
ter the honor and interest of the American 
laborer; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . A 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chester county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any change in the tariff laws abating 
the duties on articles successfully produged 
in this country, and praying the repeal of all 
duties on tea and coffee and other articles 
that cannot be produced in the United States; 
which was referred to the. Committee on 
Finance. : 

-Mr. CHANDLER. I present two memo- 
rials of citizens of Michigan, protesting against 
the passage of the so-called Chicago relief 
bill, which I will read for the information of 
the Senate: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States + 

The undersigned, citizens of the State of Michi- 
gan, respectfully protest agaimat the passage of the 
so-called Chicago relief bill, now pending before 
Congress, so far, at least, as it provides for a remis- 
sion of dyties upon lumber. . 

And in support of this protest, your petitioner: 
observe: first, that the timber-owners of Michigan 
and Wisconsin, where the great bulk of home man- 
ufacture is produced, have been very great losers by 
the forest fires that prevailed so extensively in those 
States during the past fall; that immense tracts of 
pine have been devastated, to their loss of at least 
$15,000,000, and that by the passage of the proposed 
bill, these already heavy sufferers are to be made 
the heaviest involuntary contributors toward the 
rebuilding of Chicago; second, that during the pres- 
ent season the lumbermen of Michigan and Wiscon- 
sin have contracted for nearly double the usual quan- 
tity of logs to beconverted into lumber, having been 
foreed to do so in ponseononee of the extensive fires, 
tosave as much of the burnt timber as possible, as 
much of it will be worthless another year; thatthey 
have entered into their contracts, involving the in- 
vestment of many millions of dollars, unon the faith 
of the protection at the time offered hy existing legis- 
lation, and in anticipation of no such risk as they 
are now threatened with in the competition of 
foreign lumber, a contingency the happening of 
which must unavoidably subject them to serious loss; 
third, the excessively large quantities of lumber 
which will necessarily be thrown upon the market 
in consequence of the reasons given, will insure to 
purchasers lower prices than have been known for 
several years past, and possible loss to the manufac- 
turers; adding thereto lumber from Canada free 
of duty, which can be produced, because of cheap 


labor and supplies, at less cost than in Michigan, 
will increase our misfortune, and benefit only the 
foreign producer; fourth, that the damage which 
must, by the withdrawal of present protection with- 
out notice or warning, necessarily fali upor the home 
lumber interests, wili likewise involve and endanger 
all other home interests in this State, their depend- 
ence upon the former being of the most immediate 
and vital character; fifth, that the proposed legis- 
lation is unwise, partial, and unjust; that it invites 
fraudulent speculation, to the serious detriment of 
our greatest industries. 

I move the reference of these memorials to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented three petitions 
of late soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
served in the war of the rebellion, praying 
that they be granted a bounty of $8 834 per 
month, deducting therefrom all bounties pre- 
viously paid to them ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Minnesota, asking that addi- 
tional time be extended to the preémptors of 
public lands in which to pay for the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, 


He also presented four petitions of sailors, 
soldiers, and marines who served in the war 
of the rebellion, praying that they be granted a 
bounty of $8 38% per month, deducting there- 
from all bounties previously paid to them ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Minnesota, asking that addi- 
tional time be extended to the preémptors of 
public lands, in which to pay for the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. i 

Mr. OSBORN. I present a petition of citi- 
zens of Concord, Florida, who ask for a change 
in a certain mail route in order that the in- 
habitants may be better accommodated. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If itis achange 
in an existing mail route that is asked for, the 
petition should be referred to the Post Office 
Department; butif it is to establish a new 
route, then, by the Constitution, it must be 
established by Congress. 

Mr. OSBORN. As it is in the form of a 
petition to Congress, I present it here. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 710) to refund certain duties paid by the 
Winona and St. Peter’s Railroad Company, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered ta be 
printed. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
petitions, reported adversely therean, and asked 
to be discharged from their further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to: ; 

The petition of Andrew J. Myers, company 
G, one hundred and eighteenth regiment New 
York volunteers, for extension of time in which 
to apply for pension; 

The petition of J. H. La Bounty, praying 
to be allowed arrears of pension ; 

The petition of Daniel Wells, praying to be 
allowed arrears of pension ; 

The petition of Lucy Renell, of New York, 
praying a pension for services rendered by 
her son while in the Army ; 

The petition of Lawrence Potter, company 
B, one hundred and eighteenth regiment New 
York volunteers, for extension of the time 
fixed by law in which to apply for pension ; 

The petition of Joseph Detour, praying to 
be allowed arrears of pension; 

The petition of Jane Danforth, praying to 
be allowed arrears of pension ; 

The petition'of Elizabeth McNorton, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension ; 

The petition of Gilbert Chamberlain, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; and 

‘The petition of Louis Lamorequ, praying 
to be allowed a pension on account of ser- 
vices rendered by his son during the late war. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on 

Education and Labor, to whom were referred 
aresolution ofthe Machinists’ and Blacksmiths’ 
Union No. 5, of Hvansyille, Indiana, and a 
resolution of the Machinists’ and Blacksmiths’ 
Benevolent Association, of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, in favor of the passage of abill to create 
a commission on labor, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 
. He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Lewis Wieser, 
praying the erection of abureau in the Depart: 
ment of the Interior, in connection with the 
Patent Office, to be known as the Bureau of 
Industry, asked to be discharged from its far- 
ther consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, who 
were instructed by a resolution of the Senate 
to inquire into the expediency of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution requiring an educa- 
tional test for exercising the right of suffrage, 
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asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 472) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the diplomatic and consular systems 
of the United States,” passed August 18, 1856, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. ; : 3 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 709) making an 
appropriation’ for the erection of a custom- 
house and post office at Shreveport, Louisiana, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1416) 
for the relief of Albert W. Gray, reported it 
adversely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I ask 
the Senate to reconsider the indefinite post- 
ponement of House bill No. 1416, for the re- 
lief of Albert W. Gray, just reported, and to 
recommit it to the Committee on Patents. It 
has been once, I believe, favorably reported, 
‘and I think the committee have labored under 
a misapprehension about it, and with the con- 
sent of the Senator reporting it I make that 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the indefinite postponement of the 
bill will be regarded as reconsidered, and the 
bill itself recommitted to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1514) allowing respondents in crim- 
inal cases in courts of the United States to 
testify in their own behalf, have instructed me 
to report it adversely and with a recommend- 
ation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want that bill to go on 
the Calendar. I want the sense of the Senate 
on that bill. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee. $ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will say, in reference 
to that matter, that I suppose if the alleged 
criminal wants to make a statement in refer- 
ence to himself he can do it now; but to 
allow him to testify as a witness in his own 
bebalf was ‘thought by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to be improper. ‘The bill goes on 
the Calendar, I suppose. 

My. HAMLIN. I supposed that was the 
intention of the committee from the report. J 
had no doubt about that. I only want to say 
that in the States where that rule has been 
adopted men of the highest judicial charaeter, 
I think, gave it a uniform support. It has 
been found in my State, 1 know, to meet the 
approval of the judges of our highest courts 
uniformly. 

Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut. The Senator 
will permit me to say that in my own State we 
did enact a law similar to the bill which has 
just been reported against, and after a trial 
tor two years it was found to work so badly 
that upon the recommendation both of the 
judges and of the profession generally it was 
repealed, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am afraid they bave 
worse people in Connecticut, then, than we 
have in Maine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to make a single 
statement in connection with that bill. T.have* 
received letters from two district attorneys of 
the United States in southern States protest- 
ing against the passage of that bill, upon the 
ground that it would enable a certain class of 
offenders who are on trial down there to have | 
great advantages, and perhaps result in their 
acquittal. 
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| Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to make another 
report. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill reported 
adversely will go on the Calendar. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 106) for the relief of purchasers of 
lands sold for direct taxes in the insurrec- 
tionary States, have instructed me to report 
it back with an amendment. The bill has 
once passed the Senate and also the House at 
a former session, but went to the President 
so late that he had not time to examine it, 
and it was not therefore approved, and the 
bill for that reason waslost. Jihas now passed 
the House of Representatives a little different 
from the form in which it passed the Senate 
before. We have recommended an amend- 
ment, to strike out the alteration made by the 
House and to repass it in the same shape in 
which it before passed the Senate. If there 
be no objection, E hope it will be put on its 
passage. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary was in section two, lines four 
and five, to strike out the words ‘‘ court of 
competent jurisdiction,’’ and insert ‘‘ United 
States court.’”’ 

Mr. JOHNSTON. That is a very important 
bill, and I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the present consideration of the bill, 
-and it will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. NYE. ‘The Committee on Territories, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1030) to regulate elections in Washington and 
Idaho Territories, have instructed me to report 
it back without amendment, and with a request 
that it be acted on immediately. 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask that that. bill go 
over. T desire to propose an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt requires 
unanimous consent to consider it now. It 
must therefore go on the Calendar. : 

Mr. NYI. J wish the Senator would let it 


pass. 

Mr. CORBETT. I will state to the Sena- 
tor that it was agreed by the Delegate of 
Washington Territory in the House that the 
bill should not apply to the coming fall elec- 


in aceordance therewith. 
Mr. NYE. Very well; I will withdraw the 
report and make it to-morrow. 


TAX ON CANNED FRUITS, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1760) explanatory of the 
internal revenne act of June 80, 1864, as 
amended by the act of July 13, 1866, in rela- 
tion to sirups, jellies, mustards, sauces, and 
eanned and preserved fruits, vegetables, and 
meats, enumerated and taxed in schedule C 
of said act, and acts amendatory thereof, to 
report it back with amendments. This bill 
| relates to a small tax about which there is a 
controversy as to the construction of the pre- 
vious act, and there is occasion for its speedy 
passage. It willtake but a moment, and I hope 
the Senate will take it up and pass it, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 


sider the bill. It recites in the preamble that 
it was the intent and meaning of the act of 


i schedule C: 


“For and upon every can, bottle, or other single 
package, containing meats, fish, shell-fish, fruits, 
vegetables, sauces, siruns, prepared mustards, jams 
and jellies, contained therein, and packaged or 
sealed, made, prepared, and sold, or offered for sale, 
or removed for consumption in the United States, 
on and after the first day of October, 1866, when such 
ean, bottle, or other single package, with its con- 
tents, shall not exceed two pounds in weight, the 
sum of one cent. When such can, bottle, or other 
single package, with its contents, shall exceed two 
| pounds in weight, for every additional pound or 


i fractional part thereof; one eent.” 


tion, and I desire to prepare an amendment 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 


| July 14, 1870, to remove the tax from all the | 
| articles named in the following paragraph in 
| 


The bill therefore enacts that after its pas- 
sage so much of schedule © as relates to 
sauces, sirups, mustards, jellies, and jams, 
and such other articles in the paragraph not 
heretofore repealed, be repealed. , 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill 
with amendments. The first amendment was 
after the words ‘‘ schedule C,” in the second 
line of the bill, to strike out the words ‘as 
relates to sauces, sirups, mustards, jellies, and 
jams, and such other articles in said para- 
graph not heretofore repealed,’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ of the internal rev- 
enue acts as imposes a tax on any can, bottle, 
or other single package containing meats, fish, 
shell-fish, fruits, vegetables, sirups, prepared 
mustards, jams, or jellies.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
preamble to the bill. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed and the bill reada third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Its title was amended so as to read: t‘ An act 
to repeal the paragraphs of schedule C of the 
internal revenue acts imposing taxes on canned 
meats, fish, and certain other articles.’ 


JOSEPIT MONTGOMERY, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 894) granting a pension to Joseph Mont- 
gomery, have instructed me to report it favor- 
ably with an amendment, and I ask to put it 
on its passage now as a saving of time. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as iu Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for placing on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Joseph Montgomery, 
late a private in company F, fifteenth regi- 
ment lowa volunteers, and for paying him a 
pension from the 10th day of July, 1865. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Pensions was to strike ont the words ‘fand 
to pay hima pension from the 10th day of July, 
1865.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was coneurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH KENYON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 893) granting a pension: to 
Elizabeth Kenyon, who isa dependent mother, 
to report it favorably with two amendments, 
which I also ask to have passed at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Comm ittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (I. R. No. 898) granting-a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Kenyon. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Elizabeth Kenyon, mother of 
John T. Kenyon, late a private in company 
A, first regiment Rhode Island cavalry, and 
to pay her a pension from the 28th day of 
September, 1863, during her widowhood. 

The amendments of the Committee on Pen- 
sions were in line six, after ‘‘ Elizabeth Kern- 
yon,” to insert the word ‘* dependent,”’ and to 
strike out the words ‘‘and to pay her a pension 
from the 28th day of September, 1868, during 
her widowhood.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed, and the bill read a third 
time. The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


‘A message from the House of. Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: 

The bill (H. R. No, 1260) to provide for the 
admission of photographs for exhibition free 
of.duty; and : 

The bill (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 
Francis A. Hastman, postmaster at Chicago, 
Tlinois. i 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills of the Senate 
without amendment: ; 

A bill (S. No. 570) transferring certain pow- 
ers and duties to the Department of Justice, 
and providing a seal therefor ; 

A bill (S. No. 533) for the relief of Lucas, 
O’Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of Iowa; ` 

A bill (S. No. 615) to reimburse certain 
soldiers for loss of clothing by fire at Chicago; 


and 

A bill (S. No. 644) amending the act 
approved July 27, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act 
relating to pensions.” 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 475) to, 
authorize the sale of public property at Houl- 
ton, Maine, with an amendment; in which con- 
currence was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills, and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

An act (S. No, 392) to set apart a certain 
tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone river as a public park ; 

An act (S. No. 428) for the relief of Julia 
A. Smith; 

An act (S. No. 550) to constitute Shreve- 
ort, in the State of Louisiana, a port of de- 
ivery ; 

An act (H. R. No. 218) to authorize the 
issuing of a certificate of registry to the brig 
Michael and Anna; 

An act (H. R. No. 1074) to provide for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia; i 

An act (H. R. No. 1833) to amend section 
thirty-five of un act to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse. 


REGISTER TO BRIG ISADORE. 


Mr. SPENCER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. B. 
No. 1669) authorizing an American register to 
the British brig Isadore, owned by Edwin M. 
Fowle, of Newton, Massachusetts, have in- 
stracted me to report it back without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. I ask for 
its present. consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. If there is a 
report in that case, I should like to hear it, 

Mr. SPENCER. There is a letter from the 
Secretary of the ‘l'reasury. I do not think there 
can be any objection to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the letter be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Wasuineton, D. C., February 8, 1872. 


Srg: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of 
your letter of the lst instant, transmitting certain 
papers asking Congress for authority to issue Amer- 
ican register to the British brig Isadore, with the 
request that I will furnish your committee with the 
facts in my possession, together with any suggestions 
as to the propriety of granting American registry to 
this vessel under a new name. 


Lreply, thatthe statement submitted by the papers | 


in the case shows that this vessel is of American 
build, but was placed under the British flag, then 
under the Haytien, then again under the British, 
which flag she still hoists. Her present owner is 
Edwin M. Fowle, of Boston, an American citizen, 
who has twice had her extensively repaired in this 
country. 


The collector of thè port of Boston reports that 
Mr. Fowle has in his possession and produced the 
protest of the master, the survey, and the receipted 
bills for repairs made. He made an affidavit, which 
I herewith transmit, that the vessel as she lay ina 
wrecked condition in the harhor of Charleston, in 
November, 1870, did not exceed in value $1,000, while 


the repairs appear to have amounted to $5,196 70. 


I may further add that there does not anpear to 
have been any collusion with the various owners of 
this vessel; and that her present owner became pos- 
sessed of her and repaired her in good faith. 

Had the vessel been foreign-built, and wrecked and 
repaired as she was, she would be entitled to Amer- 
jean registry under the act of 23d December, 1852. I 
therefore think that Congress may very properly 
authorize the register asked for, 

The papers are returned herewith. 

Very respectfully. 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. S. SHELLABARGER, g 
Chairman House Committee on Commerce. 


_ Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Ihave no objec- 


ion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


USE OF SENATORS’ FRANKS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to read a letter which I received 
this morning. It is dated Jackson, Michigan, 
February 25, 1872, and is as follows: 

Dear Sir: Iam receiving spurious documents from 
some source with yours and Hon, Morton’s 
frank on the envelope. Inclosed find sample. 

If you and Senator Morron are sending such docu- 
ments about the country and playing into the hands 
of the Democracy, it is something I least expected. 
I think to the contrary, and cannot conceive from 
what source they come. Please answer me at once in 
regard to it. $ 

if you have documents of the ring of true metal, 
send to me, and I will distribute on good ground, 

Yours, truly, JOHN F. DREW. 


Hon. Z. CHANDLER. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Michigan asks unanimous consent to make a 
statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, the Senator will proceed. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Inclosed in this letter 
I find the following document sent under the 
frank of Otiver P. Morron and myself: 

“The Reform Movement—A National Convention 
called to meet at Cincinnati, May 1, 1872—~Resolu- 
tions of the Liberal Republican State Convention of 
Missouri—Speech by Governor B. Gratz Brown—Let- 
ter from Senator CARL Scuurz—Indorsement by ex- 
Secretary J. D. Cox, Hon. Stanley Matthews, Judge 
George Hoadly, and Judge J. B. Stailo, of Ohio.” 

Mr. President, I only have to say that my 
frank on that document was a forgery. I never 
franked such a document as that, and I never 
will; but I do not know that forging my 
frank is any worse than the document itself. 
The whole thing was conceived in fraud and 
brought forth in iniquity. It was a fraud to 
put the name ‘‘Republican’’ upon it, and I 
am not surprised they should circulate frauds 
by forgery. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to be permitted to 
say simply that—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent to make 
a statement. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say that my 
frank upon that document, or one of that char- 
acter, sent to Michigan or elsewhere, is a fraud 
and a forgery, made without my knowledge and 
consent. — 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Nebraska desire to make a statement on 
the subject? 

Mr. TIPTON. I desire to make a personal 
explanation also. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TIPTON. I desire to say that I have 
been treated very much as the Senator from 
Michigan has. I did send ont one of his 
speeches recently, and it was returned to me, 
and I was asked whether I had franked such 


Ha document as that; and if I did entertain the 


sentiments of his speech, my constituent told 
me never to send my frank to him again. 
[Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Do Senators 
desire this subject to be referred to the Post 
Office Committee? [Laughter.] 


HAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report back a reso- 
lution to print additional copies of Hay- 
den’s final report of the geological survey of 
Nebraska and adjacent Territories ; and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution 
was considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate fifteen hundred copies of Hayden’s final 
report of geological survey of Nebraska and adja- 
cent Territories. x 


KU KLUX REPORTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. A concurrent resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Printing 
this morning relating to a matter that has 
already been under consideration by the com- 
mittee on a resolution offered in the Senate, 
It is a resolution to print the report made and 
the testimony taken by the Ku Klux commit- 
tee. The Committee on Printing recommend 
an amendment to the resolution, so as to make 
it correspond with the resolution introduced- 
into the Senate, and which we understand to 
be the wish of the Ku Klux committee on both 
sides of the Chamber. It is a pretty large 
number, but it is what that committee desire, 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the 
United States, (the Senate concurring,) That there 
be printed of the majority and minority reports of the 
joint Committee to Inquire into the Condition of 
the late Insurrectionary States ten thousand extra 
copies, of which thirty-five hundred shall be for the 
use of the Senate and sixty-five hundred for the use 
of the House of Representatives; also fifteen hun- 
dred extra copies of all the testimony taken by said 
committee, of which five hundred copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and one thousand for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 

The Committee on Printing 
amend the resolution so as to rea 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the 
United States (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed of the majority and minority report of the 
joint Committee to Inquire into the Condition of the 
late Insurrectionary States forty thousand extra 
copies, of which ten thousand shall be for the use of 
the Senate and thirty thousand for the use of the 
House of Representatives; ‘also five thousand extra 
copies of all the testimony taken by said committee, 
of which fifteen hundred copies shall be for the use 


of the Senate and thirty-five hundred for the use of 
the House of Representatives, : 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CAMERON. Task the Senate to allow 
me to bring up the bill which I have tried for 
so many days to get before it in regard to the 
education of certain Japanese youth in the 
Military Academy. I hope there will be no 
objection to taking it up now. 

Mr, SPENCER. I should like to introduce 
a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. . 
: Mr. CAMERON. Ihope the Senator from 
Alabama will give way. 

Mr. SPENCER. It will not take a second. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom 
Alabama insists on his right to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. Does the Senator insist? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask the Senator to allow 
me to introduce a, bill for reference, 

Mr, CAMERON. Iam willing to give way 
for that. 

* Mr. COLE rose. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia will certainly give way to me. 

Mr. COLE. I will not object to the Sen- 
ator taking up his bill if, after it is taken up, I 
shall have an opportunity to introduce some 
morning business. 


` Mr. CAMERON. Of course. 


proposed to 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. No Senator 
rising with morning business, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to call 
up the bill authorizing the admission of Japan- 
ese youth in the Military Academy, stating 
that he will give way for the remainder of the 
current morning business after the bill shall 
be taken up. {s there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
780) for the relief-of William Hunter; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 731) 
amending an act entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending June 380, 1871,” and for 
other purposes, approved July 15, 1870; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 782) amendatory of the act entitled “ An 
act to provide a government for the District 
of Columbia;’’ which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 738) for the reliéf of the heirs of Colonel 
Francis Taylor; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
784) granting to the Utah Southern Railroad 
Company a right of way through the public 


lands for the construction of a railroad and || 


telegraph line; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


JAPANESE AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill called 
up on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania { Mr. Cameron] is now before 
the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 454) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to admit six Japanese youths to 
the West Point Military Academy. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, it will be 
quite impossible for meto say all that I feel this 
bill deserves, for two reasons. One is that [ 
do not wish to occupy the attention of the 
Senate at any length in the present condition 
of its business. ‘lheother is, (and itis one of 
itself quite sufficient,) that I find myself con- 
trolled by the courtesy which is due to the em- 
bassy present in this city this morning for the 
first time. Influenced by that courtesy, I shall 
refrain from discussing more than one ques- 
tion. I mean the political question, the ques- 
tion how far this bill affects our own long- 
settled domestic policy in regard to the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point. Even upon 
that head I shall be very brief. I shall be 
brief because what I have to say seems to me 
so obvious that merely to state it is the best 
argument. True, itis but oneaspect. There 
are many other aspects—aspects of a general 

_ nature--which I might speak of. I shall 
refrain from doing so out of regard to the con- 
siderations already mentioned. 

The bill before us is a proposition to admit 
six young men, the subjects of the Japanese 
empire, as military students in the West Point 
Academy. The West Point Academy is one 
of the oldest foundations of this Government. 
It is now nearly, if not quite, seventy years 
since the act was passed for the establishment 
of that Academy. The policy of the institu- 
tion then was, and ever since has been, a very 
obvious one. It was, and always bas been, an 
institution designed to educate a certain number 
of the youth of this country in the art of war 


i 


in all its branches. 
tion—a theory which has always been respected 
until this bill came here to overthrow it—was 
that the military training, the skill in war, the 


moral qualities which even war requires ina | 


very high degree, could be best taught to our 
youth by an institution of our own, estab- 
lished and improved as the West Point mili- 
tary school has been for now seventy years. 

In short, sir, the design was to train up in 
that Academy the young men of the country 
for the military service of this country. Of 
necessity, they were to be citizens of this 
country; of necessity, they were to be bound 
to the country which gave them their high and 
thorough military training and education by 
the strongest fealty and allegiance. 


may impart all other arts of your civilization | 


to a foreign Power without injury to yourself ; 
bat not your art of war. They are such arts 
as grow by the lending; arts such as gain by 
partnership. You may sell to other nations 
even your arms of precision, your engines of 
war, in which, by the admission of the nations, 
you so much excel; but, sir, you cannot admit 
any foreign Power into a partnership in the 
military training of your youth; of the whole 
body of your officers, their discipline, their 
elevation of thought, their moral forces—in a 
word, their complete and rounded manhood— 
without a loss of that power and prestige 
which, at least until the millennium comes, 
are necessary to the maintenance of this coun- 
try as a great nation upon the earth. 

Now, sir, why should we, in favor of any 
foreign Power, break in upon the original 
idea so long wisely and sacredly adhered to in 
regard to the West Point Academy? 

Mr. CAMERON. May I interrupt the Sen- 
ator from California for a moment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave risen to ask him 
to let us have a vote. If we do not pass the 
bill now, the morning hour will be gone by 
and there will be no opportunity. I shall have 
great trouble to get it up again. I shall say 
nothing on the subject, and 1 do not suppose 
anybody else will. I appeal to the courtesy of 
the Senator from California, unless be desires 
specially to make his remarks upon this bill, 
that he let us vote. If he desires specially to 
speak on this bill, of course Icannot interfere. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have been able to as- 
certain at this distance from the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations only this, 
that he desires a vote on this bill. So far as 
I am concerned, I shall not detain the Senate 
a great while longer. I propose to say but a 
few wor 


ords. 
Mr. CAMERON. I beg the Senator's par- | 


don for having interrupted him. I know it 


was not courteous. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator speak 
alittle louder? I cannot hear him 

Mr. CAMERON. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don for having interrupted him. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I grant the Senator 
always pardon in advance for anything -of 
that kind. 

Mr. President, if this concession be made 
to the Government of Japan, with what grace 
can it be refused to any other of the Powers 
with whom we have treaties of amily through- 
out the world? If we grant it to the Japan- 


The theory of the institu- 


Sir, you | 


ese how can we refuse it to the English, the | 


French, to the Prussians, to the Spaniards, or 
to the Italians? We know, sir, what is the 
estimate throughout Europe of the faculty of 
the American soldiers for the use of arms of 
precision. We know what is the standing 
of our great military school at West Point. 
We are proud to know that the trained officers 
whom that Academy has sent. forth are not 
inferior to any elsewhere in the world. It 
will be a most invidious thing if, after having 
made to the Japanese Government the great 
concession of this bill, we shall refuse it to 
any other Government, What follows? This 
follows: either that we affront other friendly 
Powers, or that the doors of our great mili- 


; welfare. 


tary school are to be thrown wide open to tho 
youth of the world. When that day comes, 
then farewell, a long farewell, to our great 
American military school. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is now before tho 
Senate, on which the Senator from Wisconsin 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator from 
California will be allowed to conclude his 
remarks. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iwill yield to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania for the purpose of a 
vote on his bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over subject to a demand for 
the regular order by any Senator. It is thus 
passed over; and the Senator from California 
will resume his remarks. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I shall not abuse the 
indulgence. Had I not been interrupted I 
should have been through before this. 

I say, sir, when you once open the door of 
your Military Academy to the admission of 
students, subjects of foreign Powersin Europe 
and Asia, bound to this country by no fealty, 
by no allegiance, not even by a sentiment of 
patriotism, you have opened the door toasys- 
tem which destroys the vital element of the 
West Point military school. I say so because, 
after all, it is not the manhood of our officers, 
it is not their skill that is of the greatest mo- 
ment. It is the intangible, invisible power, the 
mighty moral force that lives in the high senti- 
ment of mingled honor, love, and duty which 
forbids a man to be false to his allegiance, to 
his country, that gives to the school at West 
Point its very utmost value. 

I know it will be urged that if there is not 
danger always there is a possibility that our 
relations with the great Powers of Europe may 
be disturbed by menace of war. In reply to 
that I remark that the very last occasion when 
by any foreign Power an American merchant 
ship was fired into was by Japan and in Japan- 
ese waters. It was not ten years ago. The 
last time when one of our war ships engaged 
in hostile conflict with any foreign Power was 
with Japan. I speak of the affair of the Amer- 
ican sbip Pembroke in 1868, not ten years, 
since. Upon that occasion an American mer- 
chant steamer, pursuing her peaceful way in 
the waters of Japan, was, without any provo- 
cation, fired into by two armed Japanese ves- 
sels. Within less than a month afterward, that 
outrage was fitly redressed by the American 
ship of war Wyoming, then fortunately in those 
waters. In a brilliant engagement, in which 
she destroyed the two offending Japanese ves- 
sels and silenced six shore batteries, she lost 
four seamen killed and eleven wounded. But 
if the Government of Japan had had before 
that time the advantage of having half a dozen 
or half a score of her young men trained in 
your West Point Military Academy, as thor- 
oughly as if they were Americans, perhaps 
instead of four men killed and eleven men 
wounded on our war ship Wyoming iu the just 
punishment of a national outrage, that ship 
would have been sunk, and nota soul left to 
tell the tale. By the teaching and the train- 
ing given to the officers of Japan in your own 
Academy at West Point your honorable tri- 
umph in the affair of the Wyoming would 
have been converted into a bloody and. ter- 
rible disaster, leading of necessity toa war 
with Japan. 

Sir, on this subject it is not harsh to apply 
to the Japanese the same rule I would apply 
to the nations of Europe. We welcome here 
the man-of Germany, the man of France, the 
man of England, the man of Ireland, the man 
of Spain, and the man of Italy. We invite 
them to become citizens of the Republie, and 
to share with usin the common freedom and 
Yet who would consent to receive 
into West Point the subjects of any European 


1284 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 29, 


State? If you are not willing to open the 
doors.of your Military Academy to subjects 
ofthe European Powers, I see no ground 
whatever upon which you can do it for sub- 
jects of Japan. I think, sir, this bill an evil 
precedent, one which will be regretted, and 
which will furnish the strongest argument yet 
presented for the abolition of the West Point 
Academy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is before the Senate. : 

Mr. MORTON. Before the Senator from 
Wisconsin takes the floor I desire to express 
the hope that the Senate will remain here and 
dispose of this resolutiom to-day. It seems to 
me that nobody can say there has not been 
ample opportunity for discussion, and I hope 
it will be finished to-day before we adjourn. 


ALASKA SEAL~FISIERIES,. 


Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin to allow me to call up a bill of im- 
portance that has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Itis with regard to the seal-fish- 
eries in Alaska, and I believe there will be no 
objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the consideration of the House bill 
referred to by the Senator from Oregon? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1842) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘‘ An act to prevent the ex- 
termination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska.” 
By its terms the Sccretary of the Treasury 
is to appoint one agent and three assistant 
agents, who shall be charged with the manage- 
ment of the seal-fisherios in Alaska, and the 
performance of such other duties as may be as- 
signed to them by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The agent is to receive ten dollars each day, 
one assistant agenteight dollars each day, and 
two assistant agents six dollars each day while 
so employed, and they shall also be allowed 
their necessary traveling expenses in going to 
and returning from Alaska, for which expenses 
vouchers shall be presented to tbe proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, and such 
‘expenses shall not exceed in the aggregate 
$600 each in any one year. Such agents are 
never to be interested, directly or indirectly, 
in any lease of the right to take seals, nor in 
any proceeds nor profits thereof, neither as 
owner, agent, partner, or otherwise. The 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
erect a dwelling-house upon each of the isl- 
ands of St. Paul and St. George for the use 
of the agents, the cost of both not to exceed 


4000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask if that bill hasbeen 
considered by any committee ? 

Mr. CORBETTI. It has been considered by 
the Committee on Commerce, and is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR, 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin proceeds, the Chair de- 
sires to make a statement to the Senate per- 
sonal to himself. He. has understood that 
there have been some strictures in regard to 
the number of persons ou the floor during the 
debate which has attracted so much public 
interest, and to some extent he may be held 
responsible by Senators for their admission. 
He desires to state frankly to the Senate that 
when he entered upon the duties of this office 
he understood from those who had been a long 
while connected: with the Senate that there 
had been a usage that the Presiding Officer 
was allowed, as a matter of courtesy, to pass 
temporarily for a day on the floor persons 
who had been distinguished in the country or 


abroad, including, perhaps, such persons as 
ex-Governors of States, distinguished ex-Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, who are not by the 
strict rule admitted to the floor, distinguished 
ex-foreign ministers, members of Parliament, 
or other distinguished persons from abroad. 
Within that narrow limit the Chair has, at the 
request of Senators on both sides of the Cham- 
ber, during the past week or two granted, but, 
as he stated to every Senator, with great reluc- 
tance, permission to allow such persons to 
come upon the floor. Some Senators have 
felt it their privilege to introduce persons with- 
out consulting with the Presiding Officer. 

The Senator who has so often been elected 
President pro tempore of this body, and who 
has occupied the chair during nearly the entire 
debate, the Senator from Rhode Island, [ Mr. 
ANTHONY, ] will confirm the statement of the 
Chair, that by every possible means the Pre- 
siding Officer, either the present occupant or 
the one temporarily occupying the chair, has 
endeavored to restrain this within the narrow- 
est possible limits, and the large number of 
persons on the floor has been occasioned by 
the fact that many Representatives have been 
present, a large number of privileged persons 
have been present, and other persons have 
been introduced as distinguished persons by 
Scnators themselves. 

The Chair states this to the Senate, and says 
to them frankly that if they desire the rule 
absolutely enforced against an ex-Speaker of 
the other House, or against an ex-Clerk of 
the other House, or an ex-Governor of a State 
or a Territory, or persons who have served 
our country with distinction, venerable per- 
sons who have been connected prominently 
with our history, the Chair will enforce it 
strictly according to its letter; and it was only 
because he understood that it had been the 
usage of his predecessors, with the tacit con- 
sent of the Senate, to relax this rule in the 
eases to which he has alluded of what may be 
considered as distinguished persons, that he 
has allowed a single person to come upon the 
floor with his own consent that was not 
included by the strict letter of the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are several Sena- 
tors who have private secretaries that are not 
secretaries of their committees; it would not 
apply to me; but there are Senators who have 
such private secretaries, and it is a great con- 
venience to them to have those secretaries 
come on the floor; and I hope they will not be 
excluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask -if any complaint 
has been made of the relaxation of the 
rule? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There has been. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My own impression is 
that this ordinary courtesy ought not to be 
denied. I have myself, without asking the 
Presiding Officer, in some rare cases, intro- 
duced distinguished citizens from my own 
State to the floor, sometimes stating the facts 
to the Presiding Officer, and sometimes on my 
own responsibility. I dislike this Chamber, 
however, so close and exclusive in its rules 
that a very prominent citizens of one of our 
States coming here, especially if he occupies 
a judicial or other prominent official position, 
should be excluded from this floor; and this 
is a courtesy rarely abused. I hope the dis- 
cretion which has always been acted upon 
heretofore willbe followed. Ifthereare cases 
of abuse, as a matter of course attention will 
be called tothem. Senators will restrain them- 
selves, and the Presiding Officer will restrain 
himself. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I think it 
would be much more wise to modify and change 
your rule so that it shall mcet the approval of 
the Senate, and then as now let the rule be 
observed while itis a rale. I believe I have 
held a seat here as many years as any Senator 
in this body; I presided over the Senate for 
four years, and during the whole of that period 
of time no person ever crossed the threshold 
of this Chamber at my request in violation 


of the rule; and when other Senators violate 
the rule I do not meet them on an equal foot- 
ing. I will not violate the rule. I will vote 
to make it more liberal; but when the rule is 
made, I think I have a right to ask that other 
Senators shall live up to thatrule as I do, and 
as I know many other Senators do, and thus 
maintain an equality in the body. 

I am myself inclined to believe that there 
are classes of cases which should be included 
in our rule that are not now in it; but it is 
the wisest thing in the world, it does seem 
to me, forall, both Presiding Officer and Sen- 
ators, to observe the rules of this body. We 
have not very many distinguished men in 
the State from which I come; but there are 
men distinguished in our locality, and when 
this request has been made for them, I have 
simply said to them, ‘‘Sir, I cannot do it 
without a violation of the rule, and you will 
not ask me to violate the rale.’ That has 
been my uniform reply. I think there are times 
when there have been some inconveniences 
by the admission of more persons upon the 
floor of this Chamber than are in accordance 
with the best deportment of the body. It ig 
on the whole wiser and better to make vour, 
rales as you want them, and then all conform 
to the rules. That is my view. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I would 
venture to make one suggestion which is in 
entire harmony with what has fallen from the 
Senator from Maine. Indeed, my experience 
teaches me that he is right, I think that if 
we have a rule it ought to be enforced. But 
I have a serious question whether our rule on 
this subject is not toostringent. I have thought 
so for a long time, and now that attention has 
been called to it, I think it would be well that 
the proper committee should take it into con- 
sideration, and see whether it may not in 
some way be enlarged. I think thére are cer- 
tain classes of persons who may be properly 
included, and when the rule is again estab- 
lished, then let us all follow it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I entirely concur with 
what the Senator from Maine has so well said, 
and I concur with him as to the practice. I 
was not aware that there was any such prac- 
tice obtaining here as to allow Senators to 
bring persons upon the floor. I have seen 
persons here upon the floor that I supposed 
were here in violation both of the rule and the 
usages of the Senate. The first case thatever 
occurred to me was, perhaps, fifteen years 
ago, while Mr. Bright was the Presiding Officer 
of this body. A question was pending in the 
Senate of a private character, affecting the 
interests of a constituent of mine, and I desired 
to have him here so that I could consult him. 
It was when we were in the old Chamber. I 
had seen persons on the floor occasionally who 
were not authorized to take places upon the 
floor, and under those circumstances I had 
asked this gentleman to step in atthe door, 
The officer, one of the messengers stationed at 
the door, laid his hand upon him and stopped 
him, which of course was very unpleasant both 
to the gentleman and to me. I thereupon ap- 
plied to the Presiding Officer, and stated the 
case, intending to have made a motion in open 
Senate, and he gave directions to the messenger 
under the circumstances to let the gentleman 
take a seat inside, which he did. Since then 
no person has ever been brought on the floor 
of the Senate by me, and I was not aware that . 
a usage obtained of introducing persons. T 
have seen them occasionally, but I supposed 
they were here in violation of the rule; and I 
quite agree that while we have the rule it 
should be enforced. 

I am not particular as to how the rule 
is; but it does place Senators in a- very un- 
equal position in the body when some of them 
think it proper and their duty to observe the 
rule, and when others take the liberty of dis- 


| regarding it, and I am very: glad indeed that 


the Presiding Officer has thought proper to 
call attention to this matter. I hope the rule 
will be changed if it is not satisfactory to the 
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Senate ; but whatever the rule is, I hope we 
may all understand it alike and obey it alike, 
and that there may be no distinction, which is 
very embarrassing to us always. There have 
been cases when gentlemen, acquaintances of 
mine from the State which I have the honor 


in part to represent during these years; have- 


been here, where it has been very unpleasant, 
where they have spoken to me on the subject; 
gentlemen whom I should have been very glad 
to have introduced into the Chamber ; gentle- 
men of standing at home and of position in 
the country; but I did not venture to do it, 
and when others come in, of course it makes 
it very unpleasant to me to occupy that posi- 
tion. I hope, therefore, the rule- may be 
changed, or else that it may be observed. 

Mr. CAMERON. It seems to me there is 
really no necessity for changing this rule; nor 
have I, in the long time I have been here, seen 
any evil arising from the habit of occasion- 
ally bringing somebody inside the Hall. No- 
body thus brought in has ever interfered with 
my comfort here, and I do not think anybody 
who has been brought in the Senate Chamber 
has ever interfered in the least with the dig- 
nity or the comfort of asingle Senator. Ido 
not believe that the strict observance of the 
rules which we have made for our own direc- 
tion is always necessary. It is rarely that 
anybody is brought in. For the last week or 
two, when the whole city has been excited about 
the debate which has been going on, the gal- 
leries were so crowded that they became too 
full, and the crowd came down here into the 
lobbies around our Hall and ladies crowded 
around the doors. I myself found one hun- 
dred or two hundred ladies outside the east- 
ern door, striving to look over each others’ 
shoulders. I gently opened the door and 
asked them to be kind enough to walk in. I 
do not wish to give offense to anybody. They 
listened to the debate, and of course went 
home much instructed. 

Now, once in awhile, when a man distin- 
guished in our own neighborhood, a man that 
we know has rendered great service to the 
country, if not in public station, in his moral 
deportment and business affairs, comes here, 
why should we not ask that man, once in 
awhile, upon a great occasion, to come in 
here and sit down among these ‘‘ grave and 
reverend seigniors?’’ Certainly I cannot see 
any harm iu it, and I trust there will be no 
change in the rule, and I hope we shall deal 
gently and kindly with any Senator who may 
oceasionally slightly interfere with the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. J wish to make one re- 
mark in consequence of an. observation that 
fell from the Senator from Illinois. I think 
that when persons come here under circum- 
stances that entitle them to some show of 
courtesy by their own representatives, it has 
been customary for this courtesy to be ex- 
tended to them. I will state in reply to the 
observation of the Senator from Illinois that 
within the last week, to my certain knowledge, 
and with great pleasure to me, I have seen 
several of the most distinguished citizens of 
the State of Illinois here on the floor of the 
Senate. It gave me great pleasure to see 
them, because, from their position at home, 
their character, standing, and past official 
position, they were entitled to that courtesy. 
I supposed as a matter of course the Senators 
from Illinois had introduced these gentlemen 
upon the floor of the Senate. There have been 
many cases of thatkind. I very rarely myself 
have indulged in a violation of the rules in 
that respect; but we are not very stringent 
abont rules in the Senate. There is not a 
Senator who speaks very often on this floor 
that does not daily violate the rules of the 
Senate, and I have myself in a few cases-—~I 
confess it frankly—when persons were here 
from my own State who occupied such posi- 
tions officially or personally that I wished to 
pay them a compliment, asked that they be 


admitted to the floor of the Senate, and I shall 
do so.again unless the rule is to be enforced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest to the 
Senator from Ohio that that puts the officers 
in charge of the doors in a very embarrassing 
position. If, on his say-so, they. are obliged 
to admit persons that the rule and the standing 
orders of the Presiding Officer say they shall 
not, they must doit on my-say-so, and I should 
be rather sorry to request a doorkeeper, who 
might be supposed to be somewhat under the 
influence of Senators, to violate a rule of the 
Senate to let afriend of minein. Thetrouble 
is that unless you havea rule, be it broad or 
narrow, which you are willing to stand to, it 
puts people on an inequality and embarrasses 
the officers of the Senate. If it is wise to 
enlarge the rule, that is another thing; but 
whatever we do, we ought to do on the ground 
of equality, because that is in favor, as my 
friend from Massachusetts would say, of human 
rights, and rightly so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say one word in 
addition to what the Senator from Ohio has 
said. I noticed distinguished gentlemen here 
within a few days on the floor of the Senate. 
I noticed something more: I noticed as a fact 
that the door leading into the cloak-room be- 
hind me was kept open, and a current of air 
on my head drove me yesterday from my seat 
with such a headache as I hope such a current 
of air will never produce again. I saw a cur- 
rent of people coming through that door, 
several of whom I knew not entitled to the 
floor, and I never knew of their being very 
distinguished, either. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not think we can 
amend the rule so as to admit distinguished 
persons, because we all have different views 
in regard to who distinguished persons are. 
With the unanimous consent of the Senate, I 
will offer a resolution which I think will meet 
a case that I think we ought to provide for. 
The clerks of our standing committees being 
officers are admitted on the floor, but many 
Senators are not the chairmen of any com- 
mittees; our friends on the other side have 
private clerks, and they ought to be admitted ; 
and I therefore offer the following: 

Resolved, That the private secretary of any Sena- 
tor may be admitted to the floor of the Senato when 
that Senator is not chairman of a committee enti- 
tled to a clerk. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to refer that 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. After 
what has occurred in this discussion they may 
deem it proper to change the rule in some 
respect, but Í now move its reference. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have no objection to 


that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no rule that 
allows the clerks of committees to come. upon 
the floor of the Senate, but the manifest con- 
venience of Senators admits them, and I see 
no necessity of making any rule for the pur- 
pose. As a matter of course the clerk of a 
committee or the private secretary of a Sena- 
tor comes in the Chamber, just the same as if 
a Senator should be ill his friends or son 
would be allowed to assist him to his seat. 

Mr, POMEROY. It is very proper, but 
there is no rule for it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no rule that 


the Sergeant-at-Arms and messengers sball | 


come on the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yesthere is; the rule says, 
“the officers of the Senate, members of the 
House of Representatives with their clerk.’ 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does it say ‘‘ officers o 
the Senate.’ ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, I haveno objection 
to this proposed rule except that there is no 
necessity for it, as the practice prevails now by 
general consent, and I am a good deal in favor 


of those practices that prevail by general con- | 


sent without a strict rule, so long as they are 
not pressed to the inconvenience of the Senate. 


{ 


| 


I think the remarks of the Chair were very. per- 
tinent, and I am glad the attention. ofthe Sen- 
ate has been called to this subject. I am sure 
every Senator who occasionally occupies the 
chair will bear testimony to the embarrassing 
position in which the Vice President must be 
placed where he is called upon to enforce the 
rule by the whole Senate, and every Senator 
thinks an exception should be made in his 
favor. He thinks the rule should be enforced 
against everybody but himself. I think we 
ought not to put the Vice President to that 
inconvenience, and I think Senators ought to 
be very careful indeed whom they ask the 
Vice President to permit to come on the floor; 
and with that understanding I think the rule 
might as well remain as it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. President —— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor. The 
Chair only made this statement, and does not 
desire y 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
from Kansas. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Iam one of the young- 
est members of the Senate, and my study is to 
learn the rules and obey them, and not to vio- 
late them. I think when a rule is once made 
it should be rigidly adhered to. If it is left to 
the discretion of every Senator and almost 
everybody else as to how closely they will ad- 
here to the rules I think they will be violated 
very frequently. But when L came here I got 
the impression that the private secretaries of 
Senators were permitted to come upon the 
floor. I have a private secretary, and fre- 
quently it has been very convenient to me to 
have him by me; and I have perhaps uuwit- 
tingly been introducing him into the Senate 
Chamber. I do not wish to violate any rule, 
and if the private secretaries of Senators who 
are not fortunate enough to be chairmen of 
committees have no right on the floor of the 
Senate, then I want to know it, and I assure 
you I shall be the last to introduce a private 
secretary or anybody else on this floor who is 
not entitled to admission under the rules. I 
only say this much for the reason that I have 
beén introducing my private secretary here, 
and I regret exceedingly if in doing so I have 
violated the rule; but I thought inasmuch as 
I had been doing that, that it was due to the 
Senate that I should say so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois moves the reference of this whole sub- 
ject, with the proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy,] to the Committee 
on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
now state to Senators who bave, as they have 
stated themselves, sometimes introduced per- 
sons on the floor, that the rule must now be 
strictly enforced until it is amended, if at all, 
by the Senate. This is to relieve the Chair 
himself of avery great deal of embarrassment. 
It may be fit to say now that during the debate 
which happened a few days since a number 
of Senators were appealed to to admit distin- 
guished gentlemen like supreme judges and 
ex-Governors of their States, and some words 
occurred which, if the Chair had heard them, 
he would have asked the Senator or Senators 
to modify, but he was really answering gen- 
tlemen on each side of him, endeavoring if 
possible to restrain their desires for the admis: 
sion of friends and to consent that they might 
not ask to be admitted on the floor. He will 
himself enforce this rule, as it appears to be 
the pleasure of the Senate, and Senators them: 
selves must of course obey it. The officers of 
the Senate will take notice that the forty- 
seventh rule is to be strictly observed. f 

Before passing from the subject, the Chair 
will state that the Senator from Tennessee, 
[ Mr. Browxrow,} whose physical infirmity is 
well known, has his son or secretary, {the 
Chair does not know which,) who comes in to 


I yield to the Senator 
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assist him to his chair in the Senate. If there 
be no objection; he will be excluded from the 
operation of the rule, as also the Senator from | 
Indiana, [Mr. Morrow. } 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is proper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent 
that until the committee report the secretaries 
of Senators may be admitted as usual, because 
they are in fact unofficial clerks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition that until this rule shall 
be reported upon the private secretaries of 
Senators may be admitted, by the Senators 
themselves vouching for their being their 
secretaries? 

Mr. HILL. I must object to the proposi- 
tion. I never introduced anybody here in my 


life. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the proposition cannot be enter- 
tained. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I be indulged in 
an inquiry of the Chair? Are not clerks of 
the committees of the Senate by the rules 
admitted to the Chamber now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule states 
‘the officers of the Senate.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. Are they officers? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairsup- 
poses they must be. They are included in the 
official list of the directory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They are provided for by 
law as officers of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. And they must be withia 
the rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I hope the Senator 
from Georgia will not interpose his objection 
to prevent those Senators who have not the 
advantage of having officers of the Senate as 
their secretaries from bringing in their own 
private secretaries. It is a very great con- 
venience, and certainly no Senator, after the 
remarks which have been made here, will 
introduce anybody but his private secretary. 

Mr. HILL. It would virtually double the 
body to admit that number of persons. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. ‘they already come in now. It adits 
‘none who have not been in the habit of coming 
in; but the Vice President has stated that 
under the intimations of the Senate he will 
feel himself bound to enforce the rule rigidly. 
Of course it does not affect me; I have no pri- 
vate secretary ; but there are Senators here who 
have; and they are very necessary to the trans- 
action of public business, as we all know. It 
is essential to the transaction of public busi- 
ness that a Senator should be able to commun- 
icate constantly with his secretary. 

Mr. HILL. So far as I am concerned, I 
would willingly see the rule relaxed so as to 
allow the secretaries of chairmen of commit- 
tees to come on the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. They come in now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerks of 
committees are admitted on the floor under 
the rule, but this is a proposition to provide 
for Senators who are not chairmen of commit- 
tees and who have secretaries of their own. 

Mr. HILL. It is evidently proper that the 
secretaries of the two Senators referred to 
by the Chair, for the particular reason stated, 
shall be allowed to come upon the floor; but 
I take it for granted that at the time this- rule 
was adopted everything in regard to the con- 
venience of Senators was considered as much 
as it could be now. Itis no new thing; the | 
tule has undergone revision time and again ; | 
and i think the experience of the Senate may | 
have shown that the rule has gone quite as 
far as it ought to go. Iam not inclined to 
extend it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objectionis made, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin will now pro- 
ceed unless the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate is asked for the further continuance of this 


debate, as the subject has been referred to, the | 
Committee on Rules. 


SALES OF ARMS TO FRENCH AGENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Sumner on the 
12th instant, the pending question being on 
the amendment offered by Mr. Scuurz, to add 
at the end of the resolution the following: 

And also whether breech-loading muskets, or 
other muskets capable of being transformed into 
breech-loaders, have been sold by the War Depart- 
mentin such large numbers as seriously to impair 
the defensive capacity of the country in case of war. 

Mr. CARPENTER addressed the Sen- 
ate. [His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. | : 

Mr. SCHURZ. The closing sentences of 
the Senator’s speech were pitched in a strain 
not unusual in this debate. When argument 
is at fault, then an appeal to prejudice is in 
order, and it is resorted to without restraint. 
It seems to be fashionable now to ascribe all 
that is disagreeable to the Administration to 
some foreign influence, against which the 
native spirit must rise. Yesterday we heard 
even the general-order business in the New 
York custom-house, which I take occasion to 
denounce again as a scandalous abuse, in some 
manner justified on the plea that foreign im- 
porters were at the bottom of the movement 
against it. To-day we hear another charge 
of corrupt practices discredited upon the 
ground that this resolution is to affect the 
sympathies of the foreign-born citizens of 
this country, and that it may serve foreign 
interests. 

Gentlemen, I tell you this will be of no 
avail. The people want a just and honest con- 
duct of Government. The people are rising 
up against corruption wherever it shows its 


! head, and you cannot dissuade them from 


their purpose by pretending the general-order 
business in New York is unpopular with for- 
eign importers, or that there is no wrong con- 
nected with the sales of arms because foreign 
Governments are concerned, or because I was 
born in Germany. 

T asked the Senator from Wisconsin whether 
he charged me with any unpatriotic motive. 
He seemed to disclaim it, and yet he did so 
charge by inuendo. It would have been more 
manly and courageous in him had he stood up 
here and spoken out, ‘‘ You have not cast off 
your allegiance to the foreign Power of which 
you were formerly a subject, and you are at 
the present moment betraying American inter- 
ests.’ Instead of making the charge he tried 
to shift it, tried to turn and squirm, so as to 
give the people to understand his meaning, 
without courageously bringing it out with blunt 
directness. I deny it with the indignation of 
a clear conscience. 

I do not stand here to make a defense of my 
patriotism. I did not come to this country 
yesterday. I have been here for twenty years. 
If the Senator from Wisconsin can point out 
in my past life a single instance where there 
was a sacrifice demanded of me that I did not 
make, where there was a service I could ren- 


| der that I have not rendered, where there was 


an act of patriotism I could perform that I 
have not*performed, let him point it out, and 
I will answer. No, sir, this resolution is not 
brought forward as something to benefit some 
foreign Government. The accusation is pre- 
posterous, : 

I knew very well when this discussion began 
that it would be attempted on the part of those 
who justify anything the Administration may 
do to give it such a turn, and to appeal to the 
prejudice of some people in order to cover up 
what is wrong. I repeat, gentlemen, do not 


; indulge in delusions; that transparent trick 


will not succeed. 

Sir, I am not going to discuss at length the 
question of international law raised by the 
Senator from Wisconsin when he endeavored 
to show that sales of arms by the Government 
to a belligerent were legal; I am not going 
to quote authorities and read documents, 


but I will, in a very few simple words, appeal 
to the common sense of the Senate and of 
the world. ‘he Senator from Wisconsin is 
aware that I have not attempted an elab- 
orate discussion of points of international law 
in the speeches I have made. But I will say 
now that there was one grave and astounding 
error running through his whole argument 
absolutely fatal to his conclusions. It was 
simply this, that throughout his whole speech 
he confounded the trade which might be legit- 
imately carried on with belligerent parties by 
private merchants with the trade carried on 
with belligerent parties directly by a govern- 
ment. Nobody denies that American citizens 
are permitted to sell arms to a belligerent 
Power; nobody denies that in the regular 
course of trade they are permitted to sell war- 
like supplies; but the question would assume 
a very different aspect if the Government 
should claim the right to open its arsenals 
and its dock-yards to do the same thing. And 
this is what the Senator from Wisconsin de- 
clares legitimate under the law of nations. He 
is the first exponent of public law who ven- 
tures so far. 

Why, sir, our own Government recognized 
the principle thatit was not permitted to do this. 
Why was it, while private citizens were under 
the proclamation of neutrality entirely unre- 
stricted in their commerce, subject to their risk, 
why was it, I ask, that the Secretary of War 
established the rule that no arms should be 
sold to the agent of a belligerent Power by 
the Government? Simply because the Gov- 
ernment itself recognized the principle that it 
was wrong and incompatible with neutral 
obligations to do so. If the Government had 
not recognized that principle, what did the 
rule of action mean which the War Depart- 
ment laid down for itself? The Senator stands 
controverted by the act of our own Govern- 
ment as by the common sense of mankind. 

With these few simple remarks the whole 
theory of international law laboriously ad- 
vanced by the Senator from Wisconsin drops 
to pieces. To adopt the language which has 
been used by several Senators with regard to 
the grounds of suspicion adduced by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, there is not a shred 
left of it; it is pulverized to atoms. 

The Senator from Wisconsin tried to make 
us believe that a Government might do so if 
there was no intention to aid either of the 
belligerent Powers. Intention! Suppose we 
were to drift into a war with a foreign nation, 
or suppose another rebellion were to occur in 
this country, and then some foreign Govern- 
ment were to open its arsenals and its dock- 
yards and from thence send to our enemies sup- 
plies and arms, with or without pay; suppose 
our remonstrances met with the simple reply, 
“Oh! we do not intend to hurt you;’? do you 
think that would be satisfactory to us? Is 
that the rule the Senator desires to have estab- 
lished? Is not such an idea absolutely pre- 
posterous? 

Nay, further than that, the Senator from 
Wisconsin endeavored to prove to us that it 
was not only the right but the duty of our 
War Department to sell arms under those cir- 
cumstances, even to agents of the belligerent 
parties, for, says he, the War Department is 
not only authorized but directed to do so. 
Very well, if the War Department was not 
only authorized but directed to do so, then it 
was wrong for the War Department to stop 
those sales or to refuse to sell to persons 
known as French agents if their bids were 
good and they were able to pay. Is not this 
clear? Ifthe War Department had an oppor- 
tunity to sell to agents of either of the belli- 
gerent Powers, andthe War Department, being 
directed to sell. those arms, refused, the War 
Department did not fulfill its duty. Andhere 
then I-will, in the name of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, make a direct charge. 

We have been asked: ‘‘ Why did you not, 


1872. 


when the sales of arms were going on, protest 
against them and try to have them stopped ?” 
Well, sir, I did endeavor to have them stopped. 
I did endeavor, to the best of my ability, to 
induce the War Department to discontinue 
the sales, and finally I succeeded. I hold in 
my hand a letter from the Secretary of War, 
announcing tome that those sales had been 
stopped, and I have very good authority for 
saying that they were stopped in consequence 
of my urgency. i 
Mr. SUMNER. Will you read that letter ? 
Mr. SCHURZ. Itis as follows: 


Dear SENATOR: Orders were given yesterday 
directing the discontinuance of salesof ordnance. 


Yours, truly, WILLIAM W. BELKNAP. 
January 24, 1871. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is that in the autograph 
of the Secretary? : 

Mr. SCHURZ. Yes, sir. l 

The point I was going to make is this: I 
have proven that I did endeavor to stop those 
gales. I have proven also that the sales, 
according to this letter, were stopped. If the 
Secretary of War had not only the right, but 
jt was his duty to sell to any bidder able to 
pay, even to French agents, then certainly he 
violated the law by stopping those sales as long 
as be had an opportunity to sell; and the only 
justification that could possibly be attempted 
would be this: that after the 24th of January, 
when this letter was written to me, there ap- 
pear sales of several hundred pieces of artil- 
lery, some of which may have been arranged 

. before this letter was written, but some of 
which in all probability were made and con- 
cluded afterward. At any rate, several hun- 
dred pieces of artillery appear in the report 
of the Secretary of War as having been sold 
after this promise had been given that the 
sales of arms should be stopped. According 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, the continu- 
ance of the sales was not only proper, but 
their discontinuance would have been crim- 
inal. How does that view of the case please 
you? Then what remains of the whole argu- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin? Let me 
repeat, in the language which has been current 
here, not a shred; it is pulverized to atoms. 

, There is only one other point I desire to 
touch in a few words. The Senator from 
Wisconsin says if we discover that a breach 
of neutrality has been committed, how shall 
we in the future stand before the nations 
of the world? Will not that be an incitement 
to the German Government to set up claims 
against us, and if we do not willingly pay those 
claims will they not have a rightful cause of 
war against us, and what wili be the situation 
of the Senator from Massachusetts and myself 
then? Sir, is not this a perfectly absurd sup- 
position? Do you think—and here I feel 
compelled to repeat the remarks which I made 
day before yesterday—do you think that after 
not having remonstrated at the time, after 
having shown a determination to ignore this 
matter on its part, the German Government 
would, after the Senate of the United States 
has ordered an investigation of this case, not 
with a view of giving a basis for claims to 
Germany, but for the purpose of setting itself 
right in its own conscience and before the 
nations of the world, then come and say, ‘ We 
take advantage of your own conscientious act, 
and we now set up a claim against you?’ 
‘Would any generous, any decent Government 
think a single moment of doing so? 

Let me put before you once more the sup- 
position with which I illustrated my argument 
a few days ago. Suppose during our civil war 
we had made no remonstrance ‘against the 
letting out of rebel cruisers from British ports ; 
suppose after the war some member of Par- 
liament had moved an investigation for the 
purpose of discovering whether any wrong had 
been committed, and of punishing the wrong- 
doers, do you not think that every wise and 
generous man in the United States would have 
spurned the idea of taking advantage of such a 


-may come to plague us hereafter.’’ 
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step to set up a claim against England then? 
I ask again, would not the country resound 
with the highest praise of old England for 
that generous and just act, spontaneously per- 
formed? Would we not join hands in warmer 
friendship than ever before, the British nation 
having, without compulsion, of her own mo- 
tion, shown so noble a disposition to’ be just? 
What, then, becomes of this part of the Sen- 
ators argument? A shred. 

The Senator from Wisconsin used these 
words: ‘What is set up as a precedent here 
Exactly 
sir; what we set up as a precedent here 
may come to plague us hereafter. Let (me 
say, if the case remains as it now stands, with 
the information that’ already is before the 
world, the precedent, for all practical pur- 
poses, is set up, and the precedent in that 
form will come to plague us. Is it, then, not 
our duty to break the point of that precedent 
by showing that if any wrong was committed, 
the people of the United States, as represented 
in their sovereign capacity by Congress, em- 
phatically disapprove of it; that if any wrong 
was committed, the people are ready to resent 
it against their own servants? - That is the way 


to destroy the pernicious effect of that prece- , 


dent, and that is the duty of a true patriot. The 
Senator from Wisconsin cannot frighten me by 
exclaiming, ‘‘ My country, right or wrong.”’ 
In one sense I say so too. My country; and 
my country is the great American Republic. 
My country, right or wrong; if right, to be 
kept right; and if wrong, to be set right. 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. CORBETT addressed the Senate in 
remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 
‘he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Se ae 

Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. ; 

Mr. HILL. May I ask that the amendment 
be read? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

Yue Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to 
add to the resolution the following words: 


Also, whether breech-loading muskets, or other 
muskets capable of being transtormed into breech- 
loaders, have not been soid by the War Department 
in such large numbers as seriously to impair the 
defensive capacity of the country in case of war. 


Mr. MORTON. I hope there will be no 
opposition to that amendment. 


Mr. CONKLING. There is no opposition 


to it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I supposed there was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have been ordered, and the order can 
only be revoked by unanimous consent. The 
Chair hears no objection. The call for the 
yeas and nays is withdrawn, and the question 
is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion recurs on the resolution. ; 

Mr. CORBETT. I now offer my substitute, 
and I call for the reading of it again that the 
Senate may understand the purport of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas itis probable, from evidence adduced 
before the Senate in debate upon the resolution 


offered on the 12th day of February in relation to į 
e: 


the sale of arms, that Messrs, Remington & Sons did 
agree with the French officials that they would buy 
arms direct from the Government of the United 
States and that they would charge them only a com- 
mission for the purchase of thosame; and whereas it 
appears from evidence that they did purchase from 
the Government fifty thousand Springfield muskets, 
cleaned and repaired, on the 28th of September, 1870, 
at five dollars cach; and whereas toward the middle 
of October, 1870, it appears from the evidence adduced 
that Messrs. Remington & Sons were discovered to be 
the agents of the French Government; and whereas 
the Secretary of War refused to receive their bids 


|l is no 


thereafter for any arms whatever, butdid from other 
merchants at much higher prices; : and whereag:it ` 
has been since the close of the war the desire of this 
Government to dispose of its useless and undesirable. 
arms and to replace them with the‘latest improved 
and most efficient weapons; and whereas the. Seere- 
tary of War has by such sales placed in the Treasury 
about thirteen million dollars, thereby reducing thé 
burdens of the people to that extent; and whereas 
this money is fully accounted for; and whereas there 
i evidence to show that the Secretary of War 


knowingly sold arms to either. of the belligerent 
Powers, France or Prussia, but directly to the con-' 
trary; and whereas no official complaints have been 
laid before this Government, by France respecting 
any transactions had by it, if any, with any agents, 
if any it may have had within the United States: 
Therefore, a f : wh 

Be it resolved, That it is inexpedient and detri- 
mental to the best interests of this Government to 
waste further time upon this subject. eo 

And be it further resolved, After full, open, and fair 
discussion of this matter for days and weeks, the 
War Department has been fully vindicated. _ 

Mr. CONKLING. That resolution and pre- 
amble I judge as coming from thé regard the 
Senator from Oregon has for justice and’for 
truth. Itiseminently just and eminently true ; 
and if we were engaged in a proceeding aimed 
merely at justice and truth, it seems to me no 
amendment could be more appropriate. We 
are, however, in the midst of a very different 
proceeding, in the midst of a proceeding in 
which advantages are sought, having, as I hum: 
bly conceive, nothing in the world to do with 
either truth or justice. It would be very difi- 
cult for me to vote against the Senator's prop- 
osition, because it asserts in. behalf of the Bec- 
retary of War what in truth exists, as I believe, 
and.no more than he is entitled to as the judg- 
ment of this body. If, however, it be adopted, 
it takes the place of the pending resolution, 
and therefore supersedes and. avoids the in- 
vestigation ; and Lask my honorable friend from 
Oregon, notwithstanding the justice of his 
proposition, to withdraw it; not to require us 
on the one hand to displace the pending prop: 
osition, or on the other, by a vote against. his 
resolution, to seem to deny its truth. I ask 
him to withdraw it and let us vote upon the 
proposition tendered to us, which is to explore, 
even to the uttermost, all the charges, insin- 
uations, aud. imputations wherewithal, this 
apparently harmless transaction has been 
wrapped. Now,if my honorable friend will 
withdraw his proposition and let us. vote 
upon the resolution, I submit to him that 
better than in any other way we shall reach 
practical results. , cts 

Mr. CORBETT. I have examined the.eyi- 
dence adduced by the very parties who intro- 
duced the original resolution, for which. I offer 
this as a substitute, and with all the care Iam 
capable of I believe the preamble and resola- 
tion that I offer to the Senate to-day. contain 
the truth of the matter. I do not, however, 
desire to place the Senate in a false position, 
in a position in which it may seem that we. are 
afraid to allow this matter to be investigated 
to the fullest extent; and for that reason only 
I will not insist. upon a vote on this resolution 
of mine, because I believe no one can vote 
truthfully against it if the yeas and nays are 
called. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon withdraws his amendment, 
and the question recurs on the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let it be reported. ; 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rego- 
lution will be read. i 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, 88 
amended, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That a select committe of soven be ap- 
pointed to investigate all sales. of ordnance stores. 
made by the Government of tle United States dur- 
ing tho fiscal yoar ending the 30ch of June, A; D. 
1871, to ascertain the persons to whem such sales 
were made, the circumstances under which they 
were made, the sums respectively paid by said pur- 
chasers to the United States, and the disposition 
made of the proceeds of said sales; and that seid 
committee also inguire and report. whether any 
member of the Senate or any other American citi- 
zen is, or has been, in communication or collusion 
with the Government or authorities of frauce,or 


a 


wiih any agent or ofiiver. thereof, in reference to the 


said matters; and also whether breech-loading mus» 
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kets; or other muskets capable of being transformed 
into breech-loaders, have not heen sold by the War 
Department in such large numbers as seriously to 
impair the defensive capacity of the country in case 
of war; and that the committeo have power to send 
for persons and papers; and that the investigation 
be conducted in public. 


Mr, HARLAN. There is a little change in 
the phraseology that I would suggest, to which 
no one, Tsuppose, will object. fn the third 


line from the conclusion, the resolution as it | 


now is reads ‘‘ communication. or collusion 
with the Government or authorities of France, 
or with any agent or officer thereof.” Ishould 
prefer to make it general, to strike out the 
word “ France, ? and insert ‘any foreign 
Power.” 

Mr. CONKLING. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena: 
tor from Iowa proposes to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking. out the word ‘‘ France” and 
inserting ‘‘any foreign Power.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not pro- 
pose to offer an amendment, but I call the 
- attention of-the mover of the resolution to 
one point. It is the policy and theory of our 
Government that all matters affecting our for- 
eign relations, which the Senate take part in; 
are conducted in secret session. . I submit to 
the mover of the resolution whether it would 
not be better, as this is a matter affecting our 
relations or transactions with foreign Powers, 
to leave it discretionary with the committee 
whether it should be with open doors or not. 
I do not propose to offer any such amend- 
ment, but I submit it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am obliged to my friend 
for the suggestion, and he will excuse me if 
T borrow language of his own when I say that 
the point he raises is the precise fork where 
the Senator and myself part. There is no 
question of foreign relations under discussion. 
‘The question is purely domestic, with regard 
to our own Officials. It is, have they done 
what they ought to do, or have they failed 
to do what they ought to do? It is a question 
of misfeasance; involving our conduct on à 
past occasion toward a foreign Power; much 
more than that, involving the purity of this 
Government. There is the fork where we 
párt.: The Senator and others in this debate 
have reminded us continually that we are mak- 
ing a case for Prussia. Sir, that is all a mis- 
take ; it is a hallucination. Ifit had not been 
repeated so often, I should have imagined it 
was an accident, because I cannot understand 
how Senators can so constantly repeat such an 
idéa, when from the beginning my honorable 
friend from Missouri and myself have insisted 
that this: was a question of the good name of 
our Republic, which we desired to save from 
scandal; it is no question of foreign relations. 
Who fears Prussia? Who is anxious about 
Bismarck? Sic, there is something I do fear: 
it isto have my country in the wrong. There 
is Something that I am anxious about: it is 
that my country shall be always right. “As I 
say, there isthe fork; the Senator goes one 
way, and treats this as simply a question of 
foreign relations. I treat it as a domestic 
question, anxious for purity in our own Gov- 
ernment. G AN 

Mr: MORTON. Mr. President, if this is 
nota question of foreign relations, it is noth- 
ing. So far as any corruption on the part of 
any officer of the United States is concerned, 
that has been abandoned for days in this dis- 
cassion. With all the feeling and desire to 
complicate the President, he has been fally 
acquitted for more.than two weeks in this diš- 
cussion. The Secretary of War is acquitted, 
acquitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Scuvrz] expressly and repeatedly, and all 
that is left of this thing is whether in selling 
these arms we violated our neutrality with 
Prussia by selling them knowingly or care- 
lessly or indifferently to French agents. 

The Senator from Missouri said a few min- 
utes ago that all the efforts made by the 


Senator from Wisconsin would not avail, that 
the public mind was awakening to corrup- 
tion and would pursue it. I want to tell 
that Senator that the charge of corruption will 
not avail. The charge of corruption has no 
more connection with that which is now before 
the Senate than a question of the tariff, and it 
will not avail that Senator or the Senator from 
Massachusetts to raise the howl of corruption. 
It is a question of foreign relations. 

And now Iam goingto suppose for the sake 
of the argument that this examination has 


been had, the committee make the report, and ` 


they find that. the chief of ordnance has 
knowingly sold arms to a French agent, or 
has sold them without sufficient care, without 
sufficient circumspection to know that he was 


not selling to à French agent; in other words, 


I will suppose for the sake of the argument 
that the chief of ordnance has been found 
guilty in this particular, and now I want to 
know what isto come of it; I want to. know. 
what is to betheresult. You may break the 
chief of ordnance of his office.. Do you want 
to do that? J think this is not aimed at the 
chief of ordnance. I think there is no feeling 
against him. I do not believe anybody on 
this floor thinks he is a dishonest man or that 
he was conniving with France. But suppose 
we find that he has done what he ought not 
to have done, I ask you what comes of the 
report? The committee is appointed, the 
Senator from , Massachusetts .[Mr. Sumner] 
is chairman, and he brings in a report show- 
ing that one of the officers of our Government 
has violated the neutrality of this Government 
between Prussia and France. What have we 
done? We have simply made out a case for 
Prussia. That is all. 

Now I come to the speech of the Senator 
from Massachusetts made on the Alabama 
question two years ago, and what was his 
argument? That if Great Britain connived 
through her officers, through the commander 
of the port, or the admiralty, or any officer; at 
the escape of the Alabama and the other cruis- 
ers, or if her officers permitted the Alabama by 
their carelessness to escape, the argument of 
the Senator from Massachusetts was that the 
Government of Great Britain was liable, not 
only for all the direct damages committed by 
those cruisers, but for all the indirect damages 
and the prolongation of the war. That was 
his argument. I haveit here, and I may have 
a portion of it read. 

Now, if the Senate shall find that our Gov- 
ernment has been guilty; it will simply have 
made out for Prussia that case which he tried 
to make out for our Government against Eng- 
land. The Prussian Government can then 
take his report and come to our Government 
and say, ‘Hervé you have sold two, thrée, or 
four hundréd thousand stand of atms to France 
in violation of the law of nations; the result 
of that was to prolong the war, prolong the 
siege of Paris, to cost us three or four or five 
hundred million dollars more than it-would 
have cost to have finished the conquest of 
France; now, according to your showing and 
the claim you have recently madé in what is 
called the American case against England; 
you are responsible to us for the damages 
resulting from the prolongation of the war; 
the committee of your own Senate has estab- 
lished the fact that these arms were sold in 
violation of your neutrality. Now, what con- 
sequences have resulted from that breach of 
neutrality? You furnished the French three 
hundred thousand stand of arms; you pro- 
tracted the siege of Paris, and you protracted 
the struggle in the French provinces; you 
have cost us many thousand lives; you have 
cost us many hundred millions of dollars ; and 
therefore we require you to pay these damages 
just as you are requiring England to pay you 
consequential damages for the prolongation 
of your civil war in consequence of the Ala- 
bama and other cruisers.”’ : 


Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Indi- | 


ana will allow. me, to suggest that he does 
not do full justice to the case as stated by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. In addition to 
all the elements he has put into it, the Senator 
from Massachusetts gave it this controlling 
element: that. France at the time—I may not 
quote his exact language—was a prostrate and 
unarmed belligerent, so that, According to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, more fhau pro- 
longing the war, we actually put.a prostrate 
foe upon her feet; we set up France when 
France had nothing to stand upon! 

Mr. MORTON. Myr. President, if the ver- 
dict of that committee should be that our Gov- 
rnment is guilty, the case is made out against 
us in favor of the Prussian Government; we 
have furnished the evidence by a report of a 
committee of this body. Now, I want to say 
to the Senator from Missouri, to use his own 
language employed a few minutes ago, that the 
ery of corruption willbe of no avail to relieve 
himself from the responsibility of this position ; 
and I say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that if he shall succeed in his effort of finding 
that our Government is giilty, he will simply 
have made out a case against his Government 
in favor of a foreign Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ob, no. — er 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, ‘sir; there is no és- 
cape froni it. That is all there is of it, and if 
he shall find our Governirient guilty, he sub- 
jects us, according to his own argument in 
the Alabama case, to enormous damages 
amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars. 
Whether that is patriotic on his part, or on the 
part of the Senator from Missouti, I will not 
now argue; I leave that to the common sense 
of this nation. 

Now, I shall vote for this resolution, and 
why? I shall vote for it becdiuse I know as 


Why? Because 
there is no moral or patriotic obligation rest- 
ing upon me to go forward as a Senator and 
make out a cause of action against my own 
country. ; : 

Ifa cause of action shall be madé out by 
another Government against my country that 
is another question; but I hold that there is 
no moral or patriotic obligation resting upon 
me as a Senator to go forward and make out 
a cause of action against my own country ia 
favor of a foreign Government. Thé son that 
should voluntarily go before a grand jury to 
give evidence against his own father, or his 
own mother, might perhaps think he was doing 
right; but the common sense and the human- 
ity of the whole world would not sustain him. 
The Roman judge who gave judgment against 
his own son, and directed him to be led to 
execution, was applauded as a miracle of jus- 
tice; but the whole world regarded him as 4 
monster. He ought to have left that to some- 
body else, to some other tribunal, when his 
own son’s life was at stake. ` 
_ Bat in this case, if there was reason to be- 
lieve that the chief of ordnance or the Sec- 
retary of War, or any subordinate officer, had 
doné those acts that would subject us to dam- 
ages at the hands of a foreign Government, I 
do not concede that it would be my duty at 
this time as a Senator to go forward and hunt 
up the eviderice, put testimony into the hands 
of that Government to enable them to come 
and demand at our hands millions of dollars. 

Therefore I vote for this resolution because, 
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asl gaid before, I know as well as I know 
anything that has not happened in my pres- 
ence, that there is no foundation for this in- 
quiry; and I expect by means of the report— 
J do not care who is on the committee—to 
squelch these political scandals that have been 
sown broadcast throughout the United States; 
and, without calling motives into question, I 
say to the Senator that he has placed himself 
before this country in the ungrateful attitude 
of invoking an investigation as to whether 
neutral rights have been broken, which can 
have no other effect, no other result, if it 
should turn out to be true, than to give toa 
foreign Government a cause of action against 
his own. f i 

The Senator from Missouri felt the force 
and responsibility of his position a few min- 
utes ago, when he met the point by asking, 
“ Does anybody suppose that even if this com- 
mittee should so report at this time, the Ger- 
man Government would take advantage of 
it?’ “Why,” said he, ‘‘ they would not take 
advantage of it.’? In other words, our only 
security in that case would be the magnanim- 
ity of a foreign Government that finds out for 
the first time, by the report of a committee 
of this bady that neutrality has been violated 
towards it. ` 

I say that if the result of the investigations 
of this committee should satisfy the Prussian 
Government that our Government has been 
guilty of a breach of neutrality, there is no 
reason to belicve that they would forbear to 
prosecute their just claims. ‘The fact that 
they did not know it before would not make 
any difference. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] asked me very properly, should the 
German Government be more forbearing and 
more magnanimous than our own Senators— 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri? 

I am prepared to vote for this resolution. I 
am prepared to go to the country upon this 
whole proceeding. I shall have the under- 
standing which the whole country will have, 
and there can be no escape from it. The flow- 
ers of rhetoric, eloquence, volubility—all will 
not prevent the country from understanding 
that, if there be any foundation for this pro- 
ceeding at all beyond that of making mere 
political capital, itis to give a foreign Gov- 
ernment a cause of action against our own; 
and whether that will be regarded with favor, 
whether it will be regarded as patriotic, I leave 
to the judgment of mankind. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I made a suggestion to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. L would have moved an amend- 
ment to carry out the suggestion, but I thought 
if that motion was made we should be told 
that we wanted to do things in the dark. It 
was eminently proper that the resolution should 
have that form; but I had no intention of pro- 
voking anew the debate on this question. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that I 
entirely misconceive this subject, that it is no 
question of our foreign relations. Why, what 
is the whole preamble? Does not. the Sen- 
ator tell the country that our good name is 
compromised, that our honoris compromised ? 
Do not both the Senators say that the sale of 
these arms seriously imperiled our friendly 
relations with Prussia?. Do not the Senators 
both read international law here on this sub- 
ject, and then tellus that it is a question with 
which international law has nothing to do, that 
it is a question as to the integrity of officers of 
this Government ; and when that question was 
pushed upon the Senators in debate they with- 
drew their charges against them. 

Now, let us know on-which horn of this 
dilemma the Senators stand. Is it a ques- 
tion merely to inquire into the conduct of our 
officials; or is it a question, as the Senators 
have over and over again asserted, of inter- 
national law affecting, our relations with for- 
eign countries? I can tell the Senators, with 


all respect, that the people of this country will 
make them take ground before this matter is 
closed finally with them, and will know whether 
they undertake to. make a case against our 
country, and I believe the verdict will be 
against them. ed ee nate : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gües- 
tion is upon.the resolution, upon which the 
yeas. and nays have been ordered. a 

Mr. THURMAN. After the resolution is 
adopted, will it then be in order to say any- 
thing upon the preamble? Ad 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope I may havé that 
privilege. i l 
Mr. THURMAN. I wish to understand 
that; otherwise I will say now what I have to 
say about the preamble. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
dulged. 3 ; 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know whether, 
after the yeas and nays are called, any one can 
interject a speech. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pre- 


amble will be open to debate after the resolu- || 


tion has been adopted, if it shall be adopted. 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr, President, I am in 
favor of the fullest investigation of this sub- 
ject, and I am opposed to making any altera- 
tion in the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, because I believe the 


| Administration will derive benefit from the 


fullest investigation. Iwas myself some years 
ago the subject of very unjust examination and 
investigation by a committee at the head of 
which was a gentleman from Massachusetts. 
When our great struggle for existence began, 
when armed treason assailed the flag of the 
Union, I felt that the war which thus began 
would be a serious and prolonged contest; 
that it would last Jong years; that it would 
require large expenditures on the part of this 
Government; and I believed that it would 
require an immense amount of arms and am- 
munition; that it would require money and 
fortitude and courage and resolution to go 
through with it; but Í believed from the begin- 
ning that God was on our side, and that in the 
end we should surely win. 

When I came into charge of the Depart- 
ment of War I found only about one hundred 
and sixty thousand muskets. I sent agents 
all over the world to buy muskets of any 
caliber and of any quality fit for. use so that 
they might come into the hands of our sol- 
diers for the purpose of sustaining the cause 
of the country. For this I was censured; 
but I trusted to time, and time has vindicated 
me. I filled the arsenals with arms; and 
after the struggle of the rebels against the 
Government, while the country had enough 
during the war, it turned out afterward that 
we had an abundance left. It was then the 
interest of the country to sell the surplus arms, 
and Congress very properly ordered it to be 
done. General Grant, however, had nothing 
to do with all this. 

Now, the President of the United States is 
supposed to have done wrong. . Let me just 
put this proposition before the country: can 
any man who came out of this war as General 
Grant did have had reason to do anything 
wrong? Look at the circumstances that sur- 
rounded him. Until he was found, I am sorry 
to say, our war seemed to be a failure. In 
1868 he finished the campaign on the Missis- 
sippi by the taking of Vicksburg, and subse- 
quently he closed the war only through his own 
judgmentand skill. Lremembér how frequently 
here, and especially how often the Senator from 
Massachusetts talked to me about the wonder- 
fal skill of that man whom Providence seemed 
to have brought here for our own good. He 
had no political aspirations. I remember. my- 
self going to him one day and saying, ‘‘The 
country will make you President.” He said 
tome: “I would not be President; I have 
now the highest honor which any man has ever 
reached; I am commander of the Army of the 


I would like to be in- || 


United States, with 4 rank above that of Gen- 
eral Washington ;. and shall I give that up and 


committee. ; . i 

I did not really, Mr. President, intend to 
say a word on this subject; but having risen I 
have said certainly more than I meant to say 
when I rose. I rose simply to say that I think 
we ought not to decide this question to-night. 
The Senator from Indiana this morning gave 
notice that he hoped we would do so; but my 
impréssion is that the longer you talk about 
this matter, the weaker will be the gentlemen 
who have proposed this investigation, and the 
stronger will. be the Administration in ¢onse- 
quence of their opposition.. piesa heats 

Why should I prefer General, Grant? He 
has never done me any honor. I have helped 
him, but he has never helped me. He is Pres- 
ident of the United States, however, and I 
believe he has done his duty faithfully, I 
believe he is as honest a man as there is in the 
world. I believe he is a very much abler man 
than. his enemies give him credit for. If I 
live, as I hope God will allow me to live, for 
ten or twelve years after this, I should not be 
surprised if I were to find those gentlemen 
who are now assdiling him admitting that 
they had made a great mistake in it. Some of 
the gentlemen who are now opposing Grant 
opposed Lincoln; but after awhile they began 
to see that Lincoln was a very wise man. He, 
it was said, had no policy; but if a Senator 
said an unkind word of him, he was very likely 
to invite him to his house and ask him to take 
tea with him the same night after the Senator 
had opposed him. Grant, however, has a 
good deal of my own spirit. If a mian smites 
him in the face, he smites back, and that I 
hold to be the better policy. .No public man 
in my belief ever made anything by succumb- 
ing to his enemies, and Ido not believe any 
man in the world ever hás made or ever will 
make anything by deserting his friends. —. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
longer. I support General Grant because. the 
people of Pennsylvania believe that he made - 


| great sacrifices in giving up his high ‘office, 
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with a salary higher than that of the President 
of the United States, to serve the country in 
the. Executive chair at the request of the 
- Republican party... If anybody in the ord- 
nance department, or in any other place 
under the Government has been unfaithful, 
let the facts be investigated, and if any man 
be found guilty, let him be punished. I desire 
as full-an investigation as can be made. I 
am sure the result will be to vindicate General 
Grant. : 

The allegation seems to be that there are 
some abuses not only in the Departments here, 
but in the custom-houses at New York and in 
„other great cities. This is not a new thing. 
Every wise and honest administrator of the 
Government, from Washington down, has 
always found more or less corruption; it 
geems to be an incident of human nature; but 
when Presidents have found guilty men. in 
office they turned them out; and so will Gen- 
eral Grant do. One of the things that I most 
disapprove of is that men pretending to be 
friends of the Administration should be the 
first to charge it with corruption without invest- 
igation. . 

Now, Mr. President, I say let the Senator 
from Massachusetts have this committee just 
as he pleases to have it; let him be chairman 
of it, and if he desires, £ will vote to give him 
all his own friends on the committee. He 
may fll it, if he pleases, with enemies of Gen- 
eral Grant entirely. 7 will agree to put on 
the committee any one that he may name, be- 
cause I have great confidence in the magnan- 
imity, as I have in the justice and intelligence 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. Iwould 
agree to let the Senator from Massachusetts 
select his own committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the resolution, upon which the yeas 
and ‘nays have been ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 
and Mr. Ames answered to his name. 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken, I am 
struck with the remarks of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania- 

Mr. POMEROY and Mr. HAMLIN. I 
object to debate. 

Tha PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made; and the Senator from Georgia can- 
not proceed, asthe call of the roll has com- 
menced and a response has been made. 

Mr. HILL. Irose only to make a single 
remark. I have not ventured to make one 
during the discussion; but I will not insist 
upon it under the circumstances. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call will 


proceed, 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


resulted—yeas 52, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, 
handler, Clayton. Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of West Virginia, Ferry. of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, - Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 


Yoxas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, | 


Kellog » Kelly, Logan, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, 
ye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevonson, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and Win- 
Qm—52. 
NAYS—Messrs. Cole, Edmunds, Gilbert, Lewis, 
and Wrights, : 
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Goover, Davis of Kentucky, Penton, Frelinghuysen, 
amilton of Maryland, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Horwood: Patterson, Pool, Stewart, West, and Wil- 
Lon~~16, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President-—~— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the preamble. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I supposed, Mr. President, 
that was the question before the Senate. I 
presume every Senator in the long discussion 
we have had has been reminded of his early 
lessons in schoolboy days, when he was stum- 
bling along in the first book of the Æneid, the 
first sentenco of which reads, ‘‘ Arms and the 
man Ising.’ We have sung ‘‘arms and the 


man’’ in a long debate. While we have had 
no ‘‘hate of Juno’’ with which to persecute 
us, as had the hero of the Aineid, we have had 
the hate of Senators, which may more than 
equal the hate of Juno upon that occasion. I 
believe this debate, if any pretext were given 
for continuing it, would be proctestinated to 
an extent equaled only by the siege of Troy. 
(Laughter. ] But I believe now, sir, if I un- 

erstand the aspect of the question as it is 
presented to us in the Senate, we have it 
within our power now to settle the matter 
definitively. 


The resolution has been adopted, and I ask ` 


the attention of the Chair (because I desire to 
know that I am right in relation to it) to the 
motion which I propose to make. I under- 
stand that a division of this question has been 
asked under that rule of parliamentary law 
which allows any question to be divided into 
as many distinct propositions as there are 
propositions standing each separately and dis- 
tinctly by itself, and under that rule of law 
we have acted upon the resolution, and the 
preamble that has stalked through these Halls 
ike a wandering knight, or, perhaps, like a 
forlorn orphan seeking some maternal bosom 
upon which to repose and from which to draw 
its sustenance, [laughter,] is separated from 
the resolution, and it is now within the prov- 
ince of any Senator to move to lay that pre- 
amble on the table. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. What would be the effect 
of a vote to lay the preamble on the table ? 

Mr. HAMLIN, It would leave the resolu- 
tion passed. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the question. 
There is a very great difference of opinion 
about it. Let us understand that before we 


vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would hang up the 
resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We shall get the opinion 
of the Chair. I understand the resolution to 
have passed, and upon that rule of parliament- 
ary law which I have laid down, by asking for 
distinct votes upon distinct propositions, we 
may lay any one of these distinct propositions 
on the table, leaving the resolution adopted. 

Mr. THURMAN. My friend will allow me 
to say that I concur with him entirely in bis 
view that we might lay the preamble on the 
table and Jet the resolution stand, because it 
is already adopted, and thereis nothing, there- 
fore, to lay on the table so far as the resolu- 
tion is concerned ; but there are other Senators 
who think differently, who think that the pre- 
amble is a part of the resolation, and that if 
we lay a part of the resolution on the table 
the whole resolution falls. £ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has already 
decided that the preamble is a part of the res- 
olution. That decision received the unani- 
mous assent of the Senate; everybody agreed 
that it was right. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have heard no such inti- 
mation from the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you did not hear 
his decision. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I assume this proposition, 
and I shall have the ruling of the Chair before 
I yield to it, that the two things having been 
divided, and each being a proposition by itself, 
either one can be laid upon the table. The 
one propositié > ig dissevered from the other, 
and either one may-be laid onthe table. That 
is my view, and let us see if the Chair concurs 
with me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. MayI ask my honorable 
friend a question ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If by the rules of this 
body we lay the preamble on the table and the 
resolution be considered as passed, of course we 
may take up the preamble next week and pro- 


ceed to consider that and pass that afterward; 
and therefore we shall have passed a resolu- 
tion with a preamble, the resolution in one 
week and the preamble two or three weeks 
afterward.. That would be certainly a very 
singular proceeding. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not think that if the 
Senate were to do that precise thing they would 
then be any more ridiculous than they often 
are, [laughter, } although I do not think it is 
quite fair to presume in advance that the Sen- 
ate would do so ridiculous a thing. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask him if it is possible 
to lay on the table a resolution tbat has been 
passed without first reconsidering it? 

_ Mr. HAMLIN, It has passed, beyond ques- 
tion. Á 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us, have the ruling of 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cau- 
not interrupt a Senator. He will state to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Senator 
from Maine is on the floor. The Chair will 
make the ruling whenever it is desired, on the 
point being made. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ihave not yet--made my 
motion. I wish to get rid of the preamble. We 
have had debate enough upon it—— 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Letustakea square vote 


upon it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We cannot do that without 
consuming much more time, and I think we 
have had debate enough upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us sit until we get 
the vote. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam willing to listen, per- 
haps, as much as most Senators; but I have 
heard enough to satisfy me how I ought to 
vote, and I should like to voteto getrid of it. I 
willnotvote for the preamble because I believe 
with Erskine, who once said in Parliament that 
he would not vote for a certain measure, for 
if he were to do so he would vote for an impo- 
tent, an insolent, and a public lie. I believe 
that is just what this preamble is, and I there- 
fore move to lay it on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine moves to lay the preamble on the 


table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irisetoa point of order; 
and that is that the preamble cannot be laid 
on the table, or, if it can, that it carries with 
itand hangs up and suspends the resolution 


itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT The Chair over- 
rules the point of order in both aspects of it 
as stated by the Senator from Vermont. In 
the first place the Chair decides that the pre- 
amble can be laid on the table, because the 
rule so expressly says in relation to all ques- 
tions under debate. In the second place, the 
Chair holds that the motion, if it prevails, does 
not carry the resolution with it. 

The Chair will explain the grounds of this 
decision, because, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont and other Senators know, he has been 
engaged looking over the authorities and pre- 
cedents this afternoon on this precise point, 
as he was informed the point would be made, 
Ít is perhaps a novel point in this Chamber. 
There is but one authority, and that a number 


of years ago, in the Senate. 


The Chair will first refer to the case of a bill. 
The preamble to a bill, which is part of the 
bill, is considered last, after all other parts of 
the bill, pending the engrossment of the bill. 
At that particular point the body of the bill 


itself is considered and then the preamble. 


After that the question recurs on ordering the 
bill and preamble to be engrossed. When the 
final vote is taken on the bill the question is, 
shall the bill pass, preamble and all? That is 
because a bill has three readings; a resolution 
has but one reading. a 

The preamble is part of a resolution when 
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presented by a Senator on the floor, as in the 
present case the Senator from Massachusetts 
presented a preamble and a resolution follow- 
ing the preamble. After the resolution was 
amended the Senator from: Massachusetts de- 
gired to withdraw the preamble. The Chair 
ruled then that he could not withdraw it, as 
the resolution itself had been amended, and 
the resolution, as referred to on page 239 of 
Jefferson's Manual, was so connected with the 
preamble that when the resolution itself was 
pending the preamble had to be reserved for 
action till after the resolution was acted upon. 
lt could not be withdrawn, nor could it be 
modified except by the consent of the Senate. 
That consent was declined in that case, and 
therefore it was not acted upon. 

The Senator from Vermont states that the 
preamble is part of the resolution, as the 
Chair understands the point of order, and that 
therefore laying the preamble on the table 
carries the resolution with it. That would 
be correct if the resolution were pending. 
Unquestionably whatever is attached to the 
proposition which is pending, if that prop- 
osition is laid upon the table, goes with it. 
Take the case of an amendment to any bill 
except an appropriation bill by the revised 
rules; if the amendment is laid on the table, 
it carries the bill with it, because it is attached 
to the bill and the bill itself is pending. 

But, in the opinion of the Chair, that rule 
does not hold where the resolution itself has 
been agreed to by the direct vote of the Sen- 
ate after consideration, amendment, and a 
vote of the Senate upon it. 

The Chair will put a case that may perhaps 
satisfy some Senators who have doubts upon 
this subject. Suppose instead of this pream- 
ble and resolution there has been three res- 
olutions connected together introduced, the 
first resolution censuring the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the second resolution censuring the 


Secretary of War, the third resolution cen- | 


suring the chief of ordnance. The Chair 
alludes to this not that the resolution is ex- 
actly assimilated to that case, but because 
these three officers have been alluded to in 
the debate. Any Senator would have a right 
to demand a division; be could have the ques- 


tion taken separately on each resolution, be- | 


cause here would be three distinct proposi- 
tions. Suppose the first resolution is agreed 
to; the second resolution comes up, and after 
debate some Senator moves to lay it upon the 
table, and that motion prevails. Does that 
carry to the table a resolution upon a differ- 
ent subject, connected originally with it by 
the mover, but having already. passed from 
the consideration of the Senate, open by the 
rules to a motion for reconsideration by any 
one voting in the majority moving to recon- 
sider, except where that is closed by the action 
of the Senate? Certainly the Chair thinks it 
does not. 

The Chair now comes to the rule itself. He 
thinks he is confirmed in his view by the pre- 
cise language of the twelfth rule. The twelfth 
rule of the Senate reads: 

‘Tf the question in debatecontain several points, 
any Senator may have the same divided.” 

This is a resolution with a preamble. It 
certainly contained these two distinct points. 
A division was demanded, and a division was 
had. The rule is that ‘if the question in 
debate contain several points,” it may be 
divided, and this question has been divided. 
The eleventh rule states: ` 

“When a question is under debate ”— 


Precisely the same words except the word 
“tunder *? instead of ‘in’? — 

“no motion shall be received but to adjourn; to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business ; 
to lay on the table,” &. 

‘This question was ‘‘ under debate.” It was 
‘*divided,’’ as the resolution could stand by 
itself without any preamble whatever. The 
preamble was not necessary, in a parliament- 


ary sense, to it. 
been so amended that this preamble would 
have had to be totally changed, and have had 
to be an affirmation of the acts that are com- 
plained of in it. It might be so amended that 
no preamble would be needed. by anybody in 
the Senate or desired by the mover himself. 
Therefore, although originally connected as 
offered, the preamble and resolution were 
divisibly connected; that is, they stood sepa-: 
rately, and the resolution by itself, without 
regard to the preamble, has been decided, the 
Meats in debate having been divided. The 

hair therefore thinks he can no more refuse 
to entertain a motion to lay the preambie on 
the table than he could refuse to entertain a 
motion to adjourn, which is provided for by 
the eleventh rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now that they have been 
separated and the resolution has been adopted, 
is not the preamble in the power of the mover? 
May I not now withdraw it? The yeas and 
nays not having been ordered, I ask leave to 
withdraw it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The pending question is 


the question of order; and from the ruling of | 


the Chair I appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That question 
must first be decided. The Senator from Ver- 
mont appeals from the decision of the Chair. 
The question is, ‘‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ?’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I of course 
have a very great respect for the opinion of the 
Chair; but it appears to me that the decision 
is so fatal to the proper progress of business 
in this body that I ought to appeal from it, at 
least for the purpose of discussion. 

If the Chair was right the other day, as I 
have no doubt he was, in deciding that this 
preamble was a part of the resolution, then 
it appears to me that adopting the body of 
the resolution (because they are separated in 


the course of parliamentary procedure) is only | 


adopting apart of the resolution; for if the 
resolution is composed of a preamble and 
body as the Chair has already decided, then 
the adoption of one part and not of the other 
does not dispose of the resolution as a whole. 
It leaves stilla part of it, which may char- 
acterize the meaning of that which we have 
already agreed to, pending before the Senate. 

The Chair has suggested that this is just 
like three separate resolutions proposed by a 
member censuring the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and soon. If the 


resolutions are separate, then they are not | 
connected ; but if it is one resolution in three į 


branches, censuring first the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and next the Secretary of War, and 
then the Secretary of State, and we vote as we 
may by a division of the question first upon 
the first branch of the resolution and agree to 
that, there still remains the other part of the 
resolution containing two other branches upon 
which we have not voted and which we have 
not disposed of; and therefore it would not 
do to say in a case of that kind that we had 
passed any resolution until we had disposed 
of the two remaining parts of the proposition 
which was before the Senate. 


Every proposition before the Senate is an | 


entirety, although, according to the principles 
of our rules and of parliamentary jaw, that 
entirety may be divided into sections in order 
that the will of the body may be taken upon 
each section separately. But having taken 
the will of the body upon one branch of the 
proposition does not necessarily imply that 


the will of the body as to the other branch is || 
So that if | 


exercised at all, but the contrary. 
this preamble be, as the authorities all are, 
and as the Chair has hitherto decided, a part 
of this resolution, adopting the resolution does 
not reject the preamble so that the preamble 
is disposed of; it does not separate the resolu- 
tion from the preamble if the preamble was a 
part of it, because if it did separate it, then it 
would be equivalent to a rejection, and there 


The resolution might have’ 


would be no question before the Senate at this 


moment. : 

Now, of course all this is in the will of the 
Senate. I do not care how the question of 
order is decided except to have it right; but 
inasmuch as we have debated this preamble 
for weeks, and have debated really nothing 
else than the charges and assertions it contains, 
J think it a very poor return for the amount 
of labor which we have bestowed and the con- 
sideration which we have devoted to this subject 
that we are after all to turn our backs upon the 
whole subject of contention the Senatehas bad 
and not decide it all. Ithink it would be a 
reflection upon the people who are implicated 
by the charges in that preamble that we should 
not say yes or no to the charges which it con- 
tains. But that is foreign to the precise ques- 
tion of order that is raised. I only speak of 
that as my apology for, in order to settle this 
question, appealing from the decision of the 
Chair, in order that the sense of the Senate 
may be taken upon it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from 
Massachusetts proceeds, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Vermont whether now is the 
time to make the point of order. Undoubt- 
edly the Senate can put anything upon the 
table. The Senator from Vermont insists that 
the effect of laying the preamble upon the 
table is to carry the resolution there too. We 
have not reached the point when such a ques- 
tion of order can be made by him. Ido nos 


il agree with him; but I submit to him whether 


he has not been discussing a point of order 
that he cannot now make. There is no doubt 
about the power of the Senate to lay this pre- 
amble on the table. Whether that carries the 
resolution with it is another question. J have 
no doubt the Chair is right; but the Senator 
cannot raise the point until the question comes 
up as to what effect the laying of the preamble 
upon the table bas on the resolution itself. I 
submit he is premature in his point of order. 

Mr. SUMNER. I begin by inquiring what 
the judgment of the Chair is on my proposi- 
tion? f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The judgment 
of the Chair is that points of order and espe- 
cially appeals must first be settled before any- 
thing else can be decided by the Chair, There 
cannot be two different and debatable appeals 
pending at once; that isto say, the Chair now 
having announced his decision, it having been 
asked, as to what the effect of this motion will 
be, the Senator from Vermont appeals from 
that decision; and if the Chair should now 
rule upon the application of the Senator:from 
Massachusetts there might be an appeal upon- 
that, and certainly it would be very inconven- 
ient to the Senate, if not te the Chair, to have 
two or three appesls pending. at once and 
debatable at osve, neither one of them being 
decide?. The parliamentary law is that a point 
‘of order and an appeal must first be settled. 

Mr. SUMNER. I bow habitually to the 
decisions of the Chair. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow me 
one moment to suggest to the Chair that there 
can be no appeal now? It wasa mere parlia- 
mentary inquiry, I think, as they say in the 
other House, of the Chair. Until the vote 
has been taken on the motion to lay on the 
table and then the question is raised, what was 
the effect of that? there can be no appeal. We 
are only asking the Chair, as usual, how to 
vote, by inquiring what the effect of the vote 


will be. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
remind the Senator from Ohio. that the Sena- 
tor from Vermont appeals from the decision 
of the Chair on two grounds: first, that the pre- 
amble cannot be laid on the table; and, second, 
that if laid on the table it carries the resolu- 
tion with it, which are a little inconsistent, but 
the Chair ruled on both and overruled both. 
The Chair does not understand the Senator 
from Vermout to insiat on the first point, but 
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certainly. he had to decide that, and he decided I 


that the preamble could be laid on the table. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. | Linsist on everythingin 
reference to this question going on the record, 
and being determined, that I am entitled to 
lave there.. Therefore whatever the Chair 
has decided on this subject, I appeal from. 
[Laughter: ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly, that 
covers it very broadly. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iwas remarking that I bow 
habitually to the decisions of the Chair, and 
now especially shall I hesitate to question what 
the Chair has declared; and yet I think I 
shall be justified in asking the Senate to con- 
sider the precise attitude in which under the | 
ruling of the Chair they will place themselves. 

Sir, here is a question which has occupied 
days and weeks. Yesterday I had the honor 
of addressing the Senate at some length on 
the general features of it; but I had hoped 
to-day, after other Senators had spoken, to 
be indulged for a few moments in replying to 
some things that have been said, and in re- 
viewing this very preamble. I have heard it 
called by strange names, and we have been 
told that it has gone through various phases. 
One Senator says it is pulverized; another 
Senator says there is not a shred of it that re- 
mains; another one says that it has disap- 
peared in thin air; and yet, sir, the Senate 
discuss it. Why is that? Are they afraid of 
it? Are they afraid that the allegations in 
this preamble shall go before the country and 
produce the effect to which they are justly en- 
titled? I proposed, if I could have the indul- 
gence of the Senate, but the pending propo- 
sition would cut me off, to go over this pre- 
amble clause by clause, and show that it is 
sustained, and to defy answer. I know very 
well that the clause relating to an apparent 
discrepancy between the annual report of the 
Treasurer and the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of War has been explained. But you 

` know, sir, perfectly well that it was only after 
two or three days of laborious, painful debate, 
leaving, I think, an impression an all candid 
persons, not that there was anything wrong in 
those accounts, but that their system of 
accounts needed correction. I think that 
is perfectly apparent. That clause drops 
out——— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the honorable 
Senator proceeds with the argument I must 
remind him that under the rule of the Senate 
where a non-debatable question is under con- 

-aidération nothing can be said in the nature 
of débate until that question is disposed of. 
I would not interrupt the Senator-—— 

Mr: SUMNER. ‘Iwill try to keep within 
the line. : 

Ma. SHERMAN. But there is no debate 
after a motion to lay on the table is made till 
itis decided. No debate can be submitted in 
order until that question is determined... That | 
is the rule of the Berate: I merely speak in 
behalf of the rule. vas 

Mr. SUMNER. But since an appeal has 
been taken from the Chair-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not debatable, be- 
cause it is an appeal from a decision on an 
undebatable question. It is a question of the 
enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. Do I understand that itis 
not debatable? I listened of course to the 
remarks of the Senator from Vermont, who 
was indulged 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The appeal itself is de- 
batable on the question of order, not on the 
merits. 

Mr, SUMNER. 
merits. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets 
to make any decision pending an appeal tothe 
Senate from his own decision. The Senator 
from Ohio is correct in regard to the rule of 
the other House. There is a specific rule there, 


I am not arguing the 


which has been often affirmed in that body, and | 


ig taken while a non-debatable question is 
pending—for instance, a motion to lay on the 
table or the previous question—that appeal is 
not debatable. The rule of the Senate varies 
slightly from it. The sixth rule provides: 


* And every question of order shall be decided by 
the Presiding ficer without debate, subject to an 
appeal to the Senate; and the Presiding Officer may 
call for the sense of the Senate on any question of 
order, But when an appeal shall be taken from the 


i| decision of the Presiding Officer ”— 


As in the present case— 

“any subsequent question of order, which may arise 
pefore the decision of such appeal by the Senate, 
shall be decided by the Presiding Officer without 
debate; and every appeal therefrom ”— . 

That is, from the last decision made pend- 
ing-the appeal from his own decision— 

“shall also be decided at once, and without debate.” 

That refers to the appeal taken within the 
appeal. The Chair cannot quote the Latin 
phrase which has been so often used here to 
the effect that when you specifically include 
one matter, you exclude all others. This, 
therefore, is the only question which is to be 
decided without debate, the second appeal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the information of 
the Chair I will read this clause of the eleventh 
rule: 

“ Motions to adjourn, to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, and to lay on the table, 
shall be decided without debate.”’ 

Now, with due deference to the Chair, if 
this can be made debatable, if an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair is debatable, a motion 
to adjourn could never be carried. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to a further ques- 
tion of order in favor of my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts—that the Senator from Ohio is 
plainly out of order on this question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to say to the Senator from Ohio that he 
has already read the cleventh rule: 


‘Motions to adjourn, to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, and to lay on the table, 
shall be decided without debate.” 


That does not affect the matter about debat- 
ing a question of order. 

“6, Every question of order shall be decided by 
the Presiding Officer without debate, subject to an 
appeal to the Senate.” 

There is no restriction of debate on the 
appeal. 

‘But when an appeal shall be taken from the 
decision of the Presiding Officer, any subsequent 
question of order, which may arise before the decis- 
ion of such appeal by the Senate, shall be decided 
by the Presiding Officer without debate ; and every 
appeal therefrom shall also be decided at once, and 
without debate.” 

And only these appeals ‘‘ shall be decided at 
once, and without debate.’ Now, the appeal 
taken by the Senator from Vermont is on a 
specific point, which the Chair desires to state 
precisely before the Senate, not to interrupt 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is, 
he decides that when a motion is made to lay 
on the table it does not carry with it that which 
has been adopted or agreed to by the Senate, 
but only carries with it beside itself whatever 
may be then pending. That is the gist of his 
decision. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will resume the floor unless the Senator from 
Ohio appeals. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand the decision 
of the Chair to be that the preamble may be 
laid on the table. I was proceeding to show 
the situation in which the Senate would be 
placed if, at this moment, it should follow the 
ruling of the Chair, to which I habitually bow. 
Why, sir, you would cut a Senator off from 
the opportunity of explaining this very pre- 
amble which Senators say amounts to nothing. 
What is the anxiety? What is the fear? Are 
Senators afraid of this discussion? Are they 
afraid of this preamble? I hope not. I always 
said that ‘there was one clause in it which 
was abandoned.- There is one other where 
there should be a verbal explanation, a verbal 
amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to understand the 


once or twice on appeal, that when an appeal |i Chair. Ihave an engagement this evening, 


and want to understand the decision, because 
if we have got to sit here and go through a 
night session, let us understand it at once. I 
rise to a question of order, and I ask, to what 
extent can this appeal be debated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been so 
repeatedly decided in the Senate that the Pre- 
siding Officer is not the one to restrain a Sen- 
ator in the line of debate upon a pending prop- 
osition, execpt under the eleventh rule, which 
states that a motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of a question shall not be debated on 
the merits of the measure proposed to be con- 
sidered, (which is the only restrictive rule upon 
debate of a debatable proposition,) that the 
Chair cannot consent to initiate a new rule 
that he must restrain the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts within any precise or narrow limits 
of debate on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, then, is in order in discussing the 
merits of the preamble, as I understand? I 
wish to conform to the ruling of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By the usage of 
the Senate the Senator from Massachusetts 
jadges as to the pertinency of his remarks to 
the question before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. Irise to make an inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. The motion to lay on the 
table is not debatable, as I understand? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. MORTON. Butif an appeal is taken 
from that on a question of order, and upon the 
appeal the merits of the question can be de- 
bated, I ask if it does not make the rule that 
a motion to lay on the table is not debatable 
wholly inoperative? 

Mr. SUMNER. It is very obvious that the 
Senator from Indiana and others are trying to 
avoid an answer to their last speeches. 

Mr. CONKLING. To meet that, will the 
Senator indulge me a moment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. Ialwaysindulge 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr, CONKLING. I will vote for a motion 
to adjourn, and I will make it myself in aid of 
the Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not wish it. 

Mr. CONKLING. | If the Chair has no right 
to restrain debate, and we must go into the 
merits of this, for the Senator himself and for 
the rest of us I will make that motion, which 
will give him a further day. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not wish a farther 
day. I wish-the Senator to understand that 
I shall be very brief. I only wish to make 
a reasonable explanation on this subject. I 
think I might expect that indulgence from 
the Senator. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will 
allow me to interpose the motion, I will move 
an adjournment. 

Mr. SUMNER. No, 1 would rather not ; 
I would rather have it settled to-night. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Indiana, although 
there is no appeal from this decision, that 
what he has stated properly addresses itself 
to the Senate to amend their rules, and not to 
the ruling of the Chair. The Chair decides by 
the rules and by the usage of the Senate, and 
that usage is well known. The precise text 
of the rule he has read. He is not a lawyer, 
but any lawyer who reads these words will 
himself decide that the Chair has ruled cor- 
rectly on this text which he had no part in 
making: 

“But when an appeal shall be taken from the 
decision of the Presiding Officer’’— 

As in the present case— 

“any subscguent question of order, which may 
arise before the decision of such appeal 4 the Sen- 


ate, shall be decided by the Presiding Officer with- 
out debate; and every appeal therefrom” — 


That is, on a subsequent question— 
“shall also be decided at once, and without debate.” 
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Which is the only place where this rule states 
that an appeal shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask of the Chair if under 
that rule, as the Chair has read it, the Chair 
decides that the merits of the question are 
open to discussion upon an appeal? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
cides that Senators have always been so jeal- 
ous of their own rights when presided over by 
a person not elected by them, but elected by 
the people to preside over them, that they 
have never yet, within his knowledge, con- 
sented to make a rule or usage which allowed 
their Presiding Officer to rule out their lan- 
guage as not relevant to the question that was 
pending. Senators must judge for themselves 
as to the pertinency of their remarks to the 
case in hand. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the history of the 
Senate, from the day of its organization until 
now, will furnish no precedent where the merits 
of a case have been discussed upon an appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
correct the recollection of the Senator from 
Maine. Onan appeal from a decision by the 
President pro tempore, the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Anruoyy,] at this very session, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts had the 
right to move his supplementary civil rights 
bill as an amendment to the amnesty bill, that 
appeal was-debated for two days. The Vice 
President was absent when the decision was 
made by the then Presiding Officer of the 
Senate elected by the Senate, but he read that 
debate afterward, and he found that full five 
sixths, if not nine tenths of it, related to the 
merits of the question, and not to the particu- 
lar parliamentary point involved in the appeal. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Chair will pardon me. 
That was upon a question debatable ; this is 
not. ‘his is a motion not debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This appeal is debatable. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to ask a 

uestion. Iam seeking for information under 
these rules. Suppose a question has been 
under debate until six o’clock in the evening, 
and some one gets the floor and moves to ad- 
journ, I get up and raise the point of order 
that a motion to adjourn is not in order at that 
time. The Chair rules that it is, and I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. Can we then 
continue to discuss the merits on the appeal ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 
The Senator from Wisconsin, who has presided 
often at the request of the Chair, and so ac- 
ceptably to the Senate, knows very well that 
that has been ruled ovor and over again. The 
Presiding Officer refuses to entertain an appeal 
whena motion to adjourn is made because the 
majority of a body must always have the right 
to terminate its session when they please, and 
that has been so frequently decided that no 
Presiding Officer would think of entertaining 
an appeal, except with the expectation of 
receiving a vote of censure the next day for 
entertaining it, pending a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Shall I proceed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. When interrupted £ was 
about observing that there was one other 
verbal amendment to be made, and that was 
to strike outthe word ‘ known’’—‘‘ the known 
attorney of Messrs. Remington & Sons,” and 
insert that he was ‘in fact the neighbor and 
attorney of Messrs: Remington & Sons,’’ so 
that the clause would not say that the fact 
appeared from the previous communications. 

With those two emendations I present the 
preamble as substantially unimpeached in all 
particulars, 

The first clause sets forth the recent cable 
telegram of the resolution adopted by the arms 
committee of the French National Assem- 
bly, copied from the daily papers of Febru- 
ary 10. Its authenticity has not been called 
in question. This shows that the French 
National Assembly is now, or has recently 
been, engaged in considering the sale of arms 


by our Government to their own agents, and 
it farther shows that American officials are 
suspected. 

The second clause sets forth a telegram from 
Squire, in which he says, ‘‘ We havethe strong- 
est influences working for us.’’ Has any ono 
denied that the telegram exists? I have an 
authentic copy of it. No one can deny it; 
and I put it to the Senate‘and to the American 
people whether that alone does not justify 
inquiry. How ean it be otherwise? Here 
is a direct statement that the ‘ strongest 
influences” are working for them. 

The next clause sets forth a letter from Mr. 
Remington, dated at New York, December 
18, 1870, in which he declares again and again 
his relations with the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. No one has called in question the 
authenticity of that letter, and indeed it is 
referred to by the Secretary of War in his com- 
munication. i 

Then you have the communication of the 
Secretary of War. 
the allegation that the United States Govern- 
ment sold to one Thomas Richardson, in fact 
the neighbor and attorney of Messrs. Reming- 
ton & Sons, when the bids of the latter had 
been thrown out for the reason that they were 
the agents of the French Government. Does 
any one doubt that fact? If there isany Senator 
who can call it in question I will give way that 
he may do so. [Here Mr. SUMNER paused. ] 
It cannot be called in question. Richard- 
son was in fact the neighbor and attorney of 
Remington. 

‘Then comes the clause setting forth thatcom- 
parison of the accounts rendered by the French 
Government for moneys expended by its agents 
in the purchase of arms fromthe United States 
and the accounts rendered by the Government 
of the United States for moneys received in 
the same transaction show a large difference, 
which seems to have given rise to the suspi- 
cion abroad that United States officials have 
taken an undue part therein. Is not that sub- 
stantially correct? Has it not been shown 
on this floor? Is there not such discrepancy 
between the accounts of France and of the 
United States, and has it not given rise to 
suspicion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make one more 
attem pt——— 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall not be very long. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
from Ohio rises to a question of order. 
will state it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to know whether 
it is in order for the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to proceed to discuss the merits of this 
resolution. I make the question to the Vice 
President, and do not leave it to him to make 
the question of order. I make the point that 
debate is not in order upon the appeal that 
has been taken. Let us understand whether 
a motion to lay on the table is debatable? 

Mr, CAMERON. Mr. President 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
must be decided without debate, and the Chair 
must decide it. 

Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
on the point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Peunsylvania asks unanimous consent to make 
a remark. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I trust the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be allowed to speak just 
what he pleases and just as long as he pleases, 
and then that we shall have the right to reply 


The Senator 
He 


I desire to say-—— 
Let us have a decision 


to him. I trust there will be no interruption 
of his remarks. I want the fullest investiga- 
tion here 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio makes the point of order that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is not debating the merits 
of the appeal, but is debating the preamble, 
and the Chair decides that by the usage of the 


Then in the neat clause j 


i that decision. 


Senate hecannot restrain a Senator in remarks 
which are, in the opinion of the Senator him- 
self, pertinent to the issue before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I thank the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then a motion to lay on 
the table is not in order hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not take the sense 
of the Senate upon it? 

Mr. SUMNER. I was observing-——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Ohio that it will 
relieve him very much from embarrassment 
if he will take the sense of the Senate on this 
subject. If they decide otherwise, the Chair 
will be perfectly willing to adhere to the strict 
rule of the Senate and confine every Senator 
to the pending question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will take an appeal 
from the decision. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
will understand, if the Senate reverses the 
decision, that debate is to be confined strictly 
to the motion before the body. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
must be decided without debate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I rise to appeal to my 
colleague not to have such a question as that 
decided without debate. Ican show precedent 
after precedent, one where I made the ques- 
tion myself; and where the Senate by its vote 
sustained the ruling of the Chair that the Chair 
cannot stop a Senator on the ground that his 
remarks are irrelevant to the question. That 
is a question that ought to be debated, if we 
are to have such a point as that made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio appeals, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the decision is 
wrong, and I will take an appeal. Iam not 
inclined to say a word about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, you 
have heard the decision of the Chair. He 
has stated it with sufficient clearness, so that 
every Senator understands the usage which 
compels him to make this decision. From 
this decision the Senator from Ohio appeals, 
and the question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let us have the yeas 
and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us have it distinctly 
understood what we are to vote upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated it twice, he thinks, with distinctness. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Chair decides that 


‘because—— 


Mr. CONKLING. Ts this debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I call the Senator 
from Ohio to order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
New York calls the Senator from Ohio to 
order. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
the question. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
state the question again, if no Senator objects. 
He does not desire to detain the Senate by 
restating it. The Chair decides that by the 
usage of the Senate, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts being entitled to the floor on an 
appeal, the Chair cannot restrain him by his 
own opinions as to the pertinency of his 
remarks to the question before the Senate ; 
that by the usage of the Senate the Senator 
himself is to be the judge of their relevancy 
to the question. An appeal is taken from 
The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN, ] stating that he believes it to be a 
wrong decision, anpeals, and the Chair will 
state that if the decision is reversed, he will 
with great pleasure execute what will then be 
the declared will of the Senate. ‘he ques- 
tion is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate?” ; 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr, Buair.] 


I bave a right to know 


1294 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February. 29, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Though I have no oppor- 
tunity to explain my vote, 1 feel obliged to vote 
‘‘nay’? on this precise question. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
‘resulted—yeas 28, nays 18; as follows: 

_YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hill, John- 
ston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Robertson, Saulsbury, 


Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stock- | 


ton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and West-~-28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Fianagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Osborn, Sherman, and Wright—18, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Blair, Brownlow. Buckingham, Chandler, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sawyer, Stewart, Wilson, and Windom—27. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Massachusetts will resume his remarks. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator will yield 
I will move an adjournment, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ob, no; I would rather 
not. I shall not occupy the Senate long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is entitled to the floor, and 
it cannot be taken from him without his con- 


sent. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not try to take it 
from him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts declines to yield. 

Mr. SUMNER. I throw myself upon the 
indulgence of the Senate, and will try to be 
brief. 

Iwas remarking on the large discrepancy 
between the money paid by France and the 
money received by our Government. Does 
auy Senator doubt that such a discrepancy 
exists? Iread you yesterday a communication 
from the French legation at Washington to 
the French Government to the effect that after 
careful examination it appeared that there 
was what is called “a dry loss” to France 
of $1,500,000. J took that document from 
the authentic proceedings of the Place trial in 
France. 

Now, sir, in view of that allegation, 
$1,600,000 disappearing between the ord- 
nance ofice and the French Government, 
does it not become the Senate to make in- 
quiry? Especially when you consider the 
dispatch of Squire, that the ‘ strongest in- 

" fluences’? are working for him. 
this preamble alleges is that there ig such 
a discrepancy, and that it gives rise to sus- 
picion. Can anybody doubt it? 

Then comes the next clause: 

“Whereas the good namo of tho American Qov- 
ernmont seems to beseriously compromised by these 
incidents, and a just regard to national honor, as 
well as to tho interests of the Treasury, requiro 
that they should not be allowed to pass without the 
most thorough inquiry.” 

Sir, is notthe American name compromised 
by these these incidents? . They are hawked 
about through the capitals of Wurope at this 
very moment, and always mentioned to our 
disparagement, ‘They are and will be a living 
scandal until explained. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says nobody 
suspects us. What an illusion! The Law 


Journal of Paris contains a formal report of | 


the testimony of M. Le Cesne, where he states 
distinctly under oath that he dealt directly 
with the American Government, and that he 


had even a contract or engagement with that. 


Government that all the arms should be put 
on board the steamers free of charge. 
now the communication of our minister, Mr. 
Bancroft, at Berlin, letting us know that even 
there, under the eyes of the emperor of Ger- 


many, there is the public statement that arms | 
were supplied by the War Department at | 


Washington. 
Sir, are we not suspected? We have heard 
ofthe story more than once in this debate 


All that |; 


Add ! 


of the ostrich putting his head in the sand 
and then imagining that his body is not vis- 
ible. Senators imitate the ostrich. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana says we are not suspected, 
and there is no occasion for inquiry. How 
does he answer these things in the papers of 
Europe? Does he suppose that they are un- 
read? And being read, must we not be sus- 
pected? Perhaps unjustly; but there must be 
i| suspicion. It cannot be otherwise. 

Now, I ask whether our good name does not 
suffer from such things? Sir, I am jealous for 
my country. Iam anxious that it should be 
great and glorious among the nations; but I 
know that it cannothave that high palm unless 
it has always the character of justice. It can- 
not be under suspicion. What is a suspected 
character? 


great point of the Senator from Indiana, that 
the movement of my friend from Missouri and 
myselfis unpatriotic, being, as he argues, most 
earnestly against our country. He says weare 
making a case for Prussia, This is his last 
argument, at the very close of the discussion. 
Task you, sir, in all simplicity, if itis not an 
excuse, a pretext, a subterfuge, to avoid the 
I| realissuc? Making a case for Prussia! There 
was no occasion to make such a case. Prus- 
sia alroady knows all that the Senator knows. 
Prussia knows that the chairman of the French 
commission has testified in open court that he 
dealt directly with our Government in the pur- 
chase of arms. Prussia knows that the lead- 
ing journal of Europe has alleged distinctly 
that the War Department at Washington sup- 
plied arms. What, then, are we communicat- 
ingto Prussia? Nothing. But my friend from 
Indiana mistakes the case. Plainly, sir, we 
arc making no case for Prussia. We are try- 
ing to establish purity in our own Government, 
and to relieve it from scandal, that is all. If 
there are guilty persons, let them be found 
out, and then the country will not suffer from 
their misconduct. If there are no such per- 
sons, then again is the country relieved. 

‘Two things L had in view particularly when 
I brought forward this motion. The first was 
to correct ourselves if we had fallen into error 
to the end that good government might pre- 
vail; the second was to prevent our example 
| from being used against ourselves hereatter 
so as to become a precedent. {ask you if 
such a purpose is wanting in patriotism? I 
differ from Senators, valued friends, who would 
try to cover anything, who would play here a 
game of hugger-mugger, thinking that in that 
way they perform a patriotic duty. No, sir; 
patriotism seeks the light. ‘* Give me to see” 
is its aspiration; nor do [ desire anything for 
my country that can be obtained only through 
the ways of darkness. But if this mquiry is 
unpatriotic, pray why do Senators declare their 
readiness to vote for it? Their true course 
must be to vote against it. But permit me to 
say that when they declare their purpose to 
vote for it, they practically answer their own 
ery that it is unpatriotic. 

Why, sir, the Senator from Wisconsin and 
the Senator from Indiana have certainly for- 
gotten the case that Mr. Cobden made in the 
British Parliament against England. It be- 
comes now of peculiar importance, because 
our own Government, in setting forth its case 
for the tribunal at Geneva, has introduced his 
| words. The speech was on the 18th of May, 
| 1864, long after the Alabama had sailed, long 
| after a large part of those losses had accuma- 
| lated for which w seeking damages. 
i lated for which we are now seeking damag 
| What did this English patriot say? f call upon 
} 
| 
l 
| 


i the Senator to listen. Addressing the English 
| Parliament, he cried out: 

“You have been carrying on hostilities from these 
i; shores against the people of the United States, and 
l! have been inflicting an amount of damage on that 
| country greater than would be produced by many 
! ordinary wars. lt is estimated that the loss sus- 
| tained by the capture and burning of American ves- 
| sels has been about fifteon million dollars, or nearly 
| three million pounds sterling. But that isa small 
| part of the injury which has been inflicted on the 


And now I come to what seemed to be the 


American marine. We have rendered the rest of 
her mercantile property for tho present valueless.” 


Again he says in another part of the same 
speech: 

“But what I do fearin the relations between these 
two nations of the same race, is the heaping up of 
a gigantic material grievance, such as we are now 
accumulating by the transactions connected with 
these cruisers; because therois a vast amount of 
individual suff ring, personal wrong, and personal 
rancor arising out of this matter, and that in a 
country where popular feeling rules in public 
affairs.” 

Again, says the patriot orator: 

“Why, if you had gone and helped the confeder- 
ates by bombarding all the accessible sea-port towns 
of America, a few lives might havo beon lost, which, 
ag it is, have not been sacrificed, but yon could 
hardly have done more injury in destroying prop- 
erty than you have done by these few cruisers,” 

Sir, those were the words of Mr. Cobden in 
open Parliament after these cruisers had sailed, 
and they are now used by our Government as 
testimony against England. Was this great 
parliamentarian unpatriotic when he thus tried 
to arrest his country in the way of wrong? 
The Senator from Wisconsin nods his head. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ifthe Senator insists 
on translating my nod I must state what I 
nodded to. i say Mr. Cobden was not unpa- 
triotic if he was endeavoring to arrest the 
course of his Government. If after that 
course had been taken he was bearing testi- 
mony against his Government in favor of 
ours, I say he was unpatriotic. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; Imeet the Sen- 
ator. He was precisely in the case described 
by the Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then he was unpa- 
triotic. 

Mr. SUMNER. He was holding up to Par- 
liament asin a mirror what it had done and 
the damages it might be called to pay. 

Mr, CARPENTER, If I am right in my 
understanding of the word ‘‘ patriotic,” he 
was unpatriotic in doing that, 

Mr. SUMNER. I differ from the Senator. 
I believe he is the best patriot who seeks most 
truly to place his country in the right. Right, 
sir, is the highest thing on earth. It is higher 
than country, higher than man, and he who 
serves the right cannot err. 

Mr, CARPENTER. The questionis whether 
he or his country must settle what is right. 

Mr. SUMNER. I go into no ingenious 
question of casuistry. It is enough that he 
condemned the course of his country; and 
here I quote his remarkable words, which are 
so employed to sustain our case at Geneva. 
The Senator has given us his judgment. He 
considers that Mr. Cobden was unpatriotic. 
Very well. Let history judge between the 
Senator from Wisconsin and that illustrious 
statesman. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator, I am 
sure, does not desire to misrepresent me. I[ 
understand that when Mr. Cobden said that, 
he was, as the Senator himself has just ex- 
pressed it, trying to arrest a pending proceed- 
ing on the part of the British Government, 
He said, ‘‘ You have done these things; these 
vessels are now carrying out and executing 
the wrong.which you permitted them to do.’’ 
He was protesting against a pending, existing, 
proceeding thing. He was patriotic in doing 
that. But I do say, that if after the Alabama 
had finished her cruise, after the wrong was 
all committed, Mr. Cobden or Mr. Bright or 
any other man in the British Parliament bad 
raised a committee of investigation for tbe 
purpose of putting on record and taking de 
bene esse testimony against his Governmeut in 
favor of ours, he would not have filled my idea 
of a patriotic man. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam sorry for the Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. You need not be. 

Mr. SUMNER. And Iam not at all sorry 
for Mr. Cobden. Ithink that the name of 
Richard Cobden will stand. even against the 
criticism of my friend. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is more unfair than usual. Ido 
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not say that Mr. Cobden was unpatriotic, and 
the Senator himself has acquitted him of it by 
saying that when he made that speech he made 
it for the purpose of arresting the proceedings 
of the British Government. Isay that was 
patriotism; and I do not wish the Senator to 
Tepresent me as saying otherwise. 

Mr. SUMNER. I make my effort now to 
arrest a bad precedent that may be of infinite 
mischief to this Republic. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says ‘oh, 
yes.” I will not retort upon him that he is 
unfair; but let him do justice to the position 
of those with whom he differs. My friend from 
Missouri and myself have from the beginning 
argued that one of the dangerous features of 
this case was that it would establish a precedent 
which might be used hereafter against our- 
selves; ay, sir, that it would establish a pre- 
cedent that might be used against us in our 
pending relations with England. I wish to 
rescue my country from any such peril. Will 
not the Senator help me? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me asingle question? 


Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 
Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator, then, 


must believe that there is nothing in this pre- 
amble, and that an investigation will acquit our 
Government; otherwise he is not trying to res- 
cue his Government, but to plunge it into 
conviction. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish, if there are offend- 
erg, to punish them of our own accord. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me one word 
further. If there is an offender, the offender 
is the Congress of the United States. The 
Secretary of War but literally executed and 
carried out a law of Congress, and that is the 
act of the Government. It is preposterous to 
say that we could turn round and convict the 
chief of ordnance or any subordinate officer 
for executing an act of Congress, and acquit 
ourselves of a breach of neutral duty. 

Mr. SUMNER. So the Senator says. The 
‘Senator will not understand the case. He will 
not be fairto us. He requires us to be fair 
to him. I hope I may never be otherwise to 
him; but I hope the Senator will for one mo- 
ment give us a little fairness. Sir, we wish to 
establish purity in this Government, when 
there is a well-founded suspicion that there 
have been transactions in or about the Ord- 
nance Bureau which necessitate inquiry. The 
Senator would not have us make the inquiry 
because it is unpatriotic, and then argues that 
the offender is Congress, under whose law the 
Secretary of War and the chief of ordnance 
acted. But the Senator will not see that 
there are two questions: first, were our neutral 
duties observed at the War Department ; 


and secondly, was there a misfeasance of | 


officials there? 
Again we declare our desire to cut off a pre- 
cedent that may be dangerous to ourselves— 
erhaps even in the pending questions with 
Sngland hereafter. Will the Senator have the 
indulgence simply to recognize the case as we 
state it? Wishing therefore to arrest what we 
think may be wrong, wishing to save our coun- 
try from all possibility of peril from an obnox- 
ious precedent, we make this motion, and in 
making it we place ourselves humbly but pre- 
cisely side by side with the English patriot. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a-question? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Suppose Mr. Cobden were 
now alive, and should in the House of Com- 
mons move the appointment of a committee 
upon a preamble like this, charging that the 
British Government had been guilty of violat- 
ing neutrality in allowing the escape of the 
Alabama, and asking an investigation for the 
purpose of establishing the facts that would 
subject Great Britain to the damages we claim 
from her, I ask if even John Bright would not 
rise up in his place and denounce him as un- 


patriotic, if he did not call him by even a 
harder name than that? 

Mr. SUMNER. I give an easy answer to 
that. John Bright would do no such thing. 

Mr. MORTON. I think he would. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator thinks he 
would. The Senator does not know him, and 
doés not know his history. You shall have 
his testimony in a minute. But [still ask you 
not to forget Richard Cobden. Remember the 
date of his speech, 1864, and how positively 
he set forth a case against his own country; 
and now the Senator from Indiana asks me 
what would be the judgment if Richard Cob- 
den were now alive and he should introduce 
into the British Parliament a resolution set- 
ting forth the misconduct of his own couutry? 
It would be just like Richard Cobden if he 
were alive to do it, because he was always 
a votary of truth. He never accepted this 
philosophy of the dark lantern being preached 
on this floor, that there is something that 
we must hide. Sir, I am against the dark 
lantern, I am for sun-light and day, as 
was Richard Cobden. That speech which I 
hold in my hand, and on which our country 
now leans for support, was one of the most 
patriotic utterances ever made in a parlia- 
mentary body. It carries you back to another 
generation, when Fox and Burke in the British 
Parliament openly espoused the cause of our 
fathers, proclaiming openly that their country 
was wrong. Washington at the head of his 


troops, and Franklin sitting in the Congress | 


or in diplomacy at Paris, were elevated and 
encouraged by the eloquent words of those 
British statesmen ; but according to what I 
hear now, they were unpatriotic, even to the 
extent of making a case against their country. 
It is wrong to say that they were doing any 
such thing. ‘They were making a case for 
justice, for humanity, for God Almighty. 

The Senator alludes to John Bright. Listen 
nowtohim. In one of his eloquent speeches 
made February 3, 1863, he said: 

* I regret more than I have words to express this 
painful fact, that of all the countries in Europe, this 
country is the orly one which has men in it, who are 
willing to tako active steps in favor of this intended 
slave government. Wesupply the ships; wesupply 
the arms; tho munitions of war; we give aid and 
comfort to this foulest of all crimes. Englishmen 
only doit. I believe I have not seen a single state- 
ment in the newspapers that any French, Belgian, 


i Dutch, or Russian ship has been engaged or seized 


while attempting to violate the blockade and to 
carry arms to the South??? 

These are the emphatic words. 
men only do it.” 

Mr. MORTON. 
one moment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. John Bright has been in 
Parliament from the time he made that speech, 
when he tried to arrest what was going on and 
prevent a case from being made up against his 
country, until the present hour, but he has 


t English- 


Will the Senator allow me 


never felt that as an Englishman, as a friend | 


of his country, after the war was over, he 
should move for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to make out a case against his own 
country; and if he had done it, I ask the Sen- 
ator if he supposes the people of Manchester 
would ever send him back to the House of 
Commons? 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator ought to be 
fair. I sometimes think, and I have more 
than once told him that I consider there is no 
debater on this floor who is fairer; but he is 
very unfair now. Make out a case against his 
country! That is not the way of stating it. 
Make out a case for his country ; make out a 
case by which to save his country from a 
wrong position. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Make ont a case to 
pay damages. 


Mr. SUMNER. Make out a case for his | 


country, I insist; for-every man pleading to 
place his country right before any tribunal is 
pleading for his country. 

But the Senator does not know the history 


H 
3 


| making a case for another country. 


of John Bright. Here is another. speech of. 
his, made when? On the 18th of March, 1865, 
in the House of Commons, long after these 
cruisers were out, long after the policy of the 
English Government toward us had been 
adopted, long after the famous proclamation 
which figured so much in those days, long 
after the United States Government had made 
remonstrances against the course of England, 
and what does he say? After describing the 
issue of the proclamation, he proceeds to ar- 
raign his own country, so that his words are 
eopied into the American case as authority on 
our side: 

“ But no precaution whatever was taken. It was 
done with unfriendly haste, and had this effect: that 
itgave comfort and courage to the conspiracy, at 
Montgomery and Richmond, and caused great grief 
and irritation among that portion of the people of 
America most strongly desirous of maintaining ami- 
cable and friendly relations between their country 
and England.” : 

There you bave his distinct allegation in 
open Parliament, that the proclamation was 
issued with unfriendly haste, which is one of 
the very allegations on which we stand before 
the tribunal at Geneva.. That is stronger than 
anything that has been said by us in this de- 
bate. The Senator will have it that we are 
I do not 
like to repeat that we are making a case only 
to save our country from scandal, 

It is melancholy to see the insensibility of 
certain Senators on that subject. Ig it from 
indifference to the reform of the civil service ? 
Ts it that this great voice of reform now echo- 
ing through the country is not welcome to 
certain Senators? Why is it that an honest 
effort to bring about purity in our Govern- 
ment, and to save it from an offensive scan- 
dal, is thus treated on this floor? 

Why does the Senator from Indiana set him- 
self so constantly against it and seek to show 
that while we are serving our country with 
honest patriotism we are working for the for- 
eigner? The whole pretension is too ridicu- 
lous—I wish to be parliamentary—it is too 
ridiculous to be treated with respect. Who 
does not know that Germany knows all that 
we know? Who does not know that Germany 
would look upon the present proceeding, if 
instituted, as a new homage to those princi- 
ples by which our country would be elevated? 
Sir, the German nation are not insensible to 
character. They recognize the grace and the 


i| virtue of honesty; and if they should see our 


Government now seriously exerting itself to 
rescue our good name from all possibility of 
reproach, to save our Government from all 
possibility of future embarrassment by a bad 
precedent, can any one doubt that we should 
have from them new honor? Sir, I covet that 
honor for my country. But it would be a 
strength as well as an honor. 

Now, sir, having explained and vindicated 
the preamble, I surrender it entirely to the 
judgment of the Senate. Mv object is accom- 
plished in the passage of the resolution of 
inquiry, and the Senate is perfectly free to 
dispose of the preamble as it thinks best. I 
am willing that it should lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
not debate the question of order, but he sim- 
ply desires to read to the Senate the authority 
of the Senate itself. On the 27th day of De- 
cember, 1837, Mr. Calhoun submitted several 
resolutions on the subject of slavery and ques: 
tions cognate to it. Subsequently, six of 
those resolutions were agreed to, and on the 
12th of January, 1838, the seventh being under 
consideration, a motion was made. by Mr. 
Preston ‘‘that the said resolution He on the 
table, which was decided. in the.affirmative— 
yeas 35, nays 9.” The motion was entertained, 
and that resolution, after the others had been 
agreed to, was laid on the table. They were 
treated as one proposition, but divided by æ 
vote of the Senate, being a motion divisible in 
its character... : 


My, EDMUNDS. 1 do not wish to occupy 
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any time in-debating this appeal; for, except 
for the future in other causes of great import- 
ance, I do not care which way itis decided, 
although my opinion is what I stated it was 
when I-appealed. I do not think it right, 
however, that this preamble should go down 
to posterity or go on to the table (as that is 
really the. pending motion, which is in effeet, 
by the decision of the Chair, debatable) with- 
out a word or two in reply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

I think it pretty safe to say that if the Ger- 
man. Government had made a demand upon 
us, upon what the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Missouri say is notorious 
to them, fora breach of neutrality and of friendly 
obligations to them, and had scent two counsel 
here to argue in this body in favor of their 
case, those counsel could not have said any- 
thing that the honoroble Senators from those 
two States have not said. They could not 
have pushed suspicion, ex parte evidence, if 
there is anything that can be dignified even 
like that, further than those two Senators 
have pushed it, in order to show that the 
honor of their country is to be vindicated, 
as they say, instead of being condemned as 
they seem by this preamble to wish to have it. 


No German, no counsel, no enemy could, 


have urged with greater pertinacity and with 
greater ingenuity upon us the shreds of hear- 
say, the tattle of correspondents, the gossip 
of enemies, the ex parte statements of what are 
said to have been witnessed in some far-off 
part of the globe; and yet with senatorial can- 
dor and patriotism they would have their coun- 
try right, and in order to make her right they 
wish to show her to be wrong! 

They are counsel as well as representatives 
of their country ; and like other counsel who 
are defending some one accused, in order that 
their clients may be right, they ask the jury to 
bring in a verdict against them. And go, sir, 
if it were a time of war, andif they thought 
their country wrong, their highest duty would 
be to seize their muskets, as they would, for 
they have faced a thousand men, and join the 
ranks of the enemy, because the only way to 
make their country right when suc is wrong 
and isin a contest is to put her down ; and 
certainly if the honorable Senators would take 
their muskets she would go down at once; it 
would be an easy thing! 

This is the spirit which Senators themselves 
avow, that in order to make their country right 
they will condemn her in advance of investiga- 
tion; they will condemn her, as far ag their 
voices and votes may go, in the face of the 
world, upon evidence that has not been sifted, 
by witnesses who are in foreigu lands and who 
cannot be examined. This is patriotism; it 
is that broad love of country that would prove 
its honor by showing its dishonor! 1 suppose 
it is a question of taste. I have no right to 
quarrel with the Senators. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
says that the apparent discrepancy under the 
first or some other branch of his preamble in 
these accounts has been reconciled after three 
days of painful debate. The Senate was in 
travail over the accouchement brought on by 
this expert, whoever he may be, aiding the 
delivery of the honorable Senators from Mas- 
sachusetts and Missouri; and there was appar- 
ent discrepancy that three days’ painful labor 
brought forth in nothing. Parturiunt montes 
et nascitur nihil, if Imay change the quotation 
a little for the benefit of my honorable friend ; 
nascitur nihil. 

Now, Mr. President, let me.ask the honor- 
able Senators in candor if there was an ap- 
parent discrepancy atall? They still cling to 
the term ‘apparent discrepancy ;’’ but after a 
painful investigation of three days it was de- 
livered into the light of truth as not being any 
discrepancy at all. I offered to the honorable 
Senator from Missouri the very books from 
which he had taken the extract and asked him 
to read them on the very page, or the one be- 


fore it, on which was the line he had taken out 
to show that if he had read one page of the 
document to which more than two months of 
travail before this resolution was brought in 
had been applied, with experts and with Sen- 
ators, he would have seen, if he could under- 
stand the English tongue, as he can, that there 
was no apparent discrepancy, but on the con- 
trary that that line of the Treasurer’s report 
which appears in this preamble had not the 
remotest connection with the reception of the 
money for the sale of arms; that the very 
document out of which it was taken, and on 
the very page before it said, so in plain terms. 
Now, sir, if anybody had been very anxious 
to get the truth, if anybody had not wished to 
get an untruth—I speak of the expert, not of 
the Senators—he would have seen upon the 
face of that document from which this extract 
was taken that he was producing a falsehood. 
The Senators are patriotic; they love their 
country; but they do not love it enough, it 
seems, when an expert produces a falsehood 
of that kind to their unsophisticated under- 
standing, to go to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or to the Secretary of War, or to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and say: ‘An 
expert, be he French or Prussian or whatever 
he may be, has shown us what appears to our 
uneducated minds to be a difference in these 
accounts. We love our country; we do not 
wish to expose her by a preamble which states 
a falsehood against her; we believe in main- 
taining the honor of the Departments, if we 
can; and before we make such a charge against 
you we ask you to tellus how it is. Here it 
appears so and so.” Oh, no! Patriotism in 
the eyes of the experts and the Senators who 
believe them is found in taking a falsehood, 
which on the face of it with a little study can 
be explained, and keeping it secret from the 
public officers of the Government who can 
explain it ina mament, as it appears afterward 
they did, and bringing it here in the face of 
the world to be first brought forth. The Sen- 
ators are welcome to that kind of patriotism, 
Now let us go a little further. Here is 
another part of this preamble, and to me it is 
the most effective and the most dishonorable 
to our country if it were true of any part of it: 
Whereas a comparison of the accounts rendered 
by the Freuch Government for moneys expended by 
its agonts in the purchase of arms from tho United 
States and tho accounts rendered by the Govern- 
ment of tho United States for moneys reecived in 
tho same transaction show a large difteronce, which 
scoms to have given rise to the suspicion abroad that 
United States officials have taken an undue part 
theroin. = 
Here isan allegation, and I call the atten- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to it, because he says it is in his own 
handwriting and not that of the expert. “A 
comparison of the accounts rendered by the 
French Government for moneys expended by 
its agents in the purchase of arms from the 
United States,’’ setting forth that the French 
accounts show that these arms were purchased 
from the United States Government direct. 
The honorable Senator produced the docu- 
ment from which he took that, the official 
report of the French Assembly ; and in that 
document instead of it saying that they were 
purchased ‘‘ from the United States,” it stated 
that they were ‘‘an account of arms purchased 


in the United States.” 


Mr. SUMNER. 
of France. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How did the Senator, 
in translating this account, change the word 
tin” to “from 2??? I pause for a reply. 

Mr. SUMNER. Remington was the agent 
of France. n 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, so 
the Senator says ; but he quotes there and pro- 
duces the document to show it. He quotes, 
as he states in his preamble, a statement made 
officially to the Legislative Assembly of France, 
setting forth the account of arms which have 
been bought, and he recites that report which 


By Mr. Remington, agent 


he has produced, which was translated in the 


Sun, as stating that this account of arm» 
was an account of arms purchased ‘‘from tne 
United States.” The translation reads ‘‘an ac- 
count of arms purchased inthe United States,” 
The original, which’ the Senator afterward 
produced, reads ‘‘an account of arms pur- 
chased in the United States’? ĮI repeat the 
interrogatory to him, how did it happen that 
a French statement of ‘a purchase of armsin 
the United States,’’ both in the original and 
in the translation that he produced, appears in 
this preamble as ‘‘an account of arms pur- 
chased from the United States ?’’ 

Mr. SUMNER. Thope the Senator will do 
me the justice to believe that I was perfectly 
sincere in making that statement. I did not 
found it exclusively on the report to which he 
refers. I founded italso with the testimony of 
Mr. Remington in his letter to M. Le Cesne, 
the chairman of the French commission. Mr. 
Remington again and again asserts that he 
dealt withthe Government, and then Le Cesne 
himself has testified in open court that France 
dealt with the Government of the United States, 
and he goes so far as to say that he had an 
engagement with the United States to deliver 
the arms free on board the vessels. That was 
framed evidently on the report to which the 
Senator refers, but also on the letter of Mr. 
Remington to M. Le Cesne. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the pris- 
oner proposes an alibi. Ibring him back to 
his confession. ‘‘ Whereas a comparison of the 
accounts?’ —and nothing else—‘* rendered by 
the French Government.” When the honor- 
able Senator introduced that statement in the 
preamble and in his speech he brought for- 
ward, and brought only forward, the very 
account to which I have referred, the official 
report. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I brought forward the letter of Mr. 
Remington showing that he was the agent of 
France, and that account which I introduced 
had the name of Mr. Remington as the per- 
son from whom the arms to a certain amount 
werereceived by France, Mr. Remington being: 
the agent of France, and writing himself that 
he dealt with this Gavernment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the English language 
means anything, (and I begin to believe it does 
not, inasmuch as the honorable Senators from 
Massachusetts and Missouri have changed it 
so often, have come down peg by peg, and 
stated that one thing means another as often 
as they are in a corner,) I should say that. the 
statement by the Senator from Massachusetts 
in a prepared preamble, after months of study, 
that ‘a comparison of the account’? did not 
mean a comparison of the testimony of Rem- 
ington, but meant a comparison of the official 
accounts that were brought forward. I do 
not know Mr. Remington by the name of 
“accounts.” I do not know Mr. Remington 
by the name of the ‘‘ French Government;’’ 
and here is the solemn and prepared declara- 
tion of the Senator that the comparison, not 
of Remington, not of anybody, but the “ com- 
parison of the accounutsrendered by the French 
Government for moneys expended by its 
agents in the purchase of arms from the 
United States’? shows so and so. 

Now, what ‘‘accounts’’ have we had brought 
before us from the French Government for the 
purchase of arms? We have theaccounts pro- 
duced in newspapers by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts ; and in the translation in 
the Sun, which was brought forward from his 
hands, it is stated to be *‘a statement of the 
acconnt of arms purchased in the United 
States by the French Government”? In the 
original, inthe French tongue, in the Official 
Gazette, it is again stated, showing that the 
translation is correct, ‘an account of arms 
purchased in the United States by the French 
Government.’’ Thad the honor to receive s 
translation of that very phrase from the Cistin- 
guished Senator from Missouri, who is gifted 
in every tongue. 
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This is brought before this body and the 
world, because no doubt the king of Prussia 
is studying over this preamble at this very 
moment to find a cause of action against us. 
It is high evidence of patriotism that the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, after hav- 
ing made the mistake he did in respect to the 
accounts in this country, should have by some 
strange accident or other—but he is not re- 
sponsible for it himself, I cannot help believ- 
ing—translated the French word “in” in 
these accounts describing these purchases as 
being of arms ‘‘in this country,’’ to a state- 

ment that they were purchased ‘from the 
` Government of the United States,” which 
makes all the difference in the world. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator to un- 
derstand that it is no translation of the French 
at all. It does not pretend to be a translation 
of the French. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here it is on the face 
of it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I know. 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The honorable Senator 
cannot wipe it out. Here itis on the face of 
itjust what appears. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is the ‘arms purchased 
from the United States.” Well, the arms sent 
out by Mr. Remington were from the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So they were; they were 
from the United States. 

Mr. SUMNER. They were purchased from 
the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They were purchased 
from the United States, but the honorable 
Senator now undertakes to say that what he 
meant by this preamble after all merely is that 
it really means as if it read in this way: “A 
comparison of accounts by the French Gov- 
ernment of money expended by its agents in 
the purchase of arms which came from the 
country of the United States.” 

Mr. SUMNER. It does not say any such 


thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not; it says ex- 
actly the reverse. That is just what I am con- 
tending for. The honorable Senator for once 
in this debate is right. This statement of the 
Senator is based upon the evidence that he 
produced himself, I repeat, a declaration in 
this preamble that the French account, the 
official report to the Assembly upon investiga- 
tion by its committee, was that its Government 
had purchased arms from the United States. 
No human ingenuity can torture that language 
into anything else. The honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts gave us to believe in his 
opening speech that that was the tenor and 
effect of the document that he produced, the 
French official account of these purchases ac- 
cording to the statement in this preamble. 
When at last “the Sun’’ came to be dragged 
forth-—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to inquire whether he has the official French 


report? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the original. 
All the archives of this extraordinary perform- 
ance are in the keeping of my honorable friends 
from Massachusetts and Missouri. [Laughter. ] 
They are the keepers of the French accounts. 
Now I will go on again, because I think it 
of much more moment than this whole reso- 
lution that we should understand how it hap- 
pens that the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has been so imposed upon as he 
has been, for he would not perpetrate a trick 
of that kind—that belongs to the expert—of 
distorting and mistranslating and turning the 
truth that appears in the French official docu- 
ment into a base falsehood against this coun- 
try; for in that document (and I have read it 
through and through; and it has been pro- 
duced here, both in the original and in the 
translation) there is not one word which has 
the remotest allusion to the Government of 
the United States. It only speaks of the pur- 
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| though I think the language has been some- |, 


chase of arms in this country, which even the 
honorable Senators agree the French Govern- 
ment had a lawful and perfect right to do. 

And yet there is paraded before the eyes of 
the world, known of all men, to the dishonor 
of this country if true, the statement in this 
preamble that an official French account of 
the purchase of these arms shows that they had 
purchased them from the Government of the 
United States. That is just what might be 
expected from an expert who had falsified the 
printed accounts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which, if the Senators from Missouri and 
Massachusetts had read, they would have seen 
was the most shameless falsehood that was 
ever forced upon the Senate or upon a town 
meeting anywhere. It is perfectly upon a par 
with it. 

In the first place, this preamble must be 
brought to the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts with a false statement of the ac- 
counts of the Treasury, shown to be false 
on the face of the very document produced; 
and, secondly, the honorable Senator must 
be imposed on by false rendering, an entire į 
reversal of a French official document, in 
order to make it appear that our country was 
in the wrong. I suppose the good way to set 
our country right is to tell falsehoods about 
it, and the honorable Senators from Massa- || 
chusetts and Missouri (believing themselves 
all the time, as St. Paul did when he perse- 
cuted the saints, to be serving God in going 
out and making war on everybody they may 
find) have been made the vehicle by which this |; 
sort of stuff has been brought in here. 

I do not wish to go on, as I might, upon | 
other branches of this question. I have shown 
my opinion of this resolution by voting against | 
it, but I could not allow the statement of the | 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts as to i 
the effect of this preamble to go without a very 
brief reference to one or two of its salient | 


points, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate will bear me witness that I have not par- 
ticipated in this debate except to scek to draw 
it to a close. It-was manifest in the begin- 
ning that this was a mere political movement. 
The Senator from Massachusetts disclaimed 
it; but every intelligent person in the United 
States, every member of this body, all the 
galleries, all the spectators, regarded it from 
the beginning to this time as simply a political 
movement. 

If it was really intended as a mere effort to 
bring about an investigation into the sale of 
arms, the Senator from Massachusetts was as 
well advised as any one could be that a simple 
resolution of inquiry in the usual form would 
have produced that investigation without any 
debate. I take it therefore that one so emi- 
nent as he understood the purpose and the 
object of this inquiry, as all the world under- 
stood it. i 

I have no exception to find with the original 
resolution itself alone. It was in due form, 
and [ would have voted for it without hesitation, 


what improved by amendment. Coupled with 
the preamble, the Senator must have known 
at the time he introduced the proposition that 
it was a political arraignment of no less a per- 
son than the President of the United States, |; 
involving interesting relations with foreign || 
nations and at least two members of the Cab- || 
inet. It was an invitation for a political | 
debate. i| 

| 

| 


Now, I happen to know that there are dele- 
gations here from nearly all the large cities, 
personsinterested in pending business. There 


was to-day a delegation of the most eminent | 


men of the cities of Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
and New York, demanding the immediate 
action of this body on questions involving 
great business intérests. ‘There are'bills now 
sent to us from the House of Representatives 


that have paralyzed the business of this coun- ¿i 


try, amounting in two single articles to over 
one hundred million dollars, and wntil ‘the 
action of the Senate can be had on those’ 
measures the business of the country must bë 
more or less affected. There is the proposi- 
tion to extend amnesty to probably twenty 
thousand people in the southern States. That 
is still pending here. There are all the appro- 
priation bills, some of which are not very mate- 
tial to be passed now, but others of which are 
of immediate importance. There is one now. 
the failure to pass which withholds and ‘sus- 
pends the operations of one of the great 
departments of this Government, that is the 
judiciary; there is a deficiency to carry on 
the ordinary operations of the judicial fand. 
That has to await the action of this political 
investigation. 

Mr. President, I have had no feeling from 
the first hour of this discussion to this time 
except an anxiety to get rid of it. Everybody 
could see before it commenced that this reso- 
lution would be adopted by an almost unani- 
mous vote. Iask the Presiding Officer how 
many persons voted against the resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote was 


52 to 5. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the very outset of 
the proposition I, with the assent of every 
Senator around me, openly proposed that the 
resolution should be passed nem. con., without 
debate, and everybody around me, even my 
friend on my right, [Mr. Core,] who voted 


‘against it finally because he thought the very 


ground-work of the investigation had been dis- 
sipated by the debate—even he was anxious 
originally to have the resoltition passed. This 
resolution might have been passed on the very’ 
first day it was offered by a unanimous vote 
of the Senate, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as chairman of the committee appointed 
under it might have been at work investigating 
the evidence upon which all these vague impu- 
tations are founded. i 

Sir, if this was an investigation for purity, 
for good order, for integrity, for honesty, as 
has beeu proclaimed so often, why has the 
resolution not been passed for three weeks? 
Why has the resolution of investigation been 
debated here for three weeks when within that 
time all the testimony might have ‘been taken 
in proper form, all the witnesses might have 
been examined, the archives of the War De- 
partment and Treasury Department, and all 
these matters might have been explored from 
the beginning to the end under the careful 
guidance of the Senator from Massachusetts 
himself? ‘There was no other reason except 
that he and other Senators here desired a 
political debate at the expense of all‘the busi- 
ness interests of this country. 

Mr. SUMNER, I interpose there my pos- 
itive denial. So far as I am concerned [ 
desired no political debate; and I ask the 
Senator in justice to me to note that I have 
not introduced in: this debate one political 
suggestion from the beginning to the end. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts is the only man in this 
city who did not regard the debate upon this 
resolution as a mere political debate. What 
brought these crowded gallerics here? To 
know whether or not the chief of your ord- 
nance department had sold arms that he 
ought not to have sold? No, it was because 
the Administration was involved; becanse 
charges were made of corruption whieh in“ 
volved the integrity of high officers of the. 
Yovernment; because charges were made that 
involved our relations with foreign Powers: 
because General Graut was on trial. And I 
say to you, Senators, that every man of us 
knows, except the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that really the only question in debate, 
from the beginning to this hour, has been 
whether General Grant should be the next’ 
candidate for President of the United States. 
I give more credit to my honorable friend 
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from Massachusetts for sagacity and ability 
-than to suppose that he does not see the scope 
and tenor and object of this debate. Ihave 
coming to me from a)l parts of this country 
newspapers from almost every State in the 
Union, and how do they regard it? How 
' do the people of the country regard it? As 
a political debate involving the question of 
the nomination of President of the United 
States. . ; 

The only thing upon which this debate could 
hang is the preamble. This resolution, which 
was the pending proposition, would have been 
passed at once without the preamble. That 
contains various allegations. And now Ihave 
examined to some extent the records of the 
Senate; I have examined to some extent the 
records of the proceedings of the other House, 
and I have been-able to find no parallel to 
such a proceeding as this in the history of 
this country nor in the Parliament of Great 
Britain, where a committee of investigation 
sought for by any member of a political body 
was ushered in by a preamble or resolution 
affirming the truth of the very things to be 
investigated. I have participated more or 
less in such investigations, and I believe they 
are useful agencies, but always they have been 
instituted on the motion of some Senator, 
stating that he has reason to believe that such 
an officer has violated his public duty, or that 
stich a transaction has occurred which is not 
in accordance with law, and either asking 
information from the lixecutive Departments 
as to the truth or falsehood of these allega- 
tions, or else offering a resolution instituting 
inquiry, by a committee, into the truth of the 
alleged facts. But here the affirmation of the 
facts themselves is placed in the front of the 
whole investigation; and that has created all 
the trouble. 

I wish now to see this proceeding come to an 
end. I expect to see the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, himself the chief accuser, the chief 
arraigner, who has held this Senate for three 
weeks in debate, and has done it to-night in 
violation of the rules of order, the foreman of 
the grand jury of inquest into the conduct of 
the officers of the Government. Tact it be so. 
I, for one, will not shield any officer of this 
Government from this inquiry. Let it go on; 
but let him not think that the people of this 
country are deceived as to the object or pur- 
pose of this inquiry; they all know what it 
involves. ` 

After the resolution had been passed, after 
everything that anybody expected to pass had 
been voted for by an almost unanimous vote 
of this body, when nothing was left except this 
red flag flaunted in our faces, a proposition 
that 1 believe not three members of the Senate 
would vote for, or more than three after the 
debate that has occurred, the oldest member of 
this body--l believe not the oldest in con- 
secutive service, but the one who has been 
here longest and. who has occupied the chair 
of Vice President of the United States—in 
order to put an end to this discussion, made 
the only non-debatable motion recognized by 
our rules, the motion to lay on the table— 
which isa motion of rejection—for the very 
purpose of putting an end to this debate. After 
that, it still goes ón and on, like the man with 
the cork leg spoken of in the song, who never 
could stop, or like the Wandering Jew who, 
for eighteen hundred and forty years, has been 
wandering over the face of the earth. This 
debate cannot be stopped; there is no power 
to stop it; a motion to adjourn will not stop 
it; no power under heaven can stop it. 

In the mean time the business of this coun- 
try must wait; all your twenty thousand rebels 
in the South whom some Senators are so anx- 
ious to pardon must wait; the interests of the 
country. must wait; the House of Represent- 
atives must wait; your appropriation bills 
must wait, and there is no end to this discus- 
sion, Sir, under the rule as now established 
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I can arrest on any bill the action of this body 
for forty days; and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, the oldest member of this body in 
consecutive service, is the agent by which this 
disorder is brought about. You have one rule | 
here passed to bring an end to disenssion by 
which, when a Senator or a committee pro- 
poses an amendment to an appropriation bill, 
a motion may. be made to lay that amendment 
on the table, and thevote must be taken with- 
out debate; but any Senator according to this 
new device may raise a point of order upon 
laying the amendment on the table, may rise 
to debate that point of order, and in doing it 
may debate the amendment itself, the bill 
itself, and all the world at large. So there is 
no end to discussion. 

I might go on here and read the ten com- 
mandments, the Lord's prayer, the Koran, all 
the documents that have been produced from 
France, and there is nobody who can stop me 
till I am tired. There is no way to put an end 
to it. With due deference, while it may be 
the fault of the rules, it seems to me there is 
a great deal of fault in the logic of the proceed- 
ing. I have regarded them from the very be- 
ginning as a mere political movement. I have 
been ready to vote for it, anxious to vote for 
it, determined not to be driven into saying 
anything about it, and now the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not let us have a vote on 
the preamble itself. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am anxious to have a 
vote ; I have been for half an hour. [Laugh- 
ter. į 

Mr. SHERMAN. How modest my friend 
is, how reasonable he is after speaking him- 


self—— 

Mr. SUMNER. I was ready for a vote 
weeks ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After speaking in this 
matter for four or five or six or seven or eight 
times—I do not know how often; after intro- 
ducing it, starting off in an elaborate speech 
of hours and hours . 
Pi CONKLING. Seven columns in the 

obe. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Globe is so ponder- 
ous that you can hardly count it. And now, 
when he has reached the point that his reso- 
lution is adopted and only the preamble is 
left, he desires to withdraw it himself; he 
desires to take it out of the way, and taking 
the red flag out of the arena, to fold it up and 
bring it in perhaps to-morrow or the next day 
on some other proposition. Now, when I 
insist upon having a vote on this preamble to 
sce how many members of the Senate will 
condemn these officers of the Government in 
advance of the investigation, he still goes on; 
the rules of the Senate do not stop him; there 
is no end to this debate, 

Mr. President, if I desired to punish the 
Senate a little after having been silent so long, 
Fam in good condition to read a great variety 
of documents. I might go on under your 
rule from this time until to-morrow. morning 
and compel you to adjourn, and continue this 
debate one week longer. Three weeks of this 
session have passed away; this js nearly the 
last day of the third week of this debate: 
What has come of it. Did not everybody 
know in advance the vote that would be had? 
What interest has been subserved? Has 
General Grant been affected? Has anything 
touched his honor or his character, his honesty 
or his capacity? No fair-minded man can say 
that. Has anything affected the character of 
the Secretary of War? My honorable friend 
from Missouri relieves him from all fault or | 
blame or fraud. Has anything reflected upon | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the custodian 
of the money of the people? There is some- 
thing said about discrepancy of accounts, but 
no man accuses him of wrong. Who has been 
arraigned? A subordinate officer for the sale 
of your ordnance. Is that the game we have 


been aiming at for three long weeks? I must || 


confess that this whole investigation, this whole 
debate, this whole. proceeding, exeept as a 
political arraignment to: affect the popular 
mind as to the nomination of the President, 
has been without cause and without fruit. 

Let me say that you, sir, and these Senators 
and the members of the House of Represent- 
atives are the only people in the United States 
that have no right to say who shall be the 
next President. It is constitutionally declared 
that we cannot be electors of President. and 
Vice President. The popular opinion has 
always pointed to congressional interference 
in a presidential nomination with hate and 
obloquy. Since the nomination of Crawford 
in 1824, congressional caucuses for presiden- 
tial nominations have ceased to exist. 

We have been debating as to whether Grant 
shall be nominated. We have no power to 
decide the question, or even to vote upon it. 
That is a question for the people to decide; 
and there is, I say to Senators, in the minds 
of the plain, homely people scattered on the 
farms and in the shops, and among ‘the mer- 
chants and business men of this great country 
of ours, a feeling that we have been attending 
to their business and not ours. Our business 
is to pass laws; theirs is to make Presidents; 
and when we spend three weeks of the time of 
the Senate in order to control the nomination 
of a President, we take from the people money 
which they expend for other purposes and for 
other uses, 

Sir, I hope from this time until the end of 
the session we shall have no more President- 
making, we shall have no more political debate 
except that which arises in the ordinary course 
of the disposition of public measures; that 
we may go on and discharge our duty, and I 
for one promise you that unless driven to it 
by some such condition as we are now in, I 
will not participate in it directly or indirectly. 
Now, if there is any way for the Senate to get 
out of the hobble and bring about a vote, I 
trust some one will point it out, and that we 
shall close this matter this evening. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I inquire if it is in 
order to move to lay this appeal on the table? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order. 
Mr. CARPENTER. I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read from Cushing’s Manual: 

“When an appeal from the decision of the Pre- 
siding Officer is laid on the table, the decision of 
the Presiding Officer stands as the decision of the 
House.” 

Mr. HILL. The motion is not debatable, I 
believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. ‘he 
question is on the motion to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 32, noes 7. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appeal is 
laid on the table. The question now recurs 
on the motion to lay the preamble on the 
table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 
nays on that. 

Mr. SUMNER. The motion is not debat- 
able; but I repeat the question. which I inter- 
posed some time ago, as to whether I can with- 
draw the preamble? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont demands the yeas and nays 
upon the question of laying the preamble on 
the table. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
that motion of mine complied with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is before 
the Senate; but the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has risen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not a debatable 
question, 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not mean to. debate 


it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
not yet heard whether the Senator from 


Task for the yeas. and 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1299 


Massachusetts intends to debate it, but he will 
ascertain from what hestates now. The Chair 
cannot cut him off. He may move to adjourn 
or tò go into executive session. The Chair 
will wait until he hears what the Senator from 
Massachusetts desires to say. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Chair will remember 
that some moments ago I proposed to the 
Chair to withdraw the preamble. I have no 
objection to laying the preamble on the table ; 
I will willingly let it lie on the table. The 
resolution has passed ; that is enough-—- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the motton to lie on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. I purpose to withdraw the 
preamble. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
is engaging iu debate as the Chair thinks. 

Mr. SUMNER, I submit to the Chair 
whether it is not in order for me to withdraw 
the preamble ? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS, First, I must have my 
request complied with, to have the yeas and 
nays ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont rose and was recognized by the Chair 
and demanded the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of laying the preamble on the table. The 
Chair must put that question to the Senate. 
It is not debatable. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON. I believe I have a right 
to ask a question for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not when Sen- 
ators demand that the rules shall be rigidly 
observed, as several Senators have done, and 
the Chair has been compelled to say to one or 
two Senators that debate on this proposition 
jig not in order. ‘The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania can ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement. The Chair thinks more than one 
fifth of the Senate have seconded the demand 
for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania challenges that, the Chair will 
count the Senate. ` 

Mr. CAMERON. 
lenge anything. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays are ordered. The motion is not debata- 
ble. The Senator from Pennsylvania desires 
to submit a statement of some kind, the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know exactly 
how to vote on this question. I think the pre- 
amble is the indictment, and I want the indict- 
ment to go out——— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that it is debate and out of order. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I will sit down. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair dis- 
likes to check the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
but Senators desire that the rules be enforced. 


I have no desire to chal- 


The pending motion is not debatable, and un- | 
legs some Senator moves an adjournment the | 


Secretary will call the roll upon it. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
question the Senate is to vote on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To lay the pre- 
amble on the table, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 40, nay 1; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hill, Johns- 
ton, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pratt, Robertson, 
Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Sdmner, Thurman, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, 
‘West, and W right—40. ` 

NAY—Mr. Edmunds—1. 

ABSEN T—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Blair, Buckingham, Chandler, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett. Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton of Maryland, 


I want to know what | 


1 


Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stewart, Stockton, 
Wilson, and Windom—32. : 

So it was ordered that the preamble lie on 
the table. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order to makea 
single remark ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Spracus] is recog- 
nized, having in charge the business of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the absence 
of its chairman. Will the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Chair? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The language 
of the resolution is that a select committee of 
seven shall be appointed. It is therefore to 
be appointed under the thirty-fifth rule of the 
Senate, which this resolution quotes. 
speaking of the standing committees, the 
thirty-fifth rale reads : 

“ All other committees shall be appointed by bal- 
lot, and a plurality of vetes shall make a choice.” 

The exact word being used about the ap- 
pointment of the committee that is used in 
the rule, the Chair supposes the Senate desire 
that to be inferred, and he prefers himself as 
a matter of propriety that the Senate should 
elect this committee as they elected the com- 
mittee of investigation. The rule of the Sen- 
ate, therefore, will to-morrow morning or this 
evening be carried out by the election of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Chair 
appoint the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to any motion 
at the present time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
prefer that the motion should be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I move to take up the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MORTON. 
single remark: that the Senators on the other 
side having voted to lay this preamble on the 
table, it must be regarded as a confession in 
open court. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Since the Senator from 
Indiana proposes another conflict on this ques- 
tion, Ireply that the vote shows no such thing. 
I voted to lay the preamble on the table—— 

Mr. MORTON. That is what I said. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is what the Senator 
said, but he said something more. The Sen- 
ator said that it shows a confession. 
thing. I have already explained and vindi- 


n 


After | 


I merely wish to make a | 


t 


No such | 


cated the preamble except in one clause. The | 


preamble has done its work. The resolution 
is adopted after three weeks debate, to which 
the Senator from Ohio has called attention. 
There were two of us, I would remind the 
Senator. Who occupied the attention of the 
Senate all that time? Was it us? No, sir, it 
was the numbers of the Senate against only two 
who wére leading in this work of inquiry. 
was those numbers who prolonged the debate. 
And does the Senator from Ohio know that it 
was on the other side that the first allusions 
were made to the President? I made no allu- 
sion to the President, I never have from be- 
ginning to end. ‘The Senator to-night has 
made a political speech. I have made none. 
The Senator has undertaken to vindicate Gen- 
eral Grant. I made no allusion to General 
Grant 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 


| now state to the Senator from Massachusetts, 


having not interfered with his remarks, that 
by the eleventh rule the merits of the bill pro- 
posed to be considered cannot be debated on 
the motion to take up, and certainly some- 
thing else cannot be. 

Mr. SUMNER. But the Chair certainly 
knows that the Senator from Indiana began 
the fray. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts has repeatedly stated so 


It | 


i 


to the Chair when, after indulging in a:line of. 
debate, the Chair has felt the necessity -of 
interfering. The Senator from Indiana in one 
sentence, which the Chair was unable. to 
arrest until the sentence was completed, made. 
his remark. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has spoken several sentences; and the Chair 
at first supposed the reply was to be as brief, 
perhaps, as the remark, which was not strictly 
in order, of the Senator from Indiana. Fail- 
ing to ascertain that, the Chair thought ‘the 
rule must be brought to the attention of the 
Senator. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I was on the floor, and I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take up the appro- 
priation bill first. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say a wordin 
reply to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
hear but one Senator at a time. He must say 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania that’ the 
Senator from Massachusetts claimed the floor 
after the Chair had stated that he was out of 
order. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that a Senator does not 
retain the floor when he is decided by the 
Presiding Officer or the Senate to be out of 
order. ‘The question now is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now I wish to make a 
remark in justification of myself. I voted to 
lay the preamble on the table because I be- 
lieved —~ : 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
now state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that he must ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to proceed. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us take up the bill 
first, and then the Senator will be in order. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; take up the 


bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. ; : 

Mr. CAMERON. Now I suppose it is ia 
order for me to say what I wish to say. I 
should have been done before this time—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
not state the pending proposition, which is as 
to a proviso on the twenty-second page of the 


bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should have been‘done 
before this time if I had not been interrupted. 
I arose only to say that I voted to lay the pre- 
amble on the table because I thought the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts had given up his. 
indictment. As he says now that he is stillin 
earnest on that subject, I move to reconsider 
the vote which laid the preamble on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion 
will be entered ; it cannot be considered while 
the appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has the Senator from 
Pennsylvania concluded? 

Mr. CAMERON, Ihave concluded. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall move that the 
Senate adjourn ina moment; but before doing 
so I wish to find fault with my honorable 
friend from Indiana. I understand. him tọ 
say that the Senator from Massachusetts bas 
confessed the preposterous character of his 
preamble and its disastrous overthrow -by 
voting to lay it on the table. ` I agree with the 
Senator that that is a pretty good ‘confession ; 
but I want to remind him of the error he com- 
mits. The cognovit of the Senator from Mas- 


i| sachusetts, the unmistakable, complete con- 


fession entered by that Senator was put upon 
the record when he sought, after all his brave 
words, to be allowed to huggle this preamble 
out of sight. -When he explains away that 
confession I think he will need no apology for 
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-< voting to lay it on the table. Now I move 
` that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at seven 
o'clock and two minutes p. m.) the Senate 


adjourned. 


-HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 29, 1872. 


` The House met at twelve o'clock m, Prayer | 


by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burrr, D. D. 
The. Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. , 
REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX. 


Mr. WHITELEY. Iholdin my handa me- 
morial of the joint committee of the Legisla- 
ture of Georgia to the Congress of the United 
States, in relation to refunding the tax on raw 
cotton collected during the years 1865, 1866, 
and 1867, under the revenue laws of the United 
States. Iask that this memorial may be re- 
ferred tothe Committee of Claims, and printed 
inthe Globe. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the memorial will be published in the Globe, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

There was no objection. 


Tho memorial is as follows: 


A resolution in rolation to refunding the tax on 
raw cotton collected during the years 1865, 1866, 


and 1867, under tho revenue laws of the United | 


States. 


Whereas it is the deliberate conviction of this 
Gonoral Assembly, and belioved to be that of tho 
entire people of the cotton-producing States, that 
the acts of Congross imposing wspecvilic taxon all raw 
cotton grown in the United States, to the exclusion 
ofall other agricultural products, from which a much 
larger amount of revonue might havo been realized, 
were anequal, unjust, and unconstitutional, and 
that said tax wasimposed and collected at a time 
when the southern people wore prostrated and im- 
poverished by war; and whereus itis belioved that 
such acts were the result of excitement engendered 
by tho late unfortunate war botween the States, 
considered as n necessary means of paying the debt 
incurred by its prosecution, and a proper modo 
of. meting retribution upon tho yonguis ‘aod; and 
whereas it is now oarnestly hoped that time has 
softoned those asperities, so that the voive of justice 
will beheard with patience and magnanimity, and 
that Congress will promptly and generously yield to 
an appeal to reason and their sonso of constitutional 
obligation, when respectfully mado by those from 
whom, in their povorty and ruin, such tax has been 
exnoted and collected; and wheroas it is the true 
policy of the General Government to foster und on- 


courage, rather than burden agriculture, the pro- | 
ductions of whioh have been uniformly, and should | 


continuo to be, cxompt from taxation; and whereas 
it is a matter of tho first magnitudo that fraternal 
foglings between tho two lately belligerent sections 
of the Union should be restored as spcedily as pos- 
sible, to which consummation, so devoutly to be 
wishod, nothing can contribute so much as striking 
exhibitions of justice and magnanimity by the Fed- 
eral Government: ‘Thorefore, 

Be itreaolved by the Senate and House of Renrescnta- 
tives of the State of Georgia in General Assembly met, 
That the Congress of the United States is hereby 
respeotfully requosted to provide by law for refund- 
ing to those who have paid the samo the amount of 
tax collected on raw cotton under the revenue laws 
$f oe United States during the years 1865, 1806, and 


Be it further resolved by the authority aforesaid, 
That a joint committee, consisting of two members 
of the senate, and three from tho house of rep- 
resentatives, be appointed by tho respective pre- 
siding officers thereof, to prepare n memorial to the 
Congress of tho United States, setting forth the in- 
equality, injustice, and unconstitutionality of tho 
al orosald tax on cotton, and that they lay the same, 
together with a copy of this preamble and resolutions, 
before the Congress at its next session, appealing to 
that body. in the name of the people of Georgia, for 
ils favorable and considerate action in the premises, 

And be it further resolved, That his Excellency the 
Governor be requested to transmit a copy of this 
preamble and resolutions to the Governor of each 
of the cotton-growing States, accompanied by the 
request that ho submit the samo for favorable con- 
sideration to the Legislature of the State over which 


he presides, 
JAMES M. SMITH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


J.D. WADDELL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
L. N. TRAMMELL, 
President of the Senate. 
T. W. J. HILL, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
Approved, November 28, 1971. 
BENJAMIN CONLEY, 


Governor. + 


i 


A industries and enterprises are paralyzed. Hence, 


! of poarte. , 
| erence toa poeple who, like those of the cotton- 


STATE OF GEORGIA, | 
Orrice or THE SECRETARY OF State, 
ATLANTA, February 16, 1872. 
I, David G. Cotting, secretary of State of the State 
of Georgia, hereby certify the foregoing three pages 
of written matter contain a truecopy of the original 
preamble and resolutions on flein this office. i 
iven under my hand and seal of office. 5 

P DAVID G. COTTING, | 


Seeretary of State. 


! 
f 
i 
{| 
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Memorial to the Congress of the United States. 

By the foregoing preamble and resolutions the 
undersigned are appointed a joint committee, in 
behalf of the State of Georgia, to memorialize the 
Congress of the United States to provide by law for 
refunding the tax on raw cotton paid by the people 
of the cotton-producing States on raw cotton, under 
the revenue laws and Treasury regulations of the 
United States, As the tax paid prior to the 13th and 
24th of June, 1865, may be held to be justified by the 
exigencies of the then pending war between the 
States, your memorialists ask only the refunding of 
the moneys collected asa tax on raw cotton subse- 
quent to that time, that being the time when, by the 
proclamations of the President, all restrictions on 
trade throughout the several States of the Union 
were removed. N s i 

Ithas never been the practice, as it is not the ; 
policy of this or any other Government in time 
of poace, to impose excises upon the raw products 
of the soil. Agriculture is the source and founda- | 
tion of all national prosperity and power. It isthe | 
support of commerce, manufactures, and the arts, 
in all their diversified and multiform departments. 
When it languishes, national wealth wanes, and all 


wise stateamanship fosters and encourages, rather | 
than loads it with burdens. These are elementary | 
maxims of political economy, and always applica- | 
bleto the condition of nations, expecially in time 
How important their recognition, in ref- 


growing States, at the close of the late war, were | 
overwhelmed and impoverished, their lands and 
homes desolated, their productive capital sunk, | 
their labor subverted and destroyed by the victo- 
rious march of conquering armies, But in the face 
of misfortunes and calamities like these, evon after 
the proclamations of the President of the United 
States of the 13th and 2th of June, 1865, restoring 
trade toits wonted channols, thus announcing the 
return of penco, the cotton-tax law was enforced, 
until it drained tho people of the South of not less 
than sixty millions of treasure, In view of the ele- 
montary principles of political economy to which 
we havo referred, and tho ruined condition of the 
cotton-growing States at the close of the war, your 
memorialists submit that the measure which we ask 
appoils, with an urgency stronger than the language | 
of petitions, to the magnanimity and generosity of i 
Congress. E | 

But, in discharging the duty assigned us by the : 
General Assembly of Georgia, your memorialists 
may not acquit thomselves by a mero appeal to the 
liberality of Congress. If tho claim we urge be not | 
founded upon the prinoiplos of impartiality, equal- | 
ity, and constitutional obligation, itis but frank to | 
say that we should oxpect no favorable response. | 
Indeed, recognizing the truth that Congress ought 
not from mere generosity to dispense even to the 
distressed by drawing upon the Federal Treasury, 
they would submit in silence to the heavy taxation 
which has been laid upon their staple agricultural 
product. But they honestly believe, and we hazard 
nothing in saying, that the conviction pervades the 
entire people of the cotton-growing States that the 
law imposing a tax on raw cotton was partial and 
unequal in its operations and violative of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Not intending to discuss olaborately the inequality 
and unconstitutionality of the law under considera- 
tion; your memorialists submit a few brief illustra- | 

iong: + 

First, Was the tax partial and unequal? In reply 
to this question, it is sufficient to remind your hon- 
orable body that tho act under which it was laid 
imposed a tax upon no other agricultural product 
in its raw state. All grain crops—peas, beans, bar- 
ley, rye, oats, wheat, and wool—from which an 
immense annual revenue might have been realized, 
were left free from taxation, while raw cotton was 
burdened with an excise of not less than twelve per 
cent. ad valorem. How is it possible to escape the 
conviction of the partiality and inequality of such a 
law? Its onerousness was crushing. The revenue 
from this source Was enormous in amount, while it 
is conceded by all intelligent merchants and cotton 
planters that it fell exclusively upon the producer, 
instead of the consumer. 

Another illustration ofits partiality and inequal- 
ity is found in the fact that cotton is produced only 
in eleven States of the Union. In all the others it 
is absolutely prohibited by climaticlaws. Hence, it 
was emphatically a local tax. Itis true, tho language 
of the act imposes the tax upon “all cotton produced 
within the United States,” thus attempting to give 
it general application to all the States; but words 
eannot change facts. Although this phraseology 
would seem to make the law universal in its oper- 
ation all over the Union, yet the facts remain un- 
questionable that from the laws of soil and climate 
it was impossible for it to affect any but the cotton- 
growing States. = 

Second. Was it unconstitutional? It is respect- | 
fully submitted that-a tax which is partial and 
unequal i3 necessarily unconstitutional: for im- 
partiality and equality in all measures of congres- || 


: equality of citizens. 


sional legislation constitute the very soul and spirit 
of the Constitution. It is manifested in all those 
clauses which recognize the equality of the citizens 
of the United States. For example: the Constitu- 
tion declares, “that no title of nobility shall be 
granted by the United States,” and that ‘no State’ 
= To Ro a “shall grant any title of nobil- 


| ity.” (Art. I, see.9.) 'Ehus both the General and State 


Governments are prohibited from destroying the 
And it may bo added that this 
equality is fully recognized in the fourteenth and 
fitteenth amendments, which, though adopted since 
the passage of. the law under consideration, furnish 
strong evidence of the deep conviction that such 
was the spirit of the Constitution evon without them. 

Nor is the Constitution less explicit asto the equal- 
ity of the States. It declares that “the Senate of 
the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof,” 
(Art. I, sec. 3;) that “all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States,” 
(Art. I, sec. 8:) that, ‘no preference shall be given by 
any regulation ofcommerce orrevenue to the ports of 
one State over those of another,” (Art. I, sec. 9, clause 
6;) that “full faith and creditshall be given in each 
State to the public acts, records, and judicial pro- 
ceedings of every other State,” (Art. [V. sec. 1;) that 
“the United States shall guaranty to every State in 
the Union a republican form of government,” (Art. 
LV, sec. 4;) that ‘no State, withoutits consent, shall 
be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate,” (Art. 
V.) Hence, the citizens and States of the Union, being 
equal, they are entitled by the Constitution to be 
treated as equals in all measures of Federal legisla- 
tion. Acts that are partial in their operation; that 
impose burdens on a portion of the citizens or States 
to the exemption of others, are contrary to the very 
soul and spirit of the Constitution, It enjoins upon 
the legislative department,indeed upon every depart- 
ment of the Government, strict justice, impartiality, 
and equality in every actor measure that affects the 
citizens or States of the Union. Then, how stands 
this enormous tax on raw cotton tested by this high 
standard of constitutional réctitude—a tax that bears 
upon the cotton-grower to the exclusion of the pro- 
ducer of every other raw product of agriculture ; 
a tax that loads with crushing excises the staplo 
article of eleven States, and excuses from tribute 
the unmanufactured products of all the other States 
of the Union? se 

It is, however, not, alone from the spirit of the 
Constitution that the invalidity of the cotton tax is 
deduced; it is contrary to its letter. The Constitu- 
tion recognizes but two kinds of tax—direct and 
indirect. Indoed no otherkinds are known to polit- 
ical economy. A direct tax cannot be laid, except 
by the rule of apportionment, based on representa- 
tive population, (vide Art. I, sec. 9, clause 4.) Tho 
cotton tax was not intended by Congress to fall 
under this provision of the Constitution. For the 
terms of the act laying the tax’make no protension, 
it contains nothing that even looks to apportionment 
among the States according to Federal representa- 
tion. Nor was it intended as a “tax on articles 
exported from any State.” Hor, such a tax would 
have been palpably unconstitutional, (vide Art. I, 
sec. 9, clause 5.) Itin terms prohibits such a tax. 

,, It must, therefore, have been an indirect tax—an 

* excise ”—and can be justified, if at ail, under that 
provision of the Constitution which authorizes Con- 
gress `“ to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 
excises,” (Art. I, sec. 9, clause 4.) But the latter 
part of the same clause requires that “alil duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” Now, having shown that the 
cotton tax was partial and unequal, it would seem 
to follow as a logical sequence that it was not ‘“ uni- 
form throughout the Unitod States.” 

But your memorialists are not content to leave 
the question here, Its importance demands further 
consideration. The words * uniform throughout the 
United States’? by their very statement define what 
is meant by “uniform.” It is too plain to need ex- 
planation. It evidently means that all taxes, not 
direct, whether they be "duties, imposts, or excises,” 
shall fall justly, impartially, and equally upon all 
the citizens and States of the Union. It is doubt- 
ful, to say the least, whether the rule of uniformity 
ean be complied with, except upon the ad valorem 
principle; that is, by taxation upon property accord- 
ing to its value. How can a tax be said to be uniform 
which is lovied specifically upon a single article of 
agricultural production in its raw state to the ex- 
clusion of all others in a similar state? How can a 
tax be “uniform throughout the United States” 
which is laid upon an article that is produced in 
only eleven States of the Union? Suppose Congress 
should levy a tax on all ice gathered within the Uni- 
ted States, what would our brethren of Massachu- 
setts say? If a tax should be laid on all white pine 
lumber sawed in the United States, what would the 
State of Maine think of its uniformity ? The Con- 
stitution empowers Congress to establish ‘‘ uniform 
laws on tho subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States.” It is but reasonable to suppose that 
‘uniform ” in this place means the same thing that 

uniform ” does in the taxing clause. Naw, sup- 
pose Congress should pass a bankrupt law which 
should exempt in favor of the debtor all cotton 
grown by him forthe twelve months next. preceeding 
his app'ication for its benefit, would that be uniform 
throughout the United States? What would those 
States say in whieh no cotton is produced? Would 
it not be a discrimination against them and in favor 
of the cotton-growing States? N 

But the Supreme Court of the United States has 
settled the signification of: the term “uniform.” — 

The constitution of Wisconsin provides that ‘the 
rule of taxation shall be uniform, and taxes shall 
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be levied upon such property as the Legislature 
shall presoribe. i 

‘Fhe constitution of the State requires, as a rule, 
in levying taxes, that the valuation must be. uni- 
form, and in all cases alike or equal, operating alike 
upon all the taxable property throughout the terri- 
terial Jimits of the State or municipality within 
which the tax is to be raised ; and when ‘the Legis- 
lature prescribed a different rule the act is a depart- 
ure from the constitution, and therefore void. 

“The constitution has fixed one unbending and 


uniform rule of taxation for the State, and property || 


cannot be classed and taxed by different rules. 

“The provision of the constitution that taxes 
shall be levied upon such property as the Legisla- 
ture shall prescribe, does not sanction a discrimina- 
tion which provides for taxing a particular kind of 
property for the support of Government from that 

y which other property is taxed, for when the kind 
of property is preseribed the rule of taxation must 
pe uniform. All kinds of property must be taxed 
uniformly, or be absolutely exempt.” —Gilman vs. 
City of Sheboygan, (2 Black, 510.) 

This case came before the Supreme Court of the 
United States upon the following state of facts: the 
Legislature of Wisconsin passed an act authorizing 
the city of Sheboygan to levy a tax on all the real 
estate within the corporate limits, to aid the build- 
ing of railroads leading to the city. A bill was filed 
to enjoin the city from levying the tax, upon the 
ground that real estate alone was not a uniform tax 
within the meaning of the constitution of Wiscon- 
sin, already quoted; and that therefore the act of 
the Legislature was unconstitutional. 

The constitution of Wisconsin requires the rule 
of taxation to be uniform, and this means, accord- 
ing to the facts and decision in this case, that all 
kinds of property must be taxed alike, equally with 
other taxable property, and coextensive with the 
territory to which it applies; and that a tax for a 
special purpose upon the city of Sheboygan, and 
levied exclusively upon real property, was a dis- 
crimination in favor of personal property in con- 
flict with the constitution of the State. 

‘The constitution of Ohio contains a similar pro~ 
vision. In Gilman vs. City of Sheboygan, (before 
referred to,) the Supreme Court of the United States 
adopt, with strong approbation, the decision of the 
supreme court of Wisconsin in the case of Attorney 
General vs. the Winnebago Lake and Fox River 
Plank Road Company, (2 Wisconsin Rep,, 42,) which 
quotes and approves, (and the Supreme Court of the 

nited Statesindorses the approval) The Exchange 
Bank of Columbus vs. Hines, (30. S. Rep.) In this 
caso the supreme court of Ohio says, as quoted in 2 


Black: ‘Taxing is required to be by a uniform 
rule.”  # #3  #  “Uniformityin taxing 
implies equality in the burden of taxation.” | * | 

$ 7 ‘But thisis not all. The uniformity 


must be coextensive with the territory to which it 
applies: i # = * œ  " Buttheuniformity 
o! tue rule required by the constitution does not 
stop here. 
taxation, so that all property may be taxed alike, 
equally, which is taxing by a uniform rule.” The 
Supreme Court of the United States adds: 

‘We forbear to examine the soundness of the con- 
clusions of the supreme court of Wisconsin. They 
need no support at our hands, We could add noth- 
ing to what they have so well said in vindication of 
their views. Such a discussion would incumber this 
opinion without throwing any new light upon the 
subject.” i ù 

In the light of these authoritics your memorialists 
are unable to perceive how it can be insisted that 
the cotton tax was “uniform throughout the United 
States.” For it is destitute of every element of uni- 
formity so particularly enumerated by the supreme 
court of Ohio, and which isso emphatically indorsed 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in their 
unqualified approval of the decision of the supreme 
court of Wisconsin. 

Without further argument your memorialists 
submit the subject to the enlightened judgment 
of Congress. E. F. GE, 

W. L. HILLY ER, 
W.P. JOHNSON, | 
For House of Representatives. 
. GEORGE HILLYER, 
W. L. CLARK, 
For the Senate. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE PROPERTY, PLYMOUTH. 
Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, intro- 


It must extend to all property subject to 


duced a bill (H. R. No. 1771) authorizing the | 


Secretary of the Treasury to sell the custom- 
house property at Plymouth, North Carolina ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that this bill be put on 
its passage now. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to cause to be sold at 
public auction in the town of Plymouth, North 
Carolina, to the highest bidder, the custom- 
house property in that town. 

Mr. COBB. I send to the desk, and ask the 
Clerk to read, a letter on this subject from the 
Seeretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury PEPARTMENT, 
Wasnincron, D. C., February 28, 1872. 

Sir: In-reply to yours of the 27th instant, in regard 

to the propriety of selling the old custom-house 


I 
H 


property at Plymouth, North Carolina, I have to 
say that the Department has heretofore recom- 
mended the sale of this property, as will be seen by 
reference to the reports of the supervising architect 
containéd in the finance reports for the years 1863, 
1869, 1870, and 1871, and it sees no reason to change 
its views at this time. The building is reported as 
being badly damaged and in danger of falling, and 
as the site will probably not be required for Gov- 
ernment purposes, it appears to me advisable that 
it should be sold at an early day. 


Very respectfully, 
EOQ. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. C. L. Conn, House of Representatives. 


Mr. FLINKELNBURG. I think that this 
bill ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair construes that 
as an objection to the consideration of the bill 
at the present time. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I do not object to 
the bill; I merely make a motion that it be 
referred. 

Mr. COBB. A similar bill is now before 
the Committee on Commerce of the House. I 
am willing that this should go to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 


ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of the unfinished business of 
yesterday, the bill (S. No. 565) to extend the 
time to the State of Wisconsin to complete a 
road from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 
The pending question is on ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J nowask unanimous con- 
sent that an hour's debate be allowed on this 
bill. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. As a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands, I ask that a letter 
which is now upon the files of that committee 
and which has not been read, may be read an 
printed in the Globe. 

_The SPEAKER. If there be no objec- 


tion——_ : 
_ Mr. RUSK. I object; 1 do not know what 


1t 1s. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It is a letter from the 
files of the committee, and relates to this 
business. It is trom a public officer. 

Mr. SAWYER. How old a letter? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let it be read. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. [ object to anything in 
the nature of debate. If we are to filibuster 
all day, let us begin early. 

Mr. COX. Gentlemen can stop filibuster- 
ing by allowing the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] to be 


offered. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I do not care how much 
you filibuster; but I do not want debate 
opened again. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorienp] objecting, the 
letter cannot be read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not think any 
gentleman will object to the reading of this 
letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. - 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I object to anything in 
the nature of debate, unless the question is 
open to be debated by everybody. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This document is not 
debate. Itis a part of the public record of 
the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
from a number of laboring men. 
be allowed to be read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to know ifany- 
body objects to the reading of this letter from 
the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorrenp ] objects. 

Mr.STEVENSON. Then Task that it may 
be printed in the Globe. 

Objection was made. 


I have a communication 
I askit may 


i| mous consent, of course. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have s communication - 
which I ask may be read at the Clerk’s desk, 
Mr. RUSK. I object. : : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask that this letter 
of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office may be ordered to be printed as a public 
document. 


The SPEAKER. That will require. unani- 


Mr. STEVENSON. I suppose nobody will 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Ig ‘there objection to 
allowing the letter which the gentleman from 
Ohio holds in his hand to be printed? 

Mr. RUSK.. I object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then the gentleman 
objects to the truth appearing. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The pending question is 

on ordening this bill to be read a third time. 
_ Mr. COX. Iriseto make a parliamentary 
inquiry, At what time would it be in orderi , 
for me to present a protest from members on 
both sides of the House against the passage 
of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not know 
at what time within the rule it would bein 
i order for the gentleman to take the proceed- 
ing he has indicated. There is no time at 
which it would be in order except by unani- 
mous consent. The House has ordered the 
main question to be put, and that main ques- 
tion is, ‘“ Shall the bill be read a third time?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. DoJ understand that no 
time at all is to be allowed for the discussion of 
this bill? As I receive no response to the ques- 
tion, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
I feel bound to make that motion if no oppor- 
tunity of discussing so important a measure is 
allowed. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes thirty-nine. 

Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 

Ir. DUKE. I move io reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered. 
i believe I voted with the majority on that vote. 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to lay that motion 
i on the table. 
Mr. HOLMAN. And on that motion I call 


for the yeas and nays. Er 

Mr. DUKE. I understand now that I am 
not recorded as having voted at all when the 
main question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal does not 
show that the gentleman voted. He is there- 
fore not entitled to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. ELY. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
‘York [Mr. Ery] is not recorded as having 


voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ery] did not vote at all, is he not 
entitled to make the motion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. He is not. It is onlyone 


ij who voted with the majority who can move to 


reconsider. An absentee has not that privilege. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If time is not to be allowed 
for debate, I again move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Has not that motion beeu 
just made and lost? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was witb- 
drawn before the negative vote was taken. | 

The question being put on the motion to 
i adjourn, there were—ayes 34, noes 675.00 
quorum voting. ese 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quoram having voted, 
I demand further count. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order tell- 
ers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. Hormax, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. SCOFIELD: 

Mr. HANKS. I believe E voted in the 
affirmative on the vote ordering the main 
question. I move to reconsider that vote. 


The SPEAKER. The motidn is notin order 
| while the House is dividing. 
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Mr, HOLMAN, I withdraw the motion to 


adjourn. 20. D 

Mr. HANKS. I now move to reconsider 
the-vote. ordering the main question on this 
bil” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas, (Mr. Hanxs,] who is recorded as bav- 
ing voted with the majority on the vote order- 
ing the main question, moves to reconsider 
that vote. i , 

‘Mr. RUSK. J move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. : 

The question being put on the motion of 
Mr. Rusk, there were—ayes 67, noes 60. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes thirty-seven. : : 

So (the afirmative being more than one fifth 
of the 
. Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 

mentary. inquiry. If reconsideration takes 
place, will the bill be subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The motion pending is 
to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If thatisvoted down, and 
reconsideration is ordered, willthe bill then 
be open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman knows 
as well as the Chair that it will. i 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 83, nays 97, not voting 
60 ; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Ames, Archer, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, 
Boles, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crockor. Darrall, Dawes, 
Donnan, Du Bose, Duell, Dunnell, Lawes, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Wilder D. Koster, Erye, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Halo, Halsey, Harper, Georgo E. 
Harris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Lamport, Lynch, McClelland, 
-MeOrary, McHenry, McJunkin, Mitchell, Orr, Pal- 
mer, Isane C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peree, Bli 
“Perry, Poters, Platt, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sco- 

eld, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, 
Moss, Snapp, Snydor, Stoughton, Sutherland, Sy- 
pher, Taffo, Washington ‘Lownsend, Tuthill, 'Ewich- 
oll, Waldron, Wallace, Warron, Wheeler, and Wil- 

linms of Now York—83, 

NAYS—~Moasrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Barnum, Beatty, Boll. Biggs, Bird, James Brooks, 
Butlinton, Burchard, Rodorick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carroll, Coburn, Conner, Cox, Crebs, 
OCritcher, Crogsland, Duko, Ely, Pinkelnbure, For- 
kor, Oharies Foster, Henry D., Foster, Garrett, Getz, 
Golladay, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, John 
i Hawloy, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, 


T. Harris, I 
Holman, Kolley, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McUormick, MeGrew, 
Melntyre, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monros, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, 
Price, Prindle, Read, John M. Rico, Ellis- H. Rob- 
erts, Wiiliam R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Ses- 
sions, Bhanks, Shoomaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speor, 
Spraguo, Starkweather, Stevenson, Strong, Terry, 
Lurner, Tyner, Upson, Van Tramp, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waddell, Walden, Whiteley, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, Win- 
chester, Wood. und Young—97. 
-NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bingham, Jamas G. Blair, 
3urdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Wil- 
liam T, Clark, Cobb, Coghlan, Crocly, Davis, Do 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Elliott, Griffith, Ialdeman, 
Hambleton, Jobu W. Hazelton, Herndon, Kellogg, 
King, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Lowo, Marshall, 
Maynard, MoKeo, Merrick, Benjamin E. Moyers, 
oore, Morey, Morgan. Morphis, Negley, Hosea 
W. Parker, Aaron E, Porry, Poland, Porter, Potter, 
Rainey, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Rogers, 
Shellabarger, Shobor, Worthington C. Smith, Ste- 
vons, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Wakeman, Walls, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, and Willard—60, 


So the House refused to lay the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered upon the table. 

The question recurred upon the motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sawyun and 
Mr. Baryon were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 68, noes 62.- ! 

Mr. PETERS called for the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. Pending the demand for the 
yeas and nays, I ask unanimous consent for 


ast vote) the yeas and nays were ordered. |} 


I 


| Committee on the Public Lands? 


the reading of the letter which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr.Srrevexson ] asked to have read. | 


| in the affirmaitve—yeas 103, nays 81, not voting 


i Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sher- | 
| Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Stoughton, Sutherland, Taffe, 


i Wheeler, 
EV 
| Benjamin F. Butler, Freeman Clarke, William 'T. | 


į ordering the bill to be read a third time, and 


Mr. COX. I object to any debate; and the 
reading of letters isdebate. The time forcom- 
promise about this bill has passed. . 

The question was taken; and it wasdecided | 


56; as follows: 


YEHAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, l 
Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, Buffinton, Burchard, Roderick R. 
Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Coburn, Cogh- 
lan, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, uke, Eames, 
Ely, Finkelmburg, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry 
D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Halde- 
man, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, 
Jobn T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Heretord, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, MeClel- 
land, McGrew, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Benja- 
min E. Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Pendleton, Price, Prindle, Read, John M. 
Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Roose- 
volt, Sessions, Shanks. Shellabarger, Shoemaker, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Strong, 
terry, Dwight Townsend, Tyner, Upson, Van 
Tramp, Vaughan, Voorhees, Walden, Whiteley, 
Williams of Indians, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—103. 

NAYS— Messrs, Ames. Archer, Averill, Banks, | 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bighy, Austin 
Blair, Boles, Bright. George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crockor, Dawes, Donnan, 
DuBose, Duell, Dunnell, Eldredge, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Hale, 
George J3. Tlarris, Havens, Gerry W. Iazelton, 


iloar, flooper, Houghton, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, 
McCormick, McCrary, McHenry, McJankin, Mer- 
riam, Mitchell, Loonard Myers, Orr, Isaac C. Par- į 
ker, Peck, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Rainey, Rusk, | 


wood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman | 


Washington Townsend, Turner, ‘futhill, ‘wichell, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Waldron, Waliace, Warren, 
ae Williams of New York—-$1 


NO’ NG-—-Messrs. James Brooks, Burdett, | 


Clarke, Cobb, Conner, Creely, Darrall, Davis, Do 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Eliott, Griffith, Halsey, Ham- 
bleton, John W. Hazelton, Mill, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Lausing, Loach, Marshall, Maynard, Mc- 
intyre. McKee, Morrick, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, j 
Negley, Palmor, Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Aaron F. 
Perry, Poland, Porter, Potter, Randall, Edward Y. 
Rico, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Worthington C. 
Smith, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher 
Thomas, Walls, Wells, Whitthorne, Willard, and 
Young—56. 

So the vote by which the main question was 
ordered on the third reading of the bill was 
reconsidered, 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 


the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Hays] is 
entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. HANKS, I yield ten minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Cox. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not want 
to interrupt the business on this bill provided 
it will close very soon, but I am exceedingly 
anxious to go on with the consideration of the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. IT hope this time will not 
be taken out of the hour. 

The SPEAKER. It will be if the gentle- 
man yields for this purpose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] if he will 
not be willing to yield for the purpose of going 
into Committee of the Whole on the deficiency 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Arkansas, 
{Mr. Hawxs,] by whose courtesy! hold the 
floor, insists that I shall not yield. . 

Mr. HANKS. Of course I object to yield- ; 
ing if itis to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course no i 
rights will be lost in regard to this bill by going 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman con- | 
sent that this bill shall be committed to the 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


I have no con- 
trol of the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Iask the gentleman from | 


{ 


New York [Mr. Cox]-to yield to me to make | 
a motion to commit this bill to the Committee | 
on the Public Lands. | 

Mr. COX. I have no objection myself. 


Mr, HOLMAN. I move to commit this 


bill to the Committee on the Public Lands 
with instructions to so amend the bill as that 
it shall grant to the State of Wisconsin all of 
the land specified in the bill, which would in- 
ure tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
under existing laws by any location of the 
said North Pacific road authorized by existing 
laws, if this grant or extension’ was not made 
to said State, and limit the grant to the lands 
which in the absence of such legislation would 
by fair interpretation of existing laws inure to 
the benefit of the North Pacific road. 

Mr. HAY. How is this proposition before 
the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] to yield to me to make 
the motion I have indicated. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas, [Mr. Hayxs, ] who moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was 
ordered, which motion was agreed to, became, 
under the rales, entitled to the floor for one 
hour. He yielded for ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] and by hig 
silence the Chair supposes’ he yields to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houmay.] 

Mr. COX, Ihave no objeetion to the motion 
to commit being entered. 

The SPEAKER. That rests with the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Hawks, ] who con- 
trols the floor. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] consent that the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands shail be allowed to report 
on this bill at any time? The Legislatute of 
Wisconsin is now in session. 

Mr. COX. I object to that. I understand 
that the motion of my friend from Indiana 
(Mr. Hormax] for recommitting this bill with 
instructions is now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The proper form in which 
to present the motion is to move to refer. 
The bill has never been before a committee 
of this House; it was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, being a Senate bill. 

Mr. COX. I understand it to be a Senate 
bill. I want it referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. That is understood to be 
the pending motion, the gentleman from Ark- 
ansan [Mr. Hanxs] yielding to allow it to be 
made. ; 

Mr. COX. Ido not know that the gentle- 
men in opposition to this bill bave any apology 
to make for the proceedings of yesterday. The 
result thus far to-day justifies all that was 
done yesterday. I do not think gentlemen in 
favor of this bill have any right to complain 
of filibustering, for they gave evidence of 
some intention to do the same thing when we 
seemed about to be successful in the reversal 
of our action of yesterday. 

This bill has been twice defeated by Con- 
gress after full debate. We did hope and 
expect that gentlemen on the other side, at 
least after their statements in reference to 
the Northern Pacific road, would give us an 
opportunity by amendment and argument to 
remove their objections to our objections 
growing out of the Northern Pacific railroad 
and its relations to the public lands in Wis- 
consin. J understand that the letter of the 
Commissioner of Public Lands, referred to by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srevenson]— 
which will be read when he comes to make 
his remarks—states that the Northern Pacific 
railroad will get their lands all the same, even 
if this bill passes. They will get, if not lands 
on the precise line of this road, lands further 
west, according to the line and progress of 
the construction of their road. So that we 
cannot by any action here do any service or- 
disservice to the Northern Pacifi¢ road. Our 
legislation should be regardless of all rail- 
roads and their interests. We may do ser- 
vice to the public by rejecting this bill, and 
we do not design, nor will we help or hurt the 
Northern Pacific road by passing it. 

Inever.voted in Congress for any of the 
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railroad grants. Perhaps I and my friend from 
Indiana (Mr. Houman] are singular in this 
respect. We have been here from the origin 
of this bad system. I do not complain that 
my honorable friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BiprepGe| should be earnest and anxious 
about this road in his own State. - He is doubt- 
less a faithful representative of his State, and 
he looks with vigilance after its local interests. 
But I do complain somewhat that my honor- 
able friend from Kentucky (Mr. Buck] should 
have read a lesson to the Democratic party 
here growing out of a vote in June, 1868. I 
was not here at that time, and am not respons- 
ible for that vote. It was a vote in which, as 
he claimed, there were’ only eight Democrats 
against the extension of the grant to the 
Northern Pacific railroad. 1 do not know 
how this may be, but I do know that the 
record will show that a large majority of the 
votes against these schemes in past Congresses 
have been Democratic. The party is irrevo- 
cably committed against them. 

I do not care for myself how Democrats 
have voted on that or any other proposition 
connected with the public lands. Ihave voted 
from the beginning of my service here to give 
lands to actual settlers, and never for giving 
them away for other purposes. I! believed 
that there should be no monopoly of the public 
lands; that they are the patrimony of the peo- 
ple; that the people, and especially the labor- 
ing people, are entitled to the benefits of the 
public domain, I might argue here, as was 
done by an honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Crittenden, some years ago, that 
our public credit demands that our public 
lands shall be held sacred. Theyare the basis 
in one respect of our bonds and our credit. 
Bat I have not time to go into an argument on 
that subject. 

There is one main point in relation to this 
question, and upon which my friend from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Horman] was not allowed even one 
word by the gentlemen on the other side. It 
is this: that beyond doubt the land granted in 
1856 to this road, after ten-years’ failure to 
take it under the grant, reverted tothe United 
States. ‘* Reverted ;’? turned back to the Uni- 
ted States. This is the very language of the 
law. Itis ours absolutely, and this isa new 
grant in fact and form. If this grant be now 
renewed, an indemnity, if asked by the North- 
ern Pacific railroad, must be given in the form 
of other lands further west in lieu of the grant 
to the Wisconsin road contemplated by this 
pill. Who doubts this? 

On this subject of grants of the public 
lands there has been a constant and whole- 
some growth of public. opinion. It has been 
uniformly against such measures. Gentle- 
men on both sides of the House know very 
well that whereas land grants used to be made 
here not oaly to States but to corporations by 
considerable majorities, the public sentiment 
is now strong the other way. 

The State of California, which has suffered 
grievously, almost to bankruptcy, especially in 
some counties, has sent here a joint resolution 
of its Legislature, reciting the platform of both 
parties, Republican and Democratic, against 
this. land-grant policy, and instructing their 
Representatives to vote againsi all such meas- 
ures. This resolution was passed December 
20,1871. It reads as follows: 


“Whereas the two great political parties of the | 


State of California did pledge their representatives 


in the State Legislature to a reform in the laws of | 


landed tenures in the following resolutions passed 
at their State conventions held in the city of Sacra- 
mento. Democratic convention, held June 21, 1871, 
thirteenth article of the platform of resolutions says: 
‘That public lands yet left to the United States and 
the State of California should be disposed of only to 
actual settlers in Hmited quantities and on the most 
favorable terms, and the laws, both State and Fed- 
eral, should be so framed as to insure this rosult so 
vital to afree people.’ Republican convention, held 
June Bth, fourth article of the platform says: “That 
the concentration of landed property of the country 
in the possession and ownership of the few to the 
exclusion of the many, is in contravention of the 
theory of American government, subversive of the 


rights, liberties, and happiness of the masses of the 
people, and,. if permitted, would inevitably term- 
inate in the speedy establishment of an aristocracy 
upon the ruins of our free institutions; and we are 
in favor of such legislation, both by the nation and 
State, as shall secure a just, and equal distribution 
of the public lands remaining to them respectively 
to actual settlers and proprietors in small quantities, 
at the lowest reasonable prices, and for homestead 
purposes only ;’. Therefore, 

Resolved by the Assembly, (the Senate concurring,) 
That our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
be requested to use their influence to secure the pas- 
sage of an act which shall accomplish the following 
results in the distribution of our public lands: 
first, a repeal of all laws allowing the sale of the 
public domain, tho lands to be given to actual set- 
tlers in such quantities as they can cultivate; sec- 
ond, a restoration to the public domain of all lands 


now reserved for railroad purposes not actually pat- | 


ented, compensation in money being made for incho- 
ate rights to railroad companies when necessary ; 
third, and we especially request that the influence 


of our delegation in Congress be oxtended to pre- | 


yent any further absorption of the public domain 
into the hands of a few men, the nation to hold the 
samo in trust for those who actually occupy, or de- 
sire to do so, in such quantities as they can settle 
upon and cultivate: Provided, That the condition 
upon which the land shall be occupied shall be cul- 
tivation in such a manner as shall preserve the land 
from decay; and also that the occupier shall not 
have the power to sell or will any said land to any 
person who is the occupier or owner of other lands 
which he intends to keep, nor to one who does not 
intend to settle upon and cultivate the same.’’ 

Why should California, so helped by the 
Central Pacific railroad, be so very antagonistic 
to such uses of the public land? I will tell 
you one fact I learned there last summer. It 
costs more to carry goods from the sierras to 
San Francisco by railroad now than it used to 
by the wagon in days gone by. 

In Indiana and Ohio the platforms of both 
parties, and I think in New York also, at least 
the Democratic party, have pronounced against 
any such grants of the public domain. West 
Virginia has made a similar expression of sen- 
timent. ; ; 

This is the current of public feeling irre- 
spective of party, as expressed from both 
press and forum. The members of Congress 
who are recreant to this popular sentiment on 
this question will hear not only from the peo- 
ple in general, but especially from the work- 
ingmen of this country, who are now organ- 
ized by hundreds of thousands. Their most 
special concern, as unmistakably indicated, is 
against the spoliation of the people’s property 
in the interest of individuals and of these 
aggrandizing monopolists. ` 

Asan index of the public sentiment, I call 
attention to the resolution adopted by the re- 
cent labor convention at Columbus, Ohio. It 
shows that the hundreds of thousands of the 
workingmen, who are greater than all politi- 
cians, as the creator is above the creature, are 
now entering their emphatic protest, not only 
against the monopoly of capital, but against 
this abuse of the legislative power of Con- 
gress. The resolution says: 

“The lands of tho United States belong to the 
people, and should not be granted to individuals or 
corporations, but held for the henefit of landless 
settlers in amounts not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty aeres.” 

The influences on the public mind against 
these railroad grants have been greatly inten- 
sified by the unrivaled extent of the grants 
made. ‘The following extract from the Nation, 
of December 22, 1870, illustrates better than 
my rhetoric what I mean: 

“The total extent of lands positively given away 
by the people of the United States, principally to 
railroad corporations, up to the end of 1869, amount- 
ed toone hundred and eighty-six million acres, a 
territory as large as that of Great Britain and France 
combined, while the last session of Congress enter- 
tained applications for and partially granted a fur- 
ther amount of one hundred and ninety million 
acres, exceeding the combined area of Spain, Italy, 
and Switzerland, and is now preparing to receive 
applications for as much more. The land actually 
granted is four timesaslarge asthe wholeof New Eng- 
land, twice as large as all the central Atlantic States 
combined, including Ohio, and half as large again 
as the five southern Atlantic States, or as the five 
central southern States, or as the five great western 
States of Illinois, Indiana, Lowa, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan united, All ordinary means of. estimat- 
ing size and value fail before these stupendous 
amounts. Yet this is only what has been irrevoc- 


ablygiven, The grants now under more or lessfavor- | 


i 


able consideration by Congress would: double'thom, 
and the grants asked for, but not yet considered, 
would more than treble them. , Itis no wonder that 
public opinion halts at the idea of giving away 
to private individuals a territory as big ag half of 
Europe.” Les 

Itis this inordinate waste and squander of 
our domain that calls for even extraordinary 
proceedings to defeat such measures. ` 

I hold in. my hand, Mr. Speaker, a protest 
which was not fully signed, which I prepared 
for signature, but which from the recent vote 
I think would have. been signed by a large 
minority of this House, almost a majority, and 
which it was intended to file if this bill had been 


! forced through the House in the manner first 


attempted. Iwill read the language of that pro- 


i| test as a synopsis of what I would say against 


this bill: : 


We, theundersigned, members of the Forty-Second 
Congress, protest against the passage of the Senate 
bill No. 565, entitled “An act to extend the time for 
the Stato of Wisconsin to complete a road from Lake 
St. Croix to Lake Superior, for the following reasons : 
_ First. The mode by which the bill has been passed 
is a violation of the public sentiment we represent, 
in this: that adequate debate was not allowed to tho 
opponents of the bill, while those in favor of it were 
allowed full debate. 


Happily, sir, there is no reason now for that 
objection. 


“2, That an amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN, 
of Indiana, designed to obviate the alleged monop~ 
oly of the Northern Pacific road, was not allowed to 
be offered or voted upon.” i 

No thanks to the gentlemen who are man- 
aging this bill for that, but thanks to the return- 
ing good sense of the House alone: 

“3. That this House has heretofore voted against 
the passage of this bill ora bill similar thereto after 
full debate, 

“4. That tho platforms of such States as Califor- 
nie, New York, Indiana, Ohio, and many other 
States, irrespective of parties, the resolutions of 
various State Legislatures, as well as the action of 
the labor conventions, in unequivocal languago in- 
struct us that the public lands undisposed of should. be 
disposed of only to actual settlors; and these expres- 
sions constitute a most emphatic and earnest pro- 
test from the people of this country against tho 
further disposition of the public lands for individual 
greed and corporate agerandizement. 

“5, That thealmost fabulous magnitude of the gifts 
already made to individuals and corporations not 
only withdraws the means of the people from bene- 
ficial industry by which individuals derivo extrava- 
gant gains, but they are a practical confiscation of 
the patrimony of the people; and in every light in 
which this species of legislation can be viewed is 
unrepublican, undemocratic, and corrupting. T 

‘6. That the laboring men of this country, many 
thousands in number, have appealed to Congress 
against this legislation in the following terms: * Wo 
urge our appeal on theground of simple justice to our 
children and to the emigrants now secking our shores, 
fleeing from the very monopoly oflands so alarmingly 
threatening our Republic by the enormous absorp- 
tion of the public domain by giant corporations and 
private monopolists, Weurge our appeal as a meas- 
ure of justice to the whole American people, asarich 
legacy in trust by our generation for those to come 
after ws, never‘to be alienated. Weurge-our appeal 
finally as one deeply affecting the morals and well- 
being of our people, in that these giant corporations 
have become the allies of stock gamblers in turning 
our public domain (the heritage of all) into one vast 
national gambling arena.’ ” 


That was the protest which we should have 
entered. I believe the people would have 
indorsed and justified such an extraordinary 
piece of legislation as a protest. At least the 
laboring people of the country show they would 
have indorsed it. By their recent nomination 
of Judge Davis, and perhaps from other nom- 
inations hereafter to be made, the people 
will have their word on this topic. Even the 
President of the United States himself, vho 
always signs this species of bills, has been 
compelled by public opinion to indorse the 
sentiment of this protest. For, in his aunual 
message, General Grant himself, for the: in- 
struction of the Republican, if not of the Dem- 
ocratic side of the House, has saldi: eii n < 

“J renew my recommendation that thé, public 
lands be regarded asa heritage to our children; to 
be disposed of only as required for eceupation and 
to actual settlers. Those already granted””-—— 

[Here the hammer fell.J i , ; 

Mr. COX. I should: like to finish this élé~ 


gant extract. `. ? 
Mr. HAY. I object to the gentleman's pró- 
ceeding, He occupies a great deal of the time 


of the House. ae 


THE: CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February: 29; 


. The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Ark- 
: ansas. [Mr. Hanxs] has the disposal of the 

floor, and yielded to the gentleman from New 

York; [ Mr. Cox. ] À 

Mr.. HAY. The gentleman claims the in- 

. dulgence of this House beyond the time which 
was allowed to him, and I object. 

~The SPEAKER... The gentleman from Ark- 
angas yielded ten minutes to the gentleman 
from.New York. The gentleman from New 
York, has had rather a more liberal allowance, 
but-it is for the gentleman from Arkansas to 
say whether he yields further. 

Mr, HANKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] whatever time he 
requires to finish his remarks. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas yields indefinitely to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COX. Iam very much indebted to my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hay] on the other 
side of the House. I will remember it very 
much. I was about to conclude the sensible 
remarks of the Executive in his message. I 
do. not. know if the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Har] is disposed to obey the instruction 
therein contained : 

“Those already granted havo been in great part 
disposed ofin such à way as to secure access to the 
palanoe by the hardy settler who mey wish to avail 

imself of them, but caution should be exercised 
oven in attaining so desirable an object.” 

Therefore, Mr, Speaker, in conclusion, if you 
please, we have not only the public sentiment 
of the working men, not only the publie senti- 
ment of both parties, not only the sentiment 
expressed by Legislatures against this spolia- 
tlon of our public domain; but we have the 
recommendation of the chief Executive, for 
all that it is worth, against this species of 
legislation; and for one, sir, with the dis- 
tinguished aid of my friend from Indiana, 
[Mr. Houmay,] Iam proud to have been in 
the dilatory work of yesterday, and I am read 
to do the like so long as I kave strength an 
g0 long as these bills come before Congress, 
and in doing so I know I act in the interest 
of all the people irrespective of party. 

I thank my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
Hanxs] for his kindness and courtesy. 

Mr. HANKS, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Srevenson] ten minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I send 
to the Clerk's desk to bo read » letter on this 
subject from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, which comes from the files of the 
House Committee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

f i GENERAL LAND Orricn, 

Wasunineron, D.C., February 23, 1872. 

Sın: In reply to your oral inquiry of tho 2ist 
instant, I express the opinion that, by the terms of 
the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, that corporation would be entitled to receive 
indemnity lands for the lands covered by the with- 
drawal for the oxpired grant for tho St, Croix and 

ake Superior railroad of Wisconsin, should Con- 
gress revive and renew this latter grant; and if such 
indemnity could not be obtained within the defi- 
gienoy limits, in the. State of Wisconsin, then the 
Northern Pacific company would be entitled to 
select tho lands within such deficiency limits along 
other portions of their lino further west; always, 

owever, taking care not to make their selections 
beyond the thon constructed portion of their rogd. 
am, sir, very respectfully, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. J. H. Kercuam, House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEVENSON, The House so far has 
proceeded on an erroncous impression that 
the lands given to this road are not given from 
the public domain, but from another railroad 
company. That letter was on file with the 
iCommittee on Public Lands, showing the con- 
ltrary. It was that letter which I sought on three 
different occasions to have read or printed, 
and I was met by objections to every prop- 
‘osition. I do not impugn the motives of any 
one, but I must say that itis most extraordin- 
ary thata material official document should 
be so persistently suppressed. 

Mr. Speaker, this letter shows that we do 
not save any lands from the Northern Pacific | 


railroad by granting. them to another railroad. 
It is merely a transfer of acres as between the 
two companies, and every acre which we give 
to this company, which would otherwise go to 
the Northern Pacific railroad, will be merely 
moving the Northern Pacific claims farther 
west to find other acres to make up the 
amount to which they are entitled. 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Not now. The gen- 
tleman is not entitled to much favor from me. 

This bill does increase the grant of lands to 
railroad companies. Gentlemen may say that 
the Northern Pacific railroad is driven to lands 
of less value. We have heard that theory ad- 
vanced time and again. Whenever a railroad 
company wants lands they are of no value, 
but when you propose to take the lands from 
them, or limit their control of them, then their 
lands are as ‘‘the apple of the eye.” We are 
told they are to be given to actual settlers, but 
gentlemen forget the timber lands, the most 
valuable of all, are not given to actual settlers. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question ? 

Ir. STEVENSON. The gentleman can 
have his time when I am through. 

I know gentlemen say that the timber lands 
are of very little worth. Mr. Speaker, our pol- 
icy is peculiar. We give these timber lands to 
monopolies as worthless, and then make an- 
other monopoly in lumber by prohibitive tariff 
rates to make the timber lands valuable to 
those monopolies. But where are we to stop 
in this matter? The people demand that we 
shall stop now. The people are almost unani- 
mous on this question of granting away the 
public domain. They have instructed us with- 
out regard to party. Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats, Labor Reform and New Departure, 
Liberal Republican and all, favor this plat- 
form, and seek to save the public lands. No 
party can get off that platform, no party, not 
even the Democratic party, can burrow below 
it. No reformer can overleap it. 

Sir, we have given uway the public domain 
until, as shown by this map, [exhibiting a 
map,] in many parts of the Union the land 
grants to railroads cover the faces of the 
States. Look at the map of Iowa, for in- 
stance. It is all stripes without any stars. If 
this business goes on much longer they must 
enlarge the map to make room forlines. We 
have granted so much of the lands to lowa and 
Minnesota that there is scarcely room left for 
settlers to stand on outside the limits of rail- 
way monopolies. 

Mr. RUSK. 
that map. > 

Mr. STEVENSON. Wehave already granted 
lands to Wisconsin covering the general line 
upon which the railroad has been built between 
the same general points which this road seeks 
to reach. All these colored parts [referring 
to the map] are grants. And now they pro- 
pose to make another grant to another line 
running practically to the same points, I know 
there is some rivalry between Duluth and Su- 
perior City. But whoever goes to Duluth can 
easily go thence to Superior City, and whoever 
goes to Superior City may as easily pass over 
to Duluth. There is probably not twenty miles’ 
space between the land grants to these two 

ines. 

We have already made enormous grants of 
the publie lands. The people in voices of 
thunder demand that we shall stop. And if 
gentlemen will not stop, in obedience to their 
demands, I believe, as I trust, that the people 
will at the next opportunity make them stop. 


Wisconsin is not shown on 


for the opinions of their constituents. Ihave 
heard men-say, “Oh, my constituents instruct 
me; I would rather they had not. I believe 
that my constituents are right. They do not 
need to instruct me; Lagree with them, and 
we work harmoniously together on this ques- 
| tion. 


I do not sympathize with those who apologize ! 


a 


pannan 


What is the condition of this business before 
Congress? There are pending before this Con- 
gress, in the: two Houses, fifty-six bills which 
upon a careful calculation that has been 
made propose to grant away two hundred 
million acres more. An area equal—let. the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brox] hear 
me—to the States of Kentucky, Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois is proposed. to be granted by 
this Congress. All those great States com- 
bined contain an area of less than two hundred 
million acres; and those gentlemen who are 
pressing these propositions do not abate their 
demands in the least. I can say from my own 
knowledge and experience that the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands of this House, of which I 
am a member, is beset and besieged —— 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Lhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
more. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let the gentleman go on. 

Mr. HANKS. I will yield to the gentleman 
further to complete his remarks. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Committee on 
Public Lands is beset and besieged by those 
urging these grants. Our time is taken up 
daily and weekly in hearing arguments from 
monopolists and their attorneys, who talk to 
us by the hour in- favor of the extension of 
their grants, for relief from all conditions 
which in any way limit their powers, and for 
the making of new grants, and when these 
monopolists are not in our committee-room 
they are at our door, and if the door be left 
ajar they overhear our consultations. And 
while this is the condition of business, pressed 
upon us by monopolists, we have bill after bill 
and petition after petition from settlers in the 
great West, and from soldiers and people all 
over the country; the settlers asking relief 
against these very monopolies; the people 
and the soldiers asking that the public domain 
be reserved for them. We have no time to 
hear settler, citizen, or soldier. The House 
has no time to hear them. But bills come 
over from the Senate and are piled upon the 
Speaker's table, and are taken up in an irreg- 
ular manner and crowded through this House 
under whip and ‘spur, repressing debate and 
rejecting amendments without adequate argu- 
ment, even suppressing official documents, 

I for one am bound to my constituents, as 
by my well-settled opinions, to stand in the 
way of this movement, to stay here in my 
place and to let no other duty draw me away 
from it until this tide of monopoly be checked. 

Mr. HANKS. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hay] for five minutes. 

Mr. HAY. I feel, like the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srevensoy,] that it 
is the duty of every Representative upon 
this floor to signalize his opposition in the 
most emphatic mauner to this robbery of the 
national domain, as it has been aptly termed. 
I would not care about the fate of this bill, 
probably, if I felt sure that this was the only 
land-grant bill that would come before and 
pass this Congress. But I am credibly in- 
formed that there are bills now pending in both 
branches of this Congress proposing to give 
away of the people’s sacred heritage, as the 
President of this Government characterized it 
in his late message to Congress, over two hun- 
dred million acres, equal to four or five of the 
largest States curved out of the Northwest 
Territory. And this thing is repeated session 
after session of Congress, and we hear no 
protest; we do not know how many bills are 
to follow this one, in which combinations 
among the Representatives from different parts 
of the country will be made in order to force 
them through Congress. : 

This is a question which addresses itself not 
only to every Republican, bat to every Repre- 
sentative irrespective of party organization. 
Here is a large class of worthy and deserving 
people, those who served as soldiers during 


Lask for a few minutes 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the late war, numbering nearly one million, 
who want to know why the Congress of the 
United States cannot afford them land war- 
rants which they may locate upon any por- 
tion of our national domain. They say to 
us; ‘* You can give this land to rich railroad 
corporations, why can you not give itto us?” 
The Republican party will be held responsible 
for every foot of land that is conceded by acts 
of Congress. We havea majority on this floor, 
and we will have to take. the responsibility for 
this legislation. It makes no difference how 
powerful may be the influences formed by local 
combinations; we are in a majority here, and 
we must and will be held responsible for legis- 
lation, although many of our opponents may 
vote here for these measures, 

Sir, I am opposed to this bill. On this sub- 
ject I concur with the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox,] toward whom Ihave no un- 
kind feeling; my only reason for objection to 
his proceeding further was, that as he had 
had ten minutes in which to express himself, 
I thought it well enough that others should be 
allowed the same privilege. This bill has 
been defeated twice during the Forty-First Con- 
gress, after a full and fair discussion. I hold 
that if full and fair discussion be allowed now 
upon the merits of the bill, it will be again 
defeated by the people’s Representatives, ‘This 
is an old grant which was made upon express 
conditions. The company to which the grant 
was made failed to comply with the conditions 
of the grant; the land reverted to the United 
States; and it is very ungracious for the Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Wisconsin to 
come here and ask that this grant shall be 
renewed. The settlers along the line where 
this road is proposed to be run remonstrate 
and protest against the passage of this bill. 

These settlers are willing to leave the ques- 
tion of the construction of this road to be de- 
termined in the future by private capital and 
private enterprise. ‘The honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] tells us that 
this ig to be an important line of railroad, 
and that it ought to be built at once. Sir, I 
say in answer to his argument that if this is to 
be an important line of railroad communi- 
cation, then we should let private capital and 
private enterprise build it, as they will be sure 
todo. If this roadis demanded by the neces- 
sities of trade, commerce, settlement, &e., then 
it is to my mind clear that it should not be 
built upon the bounty of the public. This is 
anotherreason why I am opposed to the project. 

One other remark I wish to make. Gen- 
tlemen from Wisconsin plead that this grant 
should be made in justice to their State. I 
undertake to say, as the figures will prove, 
that the single State of Wisconsin has had 
more land concessions for the purpose of 
building railroads than her great sisters of 
the Northwest—Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; 
and she is the last State in the Union that ought 
to come here asking a further grant of the 
public lands to build a railroad upon one of 
the most important lines of travel, trade, and 
commerce in the country. 

Sir, this bill has nothing to stand upon. It 
was before the last Congress; it has been re- 
peatedly considered, and after fair discussion 
it has been emphatically voted down. I hope 
that the question will now come before this 
Congress squarely upon principle. I want 
every man on this floor to record his vote 
‘ay’? or ‘no’? upon the question whether 
this policy of grants of the public land for 
railroads shall cease or not. it is time that a 
final decision upon this question should be 
announced to the American people. It has 
been well said here that in no convention in 
any portion of the country do the American 
people meet together without making explicit 
and emphatic declarations against the contin- 
uance of this policy. It is a robbery of the 
great mass of the landless people of the 
country, 

Do gentlemen know that but four or five 


hundred million acres of arable land yet remain 
open for settlement; that with our growing 
population, in one short generation, the last 
of the arable land yet remaining of our public 
domain willbe settled? . I beg Representatives 
of the people to bear these things in mind 
when they come to act upon this question 
affecting most vitally the interests of their 
constituents. è 3 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HANKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Speer] five minutes. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The manner 
in which the friends of this measure yesterday 
attempted to force it through the House, made 
the impression upon me, and J think upon the 
minds of several other members on this side, 
thatthe bill itself was without merit. No fair, 
honest, and just measure should be afraid of 
the light of impartial discussion ; and no bill, 
Mr. Speaker, proposing to take from the 
national domain some two or two and a half 
million acres of land without compensation, 
for the benefit of a railroad company, should 
be passed. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a moment, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I decline to 
yield, and I think the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Rusx] is the last person who should 
ask that. I was saying that no bill that pro- 


tween two and three million acres of the pub- 
lic lands, should be forced through this House 
by gentlemen claiming to represent the people 
without the voice of the people being heard; 
for if there is one question upon which the 
public mind of this nation, of all parties, of 


of the robbery of the public domain by cor- 


of this country have suffered it, and have suf- 
fered it in silence, until their silence longer 
would be a crime. 

To whom do these lands belong? By whose 
valor and patriotism and services have they 
been purchased and saved for the country? 
Whose brave arms have won for us these 
broad acres, and to whom do they in justice 
and in fairness and in honor to-day belong? 
Is it to these corporations and to these mo- 
nopolies who for selfish and speculative pur- 
poses, from year to year, throng the lobbies 
of Congress; who have their paid and pen- 
sioned agents here from month to month and 
from year to year? Or is it to the gallant 
men who have become crippled in the service 
of the country, who to the music of the Union 
have marched from one battle-field to another, 
and who to-day lift up their pemono voices 
and plead with us to save to them and to the 
widows and orphans of those who have fallen 
a home in which to live, and a grave in which 
to be buried? 

Mr. Speaker, Congress within the last ten 
years has given to corporations and monopo- 
lies about two hundred million acres of the 
public lands, and J understand that there are 
bills now pending*for the giving away of two 
hundred millions more. When and where is 
this legislation to stop? Shall it go on until 
every foot of our soil is absorbed? Shall it go 
on until these gigantic monopolies stretching 
out their arms and their purses from ocean to 
ocean, from the North to the Gulf, shall con- 
trol not only the legislation of the country, but 
own the soil of the country too? I say, Mr. 


Speaker, that if the platforms of parties mean 
anything, if the voice of the honest masses of 
the country is to be heard and to be heeded 
here by their Representatives, it is time now 
and in this bill for the members of this House 
to put their emphatic condemnation upon this 
class and this system of legislation, to rebuke 
the attempt made yesterday to pass this bill 
through the House without permitting a word 
to be said by those opposed to it, and to say to 


these friends of monopoly that the poor men 
] of the land shall at least. be heard here; that 


all classes is settled, it is upon this question | 


porations and monopolies. The laboring classes | 


posed to take from the national domain be- | 


the common property: of the people ‘shall -not 
be squandered away, that homes and home: 
steads for the soldiers of the land shall be pre- 
served, and that these partics, who profess to 
be the friends of the poor and the fatherless, 
the friends of the soldier and his widow, shall 
prove their friendship by something more sub- 
stantial than honeyed professions. É 

I call the attention of the people of this 
country to-day to the action of their. Repre- 
sentatives on this floor, and I ask them to 
judge them here and now, not by their profes- 
sions, but by their works. By your fruits, gen- 
tlemen of the House, the people will know 
you. Are you for or against monopolies? 
Are you for homes for the homeless, or for 
squandering still further the common inher- 
itance of the people among soulless corpora- 
tions? > 

Mr. BANKS. We understand that. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HANKS. TI yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
HOLMAN. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas [Mr. Haxzgs] has sixteen minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The general features of 
the question involved in this bill are too well 
understood to require discussion. I desire to 
call the attention of my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. Brcx] to the facts in regard to his'state- 
ment made yesterday, in which he sought to 
make the Democratic party on this floor re- 
sponsible for the passage of this class of bills. 
The gentleman had an unquestionable right to 
vote for this measure. He could have done 
so without casting upon the Democratic party 
as represented in Congress the odium of this 


| species of legislation. 


The gentleman stated that but eight Dem- 


| ocratic votes were cast against the bill which 


passed in April, 1868, extending the act for 
the construction of the Northern Pacific rail- 
road bill, Sir, I hold in my hand the rec- 
ord of that vote, from which I find that it 
is true that there were but eight Democratic 
votes, including my own, cast-in the negative, 
but there were only sixteen votes, including 
that of the gentleman from Kentucky, in the 
affirmative. There were ninety-six votes for the 
bill. But sixteen out of the ninety-six votes 
were cast by Democrats, and eighty by Repub- 
licans; there were but few Democrats on 
the floor at that time, not enough to affect in 
any degree the action of the House. Gentle- 
men who favored this kind of legislation ought 
not to seek to involve others in this land mo- 
nopolizing business. I repeat, there were but 
sixteen Democratic votes in favor of that act: 

I address myself during the few moments I 
have to the main question involved. Upon 
this question of land grants the House in the 
last Congress was solemnly committed, and I 
think the gentleman from Kentucky will hardly 
say he did not in March, 1870, vote for the. 
resolution which declared the sentiment of 
Congress and of the country upon the subject 
of land grants. I ask the Clerk to read the 
resolution unanimously adopted by the House 
on my motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“By Mr. Houman: 

“Resolved, That in the judgment of this House the 
policy of granting subsidies in publio lands to rail- 
roads and other corporations ought to be discontin- 
ued, and that every consideration of publio policy 
and equal justice to the whole people requires that 
the public lands of the United States should be held 
for the exclusive purpose of scouring homesteads to 


actual settlers under the homestead and preémption 
laws, subject to reasonable appropriations of such 


| lands for the purposes of education.” 


Mr. HOLMAN, ‘That resolution received 
in March, 1870, the united vote of both sides 
of the House, and in 1870, in a document 
published at this Capitol by the chairman of 
the congressional committee of the Repub- 
lican party as a campaign document, that reso- 
lution was referred to as defining the policy of 
the Republican party in relation to the publie 
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- Jands. . Will gentlemen go back upon. their 
record ?: : 

<: Mr. Speaker, the policy of. squandering the 
public lands and granting them to great cor- 
porations has been fearfully destructive of the 

: fights of- laboring men and of public virtue 
during the last ten years. It fairly began in 
1862, and has put in the hands of monopolists 
nearly two. hundred million acres of the best 
ofthe public land, the fairest portions of- the 
great. region between the Mississippi and the 
‘Pacific ocean. Is not ten years of such pol- 
icy enough? Is not the demoralization of 
public virtue sufficiently complete? During 
this period this Republican party was. only 
responsible for all of this because of its com- 
plete control of public affairs. There have 
been Democratic votes in favor of that policy; 
but, as a general proposition, a large majority 
of the Democratic members have steadily 
voted against these grants, and have resisted 
them even when resistance could be of no 
avail. And I say with pride that some gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, Re- 
publicans, have resisted every blandishment 
of the public plunderers, and uniformly voted 
against these grants. I say this, sir, while I 
elaim that the steady resistance of this fatal 
policy has come from the party which during 
these ten years was in a hopeless minority in 
this House; and in the midst of the general 
demoralization this policy has produced in 
Congress and out of Congress I still point 
with pride to the record which this resistance 
has made. 

The judgment of the country has certainly 
been very clearly pronounced. A grant of 
ubli¢ lands for any purpose is opposed to the 

interests and policy of the people; and these 
grants to great corporations are a crime against 
republican government. The retention of these 
lands for the purpose of securing homesteads 
te actual settlers and as bounties to those who 
have defended this country in its hour of peril 
is the well-settled purpose and policy of tie 
country, no matter what may be the action of 
Congress. Iam glad this bill is one that pre- 
sents the case clearly. 

We have been told by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. ILazevron,] a State in which 
a vast portion of the public lands have been 
set apart for the benefit of corporations, that 
if this grant is not made to this particular com- 
pany these lands will inure to the benefit of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, And 
here I. say, as between the company that has 
monopolized or seeks to monopolize but about 
three and a half million acres of the public land 
and a company that has seized upon more than 
sixty million acres, a territory three times as 
large as my own State, as is the case with the 
North Pacific railroad, I should vote, if com- 
pelled to vote with such an alternative, in favor 
of the grautto the smaller corporation. {should 
not hesitate a moment. But it is a gratuitous 
assumption, unwarrantable in point of fact, 
that.the land covered by this bill will inure to | 
the benefit of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company if this bill does not pass. It is but 
a pretense by which land monopolists and ad- 
venturerg propose to make fortunes. at the 
expense of the people, by seizing upon this 
magnificent body of land, already withheld 
from the people, until it has become of im- 
mense value. 

By the terms of the law of 1856, making 
this grant, it was provided that if this road 


was not completed in ten years the land should | 
revert to the United States and become a part | 
of the public domain, During that period | 
not a mile of this road was made. The act 
of 1864 simply extends the period for five | 
years longer, and during that period no part | 
of the road. was made; the monopolists were 
waiting for the lands to become more valu- 
able. Therefore, in 1869, now nearly three | 


years ago, this grant failed and these lands | 


reverted to the United States and have been 
ever since a part of the public lands. If the 


Northern Pacific railroad, under the acts of 
Congress creating that monster corporation, 
could ever acquire any portion of these lands, 
its right to them is already beyond our. reach, 
and yet gentlemen concede that up to this 
time the Northern Pacific road has no right 
to these lands, and if the Northern Pacific 
company had any such right it would be but 
to a small part of the land covered by this bill. 
` Let me claim the attention of gentlemen for 
amoment. These lands, by virtue of the law, 
reverted to the public domain. They ceased 
to be a portion of the lands granted, and if 
the North Pacific railroad could ever attach 
the land at all, it has already done so, but 
the Northern Pacific company has acquired 
no such rights. 

Mr. RUSK. The line has to be definitely 
located before they could attach. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are some hundreds 
of miles of the road constructed. Theact was 
passed nine years ago, and yet the gentleman 
says it is not located. The North Pacific 
railroad could never make a location different 
from that indicated now. And if this grant 
ever could inure to the benefit of that road, 
then the Jands are already disposed of; and 
yet they are not disposed of, for the Northern 
Pacific company has not, and never will have, 
a vested right in them, as far as the facts can 


be seen. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then would the 
revival of this grant affect these lands at all? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tt may be a question 
whether it would affectthem atall. Certainly 
not, if the Northern Pacific company could 
reach them. The letter of the Commissioner 
on Public Lands proves the fact that if these 
lands do not inure to the benefit of the North 
Pacific railroad, and if that company is enti- 
tled in any event to them, that company would 
be entitled to lands elsewhere in lieu of these 
lands proposed to be granted, if granted by 
this bill. Let gentlemen notice that. . This 
vast body of public lands in a great and 
populous State; Jands that have become valu- 
able, long withheld from settlement and the 
industry of the farmer by the cupidity of the 
monopolists ; lands worth from fifteen to twen- 
ty-five dollars an acre, made valuable by the 
industry of the people on all sides of it—these 
lands so long reserved from settlement, ought 
to inure to the bonetit of the whole people. 
If these lands are regranted to this St. Croix 
and Bayfield company, then lands to a cor- 
responding amount, according to the state- 
ment of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, will inure to the Northern Pacifie 
company elsewhere. So upon every side the 
people suffer by the ingenious devices of these 
monopolists. So that there can be no pre- 
tence here that a failure to grant these lands 
to this St. Croix and Lake Superior company 
is a movement in favor of the North Pacific 
railroad. ‘That company, if the Commissioner 
of Public Lands is correct, after all will get 
either these or other equivalent lands. I can 
scarcely believe that such a result is possible; 
if so, the wickedness of the whole system is 
still more apparent. 

Mr. Rusk. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at this moment. I 
would have been very glad, in the interest of 
the people of this country, if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin { Mr. Rusk] on yesterday had 
accepted the proposition then offered, and 
before the subject was understood. . But now 
I trust we can secure these lands to the people, 
and save them from any corporation; and, 
above all, from this gigantic corporation, the 
Northern Pacific. I am happy to believe that 
the defeat of this bill at this time will be the 
termination of this whole corrupt and corrupt- 
ing policy, and will finally and. forever put an 
end to the robbery of the people, a robbery so 
fatal to every interest of the men of this age, 
and still more fatal to their children. The fatal 
effects of this policy is beginniug to be seen. 
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I hold in-my hand a copy of the St. Louis 
Democrat, a leading organ of the Republican 
party. Speaking of the recent investigations 
by the Legislature of the State of Kansas into 
the charges of corruption in the election of a 
Senator ofthe United States in Kansas, a State 
covered with enormous grants of land to cor- 
porations, itshows that the president of a great 
railroad corporation, a road built by one of your 
giant land grants, had employed vast sums of 
money in corrupting the Legislature and buy- 
ing a seat in the Senate of the United States, 
to secure power in the legislation of your Gov- 
ernment, 

Thus a corporation to which you give mil- 
lions of acres of land seeks to use the vast 
power you have given in corrupting your Gov- 
ernment and controlling its affairs, literally 
buying for its agent and emissary a seat in the 
highest legislative body upon the face of the 
globe. Here is a fearful commentary upon the 
grant policy of the last ten years. You grant 
the lands of the people to the extent of mil- 
lions of acres to build up these giant corpor- 
ations, you rob countiess thousands of homes, 
and then these corporations seize upon the very 
agencies of Government, the legislative powers 
of the nation, by corruption and fraud, and 
trample upon the rights of the people. How 
long will the people remain the masters of 
their Government when your great corpora- 
tions, invested with irresistible power by rob- 
bery of the people, have filled your law-making 
departments with their own emissaries? 

Sir, the great point of objection to this pol- 
icy is its corrupting and demoralizing influenee. 
Gentlemen talk about corruptions in public 
affairs ; they denounce the power of these cor- 
porations; yet year, after year you increase their 
power and give them a mastery against which 
the power of the people is palsied—a mastery 
by which affairs, State and national, legislative 
and executive, are controlled, and agencies, 
too, so corrupt and demoralizing as to imperil 
the very foundations of republican government.. 
Your policy increases the wealth of the nation, 
but it poisons and corrupts the very fountains 
of justice and of law. 

Sir, my main argument against this whole 
policy is that you are taking from the landless 
people of this nation, the laboring men of this 
nation, their rightful heritage, to build up 
excessive fortunes for a few favorites, and you 
invest them with vast corporate powers, and 
the power thus corruptly given assails public 
virtue wherever itis found, and remorseless in 
its selfishness and cupidity, seeks to aggran- 
dize to itself rights, even of Government, which 
ought to belong to the whole people. Sir, it 
requires no prophet. to tell that your policy 
must be changed and these corporations shorn 
of their power, or the free institutions of this 
Republic will perish. 

Mr. Speaker, before taking my seat I pro- 
pose to make a motion which will present 
squarely the question whether this demoraliz- 
ing policy shail now cease, and cease forever, 
in conformity with the clearly-expressed sen- 
timent of the people; in conformity with the 
expressions of the great political parties; in 
conformity with the demands of the laboring 
men of this country, who by thousands and 
tens of thousands have presented here their 
solemn protest against granting another acre 
of the public lands to corporations, to be used 
not only to the detriment of those who should 
have these lands for settlement, but also to 
the demoralization of every branch of the 
public service. In order to test the sentiment 
of the House upon ‘this question, to ascertain 
whether Congress will meet the demands of 
ne people, I move that the bill be laid on the 
table. 2 ‘ 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope thatthe genile- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hotmay,].after. one 
hour has been occupied in debate upon his 
side, will not press to our lips the chalice of 
which he so much complained yesterday. 

Mr. COX. -I call for the yeas and nays on 
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the motion. The side represented by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] had 
one hour yesterday. . 

Mr. BECK. Is the motion to lay on the 
table debatable? i 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘Then it seems to me 
that the object of the gentleman from Indiana 
is to prevent debate. It shows his consistency 
and his honesty. 

The SPEAKER, | Debate is not in order. 
The Chair will hear only points of order and 
parliamentary inquiries. : 

Mr. BECK. Before the gentleman from 
Indiana sits down, I wish to ask him whether 
he will not yield to me five minutes to put 
myself right, inasmuch as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] and others havereferred 
to me, and charged that I have made state- 
ments of which they had a right to complain. 
Yesterday I liberally yielded portions of the 
small time allowed to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unquestionably I would 
assent to the gentleman’s request if he had 
voted yesterday to give us a little time on this 
pill. 

Mr. BANKS. Was not thegentleman from 
Indiana offered time to speak, and did he not 
decline to take it because he could not have 
one whole hour? Ea 

Mr. HOLMAN. TL insisted that those who 
opposed the bill should have an hour. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon 
‘ordering the yeas and nays on the motion to 
lay the bill on the table. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. T appeal to the gentle- 
man from Indiana to allow some discussion on 
our side of the question. I yesterday offered 
the gentleman from Indiana whatever part of 
my time he might desire, and the gentleman 
knows it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 91, nays 92, nob voting 
67; as follows: 

-YEAS—- Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, Boll, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Con- 
ner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Ely, Finkeln- 
burg, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Gar- 
fiold, Getz, Haldeman, Handley, Manks, Harmor, 
Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kelley, Keiloge, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, 
Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McCormick, 
McGrow, McJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, 
Benjamin F, Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Niblack, 
Packard, Prindle, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A., Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Strong, Terry, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Voor- 
hees, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M, Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—9l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, James 
G. Blair, Boles, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, Comingo, Conger, 
Crocker, Dawes, Donnan, DuBose, Duell, Duko, 
Dunuell, Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Golladay, Goodrich, Hale, 
Hancock, Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Lamport, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, 
McHenry, Mitchell, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Price, Rainey, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, 
Sutherland. Taffe, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden. Waldron, 
Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Young—92. $ 
. NOT VOTING—Messrs. Benjamin F. Butler, Wil- 
liam T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cotton, 
Creely, Darrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Dox, El- 
Hott, Garrett; Griffith, Halsey, Hambleton, John W. 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Kendall, Kinsella, Lan- 
sing, Leach, Lowe, McIntyre, McKee, Merriam, 
Merrick, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, 
Ritchie, Rogers, Shellabarger, Worthington ©. 
Smith, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, 
Sypher, Thomas, Vaughan, Walls, Wells, White- 
ley, and Whitthorne—d7. ; 

Eo the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. : - 


Mr. DUNNELL rose. 


© MESSAGE. FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr, Symp- 
son, ove of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the fol- 


| lowing title; in which the concurrence of the 


House was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 454) authorising the Secre- 
tary of War to admit six Japanese youth to 
the West Point Military Academy. i 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1669) authorizing an 
American register to the British brig Isadore, 
owned by Edwin M. Fowle, of Newtou, Mas- 
sachusetts; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1842) supplementary toan 
act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the exterm- 
ination of far-bearing animals in Alaska.’’ 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, 
pills of the following titles : 

A bill (A. R. No. 894) granting a pension 
to Joseph Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 893) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Kenyon; and 

A bill. (H. R. No. 1760) explanatory of 
the internal revenue act of June 80, 1864, 
amended by the act of July 18, 1866, in rela- 
tion to sirups, jellies, mustards, sauces, and 
canned and preserved fruits, vegetables, and 
meats, enumerated and taxed in schedule © of 
said act and acts amendatory thereto. 

The message further announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, with amendments, in which the 
coneurrence of the House was requested, the 
resolution of the House of Representatives 
for the printing of the majority and minor- 
ity reports of the joint Committee to Inquire 
into the Condition of the late Insurrectionary 
States. 

LAKE S$. CROIX RAILROAD. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to extend the time to complete the road 
from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of 
taking any part in this debate, or of having 
anything to do with this bill. But when it 
came up yesterday I felt as though I ought to 
vote for it, principally because when I was a 
new member of this House, in 1868, in the 
Fortieth Congress, a proposition was made to 
grant an extension of time to the Northern 
Pacific railroad, and I was then assured that 
it had been the uniform custom of Congress 
in all time past to vote for these extensions, 
especially when years of war had intervened, 
and commercial difficulties had come upon the 
country. Under those circumstances I voted 
for it, and, as I said, every Democrat in the 
House voted for it except sixor eight. Gen- 
tlemen complain because I made that state- 
ment and produced that record. Yet they are 
forced to admitthat what I said is true. They 
say we were only a small body then. Nodoubt 
of that fact either, but all there were of us, 
except a few who were absent and six or eight 
who were present, voted for it. That is all I 
said. I told how I had cast my vote, in com- 
mon with my Democratic -colleagues. This 
road now simply asks an extension of time, for 
there has been no forfeiture, as some gentle- 
men alleges. The right, perhaps, to forfeit 
has existed and now éxists, but the forfeiture 
has never taken place, the lands have not 
been restored to market, and it will depend 
upon the action of Congress whether they are 
or not. The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office so says in his letter. 
road, small in comparison with the great 
line now seeking these lands, with a fraction 
of its line merely unfinished, comes and asks 
fora similar extension to that which has been 
uniformly granted to all others, I said I thought 
it ought to have it under all the precedents of 


When this | 
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the House. There ig not. an “additional acre 
of land granted or asked for in the bill. IT 
have never voted to grant an acre. of land since © 
I have been in Congress, according to the. best: 
of my recollection, though I favored the South- 
ern Pacific railroad under all the. cireum- 
stances and may have-voted for it; but.Iam 
willing to extend the time in such a case as 
this; and for so declaring it is intimated that 
I have taken an unwarranted: course, in the 
opinion of economical gentlemen. The Com- 
missioner of the General Land: Office in his 
letter, which I will give in fall, says: 


7 WASHINGTON, D. C., Februaryld, 1872; 
Sır: I havetho honor to return herewith the let- 
ter of Hon. C. L. MerrIa{m, House of Represent- 
atives, relative to the lands covered by the old grant 
of the St. Croix and Lake Superior railroad, in Wis- 
consin, and in reply to your request, have the honor 
to report that the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany is granted such lands in odd sections as may 
not be sold, reserved, or otherwise disposed of, &e.. 
at the date of the definite location of the line ot 
road, and a map thereof filed with the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. fs 
In Wisconsin said company haye, filed, a map 
designating the general route of their road, but no 
definite location; therefore, should the grant of the 
St. Croix and Lake Superior road be declared by. 
Congress as forfeited, and the land restored to the 
public domain, so much of said lands as shall not 
have been disposed of when the Northern Pacific 
company shall file their map of definite: location 

would, in my opinion, then pass within its grant. 
I am, sir, very rospectfally, your obedient gervant, 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, | 

; Commissioner. 
Hon. ©. Devano, Seeretary of the Interior. ; i 
That letter makes it clear that no forfeiture 
has yet been declared, and that. the Northern 
Pacific railroad will get all within theirlines 
if this bill is defeated. I had this additional 
inducement to support this bill: it has been 
shown on the floor of the House that upon 
the faith that this road would be finished, 
actual bona fide settlers had located u on the 
line of this unfinished road in the wilderness, 
and had paid into the Treasury of the United 
States over two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars for the reserved section of lands, which 
they purchased at $2 50 an acre, on the faith 
of the grant being extended, more than the 
ordinary Government price for lands ; and I 
do not feel called upon to break through the 
the universal practice of Congress in extend- 
ing the time, and to leave these men out.in 
the woods or the prairies, instead of. being 
alongside a road, when they have paid. the 
Government $2 50 an acre, and the Govern- 
ment has received from them $250,000 of 
their money, which is now in the Treasury, 
because forsooth we are called upon on some 
clap-trap cry of economy to turn back in all 
that has been done in connection ‘with all 
other roads and deprive these poor people of 
their. rights simply to give the lands to the 
Northern Pacific railroad, a great monopoly 
controlled chiefly by the Pennsylvania Central 
railroad. We know that the chief of that mo- 
nopoly has been here for the last few days, and 
every gentleman on this floor voting against 
extending this land grant to the State of Wis- 
consin knows that a large majority of these 
lands will go to that monopoly of which: the 
Pennsylvania Central is the principal owner, 
and they are shielding themselves by talking 
about soldier’s bounties and soldier's lands 
and homesteads for the people, when they 
know that the Pennsylvania Central, the con- 
trolling power iu the Northern Pacific railroad, 
will take greatly more than half of it imcits 
eighty mile limits as it crosses the grant, 
when they know also that two hundred thou- 
gand acres of these lands have been already 
sold: to. actual settlers at the rate of $2.50 
an acre, who will not be within twenty or 
thirty miles of the Northern: Pacific railroad, 
Pennsylvania, great State as she is, is owned 
by this great corporation in great measure. 
It will not be matter‘of wonder if this bill is 
defeated, the king of. the mammoth has been 
here, and perhaps: is here now, of ‘course 
watching the interest of his giant monopoly 

by killing off this little conflicting road. 


Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

; Mr. BECK. I donot refer to the gentleman 
at-all, and -he‘has quite as much as he can do 

 tolattend:to pig iron, without meddling with 

_railroadmatters.. [luaughter.] 

‘have this! to say, that I have never voted 
for an original land-grantappropriation accord- 
ing tomy present recollection; I have merely 
voted for extensions, because it has been the 
practice of Congress: always to extend these 
grants. {voted against the additional grant 
to the Northern Pacific in 1870. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Allow me 
to.ask the gentleman, as I am the only Penn- 
sylvania member who has spoken against the 
bill, if he refers to me ? 

Mr. BECK. No; Idid not refer to any- 
body in particular. I am talking of Pennsy!- 
vania being under the’ control of that great 
railroad, as the gentleman knows it is. 

I cay that this talk about the soldier aud his 
pension and bounty, and about the homestead 
rights of the people of the country, seems to me 
tobe.very much of a humbug in this instance, 
when it is simply a question whether an over- 
grown monopoly shall crush out this feeble 
concern: and swallow up all the lands, both 
from it, from the people, and from those who 
have bought along the line of thisgrant. The 
ery of justice to the soldier” has been rung 
inour ears till we all understand it. The truth 
is the soldier is cheated out of one half that 
we give him; his land warrants are stolen by 
speculators; his bounty lands pass into the 
hands of other people; he is defrauded by 
harpies at every turn, or he is compelled to 
make his home far away from railroads or the 
means of reaching them, if he goes upon the 
public lands at all, for he cannot get upon the 
public domain in the neighborhood of rail- 
roads unless these roads are built by aid fur- 
nished; by Government, and I know of no 
way in which the lands of this country can be 
put in a shape that either a soldier or any other 
settler can make a living upon them, except by 
the building of railroads through them, and 
making the companies obtaining grants sell 
them to actual settlers, with tho alternate sec- 
tions subject to entry for homesteads. 

I assert, notwithstanding the cry that has 
been raised by economical gentlemen, that if 
this country wants to develop its resources, 
(while Iam against all railroad swindles and 
great corporations,) if this country wants to 
maintain its credit and to help great, legiti- 
mate enterprises, it cannot do so as well in 
any other way as by encouraging them through 


grants of land which they are compelled to | 


sell to actual settlers, and thus enable them to 
build railroads everywhere through the public 
domain, As long as these lands are unset- 
tled—-and they never can be settled profitably 
and advantageously until railroads run through 
them—-as long as they are in a wild state, 
they are not only of no value to the Gov- 
crnment or the people, but the whole country 
has to be taxed to raise money to pay officials 
to take charge of, watch over, and protect 
them... The annual tax now imposed for that 
purpose does not fall much, if any, short of 
seven bundred and fifty thousand dollars. If 
the Government gives money to aid such en- 
terprises, it has to be raised by taxation; for 
Government, as such, has nothing, and can 
obtain nothing, except by taking it from the 
pockets of the people. The money when given 
is gone. It is not so when the aid is given in 
public lands. They are useless, idle, surplus 
property, which no individual can utilize, and 
the gift or grant of which takes nothing from 
the individual citizen. They cannot be re- 
moved or taken beyond the power of taxation ; 
their only value is in the usufruct, and the 
moment they are parted with, for example, to 
a railroad company, it becomes the interest 
of the company to sell or use them to. the 
best advantage, and laws should always pro- 
vide for quick sales at low prices to settlers. 
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Their product alone gives them value, and every 
dollar which is added to their value, every 
bushel of wheat, corn, or potatoes produced, 
goes to feed our people and swell our com- 
merce, and by bearing its portion of the bur- 
dens of taxation, lightens the load from the 
shoulders of every other citizen; thus accom- 
plishing three great objects, getting clear of 
the cost of protecting useless, unproductive 
property, making it contribute by its produc- 
tion to the general welfare, and without tax- 
ation furnishing the necessary aid for a great 
highway forthe military, commercial, and gen- 
eral purposes of the country, which is itself 
subject to taxation. Nations and individuals 
accumulate wealth and achieve success by the 
same process, and nothing is more obvious 
than the fact that the nation that brings all its 
dormant resources into play, cheapens its 
transportation, furnishes facilities for the ac- 
complishment of anything necessary to be 
done, either in peace or war, atthe least possi- 
ble cost, and with the least possible delay and 
waste of energy, will be the most successful in 
the great struggle for national sypremacy. 


committed in railroad grants—I say nothing in 
regard to any particular road—the Pacific rail- 
road alone is to-day worth all the wild land of 
the United States. Men are looking from a 
very narrow stand-point when they talk about 
pensioners, soldiers, or actual settlers making 
settlements hundreds of miles from civiliza- 
tion without means of communication or trans- 
portation. And they look from a still narrower 
stand-point when they forget that these great 
arteries of communication are building up 
the commerce and increasing the wealth of 
the country in a ratio proportionate to their 
extension, 

We have only to look at the condition of the 
country as it has grown up and is growing 
under our railroad system to realize the import- 
ance of cheap railroad transportation. Wheat 
cannot be transported two hundred miles by 
any other mode of conveyance on land without 
absorbing the value of it in the cost of trans- 
portation. Of course the wheat of the West 
could not be taken tothe sea-board but for the 
railroads, I call attention to the following fig- 
ures. From the first settlement of this country 
till 1830, when the first railroad was opened, the 
national wealth which had accumulated was 
estimated at $2,653,000,000. Mr. Wells gives 
the following as the increase of the number of 
miles since constructed, increase of wealth, 
and increase of wealth per mile of road: 


Increase 


Vine. Mites, Pirena 
wealth. permite. 

Erom 1830 to 1840. 2,818 $1,111,000,000 — $390,000 
Erom 1840 to 1850 6,203  3,371,780,000 540,000 
From 1850 to 18 21,615 9,023,220,000 410,000 


In his last report he says: 


. "Tho number of miles of new railway constructed 
in the United States during the past year will, it is 
believed, approximate to five thousand; making a 
total constraction since and including the year 1865, 
the year of the termination of the war, of about thir- 
teen thousand. If itis assumed that a line of rail- 
way gives access to fifteen square miles of country on 
each side of it, or thirty square miles altogether, then 
the thirteen thousand miles of railway, which-it is 
estimated have been constructed during the five years 
from 1865 to 1870, will have opened up three hundred 
and ninety thousand square miles of what, for the 
purposes of general production, may be considered 
now territory; a tract of country larger than. the 
whole aroa of France and nearly three and a half 
times larger than the whole area of Great Britain.” 


In another table he shows our present and 
prospective accumulation of wealth, and the 
proportion it now bears and will hereafter bear 
to our national debt. I give it:- 


, Percentage 

Year National wealth. of debt to 
property. 

1860.. . $16,159,000,000 - 
1871 + 32,318,000,000 7.84 
1880.. 64,636,000,000 3.92 
1899... « 129,272,000,000 1.98 
900 258,514,000,000 -98 


These statements show that our wealth has 


| increased as our railroads have increased, and 


I believe that while great frauds have been | 


our commerce has extended just as wo have 
extended our facilities of communication, 
Until we built a railroad across the continent 
we were at the merey of England, and com- 
merce with China and Japan without her con- 
sent was an impossibility. Thestruggle against 
us by Great Britain for thirty years pest has 
been to keep us from getting across the conti- 
nent to engage in the commerce and earrying 
trade of Asia. Look over our history, and 
you will find that every coaling station in 


| South and Central America on the Atlantic 


and Pacificis controlled by England, the Isth- 
mus or Panama railroad is run in partnership 
with her, and by treaty cannot be used by us 
in time of war, because of her pretended pro- 
tectorate over the people of that region. Coal 
could not be obtained by us upon the Pacific 
ocean except as England saw fit to furnish it 
before our railroad was built. 

But the moment we got our great railroad 
across the continent we were independent of 
her and of the world. Then for the first time 
we were enabled to reach out for the commerce 
of four hundred million people on equal terms; 
which commerce we will in ten years have in 
our grasp if we have sense enough to seize it. 
That railroad is worth more to us, commer- 
cially and financially, than all our public 
lands. Yet it is fashionable to denounce rail- 
roads, and much of the legislation in relation 


| to them ought to be denounced, but I do not 
| propose to join ina blind, indiscriminate cru- 


sade against all such -public works because 
wrongs have been done. I propose always to 
advocate and vote for all legitimate enterprises 
which will develop the resources of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield to the 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs. 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. DUNNELL. For ten minutes, 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment to correct a state- 
mont sf the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 

ECK. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ifit does not take long. 

Mr. KELLEY. Only a minute. I want 
simply to say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that he is in error when he says that the man- 
aging man of the Pennsylvania railroad is here 
in connection with or exercising any influence 
upon this bill, I am glad of this privilege of 
doing justice to Colonel Scott, who said to me 
yesterday that he was really and absolutely 
indifferent to this bill. I heard him remark 
playfully upon the floor of this House, in the 
presence of several gentlemen, that for once, 
at any rate, there was a railroad discussion 
going on here in which he felt no interest. It 
is unjust to him and unjust to the measure 
before the House to allege, as was doue by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] that 
Colonel Scott was here to influence the fate 
of this bill. 

Mr. BECK. I said this: that the Pennsyl- 
vania Central railroad controlled the Northern 
Pacifie railroad, and that the managing man 
of that.road was here. I did not say that he 
had said a word to members in regard to this 
bill. He was here; the road which he repre- 
sents, the Northern Pacific, will get more than 
half these lands, as the Commissioner says, if 
the Wisconsin road does not get them. You 
may put this and that together. 

Mr. BANKS. My belief is—and I ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] to what 1 say—that the gentle- 
man who has been referred to by the honor- 
able gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Becx] and 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ketter] has made personal appeals to mem- 
bers of this House this morning to change 
their votes upon this bill. That is my belief; 
and I state it upon my honor. ás a member of 
this House, and I have, I may say, the best 
reason for it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I state upon my veracity 
that Colonel Scott both yesterday morning 


gen- 
i 
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and afternoon expressed his utter indiffer- 
ence to this matter. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Will the gentleman allow 
me one word? 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not want to enter into 
any controversy on this question. 

Mr. KELLINGER. I wish to confirm what 
my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] has said. Colo- 
nel Scott has said the same thing to me: that 
he is utterly indifferent about this matter. 

Mr. BANKS. Ihave no doubt of that; it 
was a very natural thing that he should say 
that yesterday morning before the vote of the 
House, and quite possible that he should say 
otherwise afterward. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to confirm the 
statement which has been made by my col- 
league, and to go still further. Within two 
hours I had a conversation with Colonel 
Scott. 

Mr. BANKS. I state my belief upon the 
question; and I have good reason for it. But 
I do not pursue that question; it is not a 
material matter. 

According to my best judgment the policy 
of original land grants is not involved in this 
question. If it were, I should not sustain 
this bill. The question in my view is simply 
whether these lands which were granted in 
1856 to the people of Wisconsin for a neces- 
sary and important local road shall be reserved 
to the people of Wisconsin for the construc- 


tion of the road, or whether they shall be given ` 


to the Northern Pacific railroad, running its 
line in a different direction and to a great ex- 
tent outside of the populous and productive por- 
tions of that State. This is the question pre- 
sented ; and let me say to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr, Srevenson,] the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] and the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] who threaten us 
with popular indignation and condemnation 
if we support this bill, that no labor conven- 
tion, no intelligent laboring man in this coun- 
try, and no other man having the interests of 
the people at heart would say that these lands 
ought not to be reserved to the people of the 
State of Wisconsin instead of being given to 
the Northern Pacific railroad. 

That is the point upon which we wish espe- 
cially to be understood; that itis no question 
of original land grant against which public 
feeling has been justly and strongly excited ; 
that it is a question between one railway in- 
terest and another, in which the bill before the 
House represents the people, workingmen, set- 
tlersof land, purchasers of the lands of the Gov- 
ernment at double the statute prices, onaccount 
ofthe prospective railway accommodations with 
their roads half built, their terminus yet in 
the air, and seeking reasonable time only to 
complete the line tothe chain of great lakes of 
the north, by which the products of their indus- 
try can be carried to the markets of the outer 
world, against a plethoric corporation, that has 
more lands than were ever before granted to 
any one corporation, which has no road built 
and no line of road designated through the 
country where these lands lie; which has no 
cause to seek the possession or control of the 
lands in question except as a basis for the 


issue of bonds, to increase the already dan- | 


gerous and corrupting speculative interests 
of the country. Thatis the question. There 
was never a more popular, just, and patriotic 
proposition than this, and never one that 
would quicker touch the instinctive sense of 
justice on the part of the people. Itis unneces- 
sary for gentlemen on the other side to talk to 
us of the indignation of the people. It will be 
everywhere against those who justify the insa- 
tiate and criminal clamor of a monster cor- 
poration for lands which justly and by law as 
well as justice belong to the hardy pioneers 
and settlers of the country where they lie. 
know very well the prejudice that exists 
against land grants, and I share it. But that 
prejudice is not directed against the land-grant 


system as it was originally established and as 
it has been pursued for sometime. The preju- 
dice arises from the fact that many of the rail- 
road companies to which grants have been 
made are monster corporations which, so far 
from seeking to develop the interests of the 
country and increasing the productive indus- 
try of the people, are designed and used to 
control and corrupt the Government. Upon 
this ground I am against such measures myself, 
as every laboring man, every man of intelli- 
gence, every lover of his country, ought and 
must be. ‘That against which the people pro- 
claim their opposition is not the policy of aid- 
ing railways as originally supported by the 
States and the General Government; but it is 
against this other policy of concentration of 
capital for speculation and corrupt political 
purposes, which cripples the industries of the 
country and increases the burdens of the peo- 
ple, deprives labor of its just reward and 
corp and destroys the foundations of 
republican government. It is that of which 
complaint is made, and we say to all gentlemen 
on the other side of this question that so far 
as they show fight against this new and dan- 
gerous public enemy they may count here 
and elsewhere, now and always, upon our 
support. 
ut such considerations do not apply to this 
uestion ; for if there ever was an act of jus- 
tice to a people, an act deserving the support 
of the Government, it is presented in this bill. 
What does the measure propose? To continue 
a line of railway through the State of Wis- 
consin so as to connect the* southern and cen- 
tral portion of the State with the great lake 
system of the North and the markets of the 
Atlantic States, American and European. 
Half of this line has already been constructed, 
and work has been commenced upon the sec- 
ond division. 

People have bought and cultivated lands 
upon the line even where the railroad has not 
been completed. They have paid the Govern- 
ment for those lands double the original stat- 
ute prices, in the expectation that this railroad 
would be built; and they explain in the most 
satisfactory manner, by reasons conclusive 
upon the judgment of every just man, why 
they have not been able to perfect this enter- 
prise, so important to them and to the part of 
the country they occupy. In this debate there 
has not been spoken one word of condemna- 
tion, or question as to their good faith. Their 
failure has been on account of public events 
which it was impossible for them to control 
and for which they were in no wise and in no 
degree responsible. There is not a labor con- 
vention or a laboring man on this continent 
who will not say that these honest people of 
the State of Wisconsin having purchased and 
cultivated these lands, having constructed 
homesteads upon them in expectation that this 
road would be built, the lands should now 
inure to their benefit instead of going to this 
monster corporation north and beyond them, 
which can never contribute in the slightest 
degree to their convenience, their strength, 
or their prosperity ; but which will, on the con- 
trary, hour by hour and day by day, take from 
them the fruits of their toil for the benefit of 
other communities that share neither the bur- 
dens nor the uncertainties of its production, 

There is another fact, sir. There is a lim- 
itation of price in the lands involved in this 
bill. They cannot be sold to the settlers, to 
soldiers, or anybody else, at a price above 
$2 50an acre. The gentlemen who threaten 
us as the priests of the people take no notice 
of this fact. Every man knows that it is bet- 
ter for a soldier and settler or a laborer to buy 
lands for $2 50 on the line of a railway than 
to pay $1 25 where there is and can be no 
railway. But on the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, to which these lands revert, 
there is no limitation whatever as to the price, 
and they may charge five, ten, fifteen, twenty, 


or even fifty dollarsan acre fortheir land, if they 
please. The gentlemen who so earnestly pro- 
tect and defend the interests of this corpora- 
tion take no notice of this pregnant fact either. 
But they count too lightly the intelligence of 

labor conventions and laboring men, as well 
as of those to whose intelligent patriotism we 
are indebted for the preservation of the coun-* 
try, if they think this fact will be overlooked 
or forgotten. Gentlemen say this land will 
not all be taken by the Northern Pacific rail- 
road. But it appears to me otherwise, and I 
have considered it as carefully as Icould. The 
Northern Pacific company may run its line 
east and west through the State of Wisconsin 
wherever it pleases, and gobble up its lands 
eighty miles, it is said, north and south of the 
line they designate, and they can make their 
locations if they choose in such a manner’ as 
to take the whole of the improved and culti- 
vated lands which belong to the industrious 
and confiding people of Wisconsin. 

Now, let me say one word in regard to the 
policy which has been pursued by the people 
of this country for the benefit of the laboring 
men, the soldiers, or any other class that is 
interested in just laws and just legislation in 
connection with this subject. The people of 
Massachusetts first initiated and established 
the system of government aid to railways. 
No important railway has been constracted 
there without more or less aid from the treas- 
ury of the State, or based upon the credit 
of the Commonwealth. That policy was not 
only initiated, but was sustained by the peo- 
ple against the opposition of capitalists and 
monopolists, i 

The same people who fought for the com- 
mon-school system, for the introduction of 
water into its cities and towns, who tunneled 
its mountains, constructed parks and public 
avenues at public expense for public uses, who 
erected asylums for inebriates, hospitals for 
the sick, industrial schools for the indigent, 
houses of refuge for the erring and abandoned ; 
the same people, the common people, who 
carried by their intelligence and force these 
and many other public improvements, were 
the men who sustained in popular and political 
conventions and after great trial secured the 
financial aid of the Commonwealth for the’ sys- 
tem of railways which has done so much to 
increase its wealth and power and to promote 
its prosperity. It wasin the interest and by 
the power of the people that these things were 
done. They understood then as now what 
they were doing. They complain when these 
corporations grow too large and too strong, 
and assume to control the Government. 

But when this occurs, as it possibly may, 
the people who made these corporations, who 
granted the aid of the Commonwealth to them, 
will control them; they will regulate and limit 
the prices of transportation, both of passengers 
and freight, as they have the right todo; and 
if possible make the railway, the telegraph free, 
as before they made turnpikes and other ehar- 
tered monopolies of travel free to all persons, 
This is their remedy; not that there shall be 
no transportation upon the face of this broad 
continent, nor to deny to others what they 
eujoy themselves; but that the transportation 
shall be controlled by the people in the inter- 
est and for the benefit of the people as against 
monster transportation monopolies by land or 
water. Other States, and afterward ‘the Gen- 
eral Government, wisely imitated the example 
of Massachusetts. Now, what State has not 
profited by it in one way or another? Is it 
New York? Is it Illinois? _Whenthe honor- 
able gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hax] spoke 
so eloquently against railway aid, was. it 
because Ilinois had not felt its advantages ? 

Mr. HAY. No, sir. 

Mr. BANKS. Of ‘course not. Everybody 
knows that it was*by such grants that Illinois 
as a State hasbeen made what she is—the first 
among the free States of the earth. oe 
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: My. HAY... What I said was that the. State 
of Wisconsin has.had more land grants than 
her three sisters of the northwest: territory— 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 

Mr. SAWYER... You are mistaken ia that. 
nMn BANKS. I do not yield for this dis- 
cussion. . I do not suppose the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr, Hav]. is opposed. to this bill þe- 
cause-Wisconsin has got more land grants than 
Hiinois. - 

Mr HAY. No, sir; I oppose these grants 
on principle. The Illinois land grants were 
not: given tọ any railroad corporation, but 
were given to the State of Illinois by the Fed- 
eral Government, and if the State has squan- 
dered them the fault lies with the State, and 
not with this body. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Now, Mr. 
Speaker—— 

Mr. BANKS. I do not yield further to 
this interruption. I want to know, when 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hay] says 
he is opposed to the principle and policy of 
land grants, whether it is because Ilinois has 
never been largely benefited. in this way? 
Mr, HAY. No, sir. Itis because it isa 
robbery. 

Mr. BANKS. I understand the gentleman. 
I now wish to say a word to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the Democratic side of 
the House, who threatens us with the con- 
demnation of the people. Has Pennsylvania 
never been touched by the beneficent, spirit of 
the General Government in aid of railways? 
Does he remember when she drew out of the 
Treasury of the United States the duties that 
had been paid upon the railway iron—a deli- 
cate subject I know—which ‘she had used in 
constructing her railways ? 

«Mr. NEGLEY. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will confine his remarks to the 
subject, 

: Mr. BANKS. I think I am following the 
subject very closely. I want to say that there 
igno State, no portion of the country, that has 
not been aided either by State or Federal legis- 
lation in its endeavors to build up this system 
of inland transportation which has made us 
what we are, and without which, if we could 
not establish it by other means, our harmoni- 
ous system of States would lapse into the con- 
dition of savage tribes, and devote their time 
and strength to fighting and destroying each 
other.. 

Now, sir, when these corporations become 
too great, we the people, the people that cre- 
ated them, will regulate them. We can take 
the telegraph system and the railway system 
in our own hands and make this great neces- 
sary right of transportation that which it 
ought to be, a right in the interest of the peo- 
ple, instead of its being as it is now, a system 
of. robbery and wrong, not only to private in- 
dividuals: but to the people’s interests. 

Let me say another. word, and I commend 
it. to these Pennsylvania gentlemen, and I 
think it appertains..to-thia subject. his bill 
makes no provision for the issue of bonds. 
The people of Wisconsin will take these lands 
to build this road; that is how it will be 
appropriated; but if it goes to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, as it will go if we 
do not. pass this bill, is becomes the basis for 
the issue of bonds which will be sold through 
every part of the Republic, on the strength of 
which the whole hard-saved earnings of men, 
women, and children will be swept up into the 
treasury of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, and no road will be built. There 
will be no redress by the Government and no 
security to the people. Let me ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania if he thinks that 
belongs to the consideration of this subject? 
And that is the difference between this bill 
and the corporation .to which this land will 
go.if the House refuses to sustain the vote of 
yesterday. 


Mr, DUNNELL. I now yield for seven 


minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 
Speaker, after what has been said by gentle- 
men on both sides of this question, I shall 
hardly want to occupy the time of this House 
even for as long atime as has been allowed 
me; but it appears to me that the speeches 
of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] 
and of the. gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hay] 
have been unnecessarily inflammatory and 
exciting. It would seem as if they have an 
idea in their minds that we were about con- 
summating a great land robbery. They appear 
to be endeavoring to inculcate in the pub- 


-lic mind the apprehension that ‘this House is 


about perpetrating the greatest. wrong, and 
taking from the actual settlers of the western 
country an opportunity of availing themselves 
of the public lands under the present home- 
stead policy. But I may say to the House 
that in the present situation of things, with 
the existing sentiment of the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and the tone and temper 
of this House, there is no danger of there being 
any robbery of the public domain; and that 
the public mind may be assured that exor- 
bitant land grants for any purpose have ceased 
for the present. Before further movement in 
that direction, we have paused to observe 
whether we have been wise or foolish in the 
land-grant policy. Here we will stand for 
the present, until we learn the result of our 
former action. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. Sveverson] has 
told you that there are bills before the Com- 
mittee on Public. Lands that would grant 
away two hundred million acres of the public 
domain. If that beso, I do not know it; and, 
as I have just said, I am well satisfied that 
there is no present danger that a single acre 
of the public territory is likely to be granted 
away at this or any session of the present Con- 
gress, unless it be for a mere right of way. 

This is nota new question; it is nota ques- 
tion whether we will make a new grant of 
public lands; it is only a question whether 
we will extend to the State of Wisconsin the 
same indulgence which we have extended to 
the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Alabama, and 
half a dozen others of the land States, of hav- 
ing the time extended for the completion of 
their railroads, when from unavoidable and 
unforeseen circumstances, such as war or 
financial disturbances, they have not been able 
to carry out their design and avail themselves 
of their grants. 

Repeatedly have we granted to States an 
extension of time, and the opportunity of 
completing the roads for which the grants 
were made. All that is asked by the State of 
Wisconsin, when she comes here to-day with 
the vote of three successive Legislatures solicit- 
ing it, is to so extend the time as to give to 
the company to which she has committed the 
making of this road two or three years more 
in which to carry out the law and complete the 
road. Now if we refuse to do this, the people 
will not be benefited by their going back as 
part of the public domain to be sold hereafter. 
The only and inevitable result will be that these 


lands which may be refused to this road, which | 


is partly completed, will go to the Northern 
Pacific railroad. That road will sweep down 
along the lower end of Lake Superior with a 
land grant something like eighty miles wide and 
one hundred and twenty miles long across the 
line of this road, and will take nearly all the 
lands, or the equivalent of them, that itis pro- 
posed by this bill to confirm to the road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 

I repeat it, there will be nothing saved to 
the people by rejecting this bill. The only 
result will be the taking. them away from one 
corporation having a small grant of two. or 
three million acres and giving them to a giant 
corporation that has already a land grant of 
sixty million acres, worth, as it says in its cir- 


Mr. | 


culars, hundreds of millions of dollars. By the 
defeat of this bill the people will not thereby 
receive any further benefit from this land. 
On the contrary, the men along the line of 
this road, who have settled upon these lands 
on the faith of the Government to allow this 
road to be completed, will have a just claim 
of reclamation against the Government.. Two 
hundred thousand acres of land have already 
been located by actual settlers along the line 
of the road. They have paid the maximum 
price to the Government of $2 50 an acre. 
If this land grant is not renewed, and the road 
is not completed, they will have the equitable 
right of reclamation which the Rock River 
Canal Company in 1848 claimed and obtained 
from Congress, of having one half of the price 
of that land, or $1 25 an acre, paid back to 
them. It will amount to taking from the 
Treasury of the United States $250,000 in 
money. 

Again, the defeat of this bill will be an injury 
to the actual settlers; it will take away from 
them the opportunity to complete their im- 
provements already begun; it will leave that 
country still a wilderness; the settlements that 
have already been commenced there, which 
would be contributing. to the wealth of Wis- 
consin, will be retarded, and in all probability 
will have to be abandoned for the want of an 
opportunity of reaching a market, which would 
be afforded if the road should be completed. 

As this is not a new grant, but merely carry- 

ing out the policy which has been go often 
pursued by Congress, of extending grants 
where unfavorable circumstances have inter- 
fered and prevented roads from being com- 
pleted, I think that the good faith of the coun- 
try, the good faith of this Congress is pledged 
that we should do to Wisconsin what we have 
done to other States, and what we have done 
for other railroads under similar circumstances. 
‘Therefore it is that I hope the equity and jus- 
tice of the case, to which the honor of Con- 
gress I consider is pledged, will be extended 
to the State of Wisconsin, and that this bill 
will pass. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I now yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
NeGuey]} to make an explanation, 

Mr. NEGLEY. Tdo not desire to make an 


explanation. I desire two minutes to say a 
few words. I do not want the time upon any 
condition. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Well, I yield to the gen- 
tleman for two minutes, as he desires. 

Mr. NEGLEY. The honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs,] for whom 
I have the highest respect—and I yield to no 
man upon this floor in acknowledgment of his 
abilities, general fairness, and personal honor— 
has taken occasion to travel far beyond the 
limit of this debate and arraign the people of 
Pennsylvania and the vice president of the 
Pennsylvania railroad. Whether that will 
benefit him or not, I question. Bat I desire 
to say, having within the last few minutes had 
a conversation with Mr. Scott, the vice presi- 
dent. of the Pennsylvania railroad, that I am 
satisfied he is not antagonistic to this enter- 
prise; I am satisfied that he has not interfered 
in regardto it. And when the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] makes an appeal 
to this House in favor of the laboring classes 
of this country, let me say to him that he could 
not select a truer representative of their inter- 
ests than Mr. Scott, who from a humble posi- 
tion in hfe, a poor boy, has arisen until now 
he stands before the country honored among 
men as an example of energy and skill; a 
contributor to ne wealth of the country, 
ahd a promoter of the public comfort and 
convenience. i ; 

Iam surprised that the gentleman should 
resort to such means to sustain this measure. 
And as evidence that Colonel T. A. Scott has 
not- sought to influence: me against this meas- 


ures, and my conviction that be has not soughi 
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to influence others, and because of reasons 
which have been made apparent in this debate, 
showing that this is simply the revival of a 
grant formerly made by Congress, I will. say 
that I now propose to vote for this bill, although 
I have hitherto constantly opposed it. 

Mr. DICKEY. Ido not propose to make 
any such contract as that. , 

Mr. DUNNELL. I tow yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELD- 
pence 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, I trust 
that in what I shall say on this measure I may 
beable to speak without any feeling or passion. 
I certainly have no reason for passion or even 
personal feeling. I have no interest in this 
measure more than any other member on this 
floor. Itis a project of vital concern to my 
State. The line of the road does not, I believe, 
come within one hundred miles of where I 
live; perhaps it is not much nearer than that 
to any portion of the district which I represent. 
I have been opposed in general to land grants 
for railroad purposes, and opposed to subsi- 
dies in money to railroads. If, indeed, any 
one fear has possessed my mind more than 
another in the consideration of our national 
and publie atfairs, it bas been the great and 
rapid growth of corporations, the concentra- 
tion and centralization of capital. I do not 
believe that the bill now before the House 
has any tendency to increase this evil, or this 
danger. I do not believe that the gentlemen 
who have opposed it think so. Yet I would 
do them no injustice. The House will bear wit- 
ness to the insincerity, the unfairness, the 
want of good faith in the assignment of their 
reasons for the opposition which was made to 
this bill yesterday. Especially the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Houtman, ] who arrogates 
to himself the special advocacy of the people’s 
rights, insisted that he, and those who were 
acting with him, must have time for debate 
upon the bill, and when fifteen minutes were 
offered to him by the gentleman having charge 
of the bill, he indignantly declined to take 
them. He demanded a much longer time. 
To-day when he gets possession of the floor, 
he occupies just sixteen minutes, and then 
moves to luy the bill on the table, not only 
abridging his own time for debate, but cutting 
off all opportunity of every other member to 
speak upon the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had not control of the 


bill. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman's friends 
had controlof the bill. ‘Lhe gentleman knows 
right well that he alone was responsible for the 
motion to cut off all debate. ‘The insincerity 
therefore of the pretense that they wanted to 
debate this bill is shown conclusively in the 
conduct of the gentleman from Indiana, and 
in the motion which he made to lay the bill 
and amendments upon the table. The pre- 
tense of unfairness on the part of the majority 
of yesterday and of adesire for full discus- 
sion is certainly a false pretense. Yesterday 
the gentleman needed and demanded an hour 
for discussion, to-day he is unable and unwill- 
ing to discuss it for more than sixteen min- 
utes. Then it was unfair and oppressive to 
close debate, and giving him fifteen minutes, 
to day he makes a motion to close debate at 
the very first opportunity he gets. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is not a grant 
of land. The grant was made in 1856 and 
1864, with a condition which in consequence 
of hard times could not be complied with. 
Adverse circumstances prevented the people 
for whose benefit the grant was made from 
complying with the condition. By this bill we 
are not giving away the people’s lands to a 
gigantie corporation. The bill, if it shall 
become a law will, protect and preserve these 
lands from falling into the hands of one of the 
largest and most grasping corporations the 
world has ever seen, Gentlemen cannot and 
do not deny, no one can deny that the North- 
ern Pacific railroad will secure these lands if | 


this renewal to the State of Wisconsin be not 
made. Gentlemen know perfectly well that 
the great body ofthem are now lying reserved, 
and that this Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany is waiting to take possession of them the 
moment the, reservation is withdrawn. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman} tells 
us that the lands. reverted by the force of 
the law itself to the United States, and were 
within the grasp of this company at the very 
moment the time expired which was limited 
for the construction of this road. 
lawyer as the gentleman should not assert such 
a proposition as that. He ignores the fact 
that the proper public authorities have re- 
served these lands continuously, withdrawn 
them from market and entry from the hour of 
the grants in 1856 and 1864, up to this time, 
reserved them for the purposes and uses of 
this St. Croix road. 

Having thus been withdrawn from market,and 
in that attitude remaining, no person or com- 
pany could enter or takethem. ‘They areinthat 
situation to-day. The Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company has not taken them and cannot 
take them until this reservation is withdrawn. 
The gentleman as a lawyer knows right well 
this is so, and needs not to be told it by me. 
I trust that this is an incontrovertible position 
and will be so considered by this House. If 
the State of Wisconsin, by not building or 
causing the road to be built within the time 
limited by the original grants, has subjected 
itself to forfeiture of the lands, the United 
States has not yet sought to take advantage of 
the default, the misfortune of this State, and 
has not withdrawn the reservation; has not 
brought the lands again into market, and sub- 
jected them to sale or permitted them to he 
taken by any person or corporation. 

In reply to a question put to me yesterday 
by the gentleman from Indiana, as well as to 
one by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Van Trump, | 
I made answer, as I do now, that although 
these lands cannot be available for the use of 
the St. Croix road or the State of Wisconsin, 
although they have been forfeited to the Uni- 
ted States by reason of the failure to construct 
the road, yet they have been held in reserva- 
tion so that the Northern Pacific railroad could 
not take possession; nor can that company 
take them till the reservation is withdrawn. 
They are, therefore, undoubtedly the lands of 
the United States. I admit, I agree that they 
are so situated, so conditioned, that the very 
moment the public, the proper authorities 


withdraw the reservation and open them to- 


entry and sale, the Northern Pacific railroad 
will lay its hands upon them and absorb and 
convert them to its use and benefit. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana claims to 
plead for the people. And the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Stuvenson] makes a great noise, 
and blusters, and roaringly tells us that he ig 
pleading for the people, and that the thunder- 
tones of the people demand the defeat of this 
measure. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
makes the thunder and thinks it is the people’s 
thunder. The gentleman makes the noise and 
thinks his constituency are calling upon him. 
He cries aloud, and because he is loud in his 
talk, thinks thatthe peopleare making the noise. 
Sir, I do not believe there are people enough 
in his district to make as much noise as he did. 
[Laughter.] It is not their noise, it is his. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we who are anxious for 
this grant to be renewed are asking it in the 
interest of the people, in the interest of all 
the people of the State of Wisconsin. There 
are settlers upon two hundred thousand acres of 
these lands, having purchased them upon the 
faith that this railroad would be constructed by 
Government aid, by aid of these lands. And 
these people have some claim, some rights. 
They have gone into the wilderness, they have 


made their homes there; there are: their fire- | 


sides, and there are their wives and children, 


and there are upon them soldiers ofthe Army, | 


and there are widows of soldiers, and there are 


So good a 


orphans of soldiers. . They, too,-are entitled: to 
some consideration from this House: ee 
The gentleman :from Pennsylvania, . [Mr. 
SPEER, ] in eloquent language, I admit, pleads 
for the soldier, pleads for the orphans of the 
soldiers, pleads for the widow of the soldier; 
I too plead for them, and for those who are 
settled upon these lands. » It has been already 
remarked, it is a little remarkable that we-tind 
Pennsylvania in an almostsolid phalanx against 
this bill. It is a little remarkable, and yet I: 
am inclined to think we can account for it, in 
some measure atleast. The Representatives 
of Pennsylvania were not opposed to the re- 
newal of the grant to the Northern. Pacific 
railroad. They are still going in the same 
direction, in the same interest; and let me 
tell you what may in part account for it, Mr. 
Speaker. Pang 
The act renewing the grant to the Northern 
Pacific railroad provided—I read from: the act 
itself— pi 
“That in the construction of the said railroad 


American iron or steel only shall be used, the same 
to be manufactured from American ores exclu- 
sively.” 

And take it ifthat clause had been placed by 
my colleague [Mr. Russ] in this bill, we would 
have had Pennsylvania equally in solid phalanx 
in favor of this bill also. ‘This may or may not 
account for the change of views of some of the 
Representatives of Pennsylvania. Iron. and 
steel enter very largely into all their views 
and have an amazing influence upon their 
opinions. ee 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we gain if we - 
defeat this bill? We gain not one additional 
mile of railroad. We gain nothing in that 
way, and we do not save to the Government 
or the people the lands along the line, and 
subject to be taken by the Northern Pacific 
railroad if this grant is not renewed. If this 
grant is renewed, then Wisconsin will have 
two hundred and twenty miles more railroad. 
Gentlemen say that by passing this bill you 
put it out of your power to use these lands for 
other than railroad purposes. But you have 
done that already. If they do not go to this 
railroad they must go to the Northern Pacific, 
and you cannot make a better use of these 
lands than by passing this bill and causing 
this most important railroad to be built and 
the farms and lands confirmed to the settlers 
upon the terms and with the advantages, they 
had a right to expect when they made. their 
homes in the wilderness along the line. ‘This 
is their. due; this is a simple act ôf justice to 
the State of Wisconsin. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farxswortu.] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] 
angwer me one question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Duxnett,] who controls the floor, 
has yielded to the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
FARNSWORTH. | f 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I would answer the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Speer] with 
great pleasure if I had an opportunity. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield three minutes to 

the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH. ] 
_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think I can state 
in three minutes the reasons which induce me 
to vote for this bill, They are few, and can 
be briefly stated. In the first place, I do not 
regard this as a bill for a grant of Jand to a 
railroad at all. It is a bill extending the time 
for the construction of the railroad. 

In the second place, we have sold to actual 
settlers, it seems, two hundred thousand acres: 


of the public lands, the reserved lands; at... 


twenty shillings per acre, and those purchases: 


were made on the faith that this grant to the <° 


railroad would be faithfully carried ont and’ 
the railroad constructed. -If the. railroad is 
not built, I do not see.why: we should not be 
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ealled’ upon to refund. to those settlers ten 
shillings per acre of. the amount paid for their 
lands, the amount they paid being double 
price, as every member knows, and put, I 
suppose, upon the reserved or alternate sec- 
tions of the land because of the grant to the 
railroad. -I do not see why those settlers who 
have purchased these lands in this faith may 
not come to Congress and ask for the refund- 
ing of. the money which they have paid in ex- 
cess of the amounts paid by other men who 
have purchased the public lands where there 
was no railroad grant. 

For these reasons, together with the other 
reason which has been so often referred to on 
the floor, that there seems to be a competition 
between this little road and that great monop- 
oly the Northern Pacific road, for a large por- 
tion of these lands, and upon general princi- 
ples, I should be in favor of the smaller road, 
the local road, the road which is to be built 
for the benefit of the settlers there. Iam in 
favor of that as against a large road. For 
these reasons I shali vote as I have heretofore 
voted, for the extension of time in which this 
road may be constructed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There are some points 
which I desire to make in favor of this bill. I 
was interested in its report as a member of 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and have 
certainly watched with great care and anxiety 
the discussion which has been had here in op- 
position to it. If I had had charge of the bill 
myself, I should not have feared discussion 
yesterday, nor have I feared discussion to-day. 

‘I believe that there are arguments in favor of 
this bill that are entirely unanswerable, and 
arguments which ought to prevail here in this 
House. There are questions of equity that 
enter into this case that no just legislation can 
for a moment disregard. Some one has asked 
why this road was not built years and years ago. 
Gentlemen of this House are informed that 
at once upon the passage of the act making 
the original grant the State of Wisconsin en- 
tered on the construction of the road con- 
templated by the grant, and built with unusual 
promptness and dispatch the first section of 
the road. She then took hold of and com- 

leted the second branch of the road. They 

now the difficulty there was to get capital at 
that time, Everybody knows that the war in- 
tervened since the grant came into existence, 
and that the war, so far as its financial effect 
was concerned, continued beyond four years, 
yea, even to seven or eight. Now, when the 
second extension was granted, the war still 
continuing, capital could not be induced to 
take hold of this enterprise. When capital 
could be found after the war there was not 
sufficient confidence that the extension would 
be granted to justify prudent men and capital- 
ists. in entering upon the building of the third 
branch of the road. 

There are gentlemen here who talk with a 
great deal of looseness. The gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson,] who has talked with 
earnestness, and, as the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ELDREDGE] has said, with a great 
deal of noise and bluster, has made use of 
figures here that he had no right to make use 
of, ‘and which condemned his speech from 
beginning to end. No man ought to stand 
up here and say that this bill grants three mil- 
lion acres when the records and the evidence 
before the House is that it will take only one 
million four hundred and eighty thousand 
acres, 

Mr. STEVENSON. | Aliow me to say that 
I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then I beg the gentle- 
man’s pardon; it has been said probably by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hay.] 

Mr. HAY. I beg to contradict the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I’cannot yield for inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. HAY. Then do not misrepresent me. 
I did not say what you say I did. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Somebody, speaking in 
opposition to this bill, has said that the bill 
will take three million acres. I insist that 
that declaration has been made here. I gave 
it as my impression that the gentleman from 
Ilinois made that statement, although, of 
course, I accept the explanation now made. 
The gentleman from Illinois declaims against 
railroad grants, and yet he should not forget 
the significant fact in the history of his State 
that its bonds soldin the market for seventeen 
cents on the dollar before the great land grant 
policy was inaugurated, but when that policy 
was inaugurated what is true? Herbonds sold 
for $1 17 in the market. The gentleman can- 
not well gainsay the policy that has more than 
quadrupled the population of that State, and 
has made the territory of Iowa to-day a State 
of twelve hundred thousand people. This 
same policy has added in six States an in- 
crease of taxable property of $3,000,000,000. 

These are facts and figures, and yet there 
are gentleman in this House who talk against 
this policy, a policy which struck into the very 
fiber of American history, that was indeed the 
best passage in its history. These gentlemen 
are satisfied and want no more such growth; 
they do not want it to go on, and even deny its 
beneficence to the outlying territories. 

Sometimes, sir, I fear that there are States 
in this Union that are envious of the rising 
glories of these western States; there are 
those who talk about these actual settlers not 
desiring railroads. The Delegate from Dakota 
presented to the House a petition signed by 
one thousand actual settlers asking of this 
Congress a grant of lands for the construction 
of a road in the Territory of Dakota. We 
paid into the Treasury of the United States in 
our little State, in duties on iron, over a mil- 
lion dollars ; and yet there are gentlemen on 
this floor from Pennsylvania to whom, when you 
pronounce the word ‘‘iron,’’ it has a wonder- 
ful charm; but when we ask them to give aid 
in a struggle like this, and in which they should 
see their own interest, they strangely stand 
back or oppose. 

Now, I havealways been mindful of the men 
alluded to by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Hays.] AndwhereverI maylive, what- 
ever may be the people among whom my lot 
may hereafter be cast, I shall vote for this 
grant because of its clear justice to the men 
who went on these lands and settled there on 
the faith of this great Republic. For every 
acre of the land they have taken they have paid 
into the Treasury of the United States $2 50. 
We have now to-day in our Treasury half a 
million dollars; it was paid in when the na- 
tional Treasury needed every dollar that could 
be obtained to meet our most pressing neces- 
sities. We have that money now, received 
from the pavers and preémptors who went 
upon this land. 2 

And yet gentlemen here who are so much 
in the habit of talking in behalf of the actual 
settlers would say to these men, ‘* You shall not 
have this railroad; it is true you went on this 
land twelve years ago relying upon the faith 
of this nation that this road should be built ; 
it is true, you settled a hundred miles from any 
road, and paid $2 50 an acre for your land ; it 
is true, you have been praying and waiting for 
twelve years for this road, but you shall not 
have it? How will that sound to these set- 
tlers? If the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hormax, ] should ever be a candidate for Con- 
gress up in the St. Croix region, how many 
votes do you think he would get? Why, sir, 
he could count them all upon the fingers of 
one hand. 

The men in that section of country know 
what frontier life is. They know what they 
want, and they ask it of Congress. These men 
who went in there have rights which we ought 
to grant them. Let me state a little incident. 
Last fall capital was secured to build twenty 
miles of the third section of this road. And 
so eager were these old twelve-year settlers, 


so anxious were they that the road should be 
built that they left their fall plowing and volun- 
teered their services along the line of that road 
to help grade it. Money from without paid for 
the iron for the road, and these very men turned 
out and helped build it. And in the closing 
days of last year, in December, with the ther- 
mometer at thirty degrees below zero, they 
came out, men and women, for forty miles 
above, to celebrate the completion of these 
twenty miles of railroad. These old pioneers 
of twelve years came there with streaming 
eyes to celebrate the building of that section, 
for they believed it an earnest that the road 
would be completed. So completely over- 
come was one old man that he cried out, in 
the words of Scripture, ‘‘ Now lettest thou thy 
servant depart in peace;’’ so completely over- 
joyed was he at the prospect that this road 
would be built. 

I care not where these men came from; I 
care not how they may vote; I have never 
seen one of them that I know; but they are 
American citizens, arid twelve years ago they 
went in and settled upon this land, relying 
upon the plighted faith of this nation. Now 
let us not deny that faith. In the name of 
justice let us give this road to the men who 
will build it in the interest of the people. If 
we do not renew this grant the North Pacific 
railroad, will get this land and that, too, with- 
out any limitation in favor of actual settlers. 

My own State needs a second outlet to the 
great lakes ; it needs this second line. If this 
grant is renewed, with one branch to Superior 
and another to Bayfield and the Chippewa 
region, not forgotten by Wisconsin, when this 
grant is turned over to the companies to go 
on with the work, northern Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, and Iowa will be vastly aided. Their 
development willadd to the general prosperity 
of the country. Along this route, in compe- 
tition with the now existing road, will flow an 
immensely augmented commerce. The lakes 
will then be connected by rail with the Union 
Pacific and by a double line between the lakes 
and St. Paul. 

My time has expired, though a vast field of 
argument remains untouched. I now call for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Should the previous 
question be seconded and the main question 
ordered, the first question will then be upon 
tne motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Houman,] to refer this bill with instruc- 
tions to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Should that motion be negatived, the previons 
question will not be exhausted until the House 
shall have voted upon the third reading of the 
bill. The Clerk will report the instructions 
proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commit the pending bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands, with instructions to so amend the bill 
as that it shall grant to the State of Wisconsin all 
the lands specified in the bill which would inure to 
the North Pacific Railroad Company under existing 
laws, by any location of said North Pacifie road au- 
thorized by existing laws, if this grant or extension 
was not made to said State of Wisconsin; and to 
limit the grant to the lands which, in the absence 
of such legislation, would, by fair interpretation of 


existing laws, inure to the benefit of the North 
Pacific road. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Have I the right now to 
modify those instructions ? i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the 
right to modify his motion before the previous 
question shall have been seconded. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to add the follow- 
ing to the instructions I have already offered : 


And to further amend the bill so that it shall not 
be construed to enlarge the grant of land to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, or to authorize 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to select 
lands elsewhere in lieu of any lands specified in the 
pending bill. j a 

„Mr. BANKS. They have that right by pre- 
vious law; this subsequent provision cannot 
have any effect. - 3 

Mr. DICKEY. It will repeal it. i 
i Mr. BANKS. No, sir; it will not repeal it. 
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Mr. DUNNELL. Lyield for a moment to 
my colleague, [Mr. Donnan. ] 

Mr. DONNAN. Idesire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in 
order pending the motion td refer, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DONNAN. Task consent to offer the 
amendment now. A 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill tke following : 

Provided further, That all jands hereby granted, 
which may remain unsold at the expiration of five 
years after the completion of said road, shall be sub- 
ject to settlement and preémption like other public 
lands, at a price to be paid to such railroad com- 
pany not exceeding $2 50 per acre. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
this will be considered pending as an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The previous question was seconded. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Is it now in order to move 
to lay the bill and pending amendments upon 
the table ? 

The SPEAKER. It is, as the bill is not 
now in the same stage as when the previous 
motion to lay upon the table was negatived. 
= Mr. HOLMAN. There having now been 
full discussion, I make that motion. 

Mr. COX. I call for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 87, nays 91, not voting 62; 
as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, Braxton, Buffinton, Burchard, Roderick R. 
Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crit- 
cher, Crossland, Hly, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Henry D, Foster, Getz, Haldeman, Handley, 
Hanks, Harmer, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Hib- 
bard, Hill, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr,Ketcham, 

illinger, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McClel- 
and, McGrew, McKinney, MoNeely, Mereut, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Montoe, Moore, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Prindlo, Read, John M, Rice, His H. Rob- 
erts, William R, Roberts, Robinson, Shanks, Shoe- 
maker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, R. Mil- 
tou Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Steven- 
gon, Strong, Torry; Turner, Tyner, Van ‘Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—87. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, James 
G. Blair, Boles, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Caldwell, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crocker. Darrall, 
Dawes, Donnan, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Yames, Hldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Frye, Qol- 
laday, Goodrich, Hale, Hancock, Harper, George E. 
Harris, Jolin T. Harris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch 
Maynard, McCormick, Merriam, Mitchell, Leonar 
Myers, Negléy, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Pendle- 
ton, Peres, Bli Perry, Peters, Platt, Price, Rainey, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Sutherland, Tafe, 
Washington ‘Lownsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Witlard, Williams of New York, and 


Young—dl. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. James Brooks, Burdett, 
Benjamin F, Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman 
Clark, William $. Clarke, Cobb, Creely, Davis, De 
Large, Dickey, Dox, Elliott, Wilder D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Grifith, Halsey, Hambleton, John W. 
Hazelton; Herndon, Kendall, Kinsella, Lansing, 
Leach, Marshall, McCrary, Mcilonry, Mclutyre, Me- 
Junkin, McKee, Merrick, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Pottor, Randall, Hdward Y. Rice, Ritchie, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Slocum, 
Worthington C. Smith, Storm, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Upson, 
Walls, Wells; and Whitthorne—62, 


So the House refused to lay the bill and 
amendments'on the table. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. DUKE said: I desire to state that Mr. 
Wairrnorny, of Tennessee, has been called 
away on account of the death of his father. 
He is paired with Mr. Monruts, of Missis- 
I dv not know how he would vote on 


sippi 
this bill. 

Mr. PECK. Iam paired with Mr. Upson, 
of Ohio. If I had been allowed to vote I 


should have voted ‘f no.” 


42p Cone. 2p Bess, —No. 83. 


The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs, 
will the House order the main-question? 

The main question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. - The main question having 
been ordered, the question is first on referring 
this bill to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
with the instructions moved by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Horman. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that question I call for 
tellers. - 

Mr. PETERS. Icall forthe yeas and nays. 
We may as weil have them at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 78, not voting 
61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, Bell, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, Bright, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benja-~ 
min F. Butler, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, 
Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dickey, Duke. Dun- 
nell, Ely, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harmer, George L. Harris, John T, Har- 
ris, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, 
Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Killin- 
ger, King, Lamison, Lamport, Lewis, Lowe, Man- 
son, Marshall, McClelland, McGrew, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Monroe, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Prindle, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, William R. Roberts,Robinson, Sessions, Shanks, 
Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, Jobn A. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Strong, Terry, Dwight Town- 
send, Turnor, Tyner, Upson, Van ‘rump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Walden, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beck, Beveridge, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Boles, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, Comingo, 
Conger, Cotton, Crockor, Dawes, Donnan, DuBose, 
Duell, Hames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Fryo, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Hancock, Harper, Havens, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, Loar, Hooper, Houghton, Lynch, May- 
nard, MeCormick, Mitchell, Leonard Myers, Neg- 
ley, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Price, Raincy, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Scoficld, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J 
Speer, Stoughton, Sutherland, ‘Caffe, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell. Waddell, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Wallace.’ Warren, Wheeler, Willard, Wil- 
liams of New York, and Young—78. 

NOT VOLING— Messrs. Barry, Bigby, Braxton, 
James Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Free- 
man Clarke, William T. Clark, Cobb, Creely, Dar- 
ral, Davis, De Large, Dox, Bhiott, Wilder D. 
Foster, Garrett, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Hamblo- 
ton, John W. Iazelton, Herndon, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, Leach, McCrary. McHenry, Mce- 
Intyre, McJunkin, Mckee, Merriam, Merrick, Ben- 
jamin F. Moyers, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, 
Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Aaron E. Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Potter, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Shellabarger, Worthington C. 
Smith, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher, 
Thomas, Walis, Wells, and Whitthorne—61. 


So the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands with instructions 
was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. TI move to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also move that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table.. 

Mr. SHANKS. _I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Does theamendment offered 
by the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Doynay] 
go with the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I ask 
unanimous consent to make a suggestion. It 
is this; the Legislature of Wisconsin adjourns 
in about two weeks. If anything is to be done 
with this bill—— $ 

Mr. COX. I object to debate. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I will 
not occupy more than a single minute. Isim- 
ply want to have the committee authorized to 
report the bill at any time. 

r. COX and Mr. HOLMAN objected. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands with instructions. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Some members have 


i| the committee in the belief that it could be 


voted for the proposition to réfer this bill to | 


reported back at any time. If the gontleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] persists in the 
motion to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider, I shall call the yeas and nays ou it: 

The question being takon on Mr. Honman’s 
motion, there were—ayes 84, noes 71. a 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 5 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I now mové that the 
House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 105, noes 52. 

Pending the announcement of the result of 
the vote, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 445) to. defray the expenses 
of district judges from other districts while 
holding district or circuit courts in the south- 
ern district of New York ; 

‘An act (S. No. 644) amending the act ap- 
proved July 27, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act relating 
to pensions ;”’ 

An act (S. No. 615) to reimburse certain 
soldiers for loss of clothing by fire at Chicago; 

An act (S. No. 570) transferring certain 
powers and duties to the Department of Jus- 
tice, and providing a seal therefor; and” 

An act (S. No. 588) for the relief of Lucas, 
O’Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of Iowa. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SHELLABARGER, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained indefinite leave of absence. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave of absence for two weeks, 
on account of sickness in his family. 

The result of the vote ou the motion to 
adjourn was then announced as above record- 
ed; and accordingly (at four o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of James 
Pollock and 29 others, Union soldiers and 
citizens of Ohio, praying the equalization of 
bounties at $8 834 per month for time of ser- 
vice, and bounty land without requirement of 
settlement, to Union soldiers and sailors and 
marines in the war of the rebellion. . 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petitions of George 
L. Nicolson and Robert L. Montague, of Mid- 
dlesex county, Virginia, asking a removal of 
their political disabilities. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The memorial of 
Jonathan Bourne, jr., and 63 other merchants, 
citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, en- 
gaged in the whale fisheries, praying that a 
law be enacted forbidding the killing of wal- 
rus during the months of July and August. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of J. L. Hib- 
bard and 18 others, dairymen of Jefferson 
county, New York, protesting against any 
reduction upon foreign salt, and setting forth 
that the domestic manufacturers of salt during 
the last ten years have furnished an article 
equal to the best in the world, and at more 
reasonable prices than would have ruled had 
we been dependent upon foreigners. 

By Mr. EAMES: The remonstrance of 
Amasa Sprague and 36 others, manufacturers 
of cotton in Rhode Island, against the reduc- 
tion of the tariff on manufactured cottons. 

By Mr. HALE: -The petition of G. L. Baker 
and others, of Steuben, Mainc, for a light- 
house at Gouldsborough harbor. 

By Mi. KERR: The petition of Mrs. Mary 
C. Griffin, embracing the affidavits of General 
B. E; Scribner; Lieutenant W. C. Shaw; and 
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Dr. John Carry, stating the cause and circum- 
stances of the death of Colonel Daniel F. 
Griffin, late colonel of the thirty-eighth Indiana 
volunteers. ` 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of Charles 
W. Cahoon, for extension of patent. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The remonstrance of 
Dewit C. West and 41 others, residents of 
Lewis county, New York, against the pro- 
posed repeal of the duty on bark extracts for 
tanning. . 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Robert 
Corson, John Allen, Aaron Fries, John Errick- 
son, and others, owners of the schooner Rob- 
ert Corson, of Philadelphia, praying the pas- 
sage of an act awarding compensation to them 
for the loss of the said schooner while in the 
possession of the United States, and sent to 
sea under direction of its officers, and for 
freight and demurrage. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: 
dry soldiers of the war of the rebellion, ask- 
ing an equalization of bounties, provisions for 
back pay, and the grant of bounty lands to sol- 
diers, &c. 

By Mr. STARK WEATHER: The petition 
of William Hyde and others, asking a life- 
boat station on Block island. 

Also, the petition of William Hyde and 
others, asking a life-boat station on Block 
Island. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Theremonstrance 
of 406 persons, residonts of the State of Mich- 
igan, against the removal or reduction of the 
tax on salt. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of Kliza Higginbotham, praying arrears of 
pension to her children. 


IN SENATE. 
Eripay, March 1, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. C. Apams, D. D., of Wash- 
ington. ; 

The Journal.of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr, President, as my name 
during the late debate has been mentioned 
more than once as a possible member of the 
special committee that has been ordered to 
inquire into the sale of arms and even as the 
chairman of the committee, [ deem it my duty 
to say now in advance that the condition of 
my health is such that it would be impossible 
for me to serve on that committee. I make 
this statement with reluctance, and the Sen- 
ate will pardon me if [ add certain details. 

It may be remembered by personal friends 
that just a year ago L was suddenly arrested 
in my duties by very painful symptoms which 
were traced to injuries received sixteen years 
ago, quickened anew by over-work. At that 
time the physician who made himself ac- 
quainted with my case enjoined repose. I 
have been sorry to find during the last two 
days a recurrence of some of: those painful 
symptoms, and my physician to whom 14 felt it 
my duty to appeal this morning besides medi- 
cal treatment has again enjoined repose, I 
have his prescription and mandate to that 
effect. Under the circumstances I feel it my 
duty to obey, but with infinite regret. L am 
not in the habit, as Senators will bear witness, 
of neglecting or avoiding labor. For the pres- 
ent I must content myself with the discharge 
of my ordinary duties without undertaking 
anything new. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that I am 
reported in the Globe as having said last 
night, in reply to a suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Saerman] that the Chair 
appoint this committee, that I made objection 
to any appointment, or something to that 
effect, at the present time. I ought to say, 
in justice to myself and to the Chair, that I 
understood my friend from Ohio to move the 
ordinary resolution, that, if the Chair did not 


The petition of sun- || 


| 


appoint, such and such gentlemen should be 
the committee; and it was to that that I was 
objecting, as I understood it, and not to the 
Chair’s making the appointment. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the cre- 
dentials of Hon Aaron A. SARGENT, chosen by 
the Legislature of California a Senator from 
that State for the term commencing March 4, 
1878 ; which were read, and ordered to befiled. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a copy of the report of Major W, E. 
Merrill, of the corps of engineers, upon the 
survey of the harbor at Evansville, Indiana ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of 
the Secretary of War, concerning the necessity 
for a connecting line of telegraph between 
important military posts in the military division 


| of the South; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to he 
printed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY IN MAINE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill(S. No. 475) to authorize 
the sale of public property at Houlton, Maine. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert the following: 

That, the Secretary of War bo, and ho is hereby, 
authorized to sell and convey the land and building 
belonging to the United States at Houlton, Maino, 
known as Hancock barracks, if, in his opinion, it 
shall bo for tho interest of tho Government to scil 
the same, reserving to the county of Aroostook so 
much of said land as shall be necessary ior the mon- 
uments thercon erected, by the consent of the War 
Department, to establish a meridian lino, which land 
shall bo granted to suid county: Provided, That the 
land so granted shall not exceed in value the sum 
of $500. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Thatis substantially the bill 
already passed by the Senate, with a limitation, 
and I hope the Senate will agree to the House 
amendment. I move that the Senate concur 
in that amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope not. 

Mr. COLE. ‘That is a debatable motion, I 
believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not wish to debate it, 
however, but simply to express my anxiety 
that the Senate may continue in session to- 
morrow. To-day we shall probably enter upon 
the consideration of the appropriation bill 
which has been partly considered, and if we 
are permitted to go on with it to-morrow, inall 


| probability we shall get through with it, and 


then it will be out of the way of some other 
business, other business being pressing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihope this motion will 
be allowed to go over until we get through 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If any Senator 
objects, the morning business must be first 


‘disposed of, and the motion can be made again 


duirng the morning hour when there is no other 
business before the Senate, but the morning 
business now has priority. 

Mr. SPENCER. I should like to reply to 
the Senator from California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not debat- 
able at the present time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Al I ask is that it shall 
go over until after the morning business is 
disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the morning business must be proceeded 
with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Louisiana, in favor 
of the passage of the supplementary civil rights 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. f . 

Mr. WEST presented a memorial of the 
New Orleans, Florida, and Havana Steamship 
Company, indorsed by sixteeninsurance com- 
panies and the Chamber of Commerce of New 
Orleans, asking an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the channelat the port of Cedar 
Keys, in Florida; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition 
numerously signed by prominent citizens of 
Cincinnati, praying that whatever changes be 
made in the tariff laws they shall not take 
effect within one hundred and eighty days, 
and setting out their reasons therefor. And 
here I desire to state that the passage of the 
House bill repealing the duties on tea and 
coffee has created great alarm throughout the 
country in regard to the action of the Senate. 
The immediate passage of any sudden change 
so important as that would work great injury 
to the trade throughout the country, and great 
excitement has sprung up in the commercial 
cities in regard to it. I desire now to state that 
whatever differences of opinion there may be 
in regard to repealing the duty on tea and 
coffee, there is no expectation, so far as I 
know, by any Senator, and certainly not by 
any member of the Committee on Finance, 
that the act will take effect before the Ist of 
July, so that all the alarm, which is evidenced 
by the large delegations here yesterday, and 
algo by the petitions that will be coming in 
now, is, I think, unfounded. There is no. 
doubt that whatever action is had by Congress 
will be postponed to a day certain, and that 
every one will have an opportunity to adapt 
himself and his business to the changes pro- 
posed in the tariff. 

l think it due to the business men of the 
country to make this statement, and I make 
it on bebalf of the Committee on Finance, 
who unanimously concur in the opinion. * 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This petition 
will be referred to that committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before that petition is referred 
I desire to saya word. While I agree with 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
that it is not only proper, but desirable, that 
whatever change be made in reference to the 
duties on tea and coffee shall not go into effect 
for some months after the law shall have been 
enacted, I wish to make the further statement 
that the parties whose business is very much 
affected by the pendency of this question felt 
satisfied that it would relieve them very much 
if the sense of the Senate itself, in addition to 
that of the Committee on Finance, could have 
been had separately upon that bill repealing 
the duties on tea and coffee. I myself, as a 
member of the Committee on Finance, desired 
that the sense of the Senate might be taken 
on that bill; but satisfied as I am that the 
introduction of any bill repealing the duty on 
tea and coffee, or upon any other single article, 
would inevitably lead to the offering of such 
amendments as would be equivalent to bring- 
ing on the whole subject, I have deemed it 
better that the decision of the question should 
await the time when the whole subject can 
come up; otherwise, I would have desired that 
that bill should be reported for the immediate 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Ohio, late soldiers in the Umited 
States Army, praying for the passage of an 
act authorizing a bounty of $8 83} per month 
for the time served, after deducting all Gov- 
ernment bounty heretofore received by them, 
and that the act of July 15, 1870, relating to 
the entry of public lands be amended; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Ohio, praying that the duties on wool may 
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not be reduced; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citi- 
zensof Maine, late soldiers in the United States 
Army, asking Congress to pass an act giving 
to all soldicrs, sailors, and marines, and to 
the heirs of those who are deceased, $8 334 
per month for the entire time served, deduct- 
ing therefrom all Government bounties here- 
tofore received by them; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial num- 
erously signed by citizens of the United 
States, protesting against any amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States intro- 
ducing the name of God or of the Saviour ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of colored 
citizens of California, protesting against pro- 
scription on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, and praying for the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of C. E, Will- 
son, son aud heir, and for the coheirs of George 
Willson, deceased, of Cheyenne, Wyoming 
Territory, praying to be indemnified for spoli- 
ations committed by the French prior to the 
year 1801; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, late soldiers of the United States Army, 
praying the equalization of bounties at $8 334 
per month for time of service, and bounty land 
without requirement of settlement, to Union 
soldiers and sailors and marines in the war of 
the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of merchants 
of Boston, dealers in tea and coffee, praying 
that if the law abolishing or reducing duties 
on tea and coffee shall pass, at least six months’ 
time be granted before the same shall take 
effect, so that all may be prepared alike to 
meet the change; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of merchants 
of Boston, Massachusetts, dealers in tea and 
coffee, praying that if the law abolishing or 
reducing duties on tea and coffee shall pass, 
at least ninety days’ time be granted before 
the same shall take effect, so that all may be 
prepared alike to meet the change; which 
was referred to the Committee on Iinance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Worcester, Massachusetts, asking Congress to 
pass a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors throughout the District of Columbia ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Boston, praying that the manufacture and 
sale of all intoxicating liquors to be used as a 
beverage be prohibited; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented the memo- 
rial of Charles Francis and others, citizens of 
Connecticut, praying indemnification for spoli- 
ations committed by the French prior to the 
year 1801; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the memorial of Gurdon 
Robbins, of Hartford, Connecticut, praying 
remuneration for losses sustained by armed 
French vessels prior to 1800; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Walliagford, Connecticut, requesting the 
Government of the United States to use its 
influence with other nations to secure an 
adjustment of all international difficulties by 
arbitration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Meriden, Connecticut, signed by the mayor of 
the city, requesting the Government of the 
United States to use its influence with other 
nations to secure an adjustment of all inter- 


national difficulties by arbitration; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles 
W. Dennison, asking for the pay of a chaplain 
after his resignation but while engaged in other 
public service for the Government at the re- 
quest of the President ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of to- 
bacco manufacturers of the city of St. Louis, 
Missouri, praying the enactment of a law affix- 
ing a revenue stamp to each plug of tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented the petition of Charles G. 
Easterbrook, publisher of the Weymouth Ga- 
zette, Norfolk county, Massachusetts, praying 
that section one hundred and sixty-two of the 
codified postal laws, now pending in Congress, 
may be so amended that persous known as 
regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals may receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon, as received, at the same rates 
pro rata as regular subscribers to publications 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Officesand Post Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of J. H, 
Hero, M. D., W. J. Eaton, S. M. Griggs, and 
other citizens of Westboro, Worcester county, 
Massachusetts, asking that no candidate shall 
hereafter be deemed eligible to any Federal 
office who is addicted to the use of intox- 
icating liquors as a beverage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J, Hero, 
M. D., W. J. Eaton, S. M. Griggs, and others, 
citizens of Westboro, Worcester county, Massa- 
chusetts, asking for the prohibition of the 
manufacture, sale, and importation of all in- 
toxicating liquors to be used as a beverage ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I present the me- 
morial of Cramer, Aikens & Cramer, one of 
the most enterprising publishing firms in the 
country, who are engaged in a business which 
I believe they originated—publishing one side 
of a newspaper, and carrying on their business 
in various States of the Union. They ask a 
modification of the postallaw. The petition 
is the same in tenor as those I have heretofore 
presented on the same subject. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
memorial of Henry D. Didier, grandson and 
heir of the late Thomas Levant, of Balti- 
more, Maryland, and of Mrs. Antoinette M. 
Shepard, heir of the late Captain John Marsh, 
of Wethersfield, Rocky Hill, Hartford, Con- 


necticut, praying indemnification for spolia- 


tions committed by France between the years 
1793 and 1801; which was ordered to he on 
the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
citizens of the State of Ohio, late soldiers of 
the United States Army, asking Congress to 
pass an act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, and to the heirs of those who are 
deceased, $8 834 per month for the entire time 
served, deducting therefrom all Government 
bounties heretofore received by them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Iowa, soldiers in the late war to sup- 
press the rebellion, praying the speedy enact- 
ment by Congress of a law giving $8 33$ per 
month for the entire time served, deducting all 


| Government bounty heretofore paid, and also 


of a law to grant bounty lands to soldiers who 
served in said war, and to the widows and chil- 
dren of such as have died ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of 
Warner T. Jones, of Gloucester county, Vir- 
ginia, praying the removal of his political dis- 
abilities; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 

of Major Alexander Montgomery, quarter- 
master United States Army, praying the enact- 
ment of a law promoting officers in the Army 
according to seniority; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
_ Mr. POOL presented the memorial of Julia 
G. Cameron, widow of James Cameron, who 
was the heir, and for the coheirs, of George 
Cameron, deceased, praying indemnification 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801 ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 724) suplementary to an act en- 
titled “ An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company and to aid in the con- 
struction of its road, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 8, 1871, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. COLE. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to report back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1191) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending June 
30, 1878, and for other purposes, with sundry 
amendments. I give notice that I will try to 
call it up immediately after the disposal of the 
Indian appropriation bill, which is the next 
one to follow the legislative, executive, and 
judicial bill. l 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to report back the bill (H. R. No. 
1543) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Quincy, Illinois, for the accomo- 
dation of a post office, custom-house, and 
other public offices, adversely; and at the 
request of the Senator from Mlinois, [Mr. 
‘TRUMBULL, ] I ask that it go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe 
placed on the Calendar, with the adverse report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, trom the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 512) to 
provide for the erection of a building suitable 
for the use of the United States courts, post 
office, and other necessary offices, at Charles- 
town, West Virginia, reported adversely 
thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe 
indefinitely postponed unless some Senator 
desires that it be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it go on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe 
placed on the Calendar, with the adverse report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, also, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the petition of citizens of 
Mississippi, for the erection of acustom-house 
and post office at Shieldsborough, Mississippi, 
asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (H. R. No. 555) for the relief of suf- 
ferers by fire at Chicago, to report it back with 
an amendment striking out all after the enact- 
ing clause and inserting a substitute. I will 
state that the bill as now reported back is sub- 
stantially the bill as it first passed the Senate. 
The bill as it now stands reported from the 
committee, I may state, omits all specifications 
of articles, and allows a drawback on all arti- 
cles that may enter into the construction of 
buildings erected on the burnt district, with 
this additional amendment: “to be used in 
buildings erected on the site occupied hereto- 
fore by buildings,”’ instead of ‘in buildings 
erected within the burnt district.” With that 
exception the bill standsas reported originally, 
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and it is reported with a favorablerecommend- 
ation. . It was first intended to ask this morn- 
ing that the bill be put on its passage, but Jam 
now directed otherwise. I give notice, how- 
ever, that to-morrow morning I shall call up 
the bill during the morning hour and ask that 
it be put on its passage. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1664) to change the Iccation of the 
First National Batik of Seneca, State of IMi- 
nois, to the city of Morris, Illinois. This 
report is made atter correspondence with the 
Comptroller of the Currency, in which he states 
that there is no objection to the passage of 
the bill, and indeed it is necesary to be passed ; 
and as it is a mere local matter, I trust the 
bill will be put on its passage now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have morning business 
to present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 719) to expedite the transaction of 
business in the General Land Office and bring 
up the arrearages of work, reported it without 
amendment., 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the Dill (II. R. No. 1761) ex- 
tending the time for the completion of the 
Portage lake and Lake Superior ship-canal, 
reported it without amendment, 

My, NYE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tocies, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No, 1080) to regulate elections in Washington 
and Idaho Territories, reported it without 
amendment. 

SENATOR PROM NORU CAROLINA. 

Mr, ANTHONY. I am directed by the 
Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a resolution to print extra copies of the report 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
on the claim of Joseph C. Abbott to a seat in 
the Senate, to report ib back aud recommend 
its passage, 

Lhe resolution was considered by unani 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved, That three thousand oxtra copics of the 
roport of the Committee on Privileges and Wiections 
on the memorial of Joseph C. Abbott, claiming n 
gout in tho Sonato from tho State of North Carolina, 
with tho views of the minority, be printed for the 
use of the Sonate. 

DEBATES OF CONGRESS, 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 681} to 
provide for the reporting and printing of tho 
debates in Congress, have instrneted me to 
report it back without amendment, and I wish 
to say in regard to it that this is almost in the 
nature of a privileged question, that it relates 
to the daily business of Congress, and that 
tie matter has beon delayed owing to circum- 
stances for which the contractors certainly are 
not to blame, and I do not know that anybody 
has been to blame. A majority of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Printing have been 
away all the session, until recently on public 
business, and now one of them is confined to 
his house by illness, I am sorry to know. It 
will be a year next Monday since the pub- 
lishers bave been going on printing the Globe 
without any contract, upon an informal un- 
derstanding which was communicated to the 
Senate by the Senate Committee on Printing 
at the beginning of this Congress. There was 
no Comuittee on Printing in the House at 
that time. I think it is due to the publish- 
ers, and due to lairness and justice that we 
should take up this bill and dispose of it now, 
especially if it does not lead to any debate. 

‘Lhe proposition is to renew the existing con- 
tract for the new Congress, with some modifica: 
tions which will make a saving of about thirty | 


—s 


thousand dollars a year; in all other respects 
to renew the existing contract, with the ex- | 


pectation that in the interval between now and 
the close of the present Congress, the com- 
mittee will be able to report to Congress a 
new contract, and we hope one that will make 
some reduction in the volume of the Globe, 
which is getting to be very large. I ask for 
the present consideration of the bill. 

Several SENATORS rose with morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the bill shall be taken 
up I will give way to morning business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I should like 
to make a report; butI find that a modest man 
has very little chance here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAMLIN. [have a resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iunderstood it wasagreed 
that this bill should be taken up, and that then 
I would give way to morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine states that he has a Senate resolu- 
tion to offer, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not object to the bill 
being taken up, and then let us go through 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there objec- 
tion to taking up the Dill, subject to allowing 
the morning business to be concluded after 
the bill shall be taken up? The Chair hears 
no objection, and the bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole; but its consid- 
eration is laid aside temporarily for morning 
business. Reports of committees are still in 
order, 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr RAMSEY, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 631) to authorize the 
coustruction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river at Brownville, Nebraska, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 621) granting a pension to 
Belinda Craig, reported adversely thereon and 
moved ity indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Jacob B. Power, praying to be placed upon 
the pension-roll, submitted an adverse report 
thereon. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of Massachusetts, praying the enact- 
went of a law forthe protection of the walrus 
in the Arctic seas, reported a bill (S. No. 785) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to extend 
the laws of the United States relating to cus- 
toms, commerce, and navigation over the ter- 


'ritory ceded to the United States by Russia, 


to establish a collection district therein, and 
for other purposes,” passed July 27, 1868; 
which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. ; 
NEW ORLEANS BRANCH MINT. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 577) to reéstablish the branch mint at 
New Orleans or restore the same to the city 
of New Orleans, reported it with an amend- 


ment. i 

Mr. KELLOGG. This is the bill which two 
or three days since was arrested midway in its 
passage by an objection, and upon the motion 
of my friend from Vermont [Mr. Morru] 
was subsequently referred to the Committee 
on Finance. tis a bill of a local nature, of 
considerable importatice, and as it is very 
short indeed, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take it up. It will take but a moment 
to pass it. It has been recommitted twice, 
and two committees have passed upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt is difficult to 


have two bills up by unanimous consent at thé 
same time. ae . 

Mr. ANTHONY. This will lead to discus- 
sion, and I really think the bill I reported 
ought to be acted upon. . , 

Mr. KELLOGG. Does it require unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill reported by 
the Senator from Rhode Island ? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It did, and it 
was taken up subject to consent that the morn- 
ing business should be disposed of. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. This bill will not be dis- 
cussed to any extent, Iam sure, and it will 
take but a few moments to dispose of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If no Senator rises to 
discuss it I will not object. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe it 
my duty to state a fact. Ithink the Senate 
ought to know exactly what the bill is. I have 
no objection to its consideration. TA 

Mr. KELLOGG. It will take but an instant 
to state the facts. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think the 
Senate ought to be duly informed in regard to 
this. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be considered, subject to 
objection. ; 

The bill (S. No. 577) to reéstablish the branch 
mint at New Orleans or to restore the same to 
the city of New Orleans was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, d:e., That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be directed, within six months aftor the passage 
of this act, to surrender to the authorities of the city 
of New Oricans the building and grounds now occu- 
pied by the United States as a branch mint, situate in 
said city of New Orleans, and bounded by Esplanade 
street, Barracks street, Levee street, and the public 
road; and which was conveyed to the United States 
by said city, June 19, 1835, upon the condition ex- 
pressed in said grant that said building and grounds 
should be used asa branch mint of the United States; 
and that should it hercafter_be deemed necessary 
by the Government of tho United States to re- 
move the mint contemplated to be established 
as aforesaid, or to cease to occupy it for such pur- 
pose, then the said act to be null and void: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, within 
six months atter_the passage of this act, cause the 
branch mint at Now Orleans to be reéstablished for 
the coinage of gold, silver, or nickel, in which case 
this act shall bo void. 

The amendment ofthe Committee on Finance 
was read, being to strike out all atter the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to 
insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed within six months after the passage 
of this act to remove and sell at his discretion the 
machinery and all the movable property belong- 
ing to the United States, now in the building and 
grounds heretofore occupied by the United States as 
a branch mint, situate in_the city of New Orleans, 
and bounded by Esplanado street, Barracks street, 
Levee streot, and the public road, and to surrender 
to the authorities of said city of New Orleans the 
building and grounds above described. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely rise 
to say that 1 do not think a bill of this kind 
ought to pass the Senate without the Senate 
understanding precisely what is accomplished 
by it. In 1885 the United States took u lease 
of the ground upon which this-mint was estab- 
lished. The original cost of the building was 
about three hundred thousand dollars. The 
Government has expended upon it since about 
as much more. The building now is in good 
repair, so that the supervising architect of the 
Treasury says that $10,000 would enable the 
Government to have the mint again in oper- 
ation; but the Government have no need of 
the mint, and do not propose to reocenpy it, 
and have practically abandoned it since 1861; 
that is, no coin has been coined at that branch 
mint since then. Unquestionably, the land 
upon which the mint stands is worth about as 
much as the building itself. Therefore it is a 
very handsome donation to the city of New 
Orleans. The only guestion that arose in re- 
gard to it was, whether the Government, being 
disposed. to abandon ‘the building, should 
abandon it outright, gracefully give up the 
whole, or require the city of New Orleans 
to pay for the raw materials what mighi be 
received by selling them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe the Senate 
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would, upon a statement of the official papers 
on file, pass this bill with scarcely any objec- 
tion; but I think myself it is hardly right to 
ask the Senate to pass upon a bill surrendering 
probably $100,000 worth of property until 
there is an opportunity to explain it. I am 
in favor of the bill and will vote for it, but I 
believe the Senate unanimously would pass the 
bill after an inspection of the accompanying 


apers. 
P Mr. KELLOGG. If there is likely to be dis- 
cussion, inasmuch as the bill is before the Sen- 
ate by the courtesy of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I will not press it now. I am satis- 
fied it is meritorious. If it were not, I would 
not have asked the Senate to consider it at this 
time. I would not like to risk the bill upon 
the statement made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I should desire to be heard, or have 
the chairman of the Finance Committee state 
the merits of the bill before the Senate finally 
act upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow 
me now, I will go on and make a statement of 
the case; but I think the bill had better go 


over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis manifest this bill 
has to go over, and I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will be permitted to call up the 
other matter. I understand that we have been 
having the Globe published here ever since 
this Congress assembled without any pay- 
ment. Something ought to be done. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 736) to prevent and punish the obstruc- 
tion of the administration of justice in the 
courts of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 787) to incorporate the Great Salt Lake 
and Colorado River railway, and to grant to 
said company a right of way through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 788) fixing the status of certain Federal 
soldiers enlisting in the Union Army from the 
State of Alabama; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 739) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Ward; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 740) to amend the act giving homesteads 
to actual settlers; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 741) to more clearly define the nature of 
certain courts in the several Territories, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
742) to amend section thirty-five of an act 
entitled ‘An act to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes ;’’ which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (S. No. 
724) supplementary to an act entitled ‘Anact 


to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 


pany and to aid in the construction of itsroad, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 
1871; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN P. HALE. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be instructed to inquire and report what sum, 
if any, is equitably due John P. Hale, late minister, 
&e., to Spain. 


INSTRUCTIONS AS TO PROSECUTIONS. 


Mr. BAYARD. Isubmitthe following reso- 
lution, and ask for it a present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate (unless 
in his opinion incompatible with the public interest) 
the instructions given to the United States attor- 
ney at the city of New York, in relation to the pros- 
ecution of the merchants of that city and others for 
giving presents or gratuities to the custom-house 
oficials, and all correspondence had in relation to 
the subject. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to state to the 
Senate in a few words why I think this reso- 
lution is important. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to 
the passage of the resolution, but if it is going 
to be debated I think the few minutes left of 
the morning hour ought to be given to the bill 
reported by me. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire about three min- 
utes to explain the resolution. I have been, 
together with my colleagues of the Committee 
of Investigation, devoting a great deal of time 
and a great deal of labor for the purpose of 
discovering certain alleged abuses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
first ask whether the resolution is to be con- 
sidered at the present time, because otherwise 
it is not debatable. Is there objection to the 

resent consideration of this resolution? The 
hair hears none, and the Senator from Dela- 
ware will proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. A great deal of time and 
labor has been expended in the endeavor to 
discover abuses in the custom-house in New 
York, The testimony has been given to the 
country from the fortunate circumstance that 
the investigations have been open to thé pub- 
lic. While I do not propose at this time to 
advert generally to the results of that investi- 
gation, this much I will say: that the most 
reliable source of information to the Senate 
and to the country has been found to be the 
merchants of the city of New York. They were 
brought before the committee under subpena 
generally, very unwillingly, and testified under 
circumstances of considerable embarrassment 
to the existence of a great number of abuses. 
I may say that there scarcely was one plank 
pierced by the investigating committee that 
did not turn out worm-eaten or rotten toa 
certain extent. Now, if it shall turn out that 
the President of the United States has given 
instructions that among the thousand abuses 
discovered by this committee, the merchants 
of New York are to be selected as objects of 
prosecution for having given gratuities or 
presents to the unfaithful officers of the rev- 
enue for the purpose of procuring facilities for 
their business, then I will simply say, if such 
be the course intended, the chief channel by 
which we can expect to obtain reliable in- 
formation will be effectually closed. I wish 
further to say 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask a question for information? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam explaining the mat- 


ter-—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Isimply wish to know 
one fact, and shall occupy but a moment. I 
wish to know whether the Senator has seen in 
the public newspapers, published exactly and 
in extenso, this letter from the Attorney Gen- 
eral to the district attorney, and the district 
attorney’s letter back to the Attorney General. 
He speaks hypothetically. I want to know 
whether he has seen them. 


Mr. BAYARD. I have seen a letter pur- 
porting to be a letter from the Attorney Gen- 
eral to the district attorney at New York. 
The authenticity of that letter I have no means 
of ascertaining. This is the proper method 
for me to go upon, because I think it a very 
serious question ; for the people of this coun- 
try will undoubtedly wish to know whether this 
is a movement intended to effectuate reform, 
or whether it is intended as an act to strangle 
all attempts to discover abuses. In my opin- 
ion there could uot be a more effectual act to 
prevent the obtaining of the information desired 
by the country than to hold up to the merchants 
who have been victims of these extortions in 
the city of New York the pains and penalties 
of the acts of Congress affecting the giving of 
gratuities to custom-house officials. 

Why, sir, so far from these merchants of 
New York being proper subjects. of prosecu- 
tion, they should be held the proper subjects 
of sympathy by all men. They have been bled ; 
they have been the victims of extortion ; they 
have come forward most unwillingly to tell 
you the facts; and I would just as soon in the 
case of a traveler on the highway, when a foot- 
pad has extorted from him a portion of the 
contents of his purse, propose that the traveler 
should be called up first and foremost and be 
punished for having bought his peace and his 
personal safety at the cost of his property. 
That has been the course of these merchanta 
in New York. The evidence is before the 
country ; and I will say that if the letters pub- 
lished in the public prints, the authenticity 
of which I desire now to have established by 
calling for the originals, be true, and if this 
effort has been made to terrorize the merchants 
of New York from giving further testimony in 
eases like this, £ wish the full effect of that 
to be understood by the country, for it is the 
most back-handed blow to investigation that 
in my opinion was ever perpetrated. I shall, 
however, wait until we have the information. 
I prefer to bave it in an authentic shape. 
The matter is too grave to be acted upon on 
anonymous communications in the newspapers. 
I say anonymous because the articles contain: 
ing them are anonymous, although letters pur- 
porting to be written by high officials of the 
Government appear there; but I do not choose 
to arraign them or to find fault with them until 
I can discover whether they have been truly 
represented before the country or not. But I 
draw the attention of the Senate and the atten- 
tion of the country to the fact that here in the 
investigation of what must be admitted to be 
a fearful charge upon the commerce of the 
country, a system of extortion, a system of 
illegal abuse, those who have been the victims 
are now sought to be punished for the wrongs 
and enormities inflicted upon them. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I do not know that 
there is any objection to adopting the resolu- 
tion which has been presented by the Senator 
from Delaware. Nor do I know that this is 
the time to discuss the question which. he pro- 
pounds in connection with that resolution. I 
do not know why a man should be exempt 
from prosecution for violation of a law, be- 
cause he isa merchant. I have never heard 
of such a rule. It appears to me very proper 
for the President of the United States to carry 
out the principle he enunciated in one of his 
messages, that if there is a law on the statute- 
book which is bad, which is evil in its tendency, 
the surest and the best way to have it corrected 
is to enforceit. The law, if I understand it, is 
alaw against giving and against receiving bribes 
or gratuities for the performance of public 
duty, and it is a question whether in such a 
ease the merchant is not as mucha criminal as 
the officeholder. I do not think it advisable 
for me, as one, to stand up here and undertake 
to defend either, If any man is a violator of 
the law, he should suffer the penalty due for 
the violation of the law. f 

I merely make these remarks in reference 
to what has been said by the honorable Senator 
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from Delaware, for I make no objection to the 
passage of the resolution. : 

Mr. BAYARD. One word in reply to my 
honorable friend from Connecticut. It has 
not. been suggested that I have apologized for 
the breach of law, or that I desire to see any 
man acquitted who bas violated thelaw. That 
isnotthe question. But here is a practical fact 
before the Senate and the country. A com- 
mittee is now in session investigating alleged 
abuses. ‘Those abuses constitute violations 
of law. To discover those abuses is very diffi- 
cult, because of course it requires two par- 
ties to commit them. By dint of the stringent 
statutes of the United States, by the compul- 
sion of the law in relation to the examination 
of witnesses before committees, these mer- 
chants are compelled to come there and answer 
under oath as to the share they have taken in 
these violations of law. Itis true there is a 
statute which protects them from having their 
statements used against them as the basis of 
criminal prosecution, and perhaps that has 
not been fully adverted to ; but nevertheless at 
this time it is plain to the country, and I here 
charge it to the Senate and to my honorable 
friend from Connecticut, if we expect to know 
the truth in regard to these exactions, embar- 
rassments, and outrages upon the commerce 
of New York and upon the laws of the country, 
we must get it chiefly from the merchants, 
those who conduct the commerce of the coan- 
try, and I do say that they are not on trial at 
this time before the country. We have no 
control over them except through general laws, 
but we have control over the administration 
by our own officials of the laws; and therefore 
it will be a very plain case, which no sophistry 
can get rid of, that if you by terrorism shut up 
the chief channel of information respecting 
these abuses, then frankly bid good by to your 
investigation and say you do not intend to 
prosecute it. 

I ask further, why should not the President 
of the United States and his Cabinet ollicers 
have awaited the result of this investigation? 
Why not await the end of it, until all the testi- 
mony is before them, prior to taking this quick 
and summary action, sclecting out from amid 
the myriad abuses discovered by that commit- 
tee one class of individuals, and they the vic- 
tims, as I have said, for prosecution and pun- 
ishment? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut is recognized; but the 
morning hour has expired, and the appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr, BUCKINGHAM. [ask consent to say 
a few words. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the unfinished business being inform- 
ally passed over to enable tho Senator from 
Connecticut to reply? 

Mx. COLE. Ido not wish it passed over 
for any length of time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over, subject to a demand for 
the regular order. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I suppose it is well 
known to the President and to the country that 
there are abuses in connection with the collec- 
tion of customs in the city of New York, that 
there is wrong-doing to some extent, which 
has been made to appear by the investigations 
which have thus far proceeded, which implt- 
cate officeholders and merchants. So long 
as that is clearly before the committec, it 
appears to me that the President could have 
been charged, and perhaps justly, with failing 
in the performance of his duty if he had not 
taken early measures to enforce the law. He 
does not propose, as I understand it, to set 
aside any. particular class of citizens and to 
designate them as criminals above all others, 
but to have the law enforeed against all. I 
doubt exceedingly whether it would have been 
wise in him, indeed I do not believe it would 


have been, to direct the district attorney in | 


the city of New York to prosecute a particular 
class of our fellow-citizens for violation of law 
and leave out another class who are participa- 
tors in the same crime, if it be a crime, and I 
believe itis. Here are two parties, the one who 
gives in violation of law, and the one who re- 
ceives in violation oflaw. Areyou to designate 
one of these parties and say that he is a sinner 
above all men in the city of New York? I 
think not. I think the President is right, 
judging him from the letters [have seen which 
have passed between the Attorney General 
and the district attorney for the southern dis- 
trict of New York. Inasmuch as the com- 
mittee have not made a report, inasmuch as 
they have not yet completed their investiga- 
tion, and inasmuch as there is no probability 
of completing it within some weeks to say the 
least, I think it quite right for the President to 
have proceeded precisely in the manner in 
which it appears he has proceeded, according 
to this correspondence. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not hold the Attorney 
General bound by the copy of his letter in the 
newspapers. I think the probabilities are 
that it is correct, but the matter is grave 
enough in my view to call for authentic infor- 
mation on the subject. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. The letter of the Attorney 
General is in the following words—at least it 
purports to be; the correctness of it I ask to 
have verified by the resolution, which I trust 
will be adopted 

Mr. COLE. 
order. 

Mr. BAYARD, But one moment further. 
I hope we shall be allowed to go on and dis- 
pose of this matter. 

Mr. CONKLING. Some of the rest of us 
may desire to say something. 

Mr. BAYARD. Of course I cannot con- 
trol others. I trust the Senator from Califor- 
nia will allow this matter to be gone through 
with, and allow the resolution to be adopted. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Dela- 
ware has occupied the floor three times; I 
have not occupied it at all, but I think I shall 
want to occupy it once on this resolution, not 
that I mean to object to it. Therefore the 
Senator from California need not expect that 
this subject is to be disposed of in a minute or 


two. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California demands the regular order, 
and that brings up the appropriation bill, which 
is now before the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
question 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate on the 
resolution has gone over with the resolution 
itself, The Senator from California insists on 
his demand for the regular order. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 

Ordered, That Lorenzo J. and Henry C. Thomas 
have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
their petition and papors. 

DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the proceedings 
this morning have illustrated the truth of what 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Hamrox] said, 
that a modest man has no chance here. I 
gave way for three minutes to my friend from 
Delaware half an hour ago, and the debate on 
his resolution, I suppose, will last three hours 
if it goes on. I think the matter which I 
brought up about the Globe is in the nature 
ofa privileged question. Ifthe Senator from 
California will allow that bill to be taken up 
now I shall be very glad to have it disposed 
of. Other Senators have as much interest in 
it as I have. 

Mr. COLE. Iam informed that it will take 
but a few minutes, and if it is a privileged 
question of course I cannot resist that. 


I do not object to 


I must call for the regular 


I can answer the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It is of such. 
privilege that by a motion to postpone tho 
appropriation bill and consider this bill it will 
be reached. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will not attempt that. 

Mr. COLE. I think it might go over until 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Lhopethe Senator from 
California will allow this bill to be disposed 
of. Itrelates to our own proceedings, and it 
will take no more time now than at any other 
period. The Senator from Rhode Island has 
all the papers here. 

Mr. COLE. I am very apprehensive that 
it will lead to debate, and perhaps consume a 
good portion of the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be checked 
at any time, if the Senator from California 
yields, subject to a demand for the regular 
order. 

Mr, COLE. T will do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California yields in that way, and the 
Secretary will now report the bill. Itis taken 
up subject to a demand for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 681) to 
provide for the reporting and printing of the 
debates in Congress. ‘he bill proposes to 
direct the Congressional Printer to enter into 
a contract, in behalf of the General Govern- 
ment, with Franklin Rives, Jefferson Rives, 
and George A. Bailey, for the reporting and 
printing of the debates in Congress for the 
term of two years from and after the 4th day 
of March, 1871, in accordance with a proposed 
form of contract from Rives & Bailey, sub- 
mitted to and approved by the joint Com- 
mittee on Public Printing on the part of the 
Senate, The bill appropriates $400,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, the ac- 
counts having been approved, ag in previous 
years, by the Secretary of the Senate and by the 
Clerk of the House, or their representatives. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the con- 
tract for publishing the debates of Congress 
expired on the 4th day of March, 1871. The 
contractors, the publishers of the Globe, ad- 
dressed a note to Congress before the expira- 
tion of the contract, urging them to take some 
measures for the publication of the Globe, if 
it was intended that it should be continued. 
This was late in February last year. The 
Committees on Printing of the two Houses 
were utterly unable to consider the subject at 
that time. There was not a quorum of the 
committee of the House, and we all know 
how fully occupied every Senator was at that 
time. On the 4th of March, 1871, when the 
present Congress began, there was no Com- 
mittee on Printing on the part of the House, 
and I think the House Committee on Printing 
was not appointed until the day before the 
resolution passed the Senate that no business 
except of a certain specified character, which 
did not include any matter as to the Globe, 
should be transacted at that session. Under 
these cirenmstances, the Committee on Print- 
ing suggested to the contractors that they 
should go on, not doubting that Congress, 
which they had long and so faithfully served, 
would do what would be right in the matter, 
and I, by direction of the committee, made a 
statement to that effect on the 7th of March 
last in the Senate. J then said: 

“Tn aninformal interview which I had with one 
of the publishers of the Congressional Globe, I 
stated to him that I thought if he went on contin- 
uing the publication of the debates until there was 
time forthe consideration of the subject and for a 
report tobe made by the Commitiee on Printing, 
when it should be appointed, to the Senate and to 
the House, I presumed the two Houses of Congress 
would do him justice and sec him paid; and I told 
him I would make this statement tothe Senate. OF 
course I had no authority toinake any arrangement, 
because I had ceased to bea member of the com- 
mittee by the expiration of the Congress, and he 
understands that if he goeson, he goes on relying 
upon the justice of Congress, which I think will not 
fail him. I therefore submit this statement that 
Senators may know the condition in which the pub- 
lication now is.” 
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It was impossible for us to take up the sub- 
ject until the present session of Congress; 
and during the whole of the present session 
since the holidays until very lately, two mem- 
bers of the Committee on Printing on the part 
of the Senate have been absent in the service 
of the Senate in New York, and one of them 
is now ill, and it is only now that we have 
been able to present any bill to the Senate on 
this subject. I make this statement in justice 
to the committee. 

One half of this Congress having expired, 
the joint committee having had under consid- 
eration various propositions for reducing the 
bulk and cost of the Globe, and not having 
been able to agree upon any, the committee 
on the part of the Senate thought it was best 
to renew the existing contract, precisely as it 
stands already, for the present Congress, with 
these modifications: that the reduplication of 
the indexes shall be avoided; that instead of 
being as now put in every volume, there shall 
be only one index, which may be either in the 
first volume of the Globe or in a separate 
volume, as may be found best, and that the his- 
tory of bills, which makes considerable bulk, 
shall be omitted. That is a matter of conven- 
ient reference to have; but still ibat and the 
duplication of the index amount to about 
twenty-four hundred pages. 

Mr. SUMNER. The index? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The index and the his- 
tory of the bills go with every volume, and 
there were six or seven volumes of the Globe 
at one session of the last Congress. 

Mr. SUMNER. Still I would remind my 
friend that these indexes, even in different 
volumes, are very useful. 

Mr. ANTHONY. They are very useful and 
very convenient, no doubt. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should be very reluctant 
to part with them. I dare say the committee 
has considered the matter, however. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The saving effected by it 
is $30,000a Cougress; and itis a mere question 
whether it is worth that or not. We thought 
on the whole it was best to save this much, as 
there was so much complaint of the expense 
ot the Globe, which has grown to be very 
expensive. This bill appropriates for the 
Giobe, for the existing Congress, three ses- 
sions, $400,000. 

I have a number of statements, figures, and 
documents that [have no disposition to read 
to the Scnate unless some Senator wants to 
know what they are. 

Several Senators have asked me the mean- 
ing of a report made to the House of Repre- 
sentatives as to the expense of the Globe, 
which I am notable to understand. According 
to that report, the expense of the Globe for 
the fiscal year 1861-62 is put down at $34,000; 
the actual expense for that year was one hun- 
dred and nine thousand and odd dollars. It 
makes the expense for 1864 $24,000; the 
actual expense for 1864 was $95,000. I do not 
understand the tables in that report; but it 
contains a statement of ‘‘amount paid to the 
publishers of the Congressional Globe for 
printing and advertising.’ There is no adver- 
tising that I know of. ‘‘ Also the amount 
paid for publishing debates in Congress ght 
‘for reporting proceedings in Congressional 
Globe;’’ ‘for additional compensation for 


reporters’? and ‘‘ for complete sets of Globe | 


and Appendix.” These items are scattered 
all over the tables, but added together they 
bring about a correct result. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
introduced a resolution the other day, which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, 
to know what method could be taken to dimin- 
ish the cost of the Globe. The first and most 
obvious method is to stop talking. [Laughter. ] 
That is what makes the Globe cost so much. 
The Globe for the Thirty-Seventh Congress 
contained 6,560 pages, and the Globe for the 


Forty-First Congress contained 12,824 pages, | 


just about double, and the cost is in about the 


same proportion, or rather a little more, be- 
cause there are more members of Congress. 
During the Congresses when the southern 
States were unrepresented the amount fell off 
considerably. 


Mr. POMEROY. If it would not interrupt 


i the Senator, I should like to ask him ifthe com- 


mittee have investigated the question whether 
it would be any saving to have the Globe printed 
at the Government Printing Office; whether 
that is practicable at all? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We investigated that mat- 
ter and made a report to Congress on it three 
or four years ago. We then had an offer for 
the printing of the debates from the present 
contractors; we had proposals from a firm of 
printers, I believe, in New York, and we had 
an estimate of the cost at the Government 
Printing Office from the Congressional Printer, 
The cost at the Government Printing Office 
and the figures given by the New York parties 
were about the same, and were considerably 
less than those of the Globe, I think about 
thirty or forty thousand dollars less ; but upon 
a very full debate in the Senate, the commit- 
tee, who recommended that the work be done 
at the Government Printing Oflice, were voted 
down by a vote of two to one. It was the 
opinion of the Senate, and alsothe opinion of 
the House of Representatives, that the amount 
which it was estimated would be saved by doing 
the work at the Government Printing Office 
was not worth the change; and although I was 
voted down, for I took the other side, it is my 
opinion now that we cannot profitably carry 
the publication of the Globe to the Congres- 
sional Printing Office. I do not think any 
officer hoi ing Lis place by the votes of the 
Senate could print the Globe. I think noth- 
ing in Fox’s Book of Martyrs would be equal 
to the sufferings which he would have to endure. 
[Laughter.] I think if we are going to print 
the Globe, we cannot do it any better than the 
way it is done now, unless there should be an 
edited edition of the Globe, something like 
Hansard’s Debates. That would be a very 
great saving ; and it would be a great conven- 
ience in many respects ; but I do not know the 
man who would like to undertake the task of 
editing the Globe. I would not do it for 
$50,000 a year. 

This bill appropriates $400,000 for the Globe 
for the existing Congress, one half of which 
has expired. 1 presume the Senate does not 
need any further explanation ; but if it does, 
I can give it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a proposition to 
enter into a new contract for two years, which 
will expire on the 4th of March, 1878, just as 
our coutracts expire now. I understand the 
publishers of the Globe have been printing our 
debates now for almosta year without any con- 
tract or understanding at all, at very great 
expense to themselves. Of course the expense 
is very heavy. 

Mr. ANTHONY. One hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars they have had to borrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. One hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, I understand, have been þor- 
rowed to carry on the work. The contract 
under this bill will expire when the new Con- 
gress begins. Itseems to me that the contract 
ought to be carried over Jong enough to allow 
the next Congress to make some other arrange- 
ment if they think proper. It requires a great 
deal of preparation to be ready the day Con- 
gress meets to go on with such awork. I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Rhode Island whether 
there ought not to be a provision in the bill that 
this contract shall continue, unless some other 
arrangement be made, untilthe end of the first 
session of the next Congress, if you please. It 
seems to me that would be proper. No men 
ought to be left in the situation these gentle- 
men have been in. Itis prejudicial to the pub- 
lic interest, and private parties cannot be ex- 
| pected to do it. Suppose these gentlemen had 
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not gone on and made their arrangements when 
we met, as they did, how should we have been? 

Mr. COLE. I suggest to the Senator from 
Illinois that there is no session of Congress 
now commencing on the 4th of March; that 
has been abolished; and no printing of this 
kind would be done until the new Congress - 
meets in December. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is right; 
but if the contract is not made before we 
adjourn on the 4th of March, there will be no 
contract when we meet in December. Would 
it not be better to say that the contract shall 
continue until the end of the first session of 
the next Congress unless some other arrange- 
ment be made in the meantime? Is there any 
objection to that? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I see ro objection to that 
proposition. Perhaps I ought not to say— 
and yet I can see no harm in saying—that the 
Committee on Printing are not entircly agreed 
as to what measures shall be taken, if any, for 
reducing the cost of the Globe, although, as 
my colleague upon the committee on the other 
side of the Chamber [Mr. Casspriy] knows 
very well, we have had the subject under delib- 
eration frequently, and we unite in a desire 
that something shall be done to diminish the 
cost of it; but so long as Senators and Repre- 
sentatives desire to have acomplete record of 
the history of the legislation of the country, it 
is a very difficult matter to say what shall be 
left out. There isa great deal that might be 
left out; but it is like a dictionary, if anything 
were left out, the very word that you looked ~ 
for would not be there, and the value of the 
book, of course, depends very much upon its 
completeness. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I should like to 
ask, as to the question of expense, whether 
the committee have considered the practica- 
bility or utility of cutting off the large supply 
of these volumes for distribution ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That would be one means 
of economy, and a very material means. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. A very large 
saving might be effected in that way. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very large indeed. In- 
deed, if there should be no Globes printed for 
distribution, or ifthe number should be dimin- 
ished, the cost would be diminished largely. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have been 
very clearly of opinion for a long time that we 
ought not to print the Globe in its present 
condition for so general a distribution as we 
provide for at present. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But the Senator is aware 
that so far the Globe has been printed on the 
old numbers; up to this time the printing has 
been going on constantly, and the old numbers 
have been printed, and I suppose we should 
be fairly bound to pay for them; and they 
would be of very little value unless completed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have no 
reference to what has been done; but for the 
future I suggest whether it is worth while 
to continue the practice of the publication 
of large numbers of a work that has swollen 
to such gigantic proportions. I believe for 
the second session of the Forty-First Congress 
we had seven volumes. 

My. ANTHONY. Eleven volumes in all 
for the Forty-First Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. For one single 
session I think we had seven volumes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Twelve thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-four pages in the Forty- 
First, against sixty-five hundred and ‘sixty 
pages in the Thirty-Seventh Congress; and 
an increase of cost about corresponding. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I can well un- 
derstand that so perfect a record as the Globe 
is, and will continue to be always in this coun- 
try,of very great importance, and thai a cer- 
tain number should be printed; but that we 
should print so large.a number for anything 
like general distribution, or for a distribution 
so general. as that which now obtains, itseems 
to me-is very questionable. 
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Mr. ANTHONY. JI think the point the 
Senator from Maine raises is very well taken, 
and we have considered it in committee some- 
what; but we had not thought it was applica- 
ble to the existing Congress. [have no objec- 
tion to having the contract lap over; but we 
thought it would bo more acceptable to the 
Senate, afd perhaps more accoptable to the 
other branch of Congress, if it was limited to 
the present Congress, and in the mean time the 
Committee on Printing can be occupied with 
the consideration of a new contract before this 
expires ; but I have no objection to theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois. 

In further response to what the Senator from 
Maine has observed, I will say that I have 
twice been engaged in the discussion of this 
matter in the Senate, aud the Globe is very 
strong in both Houses of Congress. The opin- 
ion of the value of the record is very great, 
and it is certainly a historical record of 
immense importance. What would we give 
now if we could have the verbatim debates 
of the old Congress under the Confederation, 
of the Convention that framed the Constitu- 
tion, and of the early Congresses where the 
Constitution was interpreted by the men who 
framed it? These would be of inestimable 
value to ug, a value that cannot be reckoned 
in money; and yet the time will come when 
the discussions of Congress now will be as 
important to posterity as those that took place 
so long ago are to us. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I thoroughly 
agree to that, and [ would suggest that we 
accomplish everything that is desirable to be 
accomplished if we print this as a public docu- 
ment to be distributed to the several States or 
to some public institutions or libraries of the 
several States to be preserved for reference. 
It is not a document, either in its general 
character or in detail, suitable for general 
distribution; and for general distribution it 
is of very little value. Some persons like 
to have seven volumes of books done up so 
nicely as these, but when you come really to 
the intrinsic valne to them they are of very 
little use to such people. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
of the Senator from Flinois [ Mr. "TRUMBULL ] 
wili now be reported, 

The Cinke Crarx, The proposed amend- 
ment is to insert at the end of the bill the 
following: 

Provided, That tho contract entered into under 
this act shall not oxpire before the close of the first 
session of the next Congress, unless it bo otherwise 
provided by law. 

Mr. CORBETT. In regard to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maine. I would remind 
the Senate that the law whieh formerly pro- 
vided that every new member of Congress 
should have a fall set of the Globes has been 
repealed. ‘Therefore there are not near as 
many Globes published as formerly; and now 
as the Globes are only furnished as they are 
published to the members of Congress for dis- 
tribution to the country, there will not be any 
too many Globes under the present law and 
the present number printed. I presume every 
Senator sends them to the public libraries in 
the first place in preference to any individual ; 
at least i do, and [do not think we ought to 
reduce the number. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Hii- 
nois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senator from 
THinois will, onrefleciion, withdraw thatamend- 
ment. It isin that way that the Globe has 
been continued at several Congresses. The 
report of the committee does exact justice to 
the publishers of the Globe; it continues this 
contract during the whole of the present Con- 
gress, leaving a chance during this Congress 
to devise some better scheme for the future. 
Everybody feels that the publishers of the Globe 
have done their duty; bat everybody feels aiso 
the Globe is too bulky and ought to be reduced. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator. I understand that. the old con- 
tract provided that it should continue unless 
notice was given. Perhaps that would accom- 
plish the same object now. The Senator sees 
what my purpose is. It is not to place the 
parties in a position where they will not know 
whether they are to go on with the work or 
not. Something should be provided against 
that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no doubt that 
the publishers of the Globe will go on under 
the present system until another one is made ; 
and here is the point: the Committee on Print- 
ing ought to. address themselves to the task of 
reducing the bulk of the Globe; and it can be 
done. Why, sir, the intelligent reporters who 
report our daily proceedings could leave off 
about one third of what is said without any- 
body finding fault; because I take it that no 
one would care to preserve for all time to come 
our debates upon matters relative to the order 
of business, as to whether we should take up 
this bill or that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think there 
would be much left of the intelligent report- 
ers the next day after the Globe came out with 
such a curtailment of our debates. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Anybody could reduce 
the bulk of these debates one third without 
auy one here feeling wronged, I think. If you 
were to go beyond that, there probably might 
be some complaint. {I trust, as the committee 
have carefully considered this matter and 
provided for the present Congress, done jus- 
tice to the publishers of the Globe, we will 
still stand there, and let the committee pursue 
their investigations as to whether a compen- 
dium of our debates would not be all that pos- 
terity would require of Congress. l hope, 
therefore, the Senator from Llinois will with- 
draw the amendment and let the bill pass just 
asit is reported. Let us have time enough to 
consider the subject before any future arrange- 
ment is provided for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not press the 
amendment if there is going to be any objec- 
lion particularly to it; but it seemed to me so 
unjust to allow a repetition of the present state 
of affairs that I thought it would strike every 
Senator, particularly the Senator from Ohio. 
Ile says these parties will go on and get ready. 
There are very few parties that could do it. 
There are very few parties in the country that 
could command the necessary means to have 
goue on, as these gentlemen have for nearly a 
year, borrowing, as it seems, $150,000 to go 
on with the work; and we ought not to put 
anybody in that situation. 

Mr, SHERMAN., [tell the Senator why I 
desire that this contract should not be contin- 
ued in the mode proposed by his amendment. 
I do not want the publishers of the Globe 
interested in preventing the action of Congress 
on the subject. Let the committee who have 
charge of this matter keep our power over the 
contract; let the committee consider the mat- 
ter of changes in this contract and in the mode 
of publishing the Globe.. I do not wish to 
deprive the publishers of their business; I 
think they can do this work cheaper and better 
than anybody else ; but I do not want to put 
it in their power or to make it their interest to 
prevent any changes being made that we may 
wish to make. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I donot, either. That 
is not my object. My simple object was that 
if nothing was done they might know that 
they were to go on. 1 do not wish to put it 
out of the power of Congress, however. If 
there is opposition to the amendment, I will 
not press it; and I withdraw the amendment. 
I will, however, make one additional observa- 
tion. I hope, before this Congress expires, 
the Senator from Ohio will insist himself that 
there shall be some understanding as to the 
next Congress, and not leave it in this situation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly; that is what 
I desire. I donotwantto embarrass the com- 


mittee, however, in making future arrange- 
ments, and hence I object to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
has been withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island one question about 
this bill; and that is, whether the provision we 
have introduced hitherto, under the authority 
of law, into the contract, to provide for having 
our own reporters, and not those that might 
be thrust upon us, is still retained? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That provision is re- 
tained. The committee were too well aware 
of the disposition of the Senate on that point 
to introduce a bill authorizing a contract 
without that provision, which fully meets the 
approbation of the committee as well as of 
the Senate; that is, that the reporters shall 
be mutually agreeable to the contractors and 
to the Senate, as is the case now. ‘Lhe con- 
tractors appoint the reporters, but the Senate, 
through the committee, have a right to reject 
them if they are not satisfactory. That pro- 
vision which is in the existing contract will be 
literally followed in the contract to be made. 
The contract is to be made precisely like the 
existing one with the exception of the redu- 
plication of the indexes. J agree with my 
triend from Massachusetts that there is very 
great valuein the reduplication of the indexes; 
but there has been so much objection made 
to the eost of the Globe that the commiitee 
thought it would meet the views of the Senate 
better to secure some little economy; and 
$30,000 is worth saving these times. There 
is a bill, 1 think, laid upon our tables, reported 
in the other House, for reducing the numbers 
of the Globe very much, thus cutting down 
the cost, I think, quite one half. That canbe 
done if Congress does not want to print large 
numbers, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Tam glad the Senator 
from Illinois withdrew his amendment. I quite 
agree with the Senator from Ohio that a con- 
tract terminating with this Congress, that is to 
say, on the 4th of March, 1873, is fair to the 
publishers of the Globe, and wholesome in its 
operation. Besides the economy in forbidding 
the republication of the index with each vol- 
ume of the Globe, so as to have but one index 
for each session of Congress, there are, 1 think, 
other economies, and { believe the chairman 
of the committee will agree with me, which 
would be very desirable. One of them, for 
instance, is to forbid the printer from repeat- 
ing laws, memorials, and resolutions. One 
printing of a law, or a memorial, or a resolu- 
tion, or anything of that nature, should be 
sufficient, Whatever the extent of the debate, 
it can be referred to either by the page where 
it is first printed, or by its number. I think 
it is very much to be desired that there should 
be something in the nature of an editing of 
the Globe. Those who have not looked into 
it attentively perhaps have but an inadequate 
idea of how much space there is constantly 
occupied in that publication, at considerable 
expense, by matters that could be greatly con- 
densed, and by a great many more matters, 
such as discussions arising upon the mere order 
of business, that might be wholly omitted with 
profit. I presume all these things can be re- 
garded in the making of the contract proposed 
by the bill offered by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and I believe the sum of the whole 
will be to save a considerable amount in point 
of expenditure. S 

I will remark that with reference to the 
purchase by Congress of the back sets of the 
Globe for distribution to members who have 
not had any, it is a subject which has been 
a good deal before the committee, especially 
during the last Congress. The chairman and 
myself have always opposed the incurring of 
any such expense. So that is one source of 
expense which, for the present at least, unless 
Congress shall order otherwise, is cut off. J 
quite agree with the suggestion made by some 
one, perhaps the Senator from Maine, that the 
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number of Globes issued for’ distribution. to 
each member of Congress is too great and 
ought to be curtailed. It seems to me the 
principle which we adopted in reference to the 
distribution of the Patent Office reports might 
be adopted, at least measurably, in regard to 
the Globes required by libraries and individuals 
throughout the country. The law might be so 
changed as to allow copies to be purchased, at 
something perhaps even below the actual cost 
of producing them, by libraries and individuals 
who desire to preserve the Globe for reference, 

My experience is probably like the expe- 
rience of others in this body, that while there 
are 2 good many applications for copies of the 
Globe from constituents, yet there are also a 
good many copies lefton our hands at the end 
of each session. Even where they are sought 
for, one does not always feel secure that they 
are sought for to be preserved, or that they 
will be preserved, whatever may be the inten- 
tion of the request at the time itis made. I 
think, sir, that making a small charge to libra- 
ries and individuals might have a desirable 
effect, and in addition to the reduction of the 
numbers issued to Senators and members of 
the House, would greatly reduce the total 
charge of this work. ‘That is undoubtedly, as 
we have all felt, very large, and ought, if at all 
practicable, to be greatly reduced without delay. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePaerson, its Clerk, annouaced 
that the House bad passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 122) for the relief of 
Walter J. Lee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1772) for the relief of 
Reuben H. Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jemison ; 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 1774) for the relief of J. 
W. Holiday; 

A bill (a R. No. 1775) for the relief of 
Kitty Ann Smith, widow of Thomas Smith, 
and James A. Stevens, of the Cromwell Home 
Guards, of Ohio county, Kentucky ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1777) for the relief of P. 
W. Standefer; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing 
for a more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The message ‘also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 1760) explanatory 
of the internal revenue act of June 80, 1864, 
amended by the act of July 18, 1866, in rela- 
tion to sirups, jellies, mustards, and canned 
and preserved fruits, vegetables and meats, 
enumerated and taxed in schedule C of said 
act and acts amendatory thereof. 


. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

An act (S. No. 445) to defray the expenses 
of district judges from other districts while 
holding district or circuit courts in the south- 
ern district of New York; 

An act (S. No. 644) amending the act ap- 
proved July 27, 1868, entitled “Ån act relating 
to pensions ;”’ 

An act (S. No. 615) to reimburse certain 
soldiers for less of clothing by fire at Chicago ; 

An act (S. No. 570) transferring certain 
powers and duties to the Department of Jus- 
tice, and providing a seal therefor; and 

‘An act (S. No, 588) for the relief of Lucas, 
O’Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of Iowa. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
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announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the act (S. No. 187) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide a 
national currency secured by pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circula- 
tion and redemption thereof,” approved June 
8, 1864, and the act (S. No. 884) extending 
the time for the completion of the Green bay 
and Sturgeon bay and Lake Michigan ship- 
canal, in the State of Wisconsin. 


COMMITTEE ON SALES OF ARMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropria- 
tion bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. [rise to ask the Senator 
from California to allow me to make a motion 
to lay his bill on the table temporarily, so that 
we may dispose of the resolution of yesterday, 
which is the unfinished business. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks the Senator from California 
to consent that the appropriation biil be laid 
on the table temporarily to complete the ex- 
ecution of the order made by the Senate yes- 
terday relative to the committee then ordered. 

Mr. COLE. I was not here last evening at 


States, by Mr. Horace Portze, his Secretary, 


the time of the adjournment. The bill we 
have just had up is in the nature of an appro- 
priation bill, and I thought it as well to have 
it disposed of at this time; but I feel reluctant 
about giving way to other business. 

Mr. CAMERON. This will take but a 


moment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California can at any time move to resume 
the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not like to have the appro- 
priation bill laid aside. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Letit be done informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the appropriation bill will be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Presi- 
dent of the body be authorized to appoint the 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
last evening to the Senate that this committee 
having been ordered by the rules of the Senate 
to be appointed by the Senate, the Chair de- 
sired that the rules of the Senate should in 
this case be observed; and every Senator will 
understand the reasons which induced him to 
ask of the Senate to execute their rule in this 
case. While he is always willing to appoint 
committees of conference as a matter of con- 
venience, committees of importance are re- 
served by the Senate for their own election, 
and he prefers that the Senate should elect in 
this case. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I presume it would 
be in order for a member of the Senate to 
make a motion to appoint the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be, 
The Senator from Pennsylvania asks that the 
ballot provided for by the thirty-fifth rule be 
dispensed with, and that this committee be 
appointed by resolution of the Senate. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Chair 
has declined to appoint the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
declined. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I send to the Chair the 
names of the gentlemen proposed for this com- 
mittee. I have continued the name of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, because I prefer 
that he should serve. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator was not in 
his seat this morning. I remarked that it was 
impossible for me to assume any additional 
duty. I made the declaration reluctantly but 
ander the direction of my physician, who 
enjoins upon me repose. All that I can hope 
to do, I would remind the Senator, is to dis- 
charge the most ordinary duties of this Cham- 
ber without assuming anything new. 

Mr. CAMERON, Then I withdraw the 
| name of the Senator. 


Mr, ANTHONY. Let the list be first read 


as it is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The names will 
be read as first proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and afterward as now modified. 

The Curer CLERK. The names as first pro- 
posed are as follows: 

Mr. Sumner, Mr, Hamu, Mr. CABPENTER, 
My. Sureman, Mr. Sawyer, Mr. Logan, and Mr. 
STEVENSON. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator now 
modifies the list to stand as follows: : 

Mr. Hawuin, Mr. CARPENTER, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Sawyer, Mr. Logan, Mr. Srevenson, and Mr. 
HARLAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I really trust the Senate 
will excuse me from attempting to serve on 
this committee, because, as they must be aware, 
my duties on committees are now so onerous 
as to occupy more of my time than I am 
really able todevote. I should be very will- 
ing to discharge the labor, but my time is so 
oceupied that | cannot do it in justice to other 
duties assigned me. I trust, therefore, some 
other gentleman will be selected in my place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s 
name is included and will remain in the list, 
unless he asks unanimous consent to be ex- 
cused or a motion is made to strike out his 
name at his request. 

Mr. CAMERON. I would rather retain the 
name of the Senator from Ohio. It is a large 
committee and it will not require a great deal 
of his time, I trust. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it stand for the 


present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio allows his name to stand for the pres- 
ent, and the question is on agreeing to these 
Senators to constitute the committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask to have the list 
again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the list. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itseemsto me that one 
of the Senators who have taken part in this 
matter ought to be upon that committee. Sev- 
eral gentlemen who have taken part against 
the investigation are on it—not against the 
investigation, perhaps, but who stated that 
there was nothing in the matter, who have 
expressed views upon it. For instance, the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Haruan, ] the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPENTER]—I do 
not remember all the names—have debated the 
subject. Itseems to me thatthe Senator from 
Massachusetts or the Senator from Missouri 
ought to go upon the committee. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has stated a reason 
which of course precludes his going upon it. 
No one, after the statement made by bim this 
morning, would suggest that he go upon it; 
but under the circumstances, it seems to me 
ihe Senator from Missouri ought to go upon 
it, and as the Senator from Ohio desires not 
to serve upon it, he might be substituted per- 
haps in his place, if agreeable to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois make that motion? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I make the suggestion. 
I did not know but that it would meet the 
view of the mover of the proposition. 

Mr. CAMERON. I prefer that the com- 
mittee should remain as | have proposed. it, 
and the Senate will recollect that the Senator 
from Ilinojs himself said the other day that 
it would not be proper for the Senator from 
Missouri to be placed on the committee. “He 
said that, or something like it, which struek 
me at the time as being very proper.. Tt was 
the Senator from Illinois who said that Ben- 
ator himself might be investigated ; but I trust 


not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I didnot make that re- 
mark in regard to the proposition of the Senator 
from New York, which I moved to reconsider, 
it will be remembered, because I thought the 
effect of it might be to exclude these Senators; 
but I understood that one of the Senators had 
been taken notwithstanding that remark, and 
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would have been upon the committee if he had 
not declined. Ofcourse, so far as the investi- 
gation goes, in reference to the conduct of either 
of these Senators, they cannot act. Every one 
sees that at once; but I suppose the commit- 


tee could report that fact to the Senate when | 


they came to that subject, and as that is a dis- 


tinct subject the Senate could authorize the | 


rest of the committee to investigate in refer- 
ence to one of their members if they should 
deem it necessary to do so. Thatis the rule 
laid down in the parliamentary law, which I 
read the other day. On bringing it to the 
notice of the Senate that one of their mem- 
bers was affected by the investigation, that 
course could be taken. It seems to me that 
under the circumstances there being on the 
committee in the way that it is composed some 
two or three members who have expressed 
their views very freely and decidedly on the 
subject of investigation, there ought to be one 
upon the other side. I will make that motion, 
as the Senator from Ohio has objected to serv- 
ing on the committee, that the name of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri be substitutedin his place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to amend the resolution 
by substituting the name of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] for the name of the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] and the 
question is on that amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. T have no desire to go into 
this debate at all, I have already said that I 
am obliged to withdraw from discussion; but 
I do- submit that in ordinary fairness one of 
the two Senators who have taken a leading 
part. in instituting this inquiry should be on 
the committee, T cannot be on the com- 
mittee. L am out of the question. It scems 
to me, therefore, that the Senator from Mis- 
souri should be on the committee, and there 
is a special reason further when you con- 
sider the declared opinions of several of the 
Senators designated. For instance, the Sen- 
ator who is named as chairman has used the 
strongest possible language in denouncing the 
allegations that have been made on this floor, 
I will not quote his language; it was hardly 
parliamentary; and yet this inquiry is to be 


under his guidance with no Senator upon the | 


committee who has taken part in promoting 
the inquiry. Under the circumstances, the 
least the Senate can do is to give a place to the 
Senator from Missouri, who has shown such 
familiarity with the case, and whose talents 
and character certainly entitle him to the 
respect of this Chamber. 

Mr. BORMAN. 1 wish to inquire whether 
one objection will carry this matter over? If 
one objection will do so, £ call for the regular 
order, and Jet it go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
cutionof anorderof the Senate. The Senate 
have ordered the appointment of a committee, 
and the thirty-fifth rule prescribes how that 
committee shall be appointed. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania has called the matter up, 
and the Senate are now engaged in consid- 
ering the appointment. The Chair thinks that 
it can be laid on the table if the Senate do not 
desire to exccute the order they have them- 
selves made. The thirty fifth rule certainly 
declares that a committee when ordered shall 
be appointed by ballot. ‘That ballot has been 
dispensed with, and it is now proposed to 
appoint it by resolution.. The Chair would 
dislike to rule upon this question, that the 
execution of this order can be prevented by 
calling up another matter. The Senate is now 


executing whatwas ordered last evening, under | 
a standing rule of the Senate, the thiriy-fifth i| 


rule. | 
Mr. BOREMAN. I supposed that this was | 


a resolution subject to objection the same as 
any other resolution, and therefore that one 
objection or a call for the regular order would 
throw it over until to-morrow. I dislike very 
much to move to lay it on the table, because 
that might be regarded as hostile to ultimate 


‘Chis is the exe- 


i action. 


It is not my purpose to prevent the 
appointment of the committee, but merely to 
deter it. If it can be understood that it is 
merely for a temporary purpose to defer action 
for a day or two, I should have no objection 
to making a motion to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion the 
Chair will recognize. Unquestionably that 
would be the order ofthe Senate, that the execu- 
tion of this resolution should be postponed until 
some other time; but it has been so repeatedly 
decided (and the Secretary is now engaged in 
examining the Manual) that when the Senate 
makes an order that order must be executed, 
that the Chair would dislike to rule that the 
execution of this order may be prevented by 
calling up another bill. Ifthe Senator moves 
to lay this resolution on the table, that motion 
will be in order. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Well, sir, I make that 
motion. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia moves that the resolution 
lie on the table, the effect of which is to post- 
pone the execution of this order until the Sen- 
ate sees fit at some other time to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty-six, 
noes not counted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatenow 
resumes the consideration of the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. Before that is taken up I 
should like to have my motion for an adjourn- 
ment over disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That will require 
unanimous consent, or the laying on the table 
of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. COLE. I object. 

Mr. PRATT. Before the Senate proceeds to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill, I 
desire to make an appeal that on to-morrow 
morning, after the morning business is through, 
I may be allowed to call up Senate bill No. 
616, to release to the State of Indiana the 
lands known as the bed of Beaver lake, in New- 
ton county in said State. ‘Chis is a bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands 
during the time that I was absent on the cus- 
tom-house investigation in New York. It is 
well known to the Senate that I was absent 
from my place here on that business for some 
five or six weeks, and I have had no oppor- 
tunity whatever of calling up business in which 
my constituents areiuterested. 1 desire to be 
heard in support of this bill. I shall ask the 
indulgence of the Senate forsome thirty or forty 
minutes in advocating this bill to-morrow 
morning, and I hope that indulgence will be 
granted me. : 

The VICEPRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Indiana states that having been absent for five 


| or six weeks on business of the Senate he desires 


to-morrow to call up a bill interesting to his 
constituents, and to be heard upon it at the 
close ofthe morning business. The Senate will 
take notice of the request. ‘The Senator from 
Towaalso gave notice of a desire to call up the 
Chicago relief bill to-morrow. These notices, 
however, are solely for information. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


| No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 


lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question on the 13th of last month, when this 
bill was last considered, was the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike out the proviso to be found on the top 
of the twenty-second page of the bill, which 
proposed to allow additional compensation 
not exceeding $1,500 to the Register of the 
‘Treasury. ‘he clause was amended, on the 


motion of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. i 


MORRILL, ] so as to reduce the amount to $800, 
The question now recurs on the amendment 
of the committee, if they insist upon it, to 
strike out the proviso as amended, as follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to pay to the Register of the 
Treasury, out of the money appropriated to defray 
the expenses of the loans, in addition to the amount. 
of salary now allowed by law, the sum of $800. 


Mr. COLE. We do insist upon our amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senate was very thin at 
the time action was taken upon this amend- 
ment before, and as it has been laid aside so 
long, it has probably passed from the recollec- 
tion of most Senators. T therefore desire to 
say a very few words before the vote is taken 
on the amendment. 

The provision as it stands in the bill is an 
amendment authorized by the Committee on 
Appropriations in the other House, and it 
simply provides for paying to the present 
Register of the Treasury compensation for 
signing the bonds of the United States at 
about the same rate and in the same manner 
that all Registers of the Treasury have been paid 
for the same service since 1887. The House 
limited the amount which should be paid to 
him for this service in addition to the salary 
now allowed by law to $1,500, which referred 
to past as well as future time, the next year. 

The amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, (Mr. Morriuu,] which was adopted in 
committee, limited the sum to $800, thus re- 
ducing the amount which would be allowed 
him from $1,500 to $800, and if the Senate now 
concur with the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate and strike out this amendment, 
it will he denying compensation altogether. [ 
desire simply to call the attention of the Sen- 


| ate to that fact, and ask that the amendment 


as it now stands, limiting it to $800, at least 
shall be adopted. Whether we will ask for 
more-——— 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me 
one moment, I call his attention to the fact 
that as it occurs to me this clause does not 
necessarily increase the pay of the Register 
of the Treasury $1,500 abore his salary of 
$3,000, but that will depend upon the amount 
of bonds, &c., signed by him. It may be less ; 
it may not exceed $800. I merely suggest 
that the Senator should not assume that it will 
certainly go to $1,500, but that it cannot go 
beyond it. ° 

Mr. SCOTT. Jam aware of the fact that 
that is a limit, not a salary fixed. Ttis alimit 
beyond which it shall not go. I am much 
obliged to the Senator from Georgia. I had 
previously called attention to the fact that this 
officer’s salary was fixed in 1817 at $8,000; 
that the recent legislation for issuing bonds 
has imposed great additional labor upon him— 
points which [ do not wish again to present to 
the Senate. I trust the Senate will not con- 
cur in the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations as it now stands. The limit is 
now $800, and the addition to the salary can- 
not exceed that amount. I hope the amend- 
ment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. HILL, From what information I have 
in regard to the duties of this officer, there is 
certainly none below the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself more important to the Gov- 
ernment than the Register. Ascompared with 
various other bureaus in the service of the na- 
tion, I think from the responsibilities of this 
office the pay is perhaps more inadequate than 
that of any other. If you compare it with the 
Commissioner of Customs, for example, 1 do 
not know but that this office is quite as great 
and responsible as that, and it seems to me the 
salary of $3,000 is insufficient, and there ought 
to be some increase. In this case the officer 
will be required to perform certain duties, and 
according to the extent of those duties will 
the pay be increased. As has been remarked 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, it cannot 
exceed $1,500 in any event, and it may not 
exceed the amount proposed by the com- 
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mittee. The. Register of the Treasury is so 
important an officer and so good an officer 
that I should regret to see the curtailment 
recommended by the committee. I hope it 
will not be made. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Georgia does 
not remember distinctly the present position 
of the question, In that of course he isentirely 
excusable, as is any other Senator, inasmuch 
as the matter has been away from the consid- 
eration of the Senate now for some three weeks. 
ĮI will state for the information of the Senator 
from Georgia that that portion of the proviso 
authorizing the Register to earn a certain 
amount by signing bonds has been stricken 
out. It is now amended so as to leave all that 
part of it out of the bill, and to provide simply 
for a payment to the Register of $800 in addi- 
tion to his present salary. 

Mr, HILL. ‘That is different from the way 
in which I have it in the bill before me. 

Mr. COLE. All that part of the clause, 
after the word “loans,” in the five hundred 
and eleventh line down to and including the 
five hundred and twentieth line is stricken 
out, and the proposition as it is now pre- 
sented is that he shall be paid $800 in addi- 
tion to his present salary, without reference to 
what he may earn. 

Mr. HILL. I will inquire of the Senator 
why he proposes the $800 as a fixed salary 
without regard to any additional labor? 

Mr. COLE. I have not any reasons to pre- 
sent myself, ‘That proposition was offered by 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 
The Committee on Appropriations, I will add 
here, have expressed their unwillingness to 
increase the salaries of any officers, and upon 
that principle we wish to act in cousidering 
this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Iam much obliged tothe hon- 
orable Senator, but I do understand, 1 think, 
the difference between his proposition and the 
one that I favor. I prefer the proposition as 
it comes to the Senate from the House, and 
for the simple ceason that I think this officer 
is too poorly paid for his services, and in the 
contingency of performing this labor I think 
this clause will increase his pay probably 
beyond $800, and that is the reason why I 
favor it. If it was a proposition to give him 
a salary of $4,000 instead of $3,000, I might 
vote for it, I want more than $800 additional 
to the $3,000. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should agree with the 
Senator from Georgia if we could accomplish 
that. his officer is performing duties which 
have been very much increased in amount, 
niore than doubled, I dare say, since his salary 
was fixed at $3,000. I believe that salary was 
fixed in 1817. All the persons who have filled 
the office for the last thirty years have received 
extra compensation for signing bonds or some- 
thing of that kind, running up the salary often 
to nearly five thousand dollars. This gentle- 
man, who is not behind any one of them in 
ability or integrity, has received nothing at all, 
although he is performing more duty now than 
any person occupying the office heretofore has 
performed since the office was established. 
‘The House added $1,500 to his salary for this 
additional work, which would make it $4,500. 

Every Senator knows that almost everybody 
else’s pay has been increased. At the time 
the salary of the Register of the Treasury was 
fixed, Senators received eight dollars a day; 


afterward their salary was raised to $3,009, ; 


and then to $5,000. All the clerks have had 
their salaries increased. The highest amount 
paid to aclerk thirty years ago was $1,200; 
now they have got up to $1,800. So of your 
messengers here, and so of everybody except 


this man who is filling the very responsible | 


position of Register of the Treasury, who has 
millions in his charge constantly, who has 
supervision over a very large number of peo- 
ple, and who is responsible for their integrity 
as well as for their ability. He has had ne 
increase of compensation whatever. No man 
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holding the position he does, we must admit, 
can live here in this expensive city upon the 
salary now paid him. 

I trust we shall take the proposition of the 
Senator from Vermont for the present, small 
pittance as it is, rather than have the whole 
stricken out. I would rather have the salary 
fixed at once at $4,000, and let it so remain, 
but under present circumstances I am willing 
to take anything. This gentleman has no for- 
tune, He has given his whole time and all 
his abilities to this office, and I trast the Sen- 
ate will extend this small measure of justice 
to him. 

Mr. SCOTT. The statement made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recalls what had escaped me—the exact 
effect of the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. In acceding to the view suggested 
by the Senator from Georgia, I find now that 
Twas mistaken. It was my own view. By 
adopting the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, this is the effect of it: the original 
proposition authorized the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay to the Register for the services 
heretofore performed, and for the services to 
be performed in the next fiscal year, compen- 
gation at the rate fixed in this bill, not to exceed 
$1,500; so that if the discretion had been 
vested in the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make that compensation he could not have 
allowed the Register of the Treasury more than 
$1,500 for the services already performed 
aud for the services that he will perform in the 
next fiscal year; but the effect of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont is to allow 
to the Register a sum not exceeding $800 for 
the services to be performed in the next fiscal 
year only, and thus deprives him altogether of 
the compensation which was contemplated by 
the amendment that was adopted by the House 
Committee on Appropriations. Now the Sen- 
ate has adopted the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont, the effect of which will be-— 

Mr. HILL. Do you say the Senate have 
adopted that amendment? 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senate have amended 
the proposition of the House so us to fix the 
gum which shall be allowed for this service 
during the next fiscal year at $800. ‘hus the 
amendment adoptedin the House stands pend- 
ing, fixing that sum of $800. It does not 
make it an annual payment. It simply gives 
it for the next fiscal year. If, therefore, 
we refuse to concur in the amendment recom- 
mended by the Senate committee, we give 
the Register $800 for the next fiscal year, but 
if we concur in the amendment of the Senate 
committee, we refuse him anything, either for 
past services or for the next fiscal year. I 
should very much prefer if we can get it in 
such a shape as to vest in the Secretary of the 
Treasury the discretion whether he will allow 
for the past services and for the next year; 
but if we cannot do that, let us at all events 
give to him the $800 for the coming year, and 
in order to do that, it will be necessary that 
the vote shall be against concurring in the 
amendment recommended by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Do I understand the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to propose to make 
this a permanent appropriation, irrespective 
of the number of bonds the Register may sign? 

Mr. SCOTT. T did not make such a prop- 
osition, but the effect of the amendment which 
the Senator from Vermont offered, and which 
has been adopted, is to give him $800 for the 
next fiscal year. 


nent. It only applies to that year. 
Mr. HILL. When was that amendment 
adopted ? 


Mr. SCOTT. It was adopted when the bill 
was last under consideration, in a very thin 
Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am sure the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations do not design to take 
the services of any employé of this Govern- 
ment without just compensation, but they do 


It does not make it perma- | 


—s 


think that if we change the salary of one offi- 
cer we ought to make the change as to. all 
where a change would seem to be required. 
Now, why should an exception be made in 
regard to the Register of the Treasury? 
Originally, during the war, a great number 
of bonds were issued by this Government 
which required extraordinary labor. It was 
that extraordinary labor which induced a 
change in the salary. That has passed away. 
Very few bonds are now issued, and very lit- 
tle additional labor is added to the ordinary 
duties of the Register of the Treasury. The 
reason which caused the original change of 
the salary of this officer has ceased, and the 
reason ceasing, the rule ought to cease. That 
is what the committee understood, and I think 
their action was based upon that ground, 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Ken- 
tucky permit me to call his attention to the 
fact that the section as proposed by the House 
Committee on Appropriations fixed the com- 
pensation at $1 25 per hundred bonds signed 
by the Register, so that if there were but few 
to be signed the compensation would be small 
accordingly? It did not fix a gross sum with- 
out reference to the labor to be performed. 

While I am up, I may state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that the labor of this officer 
has been very much increased. As we are 
all aware, two hundred millions of bonds have 
been exchanged within the last year by the 
Government, and all that labor has been per- 
formed by the Register of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. For information, I will inquire 
of the chairman of the committee how it is 
that we are discussing this question at all, if 
the Senate has already adopted the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. STEVENSON. We are in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. I know; but that has been 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
explain. We are still as in Committee of the 
Whole. The Committee on Appropriations 
recommended the striking out of this proviso. 
Pending that, and to perfect it, the Senator 
from Vermont moved to reduce the appropria- 
tion to $800. ‘That was agreed to. T'he ques- 
tion now recurs on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee, striking out the 
proviso as amended. i 

Mr. COLE. I desire to give notice at this 
point that I shall have to ask Senators to abide 
by the rule in making but two speeches on any 
one proposition betore the Senate. I am not 
alluding to any Senators who have spoken thus 
far, but merely give the notice now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suppose that will apply to 
the chairman also. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not understand 
that the duties of the Register of the Treas- 
ury are laborious duties 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask the Senator to give 
way for a moment that I may correct what I 
think is an error on his part. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator says there 
is no additional duty devolved now on this 
officer, and that the salary has reverted to 
the original sum because the extra work is 
finished. The Senator is mistaken in that. 
We are constantly issuing new bonds. He 
will remember that within a very short time 
the Treasury made a contract for two hundred 
millions of new bonds at five per cent. interest, 
in place of the six per cent. interest bonds; and 
we hope to have a great many millions disposed 
of in that way. ‘The work probably is as large 
in amount now as it has been at any time 
during a number of years past. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. F desire to say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the number 
of bonds to be issued now is comparatively 
small as compared with those which were 
issued when this additional compensation was 
originally made to the salary of the Register 
of the Treasury. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. Does not this reduce 
the salary? 


_ Mr. STEVENSON. The salary is the game, 


but he was allowed. $1,000 for signing bonds, 
and that. at a period when the labor of signing 
was ten times ag great as it is now. Ihave 
no objection to any action that the Senate shall 
take in this matter. I have no personal feel- 
ing in it} on the contrary, I should desire to 
see every employé of the Government justly 
paid for his labor. But I do abject to it as 
an unsafe rule of action that we shall pick 
out particular officers, and do what we sup- 
pose to be just to them, and leave others who 
do more work at an inadequate salary. If 
the salaries of the employés of this Govern- 
ment are not sufficient, let the proper com- 
mittee equalize them, increasing them where 
they require to be increased, and diminish- 
ing them where they are too large; but I 
object to that sort of legislation which picks 
out a particular officer, and leaves it to the 
uncertain judgment of the Senate at particu- 
lar times and under particular moods to in- 
crease the salary of one and diminish that of 
another. : i 

Mr. WEST. Ihave but a word to say in 
regard to this question. The proposition of 
the House of Representatives has been depre- 
cated as the raising of the salary of an officer. 
The proposition of the Senate at the present 
time ia just the reverse. It is a proposition to 
reduce the salary. Fhe Houso having come 
to the conclusion that it would be equitable 
to. confer upon this officer this additional 
compensation, have restrieted it by a condi- 
tional limitation, giving him $1,600 upon the 
contingency that his additional labor should 
amount to that much. In order not to require 
auch an outley from the Treasury, the Senator 
from Vermont has proposed that he shall have 
the absolute and positive sam of $800. Acting 
upon any other proposition, wa should be re- 
ducing the salary instead of increasing it. L 
differed with the Senator from Kentucky in 
committee, and differed with some other mem» 
bers of the committee on this matter, and I 
think it highly equitable to givo this officer the 
sum proposed by the Senator from Vermout. 

Mr. HDMUNDS. Lam very sorry indeed 
that the way of raising the compensation of 
regular oflicers of the Government by indirec- 
tion is resorted to, as this Llouse proposition 
is. If the Register of the Treasury ought to 
have his salary inereased, it should be in- 
ereased in the same way thatthe salary of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury or any other officer 
in that Depariment should be increased, and 
that is, by fixing a sum which he should be 
paid for official duly, instead of undertaking 
to set up a kind of brokerage or commission- 
house in that Department, and to pay him ac- 
cording to the number of signatures he may 
make to the official. documents of the United 
States. Iam opposed. to this provision in the 
House bill, in the first place, for the reason 
that if the salary is to he raised at all, it ought 
to be raised directly and positively by fixing a 
given sum, instead of being raised by this way 
of a commission, for itis nothing else, ou the 
namber of bonds he may sign. The duty of 
the Register of the Treasury is largely, almost 
exclusively, the affixing of bis name to official 
documents aud warrants of various kinds; and 
yon might just as well declare that his salary 
should be increased aceording to the number 
of warrants and counter-warrants he signs in 
the reception and disbursement of public 
moneys, as to provide that his salary shouldbe 
increased by paying him for the signing of 
these bonds. tonite 

There is another reason, Mr. President, and 
that is, that if we-indertake In an appropria- 
tion bill to raise any person’s compensation, 
we are undertaking to do that which belongs 
to an entirely different class of legislation ; and 
acting upon that theory, and upon the theory 
that at this time it is not wise to undertake to 
readjust the salaries of officers of the Govern- 


ment, which requires a careful comparison of 
all Departments of the publie service, a care- 
ful comparison of the duties which each officer 
has to perform with those of others, we have 
at this very session reported from this very 
committee adversely upon a partial bill pro- 
viding for an increase of compensation to this 
very Register of the Treasury and others, about 
half a dozen officers, and the Senate unani- 
mously disposed of that report by postponing 
the bill indefinitely, and Í must suppose upon 
the ground that it is not wise or just to under- 
take to increase the salary of one man because 
he may show by personal appeals to Senators 
that his case seems to be one of hardship 
unless you deal justly by those officers who are 
attending to their duties and do not come here 
for an increase of theirsalaries. The method 
for rectifying such inequalities as may exist, is 
one which must be carried out by a careful 
examination by a committee of the whole sab- 
ject of the compensation of public servants, 
so that a bill may be framed which shall do 
justice and equality to all alike, 

There are probably a dozen officers who 
stand more largely in need of an increase of 
salary than the Register of the Treasury; and 
I only speak of this as an illustration, because 
this happens to be the particular case before 
us. What are you to do with them? Ifyou 
are to increase this compensation, (and that 
is all there is to it,) yon must increase theirs 
unless you undertake to make an invidious 
distinction based upon the fact that one offi- 
cial has personally applied to Senators while 
others have been attending to their duties; and 
you would hardly wish to do that. So that, Mr. 
President, the only just thing to do in this bill 
is to strike out this provision, leave the salary 
to stand where the law leaves it, and then at 
the proper time, at thenext session it may be, 
and Í hope so—when we may have reached a 
somewhat nearer approximation to the value 
of real money than we have now—we may take 
up the whole subject of salaries and arrange 
them accordingly. j 

No doubt this salary of $3,000 a year is 
not adequate to the support of a gentleman 
and his family living in reasonable style in this 
town. I know that every Senator who occu- 
pies ahouse here, and every one who does not, 
is aware that the compensation that the law 
provides lor him is not adequate to maintain- 
ing himself aud his family here; and we might 
just as well provide in this bill that every Sen- 
ator should be paid an additional compensation 
in proportion to the number of petitions and 
bills he introduced, if that is his duty, and in 
proportion to the number of reports that he 
made, or whatever it may be, as to undertake 
to raise the salary of an officer in this way. 

I stated to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
the other day, and [ thought he rather agreed 
with me, that 1 hoped he would not press 
opposition to this amendment that we proposed 
in this form, but that [for oneshould not object 
to enlarging the phraseology of another clause 
of the bill, which [explained the other day, 
so that this gentleman might, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the time 


being, be included. I admit that that other 
clause is an incongruity; I admit that it is 


wrong from principle; but as E have said, it 
comes down to us from the end of the war, 
when we appropriated $300,000 in this way, 
and we have now got it down to less than 
$25,000, and I hope it will disappear altogether 
ina rectification of all these matters at the 
next session. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
now 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
California insists on the enforcement of the 
rule that no Senator shall speak more than 
twice in the same debate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to save time instead of 
consuming it, and I am sure the Senator from 
California will not object to that. 


Perhaps I may save time 


I am very sorry that the Senator from Ver- 
mont was not in his place when this amend- 
ment came up, when I made the suggestion that 
it would be entirely satisfactory if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should have the same 
diseretion as to increasing this officer’s com- 
pensation that is given him upon page 17 with 
reference to others. I did not understand the 
Senator to accede to it. If I had, I should 
certainly have accepted it, becanse I am en- 
tirely satisfied that this discretion should rest 
in the Secretary of the Treasury, and if such 
an amendment can be adopted as to vest in the 
Secretary of the Treasury the right to give such 
additional compensation to this officer as he 
deems his duties deserve, I shall be entirely 
content, and will make no objection to the 
amendment of the committee to strike out this 
clause so far as | am concerned. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate hav- 
ing reduced the amount from $1,500 to $800, 
the question now recurs on striking out the 
proviso as amended. 

Mr, COLE. Tunderstand that the Senator, 
who takes a peculiar interest in this matter, is 
willing that the proviso shall be stricken out 
now on the suggestion made by my colleague 
on the committee, the Senator from Vermont. 
If such is not the case I desire to make this 
statement before a vote is had upon it: the 
proposition as it comes from the House is to 
permit the Register of the Treasury to earn 
money for services which would otherwise have 
to be performed by a clerk. ‘The proposition 
as it now stands is a very different one, and is 
a clear proposition to raise the salary by $800, 
a proposition which is certainly very distaste- 
ful to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
I believe to the country at this time. How- 
ever, as I understand the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations is accepted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, I wili not 
consume any further time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, then the proviso as amended will be 
stricken out. 

Mr. SCOTT. With the consent of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that there shall be 
inserted an amendment giving the same dis- 
cretion to the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
this officer as is given to him in regard to 
other officers in his Department, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent that amendment can be agreed to 
now, although that clause has been passed in 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see just 
what the phraseology is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Probably it 
would consume less time if it were disposed 
of at the same time with this proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis on the seventeenth 
page, lines three hundred and ninety-five, three 
hundred and ninety-six, and three hundred 
and ninety-seven, where I am willing to have 
the amendment come in. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest after the word 
‘*office’”’ the insertion of the words “and to 
the Register of the Treasury.” : 

Mr, EDMUNDS. JI think that would bea 
little invidious. I would say, ‘‘and for addi- 
tional clerks and additional compensation to 
officers and persons employed in his office,’ 
so as to leave this sum just as we have al- 
ways left it, at the discretion of the Secretary, 
to be divided among the necessary persons, 
including this gentleman, in the way I have 
stated, 

Mr. SCOTT. Then you had better put a 
larger sum at his disposal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thesumisenough. The 
Senator need not be afraid on that subject. Tt 
will only diminish by a little the additional 
compensation that the others get if, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary, he thinks it right that 
this gentleman should have more. It is not 
necessary to increase the appropriation at all. 
It is only necessary to enlarge the objects to 
which the sum shall be applied. 
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Mr. SCOTT. To see whether we can agree, 
I will move to insert, “and to the Register of 
the Treasury for signing bonds.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I cannot agree to, 
because I do not think we ought to introduce 
into the statute a provision for paying a per- 
son specifically for doing part of his own duties. 
That is my objection. I am entirely willing 
to leave it to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
say whether this sum of $22,500 shall be 
apportioned partly to the Register of the 
Treasury as well as to other persons employed 
in his office. Therefore I move, if it is now 
in order, to insert in line three hundred and 
ninety-six, on page 17, after the word * to,’’ 
the words ‘‘ officers and,’’ and also to strike 
out the word “ office,” in the same line, and 
insert ‘‘ department,” because his “office,” in 
a technical sense, would not include the 
Register of the Treasury; so that the clause 
will read : 


And for additional clerks and additional compen- 
sation to officers and-clerks in his Department, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to this proposition? The Chair under- 
stands there is no objection. The proviso on 


the top of the twenty-second page is stricken | 


out, and the clause on the seventeenth page 
of the bill, line three hundred and ninety- 
six, is amended by the insertion of the words 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont, the 
amount of the appropriation remaining un- 
changed. 

The Secretary will now resume the reading 
of the bill on page 22, the Senate first acting 
on the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 23, after line five 
hundred and fifty-five, to add to the clause 
making an appropriation for detecting and 
bringing to punishment persons guilty of vio- 
lating the internal revenue laws the following: 


And from and after the passage of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to em- 
ploy not more than three persons to assist the proper 
officers of the Government in discovering and col- 
lecting any money belonging to the United States 
whenever the same shall be withheld by any person 
or corporation, upon such terms and conditions as 
he shall deem best for the interests of the United 
States; but no compensation shall be paid to such 
persons except out of the money and property so 
secured, 


Mr. SCOTT. I should like to have an ex- 
planation of that amendment from the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. COLE. It is undeérstood, or was so 
stated, that there were large sums of money 
due the Government from individuals and cor- 
porations throughout the country who are at- 
tempting to dely the law, and perhaps success- 
fully doing so, so far as it relates to their duty 
to pay taxes. This proviso does not make any 
appropriation for the payment of services in 
assisting the collection of such dues to the 
Government, but only authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury, if he shall see fit, to em- 
ploy some additional aid to enforce the laws. 

Mr. SCOTT. I notice it applies to not only 
“ discovering” but ‘‘ collecting.” 

Mr. COLE, To assist the regular officers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 25, line 
five hundred and eighty-five, to reduce the 
appropriation for stationery for the Treas- 
ury Department and its several bureaus from 
$50,000 to $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 25, line 
five hundred and ninety-nine, to reduce the 
appropriation for furniture for the Treasury 
Department from $50,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 25, line 
sig hundred and five, to reduce the appro- 
priation for coal, wood, lighting the Treasury 


building, baskets, books, &c., from $50,000 to 
$40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 26, line 
six hundred and nine, in the clause making 
appropriations for the office of the Assistant 
Treasurer at New York, to strike outthe words 
t chiefs of division, tellers, registers, clerks, 
book-keepers, messengers, keeper of building, 
watchmen, engineer, detectives, and porter, 
$137,942,’’ and in lieu thereof to insert the 
following: 

, Cashier and chief clerk, $4,200; chief of coin divis- 
ion, $4,000; chief of general pay division, $3,000; 
assistant chief of general pay division, $2,200; chief | 
of currency receiving division, $3,000; assistant chief 
of currency receiving division, $2,200; chicf of regis- 
tered interest division, $2,800; general pay teller, 
$2,800; assistant gencral pay teller, $2,400; coin pay- 
ing teller, $2,300: coin receiving teller, $2,300; assist- 
ant coin receiving teller, $2,200; chief of coupon 
interest division, $2,300; chief of fractional currency 
division, $2,500; register of coin certificates, $2,200; 
one clerk, $2,050; nine clerks, at $2,000 each, $18,000; 
one book-keeper, $1,900; one book-keeper, 31,850; 
four book-keepers, at $1,800 each, $7,200; five clerks, 
at $1,800 each, $9,000; three clerks, at $1,750 each, 
35,2509; four clerks, at $1,700 each, $6,800; one clerk, 

1,600; four clerks, at $1,500 each, $6,000; six clerks, 
at $1,400 each, $8,400; three clerks, at $1,300 cach, 
$3,900; one clerk, $1,200; one clerk, $1,000 ; two mes- 
sengers, at $1,300 each, $2,600; six messengers, at $4 
per day each, $7,512; one messenger, $800; one keeper 
of building, $1,800; one engineer, $1,000; one porter, 
$900; six watchmen, at $2 per day each, $4,380; one 
watchman, $600; chief detective, $1,800; assistant 
detectivo, $1,400, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be 
stated before this amendment is adopted that 
this is not increasing salaries or making new 
offices. It is only segregating and separating 
the total appropriation which stands in the 
House bill, so as to fix the name of each office 
and the salary attached to it; that is all. 

Mr. COLE. As it was last year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 28, line | 
six hundred and sixty-one, in the clause | 
making appropriations for the office of the 
Assistant Treasurer at Boston, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ for clerks and messengers, $28,000; 


` Pi e | 7 o 
for three watchmen, $2,160;” and to insert i| salaries to some of their friends and low sal- 


in lieu thereof the following : 


For paying teller, $2,500; one interest clerk, $2,500; 
receiving teller, $1,800; one clerk, $1,800; one book- 
keeper, $1,700; two clerks, at$1.500 each, $3,000; two | 
clerks, .at $1,400 cach, $2,800: two clerks, at $1,200 ; 
each, $2,400; one clerk, $1,100; two clerks, at $1,000 | 
each, $2,000; one clerk, $800; two watchmen, at $850 
each, $1,700; one messenger and watchman, $1,060. 


Mr. THURMAN. As this amendment is 
one of a class, there being a number of the 
same kind proposed, Í should like to make | 
an inquiry of the chairman of the committee. | 
In the bill as it came from the House the ap- 
propriation was, ‘ for clerks and messengers, 
$23,000; for three watchmen, $2,160.’’ The 
salaries of the clerks or the number of clerks 
was not specified in the bill. The amendment | 
proposes in effect to fix the number of clerks 
and to fix the salary of each clerk, if I under- 
stand it aright. 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. ; | 

Mr. THURMAN. I think that as a general | 
rule is a very great improvement on the prac- 
tice of appropriating in a lump. I have ob- 
jected atformer sessions to the mode of appro- | 
priating in a lump, as we did at one time, I 
remember, on a naval appropriation bill, ap- 
propriate about three fourths or four fifths of 
the whole appropriation for the Navy Depart- 
ment in one lump, without anything to desig- 


nate how much was to go to one purpose, and |i 


how much was to go to another purpose—a 
very bad practice, in my judgment. I think, 
therefore, the Committee on Appropriations 
have done extremely well in specifying the 
objects of the appropriation and the amount to | 
be appropriated. 

The question I wish to submit to the chair- | 
man is whether, putting it in this form and | 
without anything else, this result may not) 
happen: that if not so much clerical help is | 


needed, yet there will be the pay forit. As 
the bill came from the House the collecior | 


would employ so much and no more than was 
absolutely necessary—although I dare say he 
would employ up to the full amount of the 
appropriation, for that is the custom of such 
people, whether they need the help or not— 
yet he could employ as much as was neces: 
sary, and no more, and some of the appropri: 
ation might be saved; but in the form in which 
the committee have put it, it is questionable 
whether he must not. employ all this labor so 
that all.the salary will be paid. I mention this 
because this is one of a class of amendments 
made by the committee in the general intent 
and purpose of which I very heartily concur, 
and think the committee deserve well for havy- 
ing been so specific. 

Mr. COLE. This is an attempt to carry out 
a policy which was partially inaugurated last 
year in the appropriation bills, and which we 
wish to have permanently established, if pos: 
sible, by appropriating to the several officers 
employed the specific salaries they will be 
entitled to under the law. But I will state, in 
reply to the last suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio, that there is no more obligation on the 
part of the head of the office to employ more 
clerks than are really necessary under this 
form than there would be if the appropria- 
tion were made in a lump. 

Mr. THURMAN: If that is the understand: 
ing, that no obligation rests on the collector 
to employ all the clerks who are named here, 
but only to employ as many as he needs, then 
certainly I have no objection, and no sugges: 
tion to make, except to repeat that I think the 
committee have done extremely well in report- 
ing the bill in this form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is all there is to it. 
We do not require him to employ any at all 
unless they are necessary, but the evil we wish 
to obviate is, first, the sweeping appropriation 
of money, about which both of us agree; and 
secondly, the abuse (and I do not know but 
we ought to have an investigation about it, 
for I have heard of one instance) that subor- 
dinate officers are tempted to commit where’ 
there is a gross appropriation, of paying high 


aries to other people ; in other words, grind- 
ing the face of the poor in order to pay a fat. 
salary to some favored person. Of course, 
that is an abuse which ought not to be toler- 
ated. A sweeping gross appropriation is a 
standing temptation to do that thing, to make 
unjust and unfair discriminations among em- 
ployés. The object of this amendment is to 
eliminate that evil, and to fix the compensa- 
tion of every person who may be employed, 
not to oblige them to employ anybody. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 29, in the 
clause making appropriations for the office of 
Assistant Treasurer at Philadelphia, to strike 
out the words ‘for clerks, messengers, and 
watchmen, $34,823,” and in lieu thereof to 
insert the following : 

For cashier and chief clerk, $2,700; chief book- 
keeper, $2,500; chief interest clerk, $1,900; assistant 
book-keeper, $1,800; coin teller, $1,700; registered 
interest clerk, $1,700; assistant coupon clerk, $1,600; 
fractional currency clerk, $1,600; assistant regis- 
tered Joan clerk, $1,500; assistant registered loan 
clerk, $1,400; assistant coin teller, $1,400; assistant 
fractional curreney clerk, $1,400; receiving teller, 
$1,300; assistant receiving teller, $1,200; superin- 
tendent of building, $1,100; seven female counters, 
a ad each, $6,300; four watchmen, at $9380 cach, 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to make 
one inquiry of the chairman for my own satis- 
faction. I understand that the appropriations 
for the mint at San Francisco are $20,660; 
and for the Mint at Philadelphia $26,823, or 
$16,000 more. It is very true the Mint at 
Philadelphia is called the parent Mint, I be- 
lieve, and the othera branch mint usually; 
butis there really any necessity for this ex- 
pense in Philadelphia beyond the expense at 
San Francisco, when the business at Sun 
Francisco is fifty mes what it isin Philadel- 
phia? ; 
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Mr. COLE. I cannot give any reason why 
there should be. more force employed in the 
Philadelphia Mint than there is in the San 
Francisco mint, unless it be that there are 
miore coins made, as may be the case, in Phil- 
adelphia than in San Francisco. In the San 
Francisco mint there isa much larger amount 
in value coined, but the principal coinage 
consists of double eagles. Jam aware of the 
fact that the force in San Francisco is very 
small, and the laborers there work very hard 
and during a great many more hours than are 
usual for persons employed in the public ser- 
vice. Ithas been the source of a good deal 
of complaint, and has caused a good deal of 
sickness, and it is alleged the death of some 
persons who have been there employed; but 
such isthe condition of the mint building there, 
a ruin almost as it is now, that it is difficult to 
provide for the accommodation of more per- 
sons even if they were authorized under the 
law. They are getting along temporarily by 
very hard work and by working a great many 
hours in the day. But we hope when the new 
mint is completed they will have more room, 
and coining more, will perhaps have more 
force. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 30, line 
seven hundred and sixteen, in the clause mak- 
ing appropriations for the offiec of Assistant 
Treasurer at St. Louis, to strike out the words 
“elerks, messengers, and watchmen, $10,800,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

Chief clork and teller, $2,500; assistant teller, 
1,800; book-keeper, $1,500; assistant book-kceper, 


51,200; messenger, $1,000; four watchmen, at $700 
each, $2,800, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was on page 30, 
line seven hundred and thirty, in the clause 
making appropviations for the office of Assist- 
ant Treasurer at New Orleans, to strike out 
the following words: 

Ono night-watchman at three dollars per day, and 
throe at$2 50 por day, $3,832 50; and also to reduce tho 
total amount of the appropriation from $18,172 51 to 

vO, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 33, after 

_ line seven hundred and eighty-four, to insert 
the following clause: 

For compensation of designated dopositaries, 
under the fourth section of the act of August 6, 
1546, for the collection, safo- keeping, transfer, and 
disbursement of the publie revenue, $9,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 33, line 
seven hundred and ninety-two, to inerease the 
appropriation for ‘‘ contingent expenses under 
the net of the Gth of August, 1846, for the collec- 
tion, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue,” from $50,000 to 
$100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 34, lines 
eight hundred and eighteen and eight hundred 
and nineteen, to’ increase the appropriation 
for wages of workmen and adjusters in the 
branch mint at San Francisco from $178,000 
to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 85, line 
eight hundred and thirty-three, to reduce the 
appropriation for the salary of the assayer at 
the assay office in New York from $4,500 to 
$3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 35, line 
eight hundred and thirty-six, to reduce the 
appropriation for the salary of the deputy treas- 
urer at the assay office, New York, from $4,500 
to $3,000. - 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to reinstate the 
amount named in the bill originally—$4,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
committee. If the Senate disagree to the pro- 


osed amendment, the Senator will accomplish 
his purpose. $ 
Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to call the at- 
tentioù of the Senate to the fact that some 
papers have come to the knowledge of the 
committee since this amendment was reported. 
It seems the sum of $4,500 was fixed as the 
salary of thisofficer, as will appear by the com- 
munication from the Attorney General, dated 
October 18, 1870, which I send to the Secre- 
tary to read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DRPARTMENT or JUSTICE, 
October 18, 1870. 


Sir: Your communication of the 10th instant, and 
the inclosed letter from the First Comptroller to 
you, call for my opinion upon the question whether 
the compensation approved by the President for the 
deputy treasurer at the assay oflice in New York, 
under section ten of theact of March 2, 1853, (10 Stat., 
page 212,) is legal. 

Under that section the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the approbation and consentof the President, 
appoints such officers and clerks in the assay office, 
other than the treasurer, as shall be necessary for 
the proper conduct and management of the said 
office, and of the business appertaining thereto, at 
such compensation asshall be approved by the Pres- 
ident, provided that the sum shall not exceed that 
allowed for corresponding services under existing 
laws relating to the Mint of the United States and 
its branehes. ‘The compensation which has been 


fixed for the deputy treasurer is $4,500, the same. 


amount which is allowed under existing laws to the 
treasurer of the branch mint at San Francisco. 

In approving and consenting to the appointment 
of the deputy treasurer, and in fixing his compen- 
sation, the President has substantially determined 
that his services correspond to those performed by 
the treasurer of the mint at San Francisco; and the 
said sections, properly construed, refer that matter 
to hisdetermination. The accounting officers of the 
Treasury should, therefore, consider that mattor as 
settled by competent authority, and should hold that 
the compensation prescribed for the deputy treas- 
urer is legal and duly payablo to that officer. 

I am, sir, with great respect, your obedient ser- 


vant, 
A. T. AKERMAN, Attorney General. 
Hon. Gro. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. STEVENSON. It seems, therefore, 
to be fixed by law that the salary is $4,500. 
On the 27th day of October, 1870, in accord- 
ance with that opinion, the Comptroller fixed 
the salary of this officer at that sum, and it has 
so continued, and the Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury, in a note of the 29th of February, 1872, 
transmits a letter, in which he asks that the 
salary shall be continued at $4,500, that being 
the sum fixed by law. 

I do not think the Committee on Appropri- 
ations were aware of the ruling of the Attorney 
General or the amendment would not have 
been reported. ‘lherefore, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
eval, I move to reinstate the salary at the sum 
of $4,500. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Ken- 
tucky were correct in his premises, I should 
agree with his conclusion ; but I think if he 
will examine the statutes themselves, as ] have 
just now done, he will agree with me that 
we ought to stand by the amendment. The 
Attorney General is altogether wrong, and [ 
can convince my friend from Kentucky, who, 
I know, thinks as I do, that we ought to keep 
salaries down at the present time, that he is 
wrong on his own letter. He says, quoting 
the statute of 1853 correctly, that the statute 
providing for the assay office at New York 
declares that the officers shall be appointed 
and paid according to such rate as the Pres- 
ident shall decide upon, ‘ provided that the 
sum shall not exceed that allowed for corre- 
sponding service under existing laws relating 
to the Mint of the United States and its 
branches.” 

The Attorney General refers, as a guide to 
that provision, to the branch mint at San Fran- 
cisco, in California, the provision in the statute 
on that subject being under the act of 1852, 
that he shall appoint ‘‘one superintendent, 
one treasurer, one assayer, one melter and 
refiner, and one coiner.’? There is no dep- 
uty treasurer provided for the San Francisco 
assay office at all, and the appropriation bill 


does not fix any compensation for any such 

officer; but the Attorney General undertakes 

to say that the deputy treasurer of the assay 

office in New York, another officer, the sub- 

Treasnrer in New York, being ex officio Treas- 

urer, shall have the pay of a principal officer 

elsewhere. This deputy Treasurer is an addi- 

tional and subordinate officer; and there is. 
no principle of law or ethics upon which you 
can rate his salary to be equal to that of the 
first treasurer and the only treasurer Öf the 

assay office which does so much more, in San 
Francisco. There is therefore, I submit to 
my friend from Kentucky, no provision of law, 

the Attorney General to the contrary notwith- 
standing, which authorizes the President of 

the United States to make the salary of the 
deputy treasurer in the city of New York as 
great as that of the treasurer, who has no 
deputy at all, in the city of San Francisco. 

Inasmuch, then, as it appears clear to me that 
we are not bound by law to make the salary 
of this officer out of all proportion to that of 
the other officers in the assay office of New 
York which we have kept down to the old 
standard, I think this amendment ought to be 
agreed to. If on consideration it shall appear 
to the committee when we come to a confer- 
ence by and by that we are in error about this, 
we can recede and correct it. I hope, there- 
fore, my friend from Kentucky will allow the 
amendment to be adopted for the time being. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ihave no disposition 
in the world to raise salaries; on that point 1 
agree entirely with the Senator from Vermont. 
l have felt it my duty, however, to present 
the letter of the Attorney General in this case, 
in order that the Senator might know that the 
President had fixed the salary of this assistant 
at $4,500 under the advice of the Attorney 
General. I desire now that the Clerk will 
read the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
which I sent to the Chair, and having pre- 
sented that, I shall submit to the action of the 
Senate, having no feeling on the subject, and 
being rather desirous that salarics shall not be 
raised. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I transmit this letter to the Committee on Appro~ 
priations in the hope that there wilt be no hesita- 
tion in fixing Mr. Waelman’s salary at $4,500. The 
law provides for that salary, and it was so fixed by 
tho President with the approval of the Attorney 
General. i 

Moreover, Mr. Edelman’s services are very import- 


ant and valuable to the Government, and there is no 
reason for reducing his pay. 


Respectfully, . i 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Fugrvary 29, 1872. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate, for I think we shall all 
unite to agree to this amendment, and then if 
we have made a mistake we can correct it 
afterward; but I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to what we have already passed over 
in this bill. The Assistant Treasurer at New 
York, I repeat, is treasurer of the assay office 
by law. We pay him $8,000a year. Thenhe 
has a deputy Assistant Treasurer who receives 


! $3,600. Probably that deputy Assistant Treas- 


urer is called upon to do five times the amount 
of responsible duties that this deputy treasurer 
of the assay office is; and therefore, to keep 
this salary up, unless we are obliged by law to 
keep it up, a thousand dollars more than the 
deputy Assistant Treasurer in the city of New 
York. is paid, with a great deal larger respons- 
ibility, is an invidious. and unjust distinetion. 
I hope, therefore, the Senate will stand by the 
amendment until it shall be made plainly to 
appear to us, as I think it cannot be, that we 
are obliged by law to pay this sum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
bill. 

The next amendment was in line eight hun- 
dred and fifty-three, to strike out ‘ superin-. 
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tendent,’’ and after the word ‘‘assayer,’’. to 
insert ‘who shall have charge of the assay 
office;’’ in line eight hundred and fifty-four, 
after ‘‘ meiter,’’ to insert “and refiner,” and 
to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ and 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line eight hun- 
dred and fifty-five, to add ‘‘and the offices 

. of superintendent and one clerk are hereby 
abolished after July 1, 1872;” so as to make 
the clause read: , 


Assay office at Boisé City, Idaho : 

For salaries of assayer, who shall have charge of 
the assay office, melter «nd refiner, and clerk, 
$5,400; and the offices of superintendent and one 
clerk are hereby abolished after July 1, 1872. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
appropriation for the branch’ mint at Char- 
lotte, North Carolina, from line eight hun- 
dred and sixty-two to line eight hundred an 
sixty-five, as follows: ` 


For assayer, $1,500; for wages of workmen, $1,492. 
For chemicals, charcoal, aud incidental and mis- 
cellaneous expenses, $1,500. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


The branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina, 
shall be abolished on the 80th day of June, 1872; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to sell the said mint and all the public property 
connected therewith, at public auction, giving rea- 
sonable notice of said sale. 


Mr. POOL. I hope that amendment will 
not be agreed to by the Senate. There isa 
necessity for this assay office in North Carolina. 
Perhaps at the present time there. may be no 
very great necessity for ity but it is perfectly 
certain that before very long there will be. 
Previous to the war this was a mint, and 
there was a very considerable amount of coin- 
age done at that mint. Since the war, the 
mining operations in North Carolina, as all 
other industrial pursuits, have been languish- 
ing; and from the fact that no great amount 
of work has been done at that establishment 
since the close of the war, there have been 
several efforts to abolish it altogether. In the 
first place it was discontinued as a mint and 
made an assay office. To that, we made no 
objection. Now a proposition comes to abol- 
ish it altogether and have no assay office there. 
I really hope the Senate will not agree to this 
amendment. The mining operations in North 
Carolina are beginning to increase in import- 
ance. There have been recent developments 
which have created very considerable excite- 
ment in parts of the State, and also in parts 
of Tennessee, Georgia, and South Carolina. 

The buildings when they were first erected 
cost a great.dcal, and the machinery was put 
in at considerable cost to the Government; 
and if they are sold now it will be at a very 
great sacrifice. Ido not hesitate to say that 
perhaps in the next eighteen months or two 
years there will be apparent a very great ne- 
cessity for an assay office at that point. 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken on 
this proposition I wish to remark that there is 
no assay office in Georgia, none in Tennessee, 
none in Alabama, none in South Carolina, 
and none in North Carolina, except the one at 
Charlotte, which it is now proposed to abolish. 
It is very well known that a great railroad is 
in process of construction, and will be com- 
pleted during the present year, mainly so at 
least, running from Charlotte, North Carolina, 
to Atlanta, Georgia. This road traverses the 
great mountain region of that country; itis a 
gold region, which for the first time will have 
been developed to the world. Mankind will 
become acquainted with its iron and its gold 
and everything that makes it a rich mineral 
region. 

This being the only remaining assay office 
in all these southern States, it is important to 
retain it in view of the fact, which is known to 
some of us, that miners who have been in 
California and the other western States and 
Territories for years past are turning their 
attention to Georgia and North Carolina in 
this region. I myself bave heard very dis- 
tinguished miners say that these fields of enter- 


' public institutions of this sort. 
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prise are more inviting to-day than any other 
imines on the continent, 
money are being made in my own State and 
in North Carolina. Preparations are being 
made for resuming mining. It is hardly fair 
to take the present condition of mining as an 
index of the future. We are to presume that 
something like the prosperity which preceded 
the war will be resumed in mining as well as 
in agricultural pursuits and other businesses 
in the South. { hope that this last means of 
affording facilities to the miners of that region 
will not be taken away from us, and that some- 
thing will be left to let our people recognize 
that there is a tie between them and. the 
national Government other than the vexatious 
internal revenue laws of which these mount- 
aineers complain so much. As this is buta 
small appropriation proposed by the House of 
Representatives, of $4,300, to keep open this 
assay office, I should dislike to have sucha 
degree of economy prevail here as would induce 
the Senate to accept the proposition of the 
committee to strike it out. 

Mr. COLE. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions took considerable pains to ascertain 
whether there was really any necessity for a 
mint at Charlotte, North Carolina, or not. 
After such investigation as could be had, it 
was, I believe, the unanimous conclusion of 
the committee-that there was not the slightest 
necessity for the continuation of that establish- 
ment. It is called, as will be seen, a mint. I 
believe there is no minting done there; nor do 
I suppose there is any assaying done at that 
place. I judge as well from the character of 
the appropriation asked for as from other cir- 
cumstances that there is really no assaying 
done at that place. I see the appropriation 
asked for is for one person as assayer at 
$1,500 ; for wages of workman, $1,492. There 
certainly can be very little business, if any at 
all, done at that establishment with the force 
thus afforded. 

L do not apprehend that keeping up this 
little concern in Charlotte, North Carolina, is 
necessary to insure allegiance and good feel- 
ing on the part of that State and adjoining 
States toward the General Government. If I 
thought it was, I should at once yield the 
point and permit the establishment to con- 
tinue, so far as it could be done by my con- 
sent. ButI do not believe that keeping up a 
useless establishment there will be regarded 
as of any particular advantage to that locality, 
of any particular advantage to the State of 
North Carolina or to the other States in which 
there were once perhaps some precious metals 
found. ‘There have been already one or two 
of these institutions discontinued; I believe 
there was one discontinued at the last session 
of Congress; and the growing impression is 
now that two mints are all that are needed or 
required in the United States, the one at 
Philadelphia and the one at San Francisco, 
and the disposition is to have coinage done 
only ‘at those two points. 

I know the local feeling that existsin differ- 
ent portions of the United States in favor of 
We saw an 
illustration of it in the establishment of navy- 
yards. There are in the United States now, I 
believe, eight separate navy-yards, whereas 
there should be not to exceed half that num- 
ber, one upon the Pacific and three upon the 
Atlantic side. These small yards are of no 
advantage, no credit to the Government, and 
the sooner they are dispensed with the better 
it will be, in my judgment, for the interests of 
the Government, and for its good name. 

I hope my friend from North Carolina will 
not insist upon keeping up this establishment, 
unless there is some more potential reason 
than has been mentioned. I have heard it 
said to-day that the product of the precious 
metals is likely to increase in that vicinity. I 
do not know but that such may be the case. I 
think, however, it has not increased as yet. 


If it shall increase by the discovery of new | 


Large outlays of’ 


mines, then of course Congress will be. bound 
to establish an assay office somewhere there 
for the accommodation of pergons producing 
such metals. 

Mr. POOL. The committee found in this 
bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives an appropriation of about forty-five hun- 
dred dollars for the keeping up of this assay 
office at Charlotte. I did not know, nor do I 
suppose that any Senator who feels any local 
interest in the matter knew, that the commit- 
tee was investigating whether it was proper to 
continue this appropriation. lf Ihad hadthe 
least notice of it, I should have brought some 
facts to the attention of the committee; bui 
inasmuch as I had no notice; and brought no 
facts to the attention of the committee, I will 
now produce some for the information of the 
Senate. 

This was established asa mint in 1835. It 
cost the Government for the building $29,800. 
The machinery cost $56,000. This establish. 
ment was therefore erected at a cost of $85,800. 
The amount of coinage up to the war in this 
mint was $5,048,641 from the products of the 
gold of North Carolina alone, to say nothing 
of Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee, and South 
Carolina. There was also coined at the Phila- 
delphia Mint, in the same period, $4,466,026, 
making the amount of the coinage up to the 
war, from the North Carolina product of gold, 
$9,514,667. The amount used by jewelers, 
on account of the purity of the gold, from the 
North Carolina product, is stated in the reports 
of the Treasury Department to be $1,137,556. 
“n addition to that the amount of North Caro- 
lina gold assayed at New York in bars was 
$147,775, making, from 1838, when this coin- 
age first commenced and these mines were . 
first worked, the product of the State of North 
Carolina alone nearly $11,000,000. Since the 
war there have been railroad projects under- 
taken which will very much increase the min- 
ing operations of that region, and there have 
been discoveries of mines there which I have 
no doubt in the world will make it necessary 
at avery early day that there should be an 
assay office at least in that locality somewhere. 

Now, sir, the proposition is that we shall 
expose to sacrifice by sale property which cost 
this Government $85,800, with a prospect near ` 
at hand of having to reéstablish an assay 6flice 
there, rather than to appropriate the pitifal 
sum of $4,500, scarcely enough to keep the 
buildings and machinery in operation, for the 
purpose of continuing it to see what this 
development will amount to. Ido not think 
it will be good policy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. f 

There is another reason. The chairman of 
the committee says that he does not see that 
it would be of any very great benefit to the 
people of that region. I call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that those who are en- 
gaged in mining operations in that region are 
not large, mammoth corporations, not com- 
panies. The mining is mainly carried on by 
individuals, by farmers, who, when they have 
laid their crops by, go to the streams and 
commence washing gold. They are subject to 
imposition by brokers and storekeepers, who 
get their metal from them at less than its 
value. It is inthe interest of labor that there 
should be an assay office within convenient 
reach of those people who are laboring in 
mining operations. 

Tsee that in this very bill we have already 
appropriated to the mint at Denver $28,335 ; 
to the assay office at Boisé City, in Idaho, 
$11,077, and we in the whole of the southern 
States ask for an appropriation of only $4,500 
for the purpose of continuing the only assay 
office south of Philadelphia. The office at New 
Orleans has been stricken down; the one in 
Georgia has been stricken down since the war, 
and the only one left south of Philadelphia is 
this little assay office at Charlotte, North Car- 
olina. I.do not think that if is fair or right 
to strike it down. Ido not think, in view of 
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the interests of those people, and in view of 
the interests óf the Government itself, there 
should be a refusal to appropriate this little 
pittance, . 

The.chairman of the committee says that if 
it would ‘continue the allegiance of these peo- 
ple and good feeling toward the Government 
he would be willing to continue it. Now, Mr. 
President, I do not put it upon any such ground 
as that. I believe the allegiance of these peo- 
ple would not be affected by it one way or the 
other; but I do think there is an air of injus- 
tice in this matter that ought to be looked to 
and observed. We have prospective interests 
there that ought to be attended to, and the 
Government has prospective interests that 
ought to be attended to also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Approptiations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should like to read 
from the report of the Director of the Mint, 
before this question is taken, what he says 
on the subject of the amount of business done 
at Charlotte, in the State of North Carolina. 
This is the last report: 

‘Charlotte.—The deposits at the branch mint ‘at 
Charlotte, North Carolina, have nothcen large, and 
T regret to say are not increasing. The deposits, as 
herotofore, are assayed nud returned to depositors 
in tho form of unparted bars. The deposits for bars 
during the year wero, gold, $14,522 81; silver parted 
from gold, $145 31; total deposits, $14,668 12; a 


> 


deerease from last year of 81.440 48. 

Now the question is, as the Senator from 
North Carolia [Mr. Poot] says, one of prac- 
tical business, whether for a prodnet of goltt 
and a business of that extent of but little over 
ten thousand dollars a year we can afford to 
keep up a large property and carry it on under 
the responsibility of the Government. More 
money is obtained out of the gold-bearing rocks 
of the State of Vermont, and has been tor sev- 
eral years past probably, than this sum, and 
yet the Vermonters have to send their gold 
down to the city of New York to get it turned 
out. 

I do not think this quarrying for gold, if you 
ean cull it quarrying, mining for gold, where 
the product is so small, is a business that the 
public interest ought to encourage. f doubt 
whether it is of economie value to the whole 
body of the people. L think if the farmers of 
North Carolina, and of Vermont too, would 
devote their spare time to subsoil plowing and 
to putting úp fences, their wealth and that of 
their State would be much more greatly in- 
creased than in hunting forthe precious metals 
when the product is so small. 

Mr, POOL. 1 would say to the Senator 
from Vermont that he takes into view only the 
present condition of the mining interests of 
North Carolina. Jf be would go back to the 
fignres before the war and see the amount 
produced then, he would find that it was very 
much larger than he supposes. That we shall 
have a return of these mining interests in 
greatly increased proportions I think is a mat- 
ter of certainty. * The Government has build- 
ings there vow which cost $85,000. The 
proposition is to sell them and sell the ma- 
chinery. They will be sold at an enormous 
sacrifice; and it is my judgment that in less 
than three years from this time, if this estab- 
lishment is sold out, a proposition will carry 
before Congress to have it reéstablished at any 
necessary expense, perhaps an expense larger 
than one hundred thousand dollars. In the 
mean time, until we can see what the develop- 
menis are likely to be, I think the buildings 
and machinery ought to be continued. The 
establishment is doing some business, no great 
amount at this time, I admit, nor is any other 
branch of indusiry in the southern States 
thriving at thistime. Everything is languish- 
ing. We do not, of course, think that this 
state of things will continue. I think, as a 
matter of fairness and tight and economy, this 
mint ought to be continued. The proposition 


here not only is not to make theappropriation, || 


but to sell out the whole establishment at any 
price that may be obtained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. COLE. There are several Senators 
here who did not vote. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays, not that I care so much about the little 
mint of my friend from North Carolina, Which 
to be sure is an expense without a return, 


but T ask for the yeas and nays with a view to 


have the faithful recorded as being present 
when we are considering an appropriation bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of '’exas, Howe, Ke.ly, Morrill of Ver- 
mont. Pomeroy, Ramsey, Schurz. Sherman, Steven- 
son, West, Wilson, and Windom—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cam- 

eron, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Logan, Norwood, Pool, Rice, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Spencer, and Vickers—24. 
ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, 
Lewis, Morrillof Maine, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Fat- 
terson, Pratt, Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Stewart, 
Stockton ppumner, Thurman Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vright—29. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD, Mr. LOGAN, Mr. NYE, 
and Mr. SPENCER submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG gave notice that he would 
submit asan amendment to the pending bill 
the provisions of the bill (S. No. 577) to reés- 
tablish the branch mint at New Orleans, or to 
restore the same to the city of New Orleans. 

The proposed amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER. 1 now move to lay aside 
the appropriation bill temporarily for the pur- 
pose of renewing my motion which I made 
some time ago, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day they adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. COLE., Lhope not. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to lay this billon 
the table for the present. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will not 
agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. The Senator from Alabama 
moves to lay the present bill on the table in 
order that he may then submit a motion that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope that after we 
have wasted a fortnight in political discussion 
and with so many appropriation bills before 
us, and wheu weareso much behind ihe House 
of Representatives as we are in the publie 
business, we shall sit here to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clayton, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry 
of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, 


Ramsey, Rice. Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Flanagan, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Howe Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Steven- 
son, West, Wilson, and Windom—22, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, Car- 


enter, Casserly, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of 
Kontucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Kelly, 
Morrillof Maine, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, 
and Tipton—23. 


So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. SPENCER. I now move that when. 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. >° 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator 
from Rhode Island moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will 
first allow me to make a motion that we have 
an executive session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us first vote on 
adjourning over. f f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think he will yield. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would yield; but I 
want to adjourn now, because I want to sit 
to-morrow. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate is against 


ou. 
: Mr. ANTHONY. ï do not know whether 
it is or not. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. The question is on the mo- 
tion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
refuse to adjourn. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Alabama, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I believe this question iy 
debatable. f‘ Yesi”] | : 

Mr. HAMLIN. If it is not, make a point 
of order and take an appeal, and then it will 
be debatable, [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not surprised that 
the opponents of the Republican party in a 
solid body vote for this course of proceeding. 
My honorable friend from Illinois, PM. Troum- 
BULL, ] who is the present leader of that oppo- 
sition, answers me out of order by a sugges: 
tion of scorn and a laugh which becomes the 
theater in which he has not been perhaps so 

rominent an actor as he could have wished 
or the past fortnight. When I say that the 
opponents of the Republican party in a body, 
to wit, the Democratic party and its allies, or 
rather Ï should say its leaders, are determined 
that we shall stay here and neglect the public 
business by engaging in theatrical displays 
over nothing from week to week, and vote 
constantly against going on with the public 
business which the people have sent us here 
to do, and oppose our sitting to-morrow, just 
as they opposed our agreeing upon a day for 
final adjournment, I think it right that we 
should take a little time, as it seerns to be the 
determination that we shall not do business, 
to talk the thing over. I should like to hear 
from the honorable Senator from Illinois, when 
he can compose his risibilities sufficiently to get 
the floor and address the Senate on this topic, 
what ishis method ot doing the public business. 

Perhaps he feels that there will not be time 
enough between now and the 29th of May, 
which is the day of. adjournment we have pro-, 
posed, for him again to ventilate the Cincin- 
nati platform and to demonstrate that it ig one 
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of the highest Republican character, if he 
will pardon me for using a word that has come 
to be so offensive to him; and therefore he is 
disposed, in order to get ready for some such 
discussion, to have to-morrow to himself. 

So much for that. But seriously, Mr. Presi- 
dent—serious I have been already—we now 
have under consideration an appropriation 
bill, the first one which is not a formal bill 
like the pension bill. Some time ago we took 
it up for consideration ; it has been hung up 
for a fortnight for other purposes; and now 
when we sit down to engage in the real busi- 
ness of the careful expenditure of the peo- 
ple’s money for publie objects, no sooner do 
we get fairly started upon that than a proposi» 
tion is made that we shall waste another day, 
and adjourn over from to-day until Monday. 

Can that be justly justified? Can we not 
be permitted to go on with the regular meth- 
odical business of this session to-morrow? 
Here are behind this bill already reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations the Indian 
bill, which every one knows involves the ex- 
penditure of great sums of mouey, involves 
the prosecution of a great policy, involves a 
great variety of amendments which must have 
discussion and consideration; and then. behind 
that is the naval bill which has already been 
reported, and others to come. And yet we 
act as if we were having a summer’s tourna- 
ment here; and after an hour or two or three 
of labor we are to adjourn from Thursday or 
Friday until Monday, and then begin again 
that same political performance, and go on 
for three or four days, and then take up asa 
mere shuttle-cock to fill up the time, to be 
tossed to and fro for a few hours, an appropri- 
ation bill. 

T submit to Senators that this is not a fair 
and just way to transact the public business ; 
but now that we have our minds on this bill, 
let us go on with it to-morrow and finish it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I am 
sorry that my friend from Vermont is so trou- 
bled about the Republican party that he thinks 
it will be ruined if the Senate does not meet 
on Saturday. I think the Republican party 
will best be protected by correcting its abuses 
and making it a pure party. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you speak for it?” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That is my kind of 
Republicanism. I hope I do speak for it 
much more than the Senator from Vermont, 
and if the Republican party has received any 
damage, it is from just such illiberal partisan 
speeches as the Senator has made here this 
evening, appealing to party on a question of 
adjourning over, as if the Republican party 
was to be upheld or put down by reason of an 
adjournment over Saturday! There are some 
persons who cannot even vote on a question 
of adjourning over Saturday without consider- 
ing what effect that will have on the party! 
The Senator from Vermont seems to move in 
that sphere. He is afraid that if we adjourn 
over the Republican party will suffer, and no 
vote is to be given in this body except with 
reference to that, and he says these Democrats 
all vote to adjourn over, and the priaciples of 
the Republican party are at stake on that 
question! I think itis just that sort of spirit 
thatis calculated to bring the Republican party 
into reproach. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take up any 
time on this subject. I think if the Senate can 
be permitted to vote without getting up a party 
discussion on the question of whether we shall 
adjourn over from Friday to Monday or not, 
it will be quite as well for the public service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Jam not altogether sure 
that I have not injured the Republican party a 
good many times. I do not profess to be om- 
nipotent or all-wise; but I certainly can pay 
my respectful homage to my friend from Ìlli- 
nois and say that he has not injared the Repub- 
lican party lately, for the reason that he has 
not acted either with it or forit; and when 
he has oceupied the attitude that he has, 
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the Republican party is altogether beyond any 
injury that he can do to it, whether he talks as 
if he were in it or out of it. I speak for the 
Republican party, or for that part of it that I 
compose, which is, to be sure, a very small 
part, in the sense that the Republican party is 
charged with the administration of this Gov- 
ernment, and whatever is for the interest of 
that party is for its interest because it is for 
the interest of the people., But when I see 
the whole body of the opposition party voting 
solid against any proposition to fix the termin- 
ation of this session, and then always voting 
solid in favor of sitting just as few days as 
possible, I have a right, as one member of 
this party, to declare that I understand the 
motive of it, and I need not ask the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, who is the stout and 
zealous ally of that sort of thing, for permis- 
sion to do so. 

Mr. CAMERON. Irise now to renew my 
motion that the Senate go into executive ses- 
sion. Perhaps we shall have peace by the 
time we get through with our executive busi- 


ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

„The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 26, noes 22. 

Mr. BAYARD. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hill, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pratt. Robertson, Scott, Sherman, West, 
Wiison, Windom, an rig! $ 

NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Chan- 
dlor, Clayton, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—24, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, Car- 
enter, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
erry of Connecticut, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, and Tipton—22, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. After eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and (at four o'clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.) the Scnate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, March 1, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

FORT TOMPKINS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he requested 
to furnish for the information of the House such 
reports as have been made to the Department, rel- 
ative to the amount necessary to finish and com- 
plete the grading of the fort known as the fort on 
the site of Fort Tompkins, New York harbor. 


MARY ROBBINS. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 92) relative to the 
elaim of Mary Robbins, deceased, who was 


the widow of Brentval Robbins, an officer of | 


the army of the Revolution; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I desive to offer a 
resolution, and to make a statement thereon in 
the way of personal explanation. 

Mr. COX. We will hear the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney General be requested 
to lay before this House such information as he may 
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have regarding the acti j 
at Austin, Texas, Tnsluding all faota as to fhe bri ory 
eats ANA ae ane conduct of the officers 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from. Texas o 
this side of the House is not in his seat, and I 
must object to anything of this kind yntil. he 
comes in. 7 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. The part I desire 
to take will not affect my colleagues upon the 
other side of the House. | 

Mr. COX. It will involve us in a Ku Klux 
debate. It may give rise to endless debate, and 
disturb the public business whieh is now going 
along so happily. 1 object. j 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I would say to the 
gentleman that this is the first time that I have 
endeavored to get the floor during this session, 
and he knows that I am obliged shortly to re- 
turn to Texasin order to take testimony in the 
case of my election contest. 

Mr. COX. In the absence of the gentle- 
man’s colleague I hope he will see the pro- 
priety of my objection. 

Mr, CLARK, of Texas. My colleagues per- 
fectly understood my purpose to make this 
explanation to day. 

Mr. COX. I must insist on my objection. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the gentleman 
object to the gentleman from Texas making a 
personal explanation ? 

Mr. COX. In the absence of the members 
from Texas on this side of the House I do 
object, without meaning discourtesy to any 
one. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Imerely wanted to under- 
stand whether the gentleman objected. 

Mr. COX. I made the objection distinctly, 
and the gentleman knows that I have a perfect 
right to object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Undoubtedly. I only 
wished to know if the gentleman did object. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Will the gentleman 
from New York withdraw his objection when 
my colleagues come in? 

Mr. COX. I will consult with the gentle- 
man’s colleagues, and if they consent I will 
have no objection. . 

C. W. SEATON. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to an appro- 
priation to pay C. W. Seaton, patentee of a 
machine now in use inthe Census Office in the 
compilation of statistics of age and sex ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. : 


SURVEY OF THE ONIO RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of February 20, 1872, in relation 
to the survey of the dam in the Ohio river near 
the mouth of the Cumberland river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House concurrent resolutions 
of the Legislature of Kansas, in relation to 
losses suffered by the people of the Territory 
of Kansas from the action of the territorial 
officials during the years 1855 and 1856 ; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. AND G. M. DYER. 

The SPEAK ER also, by unanimous consent; 
laid before the House a letter from the Sécre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to an account 
of William F. and G. M. Dyer, for beef cattle 
farnished to the Pi-Ute Indians during the 
winter of 1861-62; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

FINES OF MAIL CONTRACTORS, ETC. 
“The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster General, in com- 
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pliance with the act of July 2, 1836, trans- 
mitting a report of the fines imposed and de- 
ductions made from the pay of contractors for 
transporting the mails of the United States 
for thé year ending June 80, 1871, for failure 
to deliver the mail or for other causes; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


; CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


concurrent resolutions of the General Assem- 
‘bly of the State of Louisiana, asking Congress 
to adopt the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LOSS OF SLOOP-OF-WAR ONEIDA. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy bere- 
quosted to inform this House whether any, and if so 
what, proceedings havo been taken by him toobtain 
damages and indemnification for the destruction 
and loss of the sloop-of-war Oneida, in the hay of 
Yeddo, Japan, in January, 1870, and the loss of prop- 
erty. belonging to the officers and men, in pursuance 
of the act of Congresa approved March 3, 1871, enti- 
tled “An act forthe recovery of damages for the loss 
of tho sloop-of-war Oneida.” 


TAX ON CANNED FRUITS, ETC. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is a 
bill on the Speaker’s table, sent back from the 
Senate with amendments altering the phrase- 
ology of the bill, but not its substance. The 
amendments of the Senate have been exam- 
ined by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and I am instructed to say that the committee 
has no objection to them. The bill is House 
bill No. 1760, in relation to canned fruits, 
preserves, &c. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1760) explanatory of the internal revenue 
act of June 80, 1864, as amended by the act 
of July 18, 1866, in relation to sirups, jellies, 
mustards, sauces, and canned and preserved 
fruits, vegetables, and meats, enumerated and 
taxed in schedule C of saidact, and acts amend- 
atory thereof, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, with the amendments of the Senate. 

Lhe preamble of the bill recites that it was 
the intent and meaning of the act of July 14, 
1870, to remove the tax from all the articles 
named in the following paragraph in sched- 
ule C: 

“Bor and upon evory can, bottle, or other single 
package, containing meats, fish, shell-fish, fruits, 
vegetables, sauces, sirups; prepared mustards, jamg 
and jellies, contained therein, and packaged or 
sealed, made, prepared, and sold, or offered for sale, 
or removed for consumption in the United States, 
on and atter the Ist day ot October, 1866, when such 
ean, bottle, or othor single package, with its con- 
tonts, shall not exceed two pounds in weight, the 
sum of one cent, When much can, bottle, or other 
single package, with its contents, shall exceed two 
pounds in weight, for every additional pound or 
fractional part thercof, one cent.” 

The biil therefore enacts that after its pas- 
sage so much of schedule C as relates to 
sauces, sirups, mustards, jellies, and jams, 
and guch other articles in the paragraph not 
heretofore repealed, be repealed. 

The first amendment of the Senate was after 
the words ‘schedule C,’’ in the second line of 
the bill, to strike out the words ‘‘as relates to 
sauces, sirups, mustards, jellies, and jams, and 
such other articles in said paragraph not here- 
tofore repealed,” and to insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘of the internal revenue acts as 
imposes a tax on any ean, bottle, or other single 
package containing meats, fish,shell-fish, fruits, 
vegetables, situps, prepared mustards, jams, 
or jellies.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment wasto amend the title 
so asto read: ‘An act to repeal the para- 
graphs of schedule © of the internal revenue 
acts imposing taxes on canned meats, fish, and 
certain other articles.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York, moved to rë- 


of the Senate were agreed to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLICATION OF DEBATES OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, authorized to report at any time, 
reported back, with amendments, House bill 
No. 1460, to provide for reporting and publish- 
ing the debates and proceedings of Congress. 

The question was upon agreeing to the 
amendments. ; 

Mr. BEATTY. I ask that Wednesday of 
next week be assigned for the consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will my col- 
league [Mr. Bearry] indicate some limit of 
time? Can he not limit the consideration of 
this bill to the day he has named? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest, 


as this bill is now in the hands of a committee- 


authorized to report at any time, it had better 
be held in possession of the committee until 
an opportune moment occurs, because they 
would lose rather than gain control of it, by 
having it assigned in the House to any par- 
ticular day. 

Mr. BEATTY. I simply want to give notice 
to the House that they will be called upon next 
Wednesday, if practicable, to consider the bill. 
I will now move that the bill with amendments 
be printed, and recommitted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


QUARANTINE ON SOUTHERN AND GULF COASTS. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, 
reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
with a recommendation that the same do pass, 
House joint resolution No. 82, providing for 
a more effective system of quarantine on the 
southern and Gulf coasts. 

The question was upon ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, directs 
the Secretary of War to detail one or more 
medical officers of the regular Army, who 
shall, during the coming season, visit each 
town or port on the coast of the Gulf of Mex- 
ico which is subject or liable to invasions of 
yellow fever, and shall confer with the author- 
ities of such port or town with reference to 
the establishment of a more uniform and 
effective system of quarantine, and who shall 
ascertain all facts having reference to the out- 
breaks of this disease in such ports or towns, 
and the proper means to prevent such out- 
breaks; and shall make also a detailed report 
ou this subject to the Secretary of War, through 
the Surgeon General, on or before the assem- 
bling of the third session of the Forty-Second 
Congress in December, 1872. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I see no 
objection to this joint resolution. I wish 
merely to remark that I suppose it is for the 
purpose of exercising the power to regulate 
commerce between the States. 

Mr. SHELDON. That is all. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHELDON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
regular order. 

ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of the unfinished business of 
yesterday, the bill (S. No. 565) to extend the 
time to the State of Wisconsin to complete a 
road from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 
The pending question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hotmay,] to 


consider the votes by which the amendments |i lay on the table the motion to reconsider the 


vote whereby the House on yesterday referred 
this bill with instructions tothe Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I havea proposition to 
make to the House which has been submitted 
to the gentlemen who were most active in op- 
position to the bill, and which I think will be 
satisfactory. The proposition is that this bill 
shall be committed with the right to the com- 
mittee to report at any time after Monday 


next. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to ask, if the 
bill is committed under instructions, what 
they are? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I suppose the bill will 
stand committed, precisely as it is now, with 
a privilege to the committee to report at any 
time after Monday next. , 

Mr. COX. And with the opportunity to tho 
House to amend it when it comes back? 

Mr. STEVENSON. It was my understand- 
ing, so far as I was in the confidence of gen- 
tlemen in this matter, that the bill was to be 
committed with certain instructions. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. Certainly. The bill has 
gone to the committee with instructions. I 
desire to suggest some additional instructions 
to the committee. , z 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] desires to add the 
following instructions to those already passed 
upon by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The extent of the grant, under this act, shall bo 
determined by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Attorney General, subject to the approval of the 
President of the United States, and shail be reported 
by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress’ as soon 
as such determination is made, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to add the fol- 
lowing words to the last provision, which is 
already in the instructions: 

But no lands shal! be construed as granted by this 
act to said company, in lieu of which other lands 
might be selected by the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company: And provided further, That the Northern 
Pacific railroad shall not locate its eastern termini 


ouat ofthe eastern boundary of the State of Minne- 
sota. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not think that that 
was understood in the arrangement I pro- 


posed, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not insist on the 
last clause, but I shall ask that. the whole of 
that section be read except the last clause. 
What I propose is an additional section em. 
bodying part of the present instructions, and 
I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘That the following be an additional section to the 


LL 

This bill shall not be construed to enlarge the 
grant of land to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, or to authorize or permit said company. to 
select lands elsewhere in lieu of any lands specified 
in this act; but no lands shall be construed as 
granted by this act to said company, in lieu of which 
other lands might be selected by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this 
additional instruction ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Dol understand correctly 
that it is proposed that the committee be 
instructed to report the bill back with this 
additional amendment? 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition. 

-Mr. HAWLEY. Is the question still pend- 
ing on the instructions to the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an additional in- 
struction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As I understand, the 
House has given certain instructions to the 
committee, and it seems to me that this sec- 
tion is itself a compliance with the instrue- 
tions. What is the use of giving instructions 
to.the committee, and then instructing the 
committee further that they shall report this 
identical section ? ae 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Hawxey.] I think, doesnot see the 
precise position of the matter, or my object in 
having the whole section read. The first part 
of the section is already upon the instructions, 
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The object of having the whole read was to 
show the connection in which the last clause 
would come in, which is that no lands should 
be granted to the company in lieu of which 
other lands might be taken by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 should like to under- 
stand whether the paragraph read a moment 
ago in reference to securing the opinion of the 
Attorney General is a section to be embraced 
in the bill or an instruction to the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is an instruction to the 
committee, and that is the nature of the whole 
of this. ft is all in the nature of instruc- 
tions. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I suppose the House is 
aware that when this bill is reported back it 
will be subject to the ordinary rules of. legisla- 
tion, to amendment like any other measure ; 
but the proposition which we have made here, 
and which we desire to have acceded to, is 
that the bill may be reported back at any time, 
at the convenience of the committee, after 
Monday next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir, the proposition 
is this: that these instructions shall go to the 
committee as imperative instructions to frame 
the bill in accordance with them, and after- 
ward that they may report the bill back at 
any convenient time, and the bill shall then 
be open to consideration and amendment. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Under theordinary rules 
of legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And open to reasonable 
amendment and consideration after it comes 
back to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs there may 
be an understanding on this point. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] pro- 
poses that the bill shall be under the ordinary 
rules of the House. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Houman] suggests it shall be open 
to reasonable debate and amendment. Now, 
it would be quite in conformity with the rules 
of the House for the gentleman who reports 
the bill back to enter a motion to recommit 
it, which would cut off amendments, and the 
Chair begs there may be no misunderstanding 
on this point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have, of course, to de- 

end upon the honor of the gentlemen who 
fav this bill in charge to do what is reason- 


able. 

The SPEAKER. If by unanimous consent 
it were agreed that the bill should be open to 
debate and amendment, the Chair would not 
entertain a motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ishall insist on that. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ihave no objection to 
that. I supposed the gentleman would depend 
on the honor of the gentleman reporting the 
pill. My friend, I know, will not want to de- 
pate the bill long; he only spoke for sixteen 
minutes yesterday. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. All we want is to get the, 
bill in the right shape, so that we shall not do 
by it what we do not intend to do. 

Mr. TYNER. I ask that the committee be 
further instructed to amend the bill so as to 
exclude. coal lands from the grant. ‘ 

Mr. RUSK. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think that is already 
in the instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now under- 
stands that with these several instructions the 
Dill will be recommitted to the committee with 
the right to report it back at any time after 
Monday next, and that when it is reported 
back the bill shall be open to amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And reasonable discussion. 

Mr. AMBLER. I understand the proposi- 
tion now is that the committee shall have the 
right 10 report the bill back any time next 
week after Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Any time after Monday 
next during the session. 

Mr. AMBLER, I object to that arrange- 


ment. : 
Mr. ELDREDGE. The. gentleman from 


Ohio ought to. know that the yeas and nays 
will be called here on the motion to recon- 
sider, and that we shall seek at all events, by 
every means in our power, to have the House 
givé@@these instructions to the committee. I 
hope he will not, therefore, object to this 
arrangement, to the injury of the public busi- 
ness, by causing delay. : 

_Mr. AMBLER. I have no objection to the 
bill being reported back any time next week 
after Monday, but I do not want the righ to 
report it back to run through the whole ses- 


sion. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman must be 
aware that those acting in the interests of this 
bill will be anxious to report it back on the 
first opportunity, because it is of vital import- 
ance, if we are to get anything under this bill, 


that it should be passed before our Legislature | 


adjourns, which will be in ten or twelve days. 

Mr. AMBLER, I will withdraw my objec- 
tion if the proposition is changed so that the 
bill may be reported back any time next week 
after Monday. . . 

Mr. HAYS. I renew the objection. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I suppose there would 
necessarily be an opportunity to report it back 
next week if that order should be made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The right to report back 
at any time of course involves precisely what 
it expresses. 1f the member of the committee 
having the bill in charge notifies the Chair 
that he desires the floor for the purpose of 
making the report, it is the duty of the Chair 
to give him the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HAYS. Lrenew the objection. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hays] will not force us 
to take the yeas and nays on this question. I 
think the House is with us this morning in the 
proposition we have presented, and that the 
gentleman by his objection will simply be de- 
laying the progress of the public business. I 
understand that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Auben] desires that a particular day 
next week shall be named. 

Mr. AMBLER. No; Iam willing that the 
report shali be made on any day next week 
after Monday. 

Mr. HAYS. I insist upon my objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, do not 
object; let it pass in that way. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. The ob- 
jection will involve the calling of the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement pro- 
posed is that the bill be committed to the 
Committee on Public Lands with the iustruc- 
tions that were adopted on yesterday, and the 
additional instructions which were read at the 
Clerk’s desk this morning, and that the com- 
mittee shall have the right to report the bill 
back at any time next week after Monday. 


Doesthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hays] | 


insist upon his objection? 

Mr. HAYS. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs 
upon the motion to lay upon the table the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
on yesterday referred this bill with instructions 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope the House will 
vote down the motion to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider, so that we may recon- 


sider the vote of reference and get this bill ; 


precisely in the condition it would be in but 
for the single objection of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope so, too. 

The SPEAKER. On this motion the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lrise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

‘The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can the House by a ma- 
jority vote authorize the Committee on Publie 
Lands to report at any. time? 5 

The SPEAKER. Itcannot; that authority 


can be given only by unanimous consent, or 
by a suspension of the rules on Monday. - 
Mr. COX. Wouldit not be in order for the 
gentleman from Indiana now to so modify his 
instructions as to include these other instruc- 


tions? l : 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent 


only. oe nl 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Can we not bya major- 
ity vote of the House to-day postpone. the 
further consideration of this matter until Mon- 
day next? 

The SPEAKER. A majority of the House 
cannot do that without going back and recon- 
sidering all the votes which have been taken, 
because it is now acting under the previous 
question, . 

Mr. ELDREDGE... I hope the House will 
reconsider those votes, and then let this ques- 
tion go over until Monday. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If we reconsider the 
vote by which the bill has been referred, will 
not then the question be divested of the oper- 


j| ation of the previous question ? 


The SPEAKER. The condition of the ques- 
tion is this: on yesterday, after the motion 
prevailed ordering the previous question, the 
House voted to refer this bill, with instruc- 
tions, to the Committee on Public Lands. 
That vote can be reconsidered, and then the 
vote ordering the main question can be recon- 
sidered. 4 

Mr. MAYNARD. My question is, after the 
motion to reconsider shall have been agreed 
to, will the previous question still operate? 

The SPEAKER. The House willthen recur 
to the question of instructions, and the third 
reading of the bill. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this subject remains 
before the Committee on Public Lands just as 
it now stands, cannot the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. EuprepGs,] if he desires, on Mon- 
day next move to suspend the rules in order to 
allow the committee to report at any time? 

The SPEAKER, That motion would then 
be in order. j 

Mr. COX. Would it not be in order for the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] to 
withdraw his motion to reconsider and table 
the vote by which the House referred this bill? 

The SPEAKER, It would. 

Mr. HAYS. I withdraw my objection to 
the proposed arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The objection having been 
withdrawn the Chair wiil again state the prop- 
osition to the House. It is that this bill be 
committed to the Committee on Public Lands, 
with the instructions adopted by the House on 
yesterday, and the additional instructions read 
trom the Clerk’s desk this morning, the. com- 
mittee to be authocized to report back. the bill 
at any time next week after Monday. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I ask that the follow- 
ing instructions be added to those already 
agreed to: 


Provided further, Thatin the construction of the 
said railroad there shall be used no other iron than 
such as was manufactured in this country from 
American ores, á 


Mr. COX. .I object to that; that is non- 


sense. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Then I object to the 
arrangement, unless there is some agreement 
to have a vote on my proposition in the House 
when the bill shall have been reported. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘That is where the shoe 
pinches. ee 

Mr. COX. I object to any auch thing, I. 
rise to a point of order, that it is too late to 
offer this instruction. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New 
York {Mr. Cox] of course knows that all this 
business is proceeding by unanimous consent. 
The Chair is merely waiting in order that the 
members may, if they can, agree upon some 
arrangement by unanimous consent. . 

Mr. KILLINGER. I am not disposed to 
throw any obstruction in the way of this 
arrangement, bat I simply want to inquire 
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whether I can be permitted to offer that 
amendment if the arrangement be carried inte 
effect? 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I am willing the gen- 
tleman ‘should offer that amendment. 
Mr, COX. I am willing also that he shall 
offér it; for we shall have the privilege of 
killing it when the bill comes back, and of 


making some food points on these Pennsyl-_ 


vania gentlemen. 

Mr. KILLINGER, With the understand- 
ing that I may offer the amendment in the 
House, I withdraw the proposition at this 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Kiniineer] withdraws his prop- 
osition, with the understanding that he shall 
be allowed to offer it as an amendment when 
the bill shall be pending in the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to know what 
this arrangement in reference to pig iron is? 
(Laughter. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is aching 
on the subject of pig iron. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. I-did not know but that this 
was some modification of the arrangement 
madethe other day. I wanted to knowif there 
was any modification of that arrangement? 

“Mr. MERCUR. Not any. 

Mr. COX. I want to say that the resolu- 
tion the other day is a perfect commentary on 
the absurdity of the vote against my resolu- 
‘tion, and I am glad that the Committee of 
Ways and Means are beginning to find out 
the ‘ways that are dark,” &e. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I make the point of 
order that it is out of order to charge absurd- 
ities upon two thirds of this House. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the remark in con- 
sideration of the gentleman’s feelings. 

Mr. DAWES. I object to the arrangement 
forthe reason that I do not understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
arrangement as he now understands it. It is 
that this bill, with the instructions voted yester- 
day and those added to-day, shall be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, with the 
right on the part of the committee to report it 
back on any day next week after Monday, 
reserving the right of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kirrixcer] to move as an 
amendment what he proposed just now as 
instructions. 

Mr. DAWES. . I withdraw my objection, if 
that is all that is proposed. 


Mr, STEVENSON. Lobject to any special | 


permission of that kind. Iobject to giving any 
special right to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. Let him have his rights along with 
other members under the general agreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention 
ofthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Srevenson] 
to the fact that the right is already reserved to 
amendment and debate this bill when it shall 
be reported back. That arrangement would 
of course allow the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to offer his amendment, 

Mr. HAWLEY, I wish to make an inquiry 
whether a longer time than till the end of next 
week cannot be given to the committee for the 
consideration of this bill? The committee will 
soon be called; and it has of course a great 
deal of business before it. There are many 
instructions accompanying this bill, and its 
consideration must necessarily take much of 
the time of the committee. While I am dis- 
posed of course to carry out the wishes of the 
House in whatever form they may be ex- 
pressed, I think that a week is too short a 
time in which to require the committee to act 
upon this measure, because we must in that 
event give attention to this to the exclusion 
of everything else. 

The SPEAKER. It will be the duty of the 
Chair to enforee the regular order if the House 
comes to no agreement. 

Mr, STEVENSON. Iwanttoknow whether 
itis to be regarded as a part of this agreement 


that the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall 
have the right to offer his amendment con- 
cerning iron? _ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as consunt- 
ing to withdraw his proposition to instract the 
committee, on the condition that he may offer 
it as an amendment when the bill comes before 
the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object to that. I 
suppose the gentleman will have, at any rate, 
the right to offer his amendment; but Iam not 
willing that we shall put a ribbon on pig iron. 

Mr. COX. I hope my friend from Ohio 


[Mr. Stevenson] will let that amendment: 


come in, so that we may have a chance to 


hit it. 

Mr. DICKEY. This is the first time that 
I ever heard of putting a ribbon on iron. 

Mr. STEVENSON. You gentlemen want 
to put a ribbon on it as a badge of honor. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
arrangement—— 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker—- 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state it, the Chair will give 
way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I was not aware that the 
Speaker was going to state the question. I 
wanted to appeal to my colleague [Mr. Kir- 
LINGER] to withdraw his proposed amendment. 

Mr. COX. Ah, hal 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Ithink it looks very much 
like making little bargains, and tends to bring 
into ridicule the whole tariff system, in which 
Pennsylvania is so much interested. 

Mr. COX. It very properly has that effect. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Pao not think it worth 
while for us to attach to every bill providing 
for the building of a railroad a proviso that 
the company shall come to our market to buy 
the small amount of iron they may require. 
Such a policy only tends to render ridiculous 
the whole purpose of those who represent that 
interest in Congress. I hope therefore that 
my colleague will not insist upon his amend- 
ment in this case. 

Mr. DAWES, My objection was to making 
the arrangement in open House. Whatever 
arrangement may be made outside is of course 
not so offensive to public morals as the making 
of the proposition in open House, exhibiting 
it before the reporters and the public. 

Mr. SHANKS. I think it better that it 
should be made in public rather than covertly. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to make a con- 
dition that this arrangement shall not inter- 
fere with the morning hour of Tuesday. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I cannot agree that 
there is any ridicule attaching to my proposi- 
tion, as my colleague [Mr. ScoFriexp ] suggests. 
In the bill granting lands to the Northern 
Pacific railroad a similar proviso was inserted. 
If now another company is to have the ben- 
efit of these lands, I see nothing ridiculous or 
improper in attaching to this bill a similar 
proviso, that the rails used in the construction 
of this road shall be of American iron. I do 
not propose, as I said in the outset, to stand 
in the way of this arrangement. The friends 
of the bill allassure me that we shall be allowed 
a vote upon this amendment; that I shall be 
allowed the same privilege which has been 
accorded to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hormax.} With that understanding I have 
agreed to withdraw the request that my prop- 
osition shall be made a part of the record ‘at 
this time; but I do not mean to withdraw 
the proposition from the consideration of the 
House. i 

Mr. COX. If it bein order, I object to the 
withdrawal ofthis proposition. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order for the 
gentleman to object. He can renew the prop- 
osition if he wishes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Iwish to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorrerp] that this 
is not the first time Pennsylvania has had an 
amendment of this kind introduced into these 


railroad bills. If such a proposition is ridic- 
ulous now, it was ridiculous when other bills of 
larger magnitude were passed. But the people 
are beginning to understand somothing about 
this matter. — 

Mr. KILLINGER. A proviso of this kind 
ve inserted in the Northern Pacific railroad 

ill. 

Mr. COX. I know it was. 

Mr. KILLINGER. And it ought to have 
been. The provision is right. 

Mr. COX. Such a provision has been in- 
serted, I understand, in all the Pacific railroad 
bills. This everlasting swindle and legalized 
fraud of Pennsylvania has been running through 
all our legislation. It is merely a scheme of 
robbery. 

Mr, KILLINGER. I wish to say that this 
proviso 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the whole proceedings since the reading of the 
Journal have been by unanimous consent. 

vi STEVENSON. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kintincer] having with- 
drawn his proposition, the Chair will now state 
the arrangement proposed in relation to this 
bill, including the objection made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Wueerer.] The 
proposition is that the bill, with the instrue- 
tions adopted yesterday and those read at the 
Clerk’s desk to-day, shall be referred to tha 
Committee on Public Lands, with the right on 
their part to report it back at any time next 
week after Monday, provided that on Tuesday 
they shall not report until after the morning 


hour. 

Mr. COX. And that the bill when reported 
shall be open to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. And the bill when re- 
ported to be open to debate and amendment. 
if there be no objection to this arrangement it 
will be entered on the Journal. 

There was no objection. 

_ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Themorning hour begins 
at ten minutes to one o’clock, and this being 
Friday, reports from committees of a private 
nature are in order. The call rested last Fri- 
day with the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REUBEN H. BISHOP. 


Mr, COBURN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1772) for the relief of Reuben H. Bishop; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the ‘Treasury 
Department to pay to Reuben H. Bishop, of 
Charlestown, Ohio, the sum of $175, out of 
any appropriation for the payment of arrears 
of pay or bounty to volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
according read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. JEMISON. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 1773) for the 
relief of Andrew.J. Jemison; which was read 
a first and second time. 7 

The question was on ‘ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to pay to Andrew J. Jemison, late apri- 
vate in company A, seventh regiment Kansas 
cavalry, out of any moneys appropriated for 
the payment of bounties to volunteers, the 
amount of Veteran Reserve bounty he would 
have received had he not been discharged for 
disabilities occasioned by wounds received dar-, 
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yas 


ing the period of his first enlistment, but had 
continued in service until the muster-out of 
his regiment. 

Mr. COBURN. This is a case, I will state, 
in which a soldier of a Kansas regiment of 
cavalry enlisted in 1861, and served_ until 
March, 1865, more than four years. He was 
severely wounded in September 1862, but re- 
covered and reénlisted, and continued in the 
veteran service until he was discharged on 
account of disabiljties caused by his wounds. 
The Second Auditor of the Treasury refused to 
pay him on the ground that he was discharged 
for wounds incurred before he became a vet- 
eran, This is a case of very great hardship. 
This soldier continued almost four years in the 
veteran service, notwithstanding his wounds. 
The committee have reported in favor of pay- 
ing him the balance, amounting to something 
over one hundred and seventy dollars. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. l 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEPHEN H. BOGARDUS. 


Mr. COBURN. I am also instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
adversely on the memorial of Stephen H 
Bogardus, in relation to his muster out of 
the military. service. 

This is the case of a lieutenant who was 
mustered out as a supernumerary under the 
law of 1867. He complains that he never had 
a board of officers to investigate the charges 
made against him, but was mustered out by 
the simple order of the Secretary of War. 
The law gives that authority to the Secretary, 
and the committee therefore report against 
the memorial. I move that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


J. W. HOLLIDAY. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 1774) for the 
relief of J. W. Holliday ; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read, It directs the Paymaster 
General of the Army to pay to J. W. Holliday, 


late of company B, eighth regiment of Iowa 


cavalry, the pay and allowances of a second 
lieutenant of cavalry, from the 22d day of 
February, 1864, to the day of his muster out 
of the service, deducting whatever pay he re- 
ceived as an enlisted man during the same 
period; and it provides that such payment shall 
be made outof any money appropriated for the 
pay of the Army. 

Mr. COBURN, 
this case be read. 

The report was read. It stated that J. W. 


I ask that the report in 


Holliday applies for pay as second lieutenant | 


from the 22d of February, 1865, to August, 
1865, when he was mustered out of service. 
He received his commission on the 22d of 
February, and could not be mustered because 
the second lieutenant who had received his 
commission as first lieutenant would not be 
mustered, and so prevented a vacancy occur- 
ring. He was put on duty as a second lieuten- 
ant on the receipt of his commission, and was 
continued to the end of his service, much of 
the time in command of his company. He 
earned and deserves the pay Of a second lieu- 
tenant. He was prevented from being mus- 
tered by the stubbornness of hissuperior officer ; 
but his authority does not extend to Congress, 
and cannot prevent Congress from doing an 
act of justice. The committee, therefore, rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill directing that 
the applicant be paid as a second lieatenant 
for the time he served as such. 


Mr. MOORE. I would like to inguire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs what was the date of the commission 
and muster? 

_Mr. COBURN. The officer was commis- 
sioned but never mustered into the service. 
The reason why he was not mustered was that 
a superior officer, who was second lieutenant 
and was promoted to the first lieutenantcy, got 
mad at him because the soldiers of the com- 
pany held an informal election and elected this 
man, who was then a sergeant, captain over the 
head of the lieutenant. He then declared that 
this man should never be mustered as second 
lieutenant, and refused, himself, to be mus- 
tered as first lieutenant, but the evidence goes 
to show that the man was commissioned as 
second Heutenant and performed the duties 
of that rank. 

Mr. MOORE. If he had his commission 
as second lieutenant he must certainly have 
been paid. 

Mr. COBURN. He was not mustered as 
lieutenant. 

Mr. MOORE. But he had his commission. 

Mr. COBURN. He had a commission as 
second lieutenant, but he was not mustered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to call 
the attention of the gentleman to what seems 
to be an error or discrepancy between the dates. 
In the bill the pay is to run from 1864, and the 
report says 1865. 

Mr. COBURN. The date should be 1865. 
This man did the duties of the office of second 
lieutenant and held the commission, and there 
can be no objection to the passage of the bill. 
I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


KITTY A. SMITH AND JAMES A. STEVENS. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1775) for the 
relief of Kitty A. Smith, widow of Thomas 
A. Smith, and James A. Stevens, of the Crom- 
well home guards, of Ohio county, Kentucky, 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to 
James À. Stevens, of the Cromwell home 
guards, of Ohio county, Kentucky, the pay 
of a private soldier for the period of the time 
of his capture at Borah’s Ferry, Kentucky, 
until his discharge at Alexandria, Virginia ; 
and to pay to Kitty A. Smith, widow of Thomas 
A. Smith, of said company, the pay of a pri- 
vate from the date of his capture at Borah’s 
Ferry to the date of his death in hospital at 
Annapolis. 

Mr. COBURN. ‘This bill relates to the 
case of two soldiers who were captured at 
Borah’s Ferry, in Kentucky, belonging to the 
Ohio county home guards. They were not 
soldiers of the United States, but of the home 
guard of Kentucky. They were under_the 
orders, however, of General Crittenden, a Uni- 
ted States officer. They never received any pay 
from the State of Kentucky, and the company. 
to which they belonged did not receive any 
pay or claim any, but these men suffered great 
hardships in being captured while on guard 
at this ferry. One of them died in hospital 
immediately after his discharge, and both of 
them were in captivity for six or seven months. 
The bill provides that the widow of oùe of 
them and that the other shall be paid the six 
or sever months’ pay during the time of their 


captivity. It is a case of great hardship. 
These men were in the service of the coun- 
try, and were Union men, andthe committee 
hold that they are entitled to pay. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed an 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, . 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. Se 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHIEF MEDICAL PURVEYOR. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, and with 
the recommendation that it do pass, the. bill 
(H. R. No. 1745) ta provide for the designa- 
tion of a chief medical purveyor. 

The question was upon agreeing to the 
amendment and ordering the bill to he en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to appoint, by selection from the 
present assistant medical purveyors, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
chief medical purveyor of the Army, to filla 
vacancy now existing. 

The amendment was to add to the bill the 
following: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to increase the pay of the officer appointed 
to fill said vacancy. 


Mr. COBURN. The law at present pro- 
vides that there shall be no promotions in the 
staff corps of the Army, the object being to 
prevent any increase of pay to any staff offi 
cer by reason of promotion. This bill pro- 
vides for the promotion of an assistant medi- 
cal purveyor of the Army to be chief medical 
purveyor; and the amendment provides that 
there shall be no increase of pay in conse- 
quence of such promotion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
thet the motion to reconsider be laid. on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT COLLINS RESERVATION, COLORADO. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring the 
lands constituting the Fort Collins military 
reservation, in the Territory of Colorado, sub- 
ject to preëmption and homestead entry, as 
provided for in existing laws; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

L. L. O'CONNOR. 

Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported adversely upon the petition of L. L. 
O'Connor, late first lieutenant third United 
States cavalry, praying to be restored to his. 
late rank or placed upon the retired list ; and, 
moved that the Committee on Military Afairs 
be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that the same be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

SETH M. WHITTEN. i 

Mr. STOUGHTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, House bil, 
No. 575, for the relief. of Seth M. Whitten, 
late private of the fourth regiment Michigan 
infantry. 
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. : The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Adja- 
tant General of the Army to remove the charge 
of desertion from the name of Seth M. Whit- 
ten, late private company K, fourth regiment 
of Michigan infantry, and that the said Seth 
cM: Whitten shall be allowed and paid the back 
pay and bounty due him in the same manner 
and to the same extent as if the said charge 
of desertion had never been made. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I ask the Clerk to 
read a letter from the Secretary of War in 
relation to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; War DEPARTMENT, february 1, 1872. 

Tho Secrotary of War has the honor to transmit 
to the House of Representatives, for the information 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in accordance 
with its request therefor, a statement of the facts in 
the case cf Seth M. Whitten, formerly a private of 
oompany K, fourth Michigan volunteers, as shown 
by papers on filo in this Department. _ 

WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 

Seth M. Whitten enlisted March 8, 1864; served 
with his company until August 17, 1864, from which 
dato to. February 28, 1865, he is reported *' absent 
sick ;” Apri! 30, 1865, he is borne as * present,” and 
Juno 30, 1865, as “absent.” Ie deserted at New 
Orleans, Louisiana, July 5, 1865. In March, 1867, he 
applied fora cdischargo, and upon the recommenda- 
tion of Genoral Hooker, in consideration of his gal- 
Jant conduct during the continuance of hostilities, 
he was granted an honorable discharge, April 29, 
1867, with loss of pay, bounty, and allowances, result- 
ing from the act of desertion. ks 

Certificates from prominont citizons of Michigan 
set forth his good charater and loyal bearing. The 
orderly sorgeunt and other members of his company 
certify to bis good and gallant conduct while with 
his company, 


Mr. STOUGHTON. There is also evidence 
showing that this man, at the time he left his 
regiment, was very sick, and that he left with 
the full knowledge of his lieutenant and orderly 
sergeant. This is one of those cases where the 
charge of desertion really oughtto be removed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
: Mr. SPOUGHTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Q. W. STANDEVER. 


Mr. STOUGHTON, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1777) for the 
relief of G. W. Standefer; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the proper 
accounting officer of the Treasury to audit and 
allow the claim of G. W. Standefer, for ser- 
vices rendered as a telegraph operator, by 
direction of the military authorities of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion, for 
a period not exceeding six months, atthe rate 
of $100 per month, provided it shall be sub- 
stantially proved that such services were act- 
ually rendered. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOUGHTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WALTER J. LEE. 


. Mr. STOUGHTON also reported from the 
same committee, with a recommendation that 
it pass, a bill (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief 
of. Walter J. Lee; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill directs the Paymaster General of 
the Army to pay to Walter J. Lee, jate second 
lieatenant of the twenty-eighth Michigan vol- 
unteers, the amount of pay and allowances 
withheld from him by sentence of court-mar- 
tial and subsequently ordered to be paid him 
by command of Brevet General Ruger. 


| K, third Tennessee cavalry, for $100 bounty 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading; and. being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOUGHTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. STOUGHTON also, from the same 
committee, reported adversely upon the fol- 
lowing petitions; which were laid on the table: 

Petition of David Yates, late of company 


lost to him by neglect of his attorney ; 

Petition of Charles Watson, of Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, for compensation for services per- 
formed by him in aid of Union prisoners in 
Libby prison; and 

Petition of Lieutenant Thomas Newell, for 
relief from responsibility for Government funds 
destroyed by fire. 


MAJOR GENERAL D. C. BUELL. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. Iam also instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
the following resolution, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, directed to furnish this House with a copy 
of the proceedings of the military commission insti- 
tuted by the War Department in the year 1862, to 
inquire into the operations and conduct of Major 
General Don Carlos Buell, including all letters, dis- 
patches, opinions, and orders on file in that Depart- 
ment relative thereto. 

The services of Major General Buell in the 
early part of the war of the rebellion were 
very valuable. His executive ability, military 
genius, and celerity of movementinspired gen- 
eral confidence and contributed largely to the 
decisive victory of Shiloh. The subsequent 
occupation of the captured territory, (a ser- 
vice always irksome to the soldier, and afford- 
ing a limited field for distinction and glory,) 
his march in pursuit of the confederate army 
under General Bragg in Kentucky, and the 
apparently unsatisfactory results of the battle 
ot Perryville, have been criticised with more | 
or less severity. The time has not probably 
yet arrived when the results of his strategic ! 
combinations upon the final success of our 
arms can be dispassionately estimated. The 
commission appointed under the authority of | 
the War Department in 1862 fully investigated 
his operations in the field, but the evidence 
has never been published. There are now no 
reasons of a public nature requiring the sup- 
pression of the information and facts elicited, 
and the committee respectfully urge the adop- 
tion of the resolution which I have the honor 
to present. 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to inquire the object 
of the resolution, Is it that the proceedings 
of that court-martial or military investigation 
shall be published ? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. That is the object of 
the resolution. 

Mr. MOORE. Is that all? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. That is the main and 
I apprehend the only object. 

Mr. MeHENRY. I will answer the gen- 
ig from Illinois, as I introduced the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I will yield to the 
gentleman in one moment. I wish to say that 
whenever an officer is tried by a court-martial 
or military commission he is entitled to a copy 
of the record of that tribunal. From the day 4 
when this commission was held till the pres- 
ent time General Buell has never had a copy 
of that record. He is entitled to it as an 
oficer anda man. He ought not to be longer 
deprived of it. 

Mr. MOORE. I was about to say, Mr. 
Speaker, in regard to these calls upon the 
Secretary of War for copies of the proceed- 
ings of courts-martial and other investiga- 


tions of this character, that he has frequently 
informed committees of this Honse, time and 


ar 


-again, that he is unable to comply with them ° 


in consequence of the smallness of the force 
which has been furnished him by the Govern- 
ment. Various committees bave made-appli- 
cation to the War Department for information, 
and they have received this answer. Now, 
when the Secretary of War has not sufficient 
force to enable him to furnish these copies, 
expensive as- they are, I think it unjust to 
make such derfands upon him unless we pro- 
pose to.give him additional force. 

Mr. McHENRY. I hope that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Moors] will not interpose 
any objection to this resolution. I offered it 
early in the session, and it was referred. to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It has re- 
ceived the unanimous approbation, I believe, 
of that committee. It is a matter of jus- 
tice to General Buell that this record should 
be published. He was one of the most dis- 
tinguished officers of our Army. It was an 
investigation into his military record. He 
has never seen it. He does not know what 
are the findings against him or for him in the 
ease. Buthe believes it to be an approval of 
his course. As a matter of justice to him 
this resolution ought to pass, and I hope the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moore] will 
withdraw any objection he may have made to it. 

Mr. MOORE. I have no doubt at all but 
this Government has done ample justice to 
General Buell, and that he is suffering in no 
degree whatever by any act of injustice on 
the part of the War Department, or of the 
Government ; and I consider there is no 
necessity for our bringing forth and publish- 
ing the proceedings of the War Department 
in regard to this case, any more than in refer- 
ence to any other case which has been adju- 
dicated upon and gettled by the War Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. The reason given by 
the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Moore] is 
a good reason perhaps to furnish to the Secre- 
tary of War, and I will codperate with bim at 
any time in that respect. But there is no 
reason why these records should be withheld 
from the public, or an act of justice denied to 
General Buell. I now ask a vote. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. STOUGHTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAY, from the same committee, reported 
adversely on the following cases ; and the same 
were severally laid on the table: 

The petition of H. D. Stockton, formerly 
sergeant company B, third regiment Arkansas 
cavalry ; 

The petition of Harriet M. White ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1846) for the relief of 
Catherine Harris ; 

The petition of Elizabeth Wolf, widow of 
John F. Wolf, late of company D, third Mary 
land, and company E, sixth invalid corps; 

. The petition of Mrs. Susan Giles ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1283) to pay bounty. to 
certain military organizations therein named ; 
and 

The petition of Louis Benecke, of the four- 
teenth regiment New York volunteers for re- 


lief. 

- Mr. SLOCUM, from the same committee, 
reported adversely on the following cases; 
and the same were severally laid on the table: 

The memorial of William J. Scott, of Mor- 
gan county, Tennessee, praying Congress for 
compensation for services as aid-de-camp. to 
General Spear ; 

The memorial of Elijah Jones, a citizen of 
Tennessee, eighty-two years old, praying to be 
discharged from the Army of the United 
States, and to be paid for his services during 
the rebellion ; 

The petition of Benjamin D. Perley; 
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-The memorial of Matthias Whitehead, of 
Tennessee ; 

The petition of Robert Miney ; 

The petition of Mary Conly ; 

The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Umphrey ; 

The petition of Elijah Cudgington; 

The petition of Theresa Casevant; 

The petition of Daniel Hampton; and 

The petition of William Geisel, of Louis- 
ville, Kentuckey. 

DANIEL ORNER. 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1288) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Daniel Orner, 
late private in company H, ninety-first regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers. ae 

The bill was read. In its preamble it sets 
forth that Daniel Orner, late a private in com- 
pany H, ninety-first regiment of Pennsylvania 
volunteers, stands charged on the records of 
the Adjutant General's office with desertion ; 
and that the said Daniel Orner was on duty 
with hig regiment until after the surrender of 
Lee, in April, A.D. 1865, and left his regiment 
because of severeillness, and because he shared 
in the general belief that the war had then 
closed, and was absent from his regiment but 
eight hours, and afterward died from the effects 
of the disease contracted in the line of his duty. 
The bill therefore authorizes and directs the 
Adjutant General to remove the charge of de- 
gertion against Daniel Orner, late private in 
company H, ninety-first regiment of Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
‘it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 610) author- 
izing the sale of certain arsenals and other 
property of the United States. 

' The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to sell, 
in whole or in such subdivisions as shall, 
in his opinion, secure the greatest amount 
of money, either by public auction or by in- 
viting proposals ‘for the purchase thereof, 
and in either case to the highest bidder, all 
the lands and tenements belonging to the 
United States, and which, in the judgment 
of the Secretary of War, are not necessary for 
the public service ; also the captured lands and 
tenements belonging to the United States at 
Rome, New York; Vergennes, Vermont; 
Fayetteville, North Carolina; Mount Vernon, 
Alabama; and Chattahoochee, Florida, now 
or heretofore used for arsenal purposes, and 
known, respectively, as Rome arsenal, Cham- 
plain arsenal, North Carolina arsenal, Mount 
Vernon arsenal, and Appalachicola arsenal ; 
algo, the captured lands and tenements belong- 
ing to the United States at Shreveport, Louis- 
jana; Marshall and Jefferson, Texas; and in 
Marion aud Davis counties, Texas; and the 
magazine tract near Augusta, in the State 
of Georgia, with the buildings thereupon ; 
provided that no sale shall be made under this 
act until the time, terms, place, and mode 
thereof shall have been published in one of 
the principal newspapers in the city of Wash- 


ington, in two of the principal papers printed | 


at the capital of the State, and one paper 
printed in the 
jands to be sold are situated, for the space of 
sixty days prior to the sale. If no newspaper 
is printed in the county where the property to 
be sold is situated, then the notice shall be 
published in a newspaper printed in any adjoin- 


county in which the arsenal or | 
| 
| reported back, with the 


|| relief of George C. Haynie. 


ing county. The second section provides that 
the terms of payment for the property above 
directed to be sold shall be in all cases not less 
than one fourth cash, and the remainder on a 
credit of one, two, and three years, with inter- 
est at six per cent. per annum, secured by bond 
and surety from the purchaser or purchasers ; 
and the Secretary of War is empowered and 
required, on receiving the purchase-money in 
full, to execute all necessary deeds of said prop- 
erty to the purchaser or purchasers thereof on 
behalf of the United States. The third section 
provides that the proceeds of said sales, after 
paying the necessary expenses thereof, shall, 
upon receipt of the same, be paid by the Sec- 
retary of War into the Treasury. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT SANDERS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
(H. B. No. 161) to reduce the area of the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Sanders, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming, and providing for the sur- 
vey of said reservation as reduced. ‘ 

The question was upon the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

‘The bill was read. The first section provides 
that the military reservation of Fort Sanders, 
in the Territory of Wyoming, is hereby re- 
duced to an area of four square miles, and the 
gaid reservation shall, after the passage of this 
act, be limited and bounded as follows: be- 
ginning at a point one mile due north of the 
point where the flag-staff of Fort Sanders is 
planted, and running thence due east one mile ; 
thence due south two miles; thence due west 
two miles; thence due north two miles; and 
thence due east one mile, to the place of 


| beginning. The second section provides that 


immediately after the passage of this act it 
shall be the duty of the officer commanding 
the military department of the Platte, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to cause 
a direct survey of said reservation, as in sec- 
tion one of this act described, to be made, 
and to have posts planted at each of the cor- 
ners thereof, and so marked that they will 
indicate the boundaries of said reservation. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was to add to the bill the following: 


Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior Department. is authorized and 
directed to sell the land heretofore constituting the 
Fort Sanders military reservation, outside of the 
limits of the new reservation, as defined in section 
one of this act, on such terms and in such parcels 
as he may deem for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment. . 


The amendment was agreed to. | 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 
reported adversely on the following bill and me- 
morials, and the same were laid upon the table: 

The bill (H. R. No. 988) to aid in building 
a soldiers’ monument at the national ceme- 
tery near Mound City, Illinois ; 

The petition of Mrs. Martha G. Wright and 
Mrs. Louisa Jackson ; and 

The memorial of George Calvert. 

GEORGE C. HAYNIE. 

Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 

recommendation that 


it do pass, a bill (H. R- No, 206) for the 


The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 9 9 7 

The bill wasread. It directs the Paymaster 
General to pay to George C. Haynie, late 
capain company A, second regiment North 
Carolina mounted infantry, out of any money 
appropriated for the Army, the full pay and 
allowances of a captain of infantry, from the 
15th day of September, 1863, to the 16th day 
of August, 1865. ~ 

The report, which was read, states that the 
second North Carolina regiment of mounted 
infantry was recruited and officers were ap- 
pointed under authority of the War Depart- 
ment, there being no loyal State government 
under which commissions might be issued. 
‘The-claimant was authorized to recruit a com- 
pany in western North Carolina, then within 
the confederate lines. He went, and was suc: 
cessful, returning with one hundred men, and 
was appointed captain of a company which 
was mustered in the service, September 15, 
1863. His appointment was forwarded to the 
War Department, but before the commission 
reached the regiment he was again ordered 
into the same region of territory on recruiting 
service. While on that duty he was captured 
by the enemy and held in prison at Asheville 
and Salisbury, North Carolina, until the lat- 
ter place was captured by our forces, and the 
prisoners released. ‘I'he company served until 
August 16, 1865, and the captaincy was held 
open awaiting his return, But for his capture 
by the enemy he would doubtless have been 
mustered and received full pay and allowances 
as captain. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOBERT L. D. BURCHFIELD. 


Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that 
the same do pass, House bill No. 207, for the 
relief of Robert L. D. Burchfield. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Pay- 
master General of the Army to pay to Robert 
L. D. Burchteld, late second lieutenant of 
company D, third North Carolina mounted 
infantry, the full pay and allowances of second 
lieutenant of infantry, from January 1, 1865, to 
August 8, 1865, 

Mr. DONNAN. The circumstances of this 
case are almost identical with those of the one 
upon which the House has just taken action. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the biil was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreéd to. 

SELAH V. REEVE. 


Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, House 
bill No. 475, for the relief Selah V. Reeve, 
late quartermaster sergeant of the fourth 
Michigan infantry volunteers. 

The question was upon agreeing to the 
amendment and ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. e 

The bill, which was read, directs the Pay: 
master General of the United States to pay to 
Selah V. Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant 
of ihe fourth Michigan infantry volunteers, 
the pay and allowances of quartermaster ser- 
geant from September 1, 1861, to August 16, 
1862, deducting therefrom what he may have 
received on account. of such services for that 
period. , ‘ 

‘The amendment was to strike out “ August 


| 17? and to insert “ June Fgh es 


The amendment was agreed to; and the 

bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it wag accordingly read the third time, and 
passed... 
“Mr: DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT M’KEE. 


Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that the 
same do pass, House bill No. 861, directing 
the payment to Robert McKee of pay, allow- 
ances, and bounty now withheld from him. 
` The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates a 
sum of money to pay Robert McKee, late a 
private in company I’, forty-third Wisconsin 
volunteer infantry, an amount equal to the pay, 
allowances, and bounty to which he would 
have been entitled had he been on active duty 
the whole time he was borne on the rolls of 
said company, said pay and allowances now 
being withheld from him upon an erroneous 
allegation of fraud in procuring his enlistment 
into and retention in the military service of 
the United States, the said sum to be ascer- 
tained and adjusted by the Second Auditor of 
the Treasury. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
ne the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY. 


Mr. COBURN. I want to call the attention 
of the House to a bill that went through by 
mistake, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the error may be corrected. The bill to which 
I refer is the bill (H. R. No. 610) authorizing 
the sale of certain arsenals and other property 
of the United States. The bill, as printed and 

assed, provides forthe sale of all the arsenals 
in the United States. So broad a provision 
was not intended to be passed; it was the in- 
tention to strike out a part of the printed bill. 
When I heard the bill read it struck me that 
it was in a totally incorrect form; but before I 
could refer to the bill on the files the thing had 

one through. I ask that the passage of the 

ill may be reconsidered, and that the bill may 
be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent 
that can be done. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it will be so ordered. 

SAMUED HITCHCOCK. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, with a 
recommendation that it pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 1779) for the relief of Samnel Hitchcock ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of War to 
cause to be paid to Samuel Hitchcock, of Ihi- 
nois, who was commissioned and served as a 
second lieutenant in company B, thirty-sixth 
regiment Illinois volunteers, the pay and allow- 
ances of a second lieutenant for such time as 
he actually served as a lieutenant or was a 
prisoner in the hands of the enemy after hav- 
ing so served, deducting therefrom whatever 
pay he received as a sergeant for the same 
period; and the said payment is to be made 
trom any money appropriated for the pay of 
the Army, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
` and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ELIZA WEBB. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, also reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
a recommendation that it pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 1780) for the relief of Eliza Webb; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to pay, out 
of any money in the Trensur? appropriated 
for the payment of back pay and bounty to 
volunteers, to Eliza Webb, widow of Daniel 
S. Webb, late a private in company G, eighth 
regiment Tennessee cavalry, the pay and 
bounty she would have received ‘had her hus- 
band been mustered into service prior to his 
capture and death while a prisoner; provided 
that proper proof shall be made of his enlist- 
ment, capture, and death. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


WILLIAM S. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, also reported 
from the Committce on Military Affairs, with 
a recommendation that it do not pass, a bill 
(H. R. No. 568) for the relief of William $S. 
Johnson; which was laid on the table. 


USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. TERRY reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with a recommenda- 
that it pass, a bilt (H. R. No. 1308) to amend 
the first section of an act entitled “ An act to 
provide for the disposition of useless military 
reservations,” approved February 24, 1871. 

The bill provides that the first section of an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the disposi- 
tion of useless military reservations,” approved 
February 24, 1871, be amended by adding 
thereto the following proviso: 

And provided further, That upon payment of the 
appraised value by John C, Smith or is heirs, a 
patont shall bo issued to said Smith or his heirs for 
so much of the military hay reserve of Fort Walla- 
Walla, Washington Territory, as is embraced in the 
north half of section twenty-six, township number 
sight north, of rango numbor thirty-five east of the 
Willamette moridian, so soon after such payment as 
the said Smith shall prove to the satisfaction of the 
rogister and tho receiver of the proper land office 
that he was in the lawful possession of said land 
under the preémption laws of the United States at 
tho time said land was taken by the military author- 
ities for a hay reserve as aforesaid. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. TERRY, from the same committee, 
reported adversely on the following cases; 
and the same were severally laid on the table: 

The petition of Edward Powers, civil 
engineer ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 740) for the relief of P. 
E. Dye, of Polk county, Iowa; 

The petition, with accompanying papers, of 
Captain Paul Sturm, company H, first Ten- 
nessee volunteer cavalry, praying to be paid 
for his actual services ; 

The petition of William Buck, for compen- 
sation for property lost in the service of the 
United States; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 750) for the relief of 
George W. Burchard. 


GIFTS OF CONDEMNED ORDNANOR. 


Mr. DONNAN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4781) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver condemned 
ordnance to certain soldiers’ monumental 
associations; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, 


SSION AL. GLOBE. 


March 1, 


The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 5 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to deliver, if the same can be 
done without detriment to the Government, 
four condemned cannon and sixteen cannon- 
balls for the purpose of ornamenting the 
grounds surrounding soldiers’ monuments to 
each of the following associations: to the 
Jefferson County (Ohio) Monumental Asso- 
ciation; to the Washington County (Pennsyl- 
vania) Monument Association; to the Sol- 
diers. Monument Association at Cortland 
village, New York; to the Hancock Coutity 
(Ohio) Soldiers’ Monumental Association: to 
the Soldier’ Monument Association at Green- 
castle, Indiana; to the Buchanan County 
(Iowa) Soldiers’ Monument Association; to 
the Youngstown (Ohio) Soldiers’ Monument 
Association; and a like number to the super- 
intendent of the national cemetery at Ander- 
sonville, Georgia, to be placed in said cem- 


etery. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I ask the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Donnan] to permit me to ” 
offer an amendment to introduce another 
monument association. 

Mr. DONNAN. I cannot do so, this being 
the bill which I am authorized by the commit- 
teetoreport. Idemand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to a third 
reading ; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SESSION OF SATURDAY. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman from 
Towa to yield to me a moment, that I may move 
an adjournment over. 

Mr. DONNAN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that when ‘the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. X 

Lhe SPEAKER. The Chair will inform 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] 
that several gentlemen have submitted to him 
a request that an arrangement shall be made 
for a session to-morrow for debate only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to 
that, and will modify my motion so as to pro- 
vide fora session on Saturday for debate only. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] asks that the session 
of to-morrow be for debate only, no business 
whatever to be transacted. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
order just made; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BOUNTIES. 


Mr. STOUGHTON, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1782) in relation to bounties; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. A large number of 
private cases have been before the Committee 
on Military Affairs of the same nature as what 
has been know as the Supreme Court case. 
While there is no doubt that bounties in those 
cases are due, the Department cannot pay 
them. The bill now reported from the com- 
mittee is a general bill, applying to those eases. 

The bill was read. It provides that every 
volunteer, non-commissioned officer, private, 
musician, and artificer who. enlisted into the 
military service of the United States prior to 
July 22, 1861, under the proclamation of the 
President of the United States, of May 3, 
1861, and the orders of the War Department. 
issued in pursuance thereof, and was actually 
mustered into any regiment, company, or bat- 
tery which was accepted by the War Depart- 
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ment under such proclamation. and orders, 
shall be paid the full bounty of $100 under 
and by virtue ọf the said proclamation and 
orders of the War Department, in force at 
the time of such enlistment and prior to July 
22, 1861; provided that the same has not 
already been paid. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I now ask that the 
report be read, which will disclose this whole 
case. 

The report of the committee was read, and 
is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs report as fol- 


lows: 

On the 84 day of May, 1861, the President of the 
United States issued his proclamation calling for 
42,034 volunteers, and declaring that the details of 
organization and enlistment would be made known 
through the War Department. (12 United States 
Statutes, 1260.) 

General Orders No. 15 and 25 of the War Depart- 
ment provided that every enlisted man should be 
paid, when honorably discharged, a bounty of $100. 

The act of August 6, 1861, legalized to the fullest 


extent this proclamation, and the orders of the War | 


Department made in pursuance thereof. (12 United 
States Statutes, 326.) 

The enlistments exceeded the number called for by 
the President, but no change was made in the law 
relating to bounties until the 22d day of July, 1861. 

at act provides that ‘‘all provisions of law appli- 
cable to three years’ volunteers shall apply to two 
years’ volunteers, and to all volunteers who have 
been or may be accepted into the service of the Uni- 
ted States for a period not less than six months.” A 
subsequent section also provides that $100 shall be 
paid to enlisted men, “honorably discharged,” who 
shall have served two years or during the war, if 
sooner ended. (12 United States Statutes, 268.) ` 

It was at one time claimed that the provision in 
the act of July 22, 1861, limiting the $100 bounty to 
those who served **two years or during the war” 
was retroactive in its operation, and applied to those 
who enlisted previous to that time. 

The Supreme Court of the United States (case of 
the United States vs. Hosmer, 9 Wallace, 432) has, 
however, decided that it could not have that effect. 

No settlements have, however, been made, for the 
reason that the forty-two thousand and thirty-four 
volunteers ¢ould not be separated or distinguished 
from the large number, over eighty thousand, who 
actually enlisted prior to the change in the law. It 
is now proposed to give the same bounty, and under 
the same conditions, to all who enlisted during that 
period. This is the only just and equitable solution 
of the difficulty. It is to be observed that full 
bounty has already been paid to those who served 
out their term of enlistment, or were discharged on 
account of wounds received in action. 

The proposed measure will only affect those who 
were discharged before they had served two years 
by reason of disability. j 

The committes recommend the adoption of tho 
following bill : os 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Représent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That every volunteer, non-commissioned 
officer, private, musician, and artificer who enlisted 
into the military service of the United States prior 
to July 22, 1861, under the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident of the United States of May 3, 1861, and the 
orders of the War Department issued in pursuance 
thereof, and was actually mustered into any regi- 
ment, company, or battery which was accepted by 
the War Department under such proclamation and 
orders, shall pe paid the fuil bounty of $100, under 
and by virtue of the said proclamation and orders 
of the War Department in force at the time of such 
enlistment and prior to July 22, 1861: Provided, 
That the same has not already been paid. 


The question was on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not learn from the 
report how much money this bill will take 
from the Treasury. l : 

Mr. STOUGHTON. It is not anew bounty 
bill. It merely provides for the payment of 
bounties to those who enlisted prior to July 
22, 1861. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the merits of 
the case, and I do not see how it is to be re- 
sisted; but I would like to know how much 
it will take out of the Treasury. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. [I can only make an 
approximate estimate. From the data I have I 
think the expense will not exceed $1,500,000. 
If the House desire, and the bill can retain 
its place, I will endeavor to obtain a detailed 
statement. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know how I can 
resist the bill, but I believe that it will take 
several millions out of the Treasury. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I think that 
large an estimate. 

Ir, GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does this bill 
appropriate money? 


is too 


Mr. STOUGHTON. It does not. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: I hope the 
gentleman will let the bill stay where it ix, so 
that we may have time to look at the report 
and at the bill. I do not kaow that there 
ought to be any criticism made upon the bill, 
but if the gentleman will allow me, I will move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I make 
that motion. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, for the purpose of 
considering the billin relation to Wilham and 
Mary College. 

Mr. NIBLACK. What is the agreement 
in regard to the measure of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

The SPEAKER. The bill of the gentle- 
man from Michigan will go over until the 
morning hour of Friday next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That will give 
members a week in which to examine the bill 
and reports. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before pressing 
my motion, I will yield to a gentleman who 
desires to have some pension bills acted upon. 


ELIZABETH KENYON. 


Mr. MOORE. I ask that the bill (H. R. 
No. 893) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ken- 
yon, which has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and the amendments concurred in. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and the amend- 
ments were read and concurred in, as follows: 

In line fiye, after the word ‘‘Kenyon,’’ where it 


first occurs, insert the word “dependent.” And in ! 


line seven strike out all after the word ‘‘cavalry” 
to the end of the bill; so that it will read: “that tho 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Kenyon, the 
dependent mother of John J. Kenyon, late a privatë 
in company A, first regiment Rhode Island cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension from the 28th day of Sep- 
tember, 1868, during her widowhood.” 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments were concurred in; 
aud also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. MOORE. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (H. R. No. 894) granting a 
pension to Joseph Montgomery, which has been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, 
be taken from the Speaker’s table, and the 
amendment concurred in. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and the amend- 
ment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘and to pay him a pension 
from the 10th day of July, 1865.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the effect of the amendment is to make the 
pension begin at the date of the passage of the 
act, instead of anterior to it. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was 
concurred in; and also moved that the’motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was greed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] that the rulesbe suspended and 


the House now resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the special òrde, 

Mr. NIBLACK. ow does that motion 
take the precedence of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar? s 

The SPEAKER. Precedence is given to 
the motion, notwithstauding this being Friday, 
because no gentleman excepted Friday when 
the deficiency bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and made a special ordet for 
a given day and from day to day until it was 
disposed of, which operated to the exclusion 
of the Private Calendar. i 

Mr. PERCE. Icall for tellers onthe motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Tellers wete ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mt. Perce were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellersreported 
that there were—ayes 67, noes 65. 

Before the result of the vote was announééd, 

Mr. PERCE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 
twenty-six in the affirmative; more than one 
fifth of the last vote. 

The question was again taken; and thera 
were—yeas 99, nays 76, not voting 65; as fol- 
lows: i eos. 

YHAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Burdett, Wil- 
liam T. Clark, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Creely, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Eames, Ely, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Hale, Harmer, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, 
Hill, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, 
McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Negley, Niblack, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac ©, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Peters, Prindle, Bilis H. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shel- 
don, Shoemaker, Slocum, John A. Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Thomas; Turner, Twich- 
ell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, and Jobn T. Wilson—99, ta 

NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair; Boles Braxton, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Conner, Critcher, Crocker, Cross- ` 
unnell, Henry. D. Foster, Gar- 
rett, Getz, Haldéman, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Herndon, Hoar, Kelley, . 
Kellogg, Kerr, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Me- 
Clelland, McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney, Mo- 
Neely, Benjamin F. Meyers, Leonard Myers, Perce, 
Eli Perry; Platt, Price. Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Shanks, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, R. Milton Speen 
Stevenson, Sypher, Terry, Tuthill, Ma oor~ 
hees, Wells, Williams of New York, Winchester, 
an 


land, Dox, Duke, 


Young—‘6. ; as i 
NOT VOTING—Messrs, Ayerill, Barnum, Bell, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Comingo, Cox, Crebs, Dat- 
rall, Davis, Dawes, De Largé, DuBose, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forkert, Golladay, 
Griffith, Halsey, Hambleton, George E. Harris, 
Hays, Hereford, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamport, Lan- 
sing, McKee, Merrick, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron E. Perry, 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Rainey, Randall, Ritchie, 
Rogers, Shellabarger, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, St. 
John, Sutherland, Taffe, Dwight Townsend, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Van Trump, Waddell, Walls, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, and 
Wood—65. i 

So the motion was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. LAMISON said: I am requested by 
Mr. Morgan to state that he was detained from 
the House yesterday by sickness; but if he had 
been present he would have voted against the 
Wisconsin land-grant bill. we 

Pending the House going into Committee 


i| of the Whole, 


SWAMP LANDS IN BUFFALO, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CONGER. On Monday last the House 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, with 
leave to report at any time, a bill (H. R, No. 
1756) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Seeretary of War to lease certain 
swamp or lowlands belonging to the Goverii- 
ment lying on Niagara river and Lake Eriein 
the city of Buffalo, New York: I now pre 
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pose. to report back the bill with an amend- 
ment. s : 

Mr. HOAR.. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. . Isit not privileged, the 

. committee being authorized to report at any 
time? : 
`The. SPEAKER. It would have been privi- 
leged if the gentleman had made it before the 
House had resolved to go into Committee of 
‘the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. I think there can be no 
otjection to the bill as amended, and it will 
take but a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. — I insist upon my objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. ScorreLp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, 
being House bill No. 1654, making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Barracks and quarters: for rent or hire of quar- 
ters for troops, and for officers on military duty: of 
store-houses for safe-keeping of military stores ; of 
‘offices: of grounds for camps and cantonments, and 
for temporary frontier stations; for construction 
and repairs of temporary huts; of stables, and 
other military buildings at established posts; for 

-oonstruction and repair of hospitals; and for re- 
pairs of buildings occupied by the Army, $750,000. 

Mr. COBURN. Imove to amend the para- 
graph just read by adding to it the following: 

Provided, That hereafter barracks, quarters, and 
all buildings ond structures whatever, of a por- 
manent nature shall be constructed upon special 
authority tobe given by act of Congress, and no such 
structures, whose cost shall exceed $10,000, shall 
be erceted or continued in erection unless by such 
authority 60 specially granted, : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. DICKEY. I ask the gentleman to 
modify his amendment so as to except those 
structures constructed by the troops. 

Mr, COBURN. Ihave no objection to that, 
and will modify my amendment accordingly. 
I have seen lately a list of fortifications con- 
structed under the authority of the Secretary 
of War; about ninety-seven, during the last 
year have received his authority for the ex- 
penditure of money, iv great or small. sums, 
some for repairs, some for important structures. 
The whole number for which applications have 
been made for the expenditure of money run 
up to one hundred and five or one hundred 
and six in one year. 

The expenditures allowed upon some of 
these posts, fortifications, and other structures 
amount to one hundred thousand dollars or 
more, and the nliimate expense of some of them 
will be from three to five hundred thousand 
dollars. Now, the policy of the Government 
in relation to all expenditures for buildings 
for the use of civil officers is that Congress 
shall designate the places and appropriate the 
particular amounts to be expended. In this 
matter of building forts and similar structures 
we allow unlimited authority to the Secretary 
of War to go on and make these expenditures. 
It seems to me that his power in this respect 
ought to be limited. Not that I have any 
fault to find with the present administration 
of the War Department in this respect, for 
it has been the custom all along for the Gov- 
ernment to go on in this way. Now, in time 
of peace, no such discretion should be left 
with the Secretary of War. In time of war, 
it may be necessary that he should select the 
places for these structures or posts, but nothing 
of that kind is required in time of peace. 


According to the list which has been fur- | 


nished to tie Committee on Military Affairs, 
large sums, amounting to hundreds of thou- 


sands of dollars, have been expended in this | 


way, In Texas particularly the ground used 
for these structures is generally not owned by 
the Government. The Committee on Military 


Affairs have now before them a bill providing 
for the purcbase of lands in Texas. Every fort 
in Texas, I believe, except one, is on leased 
ground; and some of these structures built on 
leased ground have already cost over two hun- 
dred thousand dollars: Now, the object of my 
amendment is to stop expenditures of that 
kind until authority has been explicitly given 
by Congress, not only as to the amount to be 
expended, but as to the location of these forts. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This amend- 
ment is in the direction of economy, and I 
have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Miscellaneous: g 
For payment of any balance due, òr to be found 
due during the present fiscal year, to any State, for 
costs, charges, and expenses contemplated and pro- 
vided for in and by the act approved July 27, 1861, 
being an act to indemnify certain States for expenses 
incurred by them in enrolling, equipping, and trans- 
porting troops for the defense of the United States 
during tho late rebellion, $1,000,000. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend by inserting after the heading ‘ mis- 
cellaneous’’ the following: 


. 


The Secretary of tho Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to pay to the Second Comptroller additional 
compensation to equalize his salary with that of the 
First Comptroller: Provided, That with such addi- 
tional compensation the appropriation for the Second 
Comptroller’s office for the present fiscal year shall 
not be exceeded. 

Mr. Chairman, I think there can be no ob- 
jection to this amendment if the House under- 
stands it. When the office of the Second 
Comptroller was established there were eight 
clerks only in the office, and the accounts annu- 
ally revised did not exceed two or three mil- 
lion dollars. His pay then was*$3,000 in coin 
without any deduction for tax. ‘The force of 
his office has since been increased, and is now 
one hundred and thirty clerks, and the accounts 
revised and finally decided on by him have 
amounted to $1,000,000,000 in a single year. 
His pay has continued at $3,000, payable now 
in currency, with a deduction for tax, 

The salary of the First Comptrollerand that 
of the Comptroller of ihe Currency are each 
$5,000, and there seems to be no good reason 
why the Second Comptroller’s should be at a 
lower rate than the First Comptroller, while he 
has the same final jurisdiction over all the vast 
accounts of the Army, Navy, pension, and 
Indian departments, that the First Comptroller 
has over the accounts of the civil list, con- 
sular, diplomatic, and judiciary departments. 
The business of this office is far larger than 
that of the First Comptroller, aud it is but 
justice to a faithful officer to make the pay of 
these two Comptrollers the same. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Although I feel 
no special interest in this amendment, I have 
allowed the motion to be offered, because I 
have no doubt of the equity of the case, as 
stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Hoover. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to amend the 
amendment so as to make the pay of the Second 
Comptroller $4,500. Five thousand dollars is 
the pay of the First Comptroller. His salary 
was fixed some years ago at that sum, Iam 
not prepared to say that it is too much. Itis, 
however, out of proportion tothe pay of most of 
the other bureau officers of the Treasury De- 
partment, and indeed of all the other Depart- 
menis of the Government. TheSecond Comp- 
troller receives, I believe, under existing law, 
only $3,000. The discrepancy between his pay 
and that of the First Comptroller isundoubtedly 
too great, and there should be something ap- 
proaching an equalization. Under the oldlaw 
the First Comptroller received $500 more than 
the Second Comptroller. Itbink perhaps we 
might, for convenience, continue that arrange- 
ment, making the pay of the Second Comp- 
troller $4,500. For my own part, personally, 
I should be willing to place the First and Sec- 
ond Comptrollers upon an equality. But, sir, 
this is only an isolated case. : 


This whole matter of salaries in the Treas- 
ury Department, and indeed in all the other 
Departments of the Government, ought to 


| go to a committee, and be considered as a 
| separate measure, and as a part of the grand 
j system of oùr Government. 


We have drifted into a condition where 
there is no kind of equality between the sala- 
ries of a great number of our Department 
officers. For instance, take the case of the 
solicitor of internal revenue. That officer, 
under a law which we passed about two: years 
ago creating the office, gets a salary of $5,000, 
whereas the Solicitor of the Treasury, who 
ranks him in importance and in the prece- 
dence which he enjoys as an officer of the 
Treasury Department, and to whom the soli- 


| citor of internal revenue is in some respects 
! a subordinate officer, only receives $8,500. 


The Register of the Treasury, who has charge 


ji of and perhaps on his bond is responsible for 


$900,000,000, gets only $3,000. 

So I might go on with all the different sub- 
ordinate officers in the Treasury Department. 
There is gross inequality. Great injustice is 
done to some officers, while others perhaps 
get more than they ought to have. 

Now, I donot like much to take this case 
out of the general rule, and especially to put 
the salary up so high as $5,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Nisiacx,] says he would like the 
whole matter to be submitted to commiittecs. 
The matter has already been submitted, under 
a resolution of this House, to the commit- 
tees on expenditures in the various Depart- 
ments; the resolution instructing, as the 
rule of the House instructs, those various 
committees, ‘‘to examine into the pay and 
emoluments of all offices under the laws of the 
United States, and to report from time to 
time such a reduction or increase thereof as 
a just economy and the public service may 
require.” That resolution. introduced by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means with reference to all the committees 
on expenditures in the various Departments, 
provides for just what the gentleman has 
suggested. ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would inquire, then, of 
the gentleman whether any of those commit- 
tees are now at work and prepared to report 
such a bill as I have suggested? 

Mr. LYNCH. I understand that. all the 
committees are at work, and before the session 
is over such report will be made to Congress. 
I may say as regards the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department that 
they are now carefully examining the subject. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, informed the House that the Senate 
had agreed to the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 475) to 
authorize the sale of public property at Houl- 
ton, Maine. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (S. No. 681) to provide forthe report- 
ing and printing of the debates in Congress, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its 


Mr. NIBLACK. I do not wish to be 
considered as antagonizing this amendment, 
because I believe the Second Comptroller 
ought to have some more pay. I think a 
salary to that officer of about forty-five hun- 
dred dollars would perhaps be more in pro- 
portion to the pay of other officers than a 
salary of $5,000. I submitted the amend- 
ment I did simply for the purpose of enabling 
me to make some remarks upon it. I desired 
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to call the attention of the committee to the 
-gross inequalities between the salaries of these 

- subordinate officers. That was my object in 
making these remarks, and although not pre- 
pared myself to propose an increase of the 
amount which has been named, I am not pre- 
pared to antagonize the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoopzr. ] 
I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I renew 
it for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the committee to one or two facts only. Iam 
sorry that we have not yet reached the bill for 
equalizing the salaries of various officers under 
the Government. But here is an opportunity 
to do justice in a degree to a very deserving 
officer, and in case of his death or resignation 
te be able to remunerate another man so as to 
get, if possible, an equally good one. 

. The Second Comptroller’s office has been 
sometimes misunderstood as if it were a sort 
of office subservient to that of the First Comp- 
troller. That is not at all so. The Second 
Comptroller has assigned to him the War 
accounts, the Navy accounts, the Indian ac- 
counts, and the pension. accounts, and he 
passes annually three or four times more ac- 
counts than does the First Comptroller. And 
there are many officers, on whose accounts he 
passes, who have a salary yearly twice as large 
as his, in the War Department doing bureau 
service. He has all those outside accounts 
which require great judgement, great knowl- 
edge of the law, and more than all, great in- 
tegrity, passed through his hands. And if he 
were not too old to change he could go intoa 
banking-house or into private employment 
and get three times as much as he does now, 
$8,000. And I have no doubt the House will 
acquiesce in the propriety of giving him an 
equal salary with that of the Register and the 
First Comptroller, and the Comptroller of the 
Currency. ` 

Mr. NIBLACK. The greatest objection I 
have to voting to increase the pay of the 
Second Comptroller to $5,000a year is the pre- 
cedent it will afford in relation to other offi- 
cers. No gentleman here, I think, appreciates 
the character and services of the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury more than I do, and I 
think he ought to have more pay than he now 
has; but the difficulty is that if you give him 
$5,000 a year it will be a precedent for a simi- 
lar increase in the pay of a great many other 
bureau officers in the Treasury Department, 
and we should not be willing to pay them sal- 
aries at that rate. Speaking, therefore, as his 
friend, which I have no right to do, but which 
right 1 will assume, I will say that as we gave 
the Register of the Treasury some perquisites 
which make his pay up to $4,500 a year, it 
would be only fair and decent to make the 
pay of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury 
of the same amount. 

I do not antagonize this proposition espe- 
cially, but I wish to say in the interest of the 
public service that, as a member of the com- 
mittee, I have had occasion to give attention 
to this matter of salaries for years past, and 
that if we give this gentleman a salary of 
$5,000 a year, every other bureau officer in 
the Department will. expect to receive that 
amount, and I for one am not prepared to go 
into the general system of a general increase 
of salaries in which it would result. I repeat, 
however, that I would favor the making of his 
salary $4,500, but I am not prepared to go 
beyond that, and I ask a vote on my amend- 
ment to make the salary $4,500. 

The question was put on the amendment, 
and it was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the 
amendment offered by Mr. Hoorsr, of Massa- 
chusetts; end there were—ayes 49, noes 83 ; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope gentle- 
men Will let. this question go to the House with 
the amendment adopted, so that we can have 
@ vote upon it there. 
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ara NIBLACK. I have no objection to 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the amendment 
is regarded as agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment Of any balance due, or to be found 
due, during the present fiscal year, to any State, for 
costs, charges, and expenses contemplated and pro- 
vided forin and by the act approved July 27, 1861, 
being an act to indemnify certain States for expenses 
incurred by them in enrolling, equipping, and trans- | 
porting troops for the defense of the United. States | 

uring the late rebellion, $1,000,000. i 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thatis avery large 
appropriation to be.lumped together without 
any definite object being stated. Ido not find 
anything in the estimates on the subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is in the 
estimates; there is a table here, not in the 
general book of estimates, but in an estimate 
that came in later. I will make it a part of 
my remarks. It shows in tabulated form the 
amounts found due to the different States. 

| The table réferred to is as follows: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Fer this amount, to reimbuyse the appropriation 
for subsisting the Army with the value of rations 
issued by officers of the Army for subsisting Indians 
during the fiseal year ending June30, 1871, $282,893 69. 

Me. PARKER, of Missouri. I move to 
insert at the’ close of this paragraph the fol- 
lowing: . 

To pay-the claims of officers and privates for horses 
and mulég lost while in the service of the United 
States during thé wat of the rebellion which have 
been and which may be allowed during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1872, $79,000, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would state 
to the gentleman that thet matter is regularly 
estimated for, and will appear in the sundry 
civil bill. ae , N 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I think it pro- 
perly comes in as a deficiency. The Third 
Auditor states that one hundred and fourteen 
cases of these claims have been already audit- 
ed, and in 1870 Congréss suspended the appro- 
priation for the payment of these claims, many 
of them have been audited since, and I think 
the appropriation is properly a deficiency. If 
the Committce on Appropriations will, how- 
ever, put itin the general appropriation bill, 
I will withdraw the amendment. 

‘Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have had 
no éstimate asking an appropriation for a 
deficiency for this purpose. . 

Mr. CREBS. AsIunderstand it; this comes 
in appropriately in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. There is no estimate for a deficiency. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. It is in the 
estimates, but if the subject is before the com- 
mittee and they will insert it in the general 
appropriation bill I will not insist on my 
amendment, but I shall insist on putting it in 
that bill, if they do not, when it comes before 
the House. I withdraw the amendment. 

‘The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

Signal Office: 

Observation and report of storfas: for manufac- 
túre, purchaso, or repair of metoorological and other 

ecessary instrumonts; for telegraphing reports; 

‘or expenses of storm-signals, announcing probablo 
approach and force of storms; for instrument shel- 
ters; for hiro, furniture, and oxponse of offices main- 
tained for public uso in cities or posts receiving 
reports; for maps, bulletins, &c., to bo gisplayed in 
Chambers of Commerce and Board of Trade rooms, 
und for distribution; for books nnd stationery; 


and for incidentel oxpenses not otherwise provided 
for, $61,050, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the paragraph just read by reducing the amount 
proposed to be appropriated by the sum of 
$20,000. I would like some information upon 
this subject as to what is to be the limit of the 
cost of this signal office. Are we to be guided 
simply by the opinions and judgment of the 
chief signal officer as to the amount to be 
appropriated? There are mixed up in this 
paragraph a groat many things. I find that 
this appropriation is for meteorological and 
other necessary instruments, for telegraphing 
réports, for expetses of storm-signals, for 
instrument-shelters, for offices maintained for 
public use in cities or ports receiving reports, 
for maps, bulletins, &c., to be displayed in 
Chambers of Commerce and Board of Trade 
rooms, for books and stationery, and for inci- 
dentalexpenses. There isa grouping together 
here of a great many things. [have in my 
hand a book of two hundred pages, not printed 
at the Government Printing Office, but at a 
private establishment in this city, and paid for 
by the signal office. Itisa bookentirely made 
up of extractsfrom different newspapers in the 
United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. How does the gentleman 
know that was not printed by private funds? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I was so informed, 
and I believeittobe true. Hasthe gentleman 
any other knowledge upon the subject? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the evidence that 
it was not printed at the Government Printing 
Office is proof that it could not have been paid 
for out of an appropriation by Congress. > 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I judge from the 
title of the book, which is as follows: 

War Department; office of the chief signal officer; 


division of telegrams and reports for the benefit of 
commerce. 

Correspondence and reports in reference to the 
observation and report of storms, by telegraph and 
signal, for the benefit of commerce. __ 

ashington, D. ©.: R. Beresford, 1719 Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, 1872. 

Now, this bill proposes an appropriation for 
printing just such books as this, just sueh 
books and publications as the chief of this 
signal office may see fit to have printed. He 
is to have no guide but his own judgment and 
will. There may be publications that will be 
worth the money. But this book of two hun- 
dred pages is made up of nothing but extracts 
from newspapers, and a few private letters 
which it seems to be the main office of this 
establishment to collect. Now I think there 
should be some guide in this matter; if our 
money is to be expended in this way, we should 
know by what rule it is to be done. There 
should be some restriction on these publica- 
tions, and there should be a requirement that 
this printing should be done at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, where it will cost much 
less than at private establishments. And there 
should also be some restriction upon the kind 
of printing to be done. 

Tam aware that this signal officer has the 
commendation of various Boards of Trade and 
agencies of that kind in the country. But I 
am also aware thatthe Chambers of Commerce 
and Boards of Trade of this country have sanc- 
tioned and indorsed pretty much every scheme 
that has ever been presented to Congress, and 
have indorsed both sides of every scheme. 
As. my friend from Iowa [Mr. Pamer] is 
aware, they are for postal telegraphs and 
against postal telegraphs. To my mind, al- 
though Boards of Trade and Chambers of Com- 
merce are generally made up of men of very 
large business capacity, of very excellentmen, 
of men of sense, it is not proper that we 
should legislate in favor of every single scheme 
that they may recommend. I think they are 
more inclined to pay attention to making 
money, to the price of stocks, to the price of 


grain, &c., than they are to such things as’ 


these. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire only 
to say that the Committee on Appropriations 
have put this item in this bill in obedience to 
what they believed to be a general desire on 
the part of the House. This work has been 
considerably extended during the past year at 
the request of Chambers of Commerce and 
Boards of Trade; the approach of storms has 
been observed in quarters not befere provided 
for. I have no evidence that any printing 
which we are paying for has been done out- 
side of the Government Printing Office, and 
the gentleman has no such evidence so far as 
appears in his statement. I have nothing 
further to say on this question. I leave it to 
the judgment of the House, yielding the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] who is very 
familiar with this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, the operations 
of this signal office were comménced on small 
means; but though its operations have increased 
largely, they have not kept pace with the ad- 
vance of science or the demands of the public. 
This office has made one of the most wonder- 
ful exhibitions of the successful application of 
science to the use of mankind. The advan- 
tages of this application of the laws of storms 
to the business of life, the guidance which it 
affords to the mariner upon the ocean, the sea- 
coast, and the lakes, and the consequent saving 
of life and property have been such as to jus- 
tify the most liberal appropriations, not only 
in support of this office upon the plan on which 
it has been conducted, but in furnishing every 
facility for enlarging its operations and extend- 
ing its investigations. Applications for the 
extension of further encouragement by Con- 
gress to the operations of this office have been 
presented here from almost every Chamber of 
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land. This-enterprise is in my opinion one 
which justifies the most rigid economist in 
giving it most liberal and generous support. 
Instead of cutting down the expenditures of 
this office, L would almost be willing, under the 
present management, to give a carte blanche 
to the gentleman who has charge of it, so 
enthusiastic and so absorbed is he in this one 
undertaking, forgetting all things else than 
the advancement of this science, and its 
applications to the uses of mankind. 

Mr. COGHLAN. For the purpose of mak- 
ing a brief statement, I move to amend by 
striking out the last word. Within the last 
few days I have received from California a 
newspaper printed in my own town, which 
states that one of the citizens of the county in 
which I reside, happening to be in San Fran- 
cisco and looking over the weather reports as 
sent out by this office, saw that a great storm 
was predicted; and believing in the wonderful 
prophetic power, as I may almost call it, of 
this office, he telegraphed to people in Sonoma 
county to drive out of his tule plantation all 
of his stock, which consisted of some six hun- 
dred head of cattle. Upon the faith of this 
telegram men gathered together and drove out 
those cattle. The next morning, by nine 
o’clock, those tules were covered with eight 
feet of water. Thus in that one instance a 
citizen of my county saved by the action of 
this office $80,000 worth of property. Yet 
gentlemen here ask why the Government 
should appropriate $41,000 for the assistance 
of this office which is doing so much for the 
people of the United States. I bave made 
this statement as an illustration of the prac- 
tical workings of this office. I hope the com- 
mittee will not strike out any portion of this 
appropriation, but that they will do allin their 

ower to aid this office and give it further 
‘acilities for carrying out the great work which 
it has inaugurated. I withdraw my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I renew the amend- 
ment withdrawn by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Sarcent.] On this subject I have 
only such general information as is contained 
in some extracts from newspapers printed in 
this book, and which highly glorify the system. 
I, and I presume most of the other members 
of this House, have an indefinite idea that there 
is probably something in this enterprise; but 
how much I do not know. For my own part, 
I have no definite information. I inquire in 
good faith (I think the information will be in- 
teresting to members of the House if any gen- 
tleman is in possession of the facts) whether 
any shipwrecks have been avoided, whether 
any lives have been saved. I would like to 
know in what particular instance this system 
has been a benefit to commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman will yield 
to me, I will state one well-authenticated in- 
stance of the beneficial influence which these 
predictions have upon commerce. After this 
signal system was established, there lay one 
night in the harbor of Milwaukee twenty sloops 
loaded with wheat, each of them carrying a 
cargo worth about fifty thousand dollars, and 
all of them intending to go to sea that night. 
One of the captains of one of the sloops read 
this repor of the signal ofice, and, struck by 
it, ealled together the other captains, and 
twenty concluded to stay in port and not go to 
sea. A steamer went to sea, and was wrecked, 
and all the lives on board were lost. Of 
course you cannot tell what would have been 
the fate of the sloops. But the fact is as I 
have stated. 

I wish also to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Farnswortu] that the advantage 
of this system of observation is not confined 
to seamen. Itis shared also by others. The 
pork-packers of Cincinnati have adopted these 
reports as rules to guide them. They pack 
their pork in accordance with the signs of the 
weather indicated by the operations of the 
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other enterprises. The expressmen have ob- 
tained from the signal office these reports every 
day to govern them in the management of their 
business during the winter season. And the 
utility of the system is being spread into all 
kinds of enterprises, as it comes to be fully 
understood and as confidence in it increases ; 
and as the application of it to various pursuits 
ig seen by intelligent men, it is growing and 
spreading. í 

This nation possesses advantages in main- 
taining a system of this kind which are pos- 
sessed by no other nation; because, with a 
long reach of territory extending to the West, 
from which the storms come, we are enabled 
by means of these signals to tell in the Hast 
the approach of storms for twenty-four or 
thirty-six hours before they reach the lakes 
and pass on from the lakes to the sea-board. 
In Europe it is different; because there the 
storms come from over the ocean, and although 
the people there are trying to obtain the ben- 
efit of a signal service, the geography of the 
two continents is so different that they do not 
have the same advantages in this respect which 
we possess, and the signal service in Europe, 
although it was adopted and studied there for 
years before it was taken up here, is acknowl- 
edged now by Europeans themselves to be far 
behind the service in this country, which is in 
its very infancy not more than three years old. 

Mr. UPSON. I desire to bear testimony to 
the great national importance of this work as 
far.as the commerce of the lakes, and especi- 
ally that of Lake Erie, is concerned. I know 
that, in consequence of the information far- 
nished by the signal office last summer and 
fall in reference to storms on Lake Hrie, 
many vessels were induced to stay in port when 
atorms were approaching; and I have no doubt 
whatever that many thousand dollars and 
many lives have been saved by the predictions 
made by the signal office. 1 hope no one in 
the House will fail to vote to give all the money 
that may be needed to carry on this system, 
and to give the signal office additional facili- 
ties for doing its work. 

I yield what remains of my time to the gen- 
tleman from California, [Mr. Sarcenr. | 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish tosay, Mr. Chair- 
man, that, in the beginning of this winter, I 
observed a remarkable evidence of the accu- 
racy and value of the observations and reports 
of this signal service. At that time I was in 
the State of California. One day, as I was 
traveling on the railway between Sacramento 
and my own home, some seventy-five miles dis- 
tant, on passing one of the stations it was re- 
ported in the cars, thatthe signal office at Wash- 
ington had sent word that a great storia was to 
visit our State, a great storm of wind and rain. 
For months before, indeed since the previous 
spring, we had had no tain of any amount 
whatever. It was a clear, bright, sunshiny 
day, and the remark went from passenger to 
yee that it was impossible, that the pre- 

iction must be a hoax, and that at any rate 
it would not be realized. That night I went 
by stage from the railroad station to my 
own home. It was a bright moonlight night. 
It was a matter of conversation among us 


outside passengers on the stage about this’ 


strange prediction of the weather office, and 
every one believed ‘that it would be impossi- 
ble that it should then be fulfilled. But before 
daylight next morning that storm burst upon 
us, and then happened the incident related by 
my colleague, where, warned by the predic- 
tion of the War Department, the cattle were 
driven from the lowlands, which in eight hours 
were under water, and word was telegraphed 


to the different offices along the line of the. 
railroad, and all exposed property was placed” 


under shelter, and I have no doubt that the 
saving in money to my State amounted to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars; and I say that 
where science has discovered appliances like 


this, and word can be sent to citizens all over. 


i the country at a comparatively trifling cost on 
the approach of storms by the signal service, 
Congress would be untrue to the civilization 
of the age if it did not use some of the money 
which the people confide to them for such 
purposes. It isimpossibleto carry out an object 
like this by private enterprise; it is impossi- 
ple for the States to do it; if it is to be done 
at all it must be done by the General Govern- 
ment. I believe myself that we ought to make 
this appropriation, and that it is one of the 
most useful we can make, and is in the right 
direction. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. COX. I renew the amendment which 
has just been withdrawn, and I do it for the 
purpose of adding something to the repertoire 
of facts which the gentleman from Illinois 
calls for, and I shall simply speak of facts 
within my own knowledge. 

In December, 1860, I was a passenger on 
board a Bremen steamer going to Southamp- 
ton; we encountered a great tempest, and were 
driven into the Irish sea instead of the English 
sound. It was a tempest unexampled on the 
English and especially upon the Cornish coast; 
but by the signal-service system of Great Brit- 
ain, whereby they can telegraph all around 
the island at every meteorological observation 
made by scientific men, the people upon the 
sea-coast were enabled to prognosticate this 
storm; a tempest which afterward turned out 
to be of such unexampled severity that it blew 
down even towns upon the sea-coast, but by 
means of the telegraph, and these scientific 
examinations made by the officers upon the 
coast, all the vessels in the channel. were 
warned by signals when out at sea, and all 
vessels in harbor were detained, and all life- 
boats were prepared for the great storm; and 
when I got to Southampton, after the terri- 
ble voyage, on reading the morning papers, 
I found the English papers had summed up a 
large amount, amounting to millions, that had 
been saved to England by the signal service, 
not merely a saving of property, not merely a 
saving of ships, but of human life, by reason 
of the premonitions coming from a scientific 
signal service. 

Now, I do not know how the matter would 
operate in a country like ours, with so large a 
sea-coast; but knowing what the telegraph is 
doing and what it has done already, I do believe 
that the same great benefit which has accrued 
to England can be given to us if this service is 
properly sustained. This appropriation seems 
a mere bagatelle compared to the benefits that 
might accrue from the service. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise tooppose 
the amendment pro forma, and in order to say 
that this is a matter of pride, of national pride, 
for what has been done in the signal service. 
It is a matter of pride to remember that it was 
an American, in 1835, who first announced to 
the world the theory of storms; the doctrine 
that storms in the southern hemisphere move in 
a circle like the hands of a watch ; that accord- 
ing to that law storms in the northern hemi- 
sphere move in a circle against the direction of 
the hands of your watch. That announcement 
has been made good by all subsequent investi- 
gations, showing the great law of cyclones, the 
law that governs the movements of the wind. 
We have followed out that thought of Red- 
field, as uttered in 1835, until, at the present 
moment, there is no nation under heaven that 
has even a place wherein they can test this 
great question but what has its signal service. 
We alone extend so far east ànd west that we 


places as to test fully the law of storms. 

T remember a few days since meeting a Cab- 
inet officer as I was walking down the avenue, 
and speaking to him upon the subject. I had 
‘read in the paper that morning the announce- 


signals were out all along the Atlantic coast. 
The Cabinet officer told methat when they met 
‘at Cabinet meeting that morning several mem- 


can plant our signals at such widely scattered 


ment that a storm was approaching, and that, 


bers of the Cabinet remarked, ‘ We have got 
Myers this time; he has certainly made a mise `- 
take; and he has put himself on record that. 
there is to be.a storm to-day on this coast; and 
there are signals out in this city.’’ Before 
they came out from that Cabinet meeting the 
sky was covered with clouds; and when. ‘the 
Cabinet minister was speaking to me the rain 
was coming down and the storm was roaring 
around us. a 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. When were the sig- 
nals ordered to be put out? : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As the gentle- 
man could see by stepping out here into the 
lobby, they are announced for a quarter to 
eight in the morning; and by two o'clock that 
afternoon the storm was upon us. In large 
sections of country, where the farmers. are 
enabled to obtain daily papers containing tele- 
graphic news, they are attending to the busi- 
ness of their harvests, cutting down their 
grain and hay, in accordance with the indica- 
tions of the weather for the next twenty-four 
hours, as announced by the signal officer. 
Thousands of tons of hay are saved from de- 
struction by the knowledge of what weather 
may be expected for the next twenty-four 


ours. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does the gentleman 
expect farmers to get information from Wash- 
ington about storms? - : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let a farmer 
know that there is a storm coming, and that 
the probability is that it will be there in twenty- 
four hours, let him read that announcement in 
the paper in the morning at his breakfast- 
table, and he will not cut down his hay on 


that day. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw m 
amendment. If this thing goes on we will 
soon be cutting down our hay and digging 
our potatoes by telegraph. (Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For pay and equipment as mounted riflemen, 
finding their own horses and forage, of the volun- 
teers serving under command of Captain Jobn G. 
Frémont in California, during the year 1846, $3,000. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move to strike out thè 
paragraph just read. This is a claim twenty- 
six years old. If Captain Frémont equipped 
these troops, paid them, and furnished their 
horses with forage, and has rested twenty-six 
years without demanding pay for it, he does 
not deserve any pay. And he is a very differ- 
ent man from what I have always taken him 
to be if he has done anything of the kind. 
My observation in regard to these old claims, 
a quarter of a century old, is that ninety-nine 
out of a hundred of them are fraudulent. Hf 
this is an honest claim, it should be referred 
to the Committee of Claims for consideration, 
where other claims of the same kind go.: 
There is no sense in putting it into an appro- 
priation bill, where a full examination of it 
cannot be had, ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order upon the paragraph that it is not 
in order upon an appropriation bill, being «a 
private claim. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is too late 
to make the point of order now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I could not obtain 
the floor to make it before. 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Stevensoy.) The 
Chair overrules the point-of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Secretary: 
of the Treasury has sent us this estimate, and. 
appended to it this note: ; ; 

“This amount is now required in the settlement 
of accounts ponding in the Second Aiditor’s office, 


the balance to the credit of this appropriation hay- 
ing been transferred to the. surplus fund on June 30, 
1858, and June 29, 1863.” 

A sub-committee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations were appointed to examine into 
this and the two preseding-accountsin this bill,” 
and their report was that these were settle- 
ments regularly made under the law, but the 
appropriation for that purpose bad lapsed. It 
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ig not.a-matter of new legislation. or a claim, 
but it-is.a liquidated, settled account. Before 
the settlements were made the appropriation 
_ for that. matter was covered into the Treasury. 
Mx SLOCUM. To whom is this money 
to go? 
: Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. The sub-com- 
mittee reported that it was a settlement for the 
persons who are named here as having enlisted 
under Captain Frémont. I do not care any- 
thing about the matter; I do not know any- 
thing about it, and if the Committee of the 
Whole choose to strike it out, lam perfectly 
content they should do so. Itis estimated for 
by the Secretary of War and the auditing offi- 
cers of the Government ;. and the Secretary of 
the Treasury himself forwarded the estimate 
for this as a part of his regular estimates. It 
occurred to me that it was a matter of simple 
duty on our part to bring it into this appropri- 
ation bill. I leave it to the Committee of the 
Whole to act in regard to it. 

Mr. COX. Would it-be in order to move 
to amend this paragraph so that the money 
appropriated shall be paid to the parties them- 
selves, and not to parties who may have pur- 
chased the claims? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think that is 
very well; to the parties themselves or their 
legal representatives. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH: Attorneys are legal 
representatives. ‘ 

Mr. SLOCUM. LT insist upon my motion to 
strike out this paragraph. A claim of this kind, 
a quarter of a century old, should not be car- 
ried through in this way. 

Mr. DICKEY. This is a reappropriation. 
These accounts have been audited in the Sec- 
ond Anditor’s office, but the original appro- 
priation out of which they were to have been 
paid has been covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Why did the appropriation 
lapse? Ilit was an honest, fair claim, and an 
appropriation was made for it twenty years 
ago, why was not the claim paid then? The 
gentleman says the appropriation remained 
there until it lapsed. What is the explanation 
of that? 

Mr. DICKEY. I do not say it lay there 
until it lapsed, but that it lay there until the 
appropriation was covered into the Treasury. 
I have no doubt it was applied for, but it was 
not allowed until too late. I suppose it was 
in absence of proof that the claim was not 
allowed sooner ; but it has now been allowed, 
and the parties are entitled to it under existing 
law; but the appropriation out of which they 
were to be paid has been covered into the 
Treasury. This is merely reappropriating the 
money to pay, not a claim, but an adjusted 
account due under existing law. I have no 
objection to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox,] that this amount 
shall not go to the assignees or attorneys of 
these parties, but shall be paid to the parties 
themselves, or. their personal representatives. 
I have no objection to that. But I do not:see 
any reagon why, if we owe this amount, and 
if we have authorized the Second Auditor to 
adjust these claims, and have afterward ap- 
propriated the money for them, and that money 
has been covered into the Treasury, we shall 
not reappropriate it. 

Mr. COX. I have drawn up my amend- 
ment in the following form, to add to the 
paragraph these words: 

Provided, That the claims shall be paid to the 
parties themselves, or their representatives, and not 
to parties who have assignments of said claims. 

Mr. DICKEY. That is right; there is no 
objection to that. ai 

The amendment of Mr. Cox was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Suocum to strike out the paragraph as 
amended. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the paragraph, as amended, by inserting the 


word ‘personal’ before the word ‘‘repre- 
sentatives.’’ 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. 

. The amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
striking out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. -I desire to 
ask, what evidence is there that these services 
were performed ? 

Mr. DICKEY. The evidence is that the 
Secretary of the Treasury asks for this appro- 
priation under existing law, the Second Aud- 
itor having been authorized to adjust these 
claims, 

Mr. SHANKS. Iunderstand that this is like 
the elaims for horses destroyed in the service. 
The claims go into the Department, proof is 
given that the loss has been sustained, a cer- 
tificate to that effect is issued, and upon that 
the appropriation is made. ; 

Mr. SLOCUM.. If ever there was a military 
company in the United States authorized by 
law, where they have furnished their own 
horses and supplied them with forage for any 
considerable length of time, I am not aware 
of it. I do not believe one word of it. When 
the Government authorized the raising of a 
troop it furnished its own horses. -And the 
very fact that this question is twenty-six years 
old stamps fraud on its face. 

Mr. SHANKS. I beg to state to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Stocum] that I 
know that the Government did employ troops 
which found their own horses. I have in my 
possession certificates of allowances for horses 
at Lexington, Missouri, in favor of persons in 
my own county. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
made the point of order against this appro- 
priation some time ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was 
made too late. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rose to make the 
point of order when the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. Cox] rose, and I could not then 
get the floor for the purpose of making it; but 
as soon as I could I made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the point of order was made too late. 

The question recurred on the motion of 
Mr. SLocu{, to strike out the paragraph as 
amended; and being taken, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to 
go back to the previous paragraph, for the pur- 
pose of moving an amendment that the pay- 
ment shall only be made to the parties, or to 
their personal representatives. 

There was no objection ; and the Clerk read 
the paragraph, as follows : 


For three months’ extra pay to the ofco far as 
commissioned officers, musicians, and primathjpo 
gaged in the military service of tho United States 
in the war with Mexico, who served out the term of 
their engagement, being a reappropriation of this 
amount, which was carried to the surplus fund June 
30, 1856, and June 29, 1863, and is now required ia 
the settlement of the accounts pending in the office 
of the Second Auditor, $50,000. 

Ohio. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of I have no 
objection to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


For traveling allowances to volunteers, under act 
of March 3, 1853, $2,000. 


Mr. DICKEY. I move to strike out that 
paragraph, and I shall also move to strike out 
the succeeding one on the same grounds on 
which the previous paragraph was struck out, 
on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Srocem.] | 

The motion to strike out the paragraph was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ae pay of volunteers, under act of March 2, 1847, 


‘Mr. DICKEY., I move to strike out that 
paragraph. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


ce, ras || 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I offer 
the following amendment; 


After line three hundred and sixty-eight insert 
the following: 

To furnish transportation to insane volunteer sol- 
diers at any time entitled to be admitted into the 
Government hospital at Washington, $1,000. 

T wish to state to the committee what the 
difficulty is. The Government have estab- 
lished here an asylum for the insane, and 
there was a standing appropriation by means 
of which volunteer soldiers could be sent here 
and their transportation paid. By a law of 
last year that general appropriation was cov- 
ered into the Treasury, so that no surplus of 
it now exists; and two or three cases, as I 
am informed, have been refused transportation 
because there was no appropriation for the 
purpose. The object of my amendment is to 
enable soldiers to get here and receive the 
benefit of this institution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For repairs on tho Executive Mansion, $10,345. 


Mr. PRINDLE. I move to amend the 
paragraph by adding to it as follows: 

For additional compensation to the assistant door- 
keeper at the Executive Mansion for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, $360. 

I desire to say a single word in explanation 
of thisamendment. The assistant doorkeeper 
has been employed at the Executive Mansion 
since the Ist day of July, 1871, and he re- 
ceives $720 per annum. ‘Thereis also a door- 
keeper at the Executive Mansion, whose duties 
are substantially the same as those of the as- 
sistant doorkeeper, and he receives the sum of 
$1,200 per annum. The doorkeeper is in no 
higher position than the assistant doorkeeper, 
exceptin name. Their duties simply. alter- 
nate. The doorkeeper commences his duties, 
as I understand, at nine o'clock in the morn- 
ing, andremains at his post until three o'clock 
in the afternoon. The assistant doorkeeper 
then commences his duties at three o’clock 
and remains at his post until the house isclosed 
at night. here is this great disparity in their 
pay, one man receiving $720 for the same ser- 
vices as are performed by another man who 
receives $1,200. : 

The Committee on Appropriations and this 
House have recognized the justice of increasing 
the pay of the assistant doorkeeper, by putting 
in the appropriation bill already passed for the 
next fiscal year the additional sum of $860, 
which increases the pay of the assistant for 
the yoa commencing on the 1st of July next 

th: 


I have no 


Dye at amount, making his pay $1,080 in all; 


n hats no more than fair and just 
kno w in wiae no g at least this sum for his 
services, and even then it does not bring his 
pay up to that of the doorkeeper, who receives 
$1,200 a year. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman. I understand him to 
say that we have already appropriated for this 
increase of. salary for the next fiscal year, and 
that this is simply an appropriation for the 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. PRINDLE. This is for the current 
year simply. This assistant doorkeeper is 
obliged to dress respectably, occupying the 
position he does at the Executive Mansion. 
He has a family which heis obliged to support 
and does support; but it is impossible for him 
to support a family upon the small sum of 
$720 a year. I trust that neither the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations nor 
any member of that committee will oppose this 
amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
if the amendment proposes to raise the salary 
to $1,200 a year? 

Mr. PRINDLE. No; only to $1,080. ° 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.” I will say in 
response to what the gentleman from New 
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York las said, that this assistant doorkeeper 
was before the Committee on Appropriations 
when we had the general salary bill, the legis- 
lative, &¢., bill under consideration. We were 
unwilling to let any increase of salary come 
into that bill, and, so far as we could prevent 
it, no increase of salary did get into that bill, 
but we were satisfied that this man received 
less relatively than other persons holding like 
places, We had a conference with the com- 
mittee of the Senate on this subject, and I 
understand that they have fixed the salary at 
the same figure as the gentleman names in this 
amendment, and of course the House, in set- 
tling this question, will settle it for both bills. 

Mr. PRINDLE. I wish to say one word 
more. This man was a soldier who was badly 
wounded in the war, and is a deserving man. 

Mr. CREBS. I think it would be better to 
strike out the appropriation altogether for an. 
assistant. doorkeeper at the Executive Man- 
sion. I cannot understand the necessity of 
an assistant doorkeeper at the door of the 
Executive Mansion. Certainly the labor is 
not so heavy but that one man can attend to 
it. It has got to be so in all the Departments 
in this city, that there cannot be an officer of 
any kind without his having an assistant. It 
matters not what the officer is, or who he is, 
he must have an assistant to help him, whether 
his duties are large or small. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. He has to have an 
assistant to do the duties of the office, of 
course. 

Mr. CREBS. Yes, the assistant does the 
duties, and the man himself does nothing. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have examined this 

uestion with some care, as I was directed to 

o by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
I am satisfied that the duties of this office are 
necessary, and that $1,080 is little enough for 
the labor he has to perform. I cannot afford 
to make a fight on a matter of this sort where 
I think the increase of salary is right in itself. 


‘The question was taken on Mr. PRINDLE'S | 


amendment, and it was agreed to. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 

- For the Executive avenue and adjacent grounds, 
recently inclosed, for grading, paving, and otherwise 
completing the work during the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1869, and June 30, 1870, $21,679 43. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike 
out that paragraph and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

For completing the grading and properly fencing 
the grounds surrounding the Capitol, $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

I move to strike out that paragraph because 
it seems to be a claim for work done for which 
there was no sufficient authority of Jaw; other- 
wise I should move my amendment as an addi- 
tion to the paragraph. 

Now, here is a claim presented right in the 
eyes of the statute which provides— 

“That hereafter no contract shall be entered into 
for the crection, repair, or furnishing of any public 
building, or for any improvement whatever, which 
shall bind the Government to pay a larger sum of 
money than the amount in the Treasury appropri- 
ated for tho specifie purpose. And if any officer of 
the Government shall knowingly contract for the 
erection, repair, or furnishing of any public building, 
or for any pablic improvement which shall bind the 
Governmont to pay a Jarger amount than the spe- 
cifi¢sum appropriated for such purpose, such officer 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof by a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, shall be punished by imprisonment not less 


than six months, nor more than two years, and shall 
pay a fine of $2,000.” 

There ig a statute that seems to be a dead 
letter, so far as any regard is paid to it by the 
Departments here. ` lf the provisions of the 
statute were observed we should ‘have fewer 
deficiency bills, . 

I ask to insert in lieu of this paragraph a 
provision for the improvement of the grounds 
around the Capitol; for their present con- 
dition is disgraceful to the nation. Why, sir, 
some of the approaches to this Capitol in their 


present condition would disgrace a country 
school-house. We are making large appro» i 


priations for the improvement of the grounds 
around the Departmentsand about the Execu- 
tive Mansion—for making elegant streets, fine 
walks, and all that, (and these expenditures 
may be proper enough,) but we are doing 
nothing to improve the grounds around this 
great building which, having cost upward of 
twelve million dollars, is left in the midst of 
mud and filth. The people’s Representatives, 
and citizens from all parts of the nation visiting 
this Capitol, are obliged to climb up old rotten 
planks covered perhaps with filth and ice, at 
the peril of their necks; and you cannot 
approach the front of the Capitol from any 
direction without crossing railroad tracks and 
jeopardizing your life by a collision with an 
engine or a Car. 


from year to year, and I believe there is a 
general senliment in this House in favor of 
making these improvements; but nothing is 
ever done. I came here as a member some 
fourteen or sixteen years ago. How long was 


came here the same session. 

Mr. DAWES. Sixteen years ago. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, some sixteen 
years ago. My friend from Massachusetts has 
remained here continuously, while I have been 
out now and then. Since we came here, I do 
not see that there has been any improvement 
except that some of the marble, &c., that was 
then surrounding the Capitol has been cleared 
away and used up. But so far as concerns the 
main front of the Capitol, the east front, I 
believe there is no material improvement, very 
little at all events. My friend from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] says to me that it does not look 
so well as it did thirty years ago. Iwas not 
here so Jong ago; but I presume the gentleman 
is correct. 

Now, sir, as one of the Representatives of 
the people, I am not afraid to vote a liberal 
appropriation to finish up this job. But while 
we are on this subject I desire to say a word 
further, and I want it to reach the architect 
of the Capitol extension, or the Commissioner 
on Public Buildings and Grounds—whoever 
may have charge of the matter. I want that 
he shall tear down these great iron fences that 
now surround the different public buildings 
and grounds of the city, and which make them 
look like jail-yards. These high fences look 
as if they were erected to keep acertain portion 
of the people in and everybody else out. There 
should be a low fence or railing of an orna- 
mental character, which would be perhaps a 
protection against a runaway team or some- 
thing of that sort; but the idea of having an 
iron fence fifteen feet bigh around public 
grounds or a publie park, for the purpose of 
keeping people out, is in this age of the world 
an absurdity. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, so far as 
he proposes to insert new matter, is one that 
would come up more properly in the consider- 
ation of the miscellaneous bill, which will, I 
hope, be reported before long. I trust that 
the gentleman will not ask the insertion of this 
new appropriation in a deficiency bill when it 
cannot be used during the present fiscal year 
with any advantage or economy. 

So far as regards his motion to strike out, 
I will make an explanation. The Committee 
on Appropriations received an estimate for 
the item referred to, and found connected with 
it this certificate from the chief of engincers: 

“This amount is required for the payment of un- 
paid certified accounis for materials, labor, and 
workmanship, which Major Babcock reports. he re- 
ceived from Major Michler, and which, under the 

rovisions of the act of Congress, cannot be paid 
rom appropriations for the present fiscal year, nor 
from any balances of appropriation for the last fiscal 
year. The said Mabilities were incurred without 
authority from this office. : 
A. A. HUMPHRIES, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Lngincers.”” 


l Upon an examination of that certificatethe 


I know that this subject has been talked over | 


it? My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 1) 


| be no greater improvement. 


committee sent for the acting Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, General Babcock. AI} 
the vouchers in the case were brought before 
the committee. The expenditures were not 
made under the authority of General Babcock, 
but under his predecessor. The vouchers wera 
carefully examined by him, and also: by the 
committee. It was found that Major Micbler 
had exceeded the authority of law in making 
these expenditures; butit was also found that 
the expenditures had been made aud the work 
had been done as represented. The money is 
due to the workmen. The committee, look- 
ing over the whole field, saw that an actual, 
honest debt was due to the men who had -per- 
formed the work for the Government; and 
although it had been done in excess of. the 
authority conferred on the officer. in charge, 
we saw no alternative but to pay ite We 
thought some action certainly ought to .be 
taken in regard to the officers, and we:wrote 
a letter asking what had been done or whether 
we could learn anything more aboutit. Bat 
the officers were in California; the snow 
fiend was between us, and we were not the 
prosecuting officers of the Government. These 
are all the facts. Ido notsee any reason why 
this should be stricken out. It isa question 
now between the men who performed the labor 
and the Government who received the ben- 
efit of it. That is the position of the matter, 
whether we pay it now-or let it run. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to amend by striking 
outthelastword. Thesuggestion ofthe gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworty] that we 
should adopt some measure to remove the iron 
fences from about the public squares of the 
city, is, I think, a very wise one. There could 
But I notice that 
in the amendment he proposes himself there 
is a provision for properly fencing the Capitol 
grounds. I would ask if there be any neces- 
sity for placing around the Capitol grounds 
the same fences as now disfigure the public 
squares of the city? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not mean that. 
I am willing to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Back of all this lies another 
question, whether we should purchase the. 
squares on the right and left, in front: of the 
Capitol, Before this session is over the House 
will have to consider a bill from the other 
branch providing for the purchase of those 
squares at a very large cost. Before we fence. 
in what we have got, we should determine 
whether we should enlarge the grounds by the 
taking in of those squares. Thatis a question 
which has been betore Congress for a good 
many years, and it is constantly coming up. 
I understand that it is to be pressed with new 
vigor during this session of Congress, and 
those pressing it express a strong expectation 
of carrying it. 

Mr. BANKS. Does my colleague mean to 
imply that we ought not to vote this appropri- 
ation, or delay our action on that account? 

Mr. DAWES. I would not grade and fence 
in the grounds as they are, if we intend to 
make those purchases. ‘The thing should be 
carried out as awhole, upon the plan of that 
enlargement, or else we should now abandon 
the idea of making those purchases, As my 
colleague knows, | have opposed the purchase 
of those two blocks on every occasion when 
the question was brought up. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope: the 
committee will now come to a vote... This 
question does not belong at all to these defi- 
ciency appropriations. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment, p 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to insert afier the paragraph: last read what I 
send to. the Clerk’s desk. - 

The Clerk read as-follows: 


For completing the grounds and approaches to 
the Capitol, $100,000, or se much as may be necessary 
to finish the same, such appropriation to continue 


until the work is finished. ! 


I withdraw my 
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Mr. DICKEY. TI raise the point of order 
on that amendment, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr, BUTLER] proposes 
legislation to continue the work. 

‘Mr.. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir, 
donot. And I would ask, when the money 
is. once appropriated, what objection is there 
to continuing the work? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
from Massachusetts send to the Chair the law 
authorizing the appropriation? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
require to send the law: All I desire is that 
the appropriation shall not be covered into 
the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year, if 
the work is not then finished. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I submit that 
the amendment changes the law. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then I 
shall modify my amendment by striking out 
the last clause of it. Of course you will have 
it done, so that it cannot be of any earthly 
use. 

Now, if the committee will permit me, I 
will tell you why I do not want to wait until a 
special bill can be got, because these special 
bills‘never go into operation until the 1st day 
of July, and we find a beginning made to the 
work about the last day of November. Now, 
you cannot do much of this work in Decem- 
ber. Business men would begin it in the 
spring. That is the reason why I want this to 
go into the deficiency bill, that the work may 
be begun in spring and finished in summer. 
The way I have seen such work undertaken 
during the last six or seven years I have been 
about the Capitol, is to begin in the hottest 
possible weather to pile up dirt, and then let 
the rains of autumn wash it down again. It 
has been done for years and years; and I 
would like to see them for once begin the 
the work in the spring. When I ask the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, “ Why do 
yon not begin with your work in the spring?” 

e answers: “I cannot begin then because I 
cannot get the money until the Ist of July; 
and therefore I have to wait to commence 
work until the hottest weather of summer, or 
until the fall rains.” Why, sir, I have seen 
a cart and mule hauling up dirt here during a 
shower which brought the dirt down twice as 
fast as the cart could carry it up. 

Now, what difference docs it make when the 
money is: appropriated from the Treasury? 
The difference is only as to the time when the 
work ahould commence. We have been year 
after year appropriating just enough money to 
make ‘‘confusion worse confounded’ in the 
grounds approaching this Capitol; and when- 
ever the subject is brought up here some gen- 
tleman say we will make the appropriation 
by and by in this bill or in that bill. 

Now, I.desire to have this work done in a 
way in which a man of business would do 
it. This is the trouble about everything in 
this city. When we come here we find men 
in the middle of December digging up the 
streets and laying them down again. Why? 
Because the appropriations are so made that 
they can only begin work in September, when 
they should have begun work in the early days 
of spring, in March, or, at the very latest, on 
the Ist of April. We shall not get this bill 
through now in time for them to begin work 
as early as they should do, That is the reason 
why, with due respect to the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I desire to 
make this appropriation here instead of wait- 
ing for a bill which will not-go into operation 
until the Ist day of July next. That is the 
reason why I wish that the appropriation shall 
continue till the work is finished, because if 
it is not finished before the 30th of June it will 
be held that the appropriation has lapsed into 
the Treasury under some law made with that 
little ‘sense with which, as Chancellor Ochsen- 
stierna says, the world is governed. 
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The only object of my amendment is to 
allow the work to go on, and to insist upon 
havingsomethingdone. When you, Mr. Chair- 
man, or I go to the architect he tells us he 
cannot do anything because he cannot con- 
trol his appropriations, which begin on the Ist 
day of July and stop on the 80th day of June, 
and he is left wholly powerless. That is the 
reason of the disgraceful condition of the ap- 
proaches to this Capitol. There isnot a public 
building on the face of the earth so beautiful 
or so appropriate for its purposes as this; 
there is not a publie or a private building on 
the face of the earth, where three men ever 
get together, where the approaches are so 
inconvenient, so dangerous, and so inappro- 
priate ; and the question is whether we shall 
stand here and peddle out a few dollars to 
carry up dirt one day and have the rain carry 
it down again the next. I am in favor of 
having something finished. Nothing has been 
finished during the last sixteen years. Ire- 
member that thirty years ago the approaches 
to this Capitol were better than they are 
now. 

I trust the committee will put money enough 
into the hands of the architect that he may 
finish the work, and then hold him responsi- 
ble that it shall be finished. Let us give him 
the money, so that he may begin work on the 
Ist of April; and when we come here on the 
lst of December and find the work is not fin- 
ished let us puthim out of office, or adopt some 
other measure of relief. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All the answer 
I have to make, for I am not going into this 
debate, is that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have followed the estimates. There is 
an estimate for this purpose for the miscel- 
laneous appropriation bill, but none for the 
current fiscal year. No officer of the Govern- 
ment has asked for a deficiency for the purpose 
named in the amendment. That is the reason 
we have put none in the bill. I suppose there 
is an unexpended balance which they are now 
using; at least, they have not asked for any- 
thing more, and I think it will be time enough 
to jump when we reach the ditch. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to call attention 
to the faet that the amendment, as it now 
stands, would of course legitimately imply that 
we are to buy the neighboring squares. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
all. 
Then it is liable in that case to this objec- 
tion, that in order to get these neighboring 
squares of ground there must be a system of 
condemnation and compensation to parties 
who own the land. That must be done by an 
act of Congress, and cannot be done by a sim- 
ple amendment to an appropriation bill. If 
the gentleman says I am not correct in that, 
then I say that this proposition provides for 
an appropriation of $100,000 to be expended 
in the improvement of the little ground about 
the Capitol, which is now in pretty good con- 
dition, so far as that ground extends. The 
great want, if there is any, is for an extension 
of the grounds around the Capitol. If it is 

roposed to expend $100,000 between the 
Sapitol and the next street, and not to extend 
in other directions, then this amendment pro- 
poses a most extravagant appropriation. In 
either case, therefore, it should not be adopted. 
I call for the reading of the amendment as it 
has been modified. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


For completing the grounds and approaches to 


the Capitol, $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary to finish the same. 


Mr. SARGENT. Just so; “for completing 
the grounds.’ What is intended by that? I 
understand what is meant by completing the 
approaches to the Capitol. Of course the 
approaches are the ways which are laid out 
through the grounds. But ‘completing the 
grounds’? means, of course, the adding of 
something to those grounds. 


Not at 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
means. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is at least a matter 
about which there may be'a difference of con- 
struction, If it does not mean an addition to 
the grounds, then it is liable to the objection 
that it is an extravagant appropriation for 
the limited object to which the gentloman says 
he intends it to apply. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
in the first place to say, that I thonght '* com- 
pleting the grounds’? was a phrase that every- 
body would understand. Itmeans completing 
the ornamentation of the grounds, not buying 
additional grounds. I thought that with the 
two squares I have seen them filling up at 
each end of the Capitol, and which I supposed 
belonged to the Government, that we had 
enough. I did not suppose that anybody want- 
ed to go any further, and Ido not propose 
to appropriate $100,000 for any such pur- 


By no 


pose. 

I propose to appropriate $100,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, for com- 
pleting the grounds about the Capitol that we 
now have. If you have an architect of the 
Capitol extension who when you appropriate 
$100,000 will use it whether it is needed or 
not, then I desire that we should exchange 
him for some other man; but I have a great 
deal too much respect for him to believe he 
will do any such thing. I have never found 
him attempting to do that which seemed to 
be very extravagant. What I have found him 
doing is this: he does not finish anything, and 
when asked why he does not he always gives 
a good answer, to wit: that we have not given 
him the means; that he works until his appro- 
priation is exhausted and then stops. 

Now, it has béen said by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] that there has been no estimate for 
this appropriation. Why should the architect 
make an estimate for it? There is no defi- 
ciency, except a deficiency in having the work 
done. He stops when he gets through his 
appropriation; he does not go on, The defi- 
ciency is not in the grounds, but in the ap- 
proaches to the Capitol through the grounds 
about the Capitol. I repeat again, they are in 
a disgraceful condition. If gentlemen want 
them to continue so, I have no objection so far 
as they are concerned ; but for myself I have 
an objection. Ido not attach any blame to 
the Committee on Appropriations. They say 


there was no estimate for this appropriation, 
and they were then right in not putting it 
in this bill. And why should the architect 
estimate for it? He should not. : 

My amendment is only this, to appropriate 
so much ag may be necessary to complete the 
grounds and the approaches around the Capi- 
tol. Under this appropriation not an acre of 
land canbe purchased. Everybody knowsthat 
no officer of the Government can buy an acre 
of land except through a direct act of Con- 
gress, and there is no law for condemning an 
acre of land about this Capitol. Therefore no 
such objection lies against my amendment as is 
insisted upon by my friend from California, [Mr. 
Sarcent.] And Lhopeif gentlemen are ready 
to have the approaches to this Capitol finished, 
so that they can either ride or walk up here 
without danger to their lives, they will vote 
for my amendment; for let me say to you that 
if you wait for the regular bill you cannot deal 
with the appropriations until next July, and 
winter will be upon you before you can get 
anything done. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Let us now 
take a vote. ` 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts speaks of completing and improv- 
ing the Capitol grounds. What grounds would 
he inclade, and how are they to be improved ? 
Does the gentleman mean to authorize the set- 
ting out of trees, and grading? What extent 
| of ground:would he include? Would he in- 
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clude simply that within the limits of the 
fences? 

Mt. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
include all the grounds belonging to the Gov- 
ernment. À t 

Mr. COBURN. The grounds belonging to 
the Government extend continuously from the 
east of the Capitol clear to the Potomac; and 
$500,000 or $1,000,000 would not suffice to 
grade and finish those grounds according to the 
estimates of the engineer submitted last year, 
when it was proposed to make a grand park 
out of these grounds. 

Now, it strikes me that it is useless, I will 
not say it is foolish, for us to make an appro- 
priation without an estimate, without a plan, 
without any understanding as to the manner in 
which this work is to be done. I feel as much 
pride as any gentleman can in having the 
grounds around the Capitol beautified and com- 
pleted. Ithink it is a shame that they have 
continued so long in the condition in which 
they now are.. But pass this provision and we 
appropriate $100,000 to be used at discretion 
by a gentleman who has disfigured the grounds 
west of the White House, between that and 
the War Department, by digging a canal where 
a street ought to have been, and by opening a 
street where one ought never to have been, 
absolutely destroying in great part the beauty 
of those grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That gen- 
tleman will have nothing to do with this. 

Mr. COBURN. Is not this money to be 
expended under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 
another officer entirely—the architect of the 
Capitol extension—is to have charge of this 
matter. 

Mr. COBURN. I have nothing to say per- 
sonally against the Commissioner ; but I do 
say that the work of which £ have just spoken 
is an outrage on public taste and should never 
have been done. I am sorry that I cannot 
speal much more favorably of the plans of 
the architect of the Capitol extension; for he 
proposes digging down this whole square east 
of the Capitol some seven or eight feet; and 
I say that a gentleman who has no more taste 
or discretion than thatis not a suitable man 
to be trusted with the unlimited and undefined 
power to change, alter, or cut down public 
ground as he pleases. 

I admire Mr. Clark as a man and an archi- 
tect; but it seems to me that the idea of dig- 
ging down that whole square and destroying 
ali those beautiful trees is worthy of an cra 
of architectural barbarism, and Í would not 
place a dollar in such hands for expenditure, 
unless they were instructed as to the method 
in which the work should be executed. I 
understand that the object of digging down 
ihat square is to elevate the Capitol, and have 
understood that some one has a similar plan 
for elevating the Washington monument two 
hundred feet by digging a hole around it. 
[Laughter.] There is about as much good 
sense and taste in one idea as the other. I 
would be willing to vote liberally for improv- 
iung these grounds upon any suitable plan that 
may be submitted to Congress, but the pro- 
vision now proposed is entirely too indefinite. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, no- 
body supposes, I take it, that this amendment 
contemplates that the architect of the Capitol 
extension shall dig down the square east of 
the Capitol. ‘That would not be finishing the 
grounds in the sense intended. 

Mr. DAWES. It would finish the trees. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not suppose 
that this officer seriously contemplates doing 
that thing. It has been suggested upon some 
of the plans for improving the grounds because 
it would present at a finer elevation the front 
view of the Capitol, on the same principle that 
it hag been recommended to Congress to grade 
down all the grounds around the Treasury De- 
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partment, cutting down the trees and every thing 
of that kind, in order to elevate the Treasury 
building. But I do not suppose anybody is 
going to destroy this square. Nor do I sup- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, that Congress is going to 
sit here and make plans for finishing the 
grounds around the Capitol, as seems to be 
contemplated by some gentlemen here. If we 
wait until we fix upona plan, determining how 
the walks shall be laid out, how streets shall 
be graded, how the approaches to the Capitol 


‘shall be constructed ; if we wait until a precise 


plan of this kind can be embodied in an appro- 
priation bill, we shall wait thirty years more 
before we improve these grounds, 

Sir, I have great confidence in the architect 
of the Capitol extension. I have confidence 
in hig wisdom and skill as an architect, and I 
have confidence algo in his economy. I re- 
member that we made a little appropriation 
last year to be expended under his super- 
vision; and it has improved the interior of this 
Capitol more than anything that has been 
done in a good while; and I may say that it 
was done onmy motion. I refer to the widen- 
ing of the passage-ways between the two 
Houses, so that my friend from Massachusetts 
may succeed in getting over to the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is quite easy to get 
there now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Itis quite easy, as 
the gentleman from California [Mr. SARGENT] 
has found. I want to make it easier for the 
people to get to the lower House of Congress. 
Let us make the gradation easy, so that they 
can get here without difficulty, and after they 
get here they will find a beautiful way to the 
other wing, to the more dignified branch of 
Congress. I am very glad that this amendment 
is pending, and I hope it will be adopted by 
the House; for there is much force in the 
argument that this work should be commenced 
in the spring, and if this appropriation is to be 
of any use at all, the work should commence 
right away. If the deficiency bill is not to pass 
till July, it might as well be killed at once. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lask unanimous 
consent that a vote be now taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again 
read the pending amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Butter] 
as it has been modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line three hundred and ninety-one add the 


following: “for completing the grounds and ap- 


proaches to the Capitol, $100,000, or so much as may 
be necessary to finish the same.”’ 

The question being taken, there were— 
ayes 45, noes 56; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers ; and appointed Mr. BUTLER, of Massa- 
chusetts, and Mr. CoBurn. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes forty-seven. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
insist on further count. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows : 


Contingencies of the Army prior to July 1, 1870: 
for fees of attorneys at law. employed by the War 
Department; expenses of suits incurred previous to 
act of June 22, 1870, creating the Department of Jus- 
tice; the costs and charges of State penitentiaries 
for the care und maintenance of United States mili- 
tary convicts confined in them; the pay of detectives 
and scouts; and for compensation of provost mar- 
ihah employed by the Secretary of War in 1862, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. STEVENSON 
reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the Union generally, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 

riations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and 


i 


m vaar 


for former years, and for other purposes, and 


-had come to no resolution thereon, 


JAPANESE EMBASSY. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Spoaker of the House be re- 
guested to extend to the embassy reprosenting the 

apanese Government an invitation to visit the 
House of Representatives at such timo during this- 
session as may bo convenient for the embassy and 
consistent with the public business. 


LEASE OF SWAMP LANDS IN BUFFALO. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, with a recommend: 
ation that it do pass, with an amendment, the 
pill (H. R. No. 1756) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of War 
to lease certain swamp and, low lands belong- 
ing to the Government, lying on the Niagara 
river and Lake Erie, in the city of Buffalo, New 
York. ` 

The amendment of the committee was read, 
as follows: 

Add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That such lease or improvement shall 
not in any mannor lessen or injure the present har- 
bor facilities of Buffalo, or tho harbor facilities of 
the projected harbor of refuge. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, : 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLARENCE KING’S GEOLOGICAL EXPLORATIONS. 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be in- 
structed to inquire and report to this House tho cost 
of printing the several volumes of Clarenco King’s 
geological explorations, and whether the same may 
not be printed in some manner at less cost. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

“Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled hills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

‘An act (S. No. 475) to authorize the sale of 
public property at Houlton, Maine; 

An act (H. R. No. 888) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river, at or near St. Josepb, Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphs, for exhibition, free of duty ; 

An act (H. R. No. 342) supplementary to 
the act entitled ‘An act to prevent the exter- 
mination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska ;” 

An act (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 
Francis A. Eastman, postmaster at Chicago, 
Illinois; 

An act 
American register to 
owned by Edwin M. Fowle, 
gachusetts; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1760) to repeal the para: 
graphs of schedule © of the internal revenue 
acts imposing taxes on canned meats, fish, and 
certain other articles. 

REDUCTION OF INTERNAL AX#8, BTO, 

The SPEAKER. A committee of confer- 
ence was ordered upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill to amend section 
thirty-six of an act entitled ‘* Anact to amend 
an act to reduce internal taxes; and for other 
purposes ;’’ the Chair appoints Mr. Dawes, 
Mr. Fivrerxpure, and Mr. Cox the conferees 
on the part of the. House. 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The SPEAKER... The Senate concurrent 
resolution for the printing of extra copies of 


(H. R. No. 1669) authorizing an 
the British brig Isadora, 
of Newton, Mas- 
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the report on fish and fisheries will be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
f LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. Lamport for one week. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. Perry, of Ohio, for one 
week, f 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. CAMPBELL until the 18th instant, 
on account of important private business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. DUELL, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of papers in the 
case of Lieutenant Thomas Simms. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MAYNARD. In the absence of the 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr Poran, ] Lask 
that a bill be taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That would require unan- 
imous consent pending a motion to adjourn. 

Mr, COX. I object, and insist upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered 
that to-morrow’s session shall be for debate 
only as in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that no business 
whatever shall be transacted. The gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr. Winson, will occupy the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Tihe question was put on the motion of Mr. 
Ganrie.p, of Ohio, and it was agreed to; and 
the House (at four o'clock and forty minutes 
p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, BIC, 

The following petitions, &c,, were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: ‘Che petition of soldiers 
in Kansas, asking Congress to enact such laws 
as will pension every soldier and widow of the 
war of 1812, without exception; pay $8 334 
per mouth bounty to those soldiers of 1861 
who never received any bounty ; grant a land 
warrant as promised by the people, and ag 
every other Administration has done, to every 
soldier of 1861 who served ninety days; and, 
finally, pay the back pensions due those dis- 
abled soldiers whose claims for the same have 
been barred by unjust laws. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The memorial of 
Daniel Brown and 41 others, ship-owners and 
masters, of Fall River, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing legislation to secure an improved ice-har- 
bor at New Castle, Delaware. 

By Mr. DOX: The memorial of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
of Huntsville, in the State of Alabama, asking 
compensation for their building, which was de- 
stroyed during the war by the United States 
troops. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of the 
United States, asking legislation upon certain 
subjects. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Walter 
Stevens, Jobn Hartshorn, John T. Karle, and 
41 others, citizens of Syracuse, New York, 
(many of them being dairymen,) protesting 
against the reduction of the duties upon for- 
eign salt, and setting forth that the incidental 
protection afforded to the domestic manufac- 
turers of salt during the last ten years has 
furnished an article equal to the best in the 
world, and at more uniform and reasonable 
prices than would have ruled had we been 
dependent upon foreign supplies. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of soldiers of Michigan, asking an equal- 
ization of pay by an allowance of $8 334 per 
month, first deducting all bounties. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of Mrs. Sarah M. Tuttle, daughter of 
Commodore Henry Bruce, United States Navy, 


asking that said Bruce may receive pay accord- 
ing to his rank of commodore. y 

By Mr. KELLOGG : The petition of Hiram 
W. Hayden, of Connecticut, for an extension 
of a patent. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of W. 
A. Meng, William R. Henders, E. H. Read, 
O. S. Bryant, W. E. Stephens, R. T. Patton, 
and 96 others, of Allen county, Kentucky, 
all soldiers in the late war to suppress the 
rebellion, praying the speedy enactment by 
Congress of House bill No- 452, introduced 
by Mr. Manson, to grant bounty lands to 
soldiers who served in the said war, and to 
the widows and children of such as have died. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of David 
W. Nelson, of Knox county, ‘I'ennessee, for 
compensation for extra service as provost 
marshal in the war between the United States 
and Mexico. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
John Glass and 41 others, citizens of New 
Brighton, Pennsylvania, praying that a pen- 
sion be granted Pierce Devenny, who was 
a soldier in the Black Hawk, Florida, and 
Mexican wars. 

By Mr. B. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
citizens of Oneida county, New York, against 
the repeal of the duty on foreign salt. 

Also, the petition of George B. Anderson 
and Samuel Johnson, relative to the duties on 
bark extracts. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oneida 
county, New York, against the reduction of 
the duty on foreign salt. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The memorial 
of Jefferson F. Long, asking pay asa member 
of the Forty-First Congress. 

Also, the petition of John A. Staley, of 
Chatham county, Georgia, asking the removal 
of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. STARK WEATHER: The petition 
of A. D, Ayer, of Scotland, Connecticut, pub- 
lisher of the Eastern Sun, as to the rates of 
postage on newspapers. 

Also, the petition of Charles Prentis and 
others, of New London, Connecticut, asking 
for a life-boat station on Block Island. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition of 
Rensselaer Strong and 95 others, citizens and 
residents of St. Joseph county, Michigan, 
remonstrating against the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution as subversive 
of the principles of religious liberty upon 
which our Government is founded, 

Also, the petition of Surgeon W. N. Elliott 
and Lieutenant L. A. Labadie, late ofthe Uni- 
ted States volunteers, and 67 others, soldiers of 
the late war, residents of St. Joseph county, 
in favor of a soldiers’ land-bounty grant and 
the equalization of former bounties. 

By Mr. STRONG : The memorial of Au- 
gustus Ward and others, citizens of Farming- 
ton, Connecticut, heirs and representatives of 
the original owners of the brig William and 
George and her cargo, captured or destroyed 
by the French, praying a bill of relief provid- 
ing for the payment of what are commonly 
called the French spoliation claims. 

Also, the memorial of Mrs. Antoinette M. 
Shepard, heir of the late Captain John Marsh, 
of Wethersfield, Connecticut, praying French 
spoliation relief. 

By Mr. WELLS: The memorial of upward 
of 500 manufacturers and their employés, in 
the city of St. Louis, Missouri, asking ‘an in- 
crease of tariff on imported cigars to the extent 
at least of three dollars per pound and fifty 
per cent. ad valorem. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition of 
145 citizens of West Union, Ohio, praying the 
passage of the bill (H. R. No. 660) granting 
bounty land to certain persons engaged in the 
military and naval service of the United States 
from and after the 4th day of March, 1861. 

By Mr. WINCHESTER: The memorial of 
John Gault, jr., asking pay for services ag 
major in the volunteer service. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. C. Apams, D. D., of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings, when, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Cors, its further reading was dis- 
pensed with, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 122) for the relief of 
Walter J. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1772) for the relief of 
Reuben H. Bishop ; , 

A bill (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jemison ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1774) for the relief of 
J. W. Holiday ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1775) for the relief of 
Kitty Ann Smith, widow of Thomas Smith, 
and James A. Stevens, of the Cromwell Home 
Guards, of Ohio county, Kentucky ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1777) for the relief of P, 
W. Standefer. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) provid- 
ing for a more effective system of quarantine 
on the southern and Gulf coasts was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents a petition of the president and secretary 
of the National Board of Trade, a strictly rep- 
resentative commercial organization, compris- 
ing within its membership more than forty of 
the leading Boards of Trade and Chambers of 
Commerce of the country, composed of about 
sixteen thousand mercantile firmsand business 
men residing in various parts of the country, 
with the resolutions adopted by a two-thirds 
vote at the fourth annual meeting in the city 
of St. Louis. They relate to finance and com- 
merce, and also to foreign affairs. If there be 
no objection, as they appear to be of import- 
ance, they will be ordered to be printed, with 
the letter, and referred to those three com- 
mittees, . 

Mr. KELLOGG. That part in regard to 
ship-building I ask to have referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That matter 
would appropriately go to that committee. 

Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions are in 
order. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the memorial 
of the county officers of Cherokee county, in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the passage 
of the bill (S. No. 558) for the relief of settlers 
on the Cherokee neutral lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I present a 
memorial which I will read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
nited States + 

The undersigned, citizens of the State of Michi- 
gun, respectfully protest against the passage of the 
so-called Chicago relief bill, now pending before 
Congress, so far, at least, as it provides for a remis- 
sion of duties upon lumber. 

And in support of this protest, your petitioners 
observe: first, that the timber-owners of Michigan 
and Wisconsin, where the great bulk of home man- 
ufacture is produced, have been very great losers by | 
the forest fires that prevailed so extensively in those’ 
States during the past fall; that immense tracts of 
pine have been devastated, to their loss of at least 
$15,000,000, and. that by the passage of the proposed 
bill, these already heavy sufferers are to be made 
the heaviest involuntary contributors toward the 
rebuilding of Chicago; second, that during tho pres- 
ent season the lubermen of Michigan and Wiscon- 
sin have contracted for nearly double the usual quan- 
tity of logs to be converted into lumber, having been 
forced to do so in conseguen of the extensive fires, 
to save as much of the burnt timber as possible, as 
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much of it will be worthless another year; thatthey 
shave entered into their contracts, involving the in- 
vestment of many millions of dollars, upon the faith 
‘of the protection atthetime offered by existing legis- 
Jation, and in anticipation of no such risk as they 
are now threatened with in the competition of 
foreign lumber, a contingency the happening of 
which mustunavoidably subject them to serious loss; 
third, the excessively large quantities of lumber 
which will necessarily be thrown upon the market 
in consequence of the reasons given, will insure 
to purchasers lower prices than have been known 
for several ycarg past, and possible loss to the man- 
ufacturers: adding thereto lumber from Canada free 
of duty, which can be produced, because of cheap 
labor and supplies, at less cost than in Michigan, 
will increase our misfortune, and benefit only the 
foreign producer; fourth, that the damage which 
must, by the withdrawal of present’protection with- 
out notice or warning, necessarily fall upon the 
home lumber interests, will likewise involve and 
endanger all other home interests in this State, their 
dependence upon the former being of the most im- 
mediate and vital charactor; fifth, that the proposed 
legislation is unwise, partial, and unjust; that it 
invites fraudulent speculation, to the serious detri- 
ment of our greatest industries. 

‘This memorial is from Muskegon, with one 
hundred and fifty-three subscribers. I pre- 
sent a similar memorial signed by eighteen 
subscribers from the same place; one signed 
by one hundred and sixty citizens from Man- 
istee; alike onc from Grand Haven signed 
by fourteen manufacturers; a similar one 
from Ludington with eighteen signatures; a 
like memorial from Pentwater with twenty- 
seven signatures; two similar memorials from 
Big Rapids with a large number of names; one 
from Muir county with ninety-seven signatures; 
and one with eighty-six signatures from Flint, 
Michigan. I move that all these memorials 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN. Me. President, I feel myself 
out of place in getting up here and presenting 
petitions, because we all know it is so easy to 
have them printed and sent out and signed 
and returned. I could get petitions from 
every town in Illinois presented here, signed 
by every citizen, asking for the passage of 
this bill) I have no complaints to make, but 
I merely desire to read a letter in answer to 
all these petitions: 
; i Cuicaao, February 26, 1872. 

Drar Sir: We do not own any real estate in this 
city, though we have some in Cook county. Our 
property is chiefly in Wisconsin, where we have 
about twenty-five thousand acres of pine lands, 
We ardently desire the passage of the Chicago relief 
pill now before the United States Senate. 


We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
A. B. JACKSON & SON. 


Hon. Jons A. LOGAN, United States Senate. 

This is pretty good from an owner of pine 
lands that have been burned out. I think it is 
a pretty good answer to these petitions. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 
of W. H. Payne, of Warren county, Kentucky, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabili- 
ties. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of New Jersey, late soldiers 
and sailors of the United States Army and 
Navy, praying Congress to modify the home- 
stead law of May 20, 1862, and the acts amend- 
atory thereof, so that the time which the sol- 
dier or sailor served in the Army or Navy of 
the United States during the war of the rebel- 
lion, after two years’ actual residence upon 
the homestead, may be deducted from the term 
of five years’ residence which the act now 
requires, before he can acquire title thereto ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of lowa, protesting against the 
action of the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
in making a contract with Omaha, providing 
that the eastern terminus shall be and remain 
in the city of Omaha, and in favor of such 
action as will secure the eastern terminus of 
that railroad in the State of Iowa; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


road. 
Mr. WRIGIIT. I also present a joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly of the State 
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of Iowa, reciting that the Union of the States 
and the permanent security of the liberty and 
freedom of the people have been secured by 
the sacrifices and bravery of our soldiers and 
sailors during the late ‘and bloody civil war, 
and further reciting that it has been the cus- 
tom of the Government from gratitude to grant 
to those making these sacrifices military war- 
rants, entitling them to portions of the public 
domain preserved by their valor, and there- 
fore asking the immediate passage of a law 
granting to every honorably discharged soldier 
and sailor one hundred and sixty acres of land 
on his making oath that he intends in good 
faith to make a home thereon. I have thus 
very fully stated the substance of this memo- 
rial. I shall not ask that it be read, but I 
move that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It will be remembered that 
yesterday morning I gave notice that I should 
this morning call up the Chicago relief bill. 
I am advised that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, [Mr. Howsz,] by reason of indisposition, 
is not present, and desires to be present at the 
time the bill is considered; and therefore I 
shall not call it up this morning, but will do so 
on Monday morning. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, late soldiers of the 
United States Army, praying the equalization 
of bounties at $8 834 per month for time of 
service, and bounty land without requirement 
of settlement, to Union soldiers and sailors 
and marines in the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Paterson, New Jersey, praying Congress to so 
modify the homestead law of the 20th of May, 
1862, that the time which the soldier or sailor 
served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion after 
two years’ actual residence upon his home- 
stead, may be deducted from the term of five 
years’ residence which the act now requires 
before he can acquire title thereto ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Rev. 
Ryland J. Dillard, of Lexington, Kentucky, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

Mr. PRATT. While I am up I desire, in 
pursuance of the notice which I gave yester- 
day, to ask the consent of the Senate to take 
up the Senate bill I then referred to, granting 
to the State of Indiana the bed of Beaver lake, 
as soon as the morning business is through. 
I move that it be taken up now, and if taken 
up I will consent that the morning business 
may be finished before I proceed to address 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call still 
resting at petitions and memorials, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate take up the bill in regard to 
the right of the State of Indiana to lands in 
the bed of Beaver lake, on which he desires 
to address the Senate about thirty minutes, 
stating that he will give way for the remaining 
morning business if the bill shall be taken 
up. Is there objection? 

“Mr. POMEROY. I am in favor of the Sen- 
ator’s bill, but I had up a bill the day before 
yesterday which was laid aside at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tuur- 
mMaN.] Ihave perfected the bill according to 
his wishes, and desire a vote on it. That is 
the only objection I have. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects, the bill of the Senator from Indiana 


- cannot be taken up. 


Mr. PRATT. I will not ask for the consid- 
eration of the bill to-day ; I will not ask that 
it be pressed to a vote. I desire to submit my 
views briefly to the Senate, and I think I can 
get through by one o'clock. 


Mr. POMEROY. I do not suppose that. || 


there is objection to the bill of the Senator 
from Indiana at all. Every Senator will vote 
for it, I apprehend. Why not vote for it 
to-day ?. 

Mr. PRATT. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. COLE. I dislike very much to raise an 
objection to anything going on in the morning 
hour, but I am apprehensive that it will run 
over the morning hour in all probability and 
intrade upon the hour for the unfinished busi- 
ness, at which time I shall feel bound from my 
obligations to the Senate and the country to 
object to the further consideration of this bill 
if it be taken up. I suggest to my friend from 
Indiana that it would be well to let it go over 
until he is ready to proceed with the bill, and 
then let him make his speech so that we shall 
know what we are acting upon. I think it 
will be luminous, and will illustrate the whole 
subject-matter at that time. If the bill be 
taken up now for the purpose of having him 
make his speech, we shall forget all about the 
bill by the time it is taken up for final action. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that there is objection to the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana, and the bill can- 
not be taken up now. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Centre county, Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are successfully produced in this 
country, and for a repeal of all duties upon tea 
and coffee; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers in the United States 
Army, asking Congress to pass an act giving 
to all soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to the 
heirs of those who are deceased, $8 38} per 
month for the entire time served, deducting 
therefrom all Government bounties heretofore 
received by them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of mer- 
chants of Charleston, South Carolina, praying 
that if the bill for the repeal of the duties on 
tea and coffee should become a law, it shall 
not take effect for at least ninety days after 
its enactment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a resolution of 
the General Assembly of Maryland, asking 
for the survey and improvement of the harbor 
at Annapolis; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of B. H. 
Farmer, of Missouri, praying for an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the bill for the revision and consolidation of 
the statutes relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to 
call up the House bill making an appropri- 
ation for the construction of a public building 
in the city of St. Louis. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. {hope the Sena- 
ator from Missouri will bear in mind that the 
Senator from Indiana wishes to address the 
Senate, and I trust by general consent ‘the 
Senator from Indiana will be permitted to pro- 
ceed with his remarks at the present time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri withdraws the request, the Chair 
understands. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Senator from 
Indiana renews his request thatthe bill alluded 
to by himself may be taken up that he may 
address the Senate in regard to it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope. that 
will be done, the Senator yielding for morning 
business before he goes on, 


Is there objec- 
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Mr. PRATT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Ibis well known 
to the Senate and to the country that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana has been engaged elsewhere 
in arduous duties, and has come back to us 
undér such circumstances that I think it is 
due to him he should have this opportunity. 

Mr. CONKLING. I concur entirely with 
the Senator from Maine, and I would not put 
anything in the way of the honorable Senator 
from Indiana. I avail myself, however, of 
the occasion to say that there is on the table a 
resolution, which I think ought to take but a 
moment, which has been twice brought up in 
the morning hour, Senators knowing that it 
fell at one o’clock, and it has been talked to 
the end of each morning hour. Although I 
shall not interpose it now, I hope the Senate 
will indulge me in a morning hour very soon 
in taking np that resolution, that we may have 
a vole upon it and upon any amendments 
which may be offered to it; but I repeat, I will 
not interpose now. 

Mr. COLE. One word only. Iam aware 
of the fact that the Senator from Indiana has 
been away during nearly.all the session; and 
if the appeal is made on that ground, J cannot 


resist it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
withdrawn. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Indiana has unanimous consent 
but now he yields to the morning business, 
The presentation of petitions and memorials 
is still in order. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
the National Board of Trade, praying Con- 
gress to provide by law for the appointment 
of a commission to mect commissiouers from 
and in behalf of the Dominion of Canada, 
should a like commission be appointed by and 
in behalf of the Dominion Government, to 
negotiate a treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain for commercial relations 
between the former and the Dominion of 
Canada upon such broad and comprehensive 
principles as may be mutually agreed upon; 
which was referred to tha Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr, HARLAN presented the petition of L. 
TI. Ellsworth and others, citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the establishment of a post route 
between Union Mills and Hopewell, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Dubuque, Lowa, dealers in tea and coffee, 
praying that if the law abolishing or reducing 
dutics on tea and coffee shall pass, at least six 
months’ time be granted before the same shall 
take effect, so that all may be prepared alike 
to moet the change; which was referred to the 
Committee on Financo, 

He-also presented a petition of citizens of 
Burlington, Iowa, dealers in tea and coffee, 
praying that if the law abolishing or reducing 
duties on tea and coffee shall pass, at least six 
months’ time be granted before the same shall 
take effect, go that all may be prepared alike 
to meet the change; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I present a memorial 
from San Francisco of the same general char- 
acter with many others that have already been 
presented here. It. urges upon Congress very 
earnestly a thorough reform of existing laws 
in regard to appointments and removals in the 
public service; next, as to the salaries, per- 
quisites, and moieties of public officers; third, 
as to the seizure of private books and papers. 
As some inutimations have been made here 
as to the mode by which signatures have been 
obtained to similar petitions, L ‘desire to say 
for this one a few words. I know personally 
more than a majority of the signers. They 
include the leading bankers, business men, 
and citizens generally of San Francisco. I 
am quite confident from what I know of them 


that they have signed this memorial upon its || 


merits, independent of any solicitation or 


undue pressure whatever. I ask that it have 
the same reference as similar petitions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and this memorial will be referred to that 
committee. i 3 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 


Ordered, That Daniel Woodbury have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. 


WARREN NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am direct- 
ed by the Committee on Finance to report 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1663) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank of South Danvers, in the 
State of Massachusetts, to change its name to 
the Warren National Bank of Peabody, Massa- 
chusetts, and as there is no such town now as 
South Adams, I presume there will be no objec- 
tion to passing the bill, as it will not take 
half a minute. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee’ of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
743) granting a pension to Celia Tweed, widow 
of ‘Thomas Tweed; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PRATT. Jn connection with the intro- 
duction of that bill I wish to obtain an order 
of the Senate to withdraw the petition and 
papers on file in the Secretary’s office of Celia 
Tweed, for the purpose of having them referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. In 1870, I, as 
a sub-committee of the Committee on Pensions, 
made a report adverse to this claim. The re- 
port was grounded on the belief of the com- 
mittee that Mrs, Tweed was entitled to a pen- 
sion, and that under the pension law she could 
obtain full relief at the Pension Office. In 
accordance with that recommendation of the 
committee referring her to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, she made her application. Ihave 
before me the letter of General Baker, dated 
the 16th of Jannary in the present year, 
stating that the claim of Celia Tweed for a 
pension could not be allowed under section 
nine of the act of July 14, 1864, her husband 
not having been killed in action nor having 
died of wounds received in battle. He was a 
volunteer with a regular military organization, 
went into a battle with the rebels and was 
captured and sent to a rebel prison, and died 
from the consequences of ill treatment while 
in prison, and the Commissioner decides that 
under the law that does not give the widow a 
claim toa pension, The committee thought 
differently, that she had her remedy under the 
existing law. Under those circumstances she 
has again filed her petition, and I desire the 
withdrawal of her papers that the case may be 
reconsidered by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That order will 
be made. 

Mr. KELLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 744) for the relief of William G. Lang- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NEW ORLEANS RIVER FRONTAGE. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following 
resolution ; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to transmit to the Senate any information 
on file in his Department, or that he may be able to 

| obtain, showing what portion, if any, of the wharf or 
| 


river frontage at the port af New Orleans is now 
claimed or occupied by the Government; and if so, 
upon what ground and for what purposo the same is 
l so claimed or oceupicd. i 
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BED OF BEAVER LAKE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further Senate resolutions, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumes the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 616) to release to 
the State of Indiana the lands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, in 
said State, on which the Senator from Indi- 
ana had unanimous consent to address the 
Senate. Does the Senator desire the bill to 
be reported? 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir; I ask that it may 


| be reported. 


_The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beitenacted, £c., That the landsin Newton county, 
in the State of Indiana, known as the bed of Beaver 
lake, be, and the same are hereby, released and 
quitclaimed to the State of Indiana. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the bill under 
consideration is one of local importance. It 
proposes, in the briefest possible words, to 
release to the State of Indiana whatever title 
the United States have in the lands known as 
the bed of Beaver lake. But principles are 
involved which make the bill one of general 
importance. It raises the question where the 
proprietary interest and municipal jurisdiction 
reside in the case of the beds of our lakes and 
rivers in the five northwestern States, where 
their shores have been meandered in the pub- 
lic surveys and the lands on their banks and 
margins have been sold. What rights have 
the riparian proprietors acquired? Are those 
rights limited by the lines run and the stakes 
set by the Government surveyors on the banks, 
or have they acquired the right to the soil 
under water to the middle of the lake or river? 
And if they have not, and the United States 
have sold all their surveyed and platted lands 
in a given State, does the General Government 
still continue to own the beds of the rivers and 
lakes, or has the proprietary interest as well 
as the municipal jurisdiction over them vested 
in the State? The very statement of the ques- 
tion shows its importance. While it has often 
occupied the attention of the courts, Congress 
has so far, I believe, given no expression of 
opinion. 

Nor, sir, will its action in this particular 
case in the passage of this bill set an incon- 
venient precedent. There are peculiar equities 
in this case which make it imperative, what- 
ever the abstract rights of the United States 
may be, that the cession of the bed of the 
lake should be made to the State. Beaver 
lake was never navigable in any commercial 
sense. It was a shallow pond of water, re- 
mote from public thoroughfares, surrounded 
by marshy lands, a resort and refuge in early 
times for horse-thieves and counterfeiters, 
valuable only for its fish. The large body of 
land surrounding it was taken up by the 
State under the swamp-land grant, and the 
drainage of the lake has been accomplished 
by the State and individuals without cost to 
the Government, and without objection from 
any officer authorized to speak for the United 
States. 

For years past the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in his annual reports to 
Congress has informed the country that less 
than two thousand acres of the public lands 
remain undisposed of in the State of Indiana. 
If it be true that having disposed of the pub- 
lic lands in the State, the United States still 
own the beds of our lakes and rivers, it may 


| well be asked why should this barren pro- 


prietorship continue, since no laws exist for 
the protection of these rights or the punish- 
ment of trespassers, and since no possible 
benefit can flow from retaining the mere naked 
claim, the very assertion of which would be 
so offensive to the State’s sovereignty? Why 
not by general law release them to the several 
States, which may protect them forthe general 
good, or if thought best, parcel them out to 
the riparian proprietors, and thus put an end 
to a long-standing controversy ? 

I but suggest the question, Tt is not neces: 
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sary that Í should argue it. There is sufficient 
in the evidence before Congress to prove that 
whatever may be the abstract rights of the Uni- 
ted States in the bed of this lake, it should 
without delay quiet the State title by the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

I spoke of the evidence before us. Early 
in the session the Senate adopted a resolution 
offered by me calling upon the Secretary of 
the Intérior for all information in his power 
to give touching the drainage of the lake, by 
whom, at what cost,and under what authority 
it had been accomplished; how much land not 
included in the public surveys had been re- 
claimed ; their value, and by whom occupied, 
and by what title orclaim of title; and whether 
since the drainage of the lake the public sur- 
veys had been extended over it, and if not 
why not? On the Ist day of February the let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting the report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in response to the reso- 
lution, was laid before the Senate. It is a 
pamphlet of sixty-six pages, and contains all 
the information necessary for our intelligent 
action. In what I say I shall have frequent 
occasion to draw on this report for facts. 

An unhappy controversy has sprung up over 
the reclaimed lands, to which there are three 
parties. One claims that as public lands they 
are subject to the preémption laws, and an 
attempt has been made to enter upon them 
and erect houses with a view to creating pre- 
emption claims. This has been met by resist- 
ance and violence by those in possession or 
claitning title. Another party claim title from 
the State; while a third claim as riparian pro- 
prietors originally or by derivation. 


The first class ignore all rights founded upon | 


the riparian claim unless they are coupled with 
possession in fact and cultivation sufficient to 
entitle those in possession to the benefit of the 
preémption laws. They ignore also the rights 
derived from the State, since, as they claim, 
the State’s right is founded upon the riparian 
theory; she having received title from a ripa- 
rian proprietor. They deny that the State, in 
her sovereign capacity, has any other than a 
mere political jurisdiction over the beds of 
the lakes and rivers. In other words, the class 
which seeks to preémpt claims that the soil of 
the lake once covered by water is the property 
of the United States, and demands its survey 
that they may assert their right to preémpt it. 

I beg the indalgence of the Senate while I 
attempt to discuss the merits of these various 
claims. To do this I must go back to the 
origin of the controversy. 

What is known as the swamp land act was 
passed by Congress on the 28th of September, 
1850. It gave the States the overflowed lands 
within their limits which were unfit for culti- 
vation and remained unsold at the passage of 
the law. These lands were placed at the dis- 
posal of the Legislatures of the several States 
in which they were situate; but there was 
the condition stamped on the grant that the 
proceeds, whether from sale or by direct ap- 
propriation in kind, should be applied exclu- 
sively, so far as necessary, to the purpose of 
reclaiming the lands by means of levees and 
drains. Of the sixty million acres which have 
been selected and patented to the several 
States under this law, the State of Indiana 
has received 1,854,732 acres. 

On the 29th of May, 1852, the State passed 
a law to regulate the slales of these lands and 
carry into effect the condition of the grant. 
The auditor and treasurer of each county 


were made agents to sell them and receive 


the purchase-money. They could not be 
sold at less than $1 25 per acre, and the 
purchase-money was to be paid into. the 
State treasury in trast, to be ‘expended in 
reclaiming the wet lands in the counties 
from which the money proceeded. Upon pre- 
senting the receipt of the county treasurer, 
the purchaser was entitled to a patent from the 
State. In every county having swamp lands, 


the Governor appointed a swamp-land commis- 
sioner. It was his duty to employ an engineer, 
whose business was to make surveys and ascer- 
tain the best and cheapest methods of reclaim- 
ing the lands. When this was done, the com- 
missioner and engineer were required to make 
areport, how far the lands were capable of 
reclamation, the best mode of doing it, and the 
estimated expense. After this they were to 
let all the work by contract when and as fast 
as the sale of the lands warranted it. 

As I have said, the moneys paid into the 
State treasury were to constitute a special 
fund to defray the expenses of reclaiming the 
lands, whether by ditching, diking, or other 
means, and what was left was to be added to 
the principal of the common-school fund. So 
confident was the expectation that a large 
surplus would remain after satisfying the con- 
dition of the grant, that Governor Wright, in 
his annual message to the Legislature, pre- 


‘dicted that $1,000,000 would be added to that 


fund. 

This pleasant hope was destined to be 
blasted, for such was the reckless and corrupt 
mismanagement of this trust at a period when 
the Democratic party was in the control of 
the State, that not only was the fund lost, but 
the lands were but partially reclaimed. Hon- 
estly sold, and the proceeds honestly applied, 
every acre of the swamp lands would have 
been made dry and productive, and a large 
surplus left for the education of the children 
of the State; but instead of this, not one half 
of the lands have been reclaimed and the fund 
has gone into the hands of dishonest contract- 
ors and officials. 

Twenty years ago Beaver lake, the subject 
of this controversy, covered from fifteen to 
sixteen thousand acres of land. Irregular in 
shape, its greatest length was about seven 
miles, while its greatest width was from four 
to five, and it varied in depth from two to ten 
feet. It wasa clear, smooth sheet of water, 
filled with fish, and resoried to by sportsmen. 
It had several islands, the most considerable 
of which was Bogus Island, containing about 
eighty acres. Its name was significant, for 
here, according to tradition, bogus money was 
made. Nature admirably adapted the spot 
for the resort of desperadoes. The country 
for miles around was marshy, and here the 
lawless were safe from the pursuit of the offi- 
cers of the law. To the north about four miles 
flowed the sluggish waters of the Kankakee. 
Allthelands surrounding the lake were selected 
by the State under the swamp-land grant, and 
were subsequently patented to it. In the survey 
of the public lands in northern Indiana, at an 
early day, this lake had been meandered. The 
surveys extended to its margin, forming frac- 
tional sections around it. Neither the bed of 
the lake nor the islands in it were surveyed. 
It was treated like all other similar bodies of 
water which so abound in the northern part 
of the State, and like the beds of our larger 
rivers, which were never included in the pub- 
lic surveys. Of course the thing was imprac- 
ticable, 

Well, sir, these lands remained in market 
for many years, and yet there was no pur- 
chaser. It was notuntil they had been donated 
to the State, and she had undertaken to drain 
them, that they attracted attention. Then two 
men, Condit and Dunn, proceeded to enter 
every fractional section bordering upon the 
lake. The aggregate of their purchases was 
about two thousand acres. Condit soon sold 
his interest to Bright; and Dunn and Bright, 
then owning the entire rim of the basin in 
which the lake lay, proceeded to develop their 
scheme. 

As I have shown, the law required that the 
money arising from the sale of swamp lands 
in a given county should be devoted to their 
drainage. Under the influence of these men, 
theswamp-land commissioner who was charged 
by the law with the wise expenditure of the 
fund, located a ditch from the lake to the Kan- 


kakee river, about four or five miles distant. 


The fall from the surface of the lake to 
the river was twenty-five . feet, some say 
more. It is not clear that Dunn and Bright 
contributed anything to the expense. It is 
said the ditch was dug but half the distance, 
and a plow opened the remainder of the way; 
but so. great was the rush of water from the 
lake that a channel was soon formed, in places 
a hundred feet wide. 

It is claimed, and is probably true, that those 
owning lands in the vicinity of the lake have 
contributed money from time to time to dig 
the ditch and extend it into the bed of the lake. 
Other ditches were opened to drain water into 
it. The result of this system of improvements, 
covering a period of several years, has been to 
lay bare and reclaim from thirteen to fourteen 
thousand acres of land once covered by the 
lake, some of which is a mere bed of sand, but 
a great part of it, probably ten thousand acres, 
fit for cultivation, and worth from five to ten 
dollars per acre. From one to two thousand 
acres remain undrained. 

These are the facts, as I gather them mainly 
from the evidence before the Senate. 

Now, the purpose of Dann and Bright in 
thus concentrating in their hands all the lands 
bordering on the lake becomes plain. Their 
theory was that as riparian proprietors their 
patents carried their title to the center of the 
lake, so as to include its bed and islands. 
Accordingly, as the waters receded, they pro- 
ceeded to survey all the bed laid bare, and 
made a plat of the entire body, including 
the fractional lots bought of the State, rep- 
resenting on their map the lines of the Gov- 
ernment surveys as extending through the 
lake north and south, east and west. They 
divided the whole into forty-acre lots, nambet- 
ing them from oue to four hundred and twerty- 
seven, inclusive, and divided them between ` 
themselves, Dunn taking the odd and Bright 
the even numbers. The portion which fell to 
Dunn amounted to seventy-cight hundred and 
eighty-eight acres. ; 

Ín 1856 a judgment was rendered in favor 
of the Ohio Life Insurance and Trust Com- 
pany against Dunn, Bright, Allen May, and 
Governor Willard. On this judgment the 
lands of Dunn were levied upon and sold, and 
were conveyed by some arrangement to Aquilla 
Jones, the State treasurer, with a view of 
satisfying in whole or in part the indebtedness 
of Dunn to the State. Jones transferred his 
title to the State,and the Legislature ratified 
the transaction ; for in 1865 it passed an act 
for the sale of the lands and to give protection 
to actual settlers thereon. By this process the 
State became substituted as to the title which 
Dunn possessed in the margin and bed of the 
lake. As to that part which bordered upon 
the lake, and which the State sold him, of 
course no question could arise, but as to his 
constructive right to the land formerly under 
water, of course the State inherited his infirm- 
ity of title, if infirmity there were. 

Under the law I have spoken of, the officers 
of the State have sold all the lands which fell 
to Dunn in his division with Bright, and real- 
ized from them $8,500. I count up in the 
pamphlet before me one hundred and thirty- 
five patents which the State has made of these 
lands to purchasers, and this does not exhaust 
the numberof the sales made. The men who 
have bought these lands have paid for them, 
and in many cases taken possession and made 
valuable improvements. What the extent 
and value of these improvements are I do not 
know. ` 

I send to the Clerk’s desk the affidavit of 
Adam W. Shidler, and ask that it may be 
read. It is part of the evidence transmitted 
by the Seeretary of the Interior. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

STATE or INDIANA, Newton county, s87 


Adam W. Shidler, being duly sworn, deposes and 
says that he is a practical surveyor and civil engin- 


eer; that he has acted in the capacity of county 
surveyor and deputy surveyor of this county fromm 
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its organization to the present time; that he first 
saw Beaver lake, which lies in the northwestern part 
of Newton county, in the year 1851; that atthat time 
it was a clear smooth sheet of water, aboutseven and 
a half miles long and five miles wide, and the water 
was from two to nine feet in depth, and was only 
resorted to by sportsmen for the purpose of hunting 
and fishing; at this time there was only one resi- 
dence on or near the margin of said lake, from the 
fact that the land for many miles in all directions was 
two wet for cultivation; that in the years 1854 and 
1855 the State of Indiana, by hercommissioner, John 
Darrah, excavated a number of ditches for the pur- 
pose of draining said lake, one of which commenced at 
the margin of said lake, near the corner of sections 
thirty-three, thirty-four, twenty-seven, and twenty- 
eight, township thirty-one north, range nine west; 
and extended to the Kankakee river, in section five, 
of said town, a distance of about five and one half 
miles in length, and was excavated to the depth of 
from three to seventeen feet; soon after this the 
water in the lake began to subside until the year 
1859, when it had subsided about two and one half 
feet; at this time one Isaac Hitchcock took a contract 
of deepening, widening, and extending said ditch into 
the bed of the lake, and in the years 1859 and 1860 
extended said ditch about one mile into the bed of 
the lake, by which the depth and width of said ditch 
were very much increased, but it was not as yet of 
sufficient capacity to carry all the waters from said 
lake ag fast as they accumulated from the rain-fall. 
About the year 1861 one Algy Dean and William Bur- 
ton conceived the idea oflocating permanently on tho 
lake and extending this ditch still further into the 
bed of the lake, and to improve the lands so as to 
bring them into cultivation. About this time anum- 
ber of other persons came to the Jake and became 
tho owners of land. These persons, in conjunction 
with said Algy Dean, by their joint efforts, have 
extended. said ditch about two milos into the bed of 
thelake, and have oxcavated numerous other ditches, 
and built fences, and dwelling-houses, and barns, 
and have cultivated said land and sowed large 
amounts of the bed of said lako in clover and timo- 
thy, and otherwise improving the same, and have 
now increased the capacity of said ditch so as to 
convey all the rain-fall from the same, and so as to 
render the northwestorn part good for cultivation. 
I have within twenty days made a survey of said 
lake, and made neasurements and estimates of the 
cost of the improvements made on said lako by tho 
State of Indiana and her assignees. Said ostimates 
are in the words and figures following, namely: 
find by actual measurement that the main out- 

let ditch issix miles and sixty-five chains in length, 
and from forty-five to soventy feet in width, and 
from two to twenty-four and one fifth in depth, con- 
taining five hundred and nine thousand throc hun- 

red and twenty-seven cubic yards of excavation, 
which would cost, at twonty cents per cubic yard, 
tho sum of $101,865 56, and that the laterals and 
other outlet ditches, all of which aro necessary for 
the present reclamation of the lands now in culti- 
vation, contain sixty-five thousand one hundred 
cubic yards of oxcavation; this, at fifteen conts per 
cubic yard, will amount to the sum of $9,766; and 
that thoro are at present over thirty-sovon miles of 
fencing, which are used to inclose tho lands of said 
lake, which, at fifty conts per rod, would amount to 
the sum of $5,920; that there aro at present twonty 
dwelling-houses on and around said lake, which aro 
occupied by families who are cultivating somo of the 
lands of said lake, or have somo of the lands under 
fonce. These houses are estimated to be worth the 
sum of $10,500, and there are fruit-trees now in bear- 
ing whore the water was deep enough to draw aseine 
and catch fish that are worth $500; that the north 
end of said outlet ditch is at prosent obstructed by 
a doposit of sand which has been accumulating for 
tho last five or six years, and thatthe said accumu- 
lation of sand has now obstructed the mouth or out- 
let of said ditch for the distance of one milo; that 
Imade a survey of said obstruction in Septomber, 
1870, and I made another survey of the said deposit 
within the sixty days last past, and that said ob- 
atruction has within the last year filled up sixty 
rods of said ditch, and that a contract has been let 
to responsible parties for excavating said deposit, 
which will cost the further sum. of $1,500, and that 
there has been let to responsible partics a contract 
for extending the aforesaid outlet ditch to the decp- 
est water in the Jake, so as to let all the water flow 
freely down the said outlet ditch, and thus reclaim 
the lands which are now covered with water, and to 
keep the spring floods, which last spring covered a 
large portion of the southcast part. of said lake, 
from again overflowing said lands. : 

ADAM W. SHIDLER,. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day 


of September, 1871. : 

t.s] oirn ANDREW HALL, 

Herk of Newton Circuit Court. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that it is the desire of the Senate 
that the unfinished business shallnot be called 
up. at one o’clock, and not until the Senator 
from Indiana has concluded his remarks. If 
there be no objection, the Chair will not inter- 
rapt the Senator from Indiana at one o’clock, 
but will allow him to conclude his remarks, 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Shidler,in this state- 
ment, does not discriminate between the lands 
sold by the State and the Bright lands as to 
the location of the improvements; but con- 


| sidering the time which bas elapsed since the 


State sold her lands, it is fair to infer that one 
half of these improvements are on them. 

Now, sir, although tbe State in conveying 
these lands by patent has inserted no words 
of covenant, does that alter the case on the 
question whether she should defend the title 
of these men, and in case they lose their lands 
indemnify them for their loss? Her covenant 
is found in the law which authorized their sale 
and guarantied protection to the actual settler. 
It is enough that she claimed to own them, 
and sold them. That, with asovereignty deal- 
ing with its people, is guarantee enough. 
Had she doubted her title and set forth its in- 
firmity in the law authorizing the sale, and 
guarded against recourse by honestly saying 
she proposed to sell just such interest as she 
had, this would have been notice to the world, 
and no one could complain of being cheated in 
his purchase. But she expressed no such 
doubt; she gave no such exhibit; she affirmed 
by the strongest implication that she had the 
right to sell. Her citizens aud all persons 
had a right to infer on reading the law that she 
owned the lands and would protect the pur- 
chasers, and this she must do or forfeit the 
respect of honest men. 

lt is not for States to deal deceitfully with 
those who put their trust in them. Justice is 
their crowning attribute. It cannot be doubted 
that the moral sense of the people of Indiana 
will require the Legislature to make full in- 
demnification in case the titles of these men 
fail. This indemnity will not be fall without 
returning the purchase-money and interest and 
compensating the settler for the improvements 
he may lose. 

But, sir, against this bill it may be urged that 
thus far [ have shown that the State’s title is 
only Dunn’s title, and that his title as to all the 
lands lying in the bed of the lake rests simply 
upon his claim as a riparian proprietor; and 
it will be asked, isthe Senate prepared to con- 
cede the doctrine that a sale of adefined quan- 
tity of land upon the margin of a Jake carries 
by construction the title of the purchaser to 
its center? Were this the whole statement of 
the question, as it is not, we might well pause. 
But such was the theory of those who pur- 
chased the land. Upon this principle and none 
other did the original claim of Dunn and Bright 
rest. Mr. Bright asserted this principle in a 
suit brought in the circuit court of the county 
where the lands lie as early as 1857. The 
action was to recover some of the lands form- 
erly covered by water, and this was the only 
point in the controversy. [have examined 
the very able argument submitted to the judge 
who presided, now one of the judges of the 
Supreme Court, and formerly a member of this 
body. It convinced him, and the claim of 
Bright was sustained—the claim that, as a ripa- 
rian proprictor, and to the extent that he 
owned lands fronting upon the lake, his right 
to the soil under the water, including the islands, 
extended to its center. The proposition is a 
startling one, and Ido not admit its soundness. 
Ifthe State’s claim rested on this foundation 
alone, and there were nothing in the higher 
claim I shall directly put up, I could not with 
my convictions of the law upon this subject 
insist that it should be recognized. 

The arguments pro and con on this riparian 
theory are familiar to the lawyers of this body, 
and I shall not detain the Senate by going 
over them. It has seemed to me that the 
argument of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office on this question, in his report of 
1868, was exhaustive and unanswerable. I have 
ithere at page 121, but shall not trespass on the 
patience of the Senate to read it. Ifthe posi- 
tion contended for be true, then it follows that 
he who buys of the United States lands bor- 
dering on the Mississippi or Missouri river, or 
upon any of the great tributaries leading into 
them, buys the soil under the water to the 
middle of the stream. His patent may call 
for only forty acres, while hisactual claim will 


inelude two hundred or more. If his claim 
be good, he, and he exclusively, is entitled to: 
the bed of the river to its middle line, to its 
quarries and mines, to the sand and gravel, to 
its drift and whatever of value the subsidence 
of the waters may allow him to appropriate. 
They are all his, and he may do with them as 
he pleases, so that he does not interfere with 
the navigation of the stream. And this must 
be equally true of all our lakes, great and small. 
Their beds by this theory are all the subject 
of private ownership. 

Now, sir, without going into the legal argu- 
ment, the plain answer to this fanciful theory 
is this: our public lands are surveyed and 
sold in pursuance of a law, They were divided 
into townships, sections, and subdivisions of 
sections, as low as forty acres. They were 
surveyed, the corners established, and the lines 
marked on the trees and measured by a chain. 
The surveyor is charged to note in his ficld- 
book all the water-courses—mark the expres- 
sion, ‘‘all the water-courses over which the 
line he runs shall pass,” and also the quality 
of the lands. These field-books, showing the 
corners established, the lines run, and their 
distances, are to be returned to the surveyor 
general, who therefrom causes a description 
of the whole body of the lands surveyed to 
be made out and transmitted to the officers 
charged with their sale. Heis also-to cause 
a fair plat to be made of the townships and 
fractional parts of townships, describing the 
subdivisions thereof, and the marks of the 
corners. This plat is recorded and kept a 
perpetual record in his office for public inform- 
ation, and copies are sent to the land offices 
where sales are to be made. By these plats, 
Showing the corners of every section and its 
subdivisions, the sales are made. It would 
seem too plain for argument in this statement 
of the law that the Register could sell only 
what is marked on the plat for sale, and 
nothing outside of it. It may well be asked, to 
what purpose have these lines been run, and 
these corners established, if land not surveyed 
or platted, and wholly outside of the plat, and 
without description or definition of quantity, 
may still be sold or claimed to be sold? 

I am quoting now from the first law passed 
by Congress in 1796 for the survey and sale of 
the lands northwest of the Ohio ceded by Vir- 
ginia. Something was said in that law about 
navigable streams. Thus, the. very first rule 
laid down is, that the land shall be divided 
by north and south lines running according 
to the true meridian, and by others crossing 
them at right angle so as to form townships 
of six miles square, unless—and now mark the 
exception—unless where the line of the late 
Indian purchase, or of tracts before surveyed 
or patented, ‘‘or the course of navigable 
rivers,” may render it impracticable. When- 
ever a line encountered a navigable river, the 
course of the survey in that direction was as 
much arrested as if it had encountered the late 
Indian purchase or land already surveyed. It 
could no more cross the navigable stream 
than it could enter a body of land already sur- 
veyed or sold. 

In that same law, and in section nine, it is 
provided that all navigable rivers within the 
territory to be disposed of should be deemed 
to be and remain public highways, and in all 
cases where the opposite banks of a stream 
not navigable should belong to different per- 
sons the stream and the bed should be com- 
mon to both. 

It is hardly necessary to say that in this 
cession of Virginia there was no stream where 
the tide ebbed and flowed, though there were 
many rivers which were navigable. The intent 
of Congress is here plain enough. It was only 
where streams were not navigable, and,-as È 
infer, where the lines of the public surveys 
crossed them, that Congress intended the bed 
and stream should be common to the propri- 
etors of the two banks. 

But there is nothing said here or elsewhere, 
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so far as I can find, in'relation to lakes; and the 
question is, what principle shall govern them? 

I hold, Mr. President, that the land officers 
can sell just what issurveyed and platted, and 
nothing outsige or beyond. They are agents 
with defined powers, and what they do outside 
those powers is void. What the surveyor has 
surveyed and the President by proclamation 
has offered for sale is subject to sale, and noth- 
ing else. What the Government sells is the 
squares and parallelograms laid down on the 
township plat. Wordsand pictures are mean- 
ingless if the purchaser in buying a piece of 
land whose corners are established and lines 
measured, and a plat of which is made, gets 
land outside these lines and in contempt of 
the corners, x 

Take this Beaver lake for illustration, It 
was some seven miles in length. It was never 
surveyed. The lands aroundit were, and plats 
made. These, as well as the feld-notes, 
showed that the lands surveyed extended to 
the lake, but not into it. If the theory con- 

„tended for be true, then Dunn in buying a 
fraction of twenty-five acres abutting on the 
lake may urgethat the parallel lines inclosing 
his land, instead of stopping atthe margin as 
the plat indicates, shall extend three anda 
half miles to the center of the lake and em- 
brace a parallelogram of soil under it of per- 
haps five hundred acres; and all this not- 
withstanding the corners laid down on the plat 
by which he purchased and the area marked 
of twenty-five acres as the estimated quantity 
the Government wasselling. It isevident that 
such a claim, if it has any foundation, must 
rest upon construction and not upon anything 
expressed in the patent. 

And what is this rule of construction? It 
is that the grantor must be presumed to have 
intended to convey to the center of the lake, 
because there are no words of limitation in 
the patent. But this begs the question, The 
limitation is found in the survey and plat. 
The fallacy consists in likening the grant to 
one made by a natural person. Where a man 
owns land upon the bank of a river and to the 
middle of a stream, he may limit his sale to 
high or low water mark. He may sell the bed 
separately, or he may sell all he owns. Whether 
hehas in a given case sold all is a question of 
construction upon the language used in his 
deed. I admit the general rule to be that if 
he sells his land bounding it by the river, it 
will be presumed that he reserved nothing, 
unless there are words manifesting that inten- 
tion. His power to sell the whole is un- 
doubted; and just here his case differs from a 
register of a land office, whose power is 
restricted to selling the block of land bounded 
by four lines on the plat before him. | 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, I have no 
faith that Condit and Dunn bought the bed of 
Beaver lake. When the Government had 
disposed of all the public lands which it had 
surveyed and brought into market, the bed of 
this lake belonged to the United States or to 
the State of Indiana. If to the State, then 
this bill simply confirms her title and settles 
the controversy. 

What then, sir, are the reasons in support 
of the claim of the State? In arguing this 
question I must go back to the time when the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, in the midst of 
our revolutionary struggle and before the Con- 
stitution had its birth, owned the whole of the 
northwestern territory to the Mississippi river. 
It was in 1780 that the old Congress of the 
United States recommended to the several 
States in the Union having claims to waste 
and unappropriated lands in the western coun- 
try a libegal cession to the United States for 
the common benefit of the Union. Virginia 
promptly and nobly responded to the appeal. 
On the 20th of December, 1783, her General 
Assembly authorized her Delegates in Congress 
to convey to the United States in Congress 


assembled, for the benefit, of the States, all the 
right, title, and claim, as well of soil as juris- 1 
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diction, which that Commonwealth had within 
the limits of her charter, situate to the north- 
west of the river Ohio. 

If it be said that that charter had been many 
years before annulled by solemn judgment of 
the King’s Bench, I reply that Virginia still 
laid claim to the land, had conquered it by her 
arms and defended its possession. More- 
over, the Congress recognized the claim in 
the proposition for its cession. When the 
delegates of Virginia proceeded to make the 
deed of cession they did not make an abso- 
lute, unconditional one. No, sir; it was a con- 
veyance upon certain conditions and trusts. 
And now | call the attention of the Senate to 
these conditions. 

The territory so ceded was to be laid out 
and formed into States. ‘They were to be re- 
publican Siates and admitted members of the 
Federal Union, having the same rights of sov- 
ereignty, freedom, and independence as the 
other States. Certain expenses of Virginia in 
acquiring and defending the territory were to 
be reimbursed. Certain French and Canadian 
settlers were to have their possessions and titles 
confirmed to them. A certain body of land 
was to be set apart to the officers and soldiers 
of the regiment of General George Rogers 
Clarke. Another body between the Scioto 
and Miami rivers was set apart to satisfy the 
bounties promised by Virginia to her troops 
upon the continental establishment. And 
then, sir, the whole imperial remainder, so 
vast in its proportions that since that time five 
great States in the Northwest have been carved 
from it, was by the terms of this deed to be con- 
sidered a common fund for the use and benefit 
of the Sta cs then members of the Confedera- 
tion and such as thereafter should become 
members. And these lands were to be faith- 
fully disposed of for that purpose ; that is, to 
create this common fund for the benefit of all 
the States. 

Sir, the trusts imposed in this grant are clear 
and explicit. Before the delegates of Virginia 
executed this deed of cession, that Common- 
wealth owned the soil and had sole municipal 
jurisdiction overit. Virginia wasits sovereign. 
Her laws were supreme. I cannot find in the 
Articles of Confederation a single power which 
the old Congress could exercise outside the 
limits of the States, but the single one of reg- 
ulating the trade and managing the affairs with 
the Indians not members of any of the States. 
There is not a single assertion of jurisdiction 
besides this. But for this purpose it must be 
admitted the sovereignty of the United States 
extended there. When Virginia parted with 
the soil and municipal jurisdiction she pos- 
sessed, she provided in explicit terms that this 
sovereiguty should be held in trust for the time 
being by the United States, but to reappear 
and be vested in the States formed out of the 
territory. For, mark you, sir, it was to be laid 
outand formed into States, and into such States 
as then constituted the Union, and these States 
were to have the same rights of sovereignty as 
Virginia and New York then had, no more 
and no less. ‘They were not to be lesser lights 
in the Union, but full-orbed States, with every 
attribute of sovereignty which the proudest 
possessed. It is clear, therefore, that when 
the time arrived, and a new State carved from 
this territory was admitted into the sisterhood 
of States, the trust of the United States was 
limited and restricted to the simple disposal 
of the lands that remained. There remained 
over the new State such national sovereignty 
only as existed over the other States. What 
is said by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates in Pollard’s Lessee vs. Hagan et al. (8 
Howard,) is equally true of Indiana. The court 
said: 


“The right of Alabama and every other new State 
to exercise allthe powers ofgovernmentwhich belong 
to and may be exercised by the original States of the 
Union, must be admitted and remain unquestioned 
except so far as they are temporarily deprived of 
control of the public lands.” 


The subject of controversy in that cele- 


brated case was a body of land on the Ala- 
bama river which, at the time the State of 
Alabama was admitted into the Union, was 
below high-water mark. By the receding of 
the waters or by alluvion the land became 
dry, and the United States undertook to con- 
vey it by patent. The court held, first, that 
the shores of navigable waters and the soils 
under them were not granted by the Consti- 
tution to the United States, but were reserved 
to the States respectively ; secondly, the new 
States have the same rights, sovereignty, and 
jurisdiction over this subject as the original 
States; thirdly, the right of the United States 
to the public lands, and the power of Con- 
gress to make all needful rules and regulations 
for the sale and disposition thereof, conferred 
no power to grant to the plaintiffs, who held 
the patent of the. United States, the land in 
controversy in that case. This decision would 
seem to be conclusive upon the question. 

Tf we turn to the enabling act of Congress 
of April 19, 1816, we find that the inhabitants 
of the Territory of Indiana were authorized to 
form for themselves a constitution and State 
government, and to assume such name as ' 
they deemed proper; and that the State, when 
formed, should be admitted into the Union 
upon the same footing with the original States. 
This was the second grand step taken in the 
execution of the trust imposed by Virginia’s 
deed of cession. Ohio had already been ad- 
mitted into the Union, and for fourteen years 
exercised the same powers of sovereignty with 
the original States. The people of Indiana 
met in convention on the 10th of June, 1816, 
and byan ordinance accepted the propositions 
of Congress and proceeded to form a constitu- 
tion of State government. 

This, then, Mr. President, is the result: 
when Indiana was admitied into the Union 
she was invested with a sovereignty as com- 
plete over the territory within her borders as 
Virginia ever possessed before her deed of 
cession; nay more, with the same sovereignty 
and jurisdiction which Virginia possessed 
within her limits as a State. Nothing of 
municipal jurisdiction remained to the United 
States except such as was necessary to sell the 
public lands, prevent trespasses upon them, 
and to shield them from taxation. 

Besides this power to dispose of and make 
all needful regulations respecting the public 
domain, the jurisdiction of the General Gov- 
ernment within Indiana was no greater than in 
any other State. Exclusive legislation and au- 
thority may be exercised by the United States 
only over such places as are ceded by the States 
for the seat of government, or for the purchase 
of forts, magazines, arsenals, &c. The Senate 
will not fail to notice how zealous were the 
people of the States in admitting within their 
jurisdiction the combined national and munici- 
pal authority of the United States. Itis limited 
carefully to such parcels of ground as were 
necessary for a seat of government and the 
needful public buildings the Government must 
have in the States. Had it been the under- 
standing that the banks and beds of navigable 
rivers and lakes should be reserved for like 
exclusive legislation, they certainly would 
have been mentioned. 

Now, sir, nearly forty years have passed 
since the public lands in northern Indiana, 
where this lake lies, have been surveyed and 
brought into market. Every foot has been 
sold that the Government thought worth sur- 
veying. Nothing remains there of what was 
ceded by Virginia except the beds of the lakes 
aud rivers. ‘These were not surveyed for the 
double reason, | suppose, that they could not 
bè, and were not thought fit subjects of pri- 
vate ownership. Does. it not-follow that the 
municipal jurisdiction of the State must of 
necessity extend over these, and that the 
United States, having executed their trust in 
selling the public domain, have no longer any 
authority and jurisdiction over the shores and 
beds of the navigable rivers and lakes? 
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I do not question of course the power of 
Congress in regulating commerce among the 
States to legislate in any way to promote the 
navigability of these streams. 
ing of that; but of where the eminent domain 
resides ag to the shores and the soils under 
water. I say; sir, that the sovereignty of In- 
dian; atid doubtless of every other northwest- 
erh State, has been repeatedly asserted over 
these. Bridges across the rivers have been 
built by State authority. Dams have been 
thrown across them to create feeders for 
canals; Ih numerous cases the State has 
authorized individuals to build dams across 
them for milling or other manufacturing pur- 
poses. Laws have beeti passed for the pro- 
tection of fish in our-lakes and rivers: These 
were so many assertions df ber authority and 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter. Has any 
objection even been made by the General Gov- 
ernment? Has Congress ever questioned this 
sort of legislation? No, sir. It has never 
legislated in any other way than to authorize 
the improvement of navigation or to authorize 
bridges which should be post roads, carefully 
‘providing against any interruption of the nayi- 
gability of the stream bridged. 

But I repeat, the assertion of ownership and 
municipal control as against the States over 
the shores and beds of the rivers and lakes has 
never been made by Congress. If the sover- 
eignty and complete authority did not exist 
as I claim, then every interference in the way 
of building dams by the State and authorizing 
them by individuals were so many acts of 
usurpation, and they and the bridges are there 
without right, and those who built them are 
trespassers; every law regulating the taking 
of fish is a usurpation. How could it be other- 
wise? And yet, sir, the Government. has stood 


by without objection for nearly halfa century - 


while the State has been asserting these rights. 

Do not forget, Mr. President, that the new 
States were to be admitted upon a footing of 
complete equality with the old thirteen States. 
Tu which of them, I ask, has it ever been pre- 
tended thatthe jurisdiction and the authority 
of the United States extended over the shores 
and beds of her lakes and rivers? New York 
has her inland lakes, her Cayuga, Oneida, and 
Cazenovia lakes. lave the United States ever 
set up any jurisdiction over them? And sup- 
pose they were drained to-day, would anybody 
pretend that their beds were public domain 
over which we could legislate? Well, sir, in 
this respect, as in all others, Indiana stands 
upon a footing of complete equality with New 
York. 

There is one view more I desire to press, and 
then I will be done. Beaver lake has been 
drained by the State, and drained in pursu- 
ance of a condition imposedin the swamp-land 
grant. I do not suppose the reclamation of 
the. wet lands surrounding it would have been 
practicable without lowering the waters of the 
lake. But be this as it may, the ditch which 
turned its waters into the Kankakee was lo- 
cated and dug by State authority. Nota dollar 
has been spent by the General Government in 
these improvements. Thousands of acres have 
been reclaimed and added to the productive 
resources of the State. For years those clair- 
ing to own the bed of the lake have paid State, 
county, and township taxes upon their lands, 

And now I come to the practical question ; 
Will Congress seek to realize a profit out of 
the bed of this lake? Will it require the pub- 
lic surveys to be extended over it and the 
lands to be sold, since the only value they 
have has been created by the State and her 
citizens. Say there are fourteen thousand 
acres reclaimed; how much money would this 
net-to the Treasury after all expenses were 
paid? : Fhe sum is too pitiful to be talked 
about. And then, I ask, how shall we dis- 
pose of that parallel case I have cited, where 
. the highest court determined that a patent 
from the United States in a similar case was 
worthless? How shall we maintain the equal- 


Iam not speak- - 


ity of Indiána with the original States if Con- 
gress shall seize upon and dispose of these 
reclaimed lands? 

Leaving out of view the constitutional and 
legal aspect of this question entirely, and look- 
ing only to the harmonious relations the Gen- 
sral Government desires to maintain with the 
States, and looking beyond that to the simple 
equities of this case, can there be a doubt 
what the Senaté should do with this bill? 
Grant, for the argument, that the proprietary 
title to this lake isin the United States. It 


was a barren, worthless proprietorship until 
the State and her citizens uncovered the soil 
and made it valuable. Would it be quite 
becoming in a great nation, which has twelve 
hundred million acres of public domain yet to 
be disposed of, which is inviting actual settlers 
to go upon it almost without money and with- 
out price, to seize upon the bed of this lake, 
redeemed and reclaimed by State enterprise, 
to make a pitiful profit from it? 

Pass this bill, and the State better than the 
General Government can deal with the con- 
troversies there. Indeed, the controversy will 
cease when the General Government abandons 
all claim of title there. It is only because of 
the belief that the title is in the United States 
to the bed of the lake that men, ignoring the 
patents made by the State, have sought to found 
settlements there under the preémption laws, 
and obtain the lands at $1 25 per acre. They 
will be disappointed; but Iam happy to be- 
lieve they have incurred no great expenses, and 
they will be reconciled, 1 hope, when they 
apse that the cession by Congress is to the 

tate. 

Now, Mr. President, as the Senate has in- 
dulged me in hearing what I had to say in the 
advocacy of this bill, I hope I may trespass 
upon its indulgence a moment more by asking 
that the bill may be put on its passage. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope we shall have a 
vote on the bill. I asked for its consideration 
once before. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely rise to second the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Indiana. 
The bill has been reported by the committee 
unanimously, and his remarks have satisfied 
me that the bill ought to pass. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed forathird 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INSTRUCTIONS AS TO PROSECUTIONS. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
has expired, and there being no unfinished 
business of last evening, the first special order 
on the Calender is now before the Senate, being 
the bil in regard to the customs service, re- 
ported by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Fenron] from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New York 
not being here, I suppose it is not desired to 
go on with that bill now. I therefore move 
that the special order be postponed and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the legislative appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York stated to the Chair that he desired 
to call this bill up as soon as he could do 
so, but wished to be in his seat when it was 
called up. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask if there is any objec- 
tion to the passage of the resolution introduced 
by me yesterday? I understood at the time Í 
offered it that there was no objection to it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Unless there is 
objection the proposition of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations will be con- 
sidered as agreed to, and the appropriation 
bill regarded as before the Senate. The Sena- 
tor from Delaware now appeals to the Senator 
from California to allow him to call up the 
resolution of inquiry submitted yesterday. 

Mr. COLE. If it can pass without any 


discussion I shall not object. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is willing that the appropria- 
tion bill shall be informally passed over if 
there ig to bė no debate on the résolution. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. Corrine] expressed ä desire to 
be heard on that resolution. He will be here 
in & totient, and when lie comes in I shall 
make no objection: 

Mr. BAYARD. I would rather hé were 
here. I understood him to say yesterday that 
he proposed to be heard in some way. i 

Mr. COLE. I think we had better go on 
with the appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion bill is befére the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I nowobserve the Senator 
from New York in his place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropri- 
ation bill being before the Senate, the Senator 
from Delaware asks tnanimous consent to 
have the vote taken on the resolution which 
he offered yesterday, calling for executive 
information. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not believe that is 
worth while. Ihave here on my table many 
newspapers containitiz the information called 
for here, and without venturing to suggest, 
even if ] have an opinion, the view with which 
this resolution was offered, when it is taken 
up I wish, and I know one or tivo other Seh- 
ators wish, to express their views upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thet the réso- 
lution can only be reached by laying the appro- 
priation bill on the table and proceeding to 
its consideration by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. If other gentlemen desire 
to discuss this resolution, I am perfectly will- 
ing that it shall be fully discussed. I will only 
say that | do not know any member of the 
Senate who I think would have been more 
prompt to comment upon the fact that I had 
taken the unauthorized publication of a news- 
paper ás the basis of a resolution, or the basis 
of a speech, than the honorable Senator from 
New York. He yesterday asked me a ques- 
tion, whether I knew these letters had been 
published in the newspapers? I told him I 
had read one, but not the others that were 
referred to. I did not then tinderstand the 
object of his question. However, if this mat- 
ter—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is not now before the Senate. The Chair did 
not desire to check the Senator from Delaware. 
The appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 


the-—-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom 
California is entitled to the floor on the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply wish to 
say that the chairman of the committee told me 
yesterday that he had the official copies of those 


letters, 
If he had, it would have 


The appropria- 


Mr. BAYARD. 
been the easiest thing in the world to produce 
them at the time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. He was about 
to do so. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwas not aware of the fact. 
I only choose to have authentic information in 
regard to a fact which I think it important the 
country should know about. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Del- 
aware is the only member of this body, I 
think, who did not know for every purpose of 
fact that these formal, full, official letters, 
published, and furnished by the Departments, 
were the papers they purported to be. It 
seems that that Senator also did not hear the 
statement, of which he has been #eminded, 
made by the chairman of his ¢ommittee, that 
he had in his possession the official papers 
themselves. 

However, upon neither of these points do I 
wish to hold parley with the Senator. I wish, 
however, to say this: the honorable Senator 


| introduced a resolution calling for informa- 
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tion alréady beforé him, and then he forth- 
with supplemented his resolution with three 
speeches, the first of which he made when 
nobody had challenged his resolution, and 
when nobody would have challenged it, and 
in that speech he sought; for unmistakable rea- 
sons, and with a view too clear to bë covered 
up; to give a certain hue and cast and version 
to the action of the Department in advance. 
I imagine, knowing thè ability of that honot- 
able Senator, that he did not utter these; or 
either of theii, with a view to get early action 
upon his résolution, even if it called fot in- 
formation he really wanted; but on the 
contrary be wished to have the effect which 


would he produced by stich a view of the sub- 


ject as he expressed. 

Now, Mr. President, inasmuch as thé inform- 
ation is already here, and in an official form, 
in the hands of the chairman of the committee, 
I think nobody will bedelayed in ascertaining 
the facts, if this résolution waits until those of 
us who choose may offer something in answer 
to what was said by thé honorable Seuator. 

Mr. COLE. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California dettiands the tegulat order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw the call for one moment until I can 
make a reply to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not know when this debate 
will end. : 4 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The resolution 
certainly is not before the Senaté. The appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate, and the 
Secretary has not yet read a single paragraph 
of it, but the Chair will notarrest the Senator 
from. Delaware. He will proceed by unani- 
mous consent unless objection is made. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia will permit me to sayone word. I will 
not delay action on the bill he bag in charge. 

I do not think the Senator from Connecticut 
informed the Senate yesterday—lI am sure he 
did not inform it in my hearing—and I believe 
the Globe will not dtsclose the fact—— 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Ido not think 
he informed the Senate. 

_Mr. BAYARD. And yet the Senator from 
New York said he had informed the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. He stated it in 
a voice that might have been heard by those 
around him. j f 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to remark that I 
did not say he ‘‘ ‘otormied the Senato.” I 
said he ‘‘ stated ;’’ and so he did. 

Mr. BAYARD. I mean to say that what- 
ever may have been said sotto voce by the Sen- 
ator froma Connecticut, whatever confidential 
communication he may have addressed to his 
friends in the Senate, the Senator from New 
York among the rest, there was no information 
to the Senate in debate yesterday that he had 
official copies of the letters which my resolu- 
tion touched. f , 

In regard to my motives in calling for this 
information, I am afraid that the Senator from 
New York will not be apt to understand them. 
So far as I can judge of his action in the Ben- 
ate in regard to every resolution touching the 
formation of the committee or its action, I 
I should be disposed to hold that his motives 
and mine are too varied for him to comprehend 
precisely what I mean. The imputation of 
motive is ungracious; it necessarily must be 
ignorant. Ihave no relations with that Sen- 
ator, and have had none in respect to this sub- 
ject:matter to give him any knowledge what- 
ever of what my motives are beyond that which 
the public debatés here will disclose. My 
motion was a regular one; it was a just one, 
just to the officials in regard to whdse sup- 
posed action I expressed surprise. I thought 
it fair and right, as I did intend to comment 
upon the effect of such action, that I should 
be certified that the action had been taken by 
the officials, and I approached it in the only 
proper and usual way. However, we will 
have this matter farther discussed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa: 
tives by Mr. McPuurson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 


for thé disposition of useless military reser- 
vations,” approved February 24, 1871. 

A bill (i. R. No. 1745) ts provide for the 

designation of a chief medical purveyor ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1756) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of War to lease certain swamp or lowlands 
belonging to the Government lying on Niagara 
river and Lake Erie in the city of Buffalo, 
New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 

reémption and homestead entry, as provided 
or in existing laws; . ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 1779) for the relief of 
Samuel Hitchcock; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1780) for the relief of 
Eliza Webb; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 1781) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver condemned ord- 
nance to certain soldiers’ monumental associ- 
ations. 

The message further announced that the 
House had non-concurred in the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1880) to 
amend the thirty-second section of an act 
entitled ‘An act to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 14, 
1870, asked a.commitiee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Henry L. Dawes of 
Massachusetts, Mr. G. A. FINKELNBURG of 
Missouri, and Mr. S. S. Cox of New York 
managers at the same on its part. . 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills: 

"A bill (H. R. No. 893) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Kenyon ; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 894) granting a pension 


to Joseph Montgomery. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

An act (H. R. No. 383) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river, at or near St. Joseph, Missouri ; 

An act (S. No. 475) to authorize the sale of 
public property at Houlton, Maine; 

An act (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphs, for exhibition, free of duty ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1842) supplementary to 
the act entitled “ An act to prevent the exter- 
mination of far-bearing animals in Alaska ;’’ 

An act (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 


Francis A. Kastan; postmaster at Chitago, 
Illinois ; z ae 

An act (H. R. No. 1669) authorizing aa’ 
Amerivan register to the British btig Isadora; 
owned by Edwin M. Fowle, of Newton, Mas- 
sachusetts ; and 

An act (H. R: No. 1760) to repeal the pata: 
graphs of schedule C of the internal revenie 
acts imposing taxes on canned meats, fish; and ` 
certain other articles. 

- TRANSPORTATION IN BOND. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its Amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. No. 1830) to amend 
the thirty-secorid section of an act entitled 
“An act to reduce internal taxes; and fot 
other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870; dis- 


‘agreed to by the House of Representatives ; 


and : 
_ On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon ita amend- 
ment to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Sénate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H, R; 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending Jutié 30). 
1873, and for other purposes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will resume the reading of the bill on page 86, 
under the title of ‘‘ Governments in the Ter- 


ritories.’”” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before we proceed with 
the appropriation bill, I desire to say a word. 
It is now nearlytwo o'clock. I do not believe 
there isa quorum of the Senate here. It is 
Saturday afternoon. There is hardly a Sen- 
ator who has not business that he wants to do 
at home, and it seems to me we shall gain 
nothing by staying here perhaps a couple of 
hours. ‘The first time we have a division upon 
some question on the bill we shall be found 
without a quorum. I know I feel as if I did 
not want to be here this afternoon, 

Mr. KELLOGG. But since you ate here? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; since we 
are here, it is now nearly two o'clock; we 
cannot get through with the bill to-day; the 
Senateis very thin; and in order to ascertain 
what its temper is, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator to withdraw 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; I willnot withdraw 
it. Let the Senate decide it. Ifthe Senate is 
gisposed to stay here, let them so decide, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to adjourn. í 

The question being put— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iask for a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Beforethe divis- 
ion is had, the Chair will submit certain bills 
from the House of Representatives for refer- 


ence. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I believe I will object to 
referring those bills. If Senators will not stay 
here, let those bills stand their chance with the 


rest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom 
Ilinois has called for a division on the motion 
to adjourn. , 

A division being had, the ayes were èigh- 


teen. 

Mr. BOREMAN called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Casserly, 
Clayton, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
lan, Johnston, Kelly, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and Wright—22. . 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Cameron, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, More 
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rill of Vermont. Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, and West—21. 

. ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Carpenter,. Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Wilson, and Windom—30. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
(at one o'clock and fifty-seven minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, March 2, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. 
Wixson, of Ohio, occupying the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. Prayer by the Chap- 
lain, Rev. J. G. Buriur, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispeused with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understands that that can be done only by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection ? The 
Chair hears none. By order of the House, 
the session of to-day is for debate only as in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, no business whatever to be transacted, 
and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hay] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAY. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Kia. ] 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KING. T desire to submit some re- 
marks upon the subject of the tax levied upon 
the manufacture of tobacco. I ask leave to 
print those remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
hears no objection, and leave is granted. 

[See Appendix. ] 

CIVIL SBRVICH, 


Mr. HAY addressed the House on the sub- 
ject of civil service. [Lis remarks will be 
published in the Appendix.] He yielded the 
remainder of -his time to the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. CLARK, | 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. [ desire to yield 
five minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. McCrary. ] 

Mr. MeCRARY. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged 
to the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. Hay] for 
having called the attention of the House and 
the country to the proposition which I have 
had the honor to submit for an amendment to 
the Constitution. J do not rise at this time to 
enter into any discussion of that subject, but 
merely to say that E hope at some early day to 
be permitted to discuss the question somewhat 
at length before the House, and I shall endeavor 
to show that this proposition to amend the 
Constitution contains the most valuable and 
important reform in the civil service that has 
been proposed to the people of this country. 

Gentlemen who will examine the resolution 
will see that it contains two propositions: 

Hirst. A provision which, if adopted, will 
secure permanence of tenure fora limited time 
to every civil officer of the Government, con 
ditioned only upon faithfulness in the dis- 
charge of his duties. The purpose of this is 
to prevent removals without cause, or without 
any better cause than the expression of an 
honest. opinion or a desire on the part of the 
appointing power to make room for a personal 
or political friend, or reward a zealous worker 
for his party. This is the first proposition, 
and I think it easy to see that it is as just and 
fair in itself as it is necessary to any radical 
or valuable reform in the civil service. 

Secondly. The election by the people them- 
selves of every officer of the Federal Govern- 
ment where that is practicable. Ibelieve that 
these two measures will work a valuable and 
permanent reform in the civil service, and that 
they will in the end lead to the accomplishment 
of all that can be accomplished by Congress in 
that direction. 


| of the United States of America in C e 
bled, That the President of the United Stat 


The evils of the civil service do not, as 
many seem to suppose, grow out of the ap- 
pointment of incompetent persons. And the 
remedy for those evils is not, as seems to haye 
been supposed by the civil service commission, 
competitive examinations. The great evils 
of the civil service are the power of. removal 
from office without cause; the great temptation 
that is presented toevery new Administration 
which comes into power to create at one 
stroke sixty or sixty-five thousand vacancies 
to be filled by the appointment of personal and 
political friends; the continual pressure which 
there is upon every Administration to make 
room for its friends by the removal of some of 
the incumbents. These are the great evils 
of the service, and the true remedy is to pro- 
vide that every incumbent of a Federal office, 
who gives up other duties to assume the re- 
sponsibilities of that office, and who enters 
upon the discharge of those responsibilities, 
shall have a right to continue in the possession 
of the office for a reasonable time, if he be 
faithful and honest, but that he shall not be 
removed for the expression of an honest opin- 
ion, or for the manner in which he discharges 
his duties as a citizen at the polls in pursuance 
of his honest convictions. 

But greater and more important even than 
that is the other proposition that the people 
who are to be served in the various localities 
throughout the country shall themselves elect 
their servants to discharge the duties of local 
Federal offices, as they do the persons who are 
to discharge the duties of State offices. On 
another occasion, when I hope to have time 
and opportunity afforded me, I shall be glad 
to present this most importaut subject more at 
length and in detail. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Before yielding to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sprer,] L 
desire to say a word or two upon the present 
topic of discussion. ‘The whole question of a 
reform in the givil service is one which, more 
than any other, concerns the people of this 
country to-day. l subscribe to all that has 
been said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Way] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Me- 
Crary] upon this subject. I think they have 
cut the Gordian knot in regard to this ques- 
tion. F believe that the policy recommended 
by the civilservice commission, patterned after 
the policy of the despotic Governments of 
Kurope, will transfer the appointinents from 
the people to an aristocracy, or a bureauoc- 
racy, whereby no man coming from the hum- 
bler walks of life would have any opportunity 
to occupy any position under the Government. 
That would doubtless be the result should the 
policy reported by the civil service commission 
become the law of the land. I therefore at 
this time give in my hearty adhesion to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
McCrary, ] and I hope that the views of the 
gentleman from Lowa [Mr. McCrary] and the 
gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Hay] will be 
carried out into law. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Sreser. } 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Globe some 
remarks on civil service reform. 

No objection was made; and leave was 
accordingly granted. [See Appendix.] 

ILE TEXAS PAN-HANDLB, 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I now resume the 
floor, and ask the Clerk to read a joint reso- 
lution introduced by me at this session, and to 
which I propose to address some remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution providing for the cession by the 
State of Texas of certain territory of that State to 


the United States, for Indian reservations and’ 


other purposes, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 


i ONGVESS ASSE 
s be, 


and is hereby, authorized and directed to submit to 
the Legislature of the State of Texas an overture for 
the cession by the State of Lexasto the United States 
of all that territory rightly belonging to the said 


State lying and being situate north and_west of a 
line drawn from the northwest corner of Hardeman 
county, on the Red river, to the mouth of the Pecos 
river, where the same empties into the Rio Grande 
del Norte. : 

Sec. 2. That the foregoing overture by Congress 
shall pe made upon the following conditions, to wit: 
first, that the Legislature of the State of Texas shall 
give its consent to the cession of said territory for the 
present purposes of Indian reservations, and also 
for the formation and erection therein of new States, 
under the Constitution of the United States, when- 
ever the Congress may so provide; secondly, that 
the United States shall pay to the said State of 
Texas, at the rate of fifty cents per acre, for all 
vacant and unappropriated lands within the said 
territory, payable in four and one half per cent. 
bonds of the United States, having not less than 
thirty years to run, to be executed and issued when 
the consent of the Legislature of Texas is duly filed 
in the oflice of the Secretary of State, together with 
certified transcripts of the maps and surveys in said 
territory, showing the amount of vacant and unap- 
propriated land therein, one half of the total amount 
of said bonds to remain in the United States Troas- 
ury to secure any indebtedness already created by 
the laws of Texas, the balance to be paid into the 
State treasury, und to constitute a parvof the pub- 
lie-school fund as provided in the constitution of 
said State; thirdly, that the third paragraph of the 
second section of the joint resolution for the annex- 
ation of the republic of Toxas, approved March 1, 
1845, providing for the formation of new States of 
convenient size, not exceeding four in number, be, 
and the same is hereby; repealed, and the State of 
Texas placed on an equal footing with the other 
States, in regard to the formation of new States, 
under the Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
joint resolution introduced in Congress to pro» 
vide for the cession of certain territory by the 


State of Texas to the United States presents 


too wide a range of subjects to be compressed 
into a single speech, andit is difficult to select 
those points which may afford the strongest 
arguments for the adoption of the proposition. 
i shall confine myself in this discussion, 
therefore, to three several propositions: first, 
the effect of the cession of this territory upon 
ihe educational interests of the State and of 
the country; second, the advantage to the Uni- 
ted States in carrying out the Indian policy, 
thus far so suecessful; and third, the final 
adjustment of the qnestion of a division of the 
State, and a settling forever, so far as ‘Texas 
is concerned, of the old State rights doctrine. 
First, then, the educational interests in- 
volved. This bill provides that one half the 
purchase-money of the territory proposed to 
be ceded shall be paid into the treasury of 
the State of Texas, to constitute a part of the 
public school fund, in accordance with the 
provisions of the constitution of that State, 
Iv a speech delivered on the 6th of February, 
Mr. Hurnvon, of Texas, my colleague, said: 
“IL will not enter into a discussion of what the 
southern States under Democratic rule have done 
for cducation, to refute the charges made against 
them. This I leave to others. But for Toxas the 
Democratic party provided liberally for common 
schools in every one of her several constitutions. 
She set apart $5,000,000 for this purpose, and four 
leagues of land to each county in the State, amount- 
ing to nearly three million acres of land yet unsold, 
and worth at least ten million dollars. Besides this 
the Radical State administration is wringing from 
the poople nearly three million dollars per annum 
taxes for school purposes alone, and the school sys- 
tem there is recognized as a political machine, a 
nursery for non-resident partisan officials, all of 
whom, at the cost of their official heads, must adyo- 
cate the party in power. Nor will I argue the bene- 
fits arising from donating lands to stimulate certain 
industries, the improvement of navigation, and the 
building up of institutions of learning with special 
objects for public. good.. Nor, again, the authority 
for, or the wisdom of voting one hundred and thirty- 
five. million acres of public lands to the several 
Pacific railroads, and the unprecedented manner in 
which this was done. Nor do I discuss the benefit 
of reserving all these lands for actual sottlement of 
the native or forcigner that may come to us for w 
home, or the wisdom of selling allthe lands imme- 
diately, cutting off the immense expense and apply- 
ing the proceeds to the public debt. Nor will I at- 
tempt to discuss the manifest intention of this bill to 
establish and sustain social equality between the 
races in the schools atthe South, which would render 
it so obnoxious that the great body of the people 
there would prefer no school at all rather than sub- 
mit to such degradation under the forms of law.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to show, by 
a vivid contrast between the legislation of 
i Democracy during the past thirty years in the 
State of Texas and the acts of the Republican 
party since it came into power there, how 


| utterly unreliable arc the statements of my 
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colleague regarding the educational interests 
of my State. An examination of the history 
of ihe legislation of Texas upon the subject 
of education will show to what extent the 
Democratic party has provided for common 
sehools in every one of her several constitu- 
tions, and the history of the Democratic party 
will also show how clearly it has managed 
“how not to do it.” The congress of the 
republic of Texas, some years previous to the 
existence of the Democratic party in that 
region, set apart first four leagues, or 17,712 
acres of land, as a school fund, which endow- 
ment was continued under the State; but there 
was a prohibition upon the disposal of these 
lands except by lease, which provision was 
continued until the session of the Democratic 
constitutional convention in 1866, when it was 
changed. 

The Democratic Legislature of that year 
passed a law providing for the sale of these 
lands at public auction. Under ‘the circum- 
stances which surrounded the people of the 
State at that time, just emerged from civil 
war, the energies of the people paralyzed and 
their substance wasted in war, the only result 
of such a sale would have been to pass this 
fund away into the hands of land speculators 
and corporations, and that such was the object 
of this Democratic legislation has never been 
doubted or disputed except by the virtuous 
Democracy itself. 

Under the constitution of 1845 one tenth of 
the annual resources of the State were set apart 
as a school fand. After the sale of the Santa 
Fé territory to the United States the Legisla- 
ture enacted a law, approved January 31, 1854, 
setting apart a portion of the proceeds of the 
sale for the same purpose. ‘lhe following is 
the first section of the act: 


“ Beitenacted, &c., Thatthe sum of $2,000,000 of the 
five percent. bonds of the United States now remain- 
ing in the treasury of the State be set apart as a 
school fund for the support and maintenance of 
public schools, which shall be called the special 
school fund,” &c. 


These $2,000,000 have been magnified by 
the fruitful imagination of Mr. HERNDON into 
$5,000,000 ; a difference of only $3,000,000, a 
mere bagatelle, but illustrative of the virtues 
of the Democratic imagination on the subject 
of education in Texas. ‘This act was entitled 
“An act to establish a system of schools.” It 
provided for the location of school-houses, but 
that no money should be drawn for school pur- 
poses until such houses and the necessary fix- 
tures were provided by the people of the school 
district. Not a single public school-house 
was ever so provided in all the broad State of 
Texas, and the only distribution of money 
under the law was made by an evasion of the 
law in the use of private educational establish- 
ments. There were other provisions which 
made the law impracticable for any general 
good. It provided tbat if any portion of the 
patrons of the school established under it were 
unable to pay their share of the teacher’s sal-. 
ary, and the trustees of the school were satis- 
fied of the fact, they should report to the chief 
justice of the county, who in turn reported the 
fact and the name to the State treasurer, who 
was thereupon authorized to pay the quota 
thus reported. This was in effect the estab- 
lishment of the paunper-sehool system, which 
has been the bane of the South and prevented 
the education of the people of that section, 
and is the only system that has ever received 
the sanction of the Democratic party. 

But this poor apology for a system was soon 
to pass away under another enactment brought 

‘about by the Democratic party. 
of August, 1856, the succeeding Legislature 
passed an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the investment of the special school fand in 
the bonds of railroad companies incorporated 


by the State.’ Theinvestment in United States | 


bonds was not altogether secure; the value of 
such securities might any day be destroyed, by 
the exercise of the sovereign right of secession 


On the 18th į 


by South Carolina, or Texas, or any other of 
the southern States. 

This act provided that the five per cent. in- 
demnity bonds belonging to said special school 
may and shall be loaned to legally incorpor- 
ated railroad companies in the State, and to 
place the thing beyond peradventure, by act 
of February 18, 1860, the two per cent. sink- 
ing fund was covered into the Treasury as 
a part of the special school fund for reinvest- 
ment either in the bonds of the aforesaid rail- 
road or in those of any of the slave-holding 
States of the Union. I call the attention of 
the House to the Democratic wisdom dis- 
played in this regard. This was a Democratic 
provision for common schools in Texas before 
the war. _ After the war the Democracy was 
again placed in power under the ‘‘my policy”’ 
of Andrew Johnson. The Democratic party 
controlled the convention which passed the 
constitution of 1866. The constitution pro- 
vided that the income from the school fund 
should be a perpetual fund exclusively for the 
education of the white scholastic inhabitants 
of the State. It prohibited the investment of 
this fund except in bonds of the United States 
of America or the bonds of the State of Texas, 
or such bonds asthe State may guarantee. The 
last clause of the last sentence is the point 
made by the Democracy of Texas again in 
regard tocommon schools. Fortunately, how- 
ever, that constitution has passed away. 

The net result of Democratic rule was that 
the $5,000,000 placed in the treasury by the 
sale of South Santa Fé were wasted by Demo- 
cratic misrule, and they only exist now in the 
imagination of Democratic orators. The Re- 
publican administration of the State is now 
earnestly at work trying to gather up the odds 
and ends and fragments of this magnificent 
fund, the remains of which was sent to Europe 
during the war to purchase military supplies 
for the confederacy, which fund ought to have 
contributed so largely to the education of the 
people and the development of the State. 

After the passage of the reconstruction laws 
the Republicans elected a majority of the con- 
vention of 1868, which framed the present con- 
stitution of the State. The first section of 
article ten is as follows: 


“Srorion 1. It shall be the duty of the Legislature 
of this State to make suitable provisions for the sup- 
port and maintenance of a system of public schools 
for the gratuitous instruction of all the inhabitants 
of the State between the ages of six and sixteen 
years. 


The same article provides that the Legisla- 
ture shall, from time to time, as may be neces- 
gary, invest the principal of the public school 
fund in the bonds of the United States, and 
in no other security. The ring of this Repub- 
lican metal is somewhat different from the 
Democratic provisions for its investment in 
the bonds of railroads, of slave-holding States 
and guarantied bonds, and by this Republican 
constitution one fourth of the ordinary reve- 
nues are set apart for school purposes, and in 
addition thereto one dollar poll-tax on every 
adult male in the State, and the proceeds of 
all individual sales of the publicdomain. The 
Republican Legislature elected under the con- 
stitution proceeded in good faith to discharge 
their constitutional duty—to make suitable 
provisions for the support and maintenance of 
a system of free public schools for all the 
inhabitants of the State. 

The available school fund having been wasted 
by the misrule of the Democratic party, it be- 
came necessary to levy a tax to carry out the 
system, and, as has been already stated, there 
never was a single public free-school house 
erected within the limits of the State. A tax 
of one per cent., to be levied and collected as 
necessity should demand, was assessed upon 
the property of the State for the purpose of 
erecting school-houses. At once there arose 
a storm of abuse against the tax and the Re- 
publican party, upon which the Democratic 
party achieved a temporary triumph in the late 


election, but the sober second thought of the 
people is already reacting on the subject. 

The system has been put into operation in 
various sections of the State, and to-day ninety 
thousand children are in attendance upon the 


public free schools, and the demand comes up 


from all parts. of the State for more schools 
and more teachers. While the Democracy 
are holding meetings in a few of the counties 
denouncing the system and refusing to pay 
their tax, and advising their friends not to pay 
the school tax, the report of the superintend- 
ent of education shows that up to the 1st day 
of February, in the counties of Travis, Hayes, 
Bastrop, Fayette, Caldwell, Wharton, Colo- 
rado, Gonzales, and Lavaca, there is a total 
of 234 teachers, 180 schools, 9,733 pupils; 
and the cost per capita is $1 48. 

The ordinary expense of a private school 
averages about four dollars and fifty cents 
per month for each scholar throughout the 
State, and the saving to the people of the 
State in this behalf amounts to at least from 
one hundred and fifty to two hundred. per 
cent. Notwithstanding this excellent system, 
within the past two weeks this Democratic 
party who are so anxious to establish a free- 
school system throughout the State have 
burned two school-houses, one in Hill county, 
and one in Dallas, and since the system was 
first adopted, on the 1st day of September, 
after thirty years of Democratic rule in igno- 
rance, there have been burned in the State 
of Texas at least twenty school-houses ; many 
teachers have been taken out and whipped, 
others have been driven from the country, 
school-houses have been closed up because 
the teachers have had the temerity to attend a 
Republican meeting, and this in the town 
of Brenham, in the county of Washington, 
one of the most enlightened and wealthy coun- 
ties in the State. The determined, bitter 
opposition to the school system by the Dem- 
ocratic party of the State of Texas, however, 
will be of no avail. 

The people who have been kept in ignorance 
so many years are beginning to realize the 
necessary results flowing from a common- 
school system, and they are beginning to look 
with suspicion upon the men whom they have 
followed in years gone by. They find the same 
men who led them into secession, who preached 
the war of the rebellion, now the leaders in 
all tax-payers’ conventions, the leaders in all 
attempts to resist the payment of the taxes, 
and they stand at the head of every opposition 
to every measure having the education and the 
prosperity of the people at heart. 

The people are realizing the folly of seces- 
sion, of Democratic ideas of intellectual devel- 
opment, which mainly consist in learning. to 
whine a mournful ditty concerning the ‘lost 
cause,” to ride a vicious mustang, to punch at 
aring with a bean-pole, and to curse at men 
who are born outside the pale of their chivalric 
civilization. ; 

Here in Washington we are politely called 
“non-resident partisan officials.” In Texas 
we are denounced as carpet-baggers, while 
the native Unionist is disposed of as a scala- 
wag or a nigger. 

There has always existed in the South a 
class of people highly educated, of superior 
cultivation, consisting of the old slaveholding 
aristocracy; and this class has ever held un- 
disputed control of the government of the 
States of that section, and has given shape 
and tone to their legislative enactments. This 
class had the means to educate their. children 
and did educate them, generally in northern 
schools and colleges, but this education was 
based on the assumption, taught as the dogma 
of religion from the pulpit, that the slavery 
of the African was a divine institution. 

There was also another class contemptu- 
ously termed by the aristocracy “white trash ,”’ 


-which formed a large body of the people, who 


were studiously deprived by legislative enasi- 
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meéhtis, stich ws those of Texas, from all bene- 
fits of turinion free suhools: This policy was 
nécessdry to sudtdind the aysietn of slavery; for 
with éduéatioi camis inquiry, investigation, 
inctesae of wealth, political power, and study 
of the selene of political économy and the 
rights of met; and thè institution of slavery 
could not Stand the test of this crucible: 

Also therë existed a large class of tinddu- 

cited penple: Tó this claad there has been 
added the riasa of the utitutbrell blacks; by 
their bmiatidipation und enfranthiserhenti No 
ondcin possibly udderstund the danger of this 
large élags of ignorant people in the body- 
politic better than pérsons, like myself; who 
. haye Had opportunity td study the two civil- 
izations, North and South: No party cah uü- 
derstand it better than the Republican party. 
It is to avoid the evil which must necessarily 
flow from this conditidn of affairs that the 
Republican party of the country ahd of the 
States wheré it exists are so eatnest in the 
effort to change it by the establishment, not 
only of Stute systems of education, but of a 
natidnal one also. 

The rulidg class öf the South has heréto- 
fore prevénted; through the organization of 
thé Democràtic party, the oducation of éven a 
portion of thelr white citizeds; and would still 
préverit all education of blatk men. They 
regéiit the enfranchisement of the black man 
as ät attempt to raise lim to a social équal- 
ity with thetħselves. ‘They cuutiot or will not 
realize the fact that this enfranchisement was 
ati absolute necessity in our formi of govern- 
mënt, Which is based upon the fundamental 
principle that all men are created equal, aid 
that under this deniovtatic rule there cannot 
exist in this country a whole rave of parinhs 
in otr political fabric. ‘They bppose the edu- 
cation of the black man tipoti the same pretext 
of social equality, ind would prefer no schools 
at all rather thän submit to such degradation 
under the forms of law. 

It is by such appeals th the pagsions of 
unedicated white people of the South that we 
aré cursed with that brutal form of the organ- 
ization uf the Demourttic party denominated 
the Ku Klux Klan; and that surt which rather 
conducts a congressional canvass by personal 
assault upon a political opponent than by an 
appeal to the intelligence and good judgment of 
the people. We, on the other harid, believe 
that the éducation of the peoplo, white and 
black, will prevent the possibility of such 
political organizations, teacli them to exercise 
their political rights correctly, and algo their 
relative privileges and dutios toward each 
other, which shull prevent all danger from the 
evils that are predicted on account of social 
intercourse; which, in ali educated and well- 
regulated communities, is arranged by the it 
dividual members to suit themselves: 

These temarks are not foreign to tle subject 
presented in the bill for the sale of a portion 
of Texas territory, for one of the strong rea- 
sons for the passage of that measure is that it 
willimmediately place under the cobtrol of the 
State an available fund with which to begin at 
onces and carry out to a successtul accomplish- 
ment, a system of public free schools for the 
education of all classes of our people; whose 
ignorance is always u mence, the danger from 
which increases the longer it continues to exist. 
It has been shown that the fund cannot be 
wasted, for our constitution provides that the 
school fund shall be invested in United States 
bonds and in no other securities, and it is thus 
protected from the hands of the spoiler, from 
investments in railroads, slaveholding bonds, 
ov indorsed bonds, under any and allof which 
Democratie provisions it could be plundered 
and wasted like the five millions plundered 
and wasted by the Democracy inthe past. On 
the other hand, the purchase of this territory 
by the United States would at a trifling cost 


add at least sixty million acres of land to the- 


public domain, and enlarge the national edu- 


cationdl fund by the Addition of a territory 
equal in extent to the great States of Missouri 
and Indiana, and capable of sustaining an 
equal population with those States: 

Another réasoh is that this territory may be 
saved to this noble and humane endowment 
by the purchase. All experiénce teaclies that 
where the General Goveétiiinent has parted 
with its right of eminent domain in any of the 
public lands by cessions to the States; these 
lands have passed intd the hands of private 
persons aud corporations for purposes of spec- 
ulation: The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office reports that the swamp lands 
ceded to the different States in which they are 
situated have thus been disposed of without 
realizing any of the benefits intehded by the 
grant. The land scrip given to the States for 
agricultural colleges has been génerally sold 
for cash by the States, and in this manner 
immense areas of the ptiblic domain have 
passed into the hands of laud speculators, 
who locate this scrip on the very best vacant 
lands of the country and then hold them at 
high prices, which they are generally enabled 
to obtain by means of internal improvements 
for which these speculators obtain national or 
Stiite aid to their own profit. These facts 
offer the most convincing arguments why the 
General Government, in the management of 
the national educational find, should preseribe 
the conditions and retain the control of the 
fund to the uses for whicli it is intended, and 
not leave it; especially in the South, to the 
mercy of the Democratic party; should that 
party obtain control; whose policy is a pauper 
school for the poor white man and no school 
at all for the black man. And what is true 
of the other States is true of ‘Texas; if the 
territory is retained, it will be frittered away 
and finally pags into the hands of speculators, 
to the detriment of the best interests of the 
State and country. 

I come now to my second proposition, the 
advantages accruing to the Indian polity in 
the acquisition of this territory by tlhe United 
States. 

A portion of the territory included in the 
joint resolution lies north of Red river and 
between New Mexico and the Indian territory 
of the civilized tribes of the Creeks, Choetaws, 
and Cherokees. This country is called the 
Pan-Handle in Texas. Through the Pan- 
Handle, the Red river and the north and 
south forks of the Canadian meander with 
their tributaries, and between these waters are 
piled up the pyramidal peaks of a portion of 
the range of the Wichita mountains. The fol 
lowing destvription of this Wichita country is 
taken from an article in the Galaxy, written 
by General Custer, called “Life où the Plains :’ 

* Approaching the Wichita mountains from the 
north, and after the eye has perhaps been wearied 
by the lameness and monotony of the unbroken 
plains, one is gladdened by the reliet which the sight 
of these picturesque and peculiarly beautiful mount- 
ains affords. b 
-o Herc are to be seen all the varied colors which 
Bierstadt and Church endeavor to representin their 
mountain scenery. “A journey across or around them 
on foot and upon horseback will well repay either 
the, tourist or artist.. The air is pure and fragrant, 
and as exhilarating as the purest wine; the climate 
entrancingly mild; the sky clear, and blue as the 
most beautiful sapphire, with heré and there clouds 
of the rarest loycliness, presenting to the eye the 
richest commingling of colors. Delightful odors are 
being constantly wafted by; while.the forests, filled 
with the mocking-bird, the colibri, the humming- 
bird, and the thrush, constantly put forth a joyful 
chorus, and all combine to fill the soul with visions 
ofdelight, and enhance the glory and perfection of 
orgation. í id 

Uniike most mountains, the Wichita cannot 
properly bé termed arange or chain, but more cot- 
rectly a collection ór group, as many of the highest 
and most beautiful dre detached, and stand on a 
level plain ‘solitary and alone.’ They are conical 
in shape, and appearto have but little resemblance 
to the soil upon which they are founded. From the 
foot of almost every mountain pours a stream of 
lipid water of almost icy coldness.” 

This territory, rich as is its soil and beau- 
tiful as is its scenery, has not attracted the 
attention of white settlers from the fact that 


it is hemmed in oh the one side by the In- 
dians of the Choctaw, Creek, and Cherokee 
tribes on the east, and the Hispano-Indian 
population of New Mexico on the west. And 
for this reason it will be many years before it 
will be settled by the white race, if it is ever 
settled by any other class than the wild bor- 
derers; whose occupation of it, so far as the 
people of Texas are concerned, would be as 
little desirable as its present occupancy by the 
wild Indians of the plains, who now make it 
their home and hiding-place, whence they raid 
upon the Texas frontier. 

For these reasons its sale to the United 
States for the purpose of an Indian reserva- 
tion would be a solid gain to the people of 
Toxas; not only on account of the benefits 
which would flow to the State by the imme- 
diate use of the purchase-money to build up 
free schools, but because its transfer to the 
United States as a reservation would bring 
these wild tribés under the subjection of the 
Army and the influence of the civilization of 
their brothers of the Indian territory aud their 
half-brothers of New Mexico, and thus relieve 
the people of Texas from the annoyances of 
their predatory raids; which will continue to 
harass them until these nomadic tribes are 
placed upon reservations and compelled to 
remain on them. The advantages of settling 
the Indians into a compact territory need no 
argument in their support. The poliey of 
placing them on reservations is the adopted 
policy of the country, and the Indian must 
conform to the demands of advancing civil- 
ization and become fixed to the soil, or he 
must suffer the inevitable fate of extermin- 
ations 

The joint resolution for the sale of the ter- 
ritory provides that whilé one half the pur- 
chase-money shall be paid into the, treasury 
of the State to form a part of the public free- 
school fund, in accordance with its constitu- 
tion, the other half shall be retained in the 
United States Treasury to secure any indebt- 
edness already created by the laws of Texas. 
This provision follows the precedent in the 
sale of the Santa Fé territory to the United 
States. By the articles of annexation all the 
public domain of the republic of Texas was 
to remain the property of the State, and the 
State was to pay the public debt of the repub- 
lic. But the ereditors of the republic con- 
tended that the Government of the United 
States; by annexing Texas and absorbing the 
public revenues derived by tariffs and taxa- 
tion, had rendered itself liable for the public 
debt. Hence that provision in the act for the 
purchase of Santa Fé. 

ASSAULTS OF THE DEMOCRACY UPON THE RNPUBLICAN 
PARTY IN TEXAS, 

The Democratic party of the United States 
has declared that the reconstruction laws of 
Congress are absolutely ‘unconstitutional, 
nuil and void,’’ and that the governments 


erected in the States lately in rebellion by 


those laws were forced upon the people of the 
South ; that they are not in justice or equity 
bound by the acts of such governments, but 
that all obligations contracted by them are 
chargeable against the Government which 
inaugurated and forced them upon the rebel 
States. Hence, the innocent purchasers of 
the obligations of these governments might 
plead the same plea of the public creditors of 
the republic of ‘Texas, and as the Democracy 
of the South announce that they intend to 
recover the control of the southern States, 
and, through the electoral votes of those 
States, to recover the control of the national 
Government, the necessity of the provision 
retaining a part of the purchase-money in the 
United States Treasury becomes apparent. 
The actual and present debt of the State 
of Texas-is but a trifling affair compared with 
the resources of the State, not amounting to 
more than about half a million dollars. But 
the last Legislature has provided for a pros- 
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pective debt of $12,000,000 by the passage of ] 


laws in aid of the construction of railroads, 
The wisdom of those laws is not pertinent to 
the present discussion; but their passage has 
given rise to the charge of corruption against 
the Republican members of the Legislature, 
and of the Republican party in the State. 
They were, with but one exception, vetoed by 
the Republican Governor of the State, and his 
vetoes were sustained by a respectable num- 
ber of the Republican members of the Legis- 
‘lature. The Democratic members, with per- 
haps three exceptions, voted for all these sub- 
sidies. It was in the power of the Democratic 
members to defeat all such legislation by sus- 
taining the policy of the Governor, but they 
voted to carry the bills over his vetoes and to 
enact them into laws. And yet these unadul- 
terated and immaculate gentlemen are the 
very men who charge the Republicans with 
corruption! This charge of corruption is even 
made by those who have beer’ proven to have 
been engaged in the effort to bribe members 
of the Legislature, which efforts failed of suc- 
cess. 

Another Democratic charge against the Re- 
publican party in Texas is based upon the high 
taxes that have been levied upon the people. 
That the cost of government is higher now 
than before the war is equally true of the State 
as it is of the nation, and of all the other 
States. It must be recollected that there was 
practically nine years of interregnum in the 
regular civil government and the courts of 
the State, extending from 1860 to 1869 inclu- 
sive. A change was made in the judiciary 
system of the State by the present constitu- 
tion, increasing the number of judges to clear 
the dockets of nine years of accumulated liti- 
gation. A registration of voters was also 
required, which increased the cost of govern- 
ment. 

It is unnecessary to cite every cause; these 
are sufficient to show the necessarily increased 
expenditures. Before the war the Democratic 
party conducted the government by means of 
the millions in the Treasury from the sale of 
the Santa Fé territory, and the levies for. the 
ordinary expenditures were light and unfelt 
bythe people. But these millions were wasted 
by the misrule of the Democratic party, and 
no longer exist. The present tax laws pro- 
vide for a levy of fifty cents ad valorem on the 
hundred dollars of property, and the assess- 
ment of certain license taxes to support the 
ordinary expenses of the State government. 
There were also changes in the constitution 
in regard to the working of roads under which 
twenty-five cents on the hundred dollars of 
property is levied as a road tax, which, with 
other twenty-five cents on the hundred dol- 
lars of property, or one half the State tax for 
ordinary county purposes, paying jurors, &e., 
make the county tax equal to the ad valorem 
State tax. 

In addition to this a school tax of one fourth 
the amount of the ad valorem State tax is 
levied, and five cents on the hundred dollars 
asa frontier bond tax, making a total of one 
dollar and seventeen and a half cents for State 
and county purposes on the hundred dollars 
of property. The Legislature atits last session 
found that the levies for county purposes were 
excessive, and they were reduced, so that the 
present State and county taxes amount to only 
about eighty cents on the hundred dollars. 
But the Democracy never mention this reduc- 
tion. Besides these taxes, a levy of one per 
cent. was authorized for the purpose of build- 
ing school-houses, which tax is to be assessed 
and collected quarterly, or as they may be 
needed for the purpose fixed by law. This is 
the tax which has caused the mighty upheaval 
of the Texas Democracy. Building “nigger 
school-howses’? is a little too much for- their 
sensibilities. It was the feather which broke 
the camel’s back of their long endurance and 
patience under the wrongs and oppressions 
of the northern vandals and carpet-baggers. 


This proscribed class has to bear the burden, 
although it is a historical fact that only about 
one tenth of the members. of the last Legis- 
lature are northern men, the other nine tenths 
being ‘‘old Texans,” coeval with the bowie- 
knife and six-shooter in that State. 

The ad valorem tax of the State is exactly 
the same as that levied by the rebel Demo- 
cratic Legislature of Texas in the year 1863, 
while the present license taxes are much 
lighter than those of 1863. Besides the State 
and county taxes levied by the rebel Demo- 
cratic Legislatures during the war, the govern- 
ment of the confederate States levied direct 
taxes upon the people of Texas, which, accord- 
ing to the final report of George Durham, the 
confederate tax collector, amounted to about 
thirty-seven million dollars for the four years 
of the war, or over nine million dollars per 
annum. In addition to this enormous levy, 
another tax in kind of ten per cent. on the 
productions of the State was assessed and 
rigidly collected. Upon the cotton, the corn, 
the pigs, the potatoes, the poultry, and upon 
every article produced this tax was enforced. 
And these taxes were paid promptly, if not 
cheerfully, because the object of them was to 
break down and destroy the Government es- 
tablished by the statesmen of the Revolution. 
But now the necessary taxes to carry on the 
ordinary expenses of government, and to build 
school-houses, are denounced as oppressions 
sufficient almost to justify a new rebellion. 
So much for Democratic consistency. 

This discussion necessarily grows out of the 
proposition to sell our vacant and unappro- 
priated public domain, as one of the reasons 
for the sale is to enable the State to carry on 
its system of public free schools without the 
necessity of a resortto taxation, so shocking to 
the whole nervous frame-work of the pauper- 
school Democracy. And the comparisons 
which have been instituted afford a full vindi- 
cation of the integrity of the Republican party 
of Texas against the assaults of those enemies 
alike to that party, to free government, and the 
cause of public free schools for the education of 
the whole people of the State without regard to 
race or color. The pauper-s¢hool Democracy 
opposes the establishment of a national educa- 
tion fund because there is no authority in the 
Constitution to authorize it. Neither is there 
any authority therein for the acquisition of 
territory, yet to this settled principle of Amer- 
ican public law this nation is indebted for its 
character and standing as one of the greatest 
Powers of the earth. 

QUESTION OF DIVISION AND STATE RIGHTS SETTLED. 

The joint resolution contains one other pro- 
vision which demands consideration before clos- 
ing the discussion for the present. It provides 
for the repeal of the articles of annexation of 
the republic of Texas, which gives the State of 
Texas, with the assent of Congress, the right 
to form four new States out of its territory in 
addition to the present State. This provision 
was inserted in the articles of annexation in 
the interest of slavery by the preservation of 
the political equality of the slave with the free 
States in the United States Senate. lt has 
always been held in Texas and the South, 
especially by the politicians of the State-rights 
school, that this right was guarantied to the 
State by the treaty of annexation ; aright to be 
exercised solely at the discretion of the people 
of Texas, the assent of the United States being a 
mere formality to comply with the constitutional 
forms in regard to the formation of new States 
out of the territory of existing States, the as- 
gent to this mere formality being secured by 
the treaty of annexation, and binding on the 
public conscience of the nation without regard 
to any other consideration than the wishes of 
the people of Texas. This is the generally 
received doctrine and interpretation of the arti- 
cles of annexation by the people of the State. 
So Jong, therefore, as it exisis it is a menace 
to the public peace of the country, and may at 
any time involve the question of civil war. 


Let us suppose, for instance, that the Dem- 
otratic party, recruited by sore-heads and dis- 
contents from the Republican ranks, should 
carry the election of a majority of the Legis- 
latures of the northern States sufficient to elect 
enough United States Senators of the outgoing 
classes of 1873 and 1875 to give that party a 
bare majority in the United States Senate, and 
that the Republican party, in view of the loss 
of the Senate, should use those means and ap- 
pliances, which are always in the hands of a 
party in actual control of the Government, to 
form four new States out of the territory of 
‘Texas and procure the election of eight new 
Republican Senators, which would result in 
that party retaining its control of the Senate, 
who does not know that such a result would 
convulse the nation and precipitate anew thè 
horrors of civil war? And what impartial citi- 
zen would not decide that in such an event the 
Democratic party would have right and justice 
on its side? The Democratic party has already 
plunged the country into one civil war. The 
impartial pen of history will record that the late 
rebellion was without justifiable cause; for all 
civilization and humanity itself revolted against 
the efforts of the Democratic party to establish 
at Richmond a government based upon the cor- 
ner-stone of the perpetual bondage of a part 
of the human race, and the allegation of Dem- 
ocratic journals, that ‘‘ the canse of civil liberty 
was buried under the apple tree at Appomat: 
tox,’’ will be so changed upon the pages of bis- 
tory asto read that “the cause of human slavery 
was then and there buried, never to resurrect,” 
But should any party ever attempt to control 
this Government by such an usurpation of 
poweras the one supposed, then that party 
would be execrated in history even more than 
the late rebellion, which had at least the merit 
of an attempt to frame a government upon the 
ancient basis of a landed and patriarchal aris- 
tocracy, and which was adorned and illustrated 
by a heroic devotion and self-sacrifice which 
will shed luster upon the character of the 
American people, and which will live forever 
in poetry and song equally with the firm courage 
and heroic deeds of the victors in the contest. 

The repeal of this stipulation is therefore a 
measure of public safety, demanding ‘the care- 
ful consideration of the country. The over- 
ture comes properly from the General Gov- 
ernment, and it should be a generous and a 
just one to put aside this apple of discord, and 
to restore fully and completely the harmony 
which should exist between the States and 
the people. It is in this spirit that it has 
been presented for the consideration of Con- 
gress, and that all subjects of difference may 
be discarded, and that peace and happiness 
may be restored to the countiy, which should 
bè the aspiration of every patriotic heart. 
DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN TAXATION COMPARED. 

It has been stated that the ad valorem tax 
of one half of one per cent. levied by the Re- 
publican Legislature is the same as that levied 
by the rebe! Democratic Legislature of 1863, 
which is true, with this exception in favor of 
the Republican levy, thatit does not touch capi- 
tal or agricultural productions. The act of 
the rebel Democratie Legislature, approved 
March 6, 1868, provides that ‘there shall 
be levied and collected for the use of the 
State an annual direct ad valorem tax of fifty 
cents upon each $100 value of property, real 
and personal, including all cotton, flour, corn, 
and all other products of the soil not in the 
hands of theproducer,’’ &c.; which levy, by the 
act approved December 16, 1863, was extended 
as follows: 


A tax of one halfof one per cent. shall be levied 
and collected, in kind, on all specie; treasury notes 
of the confederate States of America, treasury war: 
rants of the State of Texas, and bank, notes held or 
owned within the State pand all foreign bills of en- 
change and certificates of deposit, and other evi- 
dences of money being deposited or credited, beyonG 
the limits of this State, owned by persons residing 
therein, shall be considered as specie, and thereon 
shall be levied and collected a tax of one half of ane 
per cent, in specie, 
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The rebel Democratic levies of the ad 
valorem taxes could not have less than twice 
the percentage of the present Republican tax, 
and would amount to probably thrice the per 
cent... So much for the State taxes. 

The county taxes levied by the rebel Demo- 
cratic Legislatures were even more in excess 
over the present taxes than the State levies. 
Under the acts above cited the counties were 
authorized to levy one half the amount of the 
State taxes for county purposes. By an act 
approved January 1, 1862, the county courts 
of the several counties were authorized to levy 
a special tax for war purposes on all property 
subject to taxation by the State, as follows: 

“That the county courts of the several counties 
in this State shall have power to levy and cause the 
assessment and collection of a special, direct ad 
valorem tax on all property subject to taxation by 
the State, of not exceeding twenty-five cents on each 
hundred dollars in value of property, which shall be 
called a war tax, and the same shall be assessed and 
collected by the assessor and collector of the various 
counties,” &o. 

In addition to these taxes, which amounted 
to as much as the present levies, by another 
act approved March 6, 1863, to provide the 
necessary assistance for families and other 
dependents of officers and soldiers, the county 
courts were authorized to ‘ raise funds there- 
for by extraordinary taxation, as may be 
proper to supply necessary assistance,’’ &c., 
which provision was limited by act approved 
December 16, 1868, as follows: 

**And the aggrogate of taxes so collected in each 

ear. shall not exceed the rate of one dollar on each 

undred dollars of the assessment, and in the col- 
lection of such taxes the county courts may make 
any practicable arrangements for receiving payment 
in othor articles than money, so as to promote the 
assistance horein provided for.” 


This made it in effect a tax in kind like the 
ten per cent. confederate war tax. This one 
per cent. tax is exactly the amount levied by 
the Republican Legislature for the purpose of 
building school-bouses. “Oh! bat,” say my 
rebel Democratic friends, ‘this wasa holy tax 
to support the families of soldiers in the field 
‘ fighting for their country.’ To this it isa 
sullicient answer to say that the cause of edu- 
cation is as holy as that of rebellion. The 
Republicans of Texas are. perfectly prepared 
to compare records with the rebel Democracy 
on the subject of taxation. 

But even these ordinary, special, and ex- 
traordinary levies were insullicient, and a 
public debt was created, amounting to many 
million dollars, in the shape of treasury war- 
rants.. This dobt was classified as the military 
and the civil service debt, the former for the 
support of troops ‘fighting for their coun- 
try,’’ the latter to pay the civil officers of the 
State who were in office at home and busily 
engaged in sending all their wives’ relations 
to the war. The Democratie constitutional 
convention of 1866, under the “ my-policy’’ 
programme, wanted to saddle the whole of 
this debt on the State, and were only prevented 
from doing so by fear of the consequences. 
Many of the members urged the payment of 
the civil service debt as a matter of high 
honor, amoug them the gentleman from the 
fourth district of Texas, [Mr. Hancocx.] As 
a legislative job this attempt will compare not 
over favorably with the measures adopted by 
the Republican Legislature to encourage the 
construction of works of internal improve- 
ment, upon which are based the charges of 
corruption against that body, which, if true, 
it has already been shown bear more heavily 
upon the pauper-school Democrats than upon 
the free-school Republicans. 

The various acts authorizing and creating 
these debts are too voluminous to quote in 
full, and only a few specimens will be pre- 
sented, Under the ‘act to raise $2,000,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, by 
the sale of cotton bonds, to provide for the 
defense of the State, and to repel invasion,” 
&c., approved December 10, 1863, it was 
provided— 

“That the Governor of the State of Texas be, and 


he is hereby, authorized to sell, or have sold, the 
bonds of the State to the amount of $2,000,000, or so 
much of said sum as ho may deem necessary, to meet 
the purposes contemplated by this act.” 

On the 16th of December, or six days after 
the passage of the foregoing act, another act 
was passed and approved, ‘‘ providing for the 
purchase of cotton by the State to meet the 
payment of the cotton bonds to be issued in 
pursuance of the provisions of” the foregoing- 
cited act. By the first section of the act 
$2,000,000 were appropriated to carry it into 
effect. ‘he second section contains the fol- 
lowing provisions: 

“Sec. 2. Should there not be sufficient funds in 
the treasury of the State to meet the appropriation 
made in the first section of this act, or should the 
Governor of the State, in his discretion, deem it 
advisable to use the lands of the State to carry into 
effect the object of this act, in either case the Gov- 
ernor is hereby authorized to execute the bonds of 
the State, payable from six to twelve years after the 
present war between the confederate States of Amer- 
ica and the United States of America, redeemable at 
tho pleasure of the State, for the sum of $2,000,000, 
or so much thereof as he may deem necessary, and 
in such sums as he may consider most suitable, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of seven per cent. per annum 
from the date of their negotiation, payable in specie 
twelve months after the close of said war and semi- 
annually thereafter until the payment of the princi- 
pal. Lhe said bonds may at any time be canceled 
at tho pleasuro of the holder by presenting said bonds 
to the treasurer of the State, who shall pay the foce 
value of said bonds in the land serip of the State at 
the rate of fifty cents per acre.” 

Here we have the proposition of the rebel 
Democracy to sell the lands of the State at 
the rate of fifty cents per acre to carry on the 
rebellion, and the price they then fixed upon the 
public domain is fixed upon it in the joint res- 
olution for its sale to the United States in 
order to create an educational fund for the 
education of all the children of the State. 

** Now, infidel, I have thee on the hip.” 

A PEW SPECIMENS OF DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATION. 

These Ku Klux forms of the organization 
ofthe Democratic party in the South and in 
‘Texas, in which State they are called “Knights 
of the White Camelia,’’ and the ‘Teutonic 
Band of Brothers,” are the legitimate offspring 
and outgrowth of the system of slavery, and the 
perverted education of the youth of that section 


‘to which it gave rise, and which has been already 


alluded to. The political education was sys- 
tematic, and thoroughly permeated the seces- 
sion school by means of a system of ‘indoc- 
trination,’’ asit wascalled. The great leaders 
of that school would agree upon any principle 
of policy, and it was then impressed upon the 
journalists of the party and the fuglemen of 
the primary organizations, who presented it 
in the form of resolutions in the primary meet- 
ings ; then it would be brought before the State 
conventions, and finally become the platform 
of the party, the ignorant dupes being thus 
flattered with the idea that it sprang from the 
people, and that the leaders were simply car- 
rying out their voice ; and once adopted it was 
even taught from the pulpit, and became at 
length a part of the religious belief of the com- 
monalty. Slavery wasthus taught to bea divine 
institution, and reopening the African slave 
trade a Christian duty. These forms not only 
obtained in the primary meetings, in the con- 
ventions, and the pulpit, but were enacted into 
laws by the Legislature, or declared as prin- 
ciples in joint resolutions. The statute-books 
of Texas are full of these, and some of them 
are presented to show the drift of public opin- 
ion and education, and to present an insight 
into the causes which have developed into such 
barbarisms as these Democratic Ku Klux or- 
ganizations. (See various laws, resolutions, 
&c., contained in the appendix hereto.) 

This mass of secession logic and sanguinary 
laws is buta tithe of that with which the statutes 
of Texas areburdened. It is presented to the 
country because its spirit is that which to-day 
animates the hearts of the secession or rebel 
Democracy of that State. The last Democratic 
convention, which assembled at Austin about 
a year since, reannounced the same dogmas of 


of the State and of the nation in the same set 
phrases as those contained in the resolutions 
of the ninth and tenth Legislatures. The 
speeches of Giddings and Hzrnpown in the late 
congressional canvass might be easily mistaken 
for the resolutions, and the resolutions for the 
speeches, and all together for the daily diatribes 
of the Democratic press of Texas. 

‘These laws made loyalty to the Government 
a felony, punishable in the penitentiary. They 
not only disfranchised loyal men, but denied 
them the right to hold office, to sit on juries, and 
from taking or hoiding property. They pro- 
vided that service in a colored regiment should 
subject the officer to the punishment of a felon 
and the private to that of slavery. While the 
resolutions of “proud defiance’? and those 
voting Robert J. Walker a scalawag are as 
amusing as one of their bean-pole tourna- 
ments; those upon their theories of govern- 
ment and their hatred to the Yankee express 
their true feelings, even though in that stu- 
pendous style of which only a citizen of our 
Southern Sisters is capable. 

More than this. The joint resolutions of 
the tenth Legislature present official proof 
that the northern alhes of the secession 
Democracy were in treasonable correspond- 
ence in the year 1864 with the secession lead- 
ers for the reform of the Constitution of the 
United States, ‘coupled with the quasi 
pledge” that such amendments to the Consti- 
tution should be made as would forever guar- 
anty the institution of African slavery in the 
South. The application then so indignantly 
spurned by the rebel Democracy is now ac- 
cepted for the attainment of other political 
ends, but, inthe southern mind, for the ultimate 
purpose of restoring the Government to the 
control of the Knights of the Teutonic Band 
and of the White Camelia, whereby the statute- 
books of the nation may be blackened with a 
similar code against loyalty and the integrity 
of the Union. 

To the general indictment on account of the 
onerous taxes and the enormous debt created 
by the rebel Democracy of Texas, another item 
must be added. There were two confederate 
States district courts organized in that State, 
one under Judge Ballinger, the other under 
Judge Devine. These judges appointed a large 
number of receivers for their respective dis- 
tricts. There is an old adage that a receiver 
is as bad as a thief, and this case was no ex- 
ception to the general rule. These receivers 
seized nearly five million dollars’ worth of 
personal property of various kinds belonging 
to loyal men North and South, which was duly 
confiscated and sold under decrees of the courts 
of Ballinger and Devine. ‘These fellows are all 
active and clamorous Democratic politicians, 
and if there be any one who can denounce a 
carpet-bagger with more force and vigor than 
another, it is one of these judges or one of 
their receivers. They all read the Tribune 
and stand on Frank Buarr’s platform, and 
know exactly how to abuse carpet-baggers and 
scalawags. 

Mr. Speaker, I have thus, in a too discur- 
sive way, discussed the bill now before this 
Congress. Ihave shown that the interests of 
education, both State and national, demand 
the immediate action of Congress upon the 
proposition ; that the policy of the Government 
with regard to the Indians will be best sub- 
served by a compliance with its requirements, 
and that the old ‘‘ bone of contention’’ which 
has brought such woes upon the South will, 
upon the acceptance by the State of these 
overtures, be buried forever in the tomb of 
the “lost cause.” Truly, “rebellion is a 
sin of witchcraft,’’ and that its black art is 
still at work is exemplified in the fact that the 
moment this proposition, involving so much of 
the future prosperity, happiness, and content- 
ment of the people of Texas, was made known 
every Democratic paper and orator began to 
denounce it and make it a party question. On 


government, and denounced the government || the other hand every sound Union and loyal 
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man throughout the State, and every paper 
identified with the party of progress, have given 
the measure a hearty support. 

The issue, then, is made up. The pleadings 
in the case are before the country.. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. Frasa- 
GAN,] indorses the proposition, and it is ap- 
proved by his colleague, [Mr. Hamrox, ] 
whose Republican principles are too well 
known to be gainsaid. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that this 
question will enter into the coming presiden- 
tial contest in my State. There will then be 
arrayed on the one side the bitter, determ- 
ined, and unrepentant rebels, who, like the 
Bourbons, forget nothing and learn nothing; 
men whose lips are blistering with treason 
and whose hands are red with the blood of 
Union men; the masked midnight murderers, 
‘Knights of the White Camelia,’ the ‘‘ Teu- 
tonie Band of Brothers,” the ‘Sons of the 
South,” and members of the ‘‘ Blue Lodge,”’ 
who, with murder and outrage, social and 
financial ostracism, will attempt to prevent, 
as they have ever done heretofore, the free 
expression of public opinion, and drive from 
the polls every man who has the courage. to 
vote for the nominee of the Republican party. 
On the other side there will be arrayed the 
loyal hosts ofthe South, the original Union 
men, who have learned by their sufferings to 
be strong, by that patience which is bitter, but 
whose fruit is ever sweet, by an endurance 
which is a crowning quality, and the passion 
of great hearts to remain true to the holy 
cause of freedom. Side by side with these 
men will be found thousands of the confeder- 
ate soldiery who, on many a battle-field, proved 
their devotion to the ‘‘lost cause,” but who 
now, with the same courage with which they 
fought, stand up to defend the integrity of the 
Union and the principles of that party which 
alone guaranties to them a sure, prosperous, 
and honorable future. And with these two 
classes in the South will be identified the 
million voters with their newly found free- 
dom, a part of whose religion is a devotion 
to the martyred Lincoln who issued the order 
of emancipation, and to the leader of the 
Union armies who made that proclamation 
an accomplished fact. These people have 
demanded and ought to enjoy all the rights 
guarantied to every American citizen. The 
amended civil rights bill they know will soon 
become the law of the land, and they are right 
when they insist that it should go hand in hand 
with general amnesty. It is unfortunate for 
them that one of their great leaders has placed 
them in a position where their rights could not 
be promptly secured, by the adoption of the bill 
in the Senate of the United States. It some- 
times happens in the world’s history that there 
are persons who regard their friends as vic- 
tims devoted to their reputation. 

In politics as in warfare the enemy makes 
the mistake of bringing on a general engage- 
ment and wasting his energies before he has 
reached his interior lines of attack, and thus 
it is in the contest now waged by the enemies 
of the Administration agaiust its chief and his 
friends. ‘The result will be as during the late 
war. The gentlemen who are now at the 
front endeavoring to break down the Repub- 


lican party will be found well in the rear’ 


guarding the knapsacks of the boys in blue 
and the boys in gray who, stripped for the fight, 
in November next, shoulder to shoulder, will 
together win another victory for the old hero 
of the army of the Tennessee. 

This nation is not prepared after the last 
twelve years’ history to turn over this Govern- 
ment to the control of its enemies. Lessons 
learned by the men of both armies during the 
war are not so easily forgotten. The striplings 
who volunteered on either sideand who worked 
up to their strong and vigorous manhood dur- 
ing the terrible scenes in camp and field for 
four years, are not the men to be deceived by 
ambitious politicians who would climb to emi- 


nence by base insinuation and attempts to 
break down the reputation of the man whose 
silence now is as characteristic and will be as 
effective as at Vicksburg, in 1863, when his 
enemies in Washington and in that rebel 
stronghold made an ‘unconditional sur- 
render.” ; 

I believe the people of this country will 
gaard well its own freedom and safety with a 
sublime faith in the perpetuity of the Union ; 
it will cheerfully accept this great controversy 
of the second rebellion now inaugurated by its 
pretended friends and life-long enemies; that 
it will not degenerate or droop toa fatal decay, 
but under its present vigorous and honest 
administration will cast off the wrinkled skin 
of corruption, outlive the pangs of party con- 
flict, wax young again, and enter the glorious 
ways of truth and virtue, and march nobly 
forward to the high destiny decreed for it in 
the eternal providence of God. 

“ Methinks I see in my mind a noble and puissant 
nation rousing herself like a strong man after sleep, 
and shaking her invincible locks; methinks I see 
her as an eagle mewing her mighty youth, and kind- 
ling her undazzled eyes at the full mid-day beam; 
purging and unscaling her long-abused sight at the 
fountain itself of heavenly radiance; while the whole 
noise of timorous and flocking birds, with those also 
that love the twilight, flutter about amazed at what 


she means, and in their envious gabble would prog- 
nosticate a year of sects and schisms.” 


APPENDIX. 


Texas Wan LEGISLATION. 
Sedition Law. 


Cuaprer LI.—An Act to define and punish sedition, 
and to prevent the dangers which may arise from 
persons disaffected to the State. 

Sxotion 1. Be it enacted by the Legislature of the 
State of Texas, That if any person within this State 
shall maliciously and advisedly discourage the peo- 
ple from enlisting into the service of this State or 
confederate States, or dispose the people to favor 
the enemy, every such person shall be deemed guilty 
of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished by imprisonment in the peniten- 
tiary for a term of not less than three nor more than 
five years, at the discretion of the jury. 

Approved, January 13, 1862. 


Retaliation. 
Cuaprer [V.—Joint Resolution. 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
That we highly approve the promptness with which 
the president of the confederate States has made 
preparation to retaliate in the event the Lincoln 
Government should execute as pirates any or all 
of the crew of the privateer Savannah, and we ex- 
press the decided opinion that retaliation should 
be strictly and rigidly practiced by our government 
in all such cases. , 

Resolved, That the Governor of this State transmit 
a copy of this resolution to our members in the con- 
federate congress, and that they lay it before Presi- 
dent Davis. 

Approved, December 9, 1861, 


A Crisis Arrives. 
Cuaprer XI.—Joint Resolution. 


Whereas a crisis has arrived which involves the 
civilization, institutions, political and social rights 
of the people of Texas, making it proper and expe- 
dient that the representatives in the Legislature 
should, in the most solemn manner, declare to her 
sister States, composing the confederate States of 
America, and to the world, her settled conviction 
of the wanton injustice of the war now waged against 
them by the northern States, and of her unfaltering 
determination to codperate with her sister States in 
prosecuting the war to a triumphant termination by 
all means and at all hazards; and whereas it is a 
historical fact, known to the nations of Europe, that 
the independence of the thirteen original colonies 
was separately acknowledged, and that these dis- 
tinct sovereignties formed a voluntary Union under 
the name and style of the United States of America; 
while it is a fact known to the people of the United 
States that these Statss neverdid merge their sover- 
eignty into the Government of the United States, but 
that they only delegated to it certain expressed, lim- 
ited and specific powers, while they reserved to them- 
selves the exercise of all other powers not so dele- 
gated, and lest it should be inferred that they had 
parted with the sovereignty, several States, and Vir- 


ginia among the number, did, along with the act of 
entering the Union, declare theirright of withdrawal, 
and notwithstanding these decisive facts the rightis 
denied us, and the amazing spectacle is presented to 
the world of the attempt to ignore the sovereignty 
and rights of thirteen States, and by war to subju- 
gate and hold in vassalage ten million people, thus 
seeking to overthrow the fundamental principles 
which underlie the theory of our government, and 
upon which the whole system rests, and in thode- 
struction of which there is inseparably -joined the 
submission and overthrow of republicanism ; and 
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whereas we declare that for the sake of the Union, 
such as was bequeathed to us by acommon ancestry, 
we have for long years submitted to enormous taxa- 
tion, and to a monopoly of the coasting and fishing 
bounties; but not content with this odious system 
of materialrobbery, they have soughtto rob us of our 
justreputation abroad; and not only so, but through 
misrepresentation we aro regarded as the destroyers 
of the Union, and themselves as politically striving 
to preserve it, when in fact they have long since 
destroyed it, all but in name, and are to-day willing 
subjects of a coarse and vulgar despotism, But not- 
withstanding all this it was not until they denied us 
equality in the Union, and had succeeded by a sec- 
tional war in placing in power a President, and in 
the Halls of Congress a majority, pledged to carry 
out these measures, that the people of the South 
rose up in their majesty and accepted the issue of 
war rather than submit to the disgrace of social 
and political inequality. For many years they have 
been engaged in making a moral war upon us, and 
now, after thus assailing us and our institutions, they 
have actually invaded our territory with fire and 
sword, proclaiming in advance the confiscation of 
our property, the appropriation of our homesteads, 
and if possible, by means of scrvilo insurrection, to 
shed the blood of helpless infancy and age, having 
already practiced outrages upon defenseless women 
too horrible for utterance; and whereas we now sol- 
emnly declare that there is no common bond of 
union between the North and South, and further, 
that there is no homogeneity either in moral or 
religious sentiment or pursuits; and whercas we 
hereby congratulate our sister confederate States 
upon the wisdom of ourrulers, the skill of our gen- 
erals, the valor of our soldiers, and the general suc- 
cess of our cause, and assure them that the people 
of Toxas are evon more than ever prepared to de- 
vote their entire and united energies to the success- 
ful prosecution of the war, whatever proportions it 
may assume or whatever sacrifices it may demand: 
Therefore, 

1. Resolved, That the people of Texas do hereby 
assure her sister confederate States and the world 
that she stands ready with heart and hand to resist 
our invaders until their last soldier is driven from 
our borders, and until we shall conquer an honor- 
able and glorious peace. 3 

2. That we reiterate the declaration that the States 
which composed the United States did not merge 
their sovereignty into that Government, but that 
they entered into a voluntary compact, and that 
they had the right of their own volition to with- 
draw, and that the attempt by fire and sword to 
compel them to remain in the Union would, if suc- 
cessful, blot out the sovereignty and existence of the 
seceded States, and place in vassalage ten million 
free people. - 

3. That the southern States have, in the extremo 
patience with which they have submitted to oppress- 
ive legislation, given indubitable evidence of their 
love for the Union framed by our fathers. f 

4. That the pretension of patriotism on the part 
of the North, in waging a war for the Union, is 
an enormous falsehood, and that their sole object 
in its preservation is that they may continue to 
plunder the South, and retain the power to render 
us the victims of their avarice. i K 

5. That the proximate cause of the dissolution 
of the Union was that the North bad the power and 
had avowed the determination to deprive the South 
of social and political equality. : 

6. That we hold them up before the world, with 
all their pretensions to superior civilization, ag 
waging a war so barbarous as to be unknown to 
the warfare of civilized nations, and such as is dis- 
graceful to the era in which they live. 

7. That we utterly disclaim all affinity, all brother- 
hood with them, and that we rejoice that we have 
escaped the contaminating influence of their base 
fanaticism. , 

8. That no overtures of peaceshould be considered 
which do not as an indispensable prerequisite pro- 
pose the recognition of the independence of these 
confederate States, and that any offer on tho part of 
the enemy to treat of peace which does not propose 
the recognition of our independence, in advance, 
and to make that recognition the basis of negotia- 
tions, is an insult to our people and government, 
and should be spurned as such. fs : 

9. That we have unlimited confidence in the wis- 
dom of our president, the skill of gur generals, the 
courage of our soldiers, and in the final and glorious 
triumph of our cause. . 

10. That the Governor of this State be requested 
to forward a copy of these resolutions to each of our 
representatives in congress, and to the Governor 
of each of the confederate States, with a request 
that they be laid before their respective Legisla- 
tures. 

Approved, January 13, 1862. 


Inciting Insurrection. 

CHAPTER XVIII.—An Act to define the offense of 
exciting insurrection of slaves in certain cases, 
and to prescribe the punishment therefor. 
Whereas in the prosecution of the unholy war 

now being waged by the United States against the 

confederate States and the people thereof, our ene- 
mies are seeking to bring upon us 2 servile war, by 
arming our slaves and placing them in the ranks of 
their armies, ag well as otherwise, through the ac- 
tion of their Government and the commissioned 
officers of their armies, inciting insurrection. and 
insubordination ; Therefore, 

A ée., that it shall be an offense, to be 
denominated exciting insurrection or insubordina- 
tion of slaves, for any commissioned «~~~ of tho 
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Aray, Navy, or marine service of the Government 
of the United States, during the present war be- 
tween said United States and the confederate States, 
to invade or enter upon, with hostile intent, the ter- 
titory or. soil of this State, or with like intent to 
enter, within the waters of this State. = 

Suc. 2. That any person guilty of exciting insur- 
rection or insubordination, as in this act defined, 
shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by confine- 
ment in. the penitentiary for not less than fivo nor 
more than fifteen years. BOF, SS Se 

Approved, March 5, 1863. 


Nore.—By the ‘act to provide against the 
hostile invasion of the State of Texas by per- 
sons of color,” approved March 6, 1863, the 
day following the. passage of the above act, it 
was enacted that all persons of color who 
should invade Tèxas, or take up arms with the 
troops of the United States, should, if free, 
forfeit their freedom, and if slaves, should be 
returned to their masters; and that all that 
were not reclaimed, together with those who 
had forfeited their freedom, should be sold at 
public auction into slavery. Felons and slaves 
were the legal status in Texas of the officers 
and soldiers of the colored troops. 


Disfranchisement, de. 

Onarter XVI—An Act to exclude from office, 
serving on jurios, taking or holding property, and 
from the rights of suffrage, all persons who take 
the alien oath, loave our country to avoid the ser- 

_ vice, or join the enemy, or in anywiso give them 
aid and comfort. 

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of 
Texas, That no person, being a resident of tho 
State, or of any one of tho confederato States, who 
may, during tho existing war between the confed- 
erate States and the United States, take the oath 
commonly known as the alien oath, whereby ho 
claims the protection of any foreign Government, as 
a shield from serving tho cause of the confedorato 
States in their present struggle; or who may leave, 
or, having left, remain absent from this State, or 
any of the confederate States, to avoid participa- 
tion in behalf of tho confederate States; or who 
may join, or, having joined, continues in the Army, 
or service, or employment of the United States; or 
who may concoal himself, and theroby avoid service 
in our dause; or who may in anywiso give aid 
and comfort to tho enemy, shall, upon conviction 
thereof before any court of competont jurisdiction, 
take or hold any ostate, real, personal or mixed, 

hother by purohage, gift, devise, or descent, in this 

Btate, nor hold any oflice of trust, profit, or honor, 

nor voto at any election, nor servo on any juries in 
any court within this State: Provided, That persons 
who shall prove themsalvos to bo bona fide neutrals 
and citizens ofa friendly Power shall not be subject 
to the provisions of this uct. 

Sgo, 2. That the judgment of the court upon the 
verdict of ajury in any ono of the causes enumer- 
ated in the preceding section, shall be suflieiont ovi- 
denco of the guilt of the party, in any suit or pro- 
ceeding that may subsoqueutly arise, on any issuo 
made, upon pny question involved in the said first 
seotion. 

. OEO, 8. That for the offenses enumerated in the 
first section of this act, the party may bo prosecuted 
at any time within five years after the ratifigation 
ofa treaty of poace between tho confederate States 
and the United States. $ : 

SrO., 4, That this act take effect from and aftor its 
Passage. 

Approved, March 5, 1863. 

Pay for Hanging Loyal Men. 

CHAPTER XAX.—An actappropriating money to defray 
the oxpenses incurred for rations and forage, or- 
dered by Brigadier General William Hudson, 
twonty-first brigade, State troops. 

Whereas about the Ist of Oetober, 1862, it became 
known that a seeret organization existed in the 
county of Cooke, and adjoining counties, having for 
its object the overthrow of this government; and 
whereas the Toxas Stato troops, of the twenty-first 
brigado, wore called out by Brigadier General Wil- 
liam Hudson, of said brigado; and whereas said 
rebellion has been effectually crushed, and harmony 
restored in that portion of the State: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &e., That the comptroller be, and 
he is hereby, required to audit and pay, by his war- 
rants upon the treasurer, all accounts for forage and 
subsistence of the ‘Texas State troops, twenty-first 
brigade, called into service by Brigadier General 
William Hudson, of said brigade, &e. 

Approved, Mareh 5, 1868. 

Nove.—The organization referred to in the 
act was that of Union men who were endeav- 
oring to reach the Union lines in Missouri 
to. join the command of Colonel Martin D. 
Hart, formerly a senator in the Legislature 
from northern Toxas, who had escaped through 
the confederate lines, but who was after- 
wards captured in Arkansas and hung by a 

regiment of which Crump, Sanfley, and other 
noted Democratic politicians in northern 
Texas, were officers. The organization was 
‘effectually crushed and harmony restored” 
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„as it is possible that the political party in the Uni- 


by hanging over one. hundred men, and the 
shooting of many others. It is a historical 
fact that thirty-two of these loyal men were 
hung upon a single tree in Cooke county, 
which stands to-day, and is known as the 
Dead Man’s Tree. 

A Beastly Resolution. 


CHAPTER VII.—Joint resolution concerning retal- 
jation. 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
That we heartily approve of the proclamation of 
the president of the confederate States to retaliate 
for the iniquities of General Butler, (better known 
as Butler the Beast,) in the State of Louisiana, as 
well as his retaliation proclamation against General 
McNeill, for the murder of citizens in the State of 
Missouri, and we trust, that retaliation will be 
strictly and rigidly practiced by our government in 
all such cases of outrage, and we pledge the people 
of this State to sustain the president of the confed- 
erate States in all his measures of retaliation against 
those whe outrage humanity by such an utter dis- 
regard of the rules of civilized warfare, i 

Resolved, ‘That the Governor of this State transmit 
a copy of this resolution to our members of congress, 
and that it be laid before the president, 

Approved, March 6, 1863. 


A Proud and Scornful Defiance. 
CHapterR VI,—Joint Resolution. 

Whereas the present war waged by the Govern- 
ment of the United States upon the government, 
people, and propertyof the confederate States, is 
without precedent in its atrocious and unchristian 
character; and whereas the comparative exemption 
of our own dear State from many of the more dire 
concomitants of war may be construed as a cause 
of our unanimity for sustaining our government: 
Theretore, s 

1. Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of 
Texas, That now that our presumptuous enemy 
treads our soil, in heavy numbers and menacing 
attitude, we bid him a proud and scornful defiance ! 

2. That we pledge our sister States that in this 
struggle our authorities and our people will evince 
a patriotism and endurance as great as the occasion 
and as prolonged as the conflict, &e, i 

Approved, December, 16, 1863. 


Robert J. Walker voted ‘‘a Scalawag.”’ 
Cuarrer XII. i 


Whereas it is the opinion of many persons, in and 
out of the county of Walker, that said county was 
named in honor of one Robert J. Walker, then a 
distinguished citizen of the State of Mississippi, and 
who had rendered himself popular with the people 
of Texas by his warm advocacy of the annexation 
of Loxas to the United States; and whereas the said 
Robert J. Walker, ungrateful to the people who had 
honored him, and nurtured him into political dis- 
tinction, has deserted that people, and is now 
leagued with Abraham Lincoln in his vain efforts 
to subjugate the southern States, now struggling for 
their liberties and independence, thereby rendering 
his name justly odious to the people of Texas and 
of the confederate States of America: Therefore. 

1. Be tt resolved, &e., That the county of Walker, 
in this State, bo, and the same is hereby, named 
Walker county, in honor of Captain Samuel HL. 
Walker, the distinguished Texas ranger, and that 
henceforth no honor shall attach to the name of the 
said Robert J. Walker, in consequence of a county 
of this State bearing the name of Walker, &c 

Approved, December 16, 1863. 


About Reconstruction— Response of the Secession De- 
mocracy to their Northern Allies. 


CHAPTER I.—Joint resolutions concerning peace, 
reconstruction, and independence. 


Whereas among the political parties in the Uni- 
ted States the question of a reunion of those States 
with these of the confederacy is being agitated, and 
in order to promote such reunionit is urged that 
delegates bechosen from each of the States of the con- 
federacy and in the Union, to meet in convention to 
reform the Constitution of the United States, which 
proposition is coupled with the quasi pledge that 
such amendments shall be made to that Constitution 
as will forever, guaranty the institution of African 
slavery in the States of this confederacy; and where- 


ted States advocating that proposition may prevail 
at the approaching election in choosing the Execu- 
tive of that Government, and that consequently the 
foregoing proposition may be attempted to be made 
to the States of the confedercey: Now we, of the 
State of Texas, believing that it is proper to meet 
such proposition in advance, have resolved as fol- 


ws: 

Resolution 1. That neither the above proposition 
nor any other can be made to the people of this 
State by the United States or any foreign people, 
the government of the confederate States being 
the only organ of the States in the coufederacy for 
the transaction of business with foreign nations, 
and such proposition, if made at all, must be made 
to the government of the confederate States, and if 
made to the government of this State will not be 
entertained, A 

Resolution 2. Thatwe recognize in that proposition 
no good faith, but mérely an insidious policy to 
“divide and conquer,” a policy through which it is 


hoped to detach some of the States of the confeder- 
acy, thereby to weaken and demoralize the rest. To jf 
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accomplish this an appeal is made to our love of 
property, which, as it is the all-prevailing motive 
to the action of the people of the North, they sup- 
posed would control our conduct. 

Resolution 3. That it will be well for the people of 

the North to understand, even at this late day. that 
the southern States did not secede from the Union 
upon any question such as the mere preservation of 
the slave property of their citizens, but that, being 
free and sovereign States, they were resolved to 
preserve their freedom and their sovereignty; they 
were free to govern themselves as they, and not 
others, saw fit. They were free to change their gov- 
ernment, to erect a new one, and to make whatever 
alliances they should choose, And after nearly four. 
years of arduous war these States are still unwaver- 
ing in their resolution to preserve their freedom 
and their sovereignty, without which all else is 
valueless, 
_ Resolution 4, That could the present war and all 
its horrors be blotted out of our memories, our past 
experience while in the Union would warn us from 
any reunion with the people of the North. A written 
Constitution, adopted by our ancestors and theirs, 
which contained plainly-worded guarantees of the 
rights of all, was by them and their sworn represent- 
atives deliberately and persistently violated to our 
injury, and finally, after years of discussion, when 
the question was understandingly before the people 
at large, they elected a Chief Magistrate with the 
purpose that he should destroy our liberties in dis- 
regard of the Constitution which he had sworn to 
support, thus exhibiting a radical and widespread 
national depravity, to the honor of human nature, 
never exhibited in the world before. 

Resolution 5. But we could not, if we would, ban- 
ish from our memories the inhumanities of this war. 
Our enemies have repudiated every principle of ciy- 
ilized warfare. They have withdrawn their felons 
from jails and penitentiaries, hav8 recruited from 
the scum of Europe, and armed our own slaves, in 
order to procure an army sufficienaly atrocious for 
their purpose; and this army has been launched 
upon us with the declared object of our extermina- 
tion. Poisoned weapons have bsen manufactured 
and_used; exchange of prisoners has been refused 
until the success of our arms extorted a cartel, and 
the terms of this has been violated by them when- 
ever the varying fortunes of the field made it appar- 
ently advantageous to do so. QOurcountrymen when 
captured have been removod to rigorous climes and 
subjected to every hardship that thus they might be 
destroyed. Non-combatants have been murdered. 
Indiscriminate onslaught has been made upon totter- 
ing age and tender youth. Our chaste and defenseless 
women have been subjected to outrage worse than 

death. Peaceful villages have been burned, and 
happy homes plundered and burned. Whole popula- 
tions have boen removed and bondaged to northern 
mastors. Desolation has marched with their armies, 
Religious services have been prohibited; ministers 
of the gospel of peace bave been incarcerated and 
silenced, and paorilegions hands have been laid upon 
our sacred altars. ying to themselves, and pre- 
tending to the rest of the world that they are fight- 
ing the battles of freedom for four million happy 
and contented negroes, they are attempting the en- 
slavement of eight million freemen, ith devilish 
mockery of philanthropy, they have deluded and 
dragged these negroes from their comfortable homes 
to use them as screens from our weapons in the day 
of battle, and they have sent them by thousands to 
painful deaths by neglect, exposure, and starvation. 
‘Words cannot express the malignity in their hearts, 
or the atrocity of their deeds, exceeding, as they 
do, all that was ever conceived by men, from the 
Seythian down to the Comanche. Nor has this 
been the conduct of an unbridled soldiery merely. 
Those officers of their army who have surpassed the 
rest of tho infamousin infamy, have been rewarded 
with promotion by their Government. Nor has 
their Government been alone in identifying itself 
with their crimes. The people of the North have 
never failed, when the opportunity was presented, 
to render ovations to the most transcendent among 
the criminals, while their press has been constant 
in its laudation, and their orators and preachers 
have cried out ‘‘ Well done.” Army, Government, 
and people have united to make the name of Yankeo, 
suggestive as it was before of fraud, now the synonym 
of barbarism and baseness, | . 

Hesolution§. By the just pride of the manhood and 
the virtue which we claim as individuals and as a 
people; by the divine command which warns us not 
to walk in the way with the wicked ; by the memory 
of our murdered dead; by the sight of the bereaved 
mothers, widows, sisters, daughters, and orphans in 


. our land; by the heart-brokenness of trampled vir- 


tue, and by our desolated hearths, we are forbidden 
to admit a thought of further association with the 
people of the North. Our heroic soldiers, the living 
and the martyred dead, forbid it; and our trust in 
God forbids it. 

Resolution T. We declare that we earnestly desire 
peace, but we say no less distinctly that it must be 
coupled with our independence. And if the people 
of the United States be really disposed to terminate 
the war, they will best prove that disposition by 
making their propositions to the government of tho 
confederate States, which alone can entertain it. 

Approved, November 12, 1864. 


TEXAS POLITIOS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I now propose to 
occupy the remainder of my time in making 
what is called a personal explanation. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and 
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my colleagues [Mr. Hancock and Mr. Cox: 
NER] are now in their seats, and I will now 
submit the few remarks that I endeavored to 
get ati opportunity to make yesterday, when 
there were present more persons whom 
would be glad to hear what I desire to say: 

When I sought the floor day before yester 
day to introduce a resolution in the way of a 

ersonal explanation; the gentleman from 

entucky, [Mr. Brox;] to whom my remarks 
would have been directed; was not in his seat. 
I therefore declined to make any remarks at 
that time. I told the gentleman afterward 
that on yesterday I would seek an oppot- 
tunity to submit my remarks to the House. 
There was objection made, because my col- 
leagues on the other side of the House were 
not present. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, 
that if the gentleman who objected yesterday 
to my remarks had understood the nature of 
themi, he would not have made any objection. 

But I have sought this opportunity to place 
myself right before this House and befote the 
country in a matter which I believe involves 
the character and integtliy of the Governor of 
my State. It is well known to the House that 
ever since I took my seat on this floor I have 
been petsonally attacked by various journals 
of the country; but I have never replied. For 
nearly three yess ndw I have been a member 
. of this House, aud I never had one bitter word 
of contest with any thettiber here. I have been 
treated here with uniform courtesy and kind- 
ness, and as I am about to leave for my home 
to go on with the contest which I am com- 
pelled to make to retain my séat, I thought it 
was my right and my duty to put myself in a 
proper attitude before my friends in this House 
and the people of the country. 

Now, sit, there were charges made against 
the Governor of my State in connection with 
myself. Charges of that kind appeared in the 
New York Tribune, the Evening Post, the Sun, 
as well as in the Patriot of this city, and vari- 
ous other Democratic papers of the country. 
I kept perfectly quiet. I said not one word. 
I. waited for time which ‘makes all things 
even.” 

Now, sir, the dispatches from Texas having 
shown that the Governor of my State was 
indicted because of. certain conduct toward 
myself, I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
extracts, not only from Republican but from 
Democratic journals, as to the result of the in- 
dictment which was brouglit against Governor 
Davis. 

The Clérk read as follows: 

{Houston Daily Union, February 19, 1872.] 
AUSTIN, February 19, 1872. 

Four members of the grand juty of the Federal 
court which recéiitly indicted Governor Davis have 
been implicated. as having been bribed to indict 
Republicans and to shield Democrats. 


General Davidson, chief ef the State police, holds 
the receipts given by them for the money they re- 
ceived for ignoring a bill against a prominent Dem- 
ocrat of Bryan, who is charged with revenuo frauds 
to a large amount. x 

The State police are on the track of ex-Deputy 
Marshal Wallace, who summoned himself on the 
vrand jury, and also on track of other members of 
parent who are all supposed to have accepted 

ribes. : 

Considerable evidence has been obtained, whioh 
indicates that the whole grand jury, with one or two 
exceptions, was bribed. TRACY. 


In view of the astounding developments as to the 
bribing of the Federal grand jury, the evidence of 
which is fast coming to light, the conspirators here 
who prostituted the Federal court in order to over- 
throw the State government, are filled with conster- 
nation and do not know what to do. 

The State Journal, in to-morrow morhing’s issue, 
wilt publish the receipts given, by the bribed grand 
jurors for the money they received. 

Menger, of Comal county, seenis to have been the 
tingleader inthe affair. 

[Daily State Journal, Austin, February 20, 1872.] 

A Brien Granp Jury—Murper WiLL Our. 
Ever since the indidtment of the Governor by a 
grand jury of the Federal court, upon which three 
deputy Marshals sat as members, subpenaed by 
themselves, we have been satisfied there was some- 
thing “rotten in Denmark.” The fact that Repub- 
licans could be indicted upon the most friyolous pre~ 
ténsés, while Democrats charged with the gravest 
offenses éscaped, was an additional evidente thatthe 
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grand jury in question was but the creature of a vile 
clique in Austin, who were determined to prostitute 
the United States court for the purpose of breaking 
down the State government and throwing discredit 
upon the Republican party in general. 

Detectives, under the direction of Adjutant Gen- 
eral Davidson, were accordingly set, to, work to fer- 
ret out and unearth the suspected villainy. . After a 
thorough and patient effort, evidence enough has 
been obtained to convict several members of the 
grand jury of the crime of bribery, : 

Following is a portion of the evidence in the case 
of four members: 


{$250.] Austin, February 3, 1872. 
Received of the above amount, in full for 
the services of a committee of four persons on the 
United States grand jury, in a tobacco case of Sim- 
onis. JOSEPH MENGER, 
: Foreman of said committee. 


For prudential reasons we withhold the name of 
the party to whom this receipt was given, but it is 


in our possession and subject to the order of the 


proper authorities. 

The original receipt, signed by Joseph Menger, 
of Comal county, is in the hands of General David- 
son, chief of the police of the State. 

We have other evidences in our possession point- 
ing to the bribery of the members, which, by the 
advice of General Davidson, we withhold for the 
present. 

We present enough to satisfy every unprejudiced 
person that the grand jury of the Federal court was 


ribed, that it was simply a tool in the hands of 


disloyal tricksters to overthrow the State govern- 
ment and defraud the United States Government of 
its legitimate revenues. We will hold the balance 
in reserve until permitted by the authorities to 
make it public. We understand that since the dis- 
trict attorney has learned of the bribery of the grand 
jury. he has determined to apply to the court to 

uash all idictments found by them, and ask for 
the impanneling of a new Jury. The court, in vin- 
dication of its own dignity, should at onge proceed 
to sift the matter to the bottom, and we doubt not 
will grant the motion of the attorney. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
to my colleague that since our conversation 
yesterday I have seen telegrams which passed 
between the Attorney General and the mar- 
shal; [had not seen anything of them before. 
With my colleague’s permission I will send 
them to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. The gentleman 
can have them read afier I get through. 

Mr. HANCOCK. ‘he time occupied in 
reading these telegrams need not be taken 
out of my colleague’s time, I presume. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. When I get through 
my colleague can goon. The State Gazette, 
àa Democratic paper which my colleage ought 
to indorse, and I presume does indorse, con- 
tains the same statement and makes the same 
points which have been made by the papers 
just read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, understanding this thing 
very well, I believe that I know the game 
which is going on, although some gentlemen 
think that I am not ‘‘posted.’’ There was a 
reason why the floor was denied me yesterday 
morning. It will appear some day that a gen- 
tleman who was not in his seat yesterday morn- 
ing is a partner in the: law firm who were eh- 
gaged to bring about this very indictment. ` I 
have no doubt, sir, (and I say it looking him 
right in the face,) that he was close by when 
the gentleman from New York objected to 
my making a personal explanation: I know 
the tricks of these damnable villains too well. 
Sir, I know the rottentiess, the wretchedness, 
the blood-red villainy of the Democracy of 
Texas very well. I bave seen it put to me 
with double-barreled shot-guns too often not 
to know when and where to respond to it. 

Mr. HANCOCK. May I ask my colleague 
what he tieans by his allusion? 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I will tell my 
colleague what I mean by and by. He has 
thrown down the gauntlet here, and I have 
taken it tip in behalf of seventy thousand 
honest Republicans of my State: 

Now; Mr. Speaker, I want no controversy 
with my colleague. It is only by accident 
that I found out that he was behind the whole 
movemetit here which yesterday took me off 
the floor. He knew perfectly well that 1 was 
compelled to go down to Texas and fight over 
again the battle for the occupancy of my seat 
in this House; and he had not the honesty, he 


| had not the courage to stand up here himself 


| after. 


and object to my proceeding, bat hé put some 
body else forward to do it. cae 

Mr. HANCOCK. If that language is in 
order and proper, [think I might be permitted 
to reply to it by saying that it is utterly false ; 
there is not one word of trath in it, ee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The, Chait 
decides that the gentleman is not in order: 


|| His language is unparliamentary. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I think my language: is 
pertinent to that of my colleague. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Well, I apologize 
to the House for saying anything lere that is 
not in order. ; 

Mr. HANCOCK. I have no apology to 
make for saying what I have. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
go on with the point I was making, sitiply 
desiring to correct my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. Becr] in some remarks which he made 
in this House, oti the 22d of Jahuary and the 
16th of February, regarding the Governor of 
my State. I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be 
read, extracts from those remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Davis, of Texas, a tyrant and usurper, who is 
denounced by his people, regardless of party, as à 
fiend in human form whose orders and acts are a 
disgrace to American civilization,” * * * * 
“I know why these charges are made.. What I said 
about the State government of Tennessee was also 
said about the men who hold the reins of govern- 
ment in the other States, and I said a good deal 


more about some of them. One man—Governor 
Davis, of Texas—was, as I afterward learned, stand- 


ing in this Hall looking me in tho face when I said 
it. L said more of Governor Bullock. of Georgia. 

when he sat on this floor in the last Congress, i 
have said more about nearly all of the others; they 
are not all cripples and imbeciles. I have never 
told a lie about one of them. I am prepared to 
prove every fact which £ have stated here or else- 

where about the tyranny of the usurpers in the 
southern States.” 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
let us consider this question between the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and myself. There is 
no gentleman on the floor of this House for 
whom | have entettained a higher regard than 
for the gentleman from Kentucky, I admire 
him personally; I have known him well. I 
have watched his course here, and I would not 
say what I have to say now did I not know 
that he has a heart as big as an ox; if he ever 
does a wrong to anybody he is the first man to 
get up and apologize for it. The fact that he 
has received his information from irresponsi- 
ble or prejudiced parties is the reason why he 
stands up here and calls the Governor of my 
State a ‘fiend in human form.” The gei- 
tleman from Kentucky is an honorable man. 
He said the other day, as I understood him, 
that he was born in Virginia, though some gen- 
ematu suggests to me now that his remark was 
that he had family ties connecting hint with 
Virginia. At any rate he is now identified 
with southern intérests and southern men. T 
believe him to be a chivalric gentleman. Ido 
not believe that he would say an unkind word 
about anybody unless he believed that he was 
thereby subserving the interests of his country. 

But I ask him to tell me here and now 
whether if he had ‘all the blood of all the 
Howards?! in his veins he could stand up ia 
this House and tell a man who was a guest of 
the House, and whose lips were closed, that 
he was a "fiend in human form?’ Is that 
courageous? Is that Kentucky chivalry? That 
ig the issue between the gentleman and my- 
self. Goverior Davis was the guest of this 
House. As the gentleman from Kentucky has 
said, he looked him in the face when the gei- 
tleitian called him à “fiend in human form; k 
but he regarded him with pity, and: I had al- 
most said with contempt. With a countenance 
«t more in sorrow than in anger ” did he regard 
the gentleman from Kentucky on that day. 

Mt. BECK. The gentleman will allow me 
one word at this point; J may say more bere- 
l said in my last remarks that I had 
not learned till after my first speech that Gov- 
ernor Davis, of Texas, was present when 
made it, When I made that first speech I did 
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"not know that he was here. I merely wish to 


say now that in my speech I was speaking of | 


the public characters of men, and not of their 
private characters—not one word. 

_ Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I will come to that 
in a moment. ` Then I understand my friend 
from. Kentucky as saying that he was speak- 
ing of the public character of Governor Davis, 
of Texas, when he said he was a “fiend in 
human form.” Am I right? 

Mr. BECK. I was speaking of his public 
acts. Ido not know him personally; I never 
met. him privately, and I do not know any- 
thing about his private character. It was on 
public acts alone that I was commenting. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I know that my 
friend from Kentucky willnever knowingly do 
an unfair or dishonorable thing to anybody at 
any time. f 

Now, to the points which I intend to make 
in this controversy. That gentleman gets the 
record of the Governor of my State from the 
villains who would vilify any man’s character 
or any woman’s character anywhere. There 
is where he gets his record. 1 know the deep- 
dyed, damnable villainy of the hounds after 
Governor Davis better than any man on this 
floor. Governor Davis was born on southern 
soil. He was born in Florida; he grew up 
among her pines, going to Texas when a young 
man. When the war broke out where was he, 
I ask the gentleman from Kentucky? I ask 
his attention to this little point right here and 
now. Where was he when Governor Davis 
left the State with a rope around his neck, put 
there by the friends of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky ? After his escape he organized a regi- 
ment, then a brigade, and fought his way back 
to where he is now, atthe head of Union troops, 
through the rebel lines. Where was the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky then? If history reads 
rightly he was doubting whether he would go 
for right and freedom and Union, or for wrong 
and disunion. I make no reflections on my 
friend in that regard. He had the right to his 
opinion. He may have been surrounded by 


family ties which bound him down as my own. 


brother was, whom I fought and captured twice 
- during the war. Governor Davis, on the con- 
trary, whom the gentleman from Kentucky has 
designated as a fiend in human form,” has 
done more for Texas than any man who has 
ever lived in that State, except old Sam 
Houston himself. Governor Davis was always 
a fiend of old Sam Houston, and it was 
through his influence and at his request I 
appointed the son of Sam Houston as a cadet 
at West Point. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I am through, so 
far ag the charges against Governor Davis are 
concerned. The gentleman trom Kentucky 
(and he is an honorable man) took the proofs 
which came to him, and when he becomes 
satisfied the charges against Governor Davis 
are wrong will, I know, apologize to this 
House, and be the first man toretract what he 
has said. 

Now, in order to show the gentleman from 
Kentucky that he was mistaken, that his in- 
formation has been incorrcet, that he has been 
cajoled and prejudiced in making these state- 
ments, I will call his attention for a moment 
to the tax-payers’ convention referred to in 
the minority report, and to the character of 
the twenty-one tax payers making the indict- 
ment to which he has referred against the 
Governor of my State. I know my friend is 
anxious to hear about that. 

I propose to show to him that of the twenty- 
one tax-payers all but five were men whose lips 
are blistered with treason, and whose hands 
are red with the blood of Union men; men 
who belonged to the secession convention, and 
intent in carrying out their projects to plunge 
the State of Texas again into civil war. That 
is part of the proof which the gentleman from 
Kentucky has not had, or he would not have 
been inclined to. make the remarks he has 
made about Governor. Davis. Five of the 


twenty-one were Union men; there isno doubt 
about the fact that they were Union men dur- 
ing the war, and they are now welcome to their 
present association. 

The gentleman from Kentucky has been in- 
duced to make his remarks for another reason. 

Mr. BECK. I did not hear the gentleman’s 
last remark. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. The gentleman 
from Kentucky, I say, has beén induced to 
make his remarks for another reason. The 
State debt according to the report furnished 
him has been increased to $14,000,000. Very 
well. I shall not go over the whole minority 
report of the Ku Klux committee. I shall 
send to the Clerk’s desk, however, to be read 
a statement of the treasurer of the State of 
Texas in regard to the debt of that State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURER’S OFFICE 
Austin, October 1, 1871. 
Hon. W. A. SAYLOR: 


In compliance with your request, I have the 
honor to submit the following statement: 


Qustanding warrants........csccsseessneee esses $451,169 OL 
Frontier bonds sold...... « 377,000 00 
Five per cent. State bonds. . 216,641 08 
Six per cent, State bonds... uecveeee 320,867 13 
Comptroller’s certificates of indebtedness, 89,709 91 

OCR) cic csissrecseeanieconvavasvaccscseeses se eraa $1,454,887 13 


It is proper to remark that the five and six per 
cont. bonds are a portion of the ante bellum debt. 
` GEORGE W. HONEY, 
Treasurer State of Texas, 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
that is the statement from- the books of the 
treasury department of Texas showing the 
debt on that day. The five and six per cent. 
bonds include the ante bellum debt of about 
five hundred thousand dollars. The warrants, 
amounting to about three hundred thousand 
dollars, have already been paid. If we deduct 
these amounts from the statement, we have 
about six hundred thousand dollars left as the 
present debt of the State of Texas. 

Now, then, gentlemen will say that the 
Legislature of Texas has voted a subsidy to the 
amount of $12,000,000. For that we have 
twelve hundred miles of railroad. And if 
they will search the journals of the Legisla- 
ture they will find that every Democrat but 
threé voted every time for that very debt. 
And yet they come up here and incorporate in 
the Ku Klux minority report a statement repre- 
senting this as a debt created by the Republi- 
can party in my State. The Governor has 
vetoed every bill of that character, and that is 
why the gentlemen hate him so. That did not 
suit the Austin ring. I challenge either of my 
colleagues on this floor to point to anything 
done by the Governor of our State which does 
not show integrity of character and honesty 
of purpose. That he has made some mistakes 
Tadmit. He has appointed some Democrats 
to office, which he ought not to have done, 
and this, I think, is about the only mistake he 
ever committed. i 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ARTHUR rose. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. 
or three minutes longer. 

Mr. ARTHUR. yield three minutes to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I hope I will 
have time enough to conclude the remarks 
which I desire to address to the House. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, how my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Becr] is to come back upon 
me in his reply. He will tell the House where 
he got his information. He will read the 
names of those twenty-one tax-payers. He 
will quote my honorable colleague from the 
fourth district, [Mr. Hancocr,] and my col- 
league from the first district, [Mr. HERNDON, ] 
and every Democratic paper there about the ter- 
rible outrages committed by the Radical party 
in Texas. - But he will not say one word about 
what the Democratic party has done there. He 
will not tell you and this House that, in the 


I want only two 


| held that State, with their control of all the 
millions.of acres of land and the millions of 
money in bonds and in gold, they did not build 
a school-house, and built only about, four hun- 
dred miles of railway.. He will not tell you 
that since the Republican party came into 
power we have over twelve hundred schools, 
and ninety thousand children in them, or that 
we have built more miles of railway since we 
held that State in 1869 than were ever built 
in the State before. Oh, no! He will tell 
you about the operation of the police bill; and 
Lanswer him by saying in advance that the 
money which has been saved bythe operation 
of that police bill, by breaking up the gang 
which rushed down from Missouri and Kansas, 
and whom we have driven out across our bor- 
ders, is more than sufficient to pay all its 
expenses. 

Mr. CONNER. The Bickerstaff gang were 
all killed before the police were organized. 
Bickerstaff was killed in my district by a con- 
federate soldier. . 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Now, I do not 
know, Mr. Speaker, but that my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] was nearly right when 
he objected to my making a personal explana- 
tion yesterday. He thought it would lead to 
a warm discussion. Ibelieve we are to have 
a warm discussion before this thing is over. 

Tn conclusion I desire to say to this House, 
standing alone as I do upon this floor repre- 
senting the Republican party in my State, 
that I intend on every occasion to vindicate 
the policy of that party, and to stand up for 
the tenets which they have put forward as a 
part of that policy. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ARTHUR resumed the floor. 

Mr. HANCOCK. LIask the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Anruvr] to yield to me fora 
few words of explanation in reply to my col- 
league, [Mr. CLARK. ] 

Mr. ARTHUR. I yield to the gentleman 
five minutes. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I desire only, through 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
for which I thank him, to reply in the first 
place to the insinuations of the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat as to my connection as 
a member of the law firm of Hancock & West, 
and as such concerned in getting up the indict- 
ments against Governor Davis. ‘The effect of 
his remarks was to cast upon that firm the 
imputation that they had been employed for 
the purpose of getting up certain indictments 
which, fam informed, have been preferred by 
the grand jury of the Federal court of the 
| western district of the State of Texas against 
E. J. Davis and others. i 

I bave to state to the House that I know 
nothing about these indictments otherwise than 
as I have learned from the newspapers, and as 
they may have been referred to by one or two 
correspondents. If the law firm with which I 
am connected has any conection with them 
whatever it is not known to me. If my part- 
ner has been employedin any way, either for 
the prosecution or for the defense, he has cer- 
tainly a right, save and except under certain 
regulations of the State of Texas inaugurated 
and attempted to be enforced by the present 
Executive, and tọ receive a fee for the per- 
formance of his duties as attorney. 

As to my colleague’s other allusion to some 
relation existing between the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] and myself, in reference to 
the objection made yesterday to his introducing - 
some resolution and offering some remarks to 
the House, it has just this much in it, and no 
more: contrary to my usual custom, as I think 
I am warranted in saying, I was, may be, five 
minutes behind time in coming to the House 
yesterday morning, and when I came in I was 
informed that my colleague had been trying 
to get the floor for the purpose of introducing 
a resolution reflecting on the integrity of mem- 
bers of the grand jury of the Federal court, my 


en 


twenty-five years during which the Democracy || constituents, and the gentleman from New 
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York told me that in my absence he had ob- 
jected because he thoughtit better that I should 
be here. I thanked him for so doing, and my 
colleague and no other honorable gentleman 
will question my veracity when I state that no 
word had ever passed between the gentleman 
from New York and myself before, nora single 
word, syllable, look, or gesture, or expression 
has passed since on the subject. 

Sir, 1 could hardly feel myself justly excusa- 
ple for alluding to his remark that I had thrown 
down the gauntlet. and that he had taken it 
up. Mr. Speaker, Iam not so lowas that yet. 
J do not come here to throw down the gaunt- 
let to anybody, and surely there is no reason 
why I should throw it down fo that gentleman ; 
and there is no reason for his supposing that 
I would throw the gauntlet down to him. 

If I am not trespassing too much on the time 
of the gentleman trom Kentucky, I would like 
to make some allusion tothe remark which he 
made in reference to the character of the men 
who composed the tax-payers’ convention, the 
twenty-one men whom he characterizes as men 
whose hands were red with the blood of Union 
men, and to whom he applies other epithets 
of a like delicate character, such as that they 
were professional slanderers, and would defame 
the character not only of men, but of women. 
I happen to know personally every individual 
member of that committee of twenty-one. 
Their names are not only known to me, but 
many of them most honorably thronghout this 
vast country. I would like to invite the atten- 
tion of the House to the list of names, and let 
honorable members say whether the gentle- 
man’s assertion in this regard is entitled to as 
much consideration at it might have been if 
his language had been more eulogistic and less 
defamatory. The name at the head of that 
list is that of Andrew J. Hamilton, of Travis 
county, a former Representative on this floor 
from the western district of the State of Texas, 
aman of the most distinguished ability, and 
who during the war exhibited a prowess and 
valor and heroism that would have done him 
honor in the days of Bruce, who never faltered 
in his adhesion and devotion to the flag of his 
country, who stood by the country and main- 
tained the unity of the States under its Consti- 
tution, and he continues to stand in that posi- 
tion to the present day. The gentleman who 
assails him here can hardly rightfully claim as 
much. 

The next name on the list is that of F. M. 
Hayes, of Smith county, a respectable gentle-- 
man of high standing, and one worthy of the 
emulation of the gentleman who has recently: 
occupied the floor. ` 

The next name I find is that of John Ire- 
land, of Guadalupe county, a man than whom 
none ever occupied a more exalted position at’ 
the bar, on the bench, or in the social circle, 
for honor and integrity. : 

The next name on the list is that of: John 
M. Crockett, of Dallas county, who has occu: : 
pied the second highest position in the gifs 
of the people of his State, and who did not, 
dishonor it. He was a citizen before, when | 
elected, and has continued such ever since. 

The next-name on the list is that of James 
Shaw, of Burleson county, one of the original 
pioneers of the county; I believe one of the 
three hundred who accompanied Stephen F. 
Austin when he penetrated the wilderness of 
Texas, and has aidedin subduing itto civiliza- 
tion; a man now in his seventy-first year, and 
against whom no breath of suspicion of wrong 
has ever been uttered except so far as has been 
belched forth upon this floor. 

George Quinan, of Wharton county, an 
alien by birth, but long a resident of the State 
of Texas, occupies an exalted position among 
his fellow-citizens, and a high place at the bar 
as an attorney. : 

F. M. White, of Jackson county, was a 
Union man from beginning to end, a former - 
commissioner of the general land office of the 
State of Texas, He has thoroughly fulfilled 


his duty in every capacity he has occupied, 
and he has occupied many high official posi- 
tions. . 

John W. Robertson, of Robertson county, 
was elected asa Republican to the Legislature 
of the State of Texas, and an advocate of Mr. 
Davis. He afterward became so thorough]y 
disgusted with his administration that he has 
made war upon it and introduced resolutions 
impeaching one of the judges of the district 
court of the State implicated in frauds in pro- 
curing the gentleman's own election, and they 
were passed through that body over the influ- 
ence of the Governor and his clique, and they 
stand there to-day. 

M. C. Hawitron, of Travers county, is now 
a Senator of the United States, occupying a 
seat in the other end of this Capitol. Heisa 
man who extorts the admiration of every vir- 
tuous and generous heart, however much they 
may differ from him politically. 

J. W. Throckmorton, of Collin county, wasa 
member of the secession convention of 1861, 
and was one of seven who stood up and voted 
“no” upon the question of secession. I recol- 
lect well aremark he made on being hissed by 
the audience when he cast that vote: ‘“ When 
the rebel hisses the patriot may well tremble.” 
His career is admitted to have been of the 


most exemplary character. When elected Gov- 
ernor of the State of Texas, General Heintzel- 
man, as is shown by a certificate now in the 
hands of the Judiciary Committee, states that 
he believes if Mr. Throckmorton had been 
permitted to go on he would have established 
civil law, order, and good government in 
Texas, and would have saved many lives and 
accomplished great good for the people of the 
State. 

I have not time to go through the list. 
Those that remain will compare favorably 
with those I have briefly alluded to. The 
convention, composed of the best men of the 
State, of all shades of political complexion, 
sent by their neighbors, irrespective of party 
difference, from all parts of the State, to ‘‘ reg- 
son together’ and consider the better means 
of redress of great political grievances, presided 
over by ex-Governor E. M. Pease as president, 
a man of the most unsullied private virtue, 
exalted patriotism, efficient and faithful in all 
the numerous official positions he has occu- 
pied and adorned, cannot be reached by the 
attempted aspersions of the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


ADVANCE OF CENTRALISM. 
Mr. ARTHUR. Mr. Speaker: 


“The true barriers of our liberty in this country 
are our State governments; and the wisest conserva- 
tive power ever contrived by manis that of which 
our Revolution and present Government found us 
possessed.” > * * * “Idonotthink it 
for the interest of the General. Government itself, 
and still less of the Union at large, that the State 
governments should be so little respected as they 
hhavebeen.” * + = » “Theenlightened 
statesman, therefore, will endeavor to preserve the 
weight and influence of every part, as too much 
given to any member of it would destroy the gen- 
eral equilibrium.”—Jefferson. | 

“Tf it were asked, what is the most sacred duty, 
and the greatest source of seeurity in a republic, 
the answer would be, an inviolable respect for the 
Constitution and laws, the first growing out of the 
last.” * * = = “Ttis by this that cabal- 
lers, intriguers, and demagogues are prevented from 
climbing on the shoulders of faction to the tempting 
seats of usurpation and tyranny.’’—Hamilton. 

“Tt has been well said by one of the most saga- 
cious men of antiquity, that the object of a constitu- 
tion is to restrain the government as that of law isto 
restrain individuals.” * * * * “Such 
is the solidity and beauty of our admirable system ; 
but which, it is perfectly obvious, can only be pre- 
served by maintaining the ascendency of the con- 
stitution-making authority over the law-making,’ 
* * æ * ‘Tris more hostile to the nature 
and genius of our system to assume powers not dele- 
gated, than to resume those that are.” = * * 
* “J yield to none, I trust, in a deep and sincere 
attachment to our political institutions and the 
Union of these States. 1 never breathed an opposite 
sentiment; but, on the contrary, L haye ever con- 
sidered them the great instruments of preserving 


our liberty and promoting the happiness of ourselves 
and our posterity, and next to these I have ever | 
held them most dear.”—Calhoun. 


“What wasit that Thomas Jefferson said with 
go much emphasis? ‘Have we found angels in the 
form of men to govern us?’ However itmight have 
been then, we of this day may answer, ‘No, no.’ We 
have found them at least like othors, “a little lower 
than angels,’ In the same spirit he has said, an 
elective despotism is not the government we fought 
for. And thatis true. Our fathers fought for alim- 
ited government, a government hedged all round 
with securities, or, as I heard an eminent son of Vir- 
ginia say, 2 government fenced in with ten rails and 


a top-rider.” Iconfess I love 


to linger around these original fountains, and -to 
drink deep of their waters. Ilove to imbibe, i 
full measure as I may, the spirit of those who laid 
the foundations of the Government,and so wisely 
and skillfully balanced and adjusted its bearings 
and proportions.” — Webster. 

The progress of political institutions in any 
efa of the past is instructing to freemen. The 
agitator is never so dangerous as when behind 
the mask of conservatism he insidiously pur- 
sues the ends of mischief. Things hateful are 
called by names amiable, and things amiable 
called by names hateful. Patriotism is in- 
vested with the deformities of treason, and 
treason is clothed with the livery of Heaven. If 
any real danger has opportunely made morbid 
the popular anxiety, every devilish artis cun- 
ningly plied to stimulate the popular fear and 
poison the popular credulity. Gradually is 
disarmed that eternal vigilance which in all 
ages of the world is the price of liberty, and 
under cover of the general welfare the limita- 
tions upon government and the local power 
of the people disappear beneath the now 
resistless sea of successful encroachment. 

Politicians and parties, intrinsically, are of 
very limited consequence, but they possess a 
derivative excellence in the degree in which 
they represent objects excellent in themselves. 
What the friend of his country wants now is not 
the counterfeit presentment, but the vital gub- 
stance of genuine American polity as founded 
and fortified by Washington and the heroes 
and statesmen of his unparalleled era. He 
wants things rather than names, proofs rather 
than professions of present and future fidelity 
to the people in the local power of their State 
and the limited power of their Federal Gov- - 
ernments. 

We now stand upon a neck of land dividing 
two open seas, the pastand the future. If the 
sun—by which Mr. Webster typifies our politi- 
cal system—goes down upon us, the way ahead 
will be a testqment of storm and an inheritance 
of desolation. Who so base as to take this 
risk fora little brief authority? Butif by a 
frequent recurrence to fundamental principles 
of American polity we shall return and stead- 
fastly pursue our hereditary freedom under the 
rays of that great central orb of focal light, 
the organized power of the people andthe pro- 
gress of republican empire may be bounded 
only by the measureless happiness of mankind. 

Incomparable in form and substance as are 
our institutions of inheritance, it must be ad- 
mitted they nevertheless came to us charged 
with the electric sparks of African slavery, 
of State secession, and national centralization. 
And from the foundation of our systems ‘the 
struggle went on between the letter of and 
facts coeval with our institutions on the one 
hand, and the spirit, with which that letter 
and those facts were alleged to be repugnant, 
on the other. The current of time flowed on; 
and eventually the struggle is ended of the 
first two. I shall not pause here to draw the 
moral or point the tale. Suffice it to say, that 
the struggle is ended as to those twin elements 
of fraternal impingement. On both sides ot 
the disputed boundary of the great argument, 
heroes and statesmen, soldiers and patriots, 
attested the sincerity of their convictions by 
the magnanimity of their sacrifices. , The first 
two acts of the drama are past. 

Centralization, the third, the last, the most 
stupendous in proportions, the most unscrupu- 
lousin wickedness, the most corrupting intemp- 
tation, the most universal in scope, and the 
most accumulated in. resources and power, 18 
upon us. He who will may see it now. « It is 
thinly yailed, visible and bodily, naked %0 the 
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èyè and the mind, daily and nightly, in the 
Fedéral capital and everywhere, in the States 
and Territories, wherever force can be ex- 
panded, and rapacity and espionage fight or 
feel their blighting way. But the sorcery of 
suecessfal faction in the violated name of more 
perfect union, which it prevents, of justice, 
which it denies, of domestic tranquillity, which 
it subverts; of the common defense, which it. 
refises, and- of the general welfare, which it 
poigoris, unrelentingly pursues the centraliza- 
tion of all power in the Federal head, which 
héad it is. 

“Tt profits me but little, after all, that a vigilant 
authority should protect the tranquillity of my pleas- 
ures, and constantly avert all dangers from my path, 
without my eare or my concern, if the same author- 
ity is the absolute mistress of my liberty and of my 
life, and if it so monopolizes all the energy of exist- 
ence, that when it langnishes everything languishes 
around it, that when it sleeps, everything must sleep, 
that when it dies, the State itself must perish.”—De 
Tocqueville. 

Pending the debate on the act entitled “An 
act to enforce the fourteenth amendment,” ap- 
proved April 20, 1871, nothing was niore com- 
mon than to hear from the lips of some of the 
ablest and most admired of the Radical poli- 
ticians on this floor beguiling. admissions and 
asseverations that that measure went to the 
verge of the Constitution, that it was pushed to 
the remotest limits of constitutional power, but 
yet, still, within its sacred confines, and imper- 
atively demanded by the perils of the hour— 
an act, more than any other that ever dese- 
crated the name or function of legislation, pre- 
eminent for its palpable abolition of all limits, 
its palpable annihilation of all boundaries, its 
palpable centralization of all power. 

It is in view of such miscliievous senti- 
metits and of the pending perilous struggle with 
the myrmidons of centralization that this 
House and the country ate called on by every 
consideration of saféty and of duty to spurh 
the siren of hypocrisy, and to cleave to the 
fundamental principles of the fotinders of 
our institutions, ind resolutely restore them 
to their paramount place in the adininistration 
of Federal affairs. 

OBJECT OF POLITICAL, INSTITUTIONS. 

All legitimate government rests upon the 
great principle of self-preservation. Political 
institutions should be maintained only to secure 
the safety and happiness of soviety. These 
“ever have been and ever will be pursued 
until obtained, or until liberty bé lost in the 
pursuit.’ If any form of government proves 
adverse to those transcendent objects, it should 
be sacrificed and a new government ingtittited 
deriving its just powers from the consent of 
the governed. he happiness of society is the 
end, the government the means. Splendor, 
and pomp, and power are-not of the happi- 
ness of society. They are of the vanity, the 
vain-glory, and the rapacity of the ruler. They 
aré incompatible with the happiness of society 
as founded in the capacity of man for self- 
government, and destructive of the ends for 
which just government is instituted. They 
eat out the substance of the people, rob them 
of their power, and degrade them into the 
pitiless victims of corruption and tyranny. 

How familiar were the lessons of living and 
of dead States to the builders of our system. 
Two great models of antiquity, and many 
mnore of minor note, had their birth in the 
power of the people and their death in the 
power of théruler. The moral is plain. Local 
power is life ; centralized poweris death; and 
all intermediate forms are but graduated evils. 
Hence ihe noble setitiment of Mr. Madison: 

“ Were the plan of the Convention adverse to the 
public happiness, my voice would be, reject the plan. 
Were the Union itself incdtisistent with the publie 
happiness, it would be, abolish the Union. In like 
manner, as far as the sovercignty of the States can- 
not be reconciled to the happiness of the people, 
the voice of every good citizen must be, let the for= 
mer be sacrificed to the latter.” 

The purity of his political philosophy was 
not sunken in 4 pernicious idolatry for the iu: 
gtrument. His native Virginia had declared 
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that that ‘form of government is best which is 
capable of producing the greatest degree of 
happiness and safety.’ His political vestals 
were those twin sistersof serene glory: Hence, 
he valued those instruments only as they se- 
cured or contributed to secure the end. And 
the unetriiig memory of States, living and dead, 
forbade him to doubt that local power was the 
only feasible restraint upon central govèrn- 
ment, ‘‘so that the private interests of every 
individual may bë a sentinel over thé public 
rights.” , i 

Man is natural, Government conventional. 
Man in his natural state is his own ruler. His 
natural rights are equal to those of his fellow- 
men. Heis his own peer. Every other cre- 
ated being is below him. He has no superiors: 
Neither majorities nor minorities rank or dom- 
inate him. He is his sole muster. Fw his polit- 
ical state he chooses to modify his natural state. 
He exchanges a part of his natural liberty for 
his conventional security. He forms a compact 
with other men and enters into a combination 
and organizes society. His rights are then 
called political rights, and by the terms of the 
compact he is bound. 

' AÌ political rights are derived from assent and 
compact, express or implied, and are conventional 
that Government, be its form what it may, can be 
subject to constitutional restraints; and it is, ac- 
cordingly, to this source that Locke, Sidney, and 
other writers on the side of liberty traced them. 
Fortunately for us, their doctrines became the creed 
of our ancestors and the foundation of our free, 
popular, and glorious system of governments, in 
which laws derive their authority from constitu- 
tions, and these from the free and united assent of 
the whole community.” —Calhoun. 

If by the terms of the compact the will of 
the majority is to rule him in all cases what- 
soever, then that will is the paramount law. 
Butif, on the other hand, the terms of the com- 
pact sacredly reserve and guard the political 
rights of individuals and minorities, no com- 
bination or majority; however great aud im- 
posing, can rightfully deny or abridge them, 
Any such denial or abridgment is a fraud and 
a tyranny and a dissolution of the political 
bond. Subject to insurmountable restrictions 
set down in the fundamental law, the will of 
the majority, lawfully exercised, rightfully pre- 
vails in reference to objects equal and common 
alike to all the communities in their aggregate 
mass. But theaxiom arises out of limited, con- 
ventional right, and in no sense out of natural or 
absolute right. Inthe natural order of men 
there is no paramount right to rule in one, the 
many, or the few. He alone is sovereign. 
And the 
“government of the uncontrolled numerical ma- 
jority is but the absolute and despotic form of popu- 
lar government, just as that of the uncontrolled will 
of ong man, or a few, is of monarchy or aristocracy. 
And it has, to say the least, as strong a tendency to 
oppression and the abuse of its powers as either of 
the others.”’—Calhoun. 

To maintain the opposite theory would be 
to reassert the law of despotism; to quit 
American to stand on foreign ground; to sur- 
render the liberty of the man to the bondage 
of the law; to be for the strong to enslave the 
weak ; to be for the sacrifice of the few to the 
many, and to establish that despotism, the 
most hateful of all in the eyes of the framers 
of our Constitution, the despotism of the ma- 
jority ; and, natural liberty lost, and political 
liberty destroyed, both liberty and safety, the 
creators, annihilated by society, the creature. 
This would bea most pernicious reversal of 
the order of nature and philosophy, and fatally 
demonstrate the social to be the extinction, 
not the equivalent, of ibe natural state of 
man: Hence itis, as Mr. Calhoun observes: 

“ Constitutions stand to governments as laws do 
to individuals, As the object of law is to regulate 
and restrain the actions of individuals, so as to pre- 
vent one from oppressing or doing violence to an- 
other, so, in like manner, that of constitutions is to 
regulate and restrain the actions of governments, so 
that those who exercise their powers shall not oppress 
or do violence to the rest of lhe community.” 

And hence it ig that, In the American sense, 
in the science of American polity, the perfect 
and inviolable security of the rights of minor. 


ities is the one, .preéminent, unerring, uni- 
versal test of fidelity to our political institu- 
tions. No man is a friend to our systems, local 
or Federal, who impinges on these. Callhim- 
self what he may—Judas called himself the 
friend of Jesus; be his pretext what it may—the 
French Jacobin cried “liberty and equality” 
and exalted a harlot—that man is the enemy 
of our system. Behind a smiling face he hides 
a frowning purpose.. He will, if he can, first 
crush the minority; second, seduce the major- 
ity, and, finally, corrupt and enslave both. 

“To avoid, therefore, the evils of inconstancy and 
versatility, ten thousand times worse than those of 
obstinacy and the blindest prejudice, we have con- 
secrated the State, that no man should approach to 
look into its defects or corruptions but with due 
caution; that he should never dream of beginning 
its reformation by its subversion; that he should 
approach to the faults of the State as to the wounds 
of a father, with pious awe and trembling solicitude. 
By this wise prejudice we are taught to look with 
horror on those chiidren of their country, who are 
prompt rashly to hack that aged parent in pieces 
and put him into the kettle of magicians, in hopes 
that by their poisonous weéds and wild incantations 
they may regenerate the paternal constitution and 
renovate their father’s life.” —Burke. 


NATURE OF THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION. 


Old and hackneyed as a maxini, it is never- 
theless an instructive truth, that the tendency 
of power is steadily from the many to the few. 
This is indicated by countless phenomena in 
political progress, from good to bad. And all 
such tendencies are vices. No matter what 
form or semblance they appear in, they are 
always to be resisted or always fatal. it has 
become odious to the fashionable political char- 
latan, and alarming to communities deluded, 
to discuss the origin and theory, as such, of our 
institutions. And these emotions are carefully 
engendered and nourished in the interest of 
successful faction. This is part and parcel of 
the evil tendency incident to the, degeneracy of 
our time, The plan is in the gale of material 
development and progress to have the principles 
of the government practically forgotten and per- 
nicious novelties foisted in their place, the sages 
and axioms of 1776 and 1789 overlooked, as 
senile and musty, and posterity weaned and 
estranged from its political inheritance. The 
backs of the people thus turned on the past, 
they are led away into the trackless sea 
of usurpation and experiment by self-styled 
patriots, who in their capacity for good are 
barely fit to follow, and who in their capa- 
city for spoil are the chief apostles of corrup- 
tien, ` i 

Orly a leader in faction or a sharer in pub- 
lic plunder will pretend that the principles 
and limitations of delegated Federal power are 
now held in proper respect. If any man will 
trouble his faculties to think, he must straight- 
way see and know that the government is 
adrift from its constitutional moorings. The 
magnet of 1789 no longer directs its course ; 
it is impelled by the vulture of exaction, and 
its way is kept clear by the bayonet’s gleam. 

The medicine of the time is the sober sec- 
ond thought of the people, of the toiling mil- 
lions. Political abuses will dry up under. the 
blaze of popular scrutiny. Scrutiny is thought; 
and thought is the invocation of the princi- 
ples of 1776 and 1789, Itisin these principles 
thatour political systems had their orgin; and 
it was by the practice of them that the States, 
the Union, and the people grew to be great 
and happy. Interruptions, past and present, 
have cast over all a sepnichral gloom. A stern 
and undeviating return is the only way again 
to be great and happy. 

It was once observed by Mr. Madison that 
government itself is one of the ‘‘ greatest of 
all reflections on human nature. If men were 
angels, no government would be ‘necessary. 
If angels were to govern men, neither external 
nor internal controls on government would be 
necessary. In framing a government which is 
to be administered by men over men, the great 
difficulty lies in this: ycu must first enable the 
government to control the governed, and, in 
| the next place, oblige if to control itself. A 
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dependence on the people is, no doubt, the 
primary control on the government; but ex- 
perience has taught mankind the necessity of. 
auxiliary precautions.” F 

The Federal Constitution was therefore con- 
ceived in jealousy and born in. restrictions of 
delegated power. Said Mr. Jefferson: 

“Confidence is everywhere the parent of despot- 
ism. Free government. is founded in jealousy, and 
notin confidence. Itis jealousy, and not confidence, 
which prescribes limited constitutionsto bind down 
those whom we are obliged to trust with power; that 
our Constitution has accordingly fixed the limits to 
which, and no further, our confidence may go.” 

That Constitution represents whatever is the 
rational and irreconcilable opposite of inher- 
ent or discretionary power in government. It 
was made by communities and men just hero- 
ically delivered from inherent and discretion- 
ary power in government. It was established 
as the antipode of all that. It was made to 
be the manacle of restriction on the arm of 
power, so that power might never get beyond 
the ramparts of restriction and whelm the 
people again in the maelstrom of governmental 
discretion. And— . 

“Nothing but the most rigid adherence, in all 
cages, to the restrictions laid down, can avert it. To 
relax in any, even the strongest, would open wide 
the door of unlimited discretion, and leave the Fed- 
eral: Government, without restriction, to fix on such 
a standard as the caprice, ambition, party influence, 
or party calculations of those who, for the time 
being, might hold the reins of power, might dic- 
tate.”’—Calhoun. « 

Framed by men in many respects the most 
remarkable of any age, it became the supreme 
law by virtue of the assent and ratification of 
the States, which adopted it in pursuance of 
the will of the people. It is builded on the 
will of the State, builded on the will of the 
people. It is, therefore, in its origin and 
validity, a Federal compact by and between 
the States adopting it and the people forming 
these States. Created the better to preserve 
the States and to promote the happiness and 
safety of the people, not to destroy the one 
and remit the other again to the hateful 
bondage of discretionary government. It was 
auxiliary to the State governments in aid of the 
political principles on which they were founded; 
for certain purposes invested with the com- 
bined authority of all the States and people, 
but still a trustee and an auxiliary only te the 
governments of the States and people that 
formed it, not a sinister power, to supersede 
and dominate the former. Such had been 
the British constitution and Crown, which for 
themselves they had abolished, and of which 
Mr. Hamilton once said to the elder Adams 
that— 

“Tt was the most perfect model of government 
that could be formed; and that the correction of 
its vices would render it an impracticable Govern- 
mae Bach State in ratifying. the Constitution is 
considered as a sovereign body, independent of all 
others, and only to be bound by its own voluntary 
act. In this relation, then, the new Constitution 
will, if established, bea Federal, and not a national 
Constitution.” —Madison. 

A national Government, as then understood, 
involved an indefinite supremacy over all per- 
sons and things. Whether invested in one, a 
few; or many, the attribute of supremacy was 
central, exclusive, and irresponsible; every- 
thing else subordinate; all States, counties, 
townships, parishes, cities, and wards, every 
form of municipal government, absolutely 
dependent aud at the arbitrary pleasure of 
boundless central power, subject to he so 
modified, superseded, or abolished. What- 
ever may be the sensibility and experience 
of the American of to-day, such a government 
had just been successfully resisted by our pre- 
decessors, and was so held to be incompatible 
with the just ends for which all proper gov- 
ernment is instituted. The impotency of the 
Articles of Confederation formed a union of 
threads, but the centralism of such a national 
Government formed a union of chains. 

These men would have preferred the former 
to the latter. They had doneso. To the lat- 
ter they would never have submitted, and a 


Union so constituted they would have spurned. 
They refused to bequeath such a curse to their 
posterity. The signature of George Wasbing- 
ton could never have been obtained to a letter 
recommending such a legacy of evil to his coun- 
trymen. ‘Borne for his country and for the 
world, he did not give up. to party what was 
meant for mankind.” . He said: 

“Tn all our deliberations on this subject we kept 
steadily in.our view that which appears to. us the 
greatest interest of every true American, the con- 
solidation of our Union, in which‘is involved our 
prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps our national 
existence.” 

And upon this subject Mr. Webster remarks : 


“You will please to observe that this language is 
not applied to the powers of Government; it does 
not say that they aim at consolidation in the General 
Government, nor of ali the powers of Government; it 
does not at all usurp the local authorities of the 
States, nor interfere with anything that belongs to 
the local legislation and administration. But the 
consolidation of which Washiagton and his asso- 
ciates spoke was a consolidation of the Union for 
the just purposes of a Union, of a strong Union— 
for those purposes for which the Union itself ought 

o exist. 


It is therefore plenary and supreme within 
the limits of the powers delegated; it was so 
intended to be; it ought to be; it ought to be 
no less; it cannot lawfully be any more. It 
was not created for its own sake, for a sinister 
supremacy, grandeur, and omnipotence; it 
has nothing inherent, self-derived, and self- 
sustaining within it. 


“The Federal and State Governments are in fact 
but different agents and trustees of the people, in- 
trusted with different powers, and designated for 
different purposes.” —Madison. 

The Federal Government is derivative, fidu- 
ciary, and subservient by origin, nature, and 
object. It isa bright orb, but it shines by abor- 
rowed luster, the luster of the States and people 
that made it, whose servant itis. As every free 
man sees in its proper lineaments the deriva- 
tive power of his State and of himself, he ven- 
erates an institution embodying exalted virtues, 
such as those which make sacred the mother 
of men. But what language can express his 
emotions when he beholds those lineaments 
disfigured, dishonored, despised, and that sa- 
cred form prostituted to the wildest debauchery 
of faction in the very presence of the betrayed, 
the plundered, and the oppressed! oy 

Derivative in its nature and limited in its 
functions by the jealous caution of its creators, 
it was still further hedged with restrictions 
in its primal structure, by being made not a 

compact unit in its faculties, but a compound 
| union of independent, codrdinate departments, 
designated executive, legislative, and judicial ; 
and the second and most dangerous of these, 
for the greater security, again subdivided. All 
writers we respect agree that the concentration 
of those powers in one department forms a 
despotism, by whatsoever name it may be 
called. . Says the Baron de Montesquieu : 


‘t When the legislative and executive powers are 
united in thesame person or body, there can be no lib- 
erty, because apprehensions may arise lest the same 
monarch or senate should enact tyrannical laws, to 
execute them in a tyrannical manner, Were the 
power of judging joined with the Legislature, the 
life and liberty of the subject would be exposed to 
arbitrary control, for the judge would then be the 
Legislature. Were it joined to the executive power, 
the judge might behave with all the violence of the 
oppressor.” 

The framers of our system believed that the 
exercise of those combined powers by a single 
functionary, whether single or plural in its 
personnel, would inevitably be subversive of 
the fundamental principles of free govern- 
ment; and both our State and Federal Con- 
stitutions were carefully guarded by this re- 
strictive distribution of powers. All these are 
familiar truisms; they are of the very ele- 
ments of the horn-books of the past. But 
there is some reason in the experience of the 
hour to say they are familiar only as truisms ; 
they are not so familiar as rules of political 
practice. They are of the elements of the 


the statute-books of the present. 
Strictly observed by honest. and capable 


horn-books of the past, but notso much so of | 
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yablic servants, those checks and balances. 
eeply imbedded in and of the very vitals of 
our Federal system properly understood, it 
would have realized the objects and fulfilled 
the expectations of the friends of free govern: 
ment, But how vain, ofttimes, are the wisest 
precautions against the dangers. to which the 
best-planned insfitutions of men are exposéd! 
This must be so, solong as man is unfaithful 
to man. These safeguards are conceded by 
all to be the best barriers against usurpation 
and tyranny in political administration con- 
sistent with proper vigor; yet as such they 
are utterly futile when the elected become 
unfaithful to the elector. l 

A legislative department by corruption or 
by folly may assume to surrender or to dele- 
gate their functions to a grasping or a sub- 
servient executive. A perverted or a para- 
lyzed judiciary may become impotent. in the 
face of the grossest legislative encroachments 
upon the violated constitution and non-dele- 
gated powers of States and people, and those 
‘checks and balances are then practically oblit- 
erated, the divided functions of government 
are massed and concentrated, and faction 
rages like a hurricane over the broken and 
prostrate institutions which obstruct its rapa- 
cious march. 

x LOCAL POWER. 

As in the American sense the man 1s the 
sovereign, 80, primarily, power is individual or 
local. In the degree in which it is granted 
or concentrated elsewhere it becomes general 
or central. The nearer the law-making power 
is to the people, the nearer the law made is to 
the will of the people. This is home or self- 
government. This,is the practical realization 
of the sovereignty of freemen. The British 
Government was central. The colonies re- 
ceived, they had no agency in making British 
law. It was alien to their will, to their inher- 
ent power, and remote from their homes, 
Minute, innumerable, and diversified local in- 
terests and concerns, civil and criminal, per- 
sonal and material, internal and domestic, 
could not be justly considered, administered, 
and secured at a remote center. : 

Progress, development, and tranquillity lan- 
guished, centralism exacted, and discontent 
grew. They demanded of the British Crown 
what? The identical function which is now 
being insidiously alienated aud centralized on 
the delusive pretext of the general welfare. 
They demanded their right of enacting local 
laws, and of the local administration of those 
laws. Those rights were denied them; and 
they struck the central power and abolished it, 
and planted government upon their inhérent 
sovereignty. Forwhat? In the language of 
Mr. Webster, for “home government, or the 
power of making in the colony the municipal 
laws which were to govern it.’? Here we trace 
the germ of our institutions. Here we find 
the will and the want of the people. 

There is no politieal institution, founded by 
the people in this country, which wag not cre- 
ated to facilitate, fortify, and perpetuate that 
function of local power, indispensable to free 
government. ‘“ The principle of free govern- 
ment adheres to American soil. It is bedded 
in it, immovable as its mountains.”” The 
Articles of Confederation, pending the war of 
the Revolution, were made the better to protect 
it; the Federal Constitution was made the bet- 
ter to protect it; and the first twelve amend- 
ments to that instrument were made the better 
to perfect that protection. Not because it was 
a State right; it was before and higher than 
the State, which grew upon it and exemplified. 
it. Not because it was a Federal restriction ; 
the Federal fabric was its creature, made to 
subserve it; but because it was indispensable 
to the safety and happiness of the people of 
the States. it ig in this connection Mr. Ham 
ilton so forcibly observes : . 

“Tt is this, which being the immediate and visible 
guardian of life and property, having its benefits 
and terrors in constant activity before tke public eye, 
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regulating all those personal interests and familiar 
concerns to which the sensibility of individuals. is 
more immediately awake, contributes, more than 
‘any other circumstance, to impress upon the minds 
of the peopleaffection, esteem; and reverence toward 
the Government. This great cement ofsociety which 
will diffuse itself almost whol throughout the chan- 
nels of the particular government, independent of 
all other causes.of influence, would insure them so 
decided an empire over their respective citizens as 
to render them at all times a complete counterpoise 
to central government.”’ 

It is the very pivot of our State and Federal 
systems. Itis nota detail or an incident of 
either or both of them. Whatever it has or may 
become in practice, neither Federal intimida- 
tion nor encroachment can disguise it. Touch 
the central power where you may, you will find 
unanswerable -evidences of this. Its most 
arbitrary constituent, its executive, by letter 
and by spirit, springs from that seminal prin- 
ciple, exists by it alone. ; 

The fiat of local power calls into official 
being the Presidentof the Union. But for its 
creative power, but for its elementary voli- 
tion, that official could not be. If ensues a 
failure of choice by the local element through 
the Electoral College, the result is supplied by 
it, in its capacity of sovereign States as units 
and equals on the floor of the lower branch 
of the legislative department. And first and 
last, the existence of the Executive comes from 
and was designed to be faithful to that original 
source of his being. Why? Because it was 
calculated that the creature would be true to 
his maker, would reflect his organic will, and 
respect the paramount law, the right reserved, 
They, the proprietors of local power, would 
not risk its creation by the central power, 
because it would then be its creature, and cen- 
tralism would be the law of its being. They 
would not repose it in the aggregate vote of 
the. Union, because that would involve the dis- 
organization of local government and estab- 
lish elective despotism. ‘They did what they 
could to make it exist independent of central 
or despotic, and by virtue alone of local power. 
They made it that it might subserve the 
purpose of imparting vigor to the execution 
of law, pursuant to the delegated will, but 
-so that ıt might always be a true popular 
barrier against which the waves of central 
encroachment might beat, but beat in vain. 

So- with the higher branch of the Federal 
Legislature. As the State is the home gov- 
ernment, nearer to the source of the sovereign 
power, the State exemplifiesitin an organized 
form. By that instrument, as the immedi- 
ate representative of the local will of distinct 
communities, that exalted branch of the Fed- 
eral Legislature has its origin and vitality. In 
defiance of degeneracy, abrasion, and innova- 
tion, still stand, in original and inherent 
equality, the consecrated emblems of local 
sovereignty. 


‘The equal vote allowed to each State is at once. 


a constitutional recognition of tho portion of sov- 
ercignty remaining in the individual States, and an 
instrument for preserving that residuary sover- 
eignty.”—~Madison, : 

The Legislature is the predominant part of 
the Federal branch of our system. In that 
department the trustee of local sovereignty is 
preéminent in the magnitude of his responsi- 
bility to his august ward; the principle of local 
power, as the creator and providence of our 
system. Without it he is nothing. He, too, 
like the Executive, is its creature ; and though 
like the former an agent in central, he is the 
servant of local power. 

All over the face of the central structure, 
in all its fibers, from turret to foundation- 
stone, we find strewn, imbedded, and inter- 

. mixed, the presence, the object, and the re- 
strictions of local power; and Mr. Madison 
commended it to his jealous countrymen with 
the memorable assurance that the ‘‘State gov- 
ernments may be regarded as constituent and 
essential parts of the Federal Government, 
while the latter is. in no wise essential to the 
operation or organization of the former.” 

Nor is the Executive, nor the higher branch 
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of the Federal Legislature, more absolutely de- 
pendent upon the local power than is the lower 
branch. Its members come yet more directly 
from the power of the people. Selected by 

opular suffrage, originating in and prescribed 
by local power preéxisting and reaffirmed in 
the central structure, they stand in their places 
but as evanescent shadows of the durable sub- 
stance behind them; they are local, not cen- 
tral, in their origin and design; and while 
clothed with appropriate functions, limited in 
their scope, they were especially intended to 
act as restrictions upon the known tendency 
of all central power to its own extension and 
perpetuation; but the great reliance for the 
prevention or exposure of those abuses was in 
the home government, the State. Local. lib- 


erty and central tyranny have always been op- ` 


posing forces; hence, the vital stress upon 
the multiplied safeguards thrown around local 
power in our heroic era when Mr. Hamilton 
said : 

“It may safely be received as an axiom in our 
political system that the State governments will, 
in all possible contingencies, afford complete security 
against invasions of the public liberty by the national 
authority. Projects of usurpation cannot be masked 
under pretenses so likely to escape the penetration 
of select bodies of men as of the people at large. 
The local Legislatures will have better means of 
information; they can discover the danger at a dis- 
tance; and possessing all the organs of civil power, 
and the confidence of the people, they can, at once 
adopt a regular plan of opposition, in which they 
can combine all the resources of the community. 
They can readily communicate with each other in 
the different States, and unite their common forces 
for the protection of their common liberty. 

_'Tho utility and necessity of local administra- 
tions for local purposes would be a complete bar- 
rier againstthe oppressive use of central power.”  * 
+ = # “An entire consolidation of the States 
into one complete national sovereignty would imply 
an entire subordination of the parts, and whatever 
powors might remain in them would be altogether 
dependent on the general will. But as the plan 
of the Convention aims only at a partial union or 
consolidation, the State governments would clearly 
retain all the rights of sovereignty which they before 
had, and which were not, by that ast, exclusively 
delegated to the United States.” 

The wisdom of great men is the treasure of 
the people. It is the filtered experience of the 
past. When it is found condensed in what sur- 
vives them, in words and sentences aglow with 
the inspiration of which words and sentences 
may be the vehicle, these should form their 
compass and their chart. They should be 
engraven upon the popular mind, germinate 
in the popular heart, Detail lets go; prin- 
ciple holds fast, The former can always be 
gathered up by the way, the latter once aban- 
doned is gone forever. Principle is the staff 
of liberty; detail the wand of power. When 
the latter is inspired by the former its office 
is salutary and its utility elevated to the level 
of its inspiration; when it alone guides, it is 
always inconsistent, always sinister. Itis im- 
pelled by the wind of expediency, and is shift- 
ing and anarchic, or resistless and despotic. 

dn the world’s history no miners in the 
quarry of government were ever so analytic 
and elementary as the founders of American 
liberty. Their providential grasp of principle 
made us all that we are. Their precepts and 
their example constantly warn us never to 
relax our grasp upon the staff of local power. 
The luster of their political creed reacted upop 
the subjects of feudal empire and the victims 
of chaotic republics. And everywhere where 
itis understood it is known to be the eureka 
of man’s capacity for self-government. Said 

Mr. Webster in 1840: 

“ À distinguished lover of liberty in our time, in 
another hemisphere, said, with apparent paradox, 
that the quantity of liberty in any country is ex- 
actly equal to the quantity of restraint; because, 
if government is restrained from putting its hand 
upon you, to that extent you are free; and all reg- 
ular liberty consists in putting restraints upon gov- 
ernment and individuals, so that they shall not 
interfere with your freedom of action and purpose. 
Youmay easily simplify government; shallow think- 
ers talk of a simple government. Turkey is the 
simplest Government in the world. Butif you wish 
to secure entire personal liberty you must multiply 
restraints upon government.’’ z 5 $ g 
“Then you may be freo, not otherwise,” 


And in a strain of eloquence he proceeded 


to show that through the genius and wisdom 
of those who had gone before us in these States, 
a state of things had been wrought out which 
had been before only dreamed of in philosophy 
and proposed in theory—‘‘the government of 
a great nation in a vastly extended portion of 
the surface of the.earth by means of local in- 
stitutions for local purposes.’ Thanthis great 
man no statesman had more maturely studied 
the source and structure of our system, or was 
more partial to the central government within 
its limited sphere; and yet he allowed no proper 
occasion to pass without pouring out, in lan- 
guage kindled with inspiration on the altar of 
his lips, the tribute of his homage to that local 
power as the divinity of oursystem. Said he: 

“ No encroachment is to be made on the reserved 
rights of the people of the States, nothing is to be 
usurped.” > * * * J wish to see no 
new powers drawn to the General Government.” 

What is the lesson of these axioms of our 
great dead? What is the inexorable logic of 
those venerated premises? What was the 
transparent spirit and intent of their work? 
Why, that the central power originated in and 
was intended to be subservient to the people 
of the several States, acting in their separate 
and sovereign capacity as distinct, independ. 
ent political communities. The interests com- 
mon to all the States united were intrusted ‘to 
the former, reserving all others to the control 
of the latter, wherealone they would be secure 
from injustice and oppression. 

* It was thus that the interests of the whole were 
subjected, as they ought to be, to the will of the 
whole, while the peculiar and local interests were 
left under the control of the States separately, to 
whose custody only they could be safely confided. 
And if those who voluntarily created the system 


cannot bo trusted to preserve it, who can ??— Cul- 
Roun. $ 


Said the Baron de Tocqueville: 

“A nation may establish a systom of free govern- 
ment, but without the spirit; of municipal institu- 
tions it cannot have the spirit of liberty.” 

The conclusion is irresistible that as the 
immediate agents of local power the true 
barriers of our liberty in this country are our 
State governments. 

CENTRALISN—USURP ATION. 

The views I have grouped are of our legacy 
from the purest models in American history. 
They portray the era of the triumph of the 
social over the feudal principle, of local over 
central government, of civil power over mili- 
tary power. But in little less than three quar- 
ters of a century that triumph is disputed by 
the two last, and the battle renewed by them 
rages again along the whole line with fear- 
ful losses and gains in favor of centralism. 
The third, the last antagonist lying in the way 
of.our Federal career is upon us, armed with 
all the terrors of open force and secret wile. 
Tt is the more sinister because, though apos- 
tate, it is lineal to our polity. It is the fallen 
angel of our system. It threatens the unnat- 
ural fusion of functions forever divorced by 
the sacred canons of the Constitution. Shall 
those canons be desecrated and destroyed? 
Shall the transcendant fruit, the golden pro- 
duct of three quarters of a century, be blighted 
with the paralysis of a practical fusion of the 
great codrdinate departments of delegated 
power? 

In the language of Mr. Jefferson— 

“The concentrating these in the same hands is 
precisely the definition of despotic government. It 
will be no alleviation that these powers will be exer- 
cised by a plurality of hands.” 

Their separation must be maintained ; they 
must be kept divided and balanced, or our sys- 
tem is undone. The subjection of one, the 
collusion of another, and the consolidation of 
all power in the third sets at defiance every 
limitation, and subsidizes every resource. The 
paramount control of the people is again placed 
beneath, and thus excluded from any rightful 
participation in their own Government, the 
pernicions power of the ruler is again placed 
| above; the decline of local power is accel- 


| erated, and society is again reduced to the list- 
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less dependence of feudalism, or the venal 
servitude of centralism. 

“Tt isin the nature of such things that the first 
violation of true principles, or the first departure 
from them, draws more important. violations or 
departures after it, and the first surrender of just au- 
thority will bo followed by others more to be 
deplored.” * * = *  “Tftheré be made 
a first chasm, though it be small, the whole wide 
ocean will pour in, and we may. then labor to throw 
up ombank ments in vain.”— Webster. 


The first usurpation is always made under a 
plausible pretext. One is- never wanting to | 
palliate or to delude. Power makes its own 
opportunity. It provokes popular outbreaks 
by its abuses, and then crushes local power 
under the false pretense of enforcing law and 
maintaining order. The exercise of uncon- 
stitutional power on pressing emergencies is 
the apostasy of the raler and the hot-bed of 
nascent despotism. Successful in one en- 
croachment, by a law of its nature, it recc3- 
nizes no salutary point to stop at but that 
located by its own sense of expediency, which 
is an open sea. 

In its view, its own omnipotence is public 
order; the subversion of local power, its vindi- 
cation of the capacity of man for self-govern- 
ment; agovernment riveted by the bayonet on 
the broken bodies of a disfranchised people— 
one founded in the consent of the governed ; 
its own aggrandizement, national glory; its 
meagureless exactions from the laborand pro- 
ductions of the industrial classes, its economy 
of the public resources, and its grand army 
of minions, parasites, proconsuls, publicans, 
public plunderers, revenue yultures,and servile 
dependents, the beneficiaries of its patronage, 
and the apostles of its purity. x 

“ A people, therefore, who is so happy asto possess 
the inestimable blessing of a free and defined Con- 
stitution, cannot be too watchful against the intro- 
duction, nor too critical ia tracing the consequen- 
ces, of new principles and new constructions, that 
may remove the land-marks of power.’ —Macdison, 

Moderation, justice and concord compose 
the vital spirit of the Union of the Constitu- 
tion. Its letter is its only interpreter; its 
boundary the powers enumerated. How pre- 
posterous by its letter to have included 
enumerated powers, and by its preamble to 
have excluded that enumeration, and settled 
down in the unfathomable abyss of usurpation 
and expediency, where the imagination be- 
comes bewildered, the motive corrupt, and 
the willdespotic; where government ends and | 
tyranny begins. This involves that excess of 
action which is the besetting sin of govern- | 
ment. By acting within its proper metes and 
bounds, that spirit of moderation, justice, and 
concord comprises the segregated strength of 
the Federal center; and any greater measure 
of strength is imcompatible with self-govern- 
ment, with the safety and happiness of free- | 
men, with all salutary progress. Such was the | 
opinion of the men who builded it; and the 
growth of government builders from that day 
to this has been more vegetable than mental. 
The architects of ruin have grown in an in- 
verse proportion. 

Nor were the framers of our Federal system 
niggardly in the nature and scope of powers 
enumerated as positive and exclusive grants 
of authority. They are the grandest upon 
earth, the most brilliant, stupendous, and | 
commanding attributes of sovereignty. ‘These . 
were nobly invested in the central power. For | 
that purpose they were gathered from the | 
brows of the States—the power of war and : 
peace, to'raise and support armies, to provide 
and maintain navies, to coin money, to raise 
revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, to regulate commerce between the 
States, and others. In their stern political 


| 


license of rulers, and inflexible devotion to 
local power for local government, the great 
men who builded our Federal system were yet 
animated by a breadth of understanding, an 
extent of liberality and a grandeur of concep- 


1 
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integrity, republican jealousy of the known i 
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tion which sought to place the central Govern- | 
ment, in resources and magnitude, in the front : 


rank of nations in all the vicissitudes of inter- 
national progress. 

They would never have made it but for this. 
Under heaven they had no other use for it. 
They were not ambitious of empire for con- 
quest. They did not propose a State for splen- 
der and dominion. What they wanted was 
united defense from external fraud or force. 
The State governments were in complete and 
successful operation. Wholesome laws were 
in wholesome execution, affording every secu- 
rity to every interest of life, liberty, and pro- 
perty. A home Legislature, a home judiciary, 
and a home Executive, and an equal, provi- 
dent, and improving system of municipal laws 
happily prevailed in each State. Under their 
Focal governments for local objects the people 
were content. But their interstate relations 
needed, and their international relations de- 
manded, a kindred central power adapted to 
the justand conciliatory regulation of the first, 
and a prescient and warlike ascendency in 
the last. So far from ever consenting or 
designing to give up or subordinate their 
State and local institutions, or their exclusive 
control and management of their local and 
domestic affairs, their paramount object was 
to fortify these against external conquest; 
and they were expressly reserved from in- 
ternal central control, and every safeguard 
thrown around them which an unalterable 
conviction of the perfidy of power enabled 
them to devise. Through a prolonged tem- 
pest of carnage and strife our ancestors had 
just beat off tyranny, and would they so soon 
again madly lay down in its fatal embrace ? 

“I answer by asking if a single State of the Union 
would have agreed to the Constitution had it given 
all powers to the General Government? It thé whole 
opposition to it did not proceed from the jealousy 
and fear cf every State of being subjected to the 
other States in matters merely its own? And if 
there is any reason to believe the States more dis- 
posed now than then to acquiesce in this general 
surrender of all their rights and powers to a consol- 
idated Government ?’’—Jefferson. 

The spirit of our institutions and the safety 
and happiness of the people of this great Com- 
monwealth of distinct, independent, but united 
communities, require that the central Govern- 
ment shall move within its prescribed orbit, 
fulfilling its own august, vicarious destiny, and 
refraining from intermeddling with the domes- 
tic governments of the people. Until in 
this epoch of appalling political prostitution 
and constitutional apostacy, outside of the 
enchanted castle of the dreamér or the pande- 
monium of the fanatic, who ever heard any man 
clothed and in his right mind, asserting the 
right of the central Government, with Briarean 
arms of foree and corruption, to enter the 
reserved sovereignty of local, municipal power 
and seize, control, and dispose of all the inter- 
ests and movements of society? What sanction 
has it in the law of its being to quit its sphere 
of external power, where its functions are 
legitimate, beneficent, and exalted, and, with 
the mean and malignant propensity of the 
detective aud the brigand, pursue, harass, and 
oppress within the limits of communities where 
it can only rightfully come clothed with power 


| delegated? 


This is not that moderation, justice, and 
concord, the heaven-born ministers of union 
and order, which presented at the baptismal 
font the Federal compact, where the States 
stood sponsor for their offspring. It is Ate, 
the evil-breeding power, everywhere despoil- 
ing the States and sowing dissensions and 
broils to pave the way for the destruction of 
local power, for that tranquillity which is the 
death of liberty—the tranquillity of central- 
ism. Said Mr. Hamilton: 

“But it will not follow from this doctrine that acts 


of the larger society, which are not pursuant to its 
constitutional powers, but which are invasions of 


the residuary authorities of the smaller societies, 
will become the supreme law of the land. These 
will be merely acts of usurpation, and will deserve 


to be treated as such.” 


An awakened people will demand that the 


unauthorized and pernicious invasion of the 


local sovereignty and the domestic government 
has increased, is increasing, and must be dimin- 
ished. It is not strange that the pampered 
and ravenous vulture of faction perched, amid 
birds of its feather, on thé prostrate form of a 
bleeding country, should remain insensible or 
indifferent to the colossal ruin. But it is per- 
plexing in the extreme to behold insensibility 
or indifference now, in a patriot of the school 
of Washington, of Jefferson, of Hamilton, and 
of Madison, who loves and who has inherited 
their example and their institutions. But 
when such a man quits his neutral ground 
and actually joins in ‘the crusade of faction 
and upholds the vultures of rapacity, the mind 
reels and the heart sickens. : 

The arts of the demagogue and the pas- 
sions and prejudices of party ofttimes separate 
men who, rightly understood coincide, in prin- 
ciple. But prejudice and passion are of the 
hour, principle is forever. The former must 
succumb and the latter will prevail. No gen- 
eration should dishonor itself. A legacy of 
mutilated institutions should not be permitted 
to fall, with their moldering infection, into the 
lap of a posterity which never wronged us. 
And the present is, of all others, the opportune 
moment to break away from the blandishmenta 
of centralism, from the incantations of faction, 
and cleave to the Constitution. Disguise it ag 
we may— 

“Unless the Government be bolted and chained 


down with links of adamant by the hands of the 
States which created it, the creature will usurp the 
place of the creator, and universal] political idolatry 
overspread the land.” —Calhoun, 

In this generalization of doctrine funda- 
mental to our institutions it has not been my 
purpose, nor is it practicable within the time 
to which I am limited, to go into a minute dis- 
cussion of particular instances of the steadfast 
obliteration of the limitations upon central 
power. For the purpose of this discussion I 
have relied that the House and the intelli- 
gent masses of my countrymen, though they 
may not carry multiplied statutes in their 
minds, yet have by the aid of a vigilant and 
powerful press a general apprehension of the 
policy unhappily embodied in those statutes. 
By general notoriety the States and. people 
are amply conversant with the spirit which 
animates them. They will not fall into the 
error of confounding the natural and exhaust- 
less mental and material resources of their 
race and their soil with the fruits of good gov- 
ernment. Their involuntary reflections will 
explain to them that great and imposing as are 
our natural wealth, progress, and power, these 
are so from causes independent of the govern- 
ment and in despite of its perversion ; and that 
the pressure upon the local government once 
finally withdrawn, and the limitations and res- 
ervations of power, central and local, properly 
observed and administered, in accordance with. 
the spirit and structure of our institutions, the 
boundless resources of our country would be 
accelerated upon a career of development and 
expansion without any parallel in the history 
of popular and material progress. 

There are, however, some abuses of power 
which deserve a particular mention in this 
connection, aud I can only mention them. 
Enecroachments upon the proper jurisdiction 
of the State judicial power have been so 
sweeping, insidious, and persistent as to defy 
all adequate popular scrutiny. No part of 
the fabric of local self-government. is more 
vital and sensitive to the palsy of centralism . 
than the department of justice. It ill brooks 
the presence, in judgment, in. its domestic 
controversies, of a stranger who is the crea- 
ture of central authority, and who subsists 
upon its bounty, which it may give oF take 
away at any moment by an impulse of its will. 

That class of judgment has its appropriate 
sphere assigned it. by the Federal Constitu- 
tion, and that sphere is not those domestic 
controversies. involving merely the internal 
administration of civil and criminal justice, 
in the municipal relations and interests of 
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ersons and things, It takes the freeman 
tom ‘his ‘vicinage, it strips from him the 
habiliments of the local law, and its forms, 
with which he is familiar, deprives him of 
hig local tribunals, which he is bred to regard 
as’ and which ‘are his legal sanctuary, and 
transports ‘him to the unfamiliar inquisition 
and! Vexatious and harassing subtléties and 
lelays and ruinous éxpénses of distant and 
unftiendly jurisdictions, where his hopes or his 
substance perish, ` 
“This was not so. Why is itso now? The 
Federal systém went far enough originally. 
Why is it’of late so fearfully extended? The 
State judiciary, for the most part the nursery, 
had always been the equal in every judicial 
attribute of, to say the least, that branch of 
the Federal judiciary which is created by law. 
Why ‘is it, now, that the latter has been 
wedged into every crevice of society in the 
States, and the State judiciary snubbed or not, 
at the pleasure of any litigant, who is most 
respected where he is least known, and who, 
hating the justice of the local, invokes on it the 
vengeance ‘of the central power? 1 answer, 
centralism has broken over the constitutional 
barriers, and flooded with abuses the exclu- 
sive supremacy of the States within their own 
organic limits. And these are the inexorable 
results. So excessive has become its activity. 
Itiseverywhere. [t riots ina sinister ubiquity. 
It is never in repose. Ir suspects everybody. 
It pursues everybody. It crushes or it subsi- 
dizes. lts smile is fatal to the virtue of the 
citizen, or its frown to his safety. 

Have the people forgotten so soon the swift 
indignation which swept from power the au- 
thors of the alien and sedition laws of 1798- 
99? Do they not still feel in their pulse the 
fire of that virtuous wrath which consumed the 
influence of the party which fathered them? 
What would be the language of Jefferson and 
Madison 6n reading the habeas corpus act of 
March 8, 1863? The House and the country 

will recollect what it was, when they com- 

. mented on the enormities of those laws which 
went not half so far as this. Would auy one, 
knowing only the terms of this act, ever sup- 
pose that the central is a limited constitutional 
goverument? Never! 

By its terms the President is as absolute as 
the Sultan, Everywhere, throughout all the 
States, his arbitrary order was made complete 
absolution for every offense, no matter what its 
hue or grade, or whom the absolved, un- 
whipped of justice. Before the mere motion 
of ‘the latter; every State tribunal, civil or 
criminal, from the least to the greatest, in- 
stantly became as complete a paralytic, in all 
its remedial functions, as if lightning had 
struck it; both justice and courts contemptu- 
ously brushed aside by an agent, made only to 
ward off force and fraud from without. And 
under the extraordinary act of March 2, 1867, 
ifthe matter in controversy exceeds $500, no 
matter what be its nature or circumstances, 
any party to the record, no matter whether 
plaintiff or defendant, at any stage of the pro- 
ceedings, upon mere ex parte petition and affi- 
davit, which could not be controverted, how- 
ever false and unfounded in its facts, that he 
believes he would be unable to obtain justice 
in the State court, the latter becomes at once 
JSunctus officio, and disappears under the inun- 
dation of triumphant encroachment. 

Great corporations, huge monopolies, are 
everywhere around us, growing up under the 
fostering patronage of Federal power, and over- 
shadowing individual and State rights. There 
never was a time when was more needed the pro- 
tection, the remedial justice of the State judi- 
ciary, in all its normal wisdom and intrepidity. 
Bat this is precisely the critical juncture which 
central ‘power, true to its instinct, seizes, to 
extend its encroachments and consolidate its 
usurpations.. And now, by the act of July 27, 
1868, no one of those great corporations is 
liable at law, or in equity, for acts of commis- 
sion or omission, upon contract or upon tort, 


.absorbed by the central Government. 


in any State court in this Union, unless it 
chooses to submit. Upon its own mere petition, 
the already attached jurisdiction of the State 
court is instantly paralyzed, and the cause re- 
moved to the Federal courts. Of what avail 
will it be, that now in the Federal courtsis pur- 
sued so faras applicable, the law and the evi- 
dence of the State whence comes the cause. 
What divinity is there in this barrier of sand 
which can withstand the great flood of encroach- 
ment which has borne down the adamantine pil- 
lars of power reserved? None. It, too, will fall 
so soon as its pressure shall be felt. Many 
rights, privileges, and immunities, it is true, 
are yet tolerated in some States and in some 
individuals. But it is toleration, not obedi- 
ence; it is sufferance, not deference. When 
their pressure shall be felt their fate will be 
sealed. With the pillars of the Constitution, 
one by one, they will crumble away. How 
often have mankind had the fact slapped in 
their faces that centralism obeys no law but 
the law of self-preservation! 

There is no mistaking the tendency of things 
in the presence of facts such as these. What 
a boundless field of central consolidation of 
local power is opened up in these rights and 
remedies so alienated from the States and 
When 
we recollect that the great judicial tribunal of 
the I"ederal Constitution, yet radiant with the 
undimmed luster ot’ Marshall and of Taney, has 
again and again been arrested in its career and 
despoiled of its functions by the fiat of power, 
what may be the fate of individual and State 
rights when antagonized by rapacious corpora- 
tions, the favorites, the allies, perhaps the shar- 
ers, of central power? Tor abuseof power by 
the loéal governments the remedy is easy; but 
where those integral and isolated sovereignties 
are subjugated or usurped. and concentrated 
by a combination of the malign evils of mo- 
nopoly and tyranny, who shall deliver the 
States and people from the dreadful upas of 
centralism ? 

Let the life tenant of the blood-bought and 
incomparable institutions of Washington and 
Adams, of Jefferson and Hamilton, of Madi- 
son and Franklin, turn over a few more leaves 
of the statute-book of their latest successors in 
the administration, and bebold in the law of 
April 9, 1866, the undisguised central absorp- 
tion, direction, administration, and control of 
every civil right and remedy of the’ citizen 
throughout all the States: State courts rifled 


in all the States is centrally absorbed. And 
whenever it shall become necessary, if the en- 
durance of the people will bear so much, the 
whole subject will be disposed of with as little 
reserve. Said Mr. Madison: 

“Tf it be asked what is to restrain the House of 


el air gi from making legal distinctions in 
avor of themselves and a particular class of the 


society, I answer, the genius of the whole system ; 
the nature of just and constitutional laws, and, 
above all, the vigilant and manly spirit which actu- 
ates thé people of America; a spirit which nourishes 
freedom; and in return is nourished by it. If this 
spirit shall ever be so far debased as to tolerate a 
law not obligatory on the Legislature as well as the 
people, the people will be prepared to tolerate any- 
thing but liberty.” 

And said Mr. Hamilton, his great compeer : 


“Tf the Federal Government should overpass the 
just bounds of its authority, and make a tyrannical 
use of its powers, the people, whose creature it is, 
must appeal to the standard they have formed, and 
take such measures to redress the injury done to the 
Constitution as the exigency may suggest and pru- 
dence justify.” 

The American governments being founded 
in the consent of the governed, the virtue and 
intelligence of the people formed the primary 
guarantee for obedience to the law. But, super- 
added to these, come the constitutional, ra- 
tional, and efficacious instrumentalities of the 
courts in civil and criminal procedure, to secure 
in cases of controversy or non-compliance an 
enforced obedience to thelaw. These respect- 
ive guarantees of obedience to law comprise 
the only legal methods ever employed by con- 
stitutional governments in their dealings with 
a non-subjugated constituency. Itis this that 
is indispensable to civil government, in the 
sense in which it is understood here—a gov- 
ernment and people at peace with each other. 
Otherwise it would not be a government 
founded in the consent of the governed, but 
would be a government founded in force or 
fraud, or both, without any rightful authority 
to enforce itself, and which the virtue and 
intelligence of the people ought to spurn. 

Whenever an entire people become so in- 
fatuated or so criminal as to resist all rational 
law, there is an end of government among 
that people, and their own sufferings are the 
only proper incentives for the restoration of 
the empire of reason. No one man or set of 
men have any right to assert over them a re- 
formatory supremacy, and still further degrade 
them by scourging them into subjection to arbi- 
trary power, the greatest evil which can over- 
take a free people. To hold the opposite 
opinion would be to hold that the consent of 


of their jurisdiction; State constitutions and 
statutes broken like withes or brushed aside like 
cobwebs; State judicial and ministerial officers, 
for discharging their sworn duty, branded as 
culprits and hunted like hares into penalties 
and prison-houses by a countless posse of mar- 
shals, minions, and mercenary informers, who 
are invested with the authority to call to their 
aid the Army and the Navy to make more 
effectual this carnival of ruin. In the accents 
of conciliation and candor, I ask my country- 
men if this is the inheritance prepared for their 
posterity by the men of 1776 and 1789? _ 

By the solemn and sacred covenants of the 
Federal Constitution the qualifications of the 
voter were left imbedded, ineradicable and 
unfettered, in the local power. The origin- 
ators of our system would as.soon have put 
their swords to their throats, as those qualifica- 
tions in central control. They are the heart, 
brain, and muscle of local sovereignty, which 
without them isa name, is nothing. By the 
act of May 31, 1870, and that of February 28, 
1871, these, too, are wrenched away from the 
mangled and bleeding States. Baye 

It will not do to seek to palliate this great 
evil by affecting that those acts do not disturb 
the power where it was left, but merely pro- 
hibit improper discrimination by the States as 
to the persons on whom the privilege of suf- 
frage may be conferred. Such is not the-posi- 
tion of the friends of those measures. Under | 
the letter and spirit of that act, and the sanc- 


the governed is not always the indispensable 
foundation of all rightful government, and 
would furnish a pretext to a usurper or an 
oligarchy to put down, as infatuation or crime, 
every form of well-founded popular resistance 
to oppression, and tend to render impossible 
the crection of all forms.of free government. 

It would place our heroic Revolution, in the 
decalogue of crime, and our heroes and sages 
in the register of rogues. Instances of indi- 
vidual crime, the unhappy blemishes of every 
society, of every race and age, are humanely, 
justly, and effectually rectified by the lawful 
judicatures of crime, and every non-compli- 
ance with the rights and remedies of a civil 
nature, of the citizen, is effectually remedied 
so far as institutions founded in just govern- 
ment can do so by constitutional laws enforced 
by constitutional courts. These form the em- 
pire of reason and of law. They compose the 
legitimate authority exercised by local and 
Federal power throughout the better era of our 
progress. Our statute laws were everywhere 
enforced by the lawful authority of the courts ; 
and the military, kept uniformly subordinate 
to the civil power, was heard of only in our 
external defense, in the field of glory. 

No other instrumentalities, no other meas- 
ure of force than those of the civil magistracy, 
in time of peace, were lawful or sufferable in 
the estimation of our progenitors. ‘lo the 
civilized world they proclaimed any other ab- 
solutely incompatible with their liberty, their 


tion it rests on, the whole subject of elections | 


| safety, and their happiness, and for the sin- 
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cerity of their declarations they appealed to 
nature and to nature’s God. And one of the 
paramount causes which impelled them fo 
dissolve their connection with the British king 
was his policy to “render the military inde- 
pendent of and superior to the ciyil power.” 

In contrast with this, what is our condition 
now? The whole order of things is reversed 
and relapsed. The whole history of our po- 
litical formation is belied; and by the letter, 
spirit, and policy of the acts just enumerated 
the familiar enforcement of the statyte law is 
not chiefly by the courts, but especially by the 
military power, called from the field of glory 
to the office of the constable and the jailor. 
Civil power has gone down. Military power 
has gone up. War upon the people is the 
policy for the enforcement of thase statutes. 
The relation of the Government and the peo- 
ple is assumed to, be that of war; and by the 
statute the dealings of the former with the 
latter are put permanently upon a war footing. 
Startling as this may possibly seem to the man 
who has been sleeping upon the brink of peril, 
jt is but too true; for upon the face of those 
statutes he may read language like this: 

“Thatit shall be lawful for the President of the 
United States, or such person as he may empower 
for that purpose, to employ such part of the land or 
naval forces of the United States, or of the militia, 
as shall be necessary to prevent the violation and 
enforce the due execution of this act.” ` 

Powerful party leaders, themselves the arch- 
itects, the depositories, and the executors of 
this stupendous accumulation of forces, boldly 
justify it, and defiantly wield it all. Nor 
do they relent or pause in the career of aceu- 
mulation. Confounding the Constitution with 
the Government, they exultingly exclaim the 
capacity of the Constitution wag never before 
known. Emboldened by impunity, insolentin 
a ratio with the credulity or the submission of 
a forbearing people, they still climb to dizzier 
summits and conspire for broader conquests. 
Impelling agencies and controlling resources 
more potential and aulimited than those of 
any other. despotism now in existence, they 
reasonably calculate that constitutions are less 
formidable and public virtue less dangerous 
now than at stages of progress in their career 
which they have long since left far in their 
year. And the warlike aspect of their rule on 
occasions becomes less insinuating and more 
brusk and pronounced. : 

But in the whole desolating career of this 
lamentable business, in all the dread havoc of 
the most venerated, the most valuable, and 
the most sacred, of our institutions, principles, 
and traditions, no deluge of encroachment 
has been so wanton, pitiless, and malign as 
that of the act of April 20,1871. It is the 
graveyard of constitutional freedom. It isthe 
millennium of centralisnr in which Satan is 
unbound. Underit every small boat that was 
left floating above the general wreck may at 
any moment be scuttled and sunk, The coör- 
dinate departments of central power itself are 
potentially if not expressly consolidated, and 
the discretionary power formally proclaimed 
in the Executive, with the sword, the musket, 
and the cannon, if he shall see fit, to sweep from 
the pathway of power alike individuals and 
communities. Invested with this omnipotent 
prerogative, no constitution, no statute, no 
tribunal may trammel him, no territory limit 
him, and no individual share bis functions, 
save only him whom he may at any moment 
have shot to death for insubordination. In its 
exercise he chooses, his own time, designates 
his own Localities, and nominates his own vic- 
tims. Who is authorized by the actto fix or 


change his time, who to preseribe or restrict, 


his localities, who to multiply or diminish his 
victims? Not even the department which 
sanctioned this law, in time, in place, or in 
personnel, forms an exception to its universal- 
ity, or an exemption from its stroke. 


“Tf the acts before specified should stand, these 
conclusions would flow from them: that the General 
Government may place any act they think proper 
on the list of crimes, and punish it themselves, 


whether enumerated or not enumerated by the 
Constitution as cognizable by them; that they may 
transfer its cognizance to the President or any other 

erson, who may himself be, the accuser, counsel, 


udge, and jury; whose suspicions may ‘be the evi- 
dence, his order the sentence, his ofice the exequ-~ 
tioner, and his breast the sole record of the trans- 


action. And every barrier of the Constitution thus 


swept away from us all, no rampart now remains. == 
efferson. 

But it is said nobody is hurt and the world 
wags on, This is equally true amid the enorm- 
ities of Russia, Turkey, and China. If un- 
limited power hurts no one, if it is fittingly 
intrusted in any man, if it is ever safe in free- 
men to sanction it, itis a pity our ancestors 
were not so informed; it would have saved 
them a vast amount of blood, anguish, toil, 
and expense, and it would have, on some ac- 
counts, proved a most convenient thing in their 
day, for there were Titans in those days, there 
was actual freedom then, and we have been 
told freedom isthe nursery of the great. True, 
there are great men tiow ; but itis no reproach 
not to be able to see it. Some of us see it 
every day—I mean great accumulators of 
power and other movables. However, Mr. 
Jefferson said, and all the great founders of 
our institutions agreed with him, that confi- 
dence in rulers is the parent of despotism, and 
hence the institutions they builded were man- 
acled with restrictions from top to bottom, 
within and without ; and one of them said, and 
they all concurred, that “experience is the 
oracle of truth; and where its responses are 
unequivocal they ought to be conclusive and 
sacred.” (Madison. ) 

Money is vital to both good and bad govern- 
ments. It has been said, ‘‘ Revenue is the 
State.” But when the money power ina great 
country is placed, by the contrivances of cen- 
tralization, in the hands of a grasping combin- 
ation of individuals and associations, and the 
Government forms an alliance with that com- 
bination, or, iu a manner, consolidates it with 
the machinery of the Administration, that may, 
at pleasure, increase or diminish the volume 
of the currency, and expand or contract the 
business, and otherwise mold it, the whole 
property, commerce, and industry of the coun- 
try, in all their ramifications, tremble in its 
grasp. 

“Never was an engine invented better calculated 
to place the destiny of the many in the hands of the 
few, or less favorable to that equality and independ- 
ence which lie at the bottom of our free institu- 
tions.’ —Calhoun. 

This is a theme of vast dimensions. I can- 
not enlarge upon it here. It is of fearful 
import to the House and the country at this 
juncture. The Government and the money 
power are not fit to live together in this per- 
nicious way. The people went to sleep in the 
lap of this Delilah, and the Government has 
taken and led them away, and they know the 
sequel of the sacred story. 

By the act of June 8, 1864, that alliance and 
consolidation of the moneyed power and the 
central power was formed, and has been sub- 
sequently strengthened. I cannot linger to 
scrutinize the plans and designs and recipro- 
cal offices of this fearful alliance, offensive and 
defensive, against the people. But what are 
some of its portentous proportions? 

In October, 1871, the money power had in 
existence seventeen hundred and sixty-seven 
banks, posted at salient points and commer- 
cial centers all over the country, numerously 
and ably officered and administered. In one 
form and another they commanded resources 
and operated an avowed capital upon the trade, 
industry, property, and production of the 
country equal to the enormous sum of 
$1,730,566,899 72. 

This stupendous combination exists solely 
by the will of the central power. By means 
of ruinous taxation the latter struck down or 
paralyzed all institutions that might rival or 
compete with it under State charters. Its 
mighty and ali-pervading influence is con- 
stantly exerted in ways open and unseen Im 
aid of its creator and ally. It may be said to 


| 


be a part of centralism; to be dependent npon 
it for its existence, its privileges, and its enorm- 
ous profits, and therefore to be congolidared 
with it. z Nd 

On February 1, 1872, by its alliance with 
the bondholders and others, the Government 
further controlled in its awn and in the hands” 
of its creditors, alike dependent on it, an addi- 
tional money power amounting to $2,823,548,- 
295 44, which added to the amount controlled 
by it through its subservient national banks, 
amounts to the sum of $4,054,115,19§ 16. 

And during the fiscal year ending June 80; 
1871, it appearg the Government had received 
from all sources, mainly through its merciless 
exactions upon the resources of the people, 
the sum of $980,904,349 30, which sum, when 
added to the sums controlled thraugh the na- 
tional banks and national bondholders, makes 
the enormous sum of $5,035,019,544 46 in the 
nature of money power alone, which it annually 
and hourly wields in this country as 4 part only 
of that overshadowing centralism which it is 
day by day fortifying and extending. 

I have no time to proceed, and I leave off 
as I began: 

“ot the national Government be intrusted wit 
the defense of the nation, and its foreign and Federa 
relations; the State governments with the civil 
rights, laws, police, and administration of what con« 
cerns the State generally; the counties with, the 
local concerns of the counties; and each ward direct 
the interests within itself. It is by dividing and 
subdividing these republics from the great national 
one down through. all its subordinations, until it 
ends in the administration of every man’s farm by 
himself; by placing under every ope what his, own. 
eye may superintend, that. all will be done for the 
best. : What has destroyed liberty and the rights of: 
man in every government which has ever existed, 
under the sun? The generalizing and concentrating 
all cares and powers into one body.” —Jeffersan. 


I now yield the remainder of my time to my 
colleague, [Mr. Buck. ] 


TEXAS POLITICS. 


Mr. BECK. I do not expect to occupy the 
time of the House very long. I asked my col- 
league [Mr. ARTHUR] to yield to me before I 
was advised what the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Crank] was likely to say, he having 
notified me to be present, as he intended 
to make some remarks of a somewhat per- 
sonal nature between him and myself. Jn the 
course of his speech, however, be has confined 
himself to what I said about the political 
action of hig Governor. Having done so; I 
do not feel that I am required to do more than 
to show that what I said relative to that Gov- 
ernor was true, or that I had good reason to 
believe it was. 

I have nothing to do with the personal 
character of Governor Davis. I do not know. 
him personally. The gentleman [Mr. CrarK] 
says he was on this floor at the time I made 
my first speech in which I denounced the 
conduct and actions of all these Governors. 
I admit I was not then aware of his presence. 
If I had supposed he was the guest of the 
House, as the gentleman says he was, know- 
ing that he had no right to spegk here, per- 
haps I would not have spoken of him as Tdid. 
I was speaking of the official acts of the man, 
and L was satisfied then and now, from the 
evidence before me, that what I said was fully 
warranted by the facts. He may have been as 
gallant a soldier as ever lived. The gentle: 
man says he was. I do not know anything 
about that. My own political record, to which 
he refers, may not be as satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Texas | Mr. CLARK] as that of 
Governor Davis. I care nothing about, that 
either. 

T was dealing in my former speech, and pro- 
pose to do so in what I may now say, with the 
public official acts and character of that officer. 
{ repeat that Texas under the administration 
of Davis was perhaps the. worst governed State 
in the Union, and that the acts and orders of 
that Governor were a disgrace to American 
civilization, being utterly subversive of every. 
principle of civil liberty or individual right. 
Í characterized his conduct in language as 
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severe ds I was capable of usingat the time, 
and I propose to show that the facts fully 
sustain me in so doing. 

Ibased my remarks in part, as the gentleman 
from Texas has suggested, upon the report 
of the committee of twenty-one, which report 
was adopted by the “ tax-payers’ convention” 
of the State of Texas last summer. It was 
called with all the solemnity and deliberation 
with which a convention could be called, and 
was attended by the best men in the State. 
Two hundred and thirteen delegates are offi- 
cially enrolled, and I am advised by informa- 
tion from gentlemen from Texas, in addition 
to what has been stated on this floor to-day by 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Hancocx, | 
that the men composing that convention were 
among the very first men in Texas, compris- 
ing gentlemen of all political parties. There 
was one United States Senator among them; 
there were two or three ex-Governors; in 
short, they were the leading men from ninety- 
four of the largest counties. It was to that 
convention this committee of twenty-one sub- 
mitted their report, which was approved and 
adopted. That report is brief, and is incor- 
porated into the report of the minority of the 
committee appointed by Congress to investi- 
gate. the condition of the southern States. I 
submit it for the consideration of the House: 


Sun-Commir?ter Room, 
AUSTIN, Seplember 25, 1871. 

Str: Tho sub-committee appointed to take into 
consideration and report to the gencral committee 
the several violations of the State and Federal Con- 
stitutions, and other flagrant violations of law by 
the present administration of the State govern- 
ment, beg leave to submit the following report; 

he violations of constitutions and disregard of 
law have been very frequent and are very num- 
erous; but, frequent as they have been and num- 
erous as thoy are, wo have been unable to find a 
single one, of either class, based on an honest desire 
to accomplish good to the people of the State, or to 
securo prosperity to the country. On the contrary, 
their apparont causescems uniformly to spring from 
one grand purpose, namely, to concentrate power 
in the hands of one man, and to cmasculate the 
strength of the citizens of Texas asa free peoplo, 
However hopeless such a design might have ap- 
poured, and however little feared by the reasoning 
and intelligent mind oightcon months ago, yet at 
this day wo must confess tho scheme has far pro- 
sressed toward consummation, and tho people stand 
stripped of many of the inalienable rights of free- 
men, while he who is now clothed with theso lost 
rights of the people gloats on their humiliation and 
congratulates himself on the possession of kingly 
power, 

Wo may safely state that tho practieal effect of 
each of the acts we shall namo has been, and is now, 
to abridge the righis of the citizen, and to enlargo, 
solidify, and confirm tho power of the Executive. 


Is not- the Governor who would do that a 
‘fiend in human form ;’? is he not a tyrant 
and ausurper? Therepresentatives of ninety- 
four counties, upon a report of a committee 
of twenty-one, thus denounce him, and send 
their publication to the world. There has been 
no successful contradiction of their charges, 
and cannot be. The committee say further: 


1; Duly. elected and qualified members of the 
Legislature, in both houses, have been expelled or 
denied seats to give placo to persons who were not 
elected by a Bw ority of voters, and who were not 
in law entitled to seats. (Case of Alford in tho sen- 
ate; case of Plato in the house, et al.) 

2. At a timo when measures of grave importance 
of themselves, and of vital interest to all the peo- 
ple, «were under discussion in the senate, and not 
matured, tho majority in the State senate arbitra- 
rily, and without authority of law, placed nearly all 
tho minority under arrest and deprived them of a 
voice in behalf of the people, and so held them in 
arrest and silent until the militia, law, the police 
bill, the enabling act, the registration act, and the 
election law were passed, and until nominations for 
judicial and other important officers wero approved 
of; all of which measures go to the oppression of 
the people; and many of the officers confirmed wera 
unqualified as to capacity, corrupt as to morals, and 
entircly unfit for high position in any State. 

3, A multitude of new offices have been ereated, 
and officers appointed to fill them, without the con- 
sent and against the will of the people. 

4. Important and useful legislation to the country 
has been postponed and delayed at great expense, 
until odious and oppressive laws were fastened upon 
the people. $ 

5. Without authority of law, and in violation of 
the constitution, the term of office of the prosent 
members of the Legislature has been extended one 

ear. They were elected on the 30th day of Novem- 


er, and Ist, 2d, and 3d days of December, 1869: and 
mow, under an act passed and construed by them- ' 


selves, claim to hold until a general election in the 
year 1872, notwithstanding section four, article three, 
of the constitution. . 

Tho Executive has omitted and failed to order 
elections to fill vacancies in the Legislature, caused 
by death or otherwise, within the time prescribed by 
law, and has thus, for many months, denied rep- 
resentation to large bodies of the people, although 
they were taxed, and have been forced to perform 
militia duty. (Section 19, article 3, constitution; 
section li, page 130, laws of 1870.) , 7 

7. The present State administration bases its 


authority on the claimed results of the genera! elee-- 


tion held on the 30th of November, and Ist, 2d, and 
3d days of December, 1869, and yet has omitted and 
refused to order and eds for a general clection 
until the first Tuesday after the first Monday in 
November, 1872; thus throwing the second general 
election nearly three years from the first. (Section 
4, arhiole 3, constitution ; laws of 1870, pagè 129, sec- 
tion 7. 

8. The State of Texas is practically left without a 
Legislature from December, 1871, until November, 
1872, and that, too, while the Executive is clothed 
with despotié power. : i : 

9, Newspapers have been established in the sev- 
eral judicial districts of the State to bolster up the 
present despotism, and to familiarize the people with 
executive usurpation, and, through forced patron- 
age, to gain great profit, and thereby help to im- 
poverish the citizens. (Lawsof 1870, page 74.) 

10, The courts of the State are effectually closed 
against the approach of the citizen, and prohibited 
from extending relief foran existing wrong—in this: 
that though the judges of election may willfully and 
corruptly refuse to permit a qualified elector to vote, 
yet the courts are forbidden to compel such óffi- 
cors to do their duty, or refrain from the commission 
of a wrong by injunction, mandamus, or otherwise. 
(Laws of 1870, page 182, section 22; constitution, sec- 
tion 11, article I.) 

H. An election law has been passed, and is now 
enforced, which breaks down in practical effect all 
the safeguards of the ballot, and places in the hands 
of those who receive and count the votes, the unre- 
strained power to defeat the will of the electors, and 
to substitute their own instead; it authorizes those 
who have the handling of the votes, on one pretext 
and another, to cast out largo proportions of the 
votes and to announce partial and untrue results; it, 
by tho non-identification of tickets voted, prevents 
fair and full investigation in cases of contested elec- 
tions; it requires electors to travel long distances, 
to undergo heavy oxpenso, and to consume much 
time needlessly to exercise the right of suffrage, thus 
compelling the citizens to forego the exercise of the 
elective franchise, or else to submit to exactions, 
oppression, and wrongs to person and ‘property. 
(Laws of 1870, pago 130, et seg. ; 

12. The enabling act places great power in the 
hands of the Executive in palpable violation of the 
constitution, in that it authorizes him to appoint 
various important officers who are charged with re- 
sponsible duties, who under the constitution are 
elective by the peoplo, and to remove others, who 
are alonc removable by duc course of law. (Laws 
of 1870, pages 17, 18; constitution, section 12, article 5, 

18. The terms of the police bill constitute of them- 
selves an authorized violation of nearly overy pri- 
vato right of tho citizen. The police force is chosen 
by the Executive, and placed under his command 
without restriction or responsibility; it is always 
ready for action, with arms in hand, having for its 
duties the part of spies, informers, and detectives, 
circulating through the whole community. The very 
vocation of such a force renders them odious to the 
people, and unprincipled of themselves; they are 
dangerous as hirelings to the reputation and lives 
ofthe people. The practical workings of this force, 
raised under the pretonse ofseenring peace and quiet, 
and to arrest violators of the law, has demonstrated, 
beyond doubt, that itis a body of armed men massed 
to overawo the citizen and to give an active arm to 


the Executive to uphold and sustain him in his | 


usurpations and exercise of the unlawful power 
concentrated in him. Its work has been a succes- 
sion of wrongs, mingled with blood: its continuance 
is death to every private right, and, in innumerable 
instances, to life itself. (Laws of 1870, page 19.) 

4. Large amounts of money have been subjected 
and appropriated to the use of the Exceutive, 
obtainable on requisition, and on the sale of State 
bonds, to be held and used by him without any ofthe 
restrictions and safeguards which the laws require of 
all others who handle public moneys. (Laws 1870.) 

15. Under the anthority of the militia law, now in 
force and being daily exccuted, the Executive is 
vested with unlimited power, He may organize a 
standing army in a time of profound peace; in the 
face of heavy pains and penalties, the citizen is re- 
quired to perform military duty, and to form part of 
such standing army. A State guard is provided for, 
the men and officers of which are chosen and selected 
by the Executive, thus creating a special organiza- 
tion of great strength, composed of the pets, favor- 
ites, and tools of the Governor, whose interest is to 
maintain him in his usurpations, and to enforce his 
orders, whatever they may be. This is an armed 
body of men who may be thrown into any city or 
county of the State, and there, with rapidity and 
unscrupulousness, oxecute any order the Executive 
may give. He is clothed with the power to declare 
martial law on the most paltry pretexts. He may, 
to all intents and purposes, suspend the writ of 
habeas corpus when there is no rebellion, no inya- 
sion, and when the public safety does not require it, 
With martial law declared and the writ of habeas 
corpus practically suspended, the Execntive becomes 
dictator in Texas, and his will the sole guide to his 


action; he may take prop erty or life and be respon- 
sible to no tribunal of justice in the State so long as 
he remains Governor under existing laws. (Laws 
1870, page 11; constitution, sections 10, 17, article 1.) 

It might possibly be said that though such unlim- 
ited power is with the Executive, yet that all the 
probabilities are that he will not callit into exer- 
cise; but already, under the arbitrary power con- 
ferred, he declared martial law in the county of Hill, 
and through machinery rapidly. extemporized, gath- 
ered by the hands of his adjutant general large sums 
of money from citizons while under duress, and 
without a judgment of any court of competent juris- 
diction; and under the same arbitrary power mar- 
tial law was declared in Walker county, and then 
under like machinery gathered large sums of money 
from the people, and in addition thereto incarcerated 
a freeman of the State of Texas in the penitentiary ; 
and all this in a time of profound peace, when there 
was no- rebellion, no invasion, when the public 
safety was not threatened, and when the civil offi- 
cers in the respective counties were fully able to 
execute all process and to arrest all violators of the 
law. And again, in the county of Bastrop martial 
law was time and again threatened and held in ter- 
rorem over the people thereof with intent to force 
the grand jury of said county to indict by false 
indictments the good people thereof, and thus forge 
a reputation for that people of being a lawless and 
criminal people. i 

These things have grown into history, and arè now 
recognized as authentic occurrences of the times, 

16. The Executive is now enforcing the execution 
of a repealed law, and thereby greatly increasing 
the taxes demanded of the people, and gaining the 
possession and control of enormous sums of money, 
the distribution whereof is subject to his will in con- 
nection with those about him who hold position by 
his appointment, and whose terms of office depend 
on_his pleasure. í 

I.—1. The act entitled “An act to organize and 
maintain a system of public free schools in the Stato 
of Texas” (Laws of 1871, page 59) was prescuted to 
the Governor for his approval 12th April, 1871. (Sen- 
ate Journal, page 718.) . 

2. In absence of approyal, the bill so presented 
would become alaw in five days if not returned. 
(Constitution, section 25, general provisions.) 

3. The bill so presented was not approved, nor wasit 
vetoed; so on the 17th of April, 1871, it became alaw. 

4. The fifth section of said act provides that “the 
directors of each school district shall have the au- 
thority to levy a tax not exceeding one per cent. for 
the purpose of building school-houses and main- 
taining schools in their respective districts.” 

Il. The act entitled An act to give effect to 
the several provisions of the constitution concerning 
taxes” (Laws 1871, page 51) was presented to tho 
Governor for his approval on the 20th day of April, 
1871. (Senate Journal, page 847.) 7 

. Said bill was approved on the 22d of April, and 
from that day became a law, five days after the act 
first named had become a law under section twenty- 
five of the constitution, before cited, 

.3. The cighth section of the last act named pro- 
vides that "a direct ad valorem tax for the year 1871, 
of one fourth the amount, of the direct ad valorem 
State tax on all real proporty situate, and all per- 
sonal property owned in cach school district in this 
State”, + +  # æ “shall belevied and sol- 
lected to provide the necessary school-houses in 
each district, and insure the education of all the 
scholastic inhabitants of the several districts.” 

4. The twenty-second section of this act repeals 
all laws and parts of Jaws in confliet therewith, 
“except such as authorize special county taxes and 
other special taxes.’”’ 

Section five of the first law, and section eight of 
the last law, are in conflict, or, at least, the one sup- 
plics the other, both being intended to raise a fund 
by taxation for one and the same identical purpose. 

6. The repealing clause repeals section five of the 
act first named, and thereby reduced taxation for 
school-house purposes from one per cent. to one 
eighth of one percent. - 

ut notwithstanding the record shows the fore- 
going facts, yet the Governor appended his approval 
to the law first named on the 24th day of April, 1871— 
seven daysafter it had become alaw—and thus, of his 
own will, sought to change the dates of laws, and to 
give them force and effect in a reversed manner, and 
by his signature to revive a law which had been re- 
pealed. 

This repealed law is now being enforced, and un- 
der its provisions a tax of seven cighths of one 
per cent. on all the property in theState of Texas, 
real and personal, sought to be collected, 

17, The people have been disarmed throughoutthe 

State, notwithstanding their constitutional right 
“to keep and bear arms.” (Constitution, section 
18, article 1; Laws 1871, page 25.) 
., The police and State guards are armed, and lord 
it over the land, while tho citizen dare not, under 
heavy pains and penaities, bear arms to defend him- 
self, unless he has reasonable grounds for fearing an 
unlawful attack on his person, and that such grounds 
of attack shall be immediate and pressing. The citi- 
zen is at the merey of the policeman and the men 
of the State guard, and that, too, when these bodies 
of men embrace in them the most lawless and aban- 
doned men in the State, many of whom are adven- 
turers, strangorsto tho soil, discharged or pardoned 
criminals, forgetful of law, unrestrained by. the cus- 
toms of society, and without interest in, or ties to 
the State. 

18. The election order, under the operation of 
which the near approaching election will be holden, 
is a monstrosity, and could only emanate from a mind 
deliberately determined to insult and humiliate the 
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people to the last extreme on the one hand, while 
on the other it willfully orders the violation of the 
constitution by the agonts who are to carry said 
order into execution. It forbids the assembling of 
the people on the days of election: it prohibits free 
speech; it forbids the free and lawfulemovement of 

_the citizen in person; it forbids thecitizen the right 
to advocate the election of the candidate of his 
choice; it authorizes the judges of elections to close 
the polls on the merest pretext; it subjects the 
citizen’s motives and purposes to the judgment of 
policemen; it authorizes policemen to disperse 
bodies of citizens without warrant of law, and when 
they have been guilty of no violation of law; it 
subjects the citizen to arrest and detention while in 
attendance at an election, when he has not been 
guilty of treason, felony, or breach of the peace; it 
is ordered to be executed as a criminal law of the 
State, whon it has not a single feature of a law; itis 
the unlawful will of the Executive, enforced by him 
through the power of an armed police upon an un- 
armed people; it is the will of a despot and the act 
of a tyrant overriding the supreme law of the land. 
(Section 2, article 3, constitution.) _ 

19. By orders executed through his armed bodies 
of police, the Executive has taken control of peace- 
able assemblies of the people, called together for 
peaceful and lawful purposes, and there suppress 
free speech, under threats of arrest and subjection 
to punishment as criminals. (Galveston case.) 

20. The Executive has deliberately disregarded the 
solemn judgment of tho district court, and ordered 
his policemen to contemn the court, and by force, 
with arms in their hands, to defy the court, and to 
execute his will ina question of law where the court 
had decided the case and entered his judgment of 
record, (Brownsville case.) j 

21. For the purpose and with the intent to retain 
the power they now hold, and’to avoid having the 
free will of the people expressed in the enactment 
of laws, the Executive and others in authority con- 
template (and are now actively engaged to accom- 
plish their object) so apportioning representation in 
the Legislature as that only the voice of a small pro- 
portion of the people shall be heard. It is proposed 
to give some localities much larger representation 
than the population thereof lawfully authorizes, and 
to take from other localities representation to which 

their population entitles them. It is purposed to 
ignore local representation and to make large areas 
of territory representative districts, to the end that 
the sentiment of the population of a few localities 
may control the voice of the State in the enactment 
of laws. (Bill in both houses.) 

While, sir, we have not specified all the acts of the 
present administration infracting the constitution, 
in violation of law, and in willful disregard of the 
rights of the people, nor entered. minutely into tho 
features of those named, yet we think we have shown 
enough to call upon all men for the most serious re- 
flection, and to show the tendencies of the present 
administration of the State government. 

Without enlarging, we may say that the power 
which in republican government is supposed to rest 
in the people is fast departing from the people of 
Texas and concentrating itself in the hands of one 
man—the Executive; that the people of this State 
no longer govern themselves, but are governed by 
E. J. Davis, as completely as if there were no con- 
stitutions, State or Federal. While in form we have 
a republican government, in substance and in fact 
we have a despotism, which constantly becomes more 
and more absolute, and will certainly end in ungual- 
ified enslavement of the people, unless some check 
is interposed. . 

Respectfully, W, M. WALTON, Chairman. 
Hon. A. J. Hamriron, Chairman of General Committee 

of Twenty-One. 


Such a report as that from such a body of 
men needs no comment; the charges are dis- 
tinct, the laws are referred to, the specifications 
are clear. I have investigated the matters suf- 
ficiently to be satisfied of their truth, and the 
references will enable any member of this 
House to do so. 

This same convention appointed a sub-com- 
mittee to make a report respecting the debts 
and taxation of the State of Texas. That sub- 
ject, too, has been alluded to to-day. It is 
shown in the majority report of the Committee 
to Investigate the Condition of the Southern 
States that Texas had no debt when the war 
broke out; and it further appears that when 
the present State administration took posses- 
sion of the government the State had more 
money in its treasury than would pay the debis 
then owing; that the State owed some three 
hundred thousand dollars, while there was 
some four hundred thousand dollars on hand 
in the State treasury. 

The report will show 
that regard now: 

SUB-COMMITTER ROOM, 
AUSTIN, September 25, 1871. 
To Hon, A. J. HAMILTON, 
Chairman of Committee of Twenty-Onre. 

Sin: The committee on statistics beg leave to sub- 
mit the following report as the result of their delib- 
erations: 

Previous to the adoption of our present State con- 


how matters stand in 


stitution the Legislature met biennially, and the 
appropriations for State expenditures were made 
for two years. ee Bay 

We find from an examination of the laws that the 
seventh Legislature appropriated, to be paid from 
the State treasury, for the ordinary expenses of the 
State government for the years 1858 and 1859, the 
sum of $545,740. This gives one half that amount, 
or $272,870, as the ordinary expenses for each of the 
years 1858 and 1859. 

The entire appropriations of that Legislature for 
all purposes, for the years 1858 and 1859, including 
the above, also for the old debt of the republic, 
frontier defense, &c., amounted to only $809,592 49. 
We find from the same source that the eleventh 
Legislature appropriated for the ordinary expenses 
of the State government for the years 1867 and 1868 
the suin of $481,300. This gives one half that amount, 
or $240,650, as the ordinary expenses for each of the 
years 1867 and 1868. 

It will be recollected that there was no session of 
the Legislature during either of those years. The 
entire appropriations made by the eleventh Legisla- 
ture, that met in 1866, for all purposes for the ex- 
penses of the years 1867 and 1868, for the Legislature 
of 1866, and in addition thereto the expenses of the 
government from the 13th of August to the 3lst 
of December, 1866, amounted only to the sum of 
$956,850 77. G 

We find from the same source that the appropria- 
tions made by the Legislature of 1870, for the ordin- 
ary expenses of the State government for the fiscal 
year from the ist of September, 1870, to the Ist of 
September, 1871, was $756,383. 

‘Pie entire appropriations of that Legislature, for 
all purposes except the subsidy to the International 
railroad, amounted to the sum of $1,632,270 50. The 
appropriations of the Legislature that met in the 
early part of this year, (1871,) for the ordinary ex- 
penses of the government for the fiscal year begin- 
ning on the ist of September, 1871, and ending on 
the 3lst of August, 1872, were $1,072,662; for schools 
the same years, $504,500; for deficiencies for fiscal 
year ending 3lst August, 1871, $364,743 45; for all 
other purposes, except subsidies to railroads, $178,- 
699 83; making the entire appropriations by that 
Logislature, exclusive of subsidies to railroads, 
$2,120,605 28. 

Tt will be recollected that the Legislature of 1870 
also voted a subsidy of $10,000 a mile to the Inter- 
national railroad, which will impose upon our 
people a debt of at least $8,000,000, if the company 
complies with the terms of the law; and the Legis- 
lature of 1871 granted an additional subsidy of 
$6,000,000 to the ‘Transcontinental and Southern 
Pagitic railroads. : 

We find that the cost of the Legislature of 1837 was 
$159,760: that of 1866 was $167,000; that of 1870, 
$307,000, and that of 1871, $285,000, exclusive of the 
expenses of the adjourned session, which will prob- 
ably be several hundred thousand dollars more, while 
the number of members, the per diem, and mileage 
were the same for that of 1860 as for the Legislature 
of 1870 and 1871, 

We find that the ad valorem tax upon property in 
the years 1858 and 1859 was for the State one eighth 
of one per cent.; for the county, one half of that 


rate. ` 

In 1866 the rate of taxatior was increased, for the 
State to fifteen cents on each $100, and for county 
purposes not exceeding one half of that rate. The 
Legislature of 1871 increased the taxes as follows, 
namely: 

Ad valorem State tax upon property, one fourth of 
which is for schools, onc half of one per cent.; ad 
valorem county tax, one quarter of one per cent; ad 
valorem road and bridge tax, one quarter of one per 
cent.; ad valorem tax for school-houses, one eighth 
of one per cent.; tax for building school-houses and 
maintaining schools, one per cent.; a poll-tax of one 
dollar for schools; a poll-tax of one dollar for roads 
and bridges; besides the occupation and license 
taxes, and the tax for the frontier bonds, which is 
understood to have been fixed by the comptroller at 
five cents on each $100, from which it will be seen 
that our present rate of taxation for State and county 
purposes is about $2 174 on each $100, besides the 
poll-tax and occupation and license taxes. 

The following is an estimate of the taxes levied 
from the people the present year. ‘The estimated 
valne oF the property subject to taxation is $212,- 


One half of one per cent. on above, as ad valorem 
State tax, will PYOMUCE.... cece eeceeceseee -21e -e $1,060,000 
One quarter of one per cent. ad valorem 


county taX........ EREE E N PENE REN 530,000 
One quarter of one per cent. ad valorem 

bridge taX.......ses-c-ennaensinesontneeosrnsosssaaesueca ear 530,000 
One eighth of one per cent., as one quar- 

ter of State tax for school purposes... 265,000 
One half of one per cent., as tax to pay 

Frontier bonds... cecssesescerseescseseesseees seeeseeee 106,000. 
One per cent. tax for school-house pur- 

POSES, KC. csssseceecssseresocenseecssseesetses geseeeeseess 2,120,000 
Poll-tax for roads and bridges, estimated, 150.000 
Poll-tax for schools, estimated... 150,000 
License and occupation for State, esti- 

TEESE Wapssiaiuieetssenaee 300,000 
ecupation for county, esti- 
E A GALL 


Tn addition to the above each tax-payer has to pay 
for the commission for assessing his ad valorem tax, 
which it is supposed will amount to about three per 
cent, on his ad valorem tax. i 


| It will thus be seen that the State debt and 


fare or od 


liabilities have been swelled up to over seven-’ 
teen million dollars from nothing, and the 
rate of taxation from sixteen cents to $2.17, 
while the taxation for 1871 reachesthe fright- 
ful sum of $861,000, never having before 
reconstruction exceeded $400,000. ; 
Mr. CLARK, of'Texas. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a moment ? : 


Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I would like to 
know whether the gentleman takes the report 
of the tax-payers’ convention as authority for 
making that statement, or whether he would 
not prefer to take the books of the comptroller 
and treasurer of the State as authority. 

Mr. BECK. I-will say that I -have taken 
the report of the tax-payers’ convention to get 
the exact figures I am now stating. I do so, 
because in the investigations had in refer- 
ence to the State of Texas it was found to 
be impossible to get any facts stated with 
equal authority and with equal fairness. If 
the gentleman will take the report of Mr. Bled- 
so, the comptroller of Texas, which will be 
found on page 422 of the minority report, he 
will find tho facts to be substantially as I have 
stated them from the tax-payers’ report. With- 
out sending the repòrt of Mr. Bledso to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read, I will make it part of 
my remarks. It appears from that report that 
while the taxes paid in 1860 and 1870 were 
very low, the present State and county taxes 
have increased enormously. That report reads 
as follows: 


CoMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Austin, November 22, 1871. 


Sır: I have the honor to furnish, in reply to your 
request therefor, the following information relative 
to the financial history of the State: h 

The indebtedness of the State of Texas in Feb- 
ruary, 1861, was $384,569 50, represented by ten per 
cent. interest-bearing warrants, issued in payment 
of services rendered in protection of the frontier. 
Atthe surrender it was $328,866, being the uncan- 
celed balance of above ten per cent. warrants. 

At the inauguration of the present State govern- 
ment the State debt was $362,166 17, with a cash 
balance in the treasury of $350,683 90, almost suffi- 
cient to have liquidated the entire outstanding State 
debt. The increase of debt from the surrender to 
the inauguration of the present State government 
($40,000) consists of claims against the penitentiary 
audited during that time. ` ; : 

On the Ist day of January, 1871, the above debt 
was still outstanding, while provision had been made 
by the Legislature for the issuance of $750,000 seven 
per cent, bonds of the State, act 5th of August, 1870, 

The cash balanco in the treasury had been reduced 
from $350,000 to about $30,000, which before the close 
of the month wasontirely exhausted, and act of May 
19, 1871, provided for the issuance of $400,000 in ten 
per cent. bonds of the State, to cover deficiencies in 
revenue receipts. ` : 

No part of this increase of the indebtedness since 
1865 arose from any contingency or event enumer~ 
ated in query, &c. . 

During the rebellion a large portion of the school 
fund was appropriated and used for other purposes, 
and bonds of the State and, certificates of indebted-~ 
ness substituted therefor. Butsince the rebellion no 
such claims have been recognized against the State, 
nor has any legislative action been had looking to 
the validating of such or payment of acerued inter- 
est. No such items are included in the above state- 
ment of debt. 

The county tax in 1860 was one sixteenth of one 
per cent., or six and a quarter cents on the $100 
worth of property; it was seven and a half cènts in 
1870, and in 1871 it is twenty-five cenis for county 
purposes proper, and in addition a special tax for 
like amount for roads and bridges, and twelve and a 
half cents forschool purposes; in all, sixty-two and 
a half cents on the $100 worth of property, anda 
poll-tax of onedollar. ‘ 

The State tax for the year 1871 is fifty cents on the 
$100 worth of property, and five per cent, additional 
on such tax, and a poll-tax of one dollar. In addi- 
tion to this, the board of school directers have 
Jevied seven cighths percent.on property valuation 
throughout the State. Total State and county tax, 
$1 77} per $100 of property. Poll-taxes, two dollars 
per capita, and a State and county occupation tax 
equal to about eighteen cents on the $100 worth of 
property in the State. . 7 

‘At this date it is impossible to estimate with any 
degree of accuracy the deficiency for the year end- 
ing 3ist August, 1872. It is safe, however, to say 
that it will-not be less than $1,500,000. 

The amount appropriated during the year 1874, 
exclusive of what has or may be done during the 
present sitting of the Legislature, is $2,141,005 85. 

There are large deficiencies for 1871 to be provided 
for. In addition to this, the State is pledged to the 
issuance of her bonds; bearing interest at seven. per 
cent., to the International Railroad Company, at 
the rate of $10,000 per mile of its road, The amount 
likely to be gompleted during the present year is not 
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known. Exclusive of such contingentdebt, it is safe 
to'say that at the close of the present fiscal year the 


outstanding. debt of the State; represented by treas- 
uty warrants and bands of the State, will not be less 


than $3,000,000, exclusive of the action bad at the 


present sitting of the Legislature, 
“<P ana, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
è . : . BLEDSO, Comntroller. 
Hon, Jony Haycoox and Major W. M. WALTON. 
According to my understanding, the re- 
ort of Mr. Bledso, the comptroller of the 
state of Tegas, carresponds substantially 
‘with the repart of the committee of the tax- 
payers’ convention, The statement of the 
treasurer of Texas, as we ascertained in ref- 
erence to the statements of treasurers in all 
these southern States, never gives the full 
amount of the State debt. We know this to be 
so, not only of the State of Texas, but algo in 
reference to Georgia, Alabama, and other 
States. We have generally had to go to the 
report of the comptroller to get the full state- 
ment of the debt, 
Mr. CLARK, of Texas. 
let. me say a word? 
Mr. BECK, Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I wish to ask the 
rantleman from Kentucky whether he does not 
Ease that the Legislature after the tax-payers’ 
convention reduced the taxesso that the present 
taxis only $1 17 on $100? 
Mr. BECK, On that subject I wish to say 
this, and. I am glad my attention has been 
called to it; after the tax-payers’ convention 


Will the gentleman 


met and made their report showing the out-, 


rageous conduct of the Governor in this, that 
after au act of the Legislature which had been 
passed for the benefit of the public schools 
of the State, leyying a tax of one per cent, 
which would amount to $2,000,000, became a 
law by reason of the failure of the Governor 
to sign it, and that five days afterward a sub- 
sequent act was passed reducing the tax for 
that purpose fram one per cent. to one eighth 
of one per cont., repealing the first law; after 
the second law had repealed the first one, the 
Governor yndertaok, in violation of the con- 
stitution of Texas, in violation of his duty, 
flagrantly, wrongfully, and corruptly to sign 
the first law subsequent to the time when the 
second had taken effect, so as to enforce the 
collection of $2,000,000, or the tax of one per 
gent. instead of one eighth of one per cent. 
The. tax-payers advise the people not to pay 
the tax, but to appeal to the courts. 

After that was done the question came 
before the courts, and the judges, appointed 
by the Governor, decided that his action in 
that regard was. null and void, and the State 
of Texas escaped taxation to a considerable 
extent by reason of the decision of the courts, 
which annulled the illegal act of the Governor. 
That was how the reduction of taxation came 
about. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the series of 
outrages set forth by the committee appointed 
to-investigate.the condition of the finances of 
Texas be bat half true, no denunciation of 
theaets of the Governor who perpetrated them 
would enable any man on this floor, or else- 
where, fully to delineate their atrocity. 

The elections were controlled by him. His 
police were established everywhere, Men were 
not allowed to carry arms, except those under 
his immediate command. And yet, while there, 
were over one hundred and sixty thousand 
registered voters in the State of Texas, he 
way unable. to obtain for his party over fifty 
thousand votes, with all those appliances 
which I have mentioned. I suppose the re- 
port of the Republican majority of the com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the condition 
of affairs in the late insurrectionary States 
will be accepted as authority on the other side 
asto the peaceable condition of the State when 
the. Governor took military possession of it for 
corrupt partisan purposes. This is what they 
say about the condition of Texas now. 

“* Sinca.the report of General Howard in 1868, no 
demonstration of the order that has attracted ‘any 
. attention has been reported in Virginia. While the 


organization is still believed to exist, it has been 
ipaglive in Arkansas.and Louisiana, and until very 


i 


| 


regenfly: in Texas. A few isolated cases of recent 
occurrence. are reported in Tennessee. North and 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and 
Mississippi have all been infested in certain locali- 
ties by these bands and harassed by their crimes, 
and the committee’s investigations were therefore 


directed to them. 
Remember, that is the state of the case re- 
ported by the majority in regard to Texas. 


‘The minority were determined to go there if 


they could and investigate the conduct of the 
Governor and his underlings; they submitted 
a resolution that the state of things in Texas 
should be investigated. The following were 
the proceedings in the comniittee in regard to 
this matter. I quote from the report, page 291: 


‘ : 3 R 
“Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution: 
“ Resolved, That a sub-committee of five mem- 

bers he appointed to visit tho States of Louisiana, 

Arkansas, Texas, and Virginia, and make report, 

rein. having beon inserted at the instance of 

Mr. STEVENSON, | : i 
“On the question, ‘Will the committee agree to 

the resolution?’ the yeas and nays were required, 

and were as follows: : in 
“ Yeas—Messrs. Bayard, Beck, Blair, Cox, Rice, 

Van aia Voorhees, and Waddell—8. 

,. Nays—~Megsrs. Buckloy, Chandler, Coburn, Lan- 
sing, Maynard, Poland, Pool, Pratt, Scofield, Ste- 
venson, and Scott, (chairman,)— ` 

“So the question was determined in thenegative.” 

Thus it appears that every Democrat voted 
to go there, and every Republican voted not 
to go, the Republicans assuming that Texas 
was in a perfectly quict condition. This was 
on the 20th of September, 1871, and yet at 
that time the Governor of Texas had déeterm- 
ined to control the elections in his State and 
put the State under martial law, He issued 
his proclamation, which I find in a speech de- 
livered by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 
Conner,] on the 9th of August, 1871. In that 
proclamation he prohibited crowds from assem- 
bling at or near the polls. All assemblies were 
presumed to be illegal unless they had his 
consent. His police were authorized to dis- 
perse them. Bat I need not explain its con- 
tents; here is the proclamation, which has all 
the forms of a military order: 

[Cireular.] 
Huapquarrers STATE or Trxas, 
Ovvicy ADJUTANT GENERAL AND CHIER POLICON, 
AUSTIN, Texas, August 9, 1871. 

_ To the end that there may be no disturbanco or 
intimidation at the registry of voters and about the 
polls at the coming election, the following regula- 
tions are established for the government of tho ofti- 
cers of the election, and of peace officers, State 
guard, and militia on duty, by order of the Gov- 
ernor, ab such registry and election: 

A persons coming to vote shall deposit thoir 
ballots with the least possible delay, and after this 
is done they aro forbidden, under any pretext, to 
remain about the polls or at the county seat (unless 
this is their residence) during the time of election, 
but shall return to their homes and usual employ- 
ment; and peace officers, Stute guard, or militia on 
duty at the polls shall sce that this regulation is 
complied with, g $ 

XL. All persons are forbidden to shout, jeer at, or 
in any way insult or annoy voters or candidates for 
oilice during the registration and election; and 
peace oflicers, State guard, and militia on duty in 
any county where such disturbances may be at- 
tompted are directed at once to arrest such persons, 
and to hold them to be dealt with according to the 
provisions of section cleven of the act entitled “An 
act to provide for the mode and manner of aon- 
ducting elections, making returns, and for the pro- 
tection and purity of the ballot-box,” approved 

August 15, 1870, 2 
Hil, All. gathering, combination, or assembling 

of persons in numbers at or near the county seat 

during the time registration is being made, or the 
election is going on, and for the purpose of intim- 
idating voters, is forbidden; and should any such 
gathering, combination, or assembly take place in 


| any county, it shall be presumed that same is for 
: said purpose of intimidating voters, if such is the 


effect of the same, whatever might be alleged by 


| such persons as the pretext thereof; and peace offi- 


cers, State guard, and militia on duty in such county 


| are directed to disperse such persons: Provide 


however, That in this regulation it is not intended 
to interfere with persons peaceably and quietly wait- 
ing at the registration office or at the polls for their 
turn to register or vote. bak a ee 

V. The carrying of firearms or deadly weapons of 
any description during the election, unless by peace 
officers, State guard, or militia, on duty as such by 
orders from the Governor, is expressly forbidden, and 
all persons violating this regulation must be ar- 
rested and dealt with according to law provided in 
such case. i Gas 

V. The Governor, as provided by said act approved 
August 15, 1870, (section 52,) hereby assumes com- 
mand, for and during the election, of all peace offi- 
cers in the State, including sheriffs and their dep- 


ing elections. 


-alludo to them further. 
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uties, and city or town police or marshals and their 
deputies; and those officers are hereby directed to 
place themselves under the direction of the officer 
designated orto be designated by the Governor, as 
set forth in circular orders from this headquarters, 
and to aid himin enforcing these regulations and 
the laws of this State and the United States govern- 


EDMUND J. DAVIS, Governor. 


Official: 
i JAMES DAVIDSON, 
Adjutant General and Chief of Police of Texas. 

About the time of the election some disturb- 
ances occurred in one or two counties, and by 
a proclamation dated 9th October, martial 
law was proclaimed in Limestone and Free- 
stone counties. The following is Governor 
Davis’s proclamation : 

I, Edmund J. Davis, Governor of the State of 
Texas, by virtue of the authority in me vested by 
the constitution and laws of said State, do hereby 
declare aud proclaim martial law in said counties 
of Limestone and Freestone, and do order that the 
laws be suspended therein, and that the issuance of 
the writ of habeas corpus within, or directed to, said 
counties, or cither of them, be prohibited until the 
Legislature now in session, shall take such action 
as it may deem necessary, and until this procla- 
mation isrevoked ; an assessment of $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, being hereby 
directed to be levied and collected off the property 
subject to taxation of the resident citizens of said 
county of Limestone, 

This was followed by an order from one of 
his officers, levying a tax of $40,000 on one 
of those counties to pay the expenses of his 
militia. The order reads thus: 


Notice-—Special Military Tos. 


Orrice SPECIAL AGENT STATE OF TEXAS, 
GROESBECK, LIMESTONE County, TRIAS, 
j October 24, 1871. 
Pursuant to orders received from Major. General 

. G. Maloy, commanding State force in Limestone 
county, I am ordered to assess and levy a special 
military tax of $40,000, to be paid by the citizens of 
Limestone county, to defray the expenses of military 
commission and State troops now on duty in said 
county. 

I therefore levy a tax of three per-cent. on the 
hundred dollars of all taxable property situated in 
said county, as per assessment-rolls of 1871, 

All persons owning property in Limestone county 
are notified to appear at my ofice in tho city of 
Groesbeck immediately; and pay the same, All 
persons refusing or failing to pay said tax within 
three days from above date, ten per cent. will be 
added, and their property levied upon and sold to 


satisfy said tax. 
GEORGE W. FARROW, 
Special Agent State of Texas for Limestone County. 

After all that was done, when the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Crarx] himself, who is now 
defending his Governor, was beaten by alarge 
majority, according to the legal returns, Gov- 
ernor Davis saw fit to throw out the entire 
votes of four counties, which had given large 
majorities for the other candidate, and threw 
out all the vote cast for Mr. Giddings in Wash- 
ington county, and gave the certificate to the 
gentleman who has just addressed the House. 
I would speak of those acts, which of them- 
selves would condemn any man, but for the 
fact that they are yet to come before Congress 
for adjudication. I will not therefore now 
But I will say that a 
Federal grand jury bas indicted the Governor 
for grave offenses, and he stands indicted tó- 
day by a jury, as Tami informed by one of the 
members from Texas, composed of seventeen, 
Republicans and three Democrats. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Thatis not so. 

Mr. BECK. The judge himself is a Re- 
publican, and all the judicial power is in the 
hands of that party. An extra has been 
handed to me, issued from the office of a 
paper from which, I believe, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CLARK] read. I will read it. 

ie CLARK, of Texas. What paper is that 
from 

Mr. BECK. This is an extract of the States- 
man, published at Austin, Texas, and is as 
follows: 


“ Governor Davis a Refugee-—When the United 
States marshal, with capias in hand, approached E. 
J. Davis, the said. Davis, on his honor as a man and 
a gentleman, pledged his word to be present when- 
ever called for, to answer. the indictment of the 
Federal grand jury for violation of the Ku Klux 
law and giving false certificates as tò the result of 
the election in October, 1871, for Congressmen, hut, 
said at the same time that the marshal would hear 
from. Washington in the course of a few. days. 
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“The marshal then telegraphed to Washington as 
follows : 
: AUSTIN, February, 1872. 
To Grords H. WILLIAMS : 
Have capias placed in my hands for Governor and 
secretary of State of Texas. What action shall I 


take in the matter? N 

: THOMAS F. PURNELL, 

f United States Marshal. 

“ And received this reply, naniely : 

WASHINGTON, February 22, 1872. 
Tomas FE. PURNELL, United States Marshal: 

I am not able from the facts in my possession to 

give you any instructions. 
GEORGE H. WILLIAMS, 
s Attorney Generul United States, 

“Thus it sëems is and must be true that the Fed- 
eral authorities let and are bound to let the law 
take its course, | ‘ 

“Although B. J. Davis pledged bis word to be 
ready to answer the indictment when called on, he 
is now absent on a visit to Huntsville, via Houston 
and Galveston, to see how the convicts work, thus 
forfeiting his word of honor as a mah and a gentle- 
man, and as any common criminal fleeing before 
the rod of justice. i ; : 

“8, J. Davis is acriminal, å felon, a self-convicted 
violator of the law, and now flies like a thief from 
that law, fearing an investigation, knowing while he 
fears that if the truth comes out he will, by a verdict 
of ajury of the State where he is Governor, be con- 
signed to the cells of the State prison. n 

‘The law is hungry for such criminals, and if they 
do not fice they will be punished assurely as the law 
is outraged and the acts of villains sét up as the rule 
of right. Whereis B. J. Davis? Run away, like a 
thief in the night, knowing that he is guilty and 
ougbt to be punished. 

* Later.—No news from Davis; he is still running. 
He may get out-of the State, but-we hope he iay be 
captured. : 

“ Later Stil.—Davis still a refugee.” 

Thatis the dispatch which was about to be 
read a few moments ago by the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. Hancocx,] when his col- 
league [Mr. CLARK] objected, and it was 
handed by him to me to be read. How true 
jt is I do not know, but there itis. Ido not 
care to say more about this man now. I be- 
lieve the country will concede that I am sus- 
tained in all I ever said about him. It was 
upon the state of the case, and upon facts of 
that character which I have not taken time to 
elaborate that I have spoken of the infamous 
conduct of the Governor of Texas. 

_T believe the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Wa pron] wanted five minutes of the time of 
my colleague, [Mr. Arruur,] and as there 
are but five minutes left of his time, I yield 
now to thè gentleman from Michigan. _ 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I should like an 
opportunity to reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Kentucky yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

Mr. ARTHUR. It was agreed that my 
time should be divided between myself, my 
colleague, and the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Wanproy.]  _ e 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Will the gentle- 
man from Michigan allow meto say one word ? 

Mr. WALDRON, I have not time. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I only want to say 
one word. The only point I want to make 
here is this: that I desire to have the floor to 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and as I am compelled to leave the 
city to-morrow evening, to be gone I do not 
know how long, I beg the indulgence of the 

louse to give me sufficient time to-day to 
make some remarks in reply to my colleague. 

WILLIAM AND.MARY COLLEGE, 


Mr. WALDRON. Mr. Speaker, I have 
carefully examined the report of the com- 
mittee which indorses and recommends this 
legislation in behalf of William and Mary 
College. I have been anxious to learn on 
what grounds a committee of this House 
would seriously justify this donationfor it is 
nothing more nor less than à donation—a gift 
of $65,000 out of the national Treasury to re- 
build a college which suffered wheä the tide 
of civil war swept over Virginia. I find on 
examining the report of the committee that 
this appropriation of the people’s money is 
justified, not on the score of precedent or 
law; būt simply as an offering of grace and 


generosity to a timé-honored institution of 
learning. In advocacy of this appropriation 
honored names aré appealed to; the names 
of men whose memories are cherished in the 
affections of the American people.: We are 
told that its first honorary degree was ĉon- 
ferred over a century ago on Benjamin Frank- 
lin; that among its graduates were’ Washing- 
ton and Jefferson, and that in view of the 
venerable character of the institution and the 
associations which cluster around it in the 
past, it deserves a restoration to usefulness at 
the cost of this appropriation. 

It is unfortunate, Mr. Speaker, for the repu- 
tation of William and Mary College that the 
record of its later years is not in harmony 
with its éarlier history. It is, for its own sake, 
to be regretted that it forgot and ignored the 
patriotic counsels of the statesitien whom it 
educated. If its managers and faculty had 
been faithful to the Union which Wash- 
ington and Jefferson cherished, this college 
might now claim the respect and sympathy of 
this House, even if it failed to secure its votes ; 
but the objections to this bill are, not only 
that there is no precedent to justify it, nd cus- 
tom to sanction it, but that even if there were 
the record of this institution of late years has 


been sudh as to forfeit all claim upon the gen~- 


erosity of Congress. ; . 

The fact is admitted that the faculty and 
students of this college helped to fill the ratiks 
of the confederate army. That fact clearly 
indicates the character of the lessons incul- 
éated within its walls, When thé tempest 
of civil war came upon the nation, this college 
closed its doors, its teachers and students 
going into the rebel ranks, and fighting for 
four long years to destroy the Government 
of there fathers. The president ofthis college 
admits this fact in a communication which has 
been laid upon our desks. He states that 
t when civil war was inaugurated, most of the 
faculty entered the State service, and were 
subsequetitly transferred to that of the con- 
federacy.”’ 

This is á very mild way of stating the case, 
but I take it that the ‘transfer’! to the ser- 
vice of the confederacy was the natural result 
of an énlistiment in the service of the State, 
and that the ‘‘transfer’’ was neither unéx- 
pected nor distasteful to the gentlemen. 

And now the president of this college, re- 
lieved by the zrace of Congres from the disa- 
bilities which hé incurred by connection with 
thé rebellion, asks in behalf of his institution 
a bounty of $65,000 from the Government he 
fought to destroy! -o ` 

It is à part, moreover, of the history of this 
case.that when our Army reached Willians- 
burg it found these college buildings occupied 
as barracks for the rebel forces, and at a later 
period, when the tide of conflict surged back- 


ward atid forward, resulting one day in a vic- 
tory atid the next day in a repulse, this college 
was used as a rebel fort, and from its windows 
the missiles of treason sent wounds and death 
into the ranks of Union soldiers; and when 
this stronghold was captured, the comrades of 
the men who had suffered from its being used 
as a defense for rebels applied the torch to it, 
so that its walls might be no longer used as a 


at loyal hearts. The destruction of the col- 
lege was the act of exasperated soldiery at the 
end of a stubborn fight, acting on their 
own motion, without orders from their offi- 
cers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a well-settled prin- 
ciple in our legislation that this Government 
will not regard itself bound to make good the 
losses which are the incidents of war where 
such losses result from the acts of soldiers act- 
ing without the command of their officers. This 
Government has repeatedly refused to indem- 
nify even loyal men for such. losses, for it 
could not afford to break down the barrier 
between the national Treasury and bankraptcy, 
| even where the claimants were loyal, and where 


cover behind which rebel guns might be aimed į 


there were meritorious ciréumstances čom: 
mending claims to most favorable consider- 
ation. I-eould, if time permitted, cite numer- 
ous precedents in the past, which affirm this 
position, but I take it that the position wilt 
not.be seriously controverted. $ 

And if Congress refuses to extend relief to 
loyal-clgimants, with what show of eonsist- 
ency cati it relieve the disloyal from the con 
sequences of their own acts? The managers ` 
and faculty of this college suffered a loss which 
was the direct consequence of a rebellion 
which they sided and abetted. They ‘‘sowed 
the wind’? and “reaped the whirlwind,” and 
I cannot vote to cast the burden of their loss 
upon the loyal men who tried to avert the 
conflict which they aided to inangurate. 

There is therefore no custom, law, or. pre- 
cedent to justify the appropriation of this 
money; but even if there were, I would not 
vote for this bill, because it is destitute of a 
single circumstance which commends itself to 
my sense of generosity or equity. I am sur- 
prised that any bill of this character ever suc- 
ceeded in getting through a committee of this 
House. Lam astonished that it receives the 
support of any gentlemen upon this floor who 
believe in making treason odious and loyalty 
honorable. I cat understand why the Dem- 
ocratie party in this House, in view of its past 
relations and present sympathies, votes solid 
in favor of this appropriation; but I fail to 
find in it anything which commends it to Re- 
publican stipport. If the committee which 
reported thisbill believe that there is any pre- 
cedent to justify donations from the national 
Treasury to aid colleges, and it can find $65,000 
there which is not ieeded for any other pur- 
pose, then it can find abundant opportuni- 
ties to invest the money in aid of institutions 
which inculcated loyalty and patriotism, and, 
under the influence of their teachings, sent 
gallant and earnest students to swell the 
armies of the Republic. 

MESSAGH FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Symprson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed without 
amendment an act (H. R. No. 1668) author- 
izingthe Warren National Bank, of South Dan 
vers, in the State of Massachusetts, to change 
its name to the Warren National Bank of 
Peabody, Massachusetts. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed an act (S. No. 616) to re- 
lease to the State of Indiana the lands known 
as the bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, 
in said State; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message announced, in conclusion, that 
the President had notified the Senate he had 
approved and signed bills of the following 
titles : 

An act (S. No. 187) to amend an act entitled 

‘An act to provide for a national currency 
secured by pledge of United States bonds, 
and to provide for the circulation and redemp- 
tion thereof,” approved June 8, 1864; and 

An act (S. No. 384) extending the time for 
the completion of the Green bay and Sturgeon 
bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal, in the State 
of Wisconsin, : 

PUBLICATION OF THE DEBATES. 


Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, the House 
will soon be asked to act upon a contract for 
the publication of the debates and proceed- 
ings of Congress, and I take this opportunity 
to call attention to a bill to provide for this 
work, which I was petmitted to present on the 
12th of February last, and to suggest the rës- 
song that in my judgment entitle it to favor- 
able consideration. By way of preface to 
what I desire to submit with respect to the bill 
itself, I beg permission, to. efer briefly to the 
various efforts toreport and publish the debates 
which preceded the establishment of the Globe, 
and the final attainment of that perfection in the 
art of stenography which enables us to place 
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the.debates and proceedings of one day before 
the public on the morning of the next. In 
other words, I desire to follow this subject from 
-its inception up to the present time, although 
‘some of the facts presented-may perhaps have 
only a remote bearing upon the bill I propose 
: to discuss. 
T gend to the Clerk’s desk to be read a con- 
densed. statement, for which Iam indebted to 
: Senate Document No. 247. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
“Congress, at its second session, voted down a 
proposition to supply its members with three copies 
each of a register of debates made by the editor of a 
New York newspaper. In 1795 a. resolution passed 
directing the Secretary of State to receive proposals 
from stenographers for furnishing accurate reports. 

“Tn 1796 Mr. Smith, of Virginia, was appointed 

official reporter to Congress, at asalary of $4,000, and 
permitted to furnish his manuscript to the Phifa- 
delphia Gazette, providing that paper would con- 
tribute $1,100 toward the amount named above as 
alary. 

: Ta 1800 the National Intelligencer commenced 
the publication of the debates, the reports being 
revised by the speakers. 

“Tn 1802 ‘stenograpers, or note-takers’ were ad- 
mitted within the area of the Sonate Chamber. 

“Yn 1807 Joseph Gales, an excellent stenographer, 
became part owner of the National Intelligencer. 
Other parties had reporters at Washington, but the 
reports of the Intelligencer: were regarded. as most 
accurate, . g abaty 

“In 1833 Blair & Rives bogan the publication of 
a journal of proceedings in the Congressional Globe, 
and inserted speeches of such members of Congress 
as would write them out. 

“Yu 1847 a bargain was concluded with Mr. Hous- 
ton to furnish reports for the press. Ho was to print 
them on slips to be delivered to each Senator. Tho 
Senato soon after paid him $5,000 to give up his 
contract. R g 

“The editors of the National Intelligencer and of 
the Union agreed to publish the debates in their 
respective papers at $7 50 per column. ‘They sub- 
sequently relinquished their contracts, and Mr. 
Rivesrcéstablished the Daily Globe.” 

Mr. BEATTY. From 1833 down to 1856 
Blair & Rives kept up the record of the de- 
bates and proceedings all thetime in quarto, 
and part of the time in the daily edition, but 
there appears to have been some indefinite- 
ness in the understanding between Congress 
and the publishers in regard to the compensa- 
tion which the latter were to receive. The 
contract was, in part at least, a verbal one 
between the joint Committee on Public Print- 
ing and the publishers, and Congress for a 
long time agreed with Mr. Rives in his con- 
struction ofthis verbal understanding. In fact, 
Congress appears to have acceded to whatever 
demands were made upon it in this regard for 
over twenty years; but finally, in 1856, it re- 
fused longer to purchase back numbers of the 
Congressional Globe to supply its new mem- 
bers, and persisted in this very sensible reso- 
lution during four entire Congresses. In 1864, 
however, the publishers had sufficient influ- 
ence to bring about such a change or modifi- 
cation of the law as to restore to them the 

-= profitable feature ofthe old contract, and allow 
them to furnish back numbers to new mem- 
bers, and: thus get rid of an accumulation of 
old books. The proceedings of the Thirty- 
Ninth Congress were published under this ar- 
rangement, and with the back numbers cost 
the country $291,698 72. From 1864 to 1870 
Congress paid for complete sets of the Globe 
furnished to new members $268,081 04. 

There was probably nothing lost, therefore, 
by the proprietors of the Globe under the new 
contract. It would hardly be safe, however, 
to venture the same prediction with regard to 
the other party to the arrangement. 

In 1867 Congress awakened to the necessity 
for some curtailment of the expense in this 
particular, and gave the required notice that 
the contract should cease on the 4th of March, 
1869; and in 1868, dissatisfied evidently with 
the loose manner in which this whole matter 
had: been managed theretofore, and with a 
view, probably, to the introduction of a bill 
which would provide definitely and perma- 
nently for the publication of the debates, and 
lessen the expense thereof, Congress passed 
the following act, which 1 will trouble the 

` Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


“Se. 3. And be it further enacted, That all acts or 
parts of acts authorizing the publication of the 
debates in Congress are hereby repealed from and 
after the 4th day of March next, and the joint 
Committee on Printing is hereby authorized and 
required to invite proposals for the publication of 
the actual proceeding: and debates in Congress, 
upon a plan and specifications to be previously pub- 
lished by them, and shall also ascertain the cost of 
such publication by the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, and shall report as soon as practicable 
such proposals and estimate of cost, together with a 
bill to provide for the publication of the debates 
and proceedings of Congress.” 


Mr. BEATTY. Under this resolution the 
joint Committee on Public Printing invited 
proposals, requiring them to be accompanied 
with a bond for $25,000, approved by a Uni- 
ted States judge or district attorney, as security 
that the bidder would fulfill his contract in case 
his proposition was accepted. The adver- 
tisement for proposals was given to the pub- 
lic January 4, 1869, and only ten days were 
allowed in which to prepare and present them. 
Of course, in this short period, but few of the 
many men likely to take hold of such a con- 
tract would either see or hear of the adver- 
tisement, and still fewer would in that time 
be able to make that careful examination of 
the subject necessary to enable them to make 


| a proposition for the work, and besides, it was 


imperative that the work should be entered 
upon on the 4th of March following; and it 
was by no means probable that the proposals, 
if satisfactory to the committee, would be rati- 
fied by Congress much before the time when 
the work must be commenced. ‘There was 
not, therefore, time allowed either to get the 
advertisement before the people or to enable 
a new contractor to make that timely prepara- 
tion which economy in the execution of the 
work required. The old publishers, therefore, 
were absolutely sure of every advantage in the 
proposed contest, But, notwithstanding the 
shortness of the time and the other difficulties 
of the situation, one man was bold ‘enough to 
come forward with a proposal to do the work 
$100,000 cheaper than the old contractors. 

When the two proposals were reported by 
the committee, in connection with a third 
proposition to transfer the work to the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, it was urged that be- 
cause the new bidder had not time to make 
preparation for the work, (as if that were, in- 
deed, his fault,) and because, furthermore, in 
the report of the committee, his Christian 
name was in one place spelled John T., in 
another Joseph T., and in another W. T., it 
was utterly idle to consider his proposition. 
This man had prepared and filed his bond 
upon the invitation of Congress, and had pre- 
sented testimonials from the Appletons of 
New York, from the publishers of the New 
York Times, and from others of no less re- 
spectability, but Congress, after encouraging 
him to perform all the labor of preparing his 
estimates and submitting his proposal, failed 
to accord him even that respectful considera- 
tion which the humblest of citizens might have 
very properly claimed at its hands. 

I present here a comparative view of the 
bids and estimates presented on that occasion. 
These were based upon the work done for the 
Thirty-Ninth Congress, and the proposals in 


‘detail will be found in Senate Document 


No. 248: 


Estimated cost of the work under the proposal of Rives 
ai 


Daily Globe. $116,350 70 
Congressional Globe.. 


«$101,590 38 
159,558 92 


errereen $261,149 30 


Total COSt...ccccccsccsecssesesserereres 


Estimated cost under the proposal of the Congressional 
inter. 


Daily Globe............ $120,610 50 
Congressional Glob 155,884 34 


Total Costsssesssssserssernaesseisesnseressssneessesne $276,494 84 


| 


By some sort of calculation, which excluded 
from all the propositions the estimates for 
pape and binding, the Committee on Public 

rinting subsequently arrived at the conclu- 
sion that J. T. Crowell’s proposition was only 
a little over forty thousand dollars less than 
that of Rives & Bailey, and that the estimate 
of the Congressional Printer was only sixty 
thousand dollars less. There was no doubt, 
however, that there was one bona fide prop- 
osition for doing the work considerably less 
than that of the old publishers, and that it 
was made in view of the increased expense 
which the shortness of time left for prepara- 
tion would necessarily involve; but it was 
thought utterly idle to consider this proposal 
of the lowest bidder at that late moment, and 
besides, was not his Christian name, as the 
report showed, rather uncertain, and might 
not his proposition be the same? He had 
been invited to make the proposition, it is 
true, but a name that would assume three 
different shapes in the printed report of a 
committee was entitled to no respect at the 
hands of Congress, backed up though it was 
“by abundant testimonials of ability—profes- 
sional, mechanical, and pecuniary.’’ 

A proposition based upon the work done for 
the Thirty-Ninth Congress afforded but little 
idea of the cost for the Forty-First. The 
estimate of Rives & Bailey ($889,454 96) in- 
cluded binding, at the rate of seventy-eight 
and a half cents per volume, but the work for. 
the Forty-First (exclusive of binding, which 
was done at the Government Printing Office, ) 
amounted to over four hundred and seventy- 
two thousand dollars. This increase resulted 
in part from increased service, but the fact is 
nevertheless evident that of the three propo- 
sitions before it Congress rejected, first, that 
of Crowell, which, according to the last inter- 
pretation of the committee, was fourteen per 
cent. less than that of Rives & Bailey, and 
which would have saved to the Government, on 
the work done for the Forty-First Congress, 
at least $58,000; and rejected, second, the 
estimate of the Congressional Printer, which 
was twenty per cent. lower, and which would 
have saved, on the same work, $80,000, and 
probably more ; for I think, after a careful 
review of the whole subject, that the estimate 
of the Printer was higher than it should have 
been, or, in other words, that the Congres- 
sional Printer had made such liberal estimates 
as would cover every possible contingency, 

Justice to the joint Committee on Public 
Printing requires me to say that these rejec- 
tions were made in opposition to its recom- 
mendation. 

The work of publishing the debates should 
be done very considerably cheaper at the Gov- 
ernment Office than by private parties, pro- 
viding members of Congress would leave the 
Congressional Printer untrammeled’ in the 
selection of his employés, and not seek to 
thrust incompetent workmen upon him. The 
argument sometimes advanced that the public- 
ation of the debates at the Government Office 
would retard or interfere with the prompt 
execution of the other work, has nothing 
whereon to stand. The force of proof-read- 
ers, foremen, and compositors now at the 
Globe office, if transferred to the Government 
Printing Office, would not only be able to pub- 
lish the debates without in any way interfering 
with the other work, but at times when the 
daily sessions were short, or when Congress 
adjourned from Friday until Monday, this force 
could be turned on to documentary work, and 
thus very materially contribute to its prompt 
execution. 

The force of proof:readers, foremen, com- 
positors, &c., retained at the Globe office, now 
numbering nearly one hundred, must always 
be sufficient to put up fifty columns of matter 
between one o'clock p. m. and seven o'clock 
the next morning. At times one fourth of 
the force is sufficient, again one half is enough, 
and on other days the entire force may be 
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barely adequate for the work. The whole 
force, as I have said, must be retained and 
paid by the contractors, whether idle or busy. 
If, however, the work were done at the Gov- 
ernment Office, steady employment could at 
all times be furnished. There would be no 
waiting for copy, and no. time lost. The 
moment the proceedings of Congress were in 
type and ready for the press the whole force 
could be. turned on other work, and the 
result would be a large decrease of expense in 
the publication of the debates, aud greater 
dispatch in the execution of the other work. 

By not giving Rives & Bailey the contract 
for the binding we saved, according to the 
estimates of the Congressional Printer, over 
thirty-four thousand dollars on the work of the 
Forty-First Congress. Had the printing been 
transferred to the Government Office also, we 
would not only have saved the much larger 
sum indicated, but would have been the owner 
of the stereotype plates, from which the debates 
and proceedings might, should the demand 
ever require it, be duplicated to any extent at 
a comparatively trifling expense. In all esti- 
mates the cost of these plates is included, and 
they have been paid for year after year, but 
are stillnot ours. In thecaseof Little & Brown, 
the authorized publishers of the laws, the con- 
tract is in this respect different, the stereotype 
plates being reserved by Congress as the prop- 
erty of the Government. 

As incidental to the work of publishing the 
proceedings of Congress, and resulting from 
it, is the immense business of printing and 
furnishing members and party committees 
with speeches for circulation among the peo- 
ple. The matter being in type, the actual cost 
to the publishers of doing this work comprises 
only the value of paper and press-work, while 
they get the full rates charged by job printers. 
This business, obtained by reason of their 
being the publishers of the debates, affords 
them probably a profit of $80,000 a year. 
This, of course, is a private matter, with which 
Congress has no business except in so far as 
it goes to show that the work of publishing 
the debates, with all the petty annoyances to 
which we know it must subject the contract- 
ors, carries with it certain compensating ad- 
vantages which a business man will not be 
likely to. overlook when the work is put up to 
the lowest responsible bidder. 

I will ask the Clerk to read an estimate of 
the cost of publishing the debates for the Forty- 
Second Congress, made under the proposition 
of Rives & Bailey, based upon the amount of 
work done for the Forty-First Congress, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Daily Globe. 


13,8044 columns, at $10 80 for plain matter and $25 75 
for indexed and tabular work.........ssse $182,919 77 


Daily to Members. 
646 copies daily, at L cent per page... 
Quarto. 
129,151,393 pages, (contained in 12,391 cop- 
jes, of 10,423 pages each,) at 2 mills per 


18,030 78 


258,302 78 
Total cost.... ses esaeeee $454,253 33 


Mr. BEATTY. As evidence that this esti- 
mate is not too large, I shall incorporatein my 
remarks an extract from Rives & Bailey’s let- 
ter of February 2, 1872, in which they say: 


“The proposition for a new contract, submitted to 
the joint committee in February of last year, reduces 
the quantity of work to be done, by limiting the fur- 
nishing of the index toa single volume of the quarto 
edition, instead of inserting it in each volume, as 
has been done from the Thirty-Third Congress, in- 
elusive—a period of eighteen years. A careful exam- 
ination shows that should the debates of the Forty- 
Second:Congress make the same number of pages as 
were filled by the matter of the Forty-First, the cost 
to the Government will be reduced for this Congress 
in the sum of more than cighteen thousand dollars.” 
Cost forthe Forty=First Congress... $472,776 98 


Deduct, according to their stateme 18;000,00 
Their estimate of cost for Forty-Second . 
Congress...sccisccandevesdoivsseccseesesecssseneneeee 404,776, 98 


Ilam told that within a few days they have 


modified their proposition in such.a: way as to 
reduce the above estimate less than one thou- 
sand dollars by consenting to accept the old 
rates for tabular work. 

This estimate shows that the increased rates 
per column now demanded will amount to 
nearly as much as we hoped to save by the 
omission of-some thirty million pages of need- 
less indexes, and that the reduction of matter 
contemplated will not, under their proposition, 
be followed by anything like a proportionate 
reduction of expense. 

In this connection I will say that by the 
omission of these duplicated indexes we should 
save $60,000, but under the bill which passed 
the Senate yesterday to authorize the Congres- 
sional Printer to contract with Rives & Bailey 
according to the terms of a contract approved 
by the Senate Committee on Printing, the 
Government would save only about nineteen 
thousand dollars; or, in other words, it is pro- 
posed that we shall relieve the contractors 
from the labor and expense of furnishing the 
duplicated indexes, and yet continue the 
profits which that work would afford them if 
they were to do it. 

Now, I will ask the Clerk to read an esti- 
mate of the cost of the same work, in which 
a fair allowance is made for interest on cap- 
ital, rent, labor, wear and tear of machinery; 
and wastage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


18,804 columns, at $12 50... 


+... $172,556 25 
129,151,393 pages, at one a 


POF POZEC....ccrceccsceasensnsess ..- 193,727 08 
646 dailies to members at half a cent per 

DOB 0 ISEENESES R PEE e 6,515 45 

$372,798 78 

Amount which should be saved... $81,454 55 


Mr. BEATTY. The publishers of the Globe 
are entitled to great credit for their admirable 
execution of their work, and for this reason, 
probably, they have always found active and 
influential friends in Congress. We need no 
better illustration of the lengths to which gen- 
tlemen will sometimes go to serve them tban 
what took place near the close of the Fortieth 
Congress... The House, when informed that 
a satisfactory contract could not be made 
with Rives & Bailey, had finally voted, by an 
overwhelming majority, to transfer the work 
of publishing the debates to the Government 
Printing Office, when one gentleman, distin- 
guished for both learning and wit, and there- 
fore, probably, better qualified to judge of the 
provriety of the act than most of us, proposed 
to waste the valuable last hours of the session 
rather than have the work taken from the old 
contractors, and by his adroitness on that occa- 
sion he thwarted the clearly expressed will of 
the majority, and earned, let us hope, the last- 
ing gratitude of his friends. 

The contract of 1869 for publishing the 
debates of the Forty-First Congress was made 
after the expiration of the old contract, and 
as no arrangement was made during the Forty- 
First for continuing the work beyond the 4th 
of March, 1871, the contract of 1869 expired 
before the present committee on Public Print- 
ing was appointed, and the Gdobe has been 
continued without pay and without contract 
from the 4th of March last to the present 
time. And now, when we propose to make a 
change, or to invite competition, the old 
answer is made, ‘‘How can we help ourselves? 
The contract has either expired or is about 
expiring, and we have no time to make ar- 
rangements for transferring the work to the 
Government Printing Office, or to invite com- 
petition among private parties, therefore we 
must either abandon the Globe temporarily or 
submit to the terms of the old publishers.’’ 

This condition of affairs has resulted, as I 
have shown, from the fact that no time was 
fixed by law when a new contract should be 
made, and no one especially authorized and 


directed to act in the matter on behalf of the. 


Government, 


‘teaches us one. lesson very plainly, name 


. The ‘past history-of the'Globe therefor 


that. its publication should ‘be-provided for 
permanent and definite law, and that amiat! 
involving the expenditure of so muchimoney ” 
should no longer be left to be cared for inap» - 


propriation bills, in the face of an emergency, = 


during the last hours of a session. piip 

The first section of the bill which T propose: 
now to. consider is designed to prevent ate- 
currence of the condition of affairs to which ` 
I have alluded. It makes it the duty of the 
joint Committee on Public Printing to attend 
to this matter of making contract, and requires 
them to do it long enough before the expira- 
tion of the old contract to give new parties 
time for making all necessary preparation for 
doing the work. Itclothes the committee with 
full authority to accept the best proposition. 
offered, and make the best arrangement pos: 
sible for the continuance of the Globe. The 
want of an act of this kind has hitherto, -as:I 
have shown, shut out competition; and given 
one firm a monopoly of the business of pub: 
lishing the debates from 1833 down to the 
present time. ; 

The present publishers of the Globe have 
grown up in the work, understand it. thor- 
oughly, and, as I have already stated, in: the 
execution of their work have always given 
complete satisfaction. Nor is it necessary, 
so far as this bill is concerned, to show: that 
their terms have ever been unreasonable. -itis 
enough toknow that competition neverincreases 
the price of anything, while the lack of it gen- 
erally puts an article above its real value.’ I 
should be well pleased to have the present 
publishers continue the work at fair rates, if it 
is to be continued, but I do not think it best 
for Congress to remain in a situation where it 
cannot employ other parties if deemed advisa- 
ble to do so. l 

The bill provides that the first contract shall * 
be made either for the term of: one: year: or 
until the close of the Forty-Third Congress, 
which would be three years, and that not less 
than six months prior to the expiration of any 
contract a new one shall be entered into fora 
term of four years. Each new contract being 
made six months in advance of the expiration 
of the old one, the new contractor, should there 
be one, will then have abundant time to organize 
his force of reporters, proof-readers, foremen, 
and compositors, and make all other arrange: 
ments necessary to enable him to enterupon the 
work promptly. Theterm offouryearsis fixed . 
upon as the time for which all contracts, after 
the first, shall be made, because for a shorter 
period than thata new contractor would-hardly 
be justified in making the preparation and out- 
lay necessary for the efficient and satisfactory 
execution of the work. 
~ The first contract under the bill may be for 
either one year or three, as the committee 
may deem best. Ifa satisfactory contract 
can be concluded with the present publishers, 
it will probably be made for three years; if 
not, the committee may, to avoid the-tempo- 
rary discontinuance. of the Daily Globe, or the 
temporary inconvenience and expense which 
might result from throwing its publication sud- 
denly upon the Government Printing Office, 
accede for one year to terms which would not 
be regarded as altogether satisfactory for ‘a 
longer period. ee 

The third section of the bill authorizes ‘the 
committee, in case they should be unable’ to 
conclude a satisfactory contract with private 
parties for the entire work of reporting and 
publishing, to contract with responsible par- 
ties for reporting the debates and to have them 
printed at the Government Printing : Office. 
And in that event it also places the proceed- 


ings’of Congress within the reach of all-per-. >: 


sons who may desire them, by providing that. 
the Congressional Printer shall furnish at actual > 
cost the debates in daily. sheets or bound. vol- 


_umes, for any session, to any person or për- 
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© gons who may order and pay for the same at 
thé. commencement of a session. oe 
, If the intelligent readers of the country are 
“unwilling to take our speeches on these terms, 
: it will be pretty conclusive evidence that they 
cannot:appreciate a good thing, and that the 
publishing of a.greater number for. gratuitous 
distribution would be an unnecessary waste of 
public money. A 
: The third section also enables: members, in 
case the work is- done at the Government 
Printing Office, to obtain at actual cost any 
number of the daily sheets which they may see 
fit to order before publication. 

The fourth section authorizes the commit- 
tee, if they shall deem it advisable, to contract 
for the reporting, printing, and binding sepa- 
rately and with different parties, or with one 
party for the whole work, and also to have 
the binding done at the Government bindery. 
This puts the whole matter in the hands of 
the committee, and by dividing the work and 
placing it within the reach of a greater num- 
ber of persons, enables them to induce com- 
petition, and thus to make better contracts 
than they could otherwise do. The binding 
has ‘for years been done at the Government 
Printing Office, and that office is probably 
prepared .to do the work well and.cheaply; 
but should an invéstigation of the matter at 
any time disclose the tact that private parties 
would do the work at less cost to the Govern- 
ment, the committee would be authorized, 
under this section, to contract with them for 
doing it. 

Reporting and printing are works as separ- 
ate and distinet as making plows and plowing, 
We have hitherto always contracted with one 
party for both, and it would. be weil in the 
fature, perhaps, to hold one party responsible 
for the proper execution of both, if sure that, 

_ we would not thereby surrender our choice of 
the persons whom we would prefer to have do 
the work of reporting. We have now an ex- 
cellent corps of reporters; there may be others 
who would do the work as well, but these gen- 
tlemen have had long experience here. We 
know them, they suit us, and Congress would 
perhaps therefore be unwilling to place them 
at the mercey of any and every contractor. 
This section gives the committee control over 
the matter, and enables them to at least pro- 
vide that none of the old reporters shall be 
turned off without good and sufficient reason. 

The fifth section of the bill provides that the 
committee may, if they see fit, direct that the 
index to the bound volumes of the debates 
shali be prepared under the supervision of the 
Librarian of Congress, and printed either by 
the publishers of said debates or by the Con- 
gressional Printer, and that the index shall be 
inserted in but one volume for each session. 
‘The old-eontractors say that * the cost of the 
index. exceeds by far that of. any other matter 
prepared for tha Globe.”? By relieving them 
of thia portion of the work, therefore, it may 
be found that the cost of the Globe would be 
very materially reduced. I have no doubt that 
a competent clerk under the eye of the Libra- 
rian of Congress would prepare an index per- 
fectly satisfactory ta all, and that the cost of 
preparing and printing would not exceed 
$9,000; whereas, under the recent proposition 
of Rives & Bailey, the same work would cost 
more than double that amount. I think, there- 
fore, it would he well to give the committee 
authority to make a separate arrangement for 
this work if they think it advisable to do so, 

The sixth section contemplates a possible 
condensation or abridgment of the debates and 
proceedings, and stipulates that any contract 
made under the provisions of this bill shail 
reserve to either House the right to abridge or 
omit- such matter as ove or both may Here- 
afier desire, and pay for only so much as they 
may see fit to publish, Without this reserva; 
tion the contractors might very properly claim 


_ that they were entitled to the full proceedings, | 


on the ground that hitherto it had been the 
custom to publish everything; and that- even 
after. the contract was made everything had 
been furnished for publication. In my judg- 
ment, and in that of at least two of my col- 
leagues on the committee, the debates and 
proceedings might very easily be condensed 
one half, without in the least impairing their 
value. Butnot being prepared at present to 
suggest any plan for condensation which would 
be likely to meet with favor, we have thought 
best at this time to do no more than leave the 
way open for an abridgement of the debates 
whenever a plan should be suggested satisfac- 
tory to either or both Houses. 

The seventh section provides for the pay- 
ment of the contractors substantially as they 


have been paid under contracts made hereto- - 


fore. ‘The accounts for reporting and printing 
the daily debates are to be paid monthly, and 
accounts for the bound edition are to be paid 
at the request of the contracjors as the work 
progresses. All accounts for work done for 
the House are to be audited by the Clerk 
thereof, and all accounts for work done for the 
Senate, and for bound volumes furnished un- 
der the bill, are to be audited by the Secretary 
of the Senate. It was thought best to allow 
the Secretary of the Senate to audit the ac- 
counts for bound volumes, besause the Senate 
is a perpetual body, and the House expires, 
under the present law, on the 4th of March 
every other year, and does not reorganize 
until the December following. 

T have now called attention to all the sec- 
tions of the bill except the second. This 
makes a radical departure from the old mode 
of distributing the Globe. It relieves the 
member from all troubie in this regard, and 
places the volumes directly into certain libra- 
ries named. It has in view the abandonment 
of the old plan of distributing the Globes in 
broken sets among personal and party friends, 
and proposes hereafter to place them com- 
plete and entire in a few public libraries, 
where they will be open to the inspection of 
all persons, without regard to party affiliations, 
race, color, or previous condition. ; 

It may be asked why do you select these par: 
ticular libraries as depositories for the Glabe? 
I answer, first, because the libraries of the 
Senate and House, the judicial distriets, and 
the Executive Departments are national, and 
belong properly and equally to the whole peo- 
ple of the United States, and the State libraries 
and county libraries, if it be thought best to 
include them also in the bill, are peculiarly 
the property of the people of the several States; 
second, because the hbraries named are safe 
and permanent, and will exist as long as the 
nation; third, because there is in this arrange- 
ment no shadow of partiality or favoritiam to 
any class, sect, or party. 

It would seem that no argument was needed 
to show the superiority of this arrangement 
over the mode of distribution hitherto prao- 
ticed. 

The great size of the Globes renders them 
unsuitable for most private libraries; an in- 
complete set is of but little value to any one; 
the personal friends or the active politicians 
to whom we send them get either too little or 
too much; too little if they desire a complete 
history of Congress, too much if they do not. 
If valuable, if worth reading and preserving, 
if there exists a demand for them, they can 
be purchased. This bill provides for that. 
The persons to whom the Globes have been 
sent heretofore are generally those who could 
best afford to buy and pay for them. 

With our limited knowledge of the divers 
sified business tastes and desires of the forty 
millions of people who make upour population, 
we cannot hope to putthese volumes, however 
valuable they may be, directly inta the hands 
of those who will be benefited by them ; and 
even should’ we by possibility succeed in 
this, how many good, intelligent, and worthy 


men in. every neighborhood will bo still left 
unsupplied,. and will have, therefore, just 
grounds for charging us with partiality and 
favoritism? The great body of the people have 
a right to expect, nay, demand, that the favors 
of the Government shall be equally and im- 
partially dispensed, and we have no right to 
use their money for the purpose either of edu- 
cating or complimenting our personal and 
political friends to the exclusion of others. 

It may be asked, why not supply the colleges 
of the country? It would be better, I grant, 
to supply the colleges, academies, seminaries, 
and other institutions of learning above the 
grade of the common school, and all the 
public libraries also, than to continue the old 
mode of distribution, and it would take fewer 
copies to supply them all than we have of late 
been scattering broadcast over the land. But 
why should we supply the colleges? We have 
not thought it the duty of the General Gov- 
ernment to furnish them with text-books, and 
yet these are much more valuable to both tutor 
and pupil than the Congressional Globe, and 
much less expensive. 

If our object be to confer a benefit, the 
equivalent of the Globes in money would be 
much more satisfactory to them and much 
more useful. But what good reason can we 
urge for supplying the richly endowed colleges 
with these volumes and omitting in our lavish 
expenditure of the people's money the village 
high-school or the log school-house of the 
frontier? Ifthe smiles and favors of the Gen- 
eral Government should descend upon either, 
it should be onthe humble district school, where 
the great mass of our youth are being educated. 
If we supply any, we should supply all; and to 
do this would require two hundred thousand 
copies of the Globes, or two million volumes. 

We have heretofore been supplying to some 
extent the newspapers, generally after the 
Globes were bound and six months after they 
were printed. This has been a waste of labor 
on our part, and a waste of public money. 
The journalist gets the bound volumes too 
late for them to be of any use to him in the 
current work of his profession. An old Globe 
is of little or no value to an editor. To be 
valuable the information must come to him 
fresh and condensed. The Associated Press 
reports, therefore, supplies his needs in this re- 
spect, and long before the Globes reach him 
the necessity for a more elaborate report, 
if it ever existed, has passed away. 

But if by possibility a newspaper man should 
desire the Globe, he has simply to put in prac- 
tice the advice he so frequently gives to others 
and ‘“ subscribe’? for it. ‘This bill allows him 
to do that. The newspapers of the country are 
far too numerous for the Government to under- 
take to supply them all, and so far as my 
observation extends they are all abundantly 
able to supply themselves, 

It may be said that when the debates and 
proceedings are put in type we have incurred 
the greatest portion of the expense, and that 
thereafter the printing of a few additional 
copies will amount to but little more. -Very 
true; but where shall we stop? 

The same considerations which would induce 
us to print afew more would lead us to the 
printingof many more. This bill stops prac- 
tically with the libraries of the States and 
Territories, the judicial districts, and the libra- 
ries of the Senate and House. If we go be- 
yond this limit, the temptation will always be 
presented to go further: first to the news- 
papers, then the schools, then the active poli- 
ticians, then personal friends, then political 
enemies whom we desire to conciliate, and 
then Heaven only knaws where. If we go 
beyond a certain point we shall find the road 
a long one, so long, in fact, that if we are con~ 
sistent and impartial in the distribution of 
these volumes it will lead us to the bottom of 
the United States Treasury. 

I present here an estimate of the cost for one 
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a 


Congress of reporting and publishing the pro- 
ceedings and debates under this bill: 


Number of copies required. 


For libraries of United States district courts...... 62 
For libraries of States and Territories . 47 
For members of Senate and House... esses cesses 
For executive departments of General Govern- 7 
MENE... 00 EEEE ONENE 
For judges of the Supreme Court. 9 
For judges of the Court of Claims, < 
For Senate Library... 50 
For House Library..... 75 
For Library of Congre: 50 
Bound copies.. 628 
Copies unboun 
House. . 323 


Total.. 


Cost, 


For reporting, composition, corrections, &c., of 
13,8044 columns (equal in length to present column 
of Daily Globe, and making a little over two eol- 
umnsof the quarto) at $12 50 per column.$172,556 25 

For printing 951 copies containing 10,423 


pages each, and making 9,912,273 pages, 


at two mills per page secesroorare 19,844 54 
For binding 628 copies, 10 aes each, 
and making in all 6,280 volumes, at 60 
Gents per VOLUME... .ececreecerregeeeeeeeees 8,768 00 
For expense of mailing and wrapping 323 
copies of the Daily to members for 300 
BY Sscssccrccarsvsarccerscsessorssessecsenecesen csgere toraes 969 00 
For salary of one clerk to prepare index. 4,000 00 
J 201,117 79 
Should it be thought advisable to 
stereotype the matter with a view to 
supplying a possible demand in the 
fature, it would be necessary to add: 
For stereotyping 10,423 pages at $150 per 
page . 15,634 50 
Cost for one Congress... $216,752 29 


This estimate I regard as very liberal; it is 

robably on the whole work fully ten per cent. 

hightr than it can be done for and afford a 
good profit to the contractor. 


Comparison of the estimated cost under the bill with 
ihe estimated cost under the proposition of Rives 
ailey for continuing the Globe on the old plan. 


The total amount expended for reporting, publish- 
ing, and binding, (the latter estimated,) the 
Congressional Globe for the Forty-Virst Congress 
WAS.ssecsreeerereeees jad coca PEENE «$579,779 56 

Deduet from this the extra compensa- 

tion voted to reporters, not properly 

chargeable to the Globe... B 


And we have... 
By omitting, a 
contained in the volumes $ 
Forty-First Congress, Rives & Bailey 
estimate that the aboye sum may 
be reduced for the Forty-Second Con- 
gress to the extent Of.....sseessssserseerosorseni 


18,000 00 


Cost for two years under the old ar- 
rangement would then be... 
Cost under the bill proposed.. 


Amount which would be saved... $318,544 69 


535,296 98 
216,752 29 


Should it be thought advisable to so amend 
the bill as to provide for printing the Daily 
in folio form, as at present, and give to cach 
member two copies of the folio instead of 
one, we must add 323 to the number of copies, 
and should it be deemed advisable to so amend 
it ag to give one bound copy to each county 
and parish in the United States for the libra- 
ries of the counties and parishes it would be 
necessary to add 2,239 more, which would 
make the total number of copies 3,513, or 
nearly nine thousand less than are now pub- 
lished. It would make the cost (I estimate 
one and one half mills per page on this num- 
ber of copies) $276,254 75, or over $259,000 
less than Rives & Bailey’s estimate for the 
present Congress on the old plan. 

The proposition to furnish county libraries 
is open tosome objection. It will be said that 
counties like that in which the city of New 
York is situated, with its population of a mil- 
lion, would get.no more than a frontier county, 
with a population of five thousand. Ido not 
know. how this objection can be obviated en- 
tirely unless we abandon the amendment or 
the principle which this bill seeks to apply in 
the distribution of the Globe. But even in 
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the extreme cases named, will not the Globe 
be just as accessible to every one of the many 
citizens of a city as to the people of the more 
sparsely settled counties, and will not the 
saperior advantages afforded by libraries and 
newspapers render the Globe less desirable to 
the former than to the people of the latter? 

This bill contemplates, as I have before 
stated, a condensation of the debates and pro- 
ceedings in the future, and stipulates that in 
any contract made under it the right shall be 
reserved to either or both Houses of abridging 
the debates and omitting such of the proceed- 
ings as they see fit, without any increase of 
the rate per column for publication agreed 
upon in the contract; and I trust that some 
plan may be soon suggested which will save 
$100,000 more each Congress than the amount 
named above. 

Ido not believe the country is benefited in 
the least by the publication in full of the de- 
bates and proceedings of Congress. The 
Journals of the two Houses and the press 
would, in my judgment, preserve all that either 
ourselves or our constituents have any use for. 
But the Globe is one of the idols to which it 
appears we are irrevocably joined. We have 
helped to make it, and we love it because it is 
the result of our own handiwork. It may not 
be handsome, but it is our own child, and is 
therefore dear to us, and Heaven knows it is 
also dear enough to the country. We have 
built many great expectations upon it. We 
have hoped that it might carry our speeches 
down to that remote period when the progress- 
ive and widening intellect of man would be 
able to discover in them the same beauties 
which the scholars of this age find in the utter- 
ances of the great Roman and Greek orators 
of olden time. We have imagined that a 
thousand years hence the student might rack 
his brain over our orations and those of 
Demosthenes, in the vain endeavor to determ- 
ine which were most deserving of his admira- 
tion. This isa flattering thought. It touches us 
in our tenderest spot; it tickles our vanity and 
fills us with pléasurable emotions; it makes 
us feel as if we were indeed born again, and 
were thus assured of immortality. ButI would 
suggest that in the ecstasy with which this con- 
sideration fills us we may by possibility kick 
too high, and so upset ourselves. If the Globes 
are permitted to increase during the next thou- 
sand years at the same rate that they have 
during the last thirty, the world would not be 
large enough to hold them. There is no adja- 
cent planet that could be conveniently annexed 
for the purpose of a store-house, and the result 
would be that the few men who would find room 
to live at that distant day would have neither 
the time, strength, or inclination to explore 
the mountains of Congressional Globes which 
would arise about them. In our tilt with 
Demosthenes for their good opinion are we 
not therefore contributing to the chances of 
our own defeat when we print too much? I 
leave this question to the serious consideration 
of the House. 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. LAMISON. Mr. Speaker, among the 
subjects contained in the message of the Presi- 
dent, which he addressed to us at the open- 
ing of the present session of Congress, none 
ig more seriously commended to our attention 
than is that of a ‘‘reform of the civil service 
of the country.’’ 

The attention of Congress. had, I believe, 
for the first time in the history of the Govern- 
ment, in any message of the President, been 
called to this subject in the annual message of 
the Executive addressed to Congress at the 
last. session of the Forty- First. Congress. 

Tn that communication the President, in 
referring to this subject, held the following 
language: re i Pin 
-“ Always favoring practical reforms, I respect- 
fully cali your attention to one abuse of long stand- 
ing, which I would like to see remedied by this 


Congress. It is a reform in the civil service of the: 
country. I would have it go beyond the mere fix- 
ing of the tenure of office of clerks and employés, 
who do not ‘require the advice and consent of the 
Senate’ to make their. appointments complete. I 
would have it govern, not the tenure, but the man- 
ner of making all appointments. There is no:duty 
which so much embarrasses the Executive and heads 
of Departments as thatof appointments ; nor is there 
any such arduous and thankless labor imposed-on 
Senators and Representatives as that of finding 
places for constituents. The present system: does 
not secure the best men, and often not eyen fit men, 
for public place. The elevation and purification of 
the civil service of the Government will be hailed 
HA approval by the whole people of the United 
ates. 


For the purpose of enabling the President 
to inaugurate and carry out the reforms sug- 
gested by him in his message as necessary in 
order to render the civil service efficient, and 
to relieve it from the abuses from which it was 
suffering, that Congress before the close of its 
session passed the following act: i 


“That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the 
civil service of the. United States as will best pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof and ascertain the fitness 
of each candidate in respect to age, health, charac- 
ter, knowledge, and ability for the branch of service 
into which he seeks to enter; and for this purpose 
the President is authorized to employ suitable per- 
sons to conduct said inquiries, to prescribe their 
duties, and to establish regulations for the conduct 
of persons who may receive appointments in the 
civil service.” 


In his message of December 4, 1871, ad: 
dressed to this Congress; in alluding to the 
above statute and to his action under. it, the 
President says: 


“In my message to Congress one year ago I 
urgently recommended a reform in the civil service 
of thecountry. In conformity with that recommend ~ 
ation, Congress, in the ninth section of an act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes, approved March 
3, 1871, gave the necessary authority to the Execu- 
tive to inaugurate a civil service reform, and placed 
upon him the responsibility of doing so. Under the 
authority of said act I convened a board of gentle; 
men eminently qualified for the work to devise rules 
and regulations to effect the needed reform. Their 
labors are not yet complete, but it is believed that 
they will succeed in devising a plan that can be 
adopted, to the great relief of the Executive, the 
heads of Departments, atid members of Congress, 
and which will redound to the true interest of the 

ublic service. Atali events, the experiment shail 
ave a fair trial.” 


It will be seen from a reading of the 
foregoing extract that the commission con- 
vened and organized by the President under 
and in pursuance of the law before referred 
to had ot yet completed their labors; but 
the hope is confidently expressed that they 
will ‘succeed in devising a plan that can 
be adopted, to the. great relief of the Ex- 
ecutive, the heads of Departments, and mem- 
bers of Congress, and which will redound to 
the true interest of the public service.’ 

On the 19th of December, 1871, the com- 
mission having ‘‘ completed their labors,’’ the 
President transmitted their report to Congress, 
and accompanied the same with a special mes- 
sage, which I will read entire for reasons which 
I think will become apparent before the close 
of my remarks. The President says : 


“In accordance with the act of Congress approved 
March 4, 1871, I convened a commission of eminent 
gentlemen to devise rules and regulations for the 
purpose of reforming thecivilservice. Their labors 
are now complete, and I transmit herewith their 
report, together with the rules which they recom- 
mend for my action. Theserules have been adopted, 
and will go into effect on the Ist day of January, 1872. 

“Under the law referred to, as I interpret. it, the 
authority is already invested in the Executive to, 
enforce these regulations, with full power to abridge, 
alter, or amend them, at his option, when changes 
may be deemed advisable. These views, together 
with the report ofthe commissioners, are submitted 
for your careful consideration, as to whether further 
legislation may be necessary in order to carry out an 
effective and beneficial civil service reforme | 

“If left to me, without further congressional 
action, the rules prescribed by the commission, under 
the reservation already mentioned, will be faithfally 
executed; but they are not:binding, without further 
legislation, upon my successors. | i . 

“Being desirous of bringing this subject to the 
attention of Congress before the approaching recess, 

have not time to sufficiently examine the accom~ 

anying report to enable me to suggest definite legis- 
ative action to insure the support which. may be 
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necessary. in order to give.a thorough trial to a policy 
long needed. 

“I ask for all the strength which Congress can 
give me to enable me to carry out thereforms in the 
eivil service recommended by the commissioners, 
and adopted, to take effect, as before stated, on 
January 1, 1872, , 

“The law which. provides for the convening of a 
commission to devise rules. and regulations for re- 
forming the civil service, authorizes, £ think, the 
permanent organization of a primary board, under 
whose general direction all examinations of appli- 
cants for.public office shall be conducted. There is 
no appropriation to continue such a board beyond 
the termination of its present labors. I therefore 
reoommend that a proper appropriation be made to 
continue the services of the present board for another 
year, and in view of the fact that three members of 
the board hold positions in the public service, which 
precludes them from receiving extra compensation 
under existing laws, that they be authorized to 
receive a fair compensation for extra services ren- 
dered by them in the performance of this duty.” 

So highly important were these repeated rec- 
ommendations of the President regarded that 
they received the especial recognition of the 
Speaker, that gentleman having promptly ap- 
pointed a special committee, to whom the con- 
sideration of the whole subject was referred. 
And in the organization of that committee, 
as if to still dignify more highly the importance 
of the subject, the Speaker, with rare discrim- 
ination and good judgment, selected gentlemen 
to compose it who have justly won the respect 
and confidence of the country, not less through 
their abilities, learning, and experience, than 
through the faithful and conscientious manner 
with which they have heretofore discharged 
their official duties. I have been thus careful 
in setting out in detail at the expense of laying 
myself liable to be charged with prolixity, 
these several messages and acts of the Presi- 
dent, the laws enacted by Congress, and the 
action of the Speaker with regard to this sub- 
ject, for the purpose of showing that, in the 
mind ofthe President, at least, it was believed 
that the country was suffering great wrongs, 
which were chargeable to and grew out of the 
defective system under which the civil service 
of the country was then organized and per- 
formed, and that a remedy against the evils 
complained of was imperatively demanded, to 
provide which the prompt and energetic action 
of Congress was invoked. 

When, therefore, I contemplated the gravity 
with which this subject had been treated by 
the Executive and the Speaker of this House; 
when I recollected that the same subject had 
been made the theme of eloquent tongues at 
the other end of the Capitol; when I recalled 
the names of the distinguished gentlemen to 
whose judgment the consideration of the 
whole subject had been committed; when I 
reflected upon the extraordinary and astound- 
ing declaration contained in the report of the 
commission which had been convened and 
organized under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, that because of the imperfections in the 
civil service as then organized ‘‘more than 
one fourth of the revenues of the country were 
now lost to the Government,” amounting to 
the enormous sum of more than $100,000,000 
annually, I could not, Mr. Speaker, in com- 
mon with other gentlemen on this floor, avoid 
feeling a deep solicitude that the labors of the 
committee raised in this House would result 
in speedily restoring efficiency to the civil ser- 
vice, and in securing to the Government the 
revenues of the country. 

I need not say to this House, Mr. Speaker, 
how patiently I, with others, have waited to 
hear a voice raised on this floor from that 
committee that would bring “ fruition to our 
expectant hopes.’’ Hours passed into days, 
days into weeks, and weeks into months, and 
yet they “made no sign’? But I err. On 
Saturday, the 17th day of last month, the 
“ House being in Committee of the Whole for 
debate only, no business whatever to be trans- 
acted,” my colleague, [Mr. Perry, ] for whom 
I entertain feelings of the greatest reverence 
and respect, and my colleague, the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Com- 
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merce, [Mr. SHELLABARGER, | for whose abili- 
ties I have the highest regard, broke the long 
silence which had already become painful, 
not by the introduction of a bill that would 
bring “healing upon its wings” to the 
suffering - civil service of the country, and 
which we had been led to hope would be 
done, but by the introduction of a series 
of resolutions and the delivery of speeches 
which are distinguished rather for a rela- 
tion of the difficulties they have encountered 
in their attempts to devise a remedy for the 
evils which afflict the civil service than for the 
hopes they inspire of ever being able to attain 
success. 

I must confess, Mr. Speaker, that I experi- 
enced a feeling of downright disappointment 
on reading their speeches; and especially was 
I no longer hopeful when I read from that of 
my colleague [Mr. Perry] the following de- 
spondent remarks concerning the action of the 
committee in regard to thissubject. He says: 


“The committee being composed chiefly of men 
of extended experience, and great eminence in this 
House, who are constantly pressed by other duties, 
has not made rapid progress. I suppose I shall vio- 
late no rules, however, in stating that it has had 
meetings at which a quorum was present, and has 
transacted business; if not of the utmost importance, 
yet business.” 


And again, in speaking of. the prospects of 
being able to obtain legislative action upon 
the subject of the reform, asked, he speaks dis- 
couragingly thus: 

“ Considerable individual interest among mem- 
bers appears to be felt in it; but the tendency to 
legislative action upon it is not vehement.” 

For the first ‘time, Mr. Speaker, since this 
question has been brought to the attention of 
this House, did I, after reading these remarks, 
begin to think that probably I had overrated 
the importance of these questions, and that I 
had exaggerated, as had, I doubt not, many 
others on this floor, the existence of an exi- 
gency to control which ‘‘all the strength that 
Congress can give” had at least been ‘ vehe- 
mently” demanded; but which, it seems, has 
not inspired a corresponding ‘‘ vehemence 
toward legislative action” in the mind of Con- 
gress. 

And while my mind was engaged in resolv- 
ing the doubts which had thus been created, as 
if to purposely still further shake my faith in 
the success of reformatory measures in this 
direction through the action of Congress, while 
the ‘* bill to regulate the employment and com- 
pensation of clerks of committees,” reported 
to this House from the Committee on the Re- 
organization of the Civil Service of the United 
States by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr, 
WILLARD] was under consideration, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Woop, ] also a member of the committee, in 
his remarks made while this bill was the sub- 
ject of discussion, after indulging in a merci- 
less criticism of the bill itself, in addressing 
himself to the general subject, held the follow- 
ing language: f 
_ But, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that this whole ques- 
tion of clerks of committees in the House of Repre- 
sentatives is comparatively of no importance what- 
7 Ido not believe that thepeopleof this country 
will be satisfied and contented that the Congress of 
the United States shall thus trifle with so grave and 
important a question as is now agitating the public 
mind, I believe that the public attention is directed 
throughout the length and breadth of this land to 
this great question of official corruption. I do not 
believe that when our whole executive department, 
the whole range of the public service, so teems with 


| corruption, profligacy, waste, and extravagance, 
| which has attracted the public attention, and is 


now agitating the publie mind all over. the land, 
the people of the country will be content with sim- 
ply having us legislate upon a subjectso trifling and 
of such comparatively small importance as that. 
involved in the bill under consideration.” 

After indulging in some general remarks not 
necessary to my purpose now, he continues, as 
follows: 

“ In my judgment a change must come over the 
American people. In my judgment the time is not 
far distant when, entirely subversive of the politi- 
cal influences which have heretofore controlled the 
country, the watchword must be universal puritica- 
tion and an elevation of the oficial standard; when 


men whose publie lives, whose private lives, whose 
whole career have been pure and without reproach, 
must take possession of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States and conduct it upon a more elevated and 
a higher moral standard than exists to-day through- 
out our land. E 

‘Can Congress remedy this defect ? I am one of 
those who fear that it is mot within the power of 
Congress to remedy this evil. I do not believe that 
by any legislation we may adopt we can take away 
from the chief executive officer, not only the power 
to appoint. as he pleases, but also the responsibility 
for, the conduct of every subordinate official under 

From what I have here quoted from the re- 
marks of my colleague, [Mr. PERRY, ] and from 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Woon, ] I think the fact is made reason- 
ably plain that there is little hope that Con- 
gress will be able to devise any remedy forthe 
evils existing in the civil service of the coun- 
try. Ithink, too, that we may reasonably con- 
clude that in the minds of the committee, or 
at least in the minds of a portion of them, it 
is “notin the power of Congress to remedy 
the evils,’’ but that the remedy lies only in a 
‘universal purification and an elevation of 
the official standard, when men whose public 
lives, whose private lives, whose whole career, 
have been pure and without reproach, must 
take possession of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States and conduct it upon a more ele- 
vated and a higher moral standard than 
exists to-day throughout our jand.”’ 

I think, too, another thing is equally appar- 
ent, from what has already been disclosed on 
this subject by the President, the commission, 
and the members of the committee, and that 
is that the ‘‘hue and cry’’ which has been 
shouted into the ears of the people of the 
country over this subject of civil. service re- 
form is but the merest sham, intended for 
no other purpose than that of diverting the 
attention of the people from the real causes 
which have contributed to the inauguration of 
the widespread demoralization which it is con- 
ceded exists in every department of the Gov- 
ernment; that this ‘vehement’? demand for 
a reform of the civil service of the Govern- 
ment has been made with the full purpose and 
intent of concealing from public view the 
weak and wicked manner in which this ser- 
vice has been managed by those who have in 
charge its care, direction, and control; and I 
undertake to say, and I think I will be able 
to prove to the satisfaction of every unpreju- 
diced mind, that there has not been a time 


| within the last twenty years, and I believe I 


might add with equal truth within the last 
thirty years, when the President and heads of 
Departments were not invested with as full 
and absolute legal power and control over the 
whole civil service of the Government as is 
granted by the act under which the present 
commission has been organized; and further, 
that the evils resulting and existing are not 
caused by reason of any defect in or want of 
legal power, but are attributable and charge- 
able to the absolute violations of existing laws 
by those who have charge of this service, and 
whose sworn duty it is to obey and carry out 
these laws. 

The President in his message to Congress, 
dated December 5, 1870, and to which I have 
already referred, makes use of the following 
language in speaking of the character of the 
reform which the civil service required : 


“ I would have it go beyond the mere fixing of the 
tenure of office of clerks and employés, who do not 
require the ‘advice and consent of the Senate’ to 
make their appointments complete. I would have 


it govern, not the tenure, but the manner of making 


all appointments.” 

It will be seen that the President would have 
the reform extend, not to the tenure of the 
office, but to the manner in which the appoint- 
ments have heretofore been made; and, as a 
reason for‘ demanding this change ‘in the 
‘manner’? of making those appointments, 
he in the same message, and in the same 
connection, says: ; 

“The present system does not secure the best mon, 


{ and often not fit men for public place, 


1872. 


Certainly a most weighty and overwhelming 
reason why a change in the ‘manner’? of sup- 
plying the civil service with its working force 
should be promptly made, and Congress would 
not dare for a day to continue a ‘‘ system ” that, 
as a rule, ‘does not supply the best men, and 
often not ft men for public place.” It will 
be remembered that it was in pursuance of the 
recommendations made by the President in 
this message that Congress passed the act to 
which I have already referred, which author- 
izes the President of the United States to pre- 
scribe such rules and regulations for the admis- 
sion of persons into the civil service of the 
United States as will best promote the effi- 
ciency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of 
each candidate in respect to age, health, char- 
acter, knowledge, and ability for the branch 
of service into which he seeks to enter; and 
that it was by virtue and in pursuance of the 
last provision of that act, which authorized him 
to **employ suitable persons to conduct said 
inquiries,” that the commission was organ- 
ized whose report, with the rules which they 
had prescribed, was sent to this Congress, ac- 
companied with an approving message of the 
President, to which I have already alluded, 
and which it is but fairto infer contains a state- 
ment of the reformed plan or ‘‘ manner” in 
which all appointments to the civil service 
should be hereafter made. 


But in order that we may have an intelligent 


understanding of the new plan or ‘‘manner’’ 
which is presented by the commission in these 


E rules, and to the end that we may be enabled 


to trace wherein they differ from the former 
plan or ‘manner, which it is charged has 
resulted in such disaster to every department 
of the civil service, it is but fair that they be 
examined, and I therefore read them here 
entire, with the exception of rules nine, ten, 
eleven, twelve, and thirteen, which have no 
relation whatever to the subject in hand. They 
are as follows: 


“1, No person shall be admitted to any position 
in tho civil service within tho appointment of the 
Presidont or the heads of Departments who is not 
a citizen of the United States; who shall not have 
furnished satisfactory evidence in regard to charac- 
ter, health, and age; and who shall not have passed 
a satisfactory examination in speaking, reading, 
and writing the Fnglish language. : 

“2. An advisory board of suitable persons, to be 

- employed by the President under the ninth section 
of the act of March 3, 1871, entitled 'An act mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1872, 
and for other purposes,’ shall, so far as practica- 
ble, group the positions in each branch of the civil 
service according to the character of the duties to be 
performed, and shall grade each group from lowest 
to highest, for the purpose of promotion within the 
group. Admission to the civil service shall always 
be to the lowest grade of any group; and to such 
positions as cannot be grouped or graded admis- 
mon shall be determined as provided for the lowest 
grade, 

“3. A vacancy occurring in the lowest grade of any 
group of offices shall be filled, after due public no- 
tice, from all applicants who shall present them- 
selves, and who shall have furnished the evidence 
and satisfied the preliminary examination already 
mentioned,and whoshall have passed a public com- 
petitive examination to test knowledgo, ability, 
and special qualifications for the performance of 
the duties ofthe office, The board conducting such 
competitive examination shall prepare, under the 
supervision of the advisory board, a list of the 
names of the applicants, in the order of their excel- 
lence, as proved by such examination, beginning 
with the highest; and shall then certify to the nom- 
inating or appointing power, as the case may be, the 
names standing at the head of such list, not exceed- 
ing three ; and from the names thus certified the 
appointment shall be made, | 

“4, A vacancy oceurring in any grade of a group 
of offices, above the lowest, shall be filled by a 
competitive examination of applicants from the 
other grades of that group, and the list of names 
from which the appointment is to be made shall be 
prepared and certificd as provided in the preced- 
ing rule; but if no such applicants are found com- 
petent, the appointment shall be made upon an ex- 
amination of all applicants, conducted in accordance 
with the provisions for admission to thelowest grade. 

*5. Applicants certified as otherwise qualified for 
appointment as cashiers of collectors of customs, 
cashiers of Assistant ‘Treasurers, cashiers of post- 
masters, superintendents. of money-order divisions 
in. post offices, and such other custodians of large 
sums of money as may hereafter be designated by 
the advisory board, and for whose pecuniary fidelity 
another officer is responsible, shall, nevertheless, not 
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be appointed, except with the approval of such other 
o 


two hundred dollars may-be appointed upon the 
written request of applicants, with such evidence of 
character and fitness as shall be satisfactory to the 
head of the Department. 

1. The appointment of all persons entering the 
civil service in accordance with these regulations, 
excepting persons appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, post- 
masters, and persons appointed to any position in a 
foreign country, shall be made for a probationary 
term of six months, during which the conduct and 
capacity of such persons shall be tested; and if, at 
the end of said probationary term, satisfactory 
proofs oftheir fitness shall have been furnished by 
the board of examiners to the head of the Depart- 
ment in which they shall have been employed during 
said term, they shall be reappointed. 

“*8. The President will designate three persons in 
each Department of tho public service to serve as a 
board of examiners, which, under the supervision 
of the advisory board, and under regulations to be 
prescribed by it, and at such times and places as it 
may determine, shall conduct personally, or by per- 
sons approved by the advisory board, all investi- 
gations and examinations for admission into said 
Departments, or for promotions therein.” 

Here, Mr. Speaker, in these rules is found 
the true panacea for all the woes which have 
heretofore beset the civil service of the 
country. Itis to enforce these that ‘all the 
strength that Congress can give,” has been 
invoked by the President. These disclose the 
new plan, the ‘change in the manner’ of 
making appointments to the civil service de- 
partments of the Government of such clerks 
and employés as do not require the ‘‘ advice 
and consent of the Senate to make their ap- 

ointments complete ;”’ and it is charged that, 
or want of this system, demoralization, chi- 
canery, corruption, incompetence, fraud, 
and robbery have found their way into every 
branch of the public service, and resulted in a 
loss to the Government of its revenues to the 
extent of $100,000,000 annually. Was there 
ever since the world began such shallow, 
such hollow pretense! What change in the 
“ manner’? ofa pointing these clerks and em- 
ployés do gentlemen find here that has not 
been substantially and legally prescribed for 
more than twenty years past? I find none, 
unless it be found in the fact that here- 
tofore gentlemen were selected who consti- 
tuted the board of examiners, who were 
interested, by the relations which they sus- 
tained to the positions which were sought by 
applicants for admission to the service, in 
securing good and competent men; and who 
received no extra compensation for their ser- 
vices as examiners ; while those who comprise 
the present commission seem to have been 
selected with especial reference to their abso- 
lute want of connection with or interest in the 
Departments which are to be supplied; with a 
salary attached that makes the position a sine- 
cure for pedants, who hang around this Capi- 
tol, and which they are entitled to draw with 
becoming regularity, rane . 

„But to the facts, The'Constitution provides, 
with reference to the appointment of officers, 
as follows : 

‘*He (the President] shall have power, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators present 
concur; and he shall nominate, and, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
embassadors, other public ministers, and consuls, 
judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers 
of the United States whose appointménts are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be 
established by law; but the Congress may by law vest 
the appointment of such inferior officers as they 
think proper in the President alone, in the courts 
of law, or in the heads of Departments.” 

In pursuance of this regulation of the Con- 
stitution, Congress at its first session after the 
adoption of, the Constitution invested the 
heads of the several Departments with the 
power to appoint these ‘‘ inferior officers” in 
their several bureaus. Afterward, as other 
Departments were created, this power of ap- 
pointment was conferred upon the several 
heads. With the power to appoint was also 
conferred the power to remove. Each by law 
was made responsible for the conduct of the 


Department over which he was chief. In 1842. 


cer, 
“6, Postmasters whose annual salary is less than, 


Congress passed an-act- by which a kind. of 
supervisory power was reserved to the Con: 
gress over the several Departments. That act 
reads as follows: 


“Sue, 11. That it shall be the duties of the Seéreta- 
ries of State, of the Treasury, War, and Navy, of the 
Commissioners of the Navy, of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, of the Secretary of the Senate, and of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, to report ‘to 
Congress at the beginning of. each year the names 
of the clerks and other, persons that have been em- 
ployed, respectively, during the preceding year, or 
any part thereof, in their respective Departments 
and offices, together with the time. that each clerk 
or other person was actually employed; together 
with the sums paid to each; and also, whether they 
have been usefully employed; whether the services 
of any of them can be dispensed with without detri- 
ment to the publicservice, and whether the removal 
of any individuals and the appointment of others in 
their stead is required for thebetter dispatch of busi- 
ness.” * * + + $ * * * * s 

Szo. 13. “That it shall be the duty of each chief or 
principal clerk, in the respective Departments, bu- 
reaus, and other offices, to supervise under the direc- 
tion of his immediate superior officer the duties ofthe 
other clerks therein, and to see that their duties are | 
faithfully executed, and that such duties are dis- 
tributed with equality and uniformity, according to 
the nature of the case, And such distribution 
shall be reviewed from time to time by said chief 
or principal clerk for the purpose of correcting any 
tendency to undue accumulation or reduction of 
duties, whether arising from individual negligence 
or incapacity, or from increase or diminution of 
particular kinds of business; and such chief or 
principal clerk shall report monthly to his superior 
officer any existing defect that he may be aware of in 
the arrangement or dispatch of business, and such 


defect shall be amended by new arrangoments of 


duties, dismissal of negligent or incompetent officers, 
or otherwise.” à 

Thus stood the law regulating employment 
in the civil service until May, 1853, when Con- 
gress, in addition to the provisions of the act 
of 1842, before cited, passed the following : 

“No clerk shall be appointed in either of the 
four classes until after he has been examined and 
found qualified by a board, to consist of three ex- 
aminers, one of them to be the chief of the bureau 
or office into which he isto be appointed, and the 
two others to be selected by the head of the Depart- 
ment to which the said clerk will be assigned,” 

It will be borne in mind that these ‘inferior 
offices,” or clérkships, had been previously: 
divided into four grades or classes by an act 
of Congress; that the same rule of grading 
or classifying exists to-day, and that the rules 
adopted by the commission of 1871 as to the 
gradation and classification of these persons 
are in every essential the same which obtained 
and were prescribed by previous laws, 

The eleventh section of the act of 1842, as 
I have once before said, reserved to Congréss 
a supervisory power over the several Depart- 
ments connected with the civil service of the 
Government ; while the thirteenth section of 
the same act enjoined and required the most 
rigid scrutiny into the conduct and capacity, 
ability and usefulness, of those who were em- 
ployed inthese Departments. One can scarcely 
see how, under the system inaugurated by these 
acts, incapacity could long be retained in any 
bureau. Certainly the rules here found, for 
the regulation and government of those con- 
nected with the service, in the capacity of clerks 
and employes, are not less comprehensive, not 
less rigorous, than are those which have been 
presented for the government and regulation 
of that service by the present commission. 
Nor is the system of examinations introduced 
into use by the commission a new one, as 
these gentlemen would bave the country be» 
lieve, unless the novelty of the system be found 
in the character of the examination to which 
applicants are required to submit; for by the 
act of 1853, to which I have before referred, 
these examinations were enjoined. and de- 
manded, and the examinations were required 
to be conducted, as I have already said, by 
those who in my opinion were far more com-. 
petent to discharge this particular duty for 
each particular service than can be those 
whose duty it has become under the last law 
and by the appointment of the President. 

But I have not now the time.to run this 
parallel further. I have submitted the: old- 
with the new rules, and gentlemen can, if it 
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may please them, examine the question for 
themselves. I present only the facts as T find 
them. : i s 

Mr, Speaker, after examining this. subject 
in the light of these facts, what foundation is 
discovered: for the statement made by the 
President in his message, that the ‘‘present 
system does not secure the best men, and often 
not even fit men, for public place ?”’ : 

To what change in the manner of making 
these appointments can the President possibly 
allude? He certainly does not demand thatthe 
powerto appoint shall be transferred into other 
hands than those in which it is now placed. 
This is fixed. by the Constitution, and by the 
laws passed by Congress in pursuance of its 
provisions. He assuredly did not entertain 
the hopé that the organization of this new 
board of examiners would bring any new or 
favorable results, for the reason that this sys- 
tem existed in substantial form and was prac- 
ticed. long prior to the creation of this new 
board. 

Why were these rules not enforced before? 
What excuse is offered for the failure of those 
in whom the power of appointment was lodged 
to enforce the regulations which existed long 
prior to the time when this Administration 
came into power, and which exists to-day in 
the form of positive law? 

A reference to the report of the commission 
will, I think, throw some light upon this sub- 
ject. This report is furnished to this House 
under the direction and at the request of the 
President. He accompanies it with a mes- 
sage in which he commits himself to the state- 
ments therein made. He adopts it as explana- 
tory of the evils under which the civil service 
now suffers. In the enumeration of these 
evils the report says: 

“It isnot easy to compute in figures the exact 
economical difference between a good and a bad 
system of the civilservice. Itis necessarily a mat- 
ter of inference and of comparison between the prob- 
able operation of a careless and a careful method. 
But it is calculated, by those who have made a care- 
ful study of all the facts, that one fourth of the 
revenues of the United States are annually lost in 
tho collection, and for a large part of that loss a 
system of the service which is fatally unsound may 
reasonably be held responsible.’” 

Here is contained one of the principal evils 
which it is sought to remedy. This immense 
loss of revenue is one of the results, we are 
told, which attends the present ‘‘system’’ of 
civil service, and which ‘‘system’’ has been 
readopted by this commission without half 
the safeguards that surrounded it before. Was 
there ever before such specious pretense offered 
for official dereliction of duty? And this, too, 
from men who had solemnly promised the 
country to put. none but ‘‘loyal men” on 
guard. I fear that gentlemen will find, if they 
will. but examine this subject, that the evils 
complained of are not chargeable to the “ sys- 
tem,” but to the ‘‘manner’’ in which the 
‘system’? has been administered by those 
who have had it in charge. And in proof 
of this let us again resort to the report of the 
commission. They say: 

“While, therefore, the appointing power is chiefly 
and properly vested in the executive department 
because that department is responsible for exec- 
utive administration, yet the practice that has arisen 
under the evil theory of the civil service tends to 
make the President and Secretaries merely the ap- 
pointment clerks of Congress, from which body the 
Constitution carefully withholds the appointing 
power. One result we hava just considered, but 
there are others. Thus itis notdenied that the chief 
national appointments in the several States are now 
really made, not by the President and the Senate, 
butat the pleasure of the Senators from the States in 
which the office is to be filled. The President may 
have personal knowledge of the unfitness of certain 
persons whose appointment issought, butif the Sen- 
ators from the State are in favor of those persons 
the President. must yield his knowledge to their 
pleasure or the offices must remain unfilled. The 
Senate will, indeed, naturally and properly inform 
itself in regard to particular candidates by the 
knowledge of Senators who may be supposed to 
know something of them. But when it governs its 
own action merely by the will of such Senators it 
makes them virtually the appointing power, and so 
destroys one of the fundamental safeguards of the 
Constitution. It igimpossible that the Legislature 


- action, therules prescribed by the commission under 


should absorb the executive function of appoint- | 
ment and remain pure. One of the wisest of Amer- 
ican political writers remarked, before the Con- 
stitution was adopted, ‘When the Legislature is 
corrupted the people are undone.’” 

The whole subject of complaint is here con- 
tained in a nutshell. For more than seventy 
years the civil service of the Government has 
been administered under the Constitution and 
laws, as this Administration found them when 
it came into power, and as I have here given 
them. Yet no complaint ever before came 
from the Executive, or from the heads of 
Departments, that they were the slaves of Sen- 
ators and members of Congress in everything 
relating to the administration of their offices. 

From the day when Washington first occu- 

ied the presidential chair until the day when 
President Johnson left it, no such admission 
of beggarly subserviency and pitiful and cow- 
ardly incompetence was ever uttered for the 
ear of the American Congress and the Amer- 
ican people as is còntained in the report of 
this commission, which is sent here accompa- 
nied by a message from the President indors- 
ing all it states. There is no complaint of a 
want of constitutional power; there is no com- 
plaint that thelaws of Congress are inadequate, 
or that they do not provide a remedy; but the 
humiliating, the beggarly, the cringing and 
cowardly confession is made that— 

"The President may have personal knowledge of 
the unfitness of certain persons whose appointment 
is sought, butif Senators from the State are in favor 
of those persons, the President must yield his knowl- 
edge or the offices must remain unfilled.” 

tí To what base uses have we come at last P? 
What a flattering compliment is here paid to 
the integrity of honorable Senators! It will 
be remembered that there is no rule of law 
that makes these Senators the appointing 
power, or confers control upon them over 
these appointments, The law has placed these 
powers elsewhere. What a spectacle to con- 
template! The Executive, the heads of De- 
partments of the most liberal and powerful 
and free Government on earth, clothed with 
all the attributes of supreme authority in their 
respective spheres of action, suffer a report. to 
come here from a commission appointed by 
the President, in which is contained the basest 
confession of corruption, weakness, imbecility, 
if not of downright pusillanimity, that ever dis- 
graced any Government asking to rank as free 
and civilized, and compared to which the reign 
of Charles I becomes just and the vacillations 
of Louis XVI are dignified into heroisms, 

And this is the ‘‘ manner’? in which the laws 
are enforced by those whose boast it is that 
good government is only to be obtained through 
a “rigorous enforcement of the laws.’ But 
there is one thing more I desire to refer to before 
1 close my remarks, which strikes me as the 
most peculiar and disinterested of all the rec- 
ommendations of the President, and which I 
think furnishes the key to all the clamor that 
has been raised over this subject of civil ser- 
vice reform. 

The President, it will be remembered, in his 
message which accompanied the report of the 
commission, and to which I have already re- 
ferred, uses the following language: 

“Tf left to me, without further congressional 


the reservation already mentioned will be faithfully 
executed; but they are not binding without further 
legislation upon my successors.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after the accession of 
Andrew Johnson to the presidential chair, 
the Congress of the United States, in onder 
to prevent that officer from making changes in 
the departmental-and other offices of the Gov- 
ernment, passed what was known as the 
tennre-ot-office law. 

That act was one of the ‘‘checks,’’ I pre- 
sume, which was so eloquently referred to. by 
my distinguished colleague [Mr. SHELLABAR- 
GER] in his remarks made on the question of 
civil service reform the other day, which Con- 
gress thought necessary to provide in order 


that the President should have the benefit and 
assistance of competent advisers. It is this 
precedent, I presume, the commission had in 
their minds when they embodied the following 
language in their report: 

“Tt seems to us, therefore, ð 
this reasonable security of permanence in office, 
by depriving the head of illegitimate motives for 
removal rather than by providing a fixed tenure, to 
be disturbed only upon conviction, after formal 
accusation and trial. There is, indeed, no reason 
for such a tenure, unless it can be shown from the 
nature of the system that the power of removal is 
likely to be abused.” 


And it is to this portion of the report, I have 
no doubt, that we are indebted for the deep 
solicitude expressed in the message of the 
President that the benefits accruing from the 
adoption of the new system should be secured 
to ‘this successors.” 

But the President was not always thus favor- 
able to the ‘‘ security of permanence in office,”’ 
as we shall presently see. In his message to 
Congress of December 6, 1869, in speaking of 
the act of Congress which had been passed 
with the intention of ‘‘securing permanence 
of offiec,’’ the President says : 

“Tt may be wellto mention here the embarrass- 
ment possible to arise from leaving on the statute- 
books the so-called ‘tenure-of-office acts,’ and to 
earnestly recommend their total repeal. It could 
not have been the intention of the cramers of the 
Constitution, when providing that appointments 
made by the President should receive the consent 
of the Senate, that the latter should have the power 
to retain in office persons placed there by Federal 
appointment, against the will of the President. The 
Jaw is inconsistent with a faithful and efficient ad- 
ministration of the Government. What faith can 
an Executive put in officials forced upon him, and 
thosé, too, whom he has suspended for reason? 
How will such officials be likely to serve an Admin- 
istration which they know does not trust them?” 


Who is there here now who will question 
the soundness of the principles expressed in 
this recommendation of the President? If 
sound in 1869, will some gentleman upon the 
other side of the House explain to what cause 
this change of opinion in the mind of the 


more desirable to afford 


| Executive is attributable? Why this uncon- 


querable desire to be of use to his ‘‘ successor,’ 
who it seems, under existing law, ‘‘ will not 


| be bound without further legislation ?”’ 


Ts it intended to pass into a law an act that 
will ‘hedge about’’ ‘his successor” with 
officials ‘whom he does not trust,’ and 
“whom he has suspended for reason ?’’ Is it 
possible that gentlemen on the other side of 
the House have already discovered the cloud, 
a short time since no larger.than a man’s 
hand, but now overspreading the entire po- 
litical heavens, that issoon to burst with all its 
fury upon the heads of those who, if this re- 
port of the civil service commission be true, 
aré confessedly incompetent to administer the 
Government with either efficiency, fidelity, or 
honesty ? 

Ts it intended before bidding ‘‘adieu to all 
your greatness,’’ that you intend to leave to 
“‘your successors” as a rich legacy which 
must not lapse, more than fifty thousand officers 
who have been thrust upon this Administration 
by Senators and Representatives in Congress 
whom the appointing power ‘‘ personally knew 
to be unfit for the positions to which they were 
appointed?’ Is this the reform that is sought 
to be accomplished by gentlemen who have in 
charge this portion of the message of the Pres- 
ident? Gentlemen, do not deceive yourselves. 
The country will not be satisfied with your pro- 
fessions for reform. The country cares noth- 
ing for the ‘‘manner’’ in which your appoint- 
ments are made. It is for your appointments 
and the fidelity with which you administer the 
affairs of the Government that they will hold 
you. responsible. 

The “ clerks and employés”? are not charge- 
able with the condition of demoralization 
which it is conceded pervades every branch 
of the civil service. As a class, I believe them 
to be better men than the chiefs under whom 
they serve. ‘hey are the working bees in this 
great Government hive; and it is unfair to 
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class them with the pimps and spies and 
harpies and thieves who have found their 
way into the Government service, to the dis- 
gust of our people and the disgrace of our 
civilization, and whose loathsome presence 
has been forced into every portion of our land. 
Again I say to gentlemen, do not deceive your- 
selves. This ery for reform will avail you 
nothing. Our people demand acts, not words. 

There is a species of molluscous animals 
that inhabit the sea, of the order Cephalopoda 
and genus Sepia. They have small arms with 
serrated cups by which they lay fast hold of 
anything. They have also two tentacula longer 
than the arms. The mouth is in the center of 
the arms, and is horny and hooked, like the 
bill of a hawk. They feed on lobsters and 
other shell-fish. They have a little bladder 
under the throat, near the liver, from which, 
when pursued, they throw out a black liquor 
that darkens the water, by which means they 
escape. Itis called thecuttle-fish. Mr. Speaker, 
I think I can discover many points of resem- 
blance between this marine monster and the 
Administration which now controls the affairs 
of this country. Ithink I could point out at 
least some of the causes which have contrib- 
uted to produce the evils which afflict the pub- 
lic service if I had but time to do so. I may 
however be permitted to say that all is charge- 
able to the manner in which the Government 
has been administered within the last three 
years. The people who pay tribute to sup- 
port the Government, and who are at once the 
source of your wealth and your power, have 
been treated by those who administer the Gov- 
ernment, not as friends, but as aliens and 
enemiés. Every department of trade and of 
commerce has been humiliated and degraded 
through your espionage. Spies and informers, 
heretofore only known ina republican Govern- 
mentas the instruments of despots and tyrants, 
have been employed in every branch of the 
public service. 

They are the lepers you have fastened upon 
our political system. These are the fruitful 
causes which have created the widespread liti- 
gation, discord, strife, tumult, disorder, mis- 
ery, riot, and bloodshed, from which almost 
every portion of our country has already or 
is now suffering. With such agents, with the 
continuance of such a system, the same results 
must continue to follow. You have a right to 
hope for no other. Your cry of ‘‘ reform ” will 
not cleanse this Augean stable. But do not 
“lay the flattering unction to your souls’’ 
that in imitation of the cuttle-fish you can by 
the simple ery of ‘‘reform’’ so darken your 
surroundings as to hide from view the waste, 
extravagance, and demoralization which have 
marked your administration of public affairs, 
or that thereby you will be enabled to escape 
the slow but certain condemnation of a suffer- 
ing people. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Spzer.] 


WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE, 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
lege of William and Mary, located at Williams- 
burg, Virginia, was chartered and richly en- 
dowed by the sovereigns whose names it bears 
in 1693. It is believed to have been the only 
college in the colonies that received a royal 
charter. The buildings were designed by Sir 
Christopher Wren, and were completed in 1728. 
It. rapidly grew in the confidence and love of 
the colonies, and afterward of the States of 
the Union. Its history is the common prop- 
erty and glory of the nation, linked as it is 
with the names of statesmen and patriots whose 
memory we all delight to honor.. It has given 
to the nation the author and five signers of the 
Declaration cf Independence, the President 
of the first American Congress, three Presi- 
denis of the United States, its great. Chief 
Justice (Marshall) the first Attorney General, 
‘one general commanding the armies of the 
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United States, (General Scott,) and many 
other eminent statesmen, jurists, and soldiers. 

On the night of the 8th of February, 1859, 
the buildings of the college were destroyed by 
fire. Its resources, however, were then ample, 
and in just one year from the time of its de- 
struction new buildings were erected and fur- 
nished, and the college was again prepared to 
enter upon its work of usefulness. 

But in the spring of 1861 the war of the 
rebellion began, and the country surrounding 
the college became the scene and theater of 
active operations. That part of Virginia in 
which it was located was alternately traversed 
by the opposing armies, and on the 9th day of 
September, 1862, in the language of the report 
of the committee of this House, made on the 
29th of January last— 


"A body of stragglers from the United States 
forces, drunken, disorderly, and insubordinate, fired 
and destroyed the college building, with the library, 
apparatus, furniture, and other property therein 
belonging to the institution.” 

In characterizing this act, General Meade 
says: 

“Iam satisfied, on examination of the facts of the 
case, that the destruction of the buildings of Wil- 
liam and Mary College by our troops was not only 
unnecessary and unauthorized, but was one of those 
deplorable acts of useless destruction which occur 
in all wars.” 


In the last Congress the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Burrer] presented a 
memorial from the friends of the institution, 
embracing the Executive and all the members 
of the Legislature of Virginia, of both parties, 
praying for an appropriation to enable them 
to rebuild the college. This memorial was 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and a favorable report was made 
thereon by its chairman. It was so late in 
the session, however, that no efficient action 
could be taken; but the matter has been 
brought to the attention of the same commit- 
tee this session, and the House now has its 
unanimous report in favor of the passage of 
this bill directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the College of William and Mary 
the sum of $64,000 for the destruction of its 
buildings and other property, ‘‘ without au- 
thority, by disorderly soldiers of the United 
States,’ upon accounts of such destruction 
and the damage caused thereby duly verified 
and proven. 

The fact and the amount of the loss are not 
disputed, and the bill comes before the House 
with the second report in its favor of one of 
our most able, careful, and cautious com- 
mittees. Andin a just and fair consideration 
of its merits, it should be remembered that at 
the time of the destruction of the college, the 
territory in which it was located was claimed 
and recognized by the Government of the 
United States as being in the Union, and was 
at the time, and afterward, represented on this 
floor by its member of Congress. The build- 
ings were in possession of Union troops, and 
the day before their destruction a court-martial 
was held in one of the rooms. We have, then, 
the case of an institution of learning, standing 
upon our territory, beld by our forces, and 
destroyed by our troops, when its destruction, 
as General Meade says, ‘‘ was unnecessary and 
unauthorized.” Had the burning of the col- 
lege been authorized by our officers as a mili- 
tary necessity; had it been at the time in the 
possession of the enemy and used by them for 
military purposes; had it contributed in any 
way or to any extent to the aid of the rebel- 
lion; or had its loss been of any imaginable 
advantage to us, its destruction then would 
have been justified by the law of nations. 

But it was fired by ‘‘ disorderly and drunken’? 
soldiers, without orders or authority from 
anybody, and the act was alike useless and 
wanton. Inan hour this venerable institution, 
dear to the friends of learning everywhere, 
the growth and the pride of a century and a 
half, the abode of science and the nursery of 
Presidents and statesmen, skumbered in its 


ashes. Far back beyoud the birth of our Re- . 
public ran the memory of its usefulness, and 
around the long record of its fe were linked 
the fondest associations of patriotism and vir- 
tue. Its destruction did no possible damage 
to our armed foe,;'and:no possible good to: us. 
It was private property, dedicated to the cause 
of letters and the purposes of peace, and min- 
istering to the interests of all humanity. Its 
loss aided neither army, and its preservation 
under the circumstances was demanded alike 
by the cause of science and the rales of civil: 
ized warfare. No man free from prejudice 
and from the bitterness nursed in the cradle 
of the rebellion can. contemplate its. destruc- 
tion without the sincerest regret. 

In view, then, of the location and character 
of this property, and of the unauthorized and 
wanton manner of its destruction, what is the 
duty of Congress ; or, if there beno legal duty, 
what obligation should the Government im- 
pose upon itself? Ifreely admit that, as a mat- 
ter of legal right, the College of William and 
Mary bas no claim thatshe can enforce against 
the Federal Government. Her appeal hereis 
not for compensation, but for charity; not for 
that justice which is defined and limited by the 
statute, but for that generosity which is higher 
and nobler than legal justice; which, recog- 
nizing in a loss like this a national calamity, 
stretches forth its arms to restore to the re- 
public of letters its lost treasure. . The recog. 
nition of this moral obligation, so just and so 
consonant to the better feeling of our nature, 
is found in the works of all standard writers 
upon international law.. Vattel in his Law 
of Nations, page 867, says: 

“Yor, whatever cause a country is ravaged, we 
ought to spare those edifices which do honor to hu- 
man society, and do not contribute to increase the 
enemy’s strength, such as temples, tombs, public 
buildings, and all works of remarkable beauty. 
What advantage is obtained by destroying them? 
It is declaring one’s self an enemy to mankind, thus 
wantonly to deprive them of these monuments of 
art and models of taste; and in that light Belisarius 
represented the matter to Totila, king of the Goths. 

o still detest those barbarians who destroye 
many wonders of art when they overran the Roman 
empire. However just the resentment with which 
the great Gustavus was animated against Maximil- 
jan, duke of Bavaria, he rejected with indignation 
the advice of those who wished him to demolish the 
stately palace of Munich, and took particular eare 
to preserve that admirable structure,” 

Wheaton in his Elements of International 
Law, page 420, states the same principle thus: 


“By the ancient law of nations, even what were 
called res sacrae were not exempt from capture and 
confiscation. Cicero, has conveyed this idea in his 
expressive metaphorical language, in tho fourth ora~ 
tion against Verres, where he says that ‘Vietory 
made all the sacred things of the Syracusans pro- 
fane;’ but by the modern usage of nations, which 
hag now acquired the force of law, temples of religion, 
public edifices devoted to civil purposes only, mon- 
uments of art, and repositories of science, are ex- 
empted by tho general operations of war.” 

Halleck, an American author and com: 
mander of the Union Army in the late war, 
says: : 

“But whatever may be the decision of the ques- 
tion respecting the right of the conqueror to seize 
or levy upon such works of art and taste belonging 
to the hostile State as come under the denomination 
of movable or personal property, it is the modern 
usage, and one which has acquired the force of law, 
thatsuch works cannot be wantonly or unnecessa- 
rily destroyed, and that all structures of a civil 
character, all public edifices devoted to civil pur- 
poses only, all temples of religion, monuments of art, 
and repositories of science, are to be exempt from 
the operations of war.” 


Kent says: A 

“Tf the conqueror makes war upon monuments 
of art and models of taste, he violates the modern 
usages of war, and is sure to meet with indignant 
resentment, and to be held up to the genoral scorn 
and detestation of the world.” 

And our Government recognized this rule in 
the war of the rebellion, as will be seen from 
the following extract from General Order No. 
100, approved by President Lincoln and issued 
by the Adjutant General for the guidance of 
our armies: Í 


“As a general rule, the property belonging to 
churches, to hospitals, or to other establishments of 
an exclusively charitable character; to establish- 
ments of education, or foundations for the promotion 


1382 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 2, 


of knowledge, whether public schools, universities, 
‘academies of learning, or observatories, museums of 
‘the fine arts or of ascientific character, such property 
is not to be considered property in the sense of par- 
agraph thirty-one; but it may be taxed or used when 
the public service may require it.” 

If the destruction of institutions of learning 
be necessary for the purposes of war, as to 
dislodge the enemy, or to prepare for or defend 
against an attack, or to open a way of retreat, 
it is, of course, justifiable. But where no such 
necessity fancied or real exists, the usage of 
all civilized nations now is to spare this class 
of property. And whenever and wherever this 
usage bas been intentionally departed from, 
the departure has been regarded as a violation 
of the laws of civilized warfare. The destruc- 
tion of the Capitol, the President’s House, and 
other public buildings at Washington, by the 
British forces in 1814, receives, and ought to 
receive for all time, the condemnation of the 
world. This act gratified the spirit of ven- 
geance, but it dishonored the British flag, and 
placed a stain upon the British name that cen- 
turies will not erase. The memory of this | 
outrage lingers in the American heart to-day, 
and it will be remembered by our children’s 
children when we are gone. 

History with unbroken voice condemns the 
conduct of Napoleon in despoiling the temples 
of art in the countries overrun by his victorious 
legions; and in 1815, when the allied Powers 
entered Paris, they restored to their original 
owners the monuments of art plucked from 
the galleries of Europe by the eagles of France, 

And the distinguished gentleman from Mas 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,| in his admirable 
speech in support of this bill, instanced a 
striking recognition of this obligation by Wash- 
ington himself. The American Army in driving 
the British troops from Princeton, on the 8d 
of January, 1777, fired a cannon ball through 
the college walls, and to repair the damage 
done by this act Washington gave the trustees 
fifty guineas. The injury to the college, though 
unintentional, resulted from the necessities of 
actual battle, and therefore afforded no cause 
whatever for complaint. It was clearly justi- 
fied by the rules of war; but so anxious was 
the great leader of the Army of the young 
Republic to temper the rigors of war with the 
offices of humanity, and to pay homage to the 
sacred cause of learning, that he would not 
suffer even this justifiable act to pass without 
the practical acknowledgment of his regret. 

Bat why multiply examples? War at best 
is clothed with horrors and is red with blood. 
But it has long been, and continues to be, the 
grateful study of all civilized nations to nar- 
row the scope of its desolations and to limit 
the objects of its fury. 

It will be observed that Vattel, in the quota- 
tion above made, places temples, tombs, and 
public buildings in the same class, as alike 
exempted from the ravages of war. Now, if 
instead of wantonly burning the College of 
William and Mary, in whose halls Jefferson, 
Madison, and Monroe were students, and 
from whose fountains they drew the pure in- 
spiration of their patriotism, our soldiers 
had wantonly despoiled their graves, and de- 
stroyed the simple slab that poiuts the friends 
of liberty to the place of their repose, who 
would have lifted his voice against the nation | 
repairing the vandalism, and planting anew 
the flowers upon their sepulchers? | 

And yet do we not pay to their memory a | 
higher tribute, and erect to the spotless worth 
and purity of their lives a nobler monument, | 
by lifting from its ashes the institution which | 
they all loved, than by placing the costliest | 
marble upon their tombs? Does this nation | 
owe nothing to the associations of the past? 
Founded upon the intelligence and virtue of 
her citizens, recognizing religion and learning | 
as handmaidens, and civilization and liberty | 
as their offspring, can she in this hour of | 
prosperity hear unmoved the cry of distress | 

from an institution which, in our struggle for 


| ing mother of patriots and statesmen? Wash- 


j diploma of surveyor ; and when, in after years, 
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independence, bequeathed to us the author and 
five signers of the Declaration, and which, for 
one hundred and fifty years, has been the nurs- 


ington, in his youth, bore from her halls his 


a nation’s gratitude had wreathed his brow 
with her highest honors, he repaid the College 
of William and Mary with the love of his great 
heart. 5 : 

The security of nations lies not in their 
armies and navies, but in their schools and 
The former appeal to force, the 
Jatter to the conscience and theheart. Knowl- 
edge is power; the wise and goodare the truly 
brave; and that nation whose people are most 
intelligent and virtuous is most prosperous in 
peace and most powerful in war. The best 
guarantee of the perpetuity of our civil insti- 
tutions is found in the school-houses that dot 
our land. For the preservation of constitu- 
tional liberty and free government, they are 
stronger than forts and more useful than ar- 
senals. Cannon-halls may batter down walls 
and level cities, but our schools batter down 
prejudice and vice, and thus bless mankind. 
In them lies the hope of the Republic, and to 
their guardian care the nation can commither 
millions of youth with a faith that knows no 
doubting. By the passage of this bill we 
honor the dead, we benefit the living, and we 
provide blessings for the yet unborn. We 
pay to the sacred cause of letters the graceful 
tribute of national recognition, and embody 
the nation’s charity in a monument more im- 
perishable than marble. 

Why, then, shall this bill not pass? It is 
opposed by a twofold objection: first, that 
its passage would afford a dangerous prece- 
dent; and secondly, that during the war some 
of the friends of the college were engaged in 
the rebellion. 

The first objection is not well taken. Pre- 
cedents, to be of. any value, must agree in 
time, place, circumstances, and condition 
with the measure claimed to be justified by 
them. And when throughout the whole war 
was there an institution of learning with the 
history, associations, and usefulness of the 
College of William and Mary wantonly de- 
stroyed as it was?, Its claims to the nation’s 
charity stand unrivaled and alone. None but 
itself can be its parallel. I know of no case 
in the wide desolations of the war, of a like 
class, that approaches or can approach this 
one in the mute eloquence of its appeal. Let 
each claim stand or fall here uponits own mer- 
its. Tt is the part neither of impartial justice 
nor of wise statesmansbip to oppose a meas- 
ure, proper in itself, upon the ground that its 
success may possibly. hereafter be claimed as 
a reason for the passage of other bills resem- 
bling it in outline, but utterly unlike it in 
detail. Unjust, because they may never be 
presented; and unwise, because if presented 
they should be considered upon the inherent 
justice of the case, and not by the former 
action of Congress upon a different state of 
facts. 

But if there be force or eloquence in prece- 
dents, then Iappealto precedents; and Lafirm 
that the passage of this bill will not make, but 
simply follow precedent; and precedents made, 
too, in applications of far less merit than the 
one now under discussion. 

By the last Congress the following bill was 
passed, and approved by the President on the 
17th day of January, 1871, to wit: 


“ That the Treasurer of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to pay to the treasurer of 
the Kentucky University the sum of $25,000, in full 
compensation for all claim which could be made by 
said university, or by Transylvania University, to 
whose rights it has succeeded, for the occupation of 
their buildings at Lexington, Kentucky, as a general 
hospital for United States soldiers, and for all dam- 
ages and injury caused to said buildings and the 
grounds adjacent, and to the museums and personal 
property of said university: Provided, That before 
said sum shall be paid, a release in full of all claims 
against the Government of all rents and damages | 


j 


‘yun by the enemy, 


that might or could be claimed by said Kentucky 
University, or by Transylvania University, shall be 
executed in due form by the proper officers of said 
university, and deposited with the Treasurer along 
with the receipt for the sum here appropriated.’’ 

This bill passed the House without even the 
yeas and nays being called. It recognizes the 
legality of the claim of the university to com- 
pensation from the Government, and provides 
that a release shall be given on payment of the 
money. Here the occupation of and damage 
to the buildings were by the order of the mili- 
tary authorities, as necessary for the prosecu- 
tion of the war; while the buildings of William 
and Mary College were wantonly burned with- 
out orders or authority. In the Kentucky case 
the act was justifiable by the Rules of War, and 
the university, being located in a State over- 

ted no legal ground for 
compensation. In the case before the Honsa 
the destruction of the property was unauthor- 
ized, unnecessary, useless, and wanton, and is 
condemned by the law of nations and the 
usage of all civilized warfare. If, in the judg- 
ment of Congress and tbe President, the first 
presented a proper case for the charity of the 
Government, what may not justly be urged for 
the last? 

A similar bill, granting to the East Tennes- 
see University the sum of $18,500 for damages 
caused to its buildings daring the war by our 
forces, passed the Senate last session, and 
came to the House on the 8d day of March, 
1871, when it could not be reached for want 
of time. Ithas beenintroduced again into the 
Senate, and on the 17th of January last was 
reported from the Committee on Millitary 
Affairs, without amendment, by the chairman, 
Senator WILSON. 

Upon the admission of Missouri as a State, 
in 1820, Congress granted two townships of 
the best Jand in the State for the support of 
a seminary of learning, which were estimated 
to be worth $500,000 in 1882, (See report of 
ra aaa of Education for 1870, page 
208. 

There have been expended from the national 
Treasury for the education of freedmen over 
five million dollars; and while I indorse the 
efforts of thé Government to establish institu- 
‘tions of learning for the colored race, I fail 
to see the consistency of those members of 
Congress who have’ uniformly supported this 
policy but who denounce in unmeasured 
terms the pending bill granting the nation’s 
charity to an illustrious institution, devoted 
through a long and glorious life to the educa- 
tion of the white race. 

If precedents be required, then they are at 
hand; but when before, in the history of the 
world, did a great people ask for precedents 
in the distribution of their charity? In ques- 
tions of governmental policy it is proper and 
well to look to the past for wisdom to guide us 
in the future. But when a great institution 
of learning, hallowed by the memory of five 
generations, has been wantonly blotted from 
the land by the lurid flames of war, and her 
friends, clasping hands over her ashes, appeal 
to Congress for assistance, how unlike Amer- 
ica it is to inquire whether ever such an appeal 
was made before or will be made again! More 
worthy of the land of Washington would it be 
to give back to the State that holds the sacred 
dust of Mount Vernon the inatitution which 
he Joved and to which, until the latest hour of 
his life, his heart turned with grateful pride. 

But it is further urged against this bill that 
during the war some of the professors of the 
college engaged in the rebellion. Granting 
that the fact be as alleged, it does not follow 
that the objection is valid. Forget not the 
purpose and object of the bill. It grants noth- 
ing to individuals; it makes no appropriation 
to professors, whether they were loyal or dis- 
loyal; but it is intended to aid the cause of 
learning, to reopen the doors of a once great 
college to the sons of Massachusetts and Vir- 
ginia alike, into whose halls they can enter 
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and at whose fountains they can drink with- 
out question as to the sky under which they 
were born, or the soilin which their ancestors 
are buried. The republic of letters, in its 
glories and in its blessings, knows neither lati- 
tude nor longitude. Its citizens embrace all 
races and tongues, and its domain is the uni- 
verse. Has even the madness of partisan pre~ 
judice ever suggested, as a punishment for 
treason, the destruction of the schools and 
seminaries of the South? In all the sugges- 
tions of human passion and in the long cata- 


logue of human tortures, we have escaped this. ° 


The liberty and institutions of. this nation 
rest not upon the ignorance but upon the 
intelligence and virtue of her citizens; 
and this intelligence and virtue depend for 
growth and strength very largely upon State 
and Federal recognition and support of the 
schools and colleges of the country. Vice 
and crime and misery hold carnival where the 
school and the church are unknown. Then, 
who suffers most by the burning of colleges? 
Whose loss is heaviest by the destruction of 
great and useful seats of learning, where science 
has flourished for ages and shed upon the earth 
a light as soft and sweet as the stars? The 
State, the nation, humanity. It maybe that the 
passage of this bill will give useful employment 
to the talent and culture of men whose sympa- 
thies were against the nation in its struggle for 
life, but this result should not trouble gentle- 
men who secured the appointment of General 
Longstreet to a profitable Federal office at 
New Orleans, and who for a long time past 
have delighted to receive their interpretations 
of the Constitution and laws of the country 
from an Attorney General who, in the hour 
when the Constitution was on perilous trial, 
drew his sword to stab it in the heart. 

The benefits arising from the passage of this 
bill will be limited to no State or section. In 
after times the young seeker of knowledge and 
lover of the Father of his Country, whether he 
come from Plymouth rock or the golden 
shores of the Pacitic, or the softer air of the 
sunny South, will meet in this college, the seed 
for whose planting was sent by king and queen 
across the sea, a welcome reception and a 
Christian home. From it will go forth influ- 
ences to gladden and bless the land, and that 
will lift our people to a truer appreciation of 
the common brotherhood of us all. 

I put forth no legal claim against the Gov- 
ernmentin behalf of this college; but I appeal 
from the letter of the law to the spirit of the 
age and to the Christian civilization of the 
world. Here was an institution endowed for 
educational purposes; it had for its parents a 
king and queen; but when the struggle for 
liberty came, it remembered not its royal an- 
cestry, but lifted the standard of the colonies, 
thus losing its endowment, and gave to the 
Revolution many of its patriot leaders. It 
gfew in usefulness and the love of the country 
until 1861, when, by reason of its location in 
a State engaged in the rebellion it closed 
its doors; and the college remained closed, 
except as it was used by the military, until 
September, 1862, when it was wantonly burned 
by Federal soldiers. 

It occupied territory that was treated. by 
President Lincoln as within the Union, and 
was s0 recognized by Congress by the admis- 
sion of Hon. Joseph Segar as its Representa- 
tive on this floor in 1862-63. Now, suppose 
our soldiers during the war, under precisely 
similar circumstances, had burned the build- 
ings of Princeton or Yale, would the moral 
obligation of the Government to repair the 
loss be any greater in that case than it is in 
this? The appeal in either case. must be, not 
to the nation’s courts of law, but to the higher 
court of the nation’s conscience and heart. 
And to this court I leave’the fate of this bill, 
believing that-the love of learning and virtue 
is the purest devotion to my country and 
liberty. , 

The roar of battle has long since died away. 
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Flowers have bloomed aud faded, and bloomed 
again, upon the quiet graves of those who 
went down in its terrific shock. The storm is 
over, the clouds are fading, and shall not the 
rainbow appear? I would crash rebellion by 
force and arms; I would establish, beyond 


further assault or cavil, the integrity of the | 


Government; I would pay its debt to the last 
dollar; I would hold sacred the pensions of 
our soldiers, their widows and orphans; but 
having done these, and all these, I would have 
the nation add to the luster of its name in war, 
the sweeter light of charity in peace. I would 
raise from its ruins this venerable institution, 
and let it live forever as the noblest expression 
of America’s homage to the cause of learning. 
I would lay its foundations broader and deeper, 
that when generations yet unborn shall wor- 
ship at its shrine, they shall be taught by this 
beautiful exhibition of the nation’s charity its 
matchless power in arms and its matchless 
generosity in peace. 

Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Speaker, I have con- 
sented to yield three minutes tothe gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. CLarx,] who is very anxious 
to be heard for a few minutes. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to take the floor during the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois merely to make a few 
remarks in answer to my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beor] and my colleague from Texas, 
[My. Hawcockx.] My friend from Kentucky is 
out of the House, my colleague still remains; 
and what I have to say is simply to reiterate 
what I said in my remarks regarding the 
charges made against the Governor of my 
State. When the time comes, and it will come, 
and, Mr. Speaker, it shall come, when I stand 
here to vindicate my Governor and the Radical 
party in my State against the aspersions of any 
member, 1 will bring ‘‘proof strong as Holy 
Writ” to vindicate every word that I have said 
upon this floor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know too well what 
opposition I am to have from my colleague 
from the fourth district, [Mr. Hancock, ] and 
my colleague from the first district, [Mr. Hery- 
DON, ] and from the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Becx;] but I warn them here and now 
that for myself I stand here on this floor until 
I have vindicated for all time to come the con- 
duct of my Governor and the administration 
of my State. , 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from the fourth 
district (Mr. Hancock] read the names of 
some persons who were connected with the 
tax-payers’ convention in my State. What he 
has said about them personally I do not under- 
take to challenge here. I wantto remind him, 


however, that when I made my statement here | 


with regard to the tax-payers’ convention I 
excepted five gentlemen out of the twenty-one 
who made a minority report to the Ku Klux 
Committee, and he smoothed over those five 
names quietly, and when he came to them he 
did not say one word about them; and when 
he comes to arraign before this House the 
conduct of my party in my State, and that tax- 
payers’ convention, I want to tell him that I 
will behere to meet him or any other man. I 
know that from a private soldier, with my 
musket on my shoulder, I fought my way to 
the grand Empire State of Texas, of which I 
am now an honored Representative, and I 
tell this House, I tell my colleagues and the 


gentleman from Kentucky, that I intend to | 


maintain the integrity and the honor of my 
party in my State so long as God gives me a 


| voice upon this floor. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to trespass long 
upon the time of my friend from Illinois, { Mr. 
Swapp,] but since I said this morning that I 
intended to go back to Texas and take testi- 
mony in my ease, L have found that I can take 
better testimony here. And I tell my. col 
leagues, and I tell my good friend from Ken- 
tucky, that I will meet them here when the 
Ku Klax billcomes up for consideration; and 
if I cannot, with the proofs before me, vin- 


j 


| 


dicate the action of my party and my Qov»: 
ernor in my State, in doing what they have: 
done for me and for others: like me, “ the boys 
in blue,’’ I will make my bow to. the Speaker 
of this House, and go out of this Congress with- 
out a single word: ; a 


REPUBLICAN AND DEMOORATIC PARTIES, 


Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Speaker, it is so late 
that I had about made up my mind not to 
say anything to-day. But after the attack by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lamison] upon 
the Administration and the Republican party 
Tam unwilling that his speech should go. into 
the Globe and be sent. all over the country 
without placing by the side of it the record of 
the two parties. _ Therefore, I shall be obliged 
to detain the House for a short time. 

Mr. Speaker, we are living in ax extraordinary 
age, anage of wonders. Although many years 
have elapsed since the fathers of the Revolution ° 
lived, they never in their wildest imaginations 
of the future dreamed of this day. They had: 
no conception that in the nineteenth century 
the inhabitants of America would communi- 
cate with the people of the Old World within 
the space of afew seconds. Had such a thin 
been predicted in their time the prophet would 
have been regarded by our forefathers as of 
unsound mind and nota safe fellow to be at 
large. And had they been told that before the 
close of the middle of the nineteenth century 
even the Atlantic would be crossed in ten days 
instead of its taking three months, they would 
equally have regarded the prediction as eman- ` 
ating from an unsound brain. And had our 
forefathers been told that instead of cutting 
grain by the hand with a knife, within the same 
period of time the same hand would with a 
pair of horses cut from ten to twenty acres in 
a day, they would have regarded the predic- 
tion equally as one of the stories of the Ara- 
bian Nights’ Entertainments. . 

Mr. Speaker, we are truly living in aremark- 
able and startling age. Scientific discoveries 
outstrip the conception of the wildest imagina-. 
tion, One invention follows another with such 
rapidity as to almost bewilder the brain... It 
has even been discovered in the nineteenth 
century that “a man’s a man for a’ that— 
for a’ that.” 

In the beginning of this century slavery was 
the rule in the United States. To hold. one’s 
fellow-man in bondage was lawful all over the 
States. The institution of human slavery in 
about all the States of the Union was not only 
permitted, but it was upheld and defended by 
the law of the land, and from a handful.as 
it were, the institution grew and grew until it 
overshadowed every other interest. From a 
few thousand the number of men, women, and 
children held as slaves increased to millions. 

Weill, in this nineteenth century, the mir: 


| acle has been performed of wiping out hu- 


man slavery and planting every slave upon 
his feet a free man. Slavery isabolished, and 
the world still moves, the Union still stands! 
How astonishing that liberty should prevail in 


| free America and the sun and moon not stand 


still! Instead of slavery having become the 
“ chief corner-stone” of the American Repub- 
lic, as Stephens infamously proclaimed that it 
would be, the chief corner-stone of the Re- 
public is liberty. Thank God and the Ameri- 
can soldier for this! AS 
Mr. Speaker, the past shows to us:very 
clearly that this world was destined by the 
Almighty to be a world of terrible activity. 
It seems, yea, it is a fact, that two great forces 
have been and are at work in this world, and 
these forces are rightand wrong; and this leads 
to conflict. Men are not entirely machines ; 
but the human family was placed here to work 
out the great problem of human destiny. We 
are not machines, simply because there is alaw 
of right which the Almighty in the beginning 
established for man’s guide. This-being ad- 
mitted, it follows of course that in every 
violation of such law there must necessarily 
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be a penalty. What such penalty will-be may 
bea mystery to us, although not to the Al- 
mighty. Human slavery brought its penalties, 
and: one of those penalties was the late civil 
war; a war which, for theflow of blood and for 
cruelty, has never been excelled, if equaled. 
Another of the penalties we see around us 
every day—crippled soldiers, and widows and 
orphans of soldiers. Another penalty which 
has followed this great wrong of robbing man 
of his God-given rights is the gigantic debt 
which has been saddled on this nation. This 
debt can be paid; but the lost soldier cannot 
þe returned to his bereaved wife, family, and 
friends. That lost limb is forever lost, and 
our soldier neighbor over yonder is a cripple 
for life. Oh, may our hearts melt in kindness 
and ourselves bow in homage to the memory 
of the stricken soldier! He died for you and 
me that we might have a country, and. that a 
free country. The Union soldier left all—wife, 
father, mother, brother and sister, and home; 
he left his all to die, if need be, for you and me. 
The land is ridged all over with modern graves 
which slavery made. One black“pall covers 
the land to-day, and slavery was the monster 
that created it. These are some of the pen- 
alties.of the great law of right having been 
broken. The past cannot be erased from his- 
tory, but we can govern the future by the past. 
Who would be so wild as to wish that our 
beloved country might return to its condition 
before the war? Who would be so wild as to 
care to pay a like penalty again? 

Mr. Speaker, we have been learning. All 
sober-minded men have discovered that it is 
not safe to permit a great wrong to be nur- 
tured and protected by law in a State or com- 
munity, for sooner or later it will bring its 
dire consequences. The mills of the gods 
grind slow, but nevertheless they grind, and 
they grind exceedingly fine. This nation to- 
day is suffering untold anguish in consequence 
of having broken this great law of right. Mr. 
Speaker, the great future is before us. The 
present is ours. Everything in this world of 
ours does not move by chance. The principle 
of right and justice is to be guarded. Weare 
ever to keep in view that memorable and un- 
dying motto: ‘‘Tternal vigilance is the price 
of liberty.” : 

This nation not only had to subdue the re- 
bellion, but it had to pay for it, and to pay for 
it it was compelled to borrow the money with 
which to carry on the war. It would seem 
strange, certainly, to hear any one now talk 
of objecting to the repaying that borrowed 
money. Yet, strange ag it may seem, now 
and then you will see a Democrat who advo- 
cates the payment of the war debt in green- 
backs. Now, this isrepudiation, and such men 
mean repudiation. They do not mean anything 
else. Now, the great Republican party which 
saved this nation from destruction isin favor 
of paying the national debt. That party is 
opposed to paying that debt in greenbacks; 
and I here proclaim that the Republican party 
mean that that debt shall be paid, and to the 
last farthing. 

Now, to compel those who lent their money 
to the Government to be used in putting down 
the rebellion, to accept greenbacks in payment 
of such loan would be infamous. It would be 
the kind of robbery of the highwayman when 
he meets the traveler and presents his revolver 
to his breast and demands his money or hislife. 
The fact is, sir, it is a part of the original 
scheme—first to plunder men and women, to 
rob: them of their liberty, and then rob the 
public creditor. Mr. Speaker, the doctrine 
emanates from the same infernal region that 
secession issued from. It is the principle of 
wrong against right. 

I understand, sir, that this proposition of 
paying the national debt in greenbacks is the 
principle of the Democratic party: If such is 
not the proposition of that party, then I will 
confess that I have been misled. If I am not 
grossly mistaken that party has never advo- 


cated the paying the Government debt in gold 
or its eqetvalént. If E am vight, Mr. Speaker; 
then it will not do:to permit this Government 
to pass: into the control of the. Democratic 
party. “That. party was~ fully: committed’ to 
secession and: repudiation; and let me ask 
when has that party changed? Did ityas a 
party, at the breaking out of the rebellion, 
proclaim ‘the right of the Government. to pre- 
vent secession? - If so; when? Where? . Let 
echo.answer, where! nini : 
Instead of proclaiming such right over and 
above-board to the world, that party -denied 
the:right of coercion. That party denied the 
right of the Government to put down the re- 
bellion by force and arms. The leaders of 
that party declared that there was no consti- 
tutional power in the Government to coerce a 
State, and hence if a State should secede, the 
Government had no constitutional. right -to 
arrest-such secession. : : 
James Buchanan, the Democratie President 


‘of the United States, upon South Carolina’ s 


seceding from the Union, as good.as told the 
South to go. ` Officially in his message to Con- 
gress he used the following language: 

“Has the Constitution delegated to Congress the 
power to coerce aState into submission which is at- 
tempting. to withdraw or has actually withdrawn 
from the confederacy? If answered inthe affirmative 
it must be on the principle that the power has been 
conferred upon Congress to declare and to make war 
upon a State. After much serious reflection I have 
arrived at the conclusion that no such power has 
been delegated to Congress, nor to any other depart- 
ment of the Federal Government. i 

“The fact is, that our Union rests upon public 
opinion, and can never be cemented by the blood of 
its citizens shed in civilwar. If it cannot live in the 
affections of the people it must one day perish. __ 

“ Congress possesses many means of preserving it 
by conciliation; but the sword was not placed in 
their hand to preserve it by force.” 


Such was the language with which we were 
greeted by a Democratic President at the 
time thathigh-handed traitors threatened and 
were attempting to destroy the Government. 
Had not this great Republican party wrested 
the Government from the hands of that party, 
we to-day, instead of being known and hon- 
ored of all nations, would be a hiss, a scorn, 
anda by-word. Had not the reins of this Gov- 
ernment, in the providence of the Almighty, 


been put into the hands of Abraham Lincoln, , 


(forever honored be his name,) we should 
have been at the mercy of the Democratic 
party headed by the monster secession. 

This language of Buchanan which I have 
quoted was the language of the Democratic 
party everywhere, both North and South. 
The Democratic party South declared that the 
United States Government had no constitu- 
tional power to coerce them, and the Demo- 
cratic party North echoed the howl, ‘No 
coercion, no coercion;’’ and they made the 
welking ring with the shouts that ‘Lincoln is 
violating the Constitution; Lincoln is violat- 
ting the Constitution ;’* t You can’t coerce a 
State; you can’t coerce a State.’ But this 
Republican party thought otherwise. Lincoln 
believed that he had taken an oath to see that 
the laws ‘be faithfully executed” and the 
union of the States maintained; and the end 
has justified the belief. 

Buchanan’s argument has been proved to be 
a lie. The Republican party has proved to 
the world and to the Democratic party that 
there was constitutional power in this Govern- 
ment to coerce a State. This Republican 
party has proved to the world and to the Dem- 
ocratic party that traitors could be constitu- 
tionally whipped, and the Union of the States 
preserved. i 

This Bepep ies party must remain intact 
until the fraits of the misrule of the Demo- 
cratie slaveholding party are somewhat re- 
moved. The evils of such misrule can never 
be fully healed. That party had so sold the 
country to the devil that it would seem that 
the evil results had been entailed forever upon 
the land. That slaveholding party has been 
arrested in its mad career, it is true, yet- the 


“of that. party’ have been of such magnitude 


that it seems as though it would take centurics 
to heal. : 

At the breaking owt of the rebellion the 
country had. become se impoverished by 
slaveholding: rule thatithe Government was 
about as helpless as ‘an infant to-grapple with 
this monster secession.: The Government had 
no Army; it had ne Navy equipped, or that 
could be equipped. : 

On the 2ist day: of. February, 1861, the en- 
tire naval force of the United States Govern- 
ment available for the defense of the whole 
Atlantic coast consisted of the steamer Brook- 
lyn, of twenty-five guns, and the store-ship 
Relief, of two guns; and this Brooklyn ship 
was of too great draft to enter the harbor at 
Charleston, and the little Relief bad been 
ordered to the coast of Africa. At this time 
then the whole Atlantic coast had been left 
without defense by the Democratic party, and 
at the very time when that old Democrat, 
Buchanan, in a message to Congress, declared 
that the civil commotion, the treason of the 
slaveholders, had become ‘‘of such vast pro- 
portions and so alarming as to be beyond his 


. power to check or control.”’ 


This was the condition that the Democratic 
party had brought the country to, and from 
that time until Abraham Lincoln took pos- 
session of the Government, Buchanan stood 
shivering, and with chattering teeth and white 
lips cried out that he could do nothing. And 
his Attorney General backed him up in his 
cowardice and timidity. Now, here was the 
Democratic party and a Democratic Adminis- 
tration, and a party which had been in the 
possession and had molded and fashioned 
the Government for years upon years, yielding 
up the Government to traitors, and that too 
without even a feeble effort at resistance. 
Would not this party like to slip into’ power 
and influence once more! How it would like 
to run this Government again! How it would 
like again to fatten upon the public crib! How 
it would like to replenish its threadbare ward- 
robe! Ah, Tammany, you are eager for a raid 
upon Uncle Sam’s Treasury, but you cannot 
come it. It will not do to unlock the bolts just 
yet. That party has not had a sufficient cleans- 
ing. It has been badly whipped and pretty well 
cleaned out, but it must become regenerated 
before the country can afford to put this Goy- 
ernment into its hands. That party brought 
too great disaster and saddled too big a debt 
upon the nation to be permitted quite yet to 
step aboard and guide the old ship of State 
into the haven of safety and repose. The 
crew must receive a new education and a 
renewed discipline in morals first. They have 
wandered too far from the teachings of the 
early commanders of the old ship. The teach- 
ings of those good old Democrats, Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, and Jackson, must be learned 
anew. The watchword of old Hickory, uttered 
in tones of thunder, ‘‘ By the eternal the Union 
must and shall be preserved,” alas! alas! that 
party has strayed from ard forgot in its wan- 
derings after strange gods. 

At the breaking out of the rebellion a party 
had arisen in the land which ‘knew not 
Joseph ’’—whieh ` kuew not old Hickory; a 
party which had permitted the nation to be- 
come bound hand and foot with the chains of 
slavery ; a party which’had coolly permitted a 
gang of slaveholders to rob the Treasury of 
the United States; a party that had coolly 
stood by and seen the Government. of these 
United States become bankrupt ; and this party 
is constantly clamoring:to get into possession 
once more. Wouldnotthis great and glorious 
Republican party look nice—splendid—to per- 
mit such a wicked thing? J am now speaking 
of the Démocratic party, and not. of Demo- 
crats ; for thereis:a wide difference, a mighty 
sight of difference, between a Democrat and the 
Democratic party. 

Why, in 1864, at Chicago, in a Democratic 
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Clellan for President, this Democratic party 
declared that the rebellion could not be sub- 
dued, and that this Government must be given 
up to traitors, and this infamous declaration 
this party embodied in their platform, while 
at the same time there were thousands of good 
and loyal Democrats fighting and spilling their 
life-hlood to save the nation’s throat from the 
clutch of traitors. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we see that during the war 
there was a wide difference between the Dem- 
ocratic party and a war Democrat. 

Stephen A. Douglas—all honor to his mem- 
ory—in his last expiring breath left the ever 
memorable declaration, *‘ Stand by the Union; 
stand by the Union of our fathers,” while the 
Democratic party was giving aid and comfort 
to traitors to sunder that ‘‘ Union.’’ And while 
the great Democrat, Grant, in thunder tones 
on the Potomac was proclaiming that he 
“ would fight it out on that line if it took all 
summer,’’ this Democratic party at Chicago, 
in their national convention, was bawling 
itself hoarse with the howl that the war was a 
failure, and that Grant must retreat and ac- 
knowledge himself whipped. But those great 
Democrats, Grant, Logan, Sherman, and Sher- 
idan, ‘could not see it’? These Democratic 
commanders, with the immortal Abraham Lin- 
coln as Commander-in-Chief, disregarded this 
call, and pursuing, pursued the rebels until 
they surrendered; and the war did not prove a 
failure. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it took blood and it took 
treasure to bring the stranded ship into deep 
water and clear sailing. But, thanks to the 
Almighty, our gallant Commander-in-Chief 
proved honest and able, and with the Union 
soldier saved our beloved county from de- 
struction. Now, after having done so much, 
and done it so well, in the immortal words of 
Lawrence, ‘* Don’t give up the ship.” 

There is a great work yet to be done. We 
are beginning to see through the clouds a 
little. The darkness, the black darkness 
brought upon the country by slavery is vanish- 
ing, but it has lef: its blight and its mildew, as 
T have said, in crippled soldiers, widows and 
orphans, and a gigantic debt, This debt must 
be paid, and not in greenbacks either, but in 
good old-fashioned constitutional money, gold, 
gold, and not in promises. Why, a green- 
back with its promise written on its face would 
not be worth the paper it is written on if this 
debt is not to be paidin gold. And yet it has 
been the darling doctrine of the Democratic 
party, not of Democrats, but of the Demo- 
cratic party, to pay the public creditor in. this 
worthless paper. After sinking the good old 
ship that Washington, Jefferson, and Adams, 
and a host of worthies built, this party wanted 
to cheat those who resurrected that good old 
ship out of their pay. First, rob men and 
women of their liberty, and then rob the pub- 
lic ereditor, the ‘bloated bondholder,”’ of his 
just due. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who could be so bold 
as to hesitate for one solitary moment as to 
which party should run this Government? 
Why, this magnificent Republican party, in- 
stead of cheating the public creditor out of his 
dues, has gone to work since it laid old Jeff 
and his rebel crew on the shelf and paid hun- 
dreds and hundreds of millions of this debt, 
aod that in gold. Oh, what a proud record 
this party. has to bequeath to posterity! It 
cleaned out the greatest rebellion the world 
ever saw, and is paying the Government debt 
in gold. I tell you, Mr. Speaker, let us hur- 
rah, hurrah, until we are exhausted with hur- 
rahing, in view of the splendor of the principles 
of this party. It is the party of loyalty, and 
then again it is the party of honesty. Oh, 
what a brilliant record! . 

To fully estimate the worth and value of this 
party just imagine that it never had a. birth. 
Just imagine that slaveholders had continued 
to run this Government. -To-day, instead of 
the glad shouts on every hand of ‘Liberty and 


Union,” we should’ hear resounding from 
Maine to Georgia, and from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, one long wail of despair. The echo 
of the slaveholder’s lash would reverberate 
from valley to valley, from hill-top to hill-top, 
and the despairing cry of the slave. would die 
away throughout this broad domain. . Now 
let us be up and. doing, ever hoping, ever 
achieving, : PEIS a 

To clean out this rebellion, it cost $3,000,- 
000,000. ` E 

On the Ist day of August, 1865, the recog- 
nized indebtedness of the nation was $2,757,- 
000,000. In addition to this sum, State war 
claims were presented and paid to the amount 
of $50,000,000. Extra pay to equalize boun- 
ties to volunteers ‘took $50,000,000 more. 
Then came tens of thousands of unsettled 
claims to contractors, and other expenses, 
the whole aggregating more than $250,000, 000, 
all of which last-named sum bas been paid, 
making the whole debt, as I have stated, at 
least $800,000,000. This immense debt has 
been reduced . below $2,280,000,000, $700, - 
000,000 having been paid in the brief period 
of six years; almost one fourth of the 
cost of the entire war has been paid off, 
and not in greenbacks either, but in good 
old Democratic money—gold. The credit of 
our Government has been wonderfully sus- 
tained. When the war terminated our six per 
cent. bonds were worth only sixty-five per 
cent. in gold. The Government is now able 
to sell five per cent. bonds for par in gold 
both in Europe and in the United States. I 
wonder how our credit would now stand if 
Pendleton’s scheme had prevailed of paying 
the debt in greenbacks? Ah, Mr. Speaker, 
honesty is always the best policy with nations 
as well as with individuals. 

This Government is as much morally bound 
to be honest as individuals. It does not pay 
to be anything else in the long run. 

Oh, how proud we areand ought to be of this 
Republican party. It hassaved the Union, abol- 
ished slavery, and has sent the infamous doc- 
trine of repudiation to the cold shades of eternal 
night. One of the proudest titles which a man 
can bequeath to posterity is to have it known 
that he was an American citizen and a Re- 
publican. Let us rejoice that we behold this 
day. Let the country march on to greatness 
and glory as a nafion, known and honored of 
all other nations. The nation hag raised its 
standard high. Donotlet us allow that stand- 
ard to be lowered. Let our motto be ever 
“Onward and upward, liberty and Union, and 
good faith to the public creditor.”’ 

This nation has risen from the degradation 
of a nation of slaveholders to a nation of equal 
rights to all, a nation all of whom can worship 
God under their own vine and fig-tree. This 
Republican party, after the nation had waded 
through seas of blood, costing millions of treas- 
ure, has succeeded in resurrecting the Declar- 
ation of Independence and establishing its prin- 
ciples on a sure footing for every man, woman, 
and child, whether foreign-born or native, with- 
out distinction of race or color. This Repub- 
lican party is the party of freedom and pro- 
gress. Its motto is ever ‘‘Onward and up- 
ward—excelsior, excelsior.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, when we reflect how great 
things this party has done—how it has forever 
silenced that monster, secession, a child of 
the bottomless pit ought we not to love that 
party? Ought we not to cherish its principles 
with reverence, and swear eternal fidelity to 
the principles of that party? Then let us each 
and all to-day renew our oath of fealty, and 
swear that, live or die, survive or perish, sink 
or swim, we will forever stand by that party 
that saved the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party to-day 
are at sea, and at sea in their old ship witb- 
outa rudder. They are drifting. Some time 
in the month of January last this party held a 
caucus, a council of war, in their hall, andthe 
chief sachem was elevated to the chair.. These 


Democrats met in council-to deliberate upon: 
their condition. They met to consult upon 
what course of policyto pursue inthe coming 
presidential gontest that is about-to. rock this 
continent frem center to circumference; Well; 
sir, they had nothing to say. -That Demo- 
cratic caucus had nothing new to offer. Thig 
national Democratic caucus was just about as 
progressive in morals. and in. politics as the 
last Democratic State convention which wag 
held in the capital of my State, at which time, 
the Democratic party put forth the following 
resolution as one of the planks in their plat- 
form: co Ve ; 

“ Resolved, That the Democratic party of this State 
hereby reaffirms its entire faith in the wisdom and 
efficacy of the great fundamental truths of govern- 
ment held and applied to the workings of our na- 
tional and State systems of government by Thomas 
Jefferson, the illustrious founder of the Democratic 
party. Having maintained the same great princi- 
ples for upward of three quarters of a century while 
it managed the affairs of the Government, advanc- 
ing the progress and preserving the rights of the 
whole people, it has no new principles to put for- 
ward or advocate.” : 

No, Mr. Speaker, this Democratic Rip Van 
Winkle party stand just where they stood at the 
breaking out of the rebellion, when that party 
declared the rightto break up the Union. They 
have no ‘‘newprinciples’’ to put forward. The 
party stands to-day where it has stood at least 
for the last twelve years. And I tell the Re- 
publicans throughogt the country, let this cor- 
rupt party elect its President and get control 
of this Government, no Union man would be 
safe a day in the South.. Hell, in other words 
the Ku Klux, would be let loose, and assassi- 
nation of Union men and Republicans would 
be the order of the day. The burning of 
dwellings and midnight murder would reign 
supreme, because it would be unconstitutional 
to put down the Ku Klux. . 

Mr. Speaker, once more we are about enter- 
ing upon a presidential campaign. Once in 
four years our country has to go through the 
throes of a great battle to decide what party is 
to go into power, and ‘‘ pull’? the ‘‘whole ef 
the machinery of the Government to pieces.” 
According to the Constitution of our Govern- 
ment, which the people ordained, there is no 
escape from this. Our fathers, in their wis- 
dom, concluded that four years of trial as to 
what men or what party or what policy should 
guide the Government was sufficient time... . 

And the very fact, Mr. Speaker, that they 
fixed the tenure of the office of the. President 
at four years proves conclusively and beyond 
the power of dispute that our fathers did not 
intend that the offices, nor any particular pol- 
icy, should be perpetual. And not only that, 
but it proves that the people are the source of 
all power in our republican form of govern- 
ment. ‘The very beginning words of our 
charter repels any other idea, for it declares 
that ‘‘ we, the people, in order to form a more 
perfect Union,’’ &., ‘‘do ordain and establish 
this Government.”’ f 

This being the fact, no State could: elect a 
President, but the people of the United States 
are to choose that officer. And under this 
Constitution, this organic law, no power short 
of the power of the people can prevent them 
from exercising that privilege, of placing 
whomsoever they see fit in the presidential 
chair. Whether the man of their choice is 
learned or unlearned; whether he has been 
tí through college,” as the phraseis, or whether 
he has ‘only a common-school education; or 
whether, like our Abraham Lincoln, hehas edu- 
cated himself; or whether he ean stand'the fire 
of a competitive examination of agreat “‘advis- 
ory board,” it can make no difference ; whether 
heis a good speller ornot ; whether he can spell 
“certiorari” (asit is said one of the Presidents 
could not to save his life) or not; whether he 
understands Latin, Greek, and all of mathe: 
matics, the people of these United States- haye | 
the right to choose any one native-born: tH- 
izen, whether black as the ace of spades. or 
white, to be their President, withoutany inter- 
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ference -by a ‘board, or from -any quarter 
under the whole heavens, the people being 
the source of all goverament in our country. 

Mr. Speaker, under this rule it will be seen 
that the people once in every four years can 
‘pull to pieces” the entire ‘‘machinery”’ of 
the Government, and establish any policy 
which they please, and establish any form of 
government they choose to establish, always 
keeping: and maintaining the government 
yepublican in form and in principle. 

ndeed, I will go so far as to say that this 
Government of these United States is so far 
under the control and direction of the people 
that, if they choose they could overthrow the 
present form of government and establish a 
one-man power, a monarchy. But before 
doing that, to do that they must first change 
the Constitution. This principle the Demo- 
cratic party admitted at the breaking out of 
the rebellion, when they declared the right to 
dissolve the Government by the States seced- 
ing from the Government, and this that party 
claimed the right to do by virtue of the Con- 
stitution of these United States. And that 
party was so strong and powerful that no voice 
could reach them but the persuasive voice of 
the cannon. That party was so strongly rooted 
to the doctrine of secession that no persuasion 
put the voice, the persuasive voice of powder 
and ball, could reach them; and argument 
being abandoned, the question being with- 
drawn from the legislative Halls of Congress, 
from the forum, it was left for the dread and 
dire arbitrament of war to settle. And after 
four years of struggie such as the world never 
saw, for the time being that party yielded, and 
only yielded to superior force, never, however, 
having yielded the principle of the right of 
secession. - ; 

Mr. Speaker, these things being true, we 
can see how all-important it becomes who, 
what man, and what policy isto obtain or-bear 
sway for and during the next four years. 
And let it be remembered that every four 
years, so long as our present Constitution 
stands, the people of this country will be called 
upon to go through the terribly exciting trial 
of electing a President. And, sir, next fall 
the people are to decide once moreand again 
what man and what policy shall for the next 
four years control, completely control without 

. any compromise, this Government. The great 
question to be decided is whether the Repub- 
lican party or the Democratic party is to elect 
a President. If the Republican party in the 
coming campaign elects its President, then the 
policy of that party for the next four years will 
control the Government. If the Democratic 
party in the coming campaign elects its Presi- 
dent, then the policy of that party will control 
the Government. f 

Hence, Mr. Speaker, it becomes important 
for the people to know what the policies of the 
great parties are. Our Government is based 
upon, and carried on now by the Republican 
party upon the principle of the equality before 
the law, of allthe people of these United States. 
I say, sir, that this is the fundamental princi- 
ple of the Republican party. 

<- Now, sir, having declared this of the Re- 
publican party, can we make the same dec- 
laration of the Democratic party? lf so, when 
did that party change? Atwhattime? Isay, 
when did that party change? That party 
moved heaven, earth. and hell. for four years 
to prevent the estabushment of this principle, 
to wit, the equality of the people before the 
law. Now, when did that party chavge? 
Echo answers, when? 

Alexander H. Stephens, the Democratic vice 
president of the southern confederacy, in a 
public speech, declared that the doctrine of 
the immortal Declaration of Independence was 
a lie; and he further stated that they (the 
confederate States) had founded an entire new 


form of government, the ‘chief corner-stone | 
£ 7 ' 


of which was slavery. He was and is a 
Democrat, and at the time of this utterance 


it Representatives will contain a majority of Dem- 


! racy enforces or permits others to. enforce these 


that was the doctrine of the Democratic party. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask again, when, at what | 
time, did that party change? I make the | 
assertion that at no time as a party have the 
Democrats ever promulged the doctrine of the 
equality of men before the law. Indeed, I 
will go so faras to say that that party hold 
that the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments are void, that they are not a part | 
of the Constitution of the United States. It 
will not be denied, I presume, that the leaders 
of that party govern the party, mold and control 
its policy. Now, just hear whata leader, a dis- 
tinguished United States Senator of the Demo- 
cratic party, on the 30th day of January last, | 
1872; said in regard to the constitutionality 
of the fourteenth amendment. I quote his | 
language : ' 

“Now, sir, here is a class of our fellow-citizens 
debarred of the rights and privileges that the rest 
of us enjoy, and how are they debarred ?” i 

Here the distinguished Senator and Demo- 
crat was speaking of traitors. 

“ By the operation of the fourteenth amendment— 
Iam not now going to discuss the legality and bind- | 
ing force of that amendment—that is not my object ; 
put I mean to say this: that whatever authority it 
may have, however binding that amendment may 
be—and upon that point I have my own opinion, 
and upon a proper occasion should not hesitate to 
express it—yet the very manner in which that 
amendment was adopted entitles the men who are 
placed under disabilities by it to have their disabil- 
itiesremoved. We all know that that amendment 
was proposed in the Congress of the United States 
when these southern States were not admitted to 
representation in the Halls of Congress. They had 
no voice in the proposition to submit the amend- 
ment to the people of the country. On the contrary, 
their States wero under military rule, and their 
most intelligent citizens were not allowed to exer- | 


cise the privileges of freemen. Although that amend- 
ment was afterward proclaimed as having received 
the requisite number of votes to becomeratified and 
become a part of the Constitution, yet the very man- 
ner in which it was ratified and became a part of 
the Constitution has raised the suspicion in the 
minds of many [Democrats] that it has no legal or 
binding force in law.” * , 


The foregoing language is from a leading 
Democrat, and an United StatesSenator. At 
the last presidential campaign, Buaire owed 
his position on the Democratic ticket to- the 
fact that he announced in advance of hisnom- 
ination that if he should ever be placed in a 
position where he could use the power he 
would declare himself dictator and overthrow 
this Government. And that I may not incur | 
a denial of this allegation, I will read his letter 
written to Colonel James O. Brodhead, of 
June 80, 1868: 


Drar Coroner: In reply to your inquiries I 
beg leave to say that I leave to you to determine, on | 
consultation with my friends from Missouri, whether ! 
my name shall be presented to the Democratic eon- | 
vention, and to submit the following as what I con- 
sider the real and only issue in this contest. The 
reconstruction policy of the Radicals will be com- į 
plete before the next election; the States so long 
excluded will have been admitted, negro suffrago | 
established, and the carpet-baggers installed in their | 
seats. in both branches of Congress. There is no | 
possibility of changing the political character of the | 

enate, even if tho Democrats should elect their 
President and a majority of the popular branch of 
Congress. 

We cannot, therefore, undo the Radical plan of | 
reconstruction by congressional action. The Senate | 
will continue a bar to its repeal. Must wo submit 
toit? How can it be overthrown? It can only be | 
overthrown by the authority of the Executive, who | 
is sworn to maintain the Constitution, and who will | 
fail to do his duty if he allows the Constitution to 
perish under a series of congressional enactments | 
Which are inpalpable violation of its fundamental | 
principles, If the President elected by the Democ- 


reconstruction acts, the Radicals, by the accession of 
twenty spurious Senators and fifty Representatives, 
will control both branches of Congress, and his ad- 
ministration will be as powerless as the present one 
of Mr. Johnson. 

There is but one way to restore the Government 
and the Constitution, and that is for the President- 
elect to declare these acts null and void, compel the 
Army to undo its usurpations at the South, disperse 
the carpet-bag State governments, allow the white 
people to reorganize their own governments, and 
elect Senators and Representatives. The House of 


ocrats from the North, and they will admit the 
Representatives elected by the white people of the 
South, and with the codperation of the President it 
will not be difficult to compel the Senate to submit 
once more to the obligations of the Constitution. 
It will notbe able to withstand the public judgment 
if distinctly invoked and clearly expressed on this 


z 


fundamental issue, and itis the sure way to avoid all 
fature strife to put the issue plainly to the country. 
I repeat, that this is the real and only question 
which we should allow to control us: Shall we sub- 
mit to the usurpations by which the Government 
has been overthrown, orshall we exert ourselves for 
its full and complete restoration? Itis idle to talk 
of bonds, greenbacks, gold, the public faith, and the 
public credit. What cana Democratic President do 
in regard to any, of these with a Congress in both 
branches controlled by the carpet-baggers and their 
allies? He will bo powerless to stop the supplies by 
which idle negroes are organized into political 
clubs, by which an army is maintained to protect 
these vagabonds in their outrages upon the ballot. 
These, and things like these, eat up the revenue and 
resources of the Government and destroy its credit ; 
make the difference between gold and greenbacks. 
We must restore tho Constitution before we can re- 
store the finances; and todo this we must have a 
President who will execute the will of the people by 
trampling into dust the usurpation of Congress 
known as the reconstruction acts. . ‘ 
, I wish to stand before the convention upon this 
issue, but it is one which embraces everything else 
that is of value in its large and comprehensive re- 
sults. It is the one thing that includes all that is 
worth a contest, and without it there is nothing 
that gives dignity, honor, or value to the struggle, 


Your friend, FRANK P. BLAIR. 
Colonel JAMES O. BRODHEAD. 

Mr. Speaker, this letter was written a few 
days only before the Democratic convention 
met in July to nominate candidates for Presi- 
dent and Vice President; and upon this letter 
of Biair’s being read in that convention, it 
nominated him by acclamation. And as a 
part of its platform, and to be in full accord 
with BLair’s letter, it adopted the following : 

“ And that we regard the reconstruction acts (so 
called) of Congress, as such, as usurpations and 
unconstitutional, revolutionary, and void.” 

Adopting the very language of Brar in his 
letter. Who is so silly as todoubt if Seymour 
and Buarr had been elected that the policy 
announced in Buair’s letter and put into the 
Democratic platform would have been carried 
out, and if Seymour had been found faint- 
hearted this Democratic party could very easily 
have found a way to hoist BLAIR into the presi- 
dential chair, and the whole land would again 
have been drenched in blood? Buarris aman 
who means what he says. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask again, when did 
that party change its principles? When the 
rebellion broke out, the Democratic party, as 
a party, denied the right of the Government 
to put down the rebellion. And at Chicago, 
in 1864, in their convention they declared that 
the war was a failure, and thatthe Army ought 
to be disbanded. And in 1868, after the Re- 
publican party had whipped the rebels and the 
Democratic party, that party again embodied 
in their platform the declaration that every- 
thing that the Republican party had done was 
unconstitutional aud void, and nominated a 
man who boldly proclaimed that if he became 
President he would declare himself dictator, 
and at the head of the Army place the rebel- 
lious States where they were before the war 
and at the time they seceded. 

Ever since the rebel Democrats South were 
whipped, the Democratic party in Congress 
and out of it have by speeches, by platforms, 
resolutions, and by votes given their south- 
ern Democratic brethren to understand that in 
the melancholy event of the Democratic party 
getting control of the Government the South 
would have what they call their rights re- 
stored to them. And this very day the mem- 
ory of that traitor, Robert E. Lee, is em- 
balmed in the heart of every southern Demo- 
crat. On the 22d of February I visited the 
city of Alexandria, and there I was horrified 
to witness the celebration of the memory of 
this very Lee, and I was still more shocked 
upon entering the church where the Father 
of our Country had once worshiped to ‘see 
hung upon the wall the tablet which read as 
follows: “ To the sacred memory of Robert 
E. Lee,’ and when I expressed my astonish- 
ment and remarked that Robert E. Lee was a 
traitor, the man in charge replied that ‘‘ Lee 
was no traitor.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if such acts of disloyalty 
can be done in the green tree, what will be 
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done in the dry? Jf such open and barefaced 
and impudent contempt for loyalty and the 
Government can be practiced right under the 
shadow of Washington and under a Repub- 
lican administration, what would be done all 
over the South by these traitors should the 
Democratic party obtain control of this Gov- 
ernment? And I would most fervently ap- 
peal to Republicans to lay aside all petty 
jealousies and differences, and unite ag one 
man to the rescue. By the memory of 
the soldier who offered up his life upon 
_the altar of his beloved country; by the 
memory of scores of thousands of our brave 
boys who were cruelly starved to death in 
southern Democratic prisons; by the memory 
of the hundreds of thousands of widows and 
orphans made by this Democratic rebellion ; 
by the memory of the blood that flowed, and 
the gigantic debt, and by the memory of the 
terrible catalogue of unnumbered woes which 
this Democratic party entailed upon this fair 
land, I beseech all Republicans to unite upon 
the Philadelphia nominee, whoever he may 
be. I tell Republicans that the Philadelphia 
nominee wili be elected, or the Democratic 
party will elect a Democrat President. There 
is, there can be no middle ground. This Cin- 
cinnati convention is all a trick to play into 
the hands of the Democratic party, and honest 
Republicans will not be deceived by any such 
sham, f 

Mr. Speaker, the southern Democratic 
party are as much in rebellion to-day as 
ever, During this session of Congress Sena- 
tor CHARLES SUMNER received the following 
letter from one of the southern States: 


CHARLES SUMNER: 

Your infamous civil rights billif passed will seoure 
your death within six months. Beware 

swear your life shall be the penalty. 

ours, with supreme disgust, K.K.K. 

The following extract from the Mobile Daily 
Tribune shows pretty clearly what the south- 
ern Democrats would do in the event of a war 
with England. The editor of said Tribune is 
a graduate of West Point and an ex-general in 
the confederate service: 

“But the modesty of our contemporary does not 
stop hereby a great deal. The Herald hints in no 
measured terms that in the event of any difficulty 
arising in consequence of the indulgence of presi- 
dential rapacity in that direction, southern blood 
and valor may be drawn upon to fight it out. Lay 
not tho flattering. unction to your soul that in such 
an enterprise any true southern man will raise a 
finger to help. Never (if we oan have anything to 
say in the matter) will a southern sword be drawn 
or hand lifted to defend this nation or maintain a, 
single one of its national rights, so called, so long as 
we know its Government only by its hate, its cruel- 
ties, and its oppressions. We will cbey the laws; 
but until we are invested with the habiliments of 
peers, as Men, and ‘as States, peers of the proudest 
and most favored, our swords will remain in their 
scabbards and our bayonets unfixed. We know 
whereof we speak, and commend to the eonsidera- 
tion of the Herald and all who think with it, the 
following extract from Scripture, and with that dis- 
miss the subject: 

“‘ Lo, thou trustestin the staff of this broken reed, 
whereon, if a man lean, it will go into his hand and 
pierce it,’ ”’ 

And, Mr. Speaker, although the rebels have 
for years and are this very day murdering and 
agsassinating men, women, and children all 
through the South, because they were and are 
loyal, and because they vote the Republican 
ticket, yet the Democratic party have persist- 
ently denied these things, and have persist- 
ently denied that there was any such organ- 
ization in the South as the Ku Klux, and 
when the President became compelled for a 
partial protection to the inhabitants to declare 
martial law and to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus in a part of the land, the Democratic 
party again, true to its disloyal instincts, sent 
up the howl that the President had by so 
doing ‘‘violated the Constitution.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, has the Democratic party 
changed its principles since the first disloyal 
gun was firéd on Fort Sumpter? If so, Task 
again, at what time and place 
form? From the first to the 1 
has persistently denied that there was any 


in what plat- | 
ast that party- 


such organization as the Ku Klux, and still 
adhere to such denial notwithstanding that 
great Democratic leader, Reverdy Johnson, at 
the late trial of some of the members of this 
Klan, in their defense used the following lan- 
guage: 

“ Neither my distinguished friend, Mr. Stanbery, 
nor myself are here to defend or justify or palliate 
any outrages that may have been perpetrated in 
your State by the association of Ku Klux. Ihave 
listened with horror to some of the testimony which 
has been brought before you. The outrages proved 
have been shocking to humanity; they admit neither 
of justification nor excuse; they violate every obli- 
gation which law and nature impose upon men. 
These men appear to have been alike insensible to 
the obligations of humanity and religion; but the 
day will come, however, ifit has not already arrived, 
when they will deeply lament it. Even if justice 
should not overtake them, there is another tribunal 
from which there is no escape. It is their own con- 
science; that tribunal which sits in the breast of 
every living man; that still small voice that thrills 
through the heart, and as it speaks gives happiness 
or torture, the voice of conscience, the voice of God, 
And if it has not already spoken to them in tones 
which have waked them up to the enormity of their 
conduct, I trust in the mercy of Heaven that a voice 
will speak before they shall be called to the dread 
tribunal to account for their transactions in this 
world, 


At what particular period within ten years 
did that party become loyal? Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire that Republicans should un- 
derstand one thing: that the Republican party 
in the coming campaign will require all its 
strength. The Republican party cannot run 
two candidates for the Presidency and win. 
If the convention at Cincinnati nominate a 
Republican for President and the convention 
at Philadelphia nominate a Republican, and 
the Democratic party nominate a Democrat, 
the country will be putin jeopardy. I desire 
the Republican party to Ponies that it is as 
all-important to elect a Republican President 
to-day as it was in 1864, or again in 1868. It 
makes no difference whether it may be Grant or 
some other good, honest, and true Republican. 

Mr. Speaker, there are only two roads to 
the Presidency. These roads are Republican 
and Democratic. Every other road is a by-way 
that leads to the Democracy. The Labor- 
Reform convention at Columbus and the Cin- 
cinnati conventiorare these by-ways; and both 
conventions were devised and are in the inter- 
est of the great Democratic party. It is a by- 
play by sore heads and by Republicans who 
desire to break down the Republican party. 
It is a wicked scheme of ambitious Catalines 
to rule or ruin, and any Republican who in- 
dorses either convention is opposed to the 
Philadelphia. convention; and when Judge 
Davis, who was appointed by Abraham Lin- 
coln one of the judges of the Supreme Court 
of the United States because the judge was a 
Republican, accepted of the Columbus nom- 
ination he raised the club to strike down 
the Republican party, and by accepting of 
such nomination he abandons the Republican 

arty. And ifthe Cincinnati convention nom- 
inates Davis, and the Democratic party in- 
dorses that nomination, and if Davis should 
be elected. President on that ticket, then he 
will be the President of the Democratic party. 
This, Government, Mr. Speaker, cannot be 
carried on without party; and, as I have said, 
if Davis becomes the nominee of these two 
conventions, indorsed by the Democratic 
party, then that party will run Davis. If he 
unfortunately should become President, that 
party will allow no divided love. They will 
exact of the President all that his position on 
the ticket promised. They will not abate a 
hair’s breadth. Therefore, 1 declare again 
that there are but two roads to the Presidency, 
and they both lead through either the Repub- 
lican or the Democratic party. 

` Mr. Speaker, we are not worshipers of 
men, but of principles. The Republican party 
elected Grant in 1868, not to honor him par- 
ticularly, but becanse the party and the country 
must have his name and his services. And 


this great loyal Republican party on the 5th | 


day of June, at Philadelphia, will again nomin- 
ate General Grant if he is the most available 


Republican that the party can ron, and if 
some other good and honest Republican ‘shall 
be found who will be more available, then. ha 
will be nominated. It is inevitable that this 
Republican party must carry on ‘this ‘Govern- 
ment; and: if the Republican party. become 
and remain united, the ides of November 
will usher in another glorious victory ‘for 
loyalty, and our flag of liberty will continueto 
wave over the land of the free and the homo 
of the brave. 

Mr. STEVENSON obtained the. floor, but: 
yielded to 

Mr. DUELL, who said: I have prepared 
some remarks upon a bill introduced by nie 
some time since, to provide for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Syracuse, 
New York. I will not detain the House at 
this late hour by delivering, but will ask leave 
to have them printed in the Globe.. 

No objection being made, leave was ac: 
cordingly granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move thatthe House 
now adjourn. i 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at five o’clock and seven minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c. , were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: cine 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of. soldiers 
in Kansas, Illinois, Ohio, and other States, 
asking Congress to enact such laws as will 
pension every soldier and widow of the war 
of 1812, without exception; pay $8 834 per 
month bounty to those soldiers of 1861 who 
never received any bounty; grant a land war- 
rant as promised by the people, and as every 
other Administration has done, to every soldier 
of 1861 who served ninety days; and, finally, 
pay the back pensions due those disabled sol- 
diers whose claims for the same have been 
barred by unjust laws. i 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of ©. 
B. Marchant and 73 others, merchants and 
ship:masters, of Edgartown, Massachusetts, in 
aid of the petition of Jonathan Bourne, jr., and 
others, praying the protection of walrus in the 
Arctic sea. : 

Also, the memorial of Samuel B. Tuck and 
17 others, merchants, of Nantucket, Massa- 
chusetts, praying the enactment ofa law to 
provide for French spoliation claims. 

Also, the petition of Dennis Wood and 92 
others, merchants and ‘ship-masters, of ‘New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, in aid of the petition 
of Jonathan Bourne, jr., and others, praying 
the protection of: walrus in the Arctic sea. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Ira H. Wil- 
liams, John A. Nutting, Guy A. Clarke, and 
41 others, citizens of Onondaga county, New 
York, protesting against the reduction of 
daties upon foreign salt, and setting forth 
that the incidental protection afforded to the 
domestic manufacturers of salt during the 
last ten years has furnished an article equal 
to the best in the world, and at more uniform 
and reasonable prices than would have ruled 
had we been dependent upon foreign supplies. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 4, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. G. D. Coexowera, of Wash- 
ington. : ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 
last was read and approved. : 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were read twice. by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on. Mili- 
tary Affairs: pang, 
A bill (H. R. No. 1238) to remove: the 
charge of desertion against Daniel Orner, Inte 
rivate in compasy Hy nineby-first ‘regiment 
ennsylvania volunteers; °° 7” 
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A bill (H. R. No. 1803) to amend the first 
section of an act entitled ‘‘An agt to proyide 
for the disposition of uselegs military reser- 
vations,” approved February 24, 1871 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1781) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver condemned ord- 
nance to certain soldiers’ monumental asso- 
ciations ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 161) to reduce the area of 
the military reservation of Fort Sanders, in 
the Territory of Wyoming, and providing for 
the survey of said reservation asreduced ; 

A bill (ŒH. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preémption and homestead entry, as provided: 
for in. existing laws ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of 
George C. Haynie ; : 

A bill (H. R.No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L, D, Burchfield ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 475) forthe relief of Selah 
V. Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant of the 
fourth Michigan infantary volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Seth 
M.. Whitten, late private of the fourth regi- 
ment Michigan infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 861) directing the payment 
to Robert McKee of pay, allowances, and 
bounty now withheld from him ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1779) for the relief of 
Samuel Hitchcock ; and 

A bill (H, R. No. 1780) for the relief of 
Eliza Webb. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1756) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of War to lease certain swamp or lowlands 
belonging to the Government lying on Niagara 
river and Lake Erie in the city of Buffalo, 
New York, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CHIEF MEDICAL PURVEYOR. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1745) to provide for 
the designation of a chief medical purveyor 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. If there be no objection I 
should like to haye that bill put on its passage 


now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for inform- 
tion first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) It willbe read for inform- 
ation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. It authorizes 
the President of the United States to appoint 
by selection from the present assistant medical 
purveyors, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a chief medical purveyor of the 
Army, to fill the vacancy, now existing, but 
this is not to be construed to increase the pay 
of the officer appointed to fill such vacancy. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the. Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, laid before 
the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
communicating in obedience to law, an engin- 
eer report of an examination or survey of the 
harbor of Norfolk, Virginia, and of Elizabeth 
river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a 
memorial from the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin relating to a ship-canal around 
Niagara falls. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask that that memo- 
rial be read by the Secretary. ` 

The Seeretary read it, as follows: 

STATE or WISCONSIN, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
: ADISON, February 27, 1872, 


Sra; In compliance with the request therein con- 
tained I have the honor to transmit herewith a duly į 
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authenticated copy of memorial to Congress, No. 7, 
passed by the Legislature of Wisconsin at its present 
session, “yelating to a ship-canal around Niagara 
alls. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

i 6.0. WASHBURN, Governor. 

Hon. Scnuvier Conrax, Vice President, Washington, 

District of Columbia. 


[Memorial to Congress No.7, Assembly.] 


Memorial to Congress relating toa ship-sanalaround 
i - Niagara falls. $ 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives in Congress assembled, 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, would respectfully represent that— 

Whereas to ipsure the continual development and 
consequent prosperity of the manufacturing and 
commercial interests of the eastern States, as also 
the agricultural and other interests of the West, 
indeed, of the whole country, a cheaper system of 
transportation between the two sections, than now 
or ever can exist with the present means and facili- 
ties by railroads and the limited and imperfect sys- 
tem of water transit, must be speedily opened up; 
and whereas the main, and probably the only means 
of securing that object, to wit, cheap transportation, 
is by opening up continuous steam navigation from 
the Mississippi valley to the Atlantic ocean, by the 
way of the great water channels of the continent, 
thereby creating competing lines of transit of unlim- 
ited capacity between the grain-fields of the West 
and the eastern and Huropean markets, the most se- 
rious, indeed, the only serious obstacle, to the speedy 
consummation of that enterprise by the way of the 
great lakes, river St. Lawrence, and Lake Cham- 
plain, existing at Niagara Falls; and whereas another 
movement has been inaugurated by the late com- 
mercial convention held at Detroit, in the State of 
Michigan, in December last, to invoke the assistance 
of the General Government to break down that rocky 
barrier existing between Lakes Erie and Ontario as 
speedily as possible: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Assembly, (the Senate con- 
curring,) That Congress be requested to make an 
appropriation, at its present session, for the con- 
struction of a canal around the falls of Niagara, on 
the American side, at the maximum capacity of the 
lakes, as speedily as can be done consistently with 
the best interests of the country. . 

_ Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress be requested to use their best efforts to 
secure such an appropriation at tho present session. 

Resolved, That duly authenticated copies of this 
preamble and theseresolutions be transmitted to the 

resident of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, and Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, with request that they lay them before their 
respective Houses; and to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

DANIEL HALL, 


Speaker of the Assembly. 
M. H. PETTIT, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved, February 21, 1872. 


M. Il. PETTITT, 
Acting Governor. 


State of Wisconsin, Secretary's Office, 88. ¢ 


I, Llywelyn Breese, secretary of State of the State 
of Wisconsin, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
memorial has been carefully compared with the ori- 
ginal memorial on filein this office, andthat the same 
is a true and correct copy thereof. 

Inu testimony whereof, [have hereunto set my hand 
inis] and affixed the great seal of the State of Wis- 

-5 consin, this 26th day of February, A. D. 1872. 

L. BREESE, 


Secretary of State. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
F. Selina Buchanan, praying compensation for 
losses sustained by her late husband, McKean 
Buchanan, a paymaster in the United States 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial numerously 
signed by citizens of the United States, pro- 
testing against any amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States introducing the 
name of God or of the Saviour; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Nantucket, Massachusetts, praying for the 
passage of the bill in relation to French spolia- 
tions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Samuel 
B. Tuck and others, heirs, &c., citizens of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French between 
the years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. l 

He also presented the memorial of Sarah 
A. L. Bowers, heir, &c., praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French be- 


tween the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented 
the. memorial of George Hardman and fifty- 
two other citizens of Preston county, West 
Virginia, remonstrating against a change of 
the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties upon such articles as are successfully 
produced in this country, and praying a repeal 
of all duties upon tea and coffee; which was 
referred te the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. R. 
Grove, of West Virginia, praying that section 
one hundred and sixty-two of the codified 
postal laws, now pending in Congress, may be 
so amended that persons known as regular 
publishers and dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals may receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may require, in bulk, 
whether wholly or in part printed, and pay the 
postage thereon, as received, at the same rates 
pro rota as regular subscribers to publications . 
weighing four ounces, who pay quarterly in 
advance; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CORBETT presented seven petitions 
of citizens of Oregon, representing that they 
have been informed that an application is 
being made to Congress to extend or renew 
the patent right. heretofore granted to one 
Jonathan Haines, of the State of Mlinois, 
upon the harvesting-machine known as the 
“ Haines lingis harvester,” and protesting 
against the renewal or extension of the pat- 
ent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. : 

He also presented the petition of Jesse Sut- 
ton, praying the confirmation of title to a tract 
of land in New Mexico; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of J. 
S. Underhill, assignee of C. W. Whitney, pray- 
ing compensation for building the iron-clad 
battery Keokuk during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, zemonptatog against 
an international copyright law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against a 
change in the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties ‘on such articles as are suc- 
cessfully produced in this country ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. POMEROY presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Kansas, express- 
ing sympathy with the struggling people of 
Cuba, and memoralizing Congress that they 
be accorded belligerent rights ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed, 

He also presented a petition numerously 
signed by citizens of New York, praying the 
enactment of a law prohibiting the sale and 
manufacture of intoxicating liquors within the 
jurisdiction of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying the organization 
of an additional judicial district in that State ; 
which was referred to.the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I likewise present a 
memorial of grocery merchants of the State 
of Michigan, setting forth that it would be a 
very great hardship if the bill to repeal the 
duty on tea and coffee should be passed by 
the Senate so as to provide that it shall go 
into effect immediately. I ask my friend, the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, [Mr. Surrman,] to repeat what he 
said the other day on this subject, and I would 
likewise ask my friend Mr. Gobright to send 
it broadcast over the country, as it will save 
all Senators from writing a great many lettera 
in answer to these petitions. The Senator 
stated that the bill would not take effect im- 
mediately. l l 
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Mr. SHERMAN. What I said has been 
quoted in the papers in Detroit and Chicago, 
and all the western papers. Whatever change 
will be made in the tariff will not take effect 
before the 1st day of July next. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all I ask. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Qom- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented the petition of B. 
H. Randall, of Minnesota, praying to be reim- 
bursed for expenses incurred by him while 
under arrest, and brought from the city of St. 
Paul to Washington city in 1865, which arrest 
and imprisonment were illegal; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented three petitions of 
citizens of Minnesota, praying the passage of 
an act equalizing bounties by giving soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who served in the war 
of the rebellion $8 83} per month for the 
entire time served, deducting from that sum 
all bounties previously paid; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition of 


citizens of Arkansas, praying the establish- ` 


ment of a mail route from Arkadelphia to 
Magnolia, in that State, and a post office at 
Rosston; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. i 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented six 
memorials of citizens of Michigan protesting 
against the passage of thè Chicago relief bill ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 
of Henry Chandler ane’ others, merchants of 
Louisville, Kentucky, praying that if the bill 
for the repeal of the duties on tea and coffee 
should become a law, it shall not take effect 
for at least ninety days after its enactment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial 
of residents of Sutton, Clay county, Nebraska, 
praying Congress to take such action as will 
compel the Burlington and Missouri river rail- 
roadin Nebraska to stop at that point for mails, 
passengers, and freight, so as to accommodate 
the inhabitants of that district; which was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, presented the 
memorial of the mayor and board of alder- 
men of the city of Galveston, Texas, praying 
an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial 
of C. ©. Kromer, publisher of a newspà er 
known as the Union, in the county of Scho- 
harie, State of New York. This petition re- 
cites that twelve hundred of the newspapers 
in the United States are printed on one side 
at one office and then transmitted to another 
office to be mailed from there; that it is a con- 
venient and good mode of issuing newspapers; 
that it has been adopted since the postal laws 
were fixed, and that by the decision of the 
Post Office Department, the use of the mails 
is denied for this purpose, they being treated 
asa commodity. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Cominittee on Post Offices 
and Post. Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. TI also presentapetition 
numerously signed by citizens of the State of 
New York, setting forth the evil and injury 
daily and hourly resulting from the uncer- 
tainty touching duties upon tea and coffee, 
growing out of the bill passed by the House 
of Representatives, and lying here not acted 
upon. They set forth that dealers in New 

ork, Boston, and New Orleans, for exam- 
ple, have an interest contrary to that of deal- 
erselsewhere ; in the one case, it being desira- 
ble that the diminution or dismissal of duty 
should occur at once if it is to occur at all; 
and in the other case, the interest being that it 
should be postponed until a day distant. 

In presenting this petition, Mr. President, 


-be written except they were written out of ac- 


I wish to say that I am very glad the chair- | 


man of the Committee on Finance has said 
for himself what the intention of his commit- 
tee is in this regard, and I venture to hope, 
as I receive a great many letters and dis- 
patches on this subject, such as would not 


tual distress, that in, a very short time action 
will be taken upon that bill, in order that 
dealers may know what disposition is to be 
made of it, and also the time when any change 
in the law is to take effect. I ask that this 
petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of 


the Senator, I will remind the Senate that this į 


subject is set by special order of the Senate 
for Monday next, this day week, and 1 hope 
the Scnate will be prepared then to go on 
with its consideration. I give notice again, so 
that all Senators may prepare themselves ac- 
cordingly, and I hope we shall then take up 
the subject and dispose of it one way or the | 


other. 
Mr. CONKLING. I concur in that hope, |! 


and I hope that nothing, not even an appro- 
priation bill, will stand in the way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also two othér 
similar petitions, numerously signed by citi- | 
zens and dealers in the State of New York, | 
and move that they lie on the table. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. I present also the memo- |; 


rial of the Chamber of Commerce of the State | 
of New York in reference to the site now oc- | 
cupied by the New York post office; and I 
wish to state very briefly the contents of this 
memorial. 

Years ago the Government, needing a post | 
office site in New York, a church on Nassau 
street, near Wall street, was deemed the most | 
desirable property. 
the Government was limited, and so limited 
that it could not command those premises. 
Thereupon merchants and citizens in New 
York came forward and voluntarily contrib- 
uted the residue to purchase the property. | 
From that day to this the Government has 
occupied it ; but now the requirements of the. 
service needing more extensive premises the | 
post office site 1s about to be moved into the | 
Park, where it will occupy property which I 
think cannot be worth less than two millions, ` 
but which has been sold to the Government 
for one fourth of that sum. 

This memorial, to which is appended a list 
of the contributors to the deficiency which I 
first spoke of, sets forth these facts and others, 
and prays that the Chamber of Commerce, a 
public and most useful body, may be permitted 
to purchase of the Government the post office 
site about to be abandoned, paying the Gov- 
ernment for it precisely what the Government 
paid, and arguing that sucha disposition would 
be wholesome, and that it would be equitable, 
the citizens of New York having contributed 
to purchase it originally, the occupation of it 
by the Government having been more than the 
interest upon the outlay, so that if reimbursed 
the Government can properly, as the memo- 
rialists think, make a grant of it to a public 
institution of this sort which has so much to 
do with the best interests of the country. I 
move that this memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Maine praying that a bounty 
of $8 884 per month be granted to all soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who served in the war of 
the rebellion, deducting all bounties already 
paid them; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 
Rey. Jeremiah Moyniham, pastor of St. John’s 


The sum to be paid by | 


church, New Orleans, Louisiana, praying 
Congress to authorize and permit the importa- | 


tion of a set of marblealtars free of duty from 


| Ireland into thé United: States’; which was 


réferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of West Virginia, praying a change 
in the homestead law so as to permit soldiers 
and sailors to dispose of land or land war- 
tants by settlement ‘or otherwise; which was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

TRANSPORTATION IN BOND. 


The. VICE PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. 
SHERMAN, TRUMBULL, and BLAIR, the commit- 
tee of conference on the part of the Senate, 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
1830) to amend the thirty-second section of 
an act entitled ‘An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
14, 1870, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BOREMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petit?on and papers of D, W. 
Dakon be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Commit- 


j ted for the District of Columbia of the House 


of Representatives have sent a communica- 
tion to me asking that a petition which was 
presented in the Senate and referred to our 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grownds, 
praying that the name of East Capitol street 
be changed to Lincoln avenue, besent to them 
for their temporary use. I ask that the ‘con: 
sent of the Senate be given for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the order suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont will be made. The Chair hears 
no objection. , 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Reales, 
to whom were referred several resolutions aud 
suggestions, have instructed me to make a 
report, which I should be glad to have read, 
and if there is no objection, I should like to 
have the rule adopted. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
read subject to objection. i : 

The Secretary proceeded to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the standing rales of the Senate 
be amended as follows: j 

First. Add to the sixth rule; “ànd all appeals 
tàken, when an uhdebatable proposition i pending, 
shall also be decided without debate.” 

Second. Add to the fifty-first rule, after the date 
“July 2, 1862: “orif applicable to the oath pre- 
scribed by the act of July 11, 1868.” 

Mr. POMEROY. That is simply requiring 
that in cases where ‘disabilities have been re- 
tnoved from a person who is elected as a Sen- 
ator he shall only be required to takë the oath 
prescribed by the act of July 11, 1868, appty- 
ing to such persons. 

Ir. CONKLING. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is wot the rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is the statute. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is the statute, but not 
the rule. 

The Secretary continued the reading of ‘the 
report, as follows: 


Third. Add to the forty-seventh rule: “and Gen- 
eral of the Army, Admiral of the Navy, members of 
the national legislatures of foreign countries, pri- 
vato secretaries, of Senators, duly appointed in 
mailings not chairmen of committees entitled to a 
clerk. 


‘Mr. POMEROY. That is simply an aŭdi- 
tion to the list of persons who are now enti- 
tled to the privilege of the floor under the 
rule, The Vice Président informed us that he 
should enforce the rule strictly, and it was 
therefore thought best to énlarge it by adding 
two or three classes of persons. AT 

Mr. CONKEING. The Senator will allow 
me to remind him that the Vice President 
expressed considerable doubt the other day 
whether the rule as it now stands embraced 
clerks of committees, saying he was not sure 
they were officers of the Senate. It is possi- 
ble that this language designating special sec- 
retaries of Senators not chairmen of commit- 
tees might be held to work an exclusion or to 


Ts rot that the law now? 
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add to. the doubt under which before clerks of 
-committees might have been excluded. I sug- 
gest- to the Senator whether he had not better 
say in addition ‘‘and clerks of committees,” 
80.as to avoid any doubt. - 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I think that report had 
better. be printed and. go. over. .I do notknow 
that. I have any objection to it; but I want to 
see the precise effect of it, 
Mr. POMEROY. Let them all be printed. 
Mr. TRUMBULL.. Certainly. 
Mr. SUMNER. ` I think we ought not to act 
on a rule without seeing it in print. 
Mr: TRUMBULL. Were they all read? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were 
read. The report will lie over, and be printed. 
Mr. POMEROY. The same committee, to 
whom was referred a resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] have 
directed me to report it back and recommend 
its passage, with an amendment. I ask for its 
present considération, 
‘The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule 24 is hereby amended by add- 
ing thereto the following: “Petitions and mémo- 
rials, other than the memorials of a State Legis- 
lature; shall be presented to the Recretary, and shall 
be entered on the Journal and referred or laid on 
the table; as’ the Senator presenting them may re- 
quest. . 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That had better be 
printed along with the rest, and then we can 
see all these changes to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMNER. That last is a very import- 
ant change in the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. _ I think well, probably, 
of the suggestion, but I should like to see them 
all in print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion will be printed, and lie over. 

NEW LAND DISTRICT IN NEVADA. 
- Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lie: Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R: No. 486) to create an additional land dis- 
triot in the State of Nevada, have directed me 
to report it back without amendment and to 
recommend its passage. The bill was con- 
sidered by the committee several weeks ago, 
but I overlooked it and neglected to report it. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to have the bill 
acted upon now. 

Mr. POMEROY. It simply creates an 
additional land district in Nevada. It has 
passed the House, and I neglected to report it 
afier: the committee agreed upon it several 
weeks.ago. : : 

, By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to constitute all that portion 
of the State of Nevada embraced in the follow- 
ing-deseribed limits, to wit, commencing at 
the corner common to townships twenty-four 
and twenty-five north, range forty-four and 
forty-five. east, Mount Diablo base and me- 
ridian; thence running due east to the eastern 
boundary line of the State of Nevada; thence 
north on the eastern boundary of the State to 
the north boundary of the State; thence west 
on the north boundary of the State to the 
eastern boundary of the Carson land district ; 
thence south along the eastern. boundary of 
the Carson land district to the place of begin: 
ning, a separate land district, to be called the 
Elko land district, the office of which is to be 
located ‘at Elko, in Elko county, State of Ne- 
vada, which location may be changed by the 
President of the United States trom time 
to time, as the public interest may require. 
The President is to appoint, by and with the | 
advice and consent of the Senate, or in the 
recess of the Senate, a register and a receiver | 
of public moneys for the district; and those 
officers are to reside in the place where the 
land. office is located, and have the same pow- | 
ers and receive the same emoluments as the | 
same officers. now receive in the other land | 
districts in the State. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RAMSEY, Ihave here a bill of the 
same character precisely, which has passed 
the House and was reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands some time since, and I hope 
it will be taken up. It is House bill No. 1824, 
-© Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Are reports 
of committees in order ?, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are 
first in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Allow me to get up this 
bill, and then I will give way for morning busi- 
ness. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont rises to make a report, 
which is in the nature of an objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom were referred various petitions and res- 
olutions of citizens of Albany, New York, in 
relation to the erection of a public building in 
that city, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, the committee . having 
acted on the subject; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 651) to change 
the name of Hast Capitol street, in the city of 
Washington, to Lincoln avenue, and to pro- 
vide for the improvement of the same, together 
with a petition on the same subject, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved their indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the letter of Henry R. de la Rein- 
trie, submitting a proposition to ventilate the 
Senate Chamber, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, No, 664) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Keo- 
kuk, Iowa, for the use of the United States 
courts and Government offices, reported it 
adversely, and moved its indefinite postpone- 


} ment; which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 709) making an 
appropriation for the erection of a custom- 
house and post office at Shreveport, Louisiana, 
reported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, No. 863) to provide 
for a building suitable for a post office, for the 
accommodation of the revenue officers, and 
the United States courts and their officers, in 
the city of Parkersburg, West Virginia, re- 
ported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 376) to provide 
for a building for the use of the post office, 
United States circuit and district courts, and 
internal revenue offices, at Utica, New York, 
reported it with an amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of citizens of Utica, 
New York, praying an appropriation for build- 
ing a pust office and United States court- 
room in that city, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 882) to provide 
for a building for the use of the Federal courts, 
post office, internal revenue, and other civil 
offices, in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas, 
reported it with amendments. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 467) to provide 
for the erection of a building suitable for the 
use of the United States courts, post office, 
and other necessary Government offices, at 
Raleigh, North Carolina, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the board of 
supervisors of Monroe county, New York, 


favoring the. erection of certain Government 
buildings at Rochester, in that State, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

SITES FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom were referred petitions of citizens of 
California, and various memorials from the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, the attorneys-at- 


‘law at Harrisburg, and citizens of the city of 


Harrisburg, in relation to public buildings in 
that city, have instructed me to report a bill 
(S. No. 745) relating to a site for public build- 
ings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and Sacra- 
mento, California. 

The biil was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr, COLE. 
on its passage now, 


I think that bill might be put 
It merely asks for inform- 


ation, I believe. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It merely 
asks that the Secretary shall examine and 
report what a site can be procured for at Sacra- 
mento and at Harrisburg. They are capitals 


‘of States, and on the principle on which the 


committee have acted, that as soon as may be 
a reasonable number of public buildings should 
be put up at the capitals of States, this bill 
merely provides for an examination, without 
any expense, as to what the cost will be at 
these respective capitals, 

Mr. RAMSEY. Senators probably are not 
aware that I have been trying for some time to 
get up a bill. 

Mr. COLE. This will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read the 
second time and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make an examination and re- 
port to Congress of the terms upon which suit- 
able sites can be obtained for the erection of 
any needed public buildings at Harrisburg, 


Pennsylvania, and Sacramento, California. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 746) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Admiral Farragut ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 747) for the relief of B. H. Randall; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. - 
No. 748) to grant the right of way only for a 
railroad from Tualatin valley to Tillamook bay, 
in Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. . 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
1759) to relieve certain persons therein named 
from the legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, and for 
other purposes, in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the select Committee on the Re- 
moval of Political Disabilities, 

NEW LAND DISTRICT IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Chair has probably 
torgotten that some time ago I asked the Sen- 
ate to consider House bill No. 1324, being of 
the same character with a'bill which had just 
then passed the Senate. I hope it will now be 
taken up. i 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1824) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota. 
It proposes to authorize the President of the 
United States to establish an additional land 
district in the State of Minnesota, embracing all 
that part of the present Alexandria land district 
which lies north of township number one hun- 
dred and thirty-six north, and west of range 
number thirty-five west of the fifth principal 
meridian, and to fix, from time to time, the 
boundaries thereof, which district is to be 
named after the place at which the office shall 
first be established; and the President is to 
have power to fix, from time to time, the loca- 
tion of the office for such district. The Presi- 
dent is also authorized to appoint, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a regis- 
ter and receiver for the land district, who are 
to be required to reside at the site of the land 
office, and who are to be subject to the same 
laws and responsibilities, and whose compen- 
sation, respectively, is to be the same as that 
now allowed by law to other land officers in 
said State. E 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CINCINNATI. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senate to take 
up and act upon House bill No. 1540, reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R: No. 1540) to authorize 
the purchase of a site for a public building at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase a central and suit- 
able site in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, for 
the erection of a building for the accommo- 
dation of the United States courts, custom- 
house, United States depository, post office, 
internal revenue and pension offices, at a cost 
not exceeding $800,000; but no money which 
may hereafter be appropriated for this pur- 
pose is to be used or expended in the purchase 
of the site until a valid title thereto shall be 
vested in the United States, and until the 
State of Ohio shall cede its jurisdiction over 
the same, and shall duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax or in any 
way assess the site and the property of the 
United States that may be thereon during the 
time that the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


TRADE MARKS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I désire to 
call up Senate bill No, 583. It will take but 
a moment to pass it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as.in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 583) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to revise, consolidate, and amend 
the statutes relating to patents and copyrights,” 
approved July 8, 1870. 

r. MORRILL, of Vermont. This bill 
merely restores thë law as it was previous to the 
passage of the ‘revised code. In the process 
of revision the word ‘‘citizen’’ of the United 
States was dropped out, and the word “ per- 
son” inserted in lieu thereof. If our patent 
lawsare to be of any service, of course they 
should be corfined to citizens of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FÉ RAILROAD. 
Mr, POMEROY. Iask the Senate to pro- 


ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
676. It was up the other. morning md laid 


aside at the request of the Senator from Ohio, |l 


not-now in his seat, [Mr.. Taorman,] but I 
have amended the bill at his suggestion, and 
shall move exactly the amendments that he 
has suggested. : 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 676) to extend 
the time for the completion of the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio was in the 
third line to strike out the words ‘' provisions 
of,” aud to insert the words ‘‘time for the 
completion of the Atchison, Topeka, and 
Santa Fé railroad as prescribed by ;’’ so tha 
the clause will read : = 

That the time for tho completion of the Atchi- 
son, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, as prescribed 


by an act entitled ** An act for agrant of lands tothe 
State of Kansas,” &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. In the seventh line I move 
tostrike out the word “are” and insert ‘¢ is.’’ 
That is merely verbal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. POMEROY. Inlinesseven, eight, and 
nine I move to strike out the words ‘‘so far 
as the same are applicable to the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad,” and to in- 
sert “to March 8, 1877.” That merely cor- 
rects the phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN, This extension is for a 
long period of time. Has the grant lapsed 


now? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir, but it will within 
a year, They have asked for more time, and 
the last proviso requires them to build one 
hundred and sixty-five miles this year. 
they do that, they are to have until 1877 for 
the balance. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this the same bill 
that was diseussed the other morning? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir, the same bill 
precisely. If they build one hundred and sixty- 
five miles this year, then the time is extended 
to 1877. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would 
much rather that this bill should go over until 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Taurman,] who 
made the objection to it the other day is in 
his seat. He said then that he wished to offer 
some amendments to it. I prefer that it should 
not be acted upon finally until he is in his seat. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam moving these amend- 
ments to meet the views of the Senator from 
Ohio. They are his amendments precisely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I still pre- 
fer that the bill should not be acted upon until 
the Senator from Ohio is here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from West Virginia moves that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us complete the 
amendments at any rate. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia withdraw the 
motion for that purpose? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I prefer 
that the bill should not be acted upon until 
the Senator from Ohio is present. I have no 
objection to the amendments, but I do not 
want the bill disposed of in his absence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator withdraw his ‘objection to having the 
amendments considered ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then, asafurther amend- 
ment, I move to strike out the first proviso. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I under- 
stand aright, that the amendments are subject 
to revision again in the Senate? ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The bill is 
now in the Committee of the Whole, and the 
amendments can be acted apon again in the 
Senate. LE . 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia; . My desire 


is that the bill shall- still be open to. amend- 
ment by the Senator from Ohio, -. vee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER... It will be. 
The question now is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kausag, to strike out the follow- 
ing proviso: ee 
Provided, That the said railroad. shall be com- 


pleted from the Missouri river to tho west line: of 
thè State of Kansas on or before the 3d day of March, 


Mr. POMEROY. That is stricken out be- 
cause we fix the time in the previous part of 
the bil. * 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ . k 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from Kansas whether the amend- 
ment proposed by me when the bill was up on 
a former occasion has been adopted? 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it was adopted. 
It is with the Chair for adoption, at any rate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. I should like» 
to have it passed upon. l 

Mr. POMEROY. There is no objection to 
it. I thought it was concurred in the other day 
when it was offered, but I am not certain about 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not 
acted upon. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is no 
objection, to it I believe. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is one word in it 
to which I am instructed to move. an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word ‘‘com- 
pleted," and to insert “‘construeted subse- 
quent to;’’ simply to allow them to acquire 
their rights as fast as they build rather than 
to wait until the whole line is built. - Now, I 
have no objection to the bill going over, if the 
Senator from West Virginia insists upon it, 
until the Senator from Ohio is in the Chamber. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let that 
amendment he adopted first. a 

Mr. POMEROY. I desired to call this bill 
up simply from the fact that the bill requires 
the company to complete one hundred and 
sixty-five miles this year, and any delay in.the 
passage of the bill will be fatal to the company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont has been 
reported heretofore. The question is on its 
adoption. i i EE 

The amendment was agreed to. Peh a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from West Virginia now movés that the bill þe 
postponed until to-morrow and be printed. . ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That ‘the 
bill be postponed—not until to-morrow. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 


ordinary term. ` 


The motion was agreed to. 
SALE OF LANDS BY TEXAS TO UNITED STATES, 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask unani- 
mous consent to take up House bill No. 1761, 
extending the time for the completion of the 
Portage lake and Lake Superior ship-canal. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I desire to offer a res- 
olution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is in 
the nature of an objection. 

Mr. FLANAGAN submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior -be 
requested to furnish the Senate with copies of 
two letters written by Hon. L. D. Evans, in 1867 and 
1868, upon the subject of the gale of lands by the 
State of Texas to the United States, known. ag the 
Pan-Handle. ` 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I wish to give notice 
that on Thurday next after the morning hour 
I shall seek to call up the-bill (S. No. 564) 
providing for the cession by the State of Texas 
of certain territory of that State to the United 
States for Indian reservations, and other pur- 
poses, with a view of submitting some remarks 
upon it. . I have not been troublesome tothe 
Senate, and I hope they will grant me that 
favor. ` 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

: Mr. FERRY, of Michigan.. I think there 
Will be no objection to the passage of the bill 
Which I desire to call up. The time expires 
‘tovday, I think, for the completion of the work. 
On account of'a stress of weather last year the 
eotipany were unable to complete it. The 
bill involves no appropriation; it hags passed 
the House of Representatives unanimously, 
and it has the approval of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.» The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and it is the duty of the 
Chair to call up the unfinished business, which 
18 the legislative appropriation bill, pending 
which the Senator from Michigan asks unani- 
ious consent to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill mentioned by him, 

Mr. COLE. J hope he will not insist upon it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I should not 

* press it were it not for the fact that the time 
expires to-day. However, I shall not insist 
tipon it if the Senator is unwilling to yield. 

Thé PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California insists on the regular order. 
. Mr. WRIGHT. I gave notice on Saturday 
that I should call up, this morning, the Chicago 
relief bill for the purpose of getting the ques- 
tion before the Senate—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us finish the appro- 
priation bill first. 
Mr. WRIGHT. How long will it take? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall probably finish 
it to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
priation bill is before the Senate, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to lay it aside for 
the purpose of taking up the Chicago relief 


The appro- 


àll, 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will permit 
us to go on with the appropriation bill after 
the very many and vexatious delays to which 
it has already been subjected. e certainly 
ought to go on with it. It is the first appro- 
priation bill really that has been brought before 
the Senate, the only one of any importance, 
and there are others pending and now on the 
Calendar pressing for consideration. I earn- 
estly hope that the Senate will allow us to go 
on without any furthér interruption. If there 
are other bills to be introduced let them go 
over until to-morrow., They will last till then. 
They cannot be. considered in the mean time, 
any way. ‘The Senate, in my judgment, ought 
to allow us now to go on with the appropriation 

ill; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask unanimous consent that Friday next 
be set apart for the consideration of bills from 
the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot agree to that 
now. 

Mr. COLE. I cannot yield now. 

Mr, WRIGHT. I submit my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AxN- 
raony.) The Senator from Iowa moves to 
postpone the pending and all other orders 
and proceed to the consideration of the bill 
known as the Chicago relief bill, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I certainly appreciate all 
that has been said by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia in reference to the appropriation bill. 
‘This relief bill has been before the Senate five 
or six different times. It hag been twice re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance. It is 
well understood by every Senator on this floor, 
and if there is to be anything done with it—if 
it is to be passed or any action had—it ought 
to be immediately. I am very certain that 
there is no disposition to say @ word in favor 
of the bill, and £ do not know that there is any 
disposition to discuss it on the other side. 
Why cannot we have the bill taken up at this 
time and passed, or some action taken upon 
it? Tam very sure I have stood by the Senator 
from California on his appropriation billat all 
stages, and Iishall do so again, but I feel com- 
pelled to insist on taking up this bill now. 

Mr, COLE, The Senator states that his 


bill has been up half a dozen times. The 
appropriation bill has been up, I think, twice 
as often as any other bill, and is the unfinished 
business, and I see no reason why we should 
not go on with it this morning, and I hope the 
Senate will so vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Cal- 
ifornia has given notice that he will press 
other appropriation bills after this one. This 
relief bill, if passed at all, certainly ought to 
be passed at once, because it is as much to 
give confidence and encouragement to the 
people of Chicago in building as anything 
else. Spring has come now, and they are 
making their arrangements. I should be very 

lad to have it disposed of in some way to-day 
if we could, and it will take no more time now 
than it will to-morrow; but if the Senator is 
not willing to agree to that, is he willing to 
agree that when we get through with the 
present appropriation bill he will let this bill 
come up and be disposed of in some way, or 
will he press some other appropriation bill? 
If he is going to do that, it will put off this 
bill indefinitely. If the Senator from Califor- 
nia would consent, as soon as he gets through 
with the present bill, to let the relief bill come 
up, I would agree to that-and we would not 
waste any time ina discussion as to what shall 
be taken up. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator knows very well 
that my consent is not necessary in a matter 
of this kind. Every time he moves to post- 
pone an appropriation bill or an adjournment 
he is able to carry the Senate. He needs no 
consent of mine. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator is going 
to fight the appropriation bill every time it 
comes up, he will lose a great deal of time in 
trying to get it up. It seems to me my sug- 
gestion was a fair one, and I dò not think 

am obnoxious to the remarks the Sen- 
ator from California has made. I very sel- 
dom make a motion to adjourn. I did 
make one on Saturday, but it is very seldom 
that I do so. I think the Senator is hardly 
fair in his suggestion, so far as I am concerned, 
that I do not try to keep my seat in the Sen- 
ate. and tend to facilitate business. I hope 
the Senator will not press an appropriation 
bill against the Chieago relief bill if now we 
consent to let it go by. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Towa, to postpone the appropriation bill with 
a view of taking up the Bill indicated by him. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on & division—ayes eleven, noes not counted. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 
1878, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was continued, the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions being acted on as they were reached in 
their order. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 86, after linc eight 
hundred and seventy-five, in the appropriations 
for the Territory of Arizona, to insert the fol- 
lowing : 

For compensation and mileage of the members 


of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses thereof, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

„The next amendment was on page 39, line 
nine hundred and thirty eight, in the appropri- 
ations for the District of Columbia, to insert 
‘t for salaries of the members of the Board of 
Health, at $2,000 each, $10,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. Jn the proviso to that appropri- 
ation the word “‘board’”’ should be ‘boards;”’ 
so as to read, ‘‘No part of the sum hereby 
appropriated shall be paid to any member of 


said boards who shall hold any other Federal 
office.’? I moveso to amend it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 89, from lineg 
nine hundred and forty-six to nine hundred 
and fifty-four, in the appropriations for the 
Department of the Interior, to strike out the 
following words: 

Chief clerk, $2,200; nine clerks of class four, addi- 
tional to seven clerks of class four as disbursing 
clerks; additional of $200 to the clerk of class four 
who may be designated to act as superintendent of 
the Interior Department building; three clerks of 
class three, four clerks of class two, one clerk of class 
one, one messenger, two assistant messengers, and 
three laborers; in all, $47,54 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Chief clerk, four clerks of class four, any of whom 
may be paid $200 extra, if tho Secretary of the Inte- 
rior deem. it necessary and proper; five clerks of 
class four, one of whom may be designated by the 
Secretary to act ag superintendent of the building, 
who shall receive $200 additional compensation por 
annum; additional to three disbursing clerks, three 
clerks of class three, four clerks of class two, and 
one clerk of class one, one messenger, two assistant 
messengers, at $720 each, and three laborers in his 
office; in all, $47,540, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 40, line 
nine hundred and sixty-five, to strike out the 
words “one captain of the watch, $1,200, 
and,” and to reduge the appropriation for 
twenty-eight watchmen for the general service 
of the Interior Department building from 
$21,860 to $20,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 40, line 
nine hundred and seventy-four, to reduce the 
appropriation for expenses of packing and dis- 
tributing official documents, including salary 
of superintendent, in the Interior. Department 
from $7,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 40, line 
nine hundred and seventy-seven, to reduce the 
appropriation for rent and fitting up of rooms 
for the use of the Pension Office and for the 
Bureau of Education from $16,000 to $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 40, line 
nine hundred and seventy-nine, to reduce the 
appropriation for casual repairs of the Depart- 
ment of Interior building from $15,000 to 
$10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 42, line 
ten hundred and eleven, and line ten hun- 
dred and thirteen, in the appropriations for 
the General Land Office, to reduce the appro- 
priation for miscellaneous items on account 
of bounty lands and military patents under 
the several acts, and contingent expenses under 
the swamp-land act, from $30,000 to $20,000, 
and to reduce the total appropriated for the 
General Land Office from $264,560 to $244,560. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was on page 48, line 
ten hundred and fifty-six, in the appropria- 
tions for the Patent Office, to strike out 
tí four,’ and insert ‘two; so as to read 
‘twenty-two principal examiners, at $2,500," 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 44, line 
ten hundred and fifty-nine, to strike out “two,” 
and insert ‘‘four;’’ so that the clause will 
read ‘twenty-four assistant examiners, at 
$1,600 each, two of whom may be females.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines ten hun- 
dred and sixty-four and ten hundred and sixty- 
five to reduce from $320,600 to $818,800 the 
appropriation for the Patent Office, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 44, line 
ten hundred and seventy-one, to strike out the 
words ‘and purchasing clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 48, line 
eleven hundred and fifty-six, in the appropri- 
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ations for the Department of Agriculture, to 
reduce the compensation for chemist from 
$2,500 to $2,000, and reducing the total appro- 
ptiation in lines eleven hundred and seventy- 
four and eleven hundred aud seventy-five from 
$75,890 to $75,390. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 51, after 
line twelve hundred and thirty-five, in the ap- 
propriations for the Post Office Department, 
to strike out the following clause: 

For two clerks of class four, two clorks of class 
two, one clerk of class one, one messenger, and two 
laborers, additional force in the monoy -order office, 
$9,880. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Committee on 
Appropriations willnot insist upon that amend- 
ment. I am satisfied thatthe committee labored 
under a misapprehension in regard to the inter- 
ests of the public service in the Post Office 
Department, or they would not have made this 
recommendation, ‘There is no branch of that 
service increasing so rapidly as the money- 
order system. Already there are two thou- 
sand of that class of offices in the United States, 
and an increase of some five hundred is antici- 
pated, on the 1st of July next, when offices of 
that character are usually created. They do 
a business of $40,000,000 annually, and the 
number of ordersis very large; so that I should 
suppose from a merc knowledge of the business 
of that character any one would at once con- 
cede that the present force in that office is not 
suficient. There are but sixteen clerks there 
now. 

T. have here the correspondence of the Post 
Office Department with the committee of the 
House of Representatives, when the bill was 
under consideration there and giving proper 
weight to this communication the House com- 
mittee inserted this provision. J think the 
Senate committee could not have had this 
cortespondence before them or they would not 
have advised the striking out of this appro- 
priation. I send to the Chair and ask that 
the communication of the Postmaster General 
and that of the chief of the money-order sys- 
tem may be read to the Senate, and I think 
after that they will not agree to the recom- 
mendation of the committee to strike out this 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy.) The communications will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Post Ovvice DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 13, 1872. 

Bin: I have the honor to transmit horewith a let- 
ter this day addressed to mo by the superintendent 
of the monoy-order system, in which he requests mo 
to recommend to Congress the establishment of five 
additional clerkships in the money-order office of 
this Department, and that appro tiation be made 
for a messenger and two additiona. laborers therein, 
In consideration of the great and constant in- 
crease of the imoney-order business, 2 detailed 
statement of which will be found in my last annual 
report, additional clerical force is, in my opinion 
absolutely required in the money-order office of 
this Department, to insure the prompt and officiont 
transaction of that business, both domestic and in- 
ternational. I wonld, therefore, urgently recom- 
mond that an appropriation be made for five addi- 
tional clerkships iu the moncy-order office of the 
Post Office Department, to wit, two of the fourth 
class, two of the third class, and one of the first 
class, and also for a messenger at $840 per annum, 
and two additional laborers, j 

Tam, very respectfully your obedient servant, 

JOHN A. J. CRESWELL, 
Postmaster General. 


Hon. James A. GARFIELD, Chairman of Committee on 
Áppropriations, louse of Representatives. 
Post Orvice DEPARTMENT, MONEY-ORDER OFTICE, 
WASHINGTON; January 13, 1872. 
Sır: I beg leave to invite your attention to the 
fact that in consequence of the great and constant 


increase of the money-order business throughoat the- 


country, additional force is required in this office 
for the proper supervision and management of that 
business. , . 

The aggregate amount of orders issued during the 
fiscal year 1871 was upward of $42,000,000, and the 
amount of orders paid also exceeds that sum. The 
increase in the amount of each, over the correspond- 
ing transactions of the previous year, was more than 
$8,000,000, 

On the Bist of duly last, three hundred and sev- 
enty-nine new money-order offices were established, 
making the whole number at present in operation 
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twenty-four hundred and fifty-two. These addi- 
tional. offices will largely increase the amount of 
money orders issued during the current fiscal year, 

hich will probably exceed fifty million dollars. 
Moreover, the system of exchaungo of money, orders 
hotween the United States and the United Kingdom 
was put into operation October 1, 1871, and trom that 
date up to January 10, 1872, ordors to the amount of 
eee were issued in this country for payment in 
Grent Britain, and up to December 12, 1871, orders 
from that country to’ the amount of $45,205 were 
paid here. 

On the Ist of October next an international ex- 
change of postal orders with the German empire 
will bo inaugurated, which will add materially to 
the clerical aud other labors of this office. 

Tho number of omployés therein at present is 
sixtoen, namety, one chief clork, ono clerk of class 
four, five clerks of class three, ono of class two, five 
of class one, two laborers, and ono assistant mes- 
senger, This force is not now sufficient, to perform 
thoroughly and promptly the amount of work to be 
done, which, as I have above stated, is constantly 
increasing. J venture, therefore, to request that 
you will, if this application meets your approval, 
recommend to Congress that five additional clerk- 
ships be ostablished in the money-order office of this 
Department, to wit, two clorkships of class four, 
two of class two, and ono of the first class, and that 
provision be made for the appoinimont in that ofico 
of a messenger at $840 por annum, und two addi- 
tional laborers. 

Lam, respectfully, your obediont servant, 

C. F. MACDONALD, Superintendent. 


Hon. Jonn A. J. CRESWELL, Postmaster General. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senate will not 
sustain the Committee on Appropriations in 
striking out this provision. Does the Senator 
from California insist on the amendment ? 
‘Mr. COLE. Ihave some remarks to sub- 
mit on it, but I shall be very brief. This 
clause provides for an additional force of some 
eight persons in one bureau of the Post Office 
Depariment. Itis stated in this communica- 
tion from the Postmaster General that the 
service in that bureau is increasing very con- 
siderably, and that the money order business 
now amounts to something over $40,000,000, 
and I believe it has been extended to foreign 
countries. ‘The force provided for in this 
clausc, however, is entirely new. The com- 
mittee are of opinion that force might be de- 
tailed from some other branch of the Post 
Office Department to perform this service, or 
the persons who are provided for in other ap- 
propriations might be assigned to perform this 
duty. The committec called the attention of 
the Postmaster General particularly to this 
matter, and if my memory serves me he stated 
that he could get along probably with a less 
force than that provided in this paragraph, I 
think if my friend from Minnesota will con- 
gent to let this amendment be adopted, the 
matter can be put right by the conference 
committee, if the bill should go there, or by 
the House of Representatives if the House 
should reconsider this bill on its being sent 
back with ouramendments. Ido not know ex- 
actly what is necessary in this case, but I feel 


quite certain that all the force asked for in this 
paragraph is not really indispensable. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I do not know that the 
suggestion of the Senator from California in 
regard to managing this matter is one that 1 
should like to assent to. It is that I shall 
consent to let the provision pass in the shape 
that the committee have recommended and 
trust to a committee of conference. If I were 
to do that, we should be getting pretty far 
into the jaws of the lion. I agree, of course, 
as every Senator must, to the propriety of 
the Committee on Appropriations exercising 
the severest scrutiny and economy in consid- 
ering these bills; but, at the same time, they 
ought to appreciate the fact that the Depart- 
ments of this Government are perpetually 
growing. The Senator will sec, if he exam- 
ines the’ reports of the Postmaster General, 
that there is an increase of more than twenty 
per cent. per annum upon the gross amount of 
money orders of the Department, and a much 
larger increase in the number of the orders. 
During the last fiscal year, ending on the 30th 
of Jane, 1871, the money orders in amount 
| were $42,000,000, aud in number more than 
two millions. Their average amount does not 
| exceed about nineteen dollars, thereby accoin- 


‘a portion of this foree. 


modating an immense mass of the pebdpl 
Now, that that fund should be “carefully 
guarded, not a dollar of it lost, it is certainly. 
important that we should give to the Depart- 
ment as many clerks for this purpose ds they 
consider necessary. A Ps 

In answer to another suggestion of the Beh- 
ator from California, I willay that we have a 
communication from the Postmaster General. 
This increase of clerks was not estimated ‘for © 
at the usual time in the month of: November 
lnst, for at that time all the wants of the De- 
partment could not be anticipated, but ds the 
months passed along, recently in the mönth 
of January, upon an Investigation of the wants 
of his Department, it is found that this addi- 
tional forec of clerks is necessary, and hence 
this letter and estimate in addition tothe 
annual estimates upon which these bills ate 
predicated. Iam satisfied that the Senator is 
entirely mistaken, and that the strong presump- 
tion at any rate is that the Postmaster General 
and the chief of the money-order office do 
really know what they waut, and the further 
presumption is that the increase of the busi- 
ness in that Department warrants the increase 
of clerks from year to year. We cannot do 
without it if we mean to do the business well. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope this amend- 
ment will be adopted. We have already al- 
lowed $10,000 for extra clerical labor in the 
Post Office Department, which will go far 
toward supplying the wants caused by the 
increase of the money-order business. ‘The 
expenses of this Department are increasing 
wonderfully every year. Some retrenchment 
ought certainly to be had in them, or they will 
go on multiplying to a degree that will be 
incredibly large. 

L cannot very well understand, with due re- 
spect to the Postmaster General, how the 
money-order business can require an increase 
of messengers and an increase of laborers. : It 
would be rather a clerical force that it would 
require than otherwise. The committee con- 
sidered this matter, and were not disposed to 
grant this increase. 

But in answer to the honorable Senftor from 
Minnesota, I beg leave to make a suggestion. . 
There are periodsin all these Departments when 
many of the employés are not actually em, 
ployed, or when their labors are much. less 
than they are at other seasons of the year. 
Why cannot the head of the Department, when 
employés in one branch have comparatively 
Icisure moments, put them in the money-order 
burcau, and employ them in disposing of the 
inereased business there? ii 

These were the views that presented them: . 
selves to the committee, and it seems to ‘me 
they were just. Although we had the Post- 
master General before us, with every disposi- 
tion on the part of the committee to accom- 
modate him, we believed he could get along 
by striking out the number of clerks which is 
proposed by the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. \WINDOM. I move to amend ‘the 
clause which the committee proposed to strike 
out, by striking out in line twelve hundred and 
thirty-six the words “two clerks of class 
four,” aud in line twelve hundred and thirty- 
geven the words ‘one messenger.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The fitst 
question will be on the amendment of the Ben: 
ator from Minnesota, to the paragraph. pro- 

osed to be stricken out. — i 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to say that I be 
lieve the committee gave this subject # very 
careful consideration ; and while the} desired 
to allow to the Postmaster Genera all that 
they believed to be necessary in order to per- 
form these new duties, I do not think there is 
a single member of the committee who investi: 
gated the subject who believes this entire addi- 
tional force is necessary. Jam willing to com: 
promise the matter with my colleague by giving 

Undoubtedly some 
additional service may bë necessary under the 
money-order system, bul that this entire in- 


1394 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 4, 


crease of force is necessary, I do not believe. 
Lithink we may as well save some three or four 
‘thousand dollars by this amendment, and cer- 
‘tainly ifthe Senate adopts the rule to allow 
ail that is asked for in these recommendations 
we shall swell our appropriation bills to an 
“enormous amount. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Do TIunderstand the chair- 


man of the Committee on Appropriations to, 


~ assent to the proposition of my colleague? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr.. Wiypom] moves to perfect 
the paragraph before the question is taken on 
striking it out, by striking out ‘‘ two clerks of 
class four’’ and ‘‘ one messenger.’’ 

Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator from Minnesota that it seems 
to me the better way to reach what he and I 
both desire would be to let the amendment 
stand as it was reported by the committee. 
Let. us. go on and let the Department see dur- 
ing the next year whether the force is oris not 
sufficient. lf not, we can provide for it in the 
deficiency bill next year. Then we shall have 
the experience of part of the year to enable 
us to know exactly how much is required. If, 
however, you make this appropriation in ad- 
vance, it seems to me it will be an inducement 
to employ this extra labor instead of hold- 
ing out a corrective to reduce it within the 
smallest possible scope. T agree to what the 
Senator from Minnesota has said, but yet 
would prefer to try it as the committee has 
recommended it, and let us see what the 
actual wants of the Department are ag in- 
„creased by the money-order business. If there 
ig to be with Germany a large increase of this 
business, which is possible, we shall know how 
much that increased business will require ag 
to the clerical force of the Department when 
iwe come here next winter; and we shall then 
ibe able to act knowingly, and yet we shall be 
doing our duty in keeping down these appro- 
_priations as far as we can, 

Mr. RAMSEY. The honorable Senator 
from Kentucky suggests that we let this matter 
go over for a year with the idea that we can 
then provide for it. A great deal of the busi- 
ness may be lost within a year for lack of suf- 
ficient clerical force. Were is a business 
already amounting to $42,000,000, and many 
millions of orders are issued monthly, All 
this money should be carefully gathered and 
the whole business of the office should be 
economically, properly, carefully, and well 
done; and we certainly ought not to hesitate 
about appropriating sufficient to provide 
enough clerical force to do the work. The 
net profits of this branch of the service now 
exceed $100,000 per annum and will amount 

: toa very considerable sum in the progress of 
years if the increase of the business goes on 
as.at present. Tt is impossible, of course, for 
the Senate by itself or by its committees to 
ascertain precisely what. amount of clerical 
force is wanted in all the various Departments 
of this Government. One fact certainly they 
‘Mhust recognize with regard to the Post Office 
Department, that it isa Department growing 
in its business, growing in its personnel, grow- 
ing in its responsibility and care; and they 
cannot well deprive it of an increase of clerical 
force from time to time to meet these necessi- 
ties. However, I will agree, if the Senate will, 
to accept the amendmeut of my colleague. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator ‘from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. Winvom. ] 

Mr. POMEROY. Iwas not in my seat at 
the moment the Senator from Minnesota sug- 
gested his amendment to the amendment, but 
Í heard what the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations said; and if that is the 
voice of the committee, if they think that some 
clerks in some other Department can be de- 
tailed for this service without having any 
knowledge of that fact, it is a very flimsy 


pretext on which to go against the recom- 
mendation of the Department. The head of 
this Department sent a letter to the House of 
Representatives, which has been read here, in 
which he says be wants these clerks. The 
chairman of the committee says that he thinks 
he can detail them from some other branch 
of the service. Thatis the opinion of the chair- 
man of the committee as against the official 
communication of the head of the Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask the Senator a 
question? - 

Mr. POMEROY. Any questionyou choose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator says that 
these employés that we are to have detailed, 
other clerks in the Post Office Department, do 
not understand the business. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not say so. I said 
that the chairman of the committee stated that 
that was their substitute for this paragraph. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the honorable Sen- 
ator’s pardon. He said that the chairman of 
the committee had stated that these other clerks 
would not understand the business. That was 
the observation the Senator dropped within two 
minutes, and I wished to ask him whether clerks 
already in the Department would not under- 
stand the business quite as well as civilians 
who are to come in under this new provision, 
entirely inexperienced, 

Mr. POMEROY. My point is not that the 
clerks would not understand the business. My 
point is that we have no knowledge that there 
are any clerks who can be detailed for this 
business. It is not known to the Senate that 
there are any. I doubt whether it is known 
to any member that there is a surplus of clerks 
that can be detailed in any other bureau for 
this specific work. I do not doubt but that 
the clerks are well informed, that is not the 
point with me; the clerks might be well in- 
formed if they could be spared. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. - One or two of the 
Secretaries informed us that they were in the 
habit of detailing clerks, and that the business 
was satisfactority performed by the detail. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Postmaster Gen- 
eral so informed the committee, I will yield 
the point. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No; but I say it has 
been done in other Departments. 

Mr. POMEROY. But here we have a letter 
from the Postmaster General stating that he 
wants this service performed by new clerks. 
If the Postmaster General has said anything 
against that, I yield the point. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Tie it that the Post- 
master General is as fallible as the rest of 
mankind, and he may be mistaken. He has 
got along during the past year with the present 
toree. 

Mr. POMEROY. But he gives the reasons, 
on account of the increase of this service, why 
he wants an increase of force. It is not an 
imputation that the Postmaster General is 
infallible; we do not claim infallibility for any 
head of a Depariment; but discharging the 
duties of that Department he asks for these 
clerks and is answered that it is the opinion 
of some members that they can be detailed 
from some other portion of the service. That 
is no answer to what the Postmaster General 
requires, and I insist npon it that the Post- 
master General, being responsible for the ad- 
ministration of his Department, is the better 
judge of what he wants, and I propose to 
give him exactly the number of clerks that he 
asks for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is a 
very extraordinary thing, perhaps one that 
would be worth while to make a speech upon, 
in the subject of political science, that the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
seems to feel it to be its duty to aid the Post 
Office Department in whatever it demands in 


forcing money out of the public Treasury. 
There never was an instance in which the 
Committee on Appropriations undertook to 
economize in respect to the Post Office De- 
partment, that I remember, when our honorable 
friends on the Post Office Committee did not 
feel it to be their duty, oue which must be per- 
formed at all hazards, to fight against the 
Treasury and in favor of the Department. Of ` 
course they feel so, and therefore they are 
justified in doing so. 

Now what do we find? We find that we 
have a money-order system and we find that 
the Post Office Department has a very large 
force of clerks. One particular portion of itg 
duties it is saidis increasing. Instead of wait- 
ing to see by the stress of actual experiment 


‘for a year how far the present force may be 


assigned—because the Postmaster General 
may assign every clerk in his Department to 
this office if he pleases—without seeing how 
far the present whole force may be drawn 
from, as you would in the Army for special 
service, to. attend to this business, we must 
immediately create a new class of new officers. 
I do submit to the Senate that if we are really 
for economy and really for making the most 
out of the public service with the force we now 
have, we ought not to create new offices for 
this particular branch, one of the details of 
the Post Office Department, without first trying 
the experiment with the force that we have. 
In every Department. there are many clerks 
necessary and indispensable to keep up the 
organization and to attend to duties which 
come periodically but which are not constant. 
There are many clerks who, for one half of 
their time, can just as well be attending to this 
duty in this particular Department as attend- 
ing to nothing at all, or waiting for the time 
to come when they will have something to do. 

Now, instead of that, it is proposed to in- 
crease the whole body of the office-holders, 
the employés, the clerks, and pay them a 
compensation out of the Treasury assigned 
exclusively to this particular business. I sub- 
mit to my honorable friend from Minnesota, 
that if we find next December (which will be 
substantially only at the end of the first quar- 
ter of the year for which this bill provides) 
that the Postmaster General is unable to get 
on, we can then provide for what is needed. 
I know that he, as a Senator, desires to econ- 
omize in the interest of the public service and 
desires to keep down the expenditures, and { 
appeal to him to let the Postmaster General 
try'the experiment for three or four months 
until we meet again, and then, if it is found 
that this money-order business cannot be car- 
ried on with the force he has, everybody will 
vote to increase it. I think my friend ought 
to feel the force of an appeal of this kind, and 
yield to it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. If I could have any confi- 
dence in what the honorable Senator says he 
will do, if I could be satisfied that if the Post- 
master General should tell us a year heneo 
that he wanted this additiohal force the Sen- 
ator would agree to vote it, I might consent to 
accede to his proposition ; but what do we see 
now? The Postmaster General tells us now 
that he wants it, and the Senator refuses to 
giveit. Will the Postmaster General be bet- 
ter able to tell a year hence what he wants 
than he is now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A great deal betier after 
experience. 

Mr. RAMSEY. But the mischief will have 
been done. If the Senator will look at the 
reports of the Postmaster General, he will 
find that the annual increase of the money- 
order business is twenty-three per cent. ; and 
is it rational that there should be no increase 
in the clerical force required in that branch of 
the Department? Any bank in this country 
doing a business of this kind increasing in this 
way would require year after year an increase 
of its clerical force. The reason of the thing, 
independent of the request of the Postmaster 
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General, is entirely in favor of his recom- 
mendation, i 

The honorable Senator from Vermont would 
have us suppose that the whole business of the 
nation has been monopolized by the particular 
committee of which he is a member, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that no other 
committee is to be familiar with any item in 
the appropriation bills. If we find in the 
appropriations they are making that they are 
crippling any particular branch of the public 
service, is it not the peculiar duty of the 
committee to which that branch of service is 
referred to call the attention of the Senate to 
it? It is in that spirit that I have referred to 
this matter. I hope the Senate will refuse to 
adopt the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and in the way of compromise 
I willagree to the amendment of my colleague. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota, 
[Mr. Winpom, ] to perfect the paragraph pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

Mr. COLE. I am willing to accept almost 
any compromise that will enable us to get on 
with the bill. I said when on my feet before 
that this matter could be settled upon ade- 
quate information in the conference committee, 
if the bill should go there, or in the other 
House if the bill should be reconsidered in the 
House when our amendments reached there. 
I hope in some way we may get on with the 
pill. The committee of the Senate proposed 
to strike out this whole paragraph, this addi- 
tional force of eight persons asked for by the 
Department. I think that prior to the action 
of the committee on this matter the Postmas- 
ter General appeared before the committee 
and made a statement, the precise terms of 
which I do not remember, but the idea was 
that he could possibly get along with less than 
the eight, and I think about the proportion 
that my colleague on the committee, the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. WinDoM,] proposes 
shall be allowed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My object is to have the 
Postmaster General, from the 1st of July until 
the 1st of December, when we meet again, try 
the experiment of seeing whether he cannot 
get along with his present force. If, when he 
has tried the experiment, it appears that instead 
of wishing to have clerks added by way of 
prophecy, so to speak, they are really needed, 
then of course I shall be very ready, and I 
hope every onc else will, to give him all the 
force he absolutely needs. I prefer, therefore, 
to take the question on the report just as the 
committee made it. © 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to add to what I 
said a few minutes since in reply to the Senator 
from Vermont, that the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads only sustain that rela- 
tion to the Post Office Department that other 
committees do to other branches of the public. 
service; and we are not particularly employed 
hereto defend the Postmaster General. Now, 
I should like to put a case to the Senator from 
Vermont. Suppose the Department of the 
Interior through the Commissioner of Pensions 
should send here a letter, as the Postmaster 
General has done, stating that there was a 
great increase in the pension business; that 
there was a new pension list, as he did state 
two or three years ago, and asking for so many 
new clerks, because the business of that De- 
partment was increasing to such an extent that 
they were demanded; the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, would take that communication, exam- 
ine it, and he would see the reasonableness of 
it and accede at once, I have no doubt, to 
the request of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Now the Postmaster General says that on ac- 
count of postal treaties which have been made 
with foreign countries, and which are to come 
into operation soon after the next fiscal year 
commences, and on account of the regular in- 
crease of the business of that Department, he 
wants a few more clerks, The Senator from 


Vermont says that is a prophecy, and he will 
wait three months to see whether it really turns 
out so or not. 

Now, the treaties are made, are no proph- 
ecy. If they are to go into effect at the time 
the Postmaster General says, it is no proph- 
ecy. The business done with foreign countries 
through postal treates he has already reported, 
and that is not a fact to be questioned. Now, 
I submit to the Senator from Vermont whether 
there is any ground for us to distrust that the 
recommendation of the Postmaster General is 
not precisely what is needed for the public ser- 
vice. The treaties we know; the increase of 
the business year by year is well ascertained ; 
and yet the Senator says we do not need any new 
clerks. How does he know? I do not know 
it. Itake the recommendation of the head 
ofthis Department. I know the facts to which 
he alludes of the increase of the service and 
of the making of postal treaties, some of which 
have gone into effect already, and others are to 
go into effect early in the autumn. I submit 
that in cases of this kind we should take the 
recommendation of the head of the Depart- 
ment when he states all the facts upon which 
his recommendation is based. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Kansas 
has asked me one or two questions. Without 
stating exactly what they were, I will say in 
the briefest possible way that the Postmaster 
General makes recommendations of this kind, 
as the other heads of Departments do, upon 
the report of a subordinate in a particular 
branch. In this particular instance I feel safe 
in saying that the Postmaster General makes 
this recommendation, if he does make it, upon 
the report of the person who has charge of 
this particular branch of the public service. 

Mr. POMEROY. I admit it; that is true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That particular person 
says to him, ‘‘I have not force enough in this 
particular bureau ; here are five hundred other 
clerks,’’ or two hundred, or whatever the num- 
ber may be, ‘‘in this building’’—call it five 
hundred for illustration. ‘‘ What they are 
doing I do not know; you are the master of 
them all; I only say that I need three or four 
or half a dozen or ten more in this particular 
bureau.’? The Postmaster General indorses 
that as a matter of course, and here it comes, 
and we are therefore to take it that the pub- 
lic Treasury has got to be drawn upon to pay 
for additional work in that particular bureau, 
when, if you apply to it the experience of every 
other Department, you will find that in cases 
of that character the head of the Department, 
on looking into it, can delegate from other 
branches of the service where the work is not 
pressing clerks already skilled in the general 
service of that Department, and who are much 
better than new appointees, to do the service. 
If in the end it is found that the whole work, 
aggregating it all, cannot be carried on, then 
we have to make an increase in the force. * 

If we were to give these additional clerks 
now, it would be in this case exactly like a 
farmer who, if he should find on looking over 
hig fields that the rains and manures had 
increased his crop of hay a little, should con- 
clude that he must hire half a dozen additional 
laborers, although the force he already had in 
his corn-fields, and in respect to his dairy, &c., 
might get in the hay just aswell. Thatis what 
the caseis. All that the Committee on Appro- 
priations, who are charged by the Senate 
with undertaking to defend the l'reasury as far 
as they can, and protect the people’s money, 
propose is, that before we increase the perma- 
nent force of the Post Office Department, we 
should find by actual experience that the whole 
of that force which is at the command of the 
Postmaster General is not adequate to carrying 
on all the branches of its business, and that only 
runs for three or four months under this ap- 
propriation bill until we meet again, when, if 
it is found by actual experiment that the thing 
cannot be done, everybody would be ready to 
grant any necessary increase of force, 
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Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator wants the crop: 
rained for this year in order to make the 
experiment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notatall. : 

-Mr. SPRAGUE. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations, as I understand, were of one mind 
in reference to this proposed. addition to this 
particular department of the money-order sys- 
tem in the Post Office. It should be under- 
stood that there are two bureaus of the money- 
order office in the Post Office Department, one . 
under the Auditor of the Treasury, and the 
other under the Postmaster General. The 
Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, is 
aware that the Committee on Appropriations 
have assented to an increase of $29,000 for the 
real work in the money-order office. The ia- 
crease here proposed, however, is for the Post 
Office Department that does not do the work. 
The work is done under the Auditor of the 
Treasury, and we have already increased the 
appropriation for the Auditor’s office nearly 
twenty-nine thousand dollars. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator must be mis- 
taken in supposing that the money-order busi- 
ness is done by the Auditor. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. ‘The great amount of 
expenditure for the money-order system is in 
the office of the Auditor of the Treasury for 
the Post Office Department. In that office our 
appropriations this year wre $266,000. 

Mr. POMEROY. He only audits their 
accounts. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. All this is under his au- 
thority, and we have given to his office $29,000 
increase of appropriation in this bill. This 
item now under consideration is additional, 
and it comes directly under the head of the 
Postmaster General, which is entirely differ- 
ent from the manipulating of the money-order 
system. 

Mr. SPENCER. One is a check upon the 


other. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. The work is done where 
we have giventhemoney. In the other branch 
there is none of this work done of any conse- 


uence. 

z Mr. RAMSEY. The Auditor for the Post 
Office Department is a branch of the Treasury. 
Department. ve 

Mr. SPRAGUE. But under that Depart- 
ment all this business is done, and we have 
givenit appropriations amounting to $266,000, 
$29,000 more than last year. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis 
on the amendment of the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Winpom] to the paragraph pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the Committee: on 


Appropriations. 


The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 11, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there is a quo- 
rum present if Senators will only vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again count the Senate. 

The question being again put, there: were, on 
a division—ayes 18, noes 14; no quorum voting. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. Letus have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say that I 
vote against this amendment in order to strike 
out, as the committee have recommended, the 
whole paragraph, which will do no injury to 
the public service until the 1st of December. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the Senate are un- 
willing, as was wisely suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, to wait a year and try this 
expenditure and see what is required, it 
would be better to amend the bill by allowing 
for temporary clerk hire $18,000 instead of 
$10,000. The committee have already al- 
lowed the Postmaster General $10,000 in this 
bill for temporary clerk hire. That allowance 
is to meet extraordinary exigencies in the 
Department. You had beiter increase that 
$10,000 to $18,000, which wili meet the views 


| of the Senator from Minuesota, chairman of 
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the Post Office: Committee, rather than keep 
this paragraph in the bill, because if you oncë 
increase the number of clerks they becouie 
fixtures upon the Department, and you cannot 
gétrid of them. . If the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kansäs be correct, that-this addi: 


-2e bidhal forse is required, let us give to the Post: 


master General $18,000 to employ temporary 
help, and he can use as much of it as is neces: 
sity, and by next year we shall know precisely 
what is required. Do not let us fix upon the 
Départment these additional clerks, who will 
dortinue as regularly as the year comes, be- 
fore we know what the amount of labor actu- 
ally required is to be. Let us increase the 
Appropriation for temporary clerks, and then 
wa shall know at the end of the year how 
much is really required. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If we may 
believe the statement of the Sénator from 
Rhode Island; and I am certainly inclined to 
put entire confidence in it—— 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Will the Senator allow 
me to say a word at this point? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. On page 20 of this bill, 
which we have already passed over, the Sen- 
ator will find appropriations under the head 
of ‘Auditor of thie Treasury for the Post Office 
Department,” under which the total amount 
is $266,660. Under that head there is an 
increase of the money-order system according 
to the estimates at the beginning of the year 
by the Postmasier General ; 

“ Five additional elorks of class three for money- 
ordor division, Fivo additional clerks of class two 
tor money-order division. I ifteen assorters of money 
ordors at $900.” 

These are for the money-order division in 
addition to the force heretofore-employed, cov- 
ering an increased expenditure of $28,500, 
The members of the committee examined the 
matter in the Post Office Department, before 
the Postmaster General, in connection with 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department, and came to the conclusion that 
all had been provided that was required, and 
that this additional requirement was an afier- 
thought and not necessary. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Rhode Island has said all that is neces- 
sary to be said on the subject, it seems to me. 
We all know that the Senator does not under: 
take to examine every subject that comes up; 
but what he does examine he examines thor- 
oughly. Now, he has said that the main part 

` of this business is done by the Sixth Auditor 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Seven eighths of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Aud that 
ample appropriations have been made for that 
officer. lt follows, therefore, that this appro- 
priation is not needed. Certainly, I take it, 
the Senateare not going to vote appropriations 
that are no longer needed. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The business done in 
the Sixth Auditor's office is the auditing of the 
accounts of the money-order offices. 1 under- 
take to say that the whole clerical business of 
getting these money-order offices established, 


the correspondence, and all that relates to 
them, is not done in the Sixth Auditor's office 
at all. Nothing is done there but the mere 
auditing of thelr accounts. The Postmaster 
General tells us that both branches of this 
service should be increased, that the increased 
business requires. ijucreased facilities both in 
the Sixth Auditor’s office and in the money- 
order office proper. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations seceta to be willing to increase one 
and withhold the other. The Senator from 
Rhode Island says we have made an appropri- 
ation for the Sixth Auditor. Very well, that 
is exactly what you ougitt to have done: but 
there is no provision for the other branch of 
this service that attends to the correspondence, 
to the appointments of the different money- 


order offices, and. to the settlement of their 
aecounts except the auditing, 
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Mr. SPENCER, Almost the sathe work is 
dune iti the Post Office Department that is 
done in the Auditor's office. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes. I submit to the 
Senate if both thesé branches of the service 
have additional labor thrown upon thein where 
is the proptiety of giving $28,000 for the one 
and nothing fof the othér?- The Senator from 
Rhode Island seems to think that a great addi- 
tional labor will be thrown oft the Sixth Audi- 
tor for which provision is made, but that 
bureau only attends the settlement of the aö- 
cotints of these officers prepared in another 
bureau. I undertake to say that the Post- 
master General himself is to be the judge 
whether he requires more clerks or not. The 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Epmunps] says 
that as è matter of course he sends in and 
recommends whatever the subordinate officer 
recommends to hiin, Ido not apprehend that 
that is a matter of course at all; he studies 
the question to see whethef an increase is 
needed in that Department, if he is a proper 
officer, as I take him to be, and then he sends 
to us the recommendation of the chief of the 
money-order office if he concurs in it; not 
otherwise. This recommendation has the 
judgment of the Postmaster General ag well 
as of his subordinate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I wish to observe to the 
Senator from Kansas that if the Auditor of 
the ‘Treasury for the Post Office Departinent 
has nothing to do but what he suggests; his 
office is paid a very large sum, amounting this 
year to $266,600. 

Mi. POMEROY. I said that he audited 
the accounts of the money-order offices in 
addition to all the others. Of course his office 
audits the accounts of every postmaster in the 
United States. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Lagreé with the Senator 
that perhaps the Auditor does nothing but 
audit the accounts in his Department and those 
that come tinder its supervision, and for that 
service we appropriate in this bill $266,000. 
Now, in fact; seven eighths of the building in 
this city; if the report of the proper officers is 
to be believed, is taken up with the money- 
order system, and paid under this head where 
we have increased the appropriations $28,000. 

Mr, POMEROY. Does the Senator say 
that seven eighths of the money-order busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. SPRAGUE. That the Post Office 
building is occupied by the money-order basi- 
ness. 

‘Mr. POMEROY.  Seveii cighths of it? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. So I am told. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am told right to the 
contrary, and E know where the busitiess is 


done; too. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I was there and went all 
through it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I moved to amend the 


amendment with the hope that we might save 
something out of this appropriation. I agree 
with the Senator from Vermont that the whole 
appropriation ought to be stricken out; but 
judging from the feeling which I saw mani- 
fested L feared the Senate would probably 
agree to vote the whole appropriation, and F 
thought perhaps we might save half, and there- 
fore I made my motion. 

The Senator from Kansas seems to think it 
very strange that we dre unwilling to allow 
anything in the Post Office Department when 
we allow $28,000 increase in the Auditor’s 
office. We have already by this bill, as shown 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, given ten 
clerks and fifteen assorters, making an addi- 
tion to the force of twenty-five, for the money- 
order business, and that is in the Sixth Aud- 
itor’s office. 

Mr. POMEROY. Not in the Post Office. 

Mr. WINDOM. But it seéms the Post Of. 
fice Department, when these estimates were 
made, did not appréciate the necessity for any 
clerks or assistatits in the money-order branch 


lof the Post Office Department proper, for there 


is nothing of that kind in the estimate. They 
estimated for an increase of force in the Aud: 
itor’s office, but there is nothing in the gen- 
eral estimates for this office. I believe the 
force appropriated for in the Awditor’s office 
is ample to do this work, büt, if necessary; 
when the bill conies back to the Senate I will 
offer an amendment to authorize the detailing 
of part of that force from the Sixth Auditor’s 
office to do this work, although I suppose it 
can be done without any sich authority. It 
seems to me an entirely new thought ón the 
part of the Postmaster General that this ser- 
vice was neéded, because he did not estimate 
for it, but it comes now in a letter from the 
head of the Department. ; 

Mr. RICE. It is evident, I think, that the 
Senate does not understand thé question now 
before it, and with a view of giving time to 
reflect upon it, I move that the Sénate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
státe that the last vote taken disċlosed the 
abseiice of a quorum voting. The Chair, how- 
ever, will regard à quortitit ag in attendance, 
because otherwise all business will be sus- 
pended; and a quorum being present, the 
Senator from Arkansas movés that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

Mr. RAMSEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does thé Sena- 
tor from Arkansas withdraw his motion? _ 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir, to accommodate the 
Senator from Minnesota for a moment. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Inasmuch as the last vote 
indicated the abserice of a quorum, perhaps it 
is unfair to divide the Senate now on this 
question, and I suggest that it be passed over 
uutil we get into the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment being 
agreed to for the time being. 

Mr. RAMSEY. With the understanding 
that we shall have a vote on it in the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not agree to it for 
the time being. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendiment 
of the Senator from Minnesota is pending. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe asked for the 
yeas and nays on that and they were ordered. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. They were, but 
debate has ensued. 

Mr. RICK. Lam willing to let the question 
be taken on this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Winpom] to the paragraph proposed 
to be stricken out by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Alcorn, Boréman, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Hitchcock, Kellogg, Nye, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, 
Sawyer, Sherman, Spencer, West, Windoin, and 
Wright—24. 

NAYS~—Messrs, Blair, Cooper, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill 
of Vermont, Norwood; Robertson, Schurz, Scott, 
Sprague, Stevenson, and Trumbull—18, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Carpenter, Casserly, 
Chandler, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Lewis; 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Pool, Pratt, Saulsbary, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers; and ‘Wilson—31, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
rectits oi the motion to strike out the para: 
graph as amended: EN 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia.  Strikit 
out this paragraph will sustain the réport o 
the committee, as I understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will. | 

The question being taken on the motion to 
strike out, there were, ou a division—ayes 21, 
noes 18. 

Mr. RAMSEY called for the yeas and nays, 
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and they were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Blair, Cole, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Sawyer,Schurz, Scott, 
Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, 
and Windom—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell,Chan- 
ler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Kellogg, Nye, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, West, and Wright—18. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Goldthwaitc, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, 
flowe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Qsborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Saulsbury, Spencer, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Vickers,.and 
Wilson—33. 3 

So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. RICE. I renew my motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive þusiness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideraiion of executive 
business. After one hour and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened; and (at four o’clock and two minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 4, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m, (Mr. 
Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro tempore.) 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


. D. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being 
Monday, the first business in order will be the 
call of the States and Territories, beginning 
with the State of Maine, for the introduction 
of bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
their appropriate committees, and not to be 
brought back by motions to reconsider. Under 
this call memorials and resolutions of State 
and territorial Legislatures are in order. The 


morning hour now begins at five minutes past 
twelve o'clock. 


STORM AND FLOOD SIGNALS. 


Mr. HIBBARD introduced a bill. (H. R, 
No. 1788) to testa plan of storm and flood 
signals; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUKL CHISM. 


Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1784) for the relief of the 
sureties of Samuel Chism, late postmaster at 
Newton, Massachusetts ; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. It is for 
the relief of the sureties of a postmaster. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads have agreed to 
consider no claims, and to ask that those that 
have been referred to them shall be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. If this bill shall 
be referred to the Post Office Committee, it 
will only be brought back again for reference 
to the Claims Committee. 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I think 
the Post Office Committee is the proper com- 
mittee to consider this bill. 

The question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. RaxpaLy to substitute the Committee of 
Claims for the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads; and being taken, there were— 
ayes 34, noes 47 ; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, Brooxs, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. RANDALL were 
appointed. 
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The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes thirty-three, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. Brooxs, of Massachu- 
setts, was then agreed to; and the bill was 
accordingly referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL A. DUNCAN. 


Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1785) for the relief of Samuel A: Dun- 
can; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY N. GALPIN. 


Mr. STRONG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1786) for the relief of Henry N. Galpin, post- 
master at Berlin, Connecticut; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BROOKLYN NAVAL HOSPITAL, 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1787) to provide for the sale of the naval hos- 
pital in Brooklyn, New York, and the adjoining 
land; which was read a first and second time, 

Mr. ELDREDGE called for the reading of 
the bill, and it was read in full. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1788) relative to the retirement of 
officers of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF HIGHLAND UNIFORMS. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1789) to permit the importation, free 
of duty, of certain Highland kilts and uniforms 
for the seventy-ninth regiment (Highlanders) 
of the National Guard, State of New York; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE called for the reading of 
the bill in full, and it was read. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERICAL FORCE OF LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1790) to reorganize the clerical force of 
the General Land Office; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
of the bill in full. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I move the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
KETCHAM,] so as to refer the bill to the select 
Committee on the Reorganization of the Civil 
Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from New York insist on the refer- 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands? 

Mr. KETCHAM. Ido. I will state that the 
bill has been prepared by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, who requested 
me to introduce it and have it referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a remark. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is 
not in order. eo 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Conger, there were—ayes 29, noes 25; 
no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Concer and 
Mr. Kercouam were appointed, ; 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 51, noes 49; no quorum voting. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I call for the yeas and 
nays. l 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was 


I call for the reading 


decided 


in the negative—yeas 82, nays 85, not voting 
73; as follows: oing 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Beck, Bell, Austi 
Blair, Bright, Benjamin F, Butler, Coghlan, Core 
ingo, Conger, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Darrall, 
Davis, Dawes, Duke, Ely, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Henry D, Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Hancock, Hanks,Harper, John T. Harris, Hay, Hore- 
ford, Herndon, Holman, Kelley, Kerr, King, Lami- 
son. Leach, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McHenry, 
Mcintyre, McKinney, McNeely, Benjamin F. Mey- 
ers, Niblack, Peck, Pendleton. Ramey, Randall; 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. 
Roberts, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Sherwood, Shober, Sta- 
ter, Slocum, Snapp. Snyder. Stevens, Storm, Stowell, 
Sypher, Terry, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Waldron, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, John T. Wilson, and Wood—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Buckley, Buflinton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Caldwell, Cobb, Cotton, Oritcher,: 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Dunnell, Hames, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, Havens, 
Hawley, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Lowe, Me- 
Cormick, McCrary, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Negley, Orr, Packer, Palmer, Perce, Peters, 
Platt, Potter, Kilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Bee- 
ley, Shanks, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Stevenson,Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Tafe, Thomas, . 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Van Trump, Wakeman, Walden, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Young—85. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, 
Banks, Biggs, Braxton, George M. Brooks, James 
Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, 
William T, Clark, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Creely, 
Crocker, De Large, DuBose, Duell, Elliott, Forker, 
Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Hambleton, George, E. 
Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Kel-, 
logg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamport, Lynch, Marshall, 
Maynard, McGrew, McKee, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Agron 
F. Perry, Eli Perry, Poland, Porter, Price, Prindle, 
Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Scofield, Sessions, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, 
Starkweather, St. John, Sutherland, Dwight Town- 
send, Tuthill, Wallace, Walis, Warren, Whitthorne, 
Willard, and Winchester—73, . 


So the amendment of Mr. Conaer was dis- 
agreed to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

GENERAL LAND OFFICE BUSINESS. 

Mr, KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1791) to expedite the transaction of 
business in the General Land Office, and bring | 
«up the arrearages of work; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com-, 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FISH-BREEDING ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1792) to authorize the erection of fish- 
breeding establishments; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying memorial, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURE OF BOOKS AND PAPERS, 


Mr. ROOSEVELT also. introduced a bill 
(H, R. No. 1798) in reference to the scizure 
of books and papers under the laws of the 
United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committce on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SMUGGLING, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1794) in relation to smuggling; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. ` 
Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous. consent, 


| presented the memorial of Joseph Seligman, 


Charles H. Lambert, H. W. Gray, Samuel L. 
M. Barlow, and George S, Dodge, promoters 
of the San Luis Park Transportation Com- 
pany, asking a right of way for a railroad from . 
San Luis park to Great Colorado river; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed, 


NEW YORK, BUFFALO, AND ALBANY COMPANY. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, introduced 9 bill 
(H. R, No. 1795) granting a certain right of 
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way to the New York, Albany, and Buffalo 
: Transportation Company; which was read a 
first’ and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on, Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. i š 

e PAYMENT OF DUTIES. ` 
= Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1796) 
to regulate and facilitate the payment of duties 
on merchandise; which was read a first and 
second. time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER JOHN C. BEAUMONT. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER introduced a bill (H. 
R, No. 1797) authorizing the President of the 
- United States to remove Commander John C. 
Beaumont from the retired list, and to restore 
him to the active list in the Navy; which wag 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY D. WHARTON, x 


Mr. PACKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1798) for the relief of Henry D. Wharton, late 
commissary sergeant forty-seventh regiment 
veteran volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Commitee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOLMES SELLS, 

Mr. MERCUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1799) for the relief of Holmes Sells; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

’ SAMUEL SHALER. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1800) granting a pension to Samuel Sha- 
ler, late a private in company E, sixty-first 
regiment of Pennsylvania infantry volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to'be printed. 


ORPHAN CHILDREN OF COLONEL P. JOINSTON. 


“Mr. McJUNKIN also introduced a bill (H. } 
R. No. 1801) for the relief of the orphan 
children of Colonel Philip Johnston; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NICIIMAN. 

Mr. B, F. MEYERS introduced abill (H. R. 
No, 1802) granting a pension to John Nich- 
man; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. H. MEREDITH. 

Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1803) for the relief of H. H. Meredith, late 
postmaster at Wade, Bedford county, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, 

_ referred tò'the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN NORTIL CAROLINA. 


Mr, PLATT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1804) to amend an act relative to collection 
districts in North Carolina, approved February 
25,1867 ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ACTING MASTER ROBERT PLATT. 


Mr. PLATT also introduced a bill (H.-R. 
No. 1805) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy of the United States to appoint Actin 
Master Robert Platt a master in the Navy o 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT BY COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. PLATT also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 105) authorizing the com- 
missioners. of claims appointed under the act 
approved March 8, 1871, to make an addi- 
tional report during the present session of 
Congress; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF JAMES M. BAKER. | 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1806) for the relief of the heirs of 
James M. Baker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION. 


Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1807) to provide for the further endowment 
and support of colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts, and the liberal 
and practical education of the industrial classes 
in the several pursuits and professions in life, 
as established under an act of Congress, ap- 
proved July 2, 1862; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
onthe Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


TABITHA TAYLOR. 


Mr. STOWELL introduced a bill (H. R- 
No. 1808) granting a pension to Tabitha Tay- 
lor, widow of James Taylor, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEXINGTON COURT-HOUSE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. LEACH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1809) making an appropriation for the destruc- 
tion of the court-house of Lexington, North 
Carolina, by fire by the Federal forces while 
occupying it as officers’ quarters and barracks 


‘in 1865 ; which was read a first and second time. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 
of the bill at length. 

The bill was read at length, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWBERN. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1810) to authorize the erection of a buildin 
suitable for a post office, custom-house, aud 
district court of the United States in the 
city of Newbern, North Carolina ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION TO A MARSIIAL, 


Mr. RAINEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1811) to grant additional compensation to the 
marshal of the district of South Carolina for 
the year ending June 30, 18723; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF NEWMAN. 


Mr. BIGBY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1812) authorizing the First National Bank of 
Newman to change its location and name; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES OF ATHENS ACADEMY, 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1813) for the relief of the trustees of the male 
academy of Athens, Limestone county, in the 
State of Alabama; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL POSTAL FACILITIES. 

Mr. TURNER presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Alabama, asking postal 
facilities on the route of the Alabama and 
Tombighee rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON KNIGHT ET AL. 

Mr. PERCE introductd a bill (H. R. No. 
1814) for the relief of Newton Knight and 
other citizens of Mississippi therein named; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


T call for the reading 


| 


EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. PERCE, at the request of many sea- 
men of the Navy, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1815) to increase the efficiency of the 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with accompanying petition of seamen, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF REVENUE-CUTTERS. 

Mr. SHELDON introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 106) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell certain revenue- 
cutters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRESHOUR. 

Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1816) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Freshour, Jate captain of the sixth Ohio 
cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeé on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. DODDRIDGH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1817) for the relief of Henry C. 
Doddridge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY 0’DONALD, 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1818) to grant a pension to Mary O’ Donald; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, ` 

TARRANCE KIRBY. 


Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1819) increasing the pension of Tarrance 
Kirby, of Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BOGUSKIE, 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1820) granting a pension to John 
Boguskie, of Tennessee ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N. N. 00X. 

Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1821) to remove political disabili- 
ties from N. N. Cox, of Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ing hour has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back a bill from the Committee on the 
Judiciary and have it referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit not the uniform prac- 
tice of the House to proceed with the call of 
States for bills and joint resolutions for refer- 
ence until the call has been completed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
that the call may be now completed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that, if I can- 
not report back my bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to that. 

JAMES COATES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of a bill (H. R. No. 1425) for the relief of 
James Coates, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

No objection was made, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that the call of States-be concluded for 
bills and joint resolutions for reference. 

Mr. WOOD. I object. 
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LEWIS HARTWELL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1822) for the relief 
of Lewis Hartwell, of Jefferson county, Indi- 
ana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA SMITH. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1823) granting a 
pension to Martha Smith; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MILLIE A. POWELL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, also | 


introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1824) granting a 
pension to Millie A. Powell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


s 

Mr. McINTYRE. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and have passed a bill to 
relieve from political disabilities certain per- 
sons therein named. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to offer an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I object to the 
bill unless it can be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
The one hundred and thirtieth rule says, in 
reference to the call of States on Monday for 
bills and joint resolutions for reference: 

“ And the whole of said days shall be appropri- 
ated to bills on leave and resolutions, until all the 
States are called through.” 

I understand that the Speaker of this House 
has announced that he shall put a construction 


on this rule so that the call of States may be | 


concluded, notwithstanding the expiration of 
sixty minutes. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The present 
oceupant of the chair understands that the. 
Speaker has announced that on all days but 
Monday he will allow the morning-hour busi- 


ness to run, notwithstanding the expiration 
of sixty minutes, until superseded by some 
more privileged question. The present occu- 
pant of the chair has always understood the 
morning hour of Monday to expire with the 
sixty minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Clerk to read the 
one hundred and thirtieth rule. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


“130. Allthe States and Territories shall pe called 
for bills on leave and resolutions every Monday 
during each session of Congress; and, if necessary 
to secure the object on said days, all resolutions 
which shall give rise to debate shall lie over for dis- 
cussion, under the rules of the House already estab- 
lished; and the whole of said days shall be appro- 
priated to bills on leave and resolutions, until all 
the States and Territories are called through. And 
the Speaker shall first call the Stat 
for bills on leave; and all bills so introduced during 
the first hour after the Journal is read shall be ro- 
ferred, without debate, to their appropriate commit- 
tees: Provided, however, That a bill so introduced 
and referred shall not be brought back into the House 
upon a motion toreconsider. And on saideall joint 
resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures for 
printing and reference may be introduced.” | 


Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will allow me, I; 


will say that the rule is express that the whole 
of Monday shall be appropriated until all the | 
States and Territories have been called through. 
Now, I understand that the Speaker made a 
statement to the House early at the first ses- 
sion of this Congress, or the present session, 
(Lam not sure which,) that he construes that 
rule to require the first call of States to be 
concluded, even if it takes the entire day. I 
believe that has been the uninterrupted prac- 
tice of Congress. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
wili rule that after the expiration of sixty min- 
utes it is in order for any gentleman to ask 
unanimous consent to introduce anything, or 
to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that | 
the rules be suspended, and that the House | 


States and Territories | 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the deficiency 
bill. I am willing to yield for the introdue- 
tion of bills by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia, | Mr. 
Mcinrven,] the gentleman from Ohio moves 
that the rules be suspended and the House 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Tobject to unanimous consent 
for any purpose. 

Mr. McINTYRE. ThenI move to suspend 
the rules so that my bill can be put upon its 


passage. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio yield to me to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence merely? 

Mr. PERCE. I object to any yielding. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, and there were—ayes 63, 
noes 49. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mx. Horman, and 
Mr. Ganrretp of Ohio, were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 46, noes 76. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, so that the call of States for bills and 
resolutions shall be completed. 

The question was put; and two thirds voting 
in favor thereof, the motion was agreed to. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
now resumes the calling of the States and Ter- 
ritories for bills and resolutions, which are in 
order from the State of Indiana. 

Mr. NIBLACK. [rise to a parliamentary 
question. Idesire to know whether without 
a suspension of the rales it is not the privi- 
lege of the States and Territories to be called 
through for bills, &c.? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
now calling the States and Territories for bills 
and resolutions not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. NIBLACK. My question is whether 
any motion to suspend the rules is necessary, 
whether the States would not have to be called 
at any rate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has ruled upon that question, and the House 
has sustained him. 

Mr. NIBLACK. My point is that it was not 
necessary to suspend the rules at all, but that 
the call would necessarily proceed. 


ENOLDS LLOYD. 
Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1825) for the relief of Enolds Lloyd, of Mont- | 


gomery county, Indiana; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee on 

Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB DICE. 

Mr. MANSON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1826) for the relief of Jacob Dice, of 
Fountain county, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LANDS IN MICHIGAN CITY. 


Mr. PACKARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1827) to release the title of the United 


States to certain lands in Michigan City, Indi- , 


ana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ASH. 


Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. | 


No, 1828) for the relief of James Ash, of 
Sterling, Illinois; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJOR ABRAHAM BEELER. - 
Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 1829) for the settlement of the accounts || 


of Major Abraham Beeler, late paymaster New 


York volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SWAMP LANDS IN MISSOURI. ed 


Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H.-R. 
No. 1880) for the relief of Stoddard, Jackson, 
Lawrence, Greene, and other counties, in the 
State of Missouri, in the matter of. certain 
swamp lands; which was read a first and sec- 
ondtime, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL GREEK. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, infroduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1881) for the relief of Samuel 
Greek, father of Caleb H. Greek, late a pri- 
vate in the first regiment of Michigan infantry. 
volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee.on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 

MRS. CHARLOTTE CUMMING. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1832) for the relief of Mrs. 
Charlotte Cumming, widow of Francis H. 
Cumming, late chaplain of the third regiment 
Michigan infantry ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1883) to amend the 
act granting pensions to the survivors of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON SPIRITS AND TOBACCO. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1884) amending the 
act imposing taxes on distilled spirits and 
tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BIXBY B. DODSON. 


Mr. ORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1885) 
for the relief of Bixby E. Dodson, of Hardin 
county, Iowa; which was read a first and gec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS. 

Mr. ORR also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa in favor of the enact- 
ment by Congress of a law granting one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to honorably dis- 
charged officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late 
war; which was referred to.the Committee- on. 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN T. PARKER. 

Mr. WALDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1886) for the relief of Edwin T. Parker, 
late a private in company Ñ, second New 
Hampshire volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

WILLIAM J. CLARK. 

Mr. WALDEN also introduceda ill (H.R. 
No. 1837) for the relief of William J. Clark, 
administrator of Gad E. Upson, leceased; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered. 
to be printed. : i 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PALMER presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa for. the enforce- 
ment of the law of Congress fixing the eastern 
terminus of the Union Pacific railroad ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

MANAGEMENT OF INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. COTTON presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Iowa, sustaining. the 
President’s policy for the management of the 
Tadian tribes; which was referred to the Com- 
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. mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, : 
SHIP“OANAL AROUND NIAGARA FALLS. 


_ Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress. to aid in the construction of a ship- 
: canal around. the falls of Niagara; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
` ordered to be printed. 
: FARM MORTGAGORS. 
“Mt. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, presented 
a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin 
for a grant of lands for the benefit of farm 
mortgagors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. a 
SETTLERS ON SUSCAL RANCH. T 
Mr, COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No.. 1888) for the relief of settlers on the 
Suscal Ranch, in the State of California ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL DUNNELL. 


: Mr: AVERILL introduced abill (H. R. No. 
1839) for the relief of Samuel Dunnell, late a 
second lieutenant in company C, twenty-sev- 
enth regiment Maine volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
REIMBURSEMENT OF MILWAUKEE. 

Mr. BARBER, presented the memorial of 
the Legislative Assembly of the State of Wis- 
consin to refund to the city of Milwaukee 
certain moneys advanced for the constraction 
of Strait Cut harbor, at Milwaukee; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
ee WILLIAM G. LANGFORD. 

: Mr, SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1840) for the relief of William G. Langford ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MIAMI INDIANS, 

Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1841) authorizing the removal of restrictions 
upon the alienation of certain Miami Indian 
lands in Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CUBAN BELLIGERENT RIGHTS. 

Mr. LOWE also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of the 
recognition of belligerent rights to the people 
of Cuba by the Government of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN NEVADA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1842) to grant the right of way through 
the public lands to the Eastern Nevada Rail- 
road Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee onthe 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC E. HIGGINS. : 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1848) for the relief of 
Isaac E. Higgins, of Washington Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOUORADO AND EL PASO, ETC., RAILROAD. 


Mr. CHAFFEE introduced a bill (H, R. | 


No. 1844) to aid in the construction of a nar- 
row-gauge railway and a telegraph line, from 
Denver, in the Territory of Colorado, to El 
Paso, near the'southern boundary of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, by a right to purchase 
alternate sections of land at $1 25 per acre; 
which was read afirstand second time, referred 


to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN FRANK BEM’S COMPANY. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1845) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to issue arms and equipments to Captain Frank 
Bem’s company of Bohemian sharp-shooters ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PREEMPTION CLAIMS IN DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1846) to extend the time for mak- 
ing final proof and payment on preémption 
claims in the Territory of Dakota ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IDAHO FLUMING COMPANY, 


Mr. MERRITT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1847) granting the right of way to the 
Boise Basin Bed Rock Fluming Company, of 
Idaho Territory, over the public lands of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, and, with 
the accompanying map, ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. JONES introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 107) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARIA L, LEE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1848) for the relief of Mrs. Maria L. Lee 3 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BETTER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1851) for the relief of George Better ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to move 
that the rules be suspended and the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to resume the con- 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 
But pending that, I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Necrer, ] 
who desires unanimous consent to report back 
a bill froma committee, for printing and recom- 
mitment. 

Mr. WOOD. Ishall object to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] giving the 
foor to anybody, unless it is given to every- 

ody. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish a few 
minutes to be allowed in which any member 
may ask unanimous consent. 


SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce the bill (H. R. No. 1850) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the better 
security of life on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 28, 1871, and 
moved that- the same be printed and recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote. by which the bill was recommitted ; 
and I also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ranpaty] will not 
make that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a very good rea- 
son why it should not be made in reference to 
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this bill, which is of great public importance. 
I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rannau] in- 
sist on his motion ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In yielding to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Nre- 
LEY] to ask unanimous consent, it was with 
the understanding that the bill was not to be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I did not consent to any 
such understanding. I did not desire that 
restriction to be put upon the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think if the importance 
of the measure were understood, the House 
would not agree to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syup- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested : 

A. bill (S. No. 745) relating to sites for pub- 
lic buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and 
Sacramento, California; and 

A bill (S. No. 588) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to revise, consolidate, and amend 
the statutes relating to patents and copyrights,” 
approved July 8, 1870. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1540) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building at 
Cincinnati, Ohio ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 1824) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 486) to create an addi- 
tional land distrietin the State of Nevada ; and 

A bill H. R. No. 1745) to provide for the 
designation of the chief medical purveyor. 
LAND GRANT TO NEVADA. 


Mr. KENDALL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker’s table for pres- 
ent consideration, the bill (S. No. 528) to con- 
tinue in force a grant to the State of Nevada 
for college purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will 
be read for information, after which objection, 
if any, will be in order. 

The bill was read. It provides that the grant 
made to the State of Nevada, under section 
three of the act. of July 4, 1866, entitled “An 
act concerning certain lands granted to the 
State of Nevada,” shall not cease by reason 
of the failure of the said State to provide at 
least one college as required by the several acts 
of Congress as a condition of said grant; but 
the same shall continue in full force provided 
that all the conditions of law be complied with 
prior to the 10th of May, 1877. 

Mr. KENDALL. I desire to have that bill 
put upon its passage now, and I ask unanimous 
consent to make a very brief statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to the gentleman from Nevada making 
a statement? : 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to understand from 
the Chair what is the position of business 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will state what is the position of business be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GarrELD,] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, has moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the 
deficiency appropriation bill, and pending that 
motion the gentleman from Nevada [M>. 
KENDALL] asks unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table for present considera- 
tion the bill which hag just been read, and, in 
the first place, he asks unanimous consent to 
make a statement in explanation of the bill. 
Is there objection to his making a statement? 
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Mr. WOOD. I desire to know whether the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. KENDALL] holds 
the floor by the courtesy of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Nevada asks unanimous consent. 
Ts there objection to his making a statement? 
The Chair hears none. 

. Mr. KENDALL, I certainly can appeal 
to the courtesy of the House and claim that I 
have not hitherto trespassed on its time or 
patience. Well, what is this bill? It is a 
Senate bill coming here with the unanimous 
concurrence of the delegation from my State, 
and it asks for what? That the grant of 
lands made for the purpose of providing for 
the erection of college buildings in our Siate, 
which is about to lapse by reason of the fact 
that those buildings have not been erected, 
should be extended for a still further time in 
order that we may have the opportunity to go 
on and comply with the terms of the grant and 
erect the necessary buildings. Gentlemen 
may ask why we have been unable to erect 
these buildings heretofore. In reply to that 
I say that we in that far western country 
have been engaged in hewing from the wil- 
derness the foundations of a Commonwealth ; 
that we have been contending with the ele- 
ments and with savage tribes; that we have 
had our time fully occupied in winning from 
all these adverse circumstances the where- 
withal to gain a livelihood and in making way in 
that new land. Now, then, this grant is about 
to lapse. We have been occupied otherwise, 
but even now our people are engaged in the 
movement for the location of this college and 
the erection of the necessary buildings. We 
come before you asking only a little further 
time in which to do this work. That is all 
there is in the bill, and I trust there will be no 
opposition to its passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker's table, received’ its several 
readings, and was passed. 

Mr. KENDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. PERCE, from the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred under the law to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed fifty thousand ex- 
tra copies of the second volume of the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior containing the report of 
the Commissioner of Education, twenty-five thou- 
sand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, twelve thousand five 
hundred for the use of the United States Senate, and 
twelve thousand five hundred for the use of the 
Bureau of Education. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask a sus- 
pension of the rules, in order that the bil 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk may be put 
upon its passage. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [insist on my 
motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
objection to this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I gave way for 
unanimous consents, and now I must insist 
upon my motion, although I am willing to 
yield for unanimous consents, but not for sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There can be 
no objection to my bill. It is a bill to remove 
the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States from certain citizeus therein named, 
and I may state that there are only five of 
then. 

Mr. PERCE. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to that bill. j 

Mr. AMBLER, I object to the bill. 


There is no 
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WILLIAM G. HALPINE, 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R, No, 1849) for 
the relief of William G. Halpine; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. ; ; 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I ask leave to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table a bill to which, when 
it is read, [ know there will be no objection. 

Mr. RUSK. I object. 

TROWEL BAYONETS, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to offer the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, directed to furnish this House for its in- 
formation the results of the experimental trials 
made in the Army under his orders inthe use of the 
trowel bayonet, by the troops in the field, with such 
of his observations and recommendations thereon 
as he may deem proper. 


Mr. HANKS. I object. 

Mr. McINTYRE. ‘This is the day for the 
suspension of the rules, and when itis in order 
to move a suspension of the rules. Ihad the 
floor awhile ago, and it was my object to move 
a suspension of the rules to puta certain bill 
upon its passage. J asked unanimous consent 
to put it upon its passage, and there was objec- 
tion, and then another motion was made by 
another gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will state the business before the House. The 
gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ppp oper (Mr. GARFIELD, ] 
was recognized to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union upon 
the deficiency bill. The gentleman from Ohio 
has yielded to the introduction of such busi- 
ness as may give rise to no objection. Does 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. McIntyre] 
object to that arrangement? If not, the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Buruer] will be received and adopted. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I do not object to that. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
received and adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McINTYRE. I now ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to yield to 
me to move to suspend the rules for the pur- 

ose I have indicated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Objo. I cannot do 
that. Iwill yield to any business by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MceINTYRE. Then I object to any- 
thing being done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McNEELY. {í would inquire of the 
Chair under what rule it is that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Garriznp] takes the 
floor and holds it during Monday, preventing 
motions to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the rule 
of unanimous consent, of which the gentle- 
man is a part. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I object to any farther | 


business by unanimous consent, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. My point of order is that 
I understood the Chair to recognize me a few 
moments ago simply to introduce a bill and 


| have it referred. 


Mr. GARRETT. I call forthe regular order. 
Mr. PLATT. I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will hear it. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the effect of insisting 
upon the regular order at this time be to bring 
the House to a vote at once upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. GARFIELD 2] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order, which is demanded by the gentleman 


ton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Garret, ] is the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GsRFIELD,] | 


rr inte 


that the rules be suspended and the House 


now resolye itself into Committee of the Whole. . 


on the state of the Union on the special order, 

The question was taken ; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 56, noes 46; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, GARFIELD 
of Ohio, and Mr. Harris of Virginia, were 
appointed. : 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 68, noes 58. 

efore the result of this vote wasannounced, 

Mr. YOUNG called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to make a parlia- 


mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will hear the gentleman. f 

Mr. POTTER. Does the motion just put 
to the House, and upon which the tellers have 
declared the vote, require a two-thirds vote to 


carry it? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the 


rules a majority is sufficient to suspend the 
rules and go into Committee of the Whole on 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. POTTER. On Mondays? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On any day. 

Mr. POTTER. I do not think that was 
understood by members. 

Mr. McNBELEY.. Pending this motion, is 
it in order to move a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending 
motion is for a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. MecNEELEY. I understood the Chair 
to rule that it was a motion that would be de- 
cided by a majority vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
devided that a motion to suspend the rules and 
resolve the House into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on an appropriation 
bill ean be decided by a majority vote. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 95, nays 74, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Banks, Barber, Barnum, 
Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Darrall, 
Dawos, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Hames, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Lazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Lowe, 
Marshall, McCormick, McGrew, MeJunkin, Mercur,: 
Negley, Niblack,. Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Peters, Platt, Rainey, Ellis IL. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Sceley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheidon, 
Shoemaker, li. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Ste- , 
venson, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Latte, Thomas, 
Washington ‘fownsend,Lurner, Tyner, Upson, Wako- 
man, Walden, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, 
Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—9. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Bell, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Boles, Brax- 
Caldwell, Conner 
Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du- 
Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, Forker, Henry D. 
Poster, Garrett, Getz. Golladay, Haldeman, Halsey, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson, McClelland, McIntyre, McKinney, 
McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, Potter, Price, Ran- 
dall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Wiliam 
R. Roberts, Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Thomas 
J. Speer, Storm, Stowell, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Williams. of 
New York, Winchester, Wood, and Young—74. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Averill, 
Biggs, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Car- 
roll, William £ Clark, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, 
Comingo, Creely, Crocker, De Large, Bliott, Ely, 
Farwell, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, Griffith, Hale, 
Hambleton, Hays, Hereford, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lamport, Lynch, Maye 
nard, McCrary, Mclienry, McKee, Merrick, Mitch- 
ell, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers: 
Hosea W. Parker, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Roose- 
velt, Scofield, Shellabarger, Shober, John A. Smith, 

ypher, Dwig: fownsend, Twichell, y 
Waldron, Walls, Whitthorne, and John T. Wil- 
son—īl. . 

So the motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 
was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Stevenson in the chair, ) and 
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resumed the consideration of the special 

order, being the bill (H. R. No. 1654) mak- 

ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 

appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
- ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 

` and for former years, and for other purposes, 
: The Clerk read as follows: 


Freedmen’s hospitals and asylum: 

To reimburse the commissary department for sup- 
plies furnished the Freedmen’sBureau priorto June 
80, 1871, $34,000. . 

‘Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations the dates at which these disbursements 
were made? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They were 
made during the fiscal year immediately pre- 
ceding the present—the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1871. : 

Mr. WOOD. They were made after the 
Freedmen’s Bureau had heen discontinued by 
act of Congress. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will see that this appropriation is not for the 

eneral purposes of the bureau, but for the 
Bospitals and asylum; and the expenditures 
were made before those institutions were abol- 
ished. With the permission of the committee, 

I will state to the gentleman that there were 
three general hospitals created under the bu- 
reau-—one at Vicksburg, Mississippi, another 
at Louisville, Kentucky, aud the third in 
this city. Those three hospitals had in them 
old, infirm, and crippled freedmen and refu- 
gees. An appropriation for rations and sup- 
plies for those hospitals was made while they 
were in existence. Two of them have been 
abolished; one of them, that in this city, re- 
mains. About thirty or forty patients were 
transferred from the Louisville hospital, when 
it was abolished, to the hospital in this city. 
In this institution there are about four handred 
‘of probably the most abject and miserable 
_ human beings that ever have been congregated 
in one place in this country. Many of them 
are blind. All of them are utterly incapable 
of work. Several of them are over a hundred 
years old, It was never precisely ascertained 
how much it would cost to sustain the hospital 
during the year. The rations and supplies 
were, however, furnished by the subsistence 
department,which department sent to the head 
of the Freedmen’s Bureau the vouchers for 
the whole amount of the cost of supplies thus 
furnished and requested reimbursement to the 
commissary department for the whole amount. 
Last year this amount was estimated for and 
the estimate sent to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but, by some oversight or other, the 
amount was not put in the appropriation bill. 
The vouchers of the commissary department 
still lie in the F'reedmen’s Burean, or in the 
hands of the officer in charge of it, unadjusted. 
The bureau asks for the amount here called 
for to return itto the commissary department 
in reimbursement for supplies furnished during 
the last fiscal year, which will make the account 
straight. We sent for General Howard. In 
his absence his assistant came. We inquired 
very fully concerning the whole subject, and 
the state ofthe case is as I now give it. 

Mr. WOOD. Lhave no doubt, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the case is as stated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and that there is in the 
extremely destitute condition of these aged 
persons very strong justification for furnishing 
these supplies. I would, however, like to 
know, as this bureau was discontinued by act 
of Congress three or four years ago, when we 
shall have an end of it. However, let that 
pass. I desire to move to amend by adding 
the following proviso at the end of the pending 
paragraph: 

Provided, That no portion of these supplies shall 
have been given to agents or officers of the Freed- 
men’s Bureau who aided in the oppression and 
defrauding of the freedmen now living and owning 
lands at Potomac City or Barry Farm. 

“I will explain the object of this proviso. 
Mr, HOAR. I rise toa question of order. 


I submit that this proviso is not germane to 
the paragraph, which proposes to reimburse 
the commissary department for supplies. 

Mr. WOOD. If the Chair, before making 
his decision, will permit me to say a word in 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. WOOD. I will say that in my view 
this proviso is entirely pertinent to the para- 
graph under consideration, which proposes 
to reimburse the commissary department for 
certain supplies furnished to certain parties. 
Now it is customary for us to determine the 
care and disposition in appropriation. bills 
either of money or supplies, and they are 
synonymous terms in this case, so as to pre- 
vent their falling into the hands of improper 
persons. My object in offering this proviso 
will be apparent to the committee if I may be 
permitted to present a paper which I hold in 
my hand, and after it has been read in the 
hearing of the Honse I am sure the Chair 
will be satisfied my amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule 
first on the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WOOD. The amendment, beyond any 
doubt, is in order, asit is a limitation upon the 
appropriation. 


The CHAIRMAN, The amendment pro- | 


posed by the gentieman from New York is a 
proviso to this clause, which would prevent 
the payment of any money under it, if any 
part of this money has been paid, to any of 
these persons indicated. It is not a proviso 
in reference to payments hereafter, but it pro- 
vides that it shall not have been paid to these 
persons. The Chair, therefore, overules the 
point of order. + : 

Mr. WOOD. TJ offer an additional proviso 
that these supplies shall have been given in 
pursuance of law, to which I think there can 
be no exception taken. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the gentleman move 
this as a substitute for his first amendment? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York seems to be under a misapprehen- 
sion. The Chair overruled the point of order, 
and his amendment is therefore in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. here is no objection to 
the proviso that these supplies shall not have 
been issued otherwise than in accordance with 
law. The other proviso seems to make a re- 
flection against certain persons, which, I think, 
we ought not to make without some inquiry, 
and understanding tho facts of the case. 

Mr. WOOD. ‘Ihe Chair overrules the point 
of order, as I understand, and I therefore 
retain my first amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to be distinctly 
understood by the Honse that I am not in this 
in any attitude of opposition to the Freed- 
men’s Bureau. I am not in opposition to 
according the largest relief to the colored peo- 
ple of the United States. So far as we have 
power in Congress, I am willing to grant all 
reasonable aid. But, sir, I hold in my hand 
a paper, a memorial from colored residents 
upon lands, sold to them, upon what is called 
the Barry farm, in sight of this Capitol, near 
the lunatic asylum. It appears that some 
three years ago General Howard and the offi- 
cers of the Freedmen’s Bureau took from the 
public Treasury $75,000, and bought a farm 
with it, They subsequently sold that farm in 
one-acre lots to the colored people who were 
refugees, who were in reality freedmen, having 
been formerly enslaved. Those persons took 
possession of their lots, They erected shanties 
and huts upon them, and have been living 
there quietly ever since. They now complain 
by memorial addressed to Congress that they 
have been swindled, that they have been de- 
frauded as to the size of the lots sold to them, 
that they have been unjustly and illegally 
taxed by officers of the Freedmen’s Bureau, 
that they are being oppressed, and want re- 


lief. Thig memorial has been placed in my 
hands, and now, rather than it should be 
referred to the committee, where it would 
never again see daylight, ÍI wish to make it 
a part of my remarks by having it read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman’s 
time is up; however, he can have it printed. 

Mr. WOOD. No, sir; my time is not up, 
and I want the memorial read in the hearing 
of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable the Forty-Second Congress : 

Your petitioners being residents of Potomac City, 
(Barry farm,). District of Columbia, and having 
bought, or agreed to buy, lots in said town through 
General O. O. Howard et al, as provided by Con- 
gress, most respectfully ask relief in the following 
instances: > 

When petitioners entered into agreement to pur- 
chase lots, in most instances each lot was repre- 
sented to contain an acre of land. Upon proper sur- 
vey your petitioners find that all lots are measured 
from the center of the streets, and even allowing 
such an unjust measurement, seldom contain an 
entire acre. 

Your petitioners farther state that they are taxed 
for an entire acro of land, and that at times some of 
your petitioners have boen made to pay taxes to the 
local government and bureau for the same period; 
that the boundaries of your petitioners’ premises 
are so difficult to establish as to cause great incon- 
venience and great expense while trying to establish 
the same by survey. : 

Also, that your petitioners have suffered, through 
some of the agents of the bureau, in not receiving 
credit for all payments made onthe purchase of lots 
and through sundry other acts of dishonesty of 

elrs. 

And your petitioners humbly ask such remedy as 
the case may require; and they forever pray, &c, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 


} a 
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Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chair- 


man, I do not see what the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] has 
to do with the question now before the House, 
which is the appropriation of a deficiency of 
$34,000 to the commissary department for 
supplies to the Freedmen’s Bureau. It strikes 
me that this paragraph is taken advantage of, 
merely as affording an opportunity to bring 
some charges against General Howard. I 
never heard of these charges before, until the 
gentleman from New York preferred them, 
and put in the memorial which has just been 
read. But I have this moment had a letter 
handed to me, which came from General 
Howard, denying those charges, and I send it 
to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wasnineton, D. C., February 28, 1872. 

Dear Sir: A petition has been started by a per- 
sonal enemy of mine and been numerously signed 
by freedmen on what is called the Barry farm, stat- 
ing something to the effect that the lots were sold 
without proper metes and bounds, and that the lots 
run to the middle line of the streets. 

Just what the paper is I cannot tell, as it has gone 
to a member of Congress, and I cannot ascertain 
whom; but [wish to say that the lots were carefully 
surveyed and platted by the county surveyor, Mr. 
B.D. Carpenter, and recorded in the surveyor’s office 
of the county. | 

The descriptions given of these lots in deeds are 
perfect and safe,and the plan of survey by which 
lines were run to the middie line of roads was just 
and in accordance with usage in such, cases. There 


is not the sligatest ground forcomplaint. Thecom- 


plainants themselves have been deceived into doing 
what I learn they now regret. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

0.0. HOWARD, Brigadier General 
United States Army, Commissioner, &c. 
Hon. Mr. Coss, M. 0. f : 

Mr. WOOD. I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Brooks] 
to the fact that while making a general denial, 
General Howard in that letter does not deny 
the allegation of the petitioners that they were 
made to pay taxes to the Freedmen’s Bureau 
officers. He does not deny that allegation, 
which is the most serious oneyet made. They 
paid their county taxes and they paid their 
bureau taxes. Whatbureau taxes? Iwantto 
know if the Freedmen’s Bureau levied a tax 
upon these poor negroes ?* 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts. I sup- 
pose that General Howard never saw that peti- 
tion. He states in his letter that he under- 
stands such a petition has been in circulation, 
and has been signed by certain persons, but he 
cannot tell exactly what the petition is. He 
does not know what its contents are, but he 
makes a statement of the facts to which he 
supposes the petition relates. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Without going 
into the merits of this controversy, I may say 
that it is clearly outside the scope of the para- 
graph in the bill which is now before the com- 
mittee. While the amendment has been ruled 
in order, it certainly is entirely beyond the 
general spirit and scope of what we are now 
engaged in; if you put the proviso in the bill, 
I do not see exactly how it can be executed. 
This money is to be paid back into the com- 
missary department, and must find its way into 
the Treasury. It merely adjusts accounts 
between different Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and hag nothing to do with the expend- 
itures of the Freedmen’s Bureau. 

T ask for a vote, although I hope the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] will see fit 
to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a single minute? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
gentleman the rest of my time. 

Mr. WOOD. I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, } that it would be 
very difficult for the Department practically to 
execute this proviso if added to the paragraph. 
But I call attention to the fact that the gentle- 
man proposes to report from his comnuttee, 
inthe Army appropriation bill an appropria- 
tion of from one hundred and fifty thousand 
to two hundred thousand dollars in continu- 


I yield to the 


ation of the Freedmen’s Bureau, by providing 
certain supplies through the War Department. 
I wish to call the attention of Congress and 
the people to that fact. 

Mr. GARFIELD,.of Ohio. On the con- 
trary, I intend to report a proviso that all and 
sundry of the functions of that bureau shall be 
turned over to the War Department, and that 
nothing shall be left of it. 

Mr. WOOD. Every deficiency bill and 
every Army appropriation bill bring up propo- 
sitions to appropriate more and more money. 
for the Freedmen’s Bureau. This is done 
years and years after we have discontinued 
the bureau. And now I want to conclude this 
thing ; and if these poor people have been 
robbed and plundered, I say the House ought 
to know it, that we may take the proper action 
hereafter. I have no expectation that the 
committee will adopt the proviso I have of- 
fered, and having accomplished my purpose 
and performed my promise to these poor peo- 
ple, I now withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Yor forage for horses belonging to field and staff 


officers of the marines, $1,447 34 

Mr. COX. We have struck the Marine 
corps again, and 1 move to strike out that par- 
agraph about horses and forage. I am speak- 
ing now not so much to the House as to the 
Chair, but I understood when I offered my 
amendment the other day to strike out the 
million and odd dollars for the Marine corps, 
the honored gentleman from Ohio who is 
now occupying the Chair, was in favor of my 
motion, and complained of my prematurely 
withdrawing it before the vote was taken. [ 
make this remark because it gives my motion 
the moral weight of the influence of the Chair- 


man, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave 
to state that the Chair has no morai weight. 
Its office is merely to keep order. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose the 
gentleman from New York has made his speech 
and will now let us take a vote. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has no idea how 
fruitfal this paragraph is fora speech. I am 
not quite through yet. : : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I beg the 
gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman himself is in 
favor of striking out this Marine corps system, 
and I think if a vote could be taken the House 
would be in favor of it. I am not aware of 
any utility of this Marine corps service at all 
in the Navy. As I said heretofore, they do 
not go aloft, they do not do anything but act 
merely as policemen on board ship. This 
bill provides horses for them, and they have a 
brigadier general. Well, sir, the marine corps 


| fought long ago at the battle of Acre, the 


English marine corps fought years ago in the 
Peninsula, and still further back the marine 


i| corps foughtat Bunker Hill. Our Marine corps 


captured old John Brown, of Ossawatomie. 
But this was all on land, and I never heard of 
their doing anything on the sea. I would like 
to have a reform commenced in this deficiency, 
especially as to horses for the Marine corps. 
We voted the other day for horses and forage 
for the Marine corps, and now here is another 
deficiency for $1,000 for sea-horses! [Laugh- 
ter.] I want the gentleman to commence his 
reform inthe Marine €orps system. If it issaid 
that these men act as watchmen on board ship 
and at navy-yards I retort that watchmen are 
already provided for in the bill making appro- 
priations for the navy-yards, &c., and if we 
will give our whole minds to a reform in this 


regard, as Beau Brummel did in tying his cra- } 
vat, [laughter] we might have something really ; 


useful done. [am sorry to see my friend from 
Ohio so impatient and so anxious to press 
his bill through. He has already achieved 
immortality by getting his appropriation bills 
through three or four bills in advance of the 
Senate, and I regret to see him so impatient, 


especially in so important a matter as this, 
which requires our most- serious consideration, | 
Mr. ARCHER. I was. not present a few 
days ago when the gentleman from New York 
spoke upon the Marine corps, but I think he 
misapprehended the use which they are in the 
naval service ofthe country. They are abso- 
lutely necessary for the government of the 
Navy, because it is impossible that the police 
duties of a ship can be efficiently done by the 
sailors themselves. One sailor will not en- 
force the regulations against another, as the 
marines do. The gentleman is wrong in say- 
ing that they perform no duties aboard ship. 
They are liable to be called upon for various 
duties in the way of manual labor on board 
ship. They are called on frequently by the 
officers of the Navy. They are necessary, too, 
in fighting a ship, because all through the war 
the marines not only used musketry aboard 
ships, but fought the guns. I shall be sorry 
to see any attack made on the Marine corps 
in this House, because I believe that when we 
strike at it we strike at the best government 
of the Navy. The gentleman is wrong in his 
proposition to strike at the Marine corps. 
With regard to this particular item which he 
now proposes to strike out, I do not know 
exactly how the deficiency occurred, but the 
use of horses about the marine barracks in the 
different. navy-yards is absolutely necessary. 
Lagree with the gentleman from New York 
in one respect, and that is that both watchmen 
and marines are not necessary. Ihave upon 
a former occasion asked the House to strike 
out, and at one time we did strike out the pro- 
vision for watchmen, because that duty prop- 
erly belongs to the Marine corps, and those 
appropriations ought to be struck from the 
naval appropriation bill, 4nd the marines ought 
to be made to do the duty now performed by 
the watchmen ; but the Marine corps itself is 
necessary both in the navy-yards and aboard 


ship. 

Mr. BANKS. Ifthere is no other duty for 
these marines except toactas watchmen, then 
I hope the Marine corps will be abolished 
immediately. 

Mr. ARCHER. The gentleman could not 
have listened tothe first part of my remarks, 
or I think he would have observed that I indi- 
cated other duties for these marines to per- 


form. 

Mr. BANKS. If that be among the duties 
of the marines, to discharge duties of civil- 
ians under the Government, then the Marine 
corps ought to be abolished at once, whether 
we give them forage or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my motion to strike 
out the paragraph, and in lieu of that motion 
I move to amend the paragraph so as to re- 
duce by the sum of $1,000 the amount pro- , 
posed to be appropriated. Ido this for the 
purpose of saying, in reply to the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. ARCHER, | that itis possi- 
ble to get along with a navy without marines. 
There is no such thing as a marine corps in 
the French navy, or in any other navy in the 
world, except perhaps the British navy. The 
origin of the system of marines in the British 
navy was the impressment of seamen and the 
arrest of deserters. There was no other object 
for them whatsoever. We very naturally. fell 
into the British system, because of our rela- 
tions with Great Britain. The reason of the 
law has long since passed, and the law ought 
to be repealed. We are following in the old 
rut, the rut of the English system, without 
any good reason whatever for it. 

I applaud the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Banxs] for having. the boldness to step 
forward here and assist in striking out this 
thing. If we cannot strike out all of this ma- 
rine system we can strike out a part of it, and 
thus give a little notice to these gentlemen, who 
seem to. have vested rights in our navy-yards 
and on board our ships, that next year there 
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shall he some: reform in the service. Why 
should not the Marine corps be attached to the 
Army rather than to our’ Navy, if we must 
haye such a. gorps?. Why have horses, and 
brigadiers, and all of the paraphernalia of the 
Army going to sea? e gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr, Arcuer] says. these marines 
id the guns. Sir, the sailors are trained for 
: that purpose, and they perform that duty. The 
gentleman also says that these marines act as 
`a police corps, because of a certain antagonism 
between them and the sailors, ‘the sailors 
regard the marines as a sort of amphibious 
animals. In England they are called ‘*jollies,’”’ 
- because they have nothing to do but to lie 
around. They are of no sort of service whatso- 
ever in the Navy, or anywhere except on land. 
They have done someservice on land, for, as 
I said before, they did arrest John Brown at 
Harper’s Ferry. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would not 
haye this Committee of the Whole think 
that there has been perpetuated a useless 
arm of service. I do not know but what 
the Marine corps can be done away with at 
some time, byt this is not the place to do it— 
on a deficiency bill or a proposition to pay 
an old debt. But I desire to say to gentle- 
men that the Marine corps is the army of the 
seas, The great mass of the men on board 
the ship are there to work the ship and to 
navigate her, to go aloft and to perform the 
other duties of the sailors. The Marine corps 
is the army of the ship, the men who fight. 
When Admiral Farragut and his flag-ship went 
up to New Orleans, he lost on one tack more 
men of his Marine corps than all the sailors 

. who were killed on board his ship. 

Mr. COX. Because they were useless there. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. Because they 
were there working the gaus, 

Mr. COX. If they had not been in the way 
there they would not have been killed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Whenever an 
attack is to be made on shore from the ships, 
the landing and attacking the works are done 
by the marines, They are not a useless or 
merely ornamental arm of service. It is true 
the Marine band have done something for us 
here in Washington, and I am willing to pay 
them for that. But Lam not willing to have 
the Marine corps and all its history laughed 
out of court in this way. I will yield the bal- 
ance of my time to my colleagne on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Saracens, | and then I hope that 
we toay have a vote. 

MESSAGH FROM THE SENATE. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union rose informally, and Mr. Dawgs 
having taken the chairas Speaker pro tempore, 
a. message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had insisted on its amendment disagreed to by 
the Honseto the bill (H. R, No. 1330) toamend 
the thirty-second section of tha act entitled 
tAn act to reduce internal taxes and for other 

urposes,”’ had agreed to the conference asked 
= the House, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr, SuermaxN, Mr. 
‘TRuMBoLL, and Mr. BLAI. 

DERICINNOY APPROPRIATION BILD. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. SARGENT. I simply wish to call 
attention to the fact that within a day or two 
the Secrtary of the Navy has issued a general 
order awarding medals to. certain men and 
some inferior officers of the Marine corps for 
their gallant services (which are described in 
the order) at the taking of the Corean forts 
during the past year. ‘The description of the 
services rendered by those men shows that 
under the most galling fire they behaved most 
gallantly. One of them taking the flag, when 
the person who had it in charge fell, mounted 
the ramparts and with the aid of two or three 
others of the corps succeeded in retaining his 


position and keeping the enemy at bay until a 


sufficient force had come to their relief. There 
are some dozen instances in which medals are 
awarded for services as gallant and meritori- 
ous as any ever rendered by soldiers or sailors 
in any war we have ever had. In some dozen 
or fifteen other cases honorable mention is 
made of the services of members of this corps. 
Thus we have an instance, recent and officially 
authenticated, of the gallantry of these men 
and their usefulness in any warlike contest. 

Now, as for the general purpose of the Marine 
corps, 1t is well known that they are liable to 
be called on to perform any duty on board ship 
except to go aloft. In the working of the ves- 
sel, and similar duties, the Marine corps parti- 
cipate. They are also valuable, as has been 
stated, as a police force. But in battle they 
are the rallying point; they are the center of 
the force;. they give steadiness and efficiency 
to the efforts of the vessel. Whetherthe French 
use a corps of this kind or not, they certainly 
were found valuable in our own Navy during 
the rebellion, and in this recent instance on 
the distant waters of Asia. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate be closed on the 
pending paragraph. 

There being no objection, debate was closed. 

Mr. COX. I modify my amendment so as 
to provide that no further allowance be paid 
to this corps after this year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
order. 

Mr. COX. ThenI move to amend by strik- 
ing out the paragraph. Let us have a square 
vote on that proposition. 

The amendment of Mr, Cox was not agreed 
to, there being—ayes 31, noes 94. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For indispensable miscellaneous articles for the 
use of the marine barracks at Brooklyn, New York, 


That is not in 


and for other posts, $731 60. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Laminstructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to offer 
the following, to come in after the paragraph 
just read: 

For completion of the survey of aroute for aship- 
canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans b 


the routes of Tehuantepec and Nicaragua, with 
reports upon the same, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by inserting 
after the paragragh just read the following: 

Provided, That hereafter the Marine corps shall 


be reduced by the Scerctary of the Navy to one 
thousand men, rank and file. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that this amendment proposes 
to change existing law. 

Mr. COX. That was the object of the motion. 
{Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Patent Office: ` 

That the Commissioner of Patents is hereby au- 
thorized to apply appropriations mado for one class 
ofemployés to the payment of temporary employés 
of another class, when the condition of the public 
service in his bureau so demands: Provided, That 
in no ease shall this be ‘construed to increase the 
compensation of any employés or the appropriations 
made for the bureau, 


Mr. HOLMAN, I raise a question of order 
upon the paragraph just read, that it changes 
existing law. There is now in force a law 
prohibiting what is here proposed to be done. 
I suppose that will be cogceded. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it not be worth 
while for the gentleman, before making his 
point of order, to ascertain whether it may not 
be useful to adopt this provision? It does not 
increase the appropriation at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butit authorizes a vicious 
principle which has been condemned by a law. 
The object of the law, as it now stands, is to 
hold the Department to a proper accountabil- 
ity for appropriations. The present law pro- 
hibits the doing of what this paragraph pro- 
poses. 
existing law. 


The Chair sustains the 


The paragraph proposes to change the- 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask, before 
the Chair decides the point of order, that he 
will hear a statement on the part of the gen- 
tleman from California. neat 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection if it 
is on the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from California on the point of 


order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Discussion of the merits 
of the proposition, of course, I object to. 

Mr. SARGENT. . I will state in the first 
place, Mr. Chairman, that the Patent Office is 
one of the institutions of the country which 

ay a revenue into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is generally known. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman from In- 
diana will please allow me to make my remarks 
in my own way. Itis not run for the benefit of 
the inventors particularly, but the inventors 
put into the Treasury, in the way of fees, an 
amount very largely in excess of the amount 
which Congress allows to be expended in order 
to facilitate the business of the Patent Office. 
It is about one hundred and sixty thousand 
dollars a year. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
I have no objection to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia discussing the point of order, but I 
submit that the merits of the proposition are 
not now before the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am speaking to the 
merits of the proposition. I doubt whether 
every man’s ideas in this House can be made 
to run precisely in the same channel as my 
friend from Indiana. If that could be done 
perhaps they might be improved. I have but 
a word or two to say, and [hope he will let 
me say itin my own way. I wish to say that 
this Department of the Government has that 
merit, that the Patent Office, so far from being 
a burden upon the people, actually pays a reve- 
nue into the Treasury. ; 

It sometimes happens from the fluctuations 
in the different kinds of work in the Patent 
Office that there may not be anecessity for the 
employment of certain kinds of employés, while 
there may be a demand in another directiou 
which requires an additional temporary supply 
of force, differing in this respect, on account 
of the character of the work dowe in the Patent 
Office, from any other department of the Gov- 
ernment whatever. It sometimes happens that 
higher clerks, fourth- class clerks, can be dis- 
pensed with where we have allowed them by law 
for the next fiscal year one or two or three orfour 
of the higher-class clerks in the Patent Office, 
that they can get along without using them for 
that purpose, while in the lower seale, for in- 
stance, draughtsmen, copyists, or something of 
that kind, in order to meet an emergency this 
amount can be used for a beneficial purpose. 
It is for that reason, on the suggestion of the 
Commissioner of Patents we here enable him 
to use the money appropriated for a higher 
class of clerks to the payment of the tempo- 
rary services of persons whose services may 
be more indispensable. For that reason this 
appropriation has been recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations. The object 
aimed at is certainly an excellent one, and 
ought to be looked upon, I think, by the House 
as a very proper use of the funds of the Patent 
Office, which are made up by contributions of 
the inventors for whose benefit these services 
are to be performed. It is for the efficiency 
of the Patent Office, and to increase its useful- 
ness, that this appropriation is recommended. 
I hope, therefore, for these public reasons the 
gentleman from Indiana will not insist on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move anamendment to 
come in at line four hundred and forty-eight. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That has been 
ruled out—say line four hundred and forty- 


one. 
"Me. L. MYERS. Very well; I move to 


1872. 


. 
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: ; 
come in, after line four hundred and forty- 


one, the amendment I send to the Cletk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To provide, for the official gazette of the Patent 
Office, abstracts of drawings of patents issued, $13,333, 
to be expended under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I offer this amendment 
in pursuance of the véry valuable suggestion 
made to this House in the late commitinication 
of the Cominissionet of Patents, which has 
received the unanimous indorsement of the 
Committee on Patents, and I believe tlie meas- 
ure has the santtion of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I will state briefly why, in 
my judgment, the. amendment should be 
adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose itis understood 
that the point of order is résétved until the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr L. Myers] 
has finished speaking. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Under the xesolttion of 
Jantiary 11, 1871, the old mechanical reports 
of the Patent Office were dispensed with, and 
by the same resolution one hundred and fifty 
copies of the complete specifications and draw- 
ings of each patent are distributed gratui- 
totisly by the Commissioner of Patents; one 
to be placed for free public inspection in the 
capitol of evéry State and Territory, aŭd in 
the clerk’s office of the district court of each 
judicial district inthe United States. — 

The old méchattical reports did not reach the 
inventors of the county for nearly two yéars 
after the patents were issued, and really they 
wete comparatively valueless, many of thém 
going into the waste-basket, and none contain- 
ing complete copies of the drawings ôr satisfac- 
tory statetnents of the patent specifications and 
claims. The new reports, bound and complete, 
as they are, can scarcely be reached by the 
inventors of the country, very few libraries hav- 
ing availed themselves of the right to get them 
by paying the cost of binding and transpoita- 
tion of fifty-two large volumes yearly. Théy ate 
valuable for immediate réference in the courts. 
They are invaluable where nothitig élge ean be 
had. But between the old and the new thére 
ig felt by the mechanics and those who ate 
interested in the mechanic arts a great void, 
which the proposition I niake will supply. 
Our inventors pay a large surplus into the 
Patent Office each year over the expenses of 
that office. There is now in the Treasury, to 
the credit of the Patent Office, a fund of about 
seven hundred and sixty thousand dollars, of 
which $164,500 were paid by the inventors 
last year over the current expenses. This 
subject is onë of interést, not only to every 
member here, but to our constituents, among 
whom there is no more valuable class than 
these selfsame invetitive minds; nohé who 
have a tight to protection more than they, 
none of whose genius we arë more apt to 
boast; and it is of the greatest importance 
that they should be furnished at the éarliest 
possible moment with the drawings and speci- 
fications, which, it has been found, stimulate 
invention as well as add to the Treasury of the 
eotintry. 

Lusk, then, the attention of the committee 
afew moments to what will be the effect of 
this amendment. At present, under section 
twenty of the law of 1870, there is published 
what is known as the “ official gazette’ of the 
Patent Office. It gives a list of patents aud 
extensions applied for and granted, with tran- 
scripts of the claims, decisions by thé courts 
and the Commissioner on kindred subjects. 
Tt is published weekly, and sold to subséribers 
for five dollars a year. This proposition is, 
that for the balance of the present fiscal year— 
and another bill no doubt will incinde the 
appropriation for the next fiscal year—there 
shall be added each week to the official ga- 
zette digests ol the specifications and illustra- 
tions of the drawings of the patents issued 


during that week. They are prepared by photo- 
lithography or the process of photo-rélief 
prititing, and reduced in size, and not only are 
vastly superior to the drawings in the old 
mechanical reports, but can be prodacéd 
rapidly and at much less expense; and we 
propose that thosé who subscribe for the 
official gazette shall not have to pay one 
dollar tiore than at present. The subserip- 
tion price is now five dollars; it will remain 
the same. Now let us see what this will cost 
the Government. The estimate of the Com- 
missioner is, for teñ thousand copies of this 
illustrated gazette, which thus added to will 
contain sixteen more pages weekly. 

I liave ‘‘specimen’’ numbers of them on 
ty desk which Í invite members to examine. 
It is estitiated that the additional cost will be 
$40,000 yearly for the drawings, and $16,267 
for the printing, &c. Let us see whethér that 
will come out of the Treasury, except so far 
as a préseht outlay is necessary. This esti- 
mate is based on ten thousand copies. There 
are now twenty-five hundred copies subscribed 
for, and as soon äs it is known to the inventors 
of the land that this boon, or rather I should 
say this right, is to be given to them, the addi- 
tional copies, I have no doubt, will be sub- 
scribed for speedily; seventy-five hundred 
Gopies at fiye dollars apiece will alone make 
$87,500 of the amotit, and the fees which 
will dow froin the increased applicatiotis thüs 
slitiulated will in all likelihood pay the rest, 
for already the applications for patents have 
risen from 10,664 in 1865, to 19,472; the pat- 
ents issued in 1871 being 13,033 against 6,616 
issued in 1865. 

If, however, évery dollar of the expense 
comes out of the Treasury, I should favor this 
measure. By placing every particilar relat- 
ing to oti patented inventions before the peo- 
ple at the earliest possible moment, many a 
täti will desist from mental labors, which he 
may find have been anticipated and turn his 
genius into other charitiels, while on the other 
hand, by à close study which only this inform- 
ation and especially these illustrations will 
permit, many scientific and valuable improve- 
ments will be given to mankind. The pro- 
ject, Í think, must commend itself as a most 
judicious one. Certainly it will have the ap- 
proval of the people, and I hope there willbe 
no dissenting voice upon its passage. 

Mr. MecCORMICK, of Missouri. TI rise for 
the purpose of opposing the amendment. I 
know of no bureau in the Government of the 
United States which is so prodigal in its ex- 
penditures as this one, the appropriations for 
which are now before the committee. And I 
think it is rio reason why we should authorize 
lavish expenditures for the Patent Office that 
it is nearly a self-sustaining ofice, or produces 
revenué for the country. Under the appropria- 
tion bill passed a few weeks ayo by this Con- 
gress the Patent Office has a contingent fund 
of $130,000, while the Post Office Depattment, 
contiolling more than twenty thousand post 
offices in this counity, has a contingent fund 
of less than forty thousatid dollars. 

Mr. L. MYERS. And it is $5,000,000 in 
arrears yearly. ` 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Iam speak- 
ing of the contingent fund appropriated. There 
has been appropriated during this present ses- 
sion of Congress a contingent fund for the 
Patent Office amounting to $180,000, which is 
a greater amount than has been appropriated 
for any bureau in this Govertitnent, so far as 
J am aware. 

I do think that after this contingent fund 
that lias already been appropriated to the Pat- 
ent Office they can have all the printing done 
that is necessary. This is only causing addi- 
tional expense without any good reason. I 
therefore oppose the amendment, and oppose 


it with sincerity. . E : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I desire to say, 
and then I hope the debate will close, that; 


the Comimittee on Appropriations had this 
matter before them dnd found that it had been ` 
acted on by the Committee on Patents, They 
found these two facts as the ground on which 
the Committee on Patents rested their recom- 
mendation for this appropriation: first, that 
we havé abolished the regular Patent. Office 
report, which up to last year was circulated as 
we now circulate thé agricultural reports. 
These Patent Office reports contain the draw: 
ings and specifications, so that methanics and 
inveiitors may know what is going on all over 
the country. This we cut off, and in place of 
that only one hundfed and fifty copies of the 
drawings and specifications of different inven- 
tions are now published, and they are sent to 
the courts and libraries. They do not come 
here for distribution. There is therefore no 
adequate means of their reaching the country. 
Now, there are about ten thousand invent- 
ors iti the United States, whose brains are all 
the time at work devising new machinery and 
inventions of every kind, and it is important 
that they should be able to kiiow whatis being 
done in the way of patents. The Cotimis- 
sioner believes that this gazette which by law 
he is now authorized to issue, but for which 
nö appropriation has beén made, will furnish 
to these busy, scheming brains all over the 
éotititry full knowledge of what is being done, 
atid will enable them to know just what pto- 
gress is being made in any given field of in-, 
vention. The cost of the work comes back 
into the Treasury in the form of subscriptions 
paid. The Commissioner thinks that his office 
will not only gain by thesé subseriptions, but 
that the business done in his office will be 
largely increased by the circulation of these 


papers. 

Mr. BEATTY. Iwill ask the gentleman if 
they have not already published this gazette ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They have not 
the means to catty on the publication. The 
work has been printed, but tiot published. 
‘They have printed a specimen, but it has not 
been published at all. A specimen number 
was printed and sent to each member of Con- 
gřess ag a specimen of what was proposed to 
be done. ‘This appropriation will make this 
gazette an official gazette. I desire, however, . 
tliat the getitleman shall modify his amend- 
tient in the way iu which I have altered It. ` 

Mr. L. MYERS. Í will hear what the mod- 
ification is, aud I will also add to my amend- 
meht a portion of it which I had forgotten. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. L. 
Myers, as modified by Mr. Garren, of Ohio, 
as follows: 

Insert after line four hundred and forty-one the 
following: 

To provide for the printing öf ati official gazette 
of the Patent Office abstracts and drawings of pat- 
ents issued, $13,338, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Commissioner of Patents. 

For the additional expense of printing and stitch- 
ing the Patent Office official gazette, with abstracts, 
and specifications, and drawings, $5,425, 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman will perceive 
that my modification is a very slight one, alter- 
ing the words ‘for providing for,” to “to 
provide for the printing of an,” &e. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I have no objection to - 
that modification and will accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it the following proviso: 

Provided, That a copy of said gazetteshall be sent 
to each of such public libraries, not exceeding ten in 
each congressional district and Territory,as may be 
designated by the member of this House from such 
distriet or Territory. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. L. Myers.] Tt hasbeen a 
subject of great regret to the inventors of the 
country that Congress substituted anew method 
of printing the reports of the Commissioner of 
Patents, instead of the extensive distribution 
which had previously prevailed. pie 

Now, there are inventors all over this ¢oun- 
try who are engaged either in perfecting old 
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Machines or inventing new ones, and to whom | 


a lifetime of laborious industry of mind and 
body may be saved by a prompt and perfect 
difusion of this work. At present the reports 
of the Commissioner of Patents are distributed 
to public libraries unbound. There have been 
 plready ten volumes published, which have 
© been bound at the different public libraries at 
the cost of a binder’s bill of $2 50 a volume. 
Now, these gazettes, if deposited in the public 
‘libraries of the country, will be in a place where 
‘inventors will know where to find them, and 
they will keep themselves informed in regard 
to particular inventions, and they can send to 
the Patent Office for particular sheets which 
contain the lithographs and drawings and the 
printed statements of the inventions in which 
they are especially interested. 
Now, sir, this is a matter of immense im- 
ortance to the people of a district like mine. 
t is of importance not only to the people of 
that district, but also through them to the 
people of the whole country. To show how 
important is this matter of inventions even to 
the agricultural districts, where not many me- 
chanics live, I have only to relate one fact to 
the, House. Ten miles from where I live, 
within the limits of my district, was born a 
man who by a single invention doubled the 
value of every acre of land producing cotton 
throughout the entire South. Twelve miles in 
another direction lived the inventor of the 
` gewing machine, which has had an almost equal 
effect upon the industries of the country. Ten 
miles in another direction was born the man 
who introduced practically chloroform to the 
knowledge of mankind, which for. the entire 
world has lightened the pains of death, re- 
moved the pangs of labor, and made surgery 
a blessing, instead of an agony to the patient. 
Now, sir, each one of those three men—and 
I might introduce several other instances of 
` almost as much importance—was a benefac- 
tor to the entire civilized world. Each of 
those men would undoubtedly have found an 
arrangement of this kind of immense benefit 
to him in his study of inventions, I trust 
there will be no objection to incurring the 
slight expense involved in my amendment, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
amendment will not prevail in its present 
shape. If we have at least ten numbers sent 
to each congressional district, we will be pro- 
viding for an expenditure of several thousand 
dollars, Next year there will be a proposition 
fox a larger number still. And thus we will enter 
again into the old business of book-making and 
document-distributing. It will be going back 
to what we have abolished. I should be glad 
to have an amendment adopted, which my col- 
league [My. Buarry] has prepared, fixing the 
subscription price of this gazette at not less 
than five dollars a year. That will protect the 
Treasury and enable the Commissioner of 
Patents to get this gazette well established. 
Mr. HOAR. - This will not be an expense 
to the Government; they make a large sum 


now. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pend- 
, ing amendment is exhausted. . 

The question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. Hoan, to add to the amendment of Mr. L. 
Myers the following: 

Provided, That a copy of said gazette shall be 
sent to each of such public libraries, not exceeding 
ten in each congressional district and Territory, as 
may be designated by the member of the Housefrom 
such district or Territory. 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there werc—ayes 48, noes 43 j; no quorum 
voting. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McCoraiox, 
of Missouri, and Mr. Hoar were appointed, 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes seventy- 
one, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was | 
agreed to, 


The question was upon the amendment as 
amended. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move to further amend 
the amendment by adding thereto the follow- 
ing: 

i iption price of not 
Rea the ars Lhat a subsgrip said Tazito shall 
be charged to each subscriber and library. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let that go in. 

Mr. SARGENT. Thatis right. . 

Mr. HOAR. [I object to that; it is not right. 

Mr. BEATTY. [I yield to my colleague, 
[Mr. Garrizip,] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to say 
that the whole ground of asking this appropria- 
tion for establishing this gazette anl publish- 
ing it was that it was to pay for itself. The 
Commissioner of Patents himself made the 


amendment be not put on, I shall be compelled 
to vote against the whole proposition. That 
was the understanding on which the propo- 
sition was made to us, and on which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations acted. If itis not put 
on, then it will be simply taking out of the 
Treasury without any return the sum of forty 
or fifty thousand dollars. Therefore, Lask that 
this amendment shall be put on. If this gazette 
is not worth that money, it should not be pub- 
lished. But the inventors and manufacturers 
and mechanics of this country who are inter- 
ested in it will be only too glad to get an official 
register of this sortand pay forit. Itisinaccord- 
ance with the understanding all around. This 
was to be a weekly paper at five dollars a year, 

Mr. HOAR. This is another attempt to 
wring revenue for this Government out of the 
toil, the anxiety, the brain of one of the prin- 
cipal classes of public benefactors—the invent- 
ors of the nation. The money which they pay 
for their patents yields to the Government, 
over all the expenses of the Patent Office, an 
annual ineome of several hundred thousand 
dollars. Most of them are in penury and suf- 
fering. The lines which Dr. Johnson applied 
to the scholar have greater trath in regard to 
the inventor of this country: 

“But ah, what ills the inventor’s life assail! 
Toil, envy, want, the law-suit, and the jail.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you have abolished the 
inventor’s means of saving himself months and 
years of fruitless industry by abolishing the 


distribution of the Patent Office reports, which 
were paid for by the profit you make out of 
his wretched toil. Why should you deny 
inventors the cheap boon of placing in their 
neighborhood at ten prominent points ir each 
Congressional district a newspaper which is to 
cost but five dollars a year. It will not cost 
somuch. That is to be the subscription price ; 
but this additional number of copies cannot 
cost the Government more than two or three 
thousand dollars a year. It cannot cost the 
Government more than a dollara copy to strike 
off this additional number for which my amend- 
ment provides. This expenditure of two or 
three thousand dollars will place these papers 
at points to which these men can repair, and 
where they can have gratuitous access to them, 
It isa miserable, a contemptible policy which 
undertakes to save this little sum to the Gov- 
ernment, and, without investigating the ques- 
tion, to disregard utterly the judgment of the 
inventors of the country, or those who know 
their wants. i . 

Mr, L. MYERS. I move to amend pro 
Jorma by striking ont the last word. I desire 
the committee to understand the present posi- 
tion of the question before us. This commit- 
tee is evidently largely in favor of the propo- 
sition of the Commissioner of Patents, in- 
dorsed by the Committee on Patents and the 
Committee on Appropriations. The official 
gazette is now published weekly at a subscrip- 
tion price of five dollars per year. Twenty- 
five hundred copies are subscribed for. It ig 
| now proposed to. give to the inventors of the 


recommendation on that basis, and if this. 


| Watt, and poor 


county this illustrated edition weekly. The 
gazette is issued on Tuesday; these illustra- 
tions will be ready for distribution to sub- 
scribers on Saturday of each week. It is 
proposed to furnish these illustrations at 
a nominal expense to the Government. of 
$40,000 a year, and $18,000 for stitching, 
printing, &c. As I have said, seventy-five hun- 
dred additional copies, the amount for which 
we have estimated, will soon return to the 
Treasury $37,500 of this amount. - The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] now 
proposes that of the ten thousand copies to 
be printed, ten shall be distributed in each 
district gratuitously to libraries. It is true 
this proposition was not contemplated by 
the Commissioner or by either of the commit- 
tees who have considered this subject. But 
what harm willitdo? “As the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has well said, we cannot do too 
much for these men of genius. By placing 
within their ready access these drawings and 
specifications inventive art will be facilitated ; 
and it is largely by such means that men give 
to the country much of its greatness, wealth, 
and power. 

Remember we provided in the «joint resolu- 
tion of January 11, 1871, for the gratuitous 
distribution of one hundred and fifty copies; 
so that the principle is already adopted. One 
of these copies is sent to the capitol of each 
State and Territory, and to the clerk’s office of 
the district court of each judical district. 
What more does the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts propose? Simply 
that ten copies shall be placed gratuitously in 
the library of each district. Let us see at what 
cost: probably $20,000, for the benefit of 
the meritorious class who last year poured 
into the Treasury of the United States a sur- 
plus over expenses of $164,000 as fees paid to 
vbtain under the right guaranteed to them 
by the Constitution of the United States the 
monopoly for a limited time of their brain- 
work. Jt would be unjust indeed to reject the 
proposition I have offered because of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar, ] especially so when I recall 
the fact that the publication of the mechanical 
report for 1867 cost $235,000, all of which we 
now save except the cost of the one hundred 
and fifty bound volumes now gratuitously 
distributed under the law. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, the amendment just 
adopted, enlarging the gratuitous distribution, 
will not endanger the furnishing of this inform- 
ation which the people want so much, and 
which is provided for in my original amend- 
ment. Let us not be niggardly in making the 
necessary appropriation for this most import- 
ant work. It will all come back to the Treas- 
ary 1u money, and if not thus, it will come back 
in wealth to the people—in useful arts which 
bring comfort and happiness—in the wonderful 
results of American invention, which we are 
all glad to chronicle here and elsewhere, 

Mr. Chairman, there has not heen before 
this Congress a proposition in which more 
people are interested than this very one. As 
has been well gaid by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Hoar, ] the exhibition of 
these fruits of genius stimulates others to the 
discovery of new inventions, Just as Frank- 
lin’s germ of thought was succeeded by the dis- 
coveries of Oersted and Steinheil and Faraday 
and Professor Henry; so the practical applica- 
tions patented by Morse and Bain gave rise to 
those of House, Hughes, and others; so Howe 
the original inventor of the sewing-machine, 
has been succeeded by Wilson and Grover and 
Singer and Wilcox—even as the labors of 
John Fitch, and Robert Ful- 
ton, led the way to the wonderful strides 
others have since made in the applications 
of steam and steam navigation, The publica- 
tion of these discoveries generates in others 
the desire and the ability to add to the invent- 
ive arts. These inventions should þe placed 
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before the country in the cheapest manner, 
but, at the same time, in such form that not 
only justice shall be done to the genius of our 
inventors, but credit and honor secured to the 
country. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] . 
Mr. DAWES. What is the pending ques- 


tion ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is on striking outthe 
last words, ‘and library.’? ; 

Mr. DAWES. I do not ask for the formal 


amendment, but Ido wish to know what is the | 


particular amendment before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, A subscription price of five dol- 
lars per annum for this gazette shall be charged to 
each subscriber and library. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I agree with 
my colleague to. this extent, of putting these 
copies in the several libraries in the various 
congressional districts; but it does seem to me 
that we ought not to oppose the proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio, that the general sub- 
scription to this document shall be not less than 
five dollars. I do not believe the liberality is 
all on the side in this matter of the gentiemen 
who pay these fees into the Treasury of the 
United States, and this will be apparent when 
gentlemen stop to consider the monopoly in 
these inventions which the Government guaran- 
ties to them as compensation for the small 
fee paid. into the Treasury. For the fee of 
thirty dollars paid by inventors the Government 
undertakes to guaranty them a monopoly for 
seven, fourteen, or twenty-one years in all the 
fruits of their inventive labor. And when my 
friend recurs to the fact there is just now four 
hundred thousand or five hundred thousand 
dollars receipts beyond the expenditures of 
. this office, he forgets that three or four years 
ago the contingencies of this office wiped out 
a much larger sum, which had been accumu- 
lated. When they had $500,000 on the com- 
ing of Commissioner Theaker, before his bril- 
liant administration was. through the entire 
income of the office, as well as this surplus, 
was all wiped out. : 

I think it is no more than reasonable that 
those who desire to take this publication, be- 
yond the distribution according to ‘law, giv- 
ing itto the various clerks’ offices and public 
libraries, and beyond this addition often copies 
to the public libraries in each district, shall 
pay a subscription price of not less than five 
dollars. All those who desire to try their 
skill in the field of invention should pay five 
dollars for a weekly publication of this char- 
acter. It is no more than right that they 
should do so. It does not seem to me to be a 
hardship to inventors, when we take into con- 
sideration the rights which are guarantied in 
no other country in the world than this. We 
should recollect, too, that in England at this 
very time they are considering the question 
whether they will not wipe out this thing alto- 
gether. It will be for our serious consideration, 
at no distant time, whether we have not gone 
as far as we can in granting these monopolies. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I withdraw my pro forma 
amendment. , 

Mr, COGHLAN. I renew it for the pur- 
pose of saying but a word or two upon this 
question. If the printing of this gazette is a 
great public good, if it is of so much public 
benefit that the Government of the United 
States should itself take the matter of its pub- 
lication in hand, it is certainly a very unwise 
and unjust plan for the Government to make a 
huckster’s shop of itself by selling copies of 
the publication to the libraries throughout the 
United States. There are or will be about 
three hundred differeat congressional districts. 
For each one of those three hundred districts 


there are ten copies to be distributed among | 


the public libraries. i 
Mr, DAWES. Tam not in favor of paying 
for them, 


t 


l 


Mr. COGHLAN. Each of the libraries has 
probably one thousand readers, and there will 
be a vast number, certainly thirty thousand 
people, who will have the opportunity of see- 
ing these gazettes by the means proposed who 
would never hear of them at all if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States resolves itself 
into a printing establishment for the purpose 
of getting a subscription of five dollars each 
for the papers it circulates. 

It seems to me that some of the members 
of the House get very singular ideas about 
economy once in awhile on very queer sub- 
jects. My friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
this morning reached the apex of his econom 
ical frenzy, if I may so term it, by finding that 
certain horses belonging to the Marine corps 
were fed by the Government of the United 
States, and there arose in his mind a fearful 
vision of some redoubtable successor of the 
immortal Captain Jinks riding his Govern- 
ment-fed sea-horse in a gallant charge upon an 
opposing and hostile fleet, and not believing 
in the efficacy of sea cavalry, my friend in- 
stantly moved to amend by depriving the poor 
animal of its Government fodder. 

Other gentlemen have their own peculiar 
hobbies in regard to economy. ButI do think, 
if what has been said here by gentlemen to- 
day as to the importance of this particular 
publication be true, that the Government of 
the United States should not stoop to charge 
the public libraries five dollarsa year for hav- 
ing permission to have these gazettes sent to 
them. There is certainly, Mr. Chairman, no 
other way whereby the vast proportion of the 
people of the United States can ever reach 
these publications. Most certainly the men 
who live in the far-distant portions of the 
Union will not send here for the purpose of 
subscribing to a paper published by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. But, on the 
other hand, by sending these publications free, 
involving the expenditure of the small sum of 
$10,000, the great interests of the inventors 
of the United States will be advanced, and all 
who wish to look at any invention which has 
been patented, will readily find access to 
descriptions of them free of expense. I hope 
the amendment which has been offered to 
accomplish this object will be adopted without 
a division. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Let us now have 
a vote. 

The question was first on the amendment 
of Mr. Hoar, to amend the amendment of 
Mr. Bearry, by striking out the words ‘‘and 
Library.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on Mr. Brarry’s 
amendment, as amended, to add to Mr. L. 
Myers’s amendment the words: 


Provided further, That a subscription price of not 
Jess than five dollars pet annum for said gazette 
shall be charged to each subscriber. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The question was next on the amendment 
of Mr. L. Myers as amended; and being put, 
it was agreed to—yeas one hundred and one, 
noes not counted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Columbia Institute for the Deaf and Dumb: For 
furnishing and fitting up the buildings of the insti- 
tution, $6,000. —_ k , 

For repairs of buildings during fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, $3,500. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to make the paragraph 
more definite : 

After the word “buildings,” where it occurs the 
second time, add the words “‘ of said institute.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For this amount to pay to the Seneca Indians 
the interest due on the sum of $40,000, held in trust 
for them, as provided in the treaty of February 23, 
1867, from June 18, 1868, the date of the ratification 
of said treaty, to November 1, 1871, the date when 
interest on stocks purchased with said sum o 
$40,000 commenced to acerue, $6,723 33, 


“Il 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move 
to amend that paragraph by adding at the 
close of it the following: 


Which amount shall be paid directly to said Sen- 
eca Indians, and not to an agent, attorney, or other 


person claiming to act for them. 


My object in offering that amendment is to 
secure to these Indians their annuities paid 
directly to them without the intervention of.a 
third party. : 

During the last session of the last Congress 
a committee of this House was authorized to 
investigate frauds upon the Indians and in the 
Indian service, and in their report, after citing 
the evidence, they say: 

“Tt will thus be seen that_out of the payment of 
$125,000 to the Chickasaws, General Blunt received 
$62,500; out of $84,000 to the Choctaws he received 
$33,600, and outof $90,000 to the Quapaws, $30,000; in 
tho asergaate $126,100 out of payments amounting to 

That is about four per, cent. of their entire 
annuities. I simply prøpose to secure by this 
amendment these helpless, and, I may say, 
defenseless Indians, from the avarice of white: 
men by directing that their annuities shall be 
paid directly to them and not to any agent. 

Mr. SARGENT. I oppose the amend- 
ment for the purpose of calling the attention 
of the committee to the fact that General 
Blunt, in making his defense in the case re- 
ferred to by the gentleman, stated that it was 
a doubtful claim before Congress, and one that 
required to be pressed upon the attention of 
the committee; that he was here for three or 
four years endeavoring to call attention to 
the fact that this was an equitable claim; that 
he finally succeeded in getting the appropria- 
tion; that before entering on the work, know- 
ing that the task was a difficult one, and that 
it would take a long time to get it done, he 
made a contract with these Indians that they 
should pay him a certain amount, and they 
subsequently paid him that amount, In that 
instance, however, the disbursing officers of 
the Government paid to the specific Indian 
entitled to a pro rata share the amount he was 
entitled to: He received the money and had 
it in his pockets, or in his blankets, or where 
ever an Indian carries his money, and after- 
ward settled with the agent. Now, the only 
objection I have to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is that it will not. effect 
the object he has in view; it will not prevent 
an Indian, after he has received his money, pay- 
ing over to the agent whatever amount he may 
previously have agreed to pay. Ihave no objec- 
tion to the adoption of the amendment, but I 
fear it will not answer the gentleman's purpose. 

In reference to this paragraph I quote from 
the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
(Executive Document No. 82, dated January 
22, 1872,) in which he says: 

“ By the first article of the treaty of February 23, 
1867, (Statutes-at-Large, vol. 15, page 513, &e.,) made 
with the Senecas and other tribes of Indians, the 
Senecas ceded twenty thosand-acres of land to the 
United States, for which the Government agreed to 
pay $20,000 upon the ratification of tho treaty; and 
by the second article they made a furthor cession 
of about thirty thousand acres, for which they were 
to receive the sum of $24,000. The sixth article of 
the treaty provided that of the last-named sum 
$4,000 should be paid to the Senecas immediately 
after the ratification of the treaty, and that the bal- 
ance thereof, $20,000, should be consolidated with 
the $20,000 provided to be paid by the first, article, 
the whole to be invested at five per cent. interest, 
payable to the tribe, per capita, semi-annually. 

“ The two items of $20,000 and $24,000 were appro- 
priated in 1869, (Statutes-at-Large, vol, 16, page 34,) 
and the sum of $4,000 was duly taken from the last- 
named item and used ay provided in said sixth arti- 
cle, leaving the sum of $40,000, on which, by the 
terms of the treaty, interest at the rate of five per 
cent. was to be paid to the tribe per capita semi- 
annually. This sum of $40,000, however, remained 
in the Treasury, no interest thereon having beon 
paid to the Indians, until the 7th day of December, 
1871, when it was drawn from the Treasury and in- 
vee in Va States stocks, yae Aig an which, 

tt rate of five per cent, um, z 
fonce to accrue on the Ist: day of November, 1871. 

“t From the foregoing it will be seen that the Sen- 
ecas are entitled to interest on the sum of $40,000, 
from June 18, 1868, the date of the ratification of said 
treaty, to November 1, 1871, the date from which in- 
terest on said stocks commenced to accrue, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $6,733 33,” 
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£1 Now, the object of the gentleman, it seems 
tö me, would be best accomplished by an 
amendment, to the general appropriation bill 
i providing that annuities shall be paid directly 
to the Indians and not to any agent; but even 
that, I fear, would fail to accomplish his pur- 
‘pose. . : 
j Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I do not 
‘know if the amendment Í have offered will 
meet the case. It was the best I could think 
‘of at the moment. The gentleman from Cal- 


ifornia is very well aware that the Indian in | 


| “wany Gases is very much defrauded and wronged 
“by. white men, and I have felt that it is a shame 
to our country and to the Government that 
these people are not more fully protected in 
their rights against the arrows of our own race: 
T offer this amendment hoping that it will have 
some effect in curing this evil. I am aware 
that.in this case of General Blunt the Indians 
received the money, and afterward gave him 
his share and other p&rties their share. I do 
not know that this amendment, will reach the 
casé; butif members think it will do any good 
in respect to protecting the Indians-I hope it 

_ will be. adopted. j 
“The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
‘upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
committee now rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
Let us go on with this bill, 

Mr. SARGENT. Let the vote be taken upon 
the atnendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souti, [Mr. McCormiox.] I will not oppose it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Very well; I will 
withdraw my motion for the presént. 

‘The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. MeCormiox, of Missouri, 
and it was agreed to, 

Mr. HANKS, 1 move that the committee 
now rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to 
make a single statement. There is an appro- 
ptiation in this bill of $1,000,000, which we 
have ndt yet reached, to carry on, the courts 
of the United States. This morning I received 
a letter from the Attorney General in which he 
writes that in two or three days their money 
will be exhausted, and the courts will have to 
adjourn, There is not enough money to carry 
on the general judicial businessof the Govern- 
ment, to pay for the subpenaing of witnesses, 
&c., unless this bill shall pass. It is for that 
teason I have beeti so urgent as to take even 
Monday forthe consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HANKS. J insist upon my motion. 

The question was taken upon the motion 
that the committee rise; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 48, noes 89. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HANKS called for tellers. 

‘The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; anid there were—twenty-six in the alfirm- 
ative, » ` : 

So (the affirmative being one fifth of a quo- 
rum) tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Hanxs, were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
repotted that there were—ayes thirty-nine, 
hoes not counted, 

So the tiotion that the committee rise was 
not. agréed to. 

‘The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


That the Seorgtary of the Interior be, and ho 
hereby is, authorized to expend, for the removal of 
Chippewa Indians tothe White Barth lake reser- 
vation, in Minnesota, for their subsistence for six 
months after their ramoval, and for improve ments 
on said reservation, thé unexpended balance of 
appropriations heretofore made for such removal, 
subsistence, &e., and now on the beoks of the Treas- 
ury Department, amounting in the aggregate to 
$57,079 44. 

Mr. HANKS. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read, in order to obtain more 
information from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions on the subject. [understand that a former 
appropriation has been expended in behalf of 
these Indians, and that the report of the De- 
partment shows that they have actually been 


I hope not. 


removed to this White Earth lake reservation. 
Tam informed that the fact is that about one 
thousand of these Indians remain off the res- 
ervation. Now, to place them on thé reserva- 
tion will take perhaps one third of the amount 
here proposed, and it can be done within two 
or three days’ time. _ a 

Mr. SARGENT. Idid not hear fully the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Arkansas, [ Mr. 
Hayxs,] but I will explain in a few words the 
necessity of this item of appropriation. The 
amount here asked to be teappropriated was ap- 
propriated heretofore, together with a larger 
amount; but before the removal of these In- 
dians was effected this portion of the appro- 
priation Was covered into the Treasury by law. 
At that time there was an unwillingness mani- 
fested on the part of some of these Indians to be 
removed to thisreservation, but since then they 
have consented tothe removal. In Executive 
Document No. 188 will be fotind a calculation 
of the amount it is estimated it will cost per 
capita to removethese Indians. ‘They are now 
roaring, and a terror to the people of the coun- 
try they infest. They are represented as being 
vagabonds in their nature, as being untuly, 
and as frightening women and children left 
unprotected. They are now willing to go on 
this reservation, and to remain upon it, where 
they can to some extent be civilized, or at any 
rate where they can be controlled. ` This 
amount was appropriated and then covered 
into the Treasury, and it is now asked that it 
be reappropriated. 

Mr. HANKS. Does not the report of the 

ndian agent show that these Indians have 
been removed to this reservation? 

Mr. SARGENT. It does not. 

Mr. HANKS. Iso understand it. 

Mr. SARGENT. It shows that a portion 
of them have been removed. 

Mr. BOLES. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have had this matter brought to their 
attention by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and after a full and thorough investigation of 
the case the committee unanimously instructed 
me to report a special bill for this purpose. 
Since the fact has been brought to our notice 
that the Committee on Appropriations had 
incorporated it in this bill, I have been in- 
structed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to make a statement in favor of this appropri- 
ation should any objection be made to it. 

Mr. HANKS. Upon that explanation I 
will withdraw my motion to strike out this 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary for the subsistence of the Arickaree, Gros 
Ventro, and Mandan Indians, at Fort Berthold 


agoncy, Dakota, during the remaindor of the pres- 


ent scal year, $40,000. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the word “subsistence,” in the 
paragraph just read, the words “ civilization 
and care.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the subsistence of the Indians at the 
Milk River agency, in Montana (including eight 
thousand Sioux now collected at that place) for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, $100,000. wits 

Mr. SARGENT. I move’to amend by 
inserting after the paragraph just réad the 
following: 

, Hor this amount, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, in providing 
subsistence and clothing for the Osage Indians an 
aiding them in establishing themselves in their new 
homes, to be reimbursed to the United States from 
the interest on the net proveeds of the sale of their 
lands in Kansas, as provided by the second article 
of the treaty with the Great and Little „Osages of 
September 29, 1865, and the twelfth section of the 
act of July 15, 1870, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHANKS. Iniove toamend by adding 
after the amendment just adopted the follow 
ing: 

Provided, That no person shall receive any part 
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of the money appropriated by this act for any ger- 
vices. ot pretended services as attorney, evunselor, 
or agent for any tribe, or Indian, or Indians, for 
whom any part of these appropriations are made, 
Any person violating this provision shall be deemed. 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined in double 
the amount so received. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Saanxs,] who offers this amend- 
ment, is chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. If he has any plai of this kind to 
suggest I hope he will suggest its insertion 
where it will do some good. There is nothing 
in this bill to which this amendment can attach 
unless it is a single item for the Seneca Tn- 
dians. The general Indian appropriation bill, 
appropriating between five and six million dol- 
lars, passed through here; and although it 
contained annuity after annuity, for tribe after 
tribe, the gentleman did not propose hisamend- 
ment to that bill where it would have been of 
some value. But upon this bill, cotitaining a 
single Indian appropriation of $12,000 fot the 
Senecas, this amendment is offered. It is 
entirely useless as a provision of this bill. 
The bill contains nothing which it can affect. 
I hope that the gentleman will withdraw it, 
and report from his committee some proposi- 
tion which may be a rule hereafter to govern 
the Departments, or else I hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
withdraw this amendment. If there is an ap- 
propriation of $12,000 in this bill let us guard 
itas it should be guarded. I do not see why 
the gentleman should make this sort of asper- 
sion upon me, or why he should assail me for 
offering this amendment. I have offered it 
in good faith; and I shall continue to offer 
amendments of this kind wherever I find these 
appropriations. I hope that the gentleman 
will not insist that a guard should not be 
thrown around this appropriation of $12,000, - 
because in other bills there have been appro- 
priations of larger amounts which have not 
been thus guarded. If the gentleman cares 
for the men for whose ‘benefit we are making 
these Indian appropriations, it was his busi- 
ness, when he had under his management the 
Indian appropriation bill, to see that these 
appropriations were properly guarded. Why 
did he not do so? I did not wish to interfere . 
with the affairs of another committee, and I 
withheld my hand. No provision of this kind 
was then adopted, and Iam now assailed for 
making the proposition at the present time. 
Sir, it was his place to guard this Indian fund 
when he was reporting and managing the In- 
dian appropriation bill. I shall not withdraw 
my amendment. Let the House, if it thinks 
best, vote it down. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman is unduly 
sensitive. In the first place, I did not assail 
him at all. I simply endeavored to show the 
folly of his amendment. He asks why the 
Committee on Appropriations did not in the 
Indian appropriation bill report a provision 
of this kind. Sir, it was hot our place to do 
so. We receive certain estimates as our guide 
in reporting appropriations; and under the 
rules of the House we are forbidden to report 
any qualifying clauses. .Whenever anything 
of that kind is attempted, some gentleman 
objects that it interferes with the business of 
his committee, and for that or some other 
reason the clause is ruled out. I am tired of 
that kind of legislation. 

_We now have under consideration a def- 
ciency bill containing, as I have said, nothing 
to which this amendment can apply except a 
single item; and now the gentleman from In- 
diana, whose sense of duty did not impel him 
to offer such an amendment when we had under 
consideration a bill appropriating five or six 
million dollars for the Indians, proposes this 
amendment. If the gentleman's proposition 
were offered in a shape indorsed by his com- 
mittee as a plan that would meet the existing 
difficulty, I do not believe the House would 
disagree to it, But when the attempt is made 
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to put it on this bill, and thereby prevent Con- 
gress from acting on the matter hereafter, it 
seoms to me that itis perfectly idle. That is 
the reason I object to it. 

Mr. SHANKS. This applies solely to this 
measure. It speaks of no other measure. It 
does not reach out to take in any other bill. The 
House will recognize that it does not take in 
any other measure. While this particular meas- 
are is taken in, others are not. When the gen- 
tleman from Missouri offered his amendment 
he was told it did not gover the ground. I went 
to the gentleman from Missouri, and we agreed 
that this does cover it. Although that did not 
cover it, this one does; and while that was 
objected to because it did not cover the ground, 
this is now objected to because it does. I will 
not withdraw the measure, but hope the House 
will adopt it. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. Irise for the purpose of 
offering a pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HAY. 1 think we have reached a point 
in this bill where we ought to have more dis- 
cussion than we can have this evening. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have the floor. Ido 
not object to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. SHANKS. The gentleman has already 
spoken, and I believe I am entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have not yielded the 
floor, and I trust the gentleman will permit 
me to go through. I do not say by putting 
this amendment in this place we put it where 
it is entirely useless or inadequate to the neces- 
sities of the service, if any such necessities 
exist; but it seems to be brought forward by 
the gentleman as an excuse for not having 
done his duty heretofore, or as a sort of com- 
promise with his conscience as chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. Indian 
affairs seem to have run riot here for several 
years past, and almost the only limitation put 
upon the extravagance or misuse of appropria- 
tions has been by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, which committee has come in here, 
and in spite of the objections raised to its meas- 
ures on the ground of their being new legis- 
lation, it has succeeded to a very great extentin 
guarding the rights of the Indians. If the 
gentleman has any proposition which ought to 
come from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
let it be submitted in proper shape, and it will 
have, no doubt, proper consideration. But, 
sir, this is not the place for any such«matter 
as that which he has now presented. 

Mr. SHANKS. What objection is there to 
it? Why should it not come in here as well 
as in any other place? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is of no more use here 
than a jewel in a hog’ssnout. The gentleman 
seems to have become suddenly sensitive in 
reference to his duty. 

Mr. SHANKS. I will tell the gentleman 
why I became sensitive about it. The gentle- 
man remarked in my hearing that it was ped- 
dling out our propositions, 

Mr. SARGENT. I confess I made that 
remark, and I consider it just. 

Mr. HAY. I movethat the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. 
Dawes having resumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. Stevenson reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
under consideration, and particularly a bill 
(H. R. No. 1654) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1872, and for former 
years, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly 
(at four o’ clock and thirty-three minutes p. m. ) 
the House adjourned. 


42p Cone. 2p Szss.— No. 89. 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c.,; were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of Elizabeth 
Jenkins, of Danville, Kentucky, widow of 
Mathew Jenkins, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
praying for. a pension, together with the in- 
dorsement of a large number of leading 
e1tizens, a 

Also, the petition of Gray, Rodman & Co., 
and others, dealers in tobacco in Frankfort, 
Kentucky, praying for uniformity in the 
tobacco tax, and for speedy action of Con- 
gress. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of 
Ann Wood, of Sandwich, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for a pension. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of Ben- 
jamin D. Alvord in relation tothe appointment 
of Paymaster General. 

Mr. COGHLAN: Thepetition of Jesse Sut- 
ton for confirmation of private land claims in 
the State of California. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Nicholas 
Dowling for a pension. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of William C. 
Ridgely, John M. Richardson, and others, of 
Brooke and Ohio counties, West Virginia, 
remonstrating against a change of the exist- 
ing tariff laws abating or abolishing. duties 
upon such articles as are produced in this 
country, and praying for the repeal of all duties 
upon tea, coffee, and such other articles of 
necessity and comfort as cannot be produced 
in the United States. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Sibley, 
Endicott & Co., William M. Hoyt & Co., and 
118 others, business men of Chicago, Illinois, 
protesting against any change in the existing 
tariff upon foreign salt, and setting forth that 
with resources for home production so abun- 
dant and so widely distributed they deem it 
highly unwise to adopt a line of policy calcu- 
lated to make our nation dependent on foreign 
countries for its supply of an indispensable 
element of healthy animal life. 

Also, the petition of ©. A. Fargo, J. T. 
Crawford, W. A. Chapin & Son, and 81 others, 
citizens of Liverpool, Onondaga county, New 
York, praying that such discriminating duties 
be levied on all imported manufactures as will 
render substantial protection to the labor of 
American citizens. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of L. 
P. Heck and 81 others, of Minnesota, late of 
the Union Army; also of H. P. Hawkins 
and 48 others; also of James A. Wright and 
30 others; also of Charles F. Cummings and 
15 others; also of Byron Chapman and 82 
others; also of Curtis B. Ames and 113 others ; 
also of J. W. Bird and 28 others; also of 
Walter N. Beard and 10 others; also of A. 
H. Belding and 87 others, asking an equaliza- 
tion of bounty. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Thomas 
H. Allen and 60 others, citizens of Lyuch- 
burg, Virginia, representing that the trade of 
all plug manufactures of tobacco in the entire 
country is completely paralyzed by the uncer- 
tainty as to what the rate will be fixed at, and 


praying the Congress of the United States to | 


take up and act upon the question of the to- 
bacco tax at the earliest day practicable ; also 
representing that a uniform tax is absolutely 


necessary to prevent the utter ruin of the plug || 


manufacturers. 

Also, the petition of Alexander McDonald, 
of Lynchburg, Virginia, for the removal of 
his political disabilities. 

By Mr. FARNSWORTH: The memorial of 
John Short, of Elgin, Illinois, asking arrears 
of pensions. : 

By Mr. FARWELL: A memorial in favor 
of protection to American labor, 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
George F. Mincke and 200 others, citizens of | 
St. Louis, Missouri, praying for arepeal of the | 


duties on tea and coffee, and such other articles 
as can not be produced in the United States; 
also, the remonstrating against. reduction of 
duties on articles manufactured in this country. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The petition 
of the soldiers, sailors, and marines of-the 
State of Ohio, ‘who served in the armies of 
the United States during the war ofthe rebel- 
lion, for bounty. : 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of Henry N. 


| Smith, John Moyer, and 127 others, workers in 
various industries, citizens of Hamburg, Berks 
| county, Pennsylvania, praying for arepeal of 
| the duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 


cles as cannot be produced in the United 
States, and remonstrating against any change. 
in the duties on articles which can be success- 
fully produced in this country. . TAR 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of G. W. 
Webb, of Cleveland county, North Carolina, 
asking for a removal of political disabilities. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of Cap- 
tain M. Piggott and 967 others,’ citizens. of 
Quincy, Illinois, praying for the passage .of 
a bill authorizing the construction of arailway 
and wagon bridge across the Mississippi river 
at Quincy, Illinois, i ‘ 

By Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey: The 
petition of W. Fietcher and 134 others, work- 
ers in Washington cotton mills and Glouces- 
ter calico print-works, citizens of Camden 
county, New Jersey, praying for a repeal of 
the duties on tea, coffee, and such: other arti- 
cles as cannot be produced in the United 
States, and remonstrating against any change 
in the duties on articles which can be success- 
fully produced in this country. 

Also, the petition of W, V L. Seigman, for 
a change in postal regulations. : : 

By Mr. JONES: The memorial of .C.- B. 
Willson and others, praying indemnity for 
spoliation, committed by the French prior t 
the year 1801, f 

Also, the petition of John Casey, late pri- 
vate of company G, twenty-sixth Missouri 
volunteers, for relief under pension laws. l 

Also, the petition of George W. Corey and 
others, for reform of the postal laws. ' 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Parks F. 
Mills and 46 others, workers in, various indus- 
tries, citizens of Manayunk,:. Philadelphia 
county, praying for repeal of the duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and remon- 
strating against any change in the duties on 
articles which can be successfully produced in 
this country. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of Edward 
Ruddick, Alexander Sweany, Jobn S. Greer, 
and 59 others, all ex-soldiers of the United 
States in the late war, asking Congress’ to 
enact into law the bill introduced by Hon. 
M. D. Manson to grant a land warrant of one 
hundred and -sixty acres of laud to each hon- 
orably discharged officer, non-commissioned 
officer, and soldier in said war. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The memorial of D. 
L. Braine, commander United States. Navy, 
asking that the officers and crew of the United 
States steamer Vicksburg shall be paid out of 
the Navy pension fund their share of the 
proceeds of seventy-eight bales of cotton taken 


| by them at sea, June 1, 1864. 


By Mr. LANSING: A petition of the trus- 
tees of the Oneida Savings Bank, for a repeal 
of the tax on savings banks. i 

Also, a petition of citizens of Oswego, New 
York, against the reduction of. the. duties on 
foreign salt. ae 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of 
M. Metagar and 40 others, workers in Brighton 
paper-mills, citizens of Beaver.county, Penu- 
sylvania, praying for repeal of the duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and remou- 
sirating against any.change in the duties on 
articles which can be successfully produced in 
this country. ` 
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By Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri: The 
etition of A. W. Banks, asking relief for pub- 
ishers and: dealers in newspapers. 

. By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of Smith, 
Hameil & Co. and other merchants of Keokuk, 
Iowa, praying that in case a law be passed 
abolishing or reducing the duty on tea and 
coffee at least ninety days’ time be given be- 
fore the same shall take effect. 

. Also, 4 joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa, asking Congress to pass a 
law granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to honorably discharged soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of the rebellion. : 

Also, a remonstrance of numerous citizens 
of Lee county, Iowa, against the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of 

the United States. 

By Mr. MERCUR: Thememorial of Holmes 
Sells, asking compensation for property taken 
and used by the Army of the United States 
during the late rebellion, together with the evi- 
dence in support of the same. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Jobn 
Zimmerman and 17 others, citizens of Wooster, 
Ohio, praying for the removal of the tax upon 
gas- light. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The memorial ef the 
Charleston Chamber of Commerce, relauug 
to the improvement of the bar and harbor of 
Charleston, South Carolina. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A petition of 110 
officers and soldiers, asking additional bounty. 

Also, a remonstrance against the passage of 
any international copyright law, from Messrs, 
John Fagan & Co. and their workmen, em- 
bracing 43 persons. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. T. and J. W. 
Johnson & Co., law booksellers, of Philadel- 
phia, and their employés, against any inter- 
national copyright law. 

Also, a petition for the same purpose from 
23 persons engaged in the paper trade of the 
city of Philadelphia. 

: Also, the petition of Emanuel Coryell, guard- 
ian of the minor children of Joseph B. Cor- 
yell, late asoldier in company F, twenty-sixth 
regiment Pennsylvania volunteers. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS : A petition of citi- 
zens of Rome, New York, for time before the 
reduction of the duties on tea and coffee. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of Rob- 
ert Barker and 97 others, workers in various 
industries, citizens of Lock Haven, Clinton 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for repeal of 
the duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
cles as cannot be produced in the United 

. States, and remonsirating against any change 
in the duties on articles which can be success- 
fully produced in this country. 

By Mr. SHOEMAKER: The petition of C. 
M. Brunow and 84 others, citizons of Pennsyl- 
vania and late soldiers of the Army, praying 
for the passage of au act giving $8 83% per 
month for the entire time served, deducting 
all Government bounty paid; also asking that 
the twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 
1870, be so amended as to allow bounty land 
to honorably discharged soldiers without the 
requirements of settlement and cultivation. 

Also, the remonstrance of R. T. Wood and 
73 others, citizens of Dakota Territory, against 
the passage of an act dividing the Springfield 
land district into two land districts. 

By Mr. SLOSS: The petition of Messrs. 
Nelson & Tanner, publishers of the Athens 
Post, a newspaper published in Athens, Ala- 

bama, asking for legislation upon the subject of 
postage on papers printed on one side. 

By Mr. SPHER, of Georgia: The petition 
of Waring Russell, of Chatham county, Geor- 
gia, asking the removal of his political dis- 
abilities. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A petition of 
1,069 residents of Marquette county, Michi- 
gau, in favor of protection to American labor. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of George 
McKee for relief, 


By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of E. M. 
Day; of the Brooklyn (Iowa) Journal, in regard 
to the transmission of printed matter through 
the mails. > 

Also, the petition of Edwin T. Parker for a 
pension. Py e wit - 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of E. D. 
Richmond, of Detroit; Michigan, praying com- 
pensation for property destroyed by Union 
forces at Paducah, Kentucky. ig te 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the rule, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. KING: A bill to establish a post 
road from O'Fallon to Wellsburg, thence to 
Chain of Rocks, thence to Old Monroe, in 
St. Charles and Lincoln counties, Missouri. 


IN SENATE. — 
Turspay, March 5, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
rend and approved. 


CHARGES AGAINST KANSAS SENATORS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I ask the indulgence 
of the Senate for a very few words of a per- 
sonal nature. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas desires to make a personal state- 
ment brief in its character. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate and the country are advised of the fact that 
the Legislature of Kansas, which has recently 
adjourned, has been engaged in the investiga- 
tion of charges of bribery and corruption in 
the senatorial elections of 1867 and 1871, pre- 
ferred against my colleague and myself. It is 
quite as well understood, I suppose, that this 
proceeding has been entirely ex parte. A com- 
mittee of the Legislature has made its report, 
and that report has been widely circulated. 
have not yet seen the so-called ‘ testimony,” 
but have positive assurance that it is not pre- 
tended to have been established that any mem- 
ber of the Legislature of 1871 was bribed to 
vote for me. 

Mr. President, this ex parte report, insti- 
gated by malice and designed to subserve a 
political purpose, has received no legislative 
sanction. The Senate of my State pointedly 
refused even to send the report and testimony 
here for the information of this body, while 
the House as pointedly refused to request this 
body to order an investigation. Indeed, the 
pretended ‘‘testimony’’ has not yet been 
printed, and it was never read in either house. 

But, sir, in a matter of this kind I am not 
disposed to stand upon forms. My character 
has been unjustly, cruelly, outrageously as- 
sailed. The foulest scandals of the street 
have been gathered up and scattered broadcast 
over the country. I simply desire to say to 
the Senate now that I shrink from no scrutiny. 
Sir, I hurl back these charges with scorn and 
indignation, and I have nothing but contempt 
for the mean, mercenary, and despicable mo- 
tives which prompted them. No living man 
can confront me and say that I have ever 
done aught to warrant these assaults, 

Mr. President, I make these remarks now 
because my silence might be misconstrued. 
When this report and testimony shall have 
been received I shall promptly bring it to the 
attention of the Senate, and shall ask such 
action as may be necessary and proper. At 
some future time also I shall claim the in- 
dulgence of the Senate to enable me to expose 
this outrage asit-deserves. Until that time I 
think it not too much to ask that I shall nothe 
judged upon a malicious report, prepared by 
men who are my bitter enemies, which, I am 
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given to understand, ‘finds little justification 
even in the hearsay evidenee collected, and 
which is notoriously designed for use in a 
political campaign now imminent in my-State. 

This, Mr.. President, is all. that. I deem it 
proper for me to sayatibis time. Ihave much 
to say, however, in vindication of myself upon 
this subject, which, as I have already stated, I 
shalliake the earliest opportunity that is offered 
of doing. Ra he 

Mr. POMEROY. Lest. my. silence might 
be misconstrued, I desire, Mr. President, to 
say that I have been waiting some time. for 
some communication from the Legislature of 
my State. I ask the Vice President if he has 
received any, as there was a notice that some- 
thing was to be sent to the Vice President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
received nothing from the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, or from any officer of the State of Kansas, 
in regard to either of the two Senators. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I will say nothing 
in regard to the merits of this question, as it 
relates to a political controversy in my own 
State; but I will ask for the adoption of the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That all papers and communications 
relating to the election of Senators in the State of 
Kansas in the years 1867 and 1871 be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that 
they be directed to report to the Senate after exam- 
ination what action, if any, should be taken by the 
Senators from that State in relation thereto, or by 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this res- 
olution ? 

Mr. COLE. There are no papers here yet. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes; Ihave some papers 
to present if the resolution should be adopted. 
I have here all that has appeared in the news: - 
papers on the subject. Phare got the report 
of the committee of the Legislature as pub- 
lished in the newspapers and as sent to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
first ascertain if there is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. If there ig 
none, it is before the Senate by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. THURMAN. Tonly wish to make this 
suggestion to the mover of the resolution, that 
he strike out that part of it which asks the 
committee to advise the Senators what they 
ought to do. The committee can advise the 
Senate what in the opinion of the committee 
it ought to do, but it is no part of the province 
of that committee to advise Senators what 
they ought to do. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thisisa matter personal 
to myself and my colleague, and I thought-—— 

Mr. THURMAN. I appreciate the motive, 
but really it would not be proper. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know it would be a 
relief to me if the committee were to advise 
us on the subject. 

Mr. THURMAN. It would bean improper 
precedent. The committee cannot take the 
character of the Senator in charge and advise 
him what to do or what not todo. Itean only 
advise the Senate whatto do. Isuggest, there- 
fore, that it is not only an unusual, but an 
unprecedented thing. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it will make it any 
more palatable to my friend, I have not the 
least objection.to striking out that portion of 
the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN, IL hopeitwillbe stricken 
out. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to amend the resolution so 
as to provide that the committee sball report 
“ what action should be taken by the Senate in 
relation thereto.”’ 

Mr. POMEROY. 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the resolution as modified. i 

The resolution as modified was adopted, 


I have no objection to 
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Mr. POMEROY.. I now present a news- 
paper which has been sent to me marked, the 
Leavenworth Daily Times, in which there is a 
report signed by a committee of the Legisla- 
ture which I desire to have referred to this 
committee. I know it is somewhat informal 


to refer anything of this kind to a committee, - 


butmy object is to refer everything I can get. 
I want the matter fully and fairly investigated, 
and as this.is the only communication I can 
find on the subject I ask that it be referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from.Kansas sends up.a newspaper which con- 
tains what purports to be a report ofa com- 
mittee of the Legislature of that State, and 
asks to have that paper referred to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will add also that if I 
receive hereafter any other papers, or any 
official papers, I shall desire, in harmony with 
this resolution, to refer them to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems to me that this 
is carrying the spirit of investigation even a 
little farther than the reformers would propose, 
to take up a newspaper and find some scandal 
against a Senator, and then bring it here to 
the Senate and have it referred to a committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is all we can get. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think if the people or 
the Legislature of Kansas have any complaint 
to make against their Senators, the dignified 
course for this body to pursue, and the only 
just course, would be to wait in patience until 
that people by petition, or that Legislature by 
memorial, address themselves to the Seuate 
in the regular way. 

I merely make this objection now because 
if this is to be the fashion I suppose every time 
I discover a squib in the newspapers about 
myself, I shall be considered as having plead 
guilty, whatever the accusation may be, unless 
1 get it immediately referred to a committee of 
this body. 


I do not fail to appreciate the motive of the 


honorable Senator from Kansas in desiring to 
have this sort- of scandal exploded if it be false, 
as of course we are bound to assume that it is; 
but we owe something to the Senate itself; 
and to send to a committee a mere newspaper 
statement of what some committee of the Le- 
gislature have done for investigation, | think is 
a very wrong thing to do, and therefore I object 
to it. When official papers come from Kan- 
sag, if they ever do, they can be referred of 
course. If they do not, it will be very con- 
clusive evidence that the Legislature -itself 
believes the whole thing to be a falsehood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont objects. The Chair thinks it would 
require unanimous consent of the Senate to 
refer such a paper as this to a committee, 

Mr. POMEROY. If it were a common 
newspaper article, it would come within’ the 
criticism of my friend from Vermont; but it 
purports to be the report of a committee of 
the Legislature, and it is received and acered- 
ited in the country as the report of a commit- 
tee of the Legislature, and it is in that view 
that I ask to have it referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator insists 
upon it, I do not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont withdraws his objection. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Asa member of the 
committee indicated in this resolution I desire 
to repeat substantially what the Senator from 
Vermont has said. If that committee shonid 
enter into a solemn investigation of this sub- 
ject, and it should subsequently turn out that 
that newspaper article was bogus, as it might, 
not only the committee, bat the Senate would 
be placed in rather an unenviable light. It is 
certainly enough for the Senate to proceed 
when some tangible complaint is made. If 
the Legislature of the State of Kansas desire 
to have this matter investigated, they havethe 
complete power to investigate it, and it seems 


to me they are the only persons who should 
investigate it. If they are satisfied with what 
has taken place in their own State, and make 
no complaint, and these Senators represent 
them fairly, properly, and legally in the Sen- 
ate, certainly the Senate have no right and. no 
occasion to do it, and it seems to me that this 
committee should not be charged with an in- 
vestigation on mere newspaper rumors. ` 

Mr. CALDWELL. As I understand, the 
resolution as adopted provides that when the 
official report and testimony are received, they 
shall be referred to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
provides *‘ that all papers and communications 
relating to the election of Senators in the State 
of Kansas in the years 1867 and 1871 be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. The word “ papers” 
there, with the explanation of Senators, means 
of course all newspapers, and to that I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
quoted what the resolution states. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I was going to state 
that, as I understand, the motive of my col- 
league in proposing to refer this newspaper 
account of what purports to be the report of 
the legislative committee was simply to give 
information to the Senate committee in ad- 
vance, So far as [am concerned, I do not 
insist on that at all; but I simply desire to say 
that I propose, as soon as I get this report and 
so-called testimony, to refer them to the com- 
mittee and ask the committee and the Senate 
to take such action as they deem proper. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Has the resolution been 
adopted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I venture to move to 
reconsider the vote adopting the resolution, 
and I will state the reason why I make that 
motion, that we may see if it will meet the 
sense of the Senate. There is no question 
before the Senate now, there are no papers 
before the Senate, and it seems to me to be 
outside of all the history of our legislation to 
adopt a resolution or raise a committee to in- 
vestigate a subject that has never been pre- 
sented to us. 

I can appreciate the anxiety and the posi- 
tion. of the Senators from Kansas, but it 
seems to me that they may well rest by intro- 
ducing the resolution and letting it lie on the 
table, showing their readiness to meet the 
question whenever it shall come before us in 
that way in which all questions come before a 
Legislature. It is not therefore wise to adopt 
the resolution now. It is out of all forms of 
legislative proceeding, and it does seem to me 
that it answers all the purposes of those Sen- 
ators. and indicates to the Senate and to the 
world their readiness to meet this matter when 
it shall come before us. I think, therefore, it 
would be wiser to reconsider the vote adopt- 
ing the resolution, and lct it lie on the table, 
to be called up at that moment when the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, as he says, will introduce 
the papers when they shall reach him. I 
therefore submit that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
proposition is this: the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. Pomeroy] asks unanimous consent to 
submit a paper which he desires to have re- 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my objection 
for the time being. 

Thè VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HAM- 
Lin] now moves to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate agreed to the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kansas in front 
of the Chair. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
that resolution this moraing from a telegram 
which 1 have received, that the Legislature 
refused to send the papers here; that one 


I was led to introduce į 


house agreed to it, and the other non-con- 
curred: That telegram convinced me that we 
should not get them from the Legislature, and 
I was anxious to place before the committee 
whatever we could get, and it was on that 
account that I introduced the resolution... I 
understand one branch of the Legislature 
passed a resolution to send the papers here, 
but the other did not concur in it; and it 
being a concurrent resolution, [ doubt whether 
they will get bere at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to this resolution. “i 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
now recurs on agreeing to the resolution; and 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamitin] moves 
that it lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the paper lie'on the 
table with it. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report in 
this paper does not purport to be adopted. `: It 
reads, ‘‘ The following is a copy in full of the 
report submitted tothe Legislature yesterday.” 
It wili lie on the table. The Senator from 
Maine now moves that the resolution lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


` PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARKERSBURG. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I was unavoidably absent 
yesterday during the morning hour when the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
made a report on a bill local to a portion of 
my constituents. They reported adversely on 
the bill (S. No. 363) to provide for a building 
suitable for a post office for the accommoda- 
tion of the revenue officers and the United 
States courts and other offices in the city of 
Parkersburg, West Virginia, and it was in- 
definitely postponed. Had I been present, I 
should have asked that the bill be placed upon 
the Calendar. Inasmuch as I was unavoid- 
ably absent yesterday, I now ask that the bill 
may be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As the Sen- 
ator was not present yesterday, I see no objec- 
tion to placing the bill on the Calendar, and 
I hope he will be gratified. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the indefinite postponement of the 
bill will be regarded as reconsidered and the 
bill placed on the Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POMEROY. J made a report yesterday 
from the Committee on Rules, and I desire. to 
ask of the Chair whether a report on the rules 
relating to the body has any precedence. Can 
I offer it this morning for action in preference 
to any other business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be the 
duty of the Chair to recognize the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules as soon as Senate 
resolutions were called for, so as to call up that 
report, but previous to that the morning busi- 
ness has priority 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I give notice that 
I desire to call up this report this morning. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, f 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Nebraska, praying that. any 
special laws passed regarding the homesteads 
of soldiers who served in the war of the rebel- 
lion may extend to women who. gave their 
services in camps and hospitals aud in the 
field; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. i a 

Mr. BOREMAN presented. a petition. of 
late soldiers of West. Virginia, praying Con- 
gress to modify the homestead law of May 
20, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof, so 
that the time which the soldier or sailor served 
in the Army or Navy of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, after two years’ 
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actual residence upon the homestead, may be 
deducted from the term of five years’ resi- 
deuce which the act now requires before he 
can acquire title thereto; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lauds. 

He also presented the petition of Lair D: 


Morrall, of Barbour county, West Virginia, | 
praying the removal of hig political disabil-_ 


ities; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittes on the Removal of Political Disabil- 
ities. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a petition of one 
hundred and thirty citizens of Cecil county, 
Maryland, praying for an appropriation to 
improve the Northeast river and its tributa- 
ries in that‘county; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Memphis, Tennessee, praying for aid 
to establish an iron-ship and- boat-building 
yard in the Mississippi valley; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of a commit- 
tee of the board of trustees of the East Ten- 
nessee University, asking a further appropri- 
ation of public lands in aid of agricultural 
colleges; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SCOTT presented two petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the 
United States Army, praying the equalization 
of. bounties at $8 3d per month for time of 
service, and bounty land, without requirement 
of settlement, to Union soldiers and sailors 
and marines in the war of the rebellion; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an 
international copyright law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Dayton, Ohio, merchants, praying 
that if the bill for the repeal of the duties on 
tea and coffee should become a law, it shall 
not take effect for at Jeast ninety days after its 
enactment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Toledo, Ohio, merchants, praying that if the 
bill for the repeal of the dunes on tea and 
coffee should become a law, it shall not take 
effect for at least ninety days after its enact- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Binance. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying Congress so 
to modily the laws of the Umted States in 
behalf of honorably discharged soldiers of the 
United States as to dispense with the neces- 
sity of actual residence for any particular 
period of time on their part before receiving 
title to the lands located by them; and also 
praying that the time for making applications 
for peusions be extended, and that the pen- 
sions of all soldiers and sailors, and depend- 
euts of soldiers and sailors, be increased ; 
which was referred to the Committee on, Pean- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of P. R Proc- 
tor, publisher of the De Perl News, Brown 
county, Wisconsin, praying for such an amend- 
ment to the postal laws of the United States 
as will permit publishers and dealers in news- 
papers and periodicals to receive printed matter 
at the same rates as regular subscribers ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of F. M. 
Sackett, publisher of the Weyanmego Times, 
Waupaca county, Wisconsin, praying for such 
an amendment to the postal laws of the United 
States-as will permit publishers and dealers in 


newspapers and periodicals to receive printed | 


matter at the same rates as regular subscrib- 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 


He also presented two memorials of citizens 
of Wisconsin, remonstrating against a change 
in the existing tariff laws abating or abolishing 
duties on such articles as are successfully pro- 
duced in this country; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ‘ 

He also presented the petition of Moses 
B. Bliss; a citizen of the State of Wisconsin, 
praying the adoption of an approved system 
of weights and measures of which he is the 
inventor; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a petition of 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, dealers in 
tea and coffee, praying that if the law abolish- 
ing or reducing duties on tea and coffee shall 
pass, at least six months’ time be granted be- 
fore the same shall take effect, so that all may 
be prepared alike to meet the change; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented the petition 
of John B. Cowles and other citizens of Con- 
necticut, praying indemnity for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to the year 
1801; which was ordered to lie ou the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented ‘a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, dealers in tea and coffee, 
praying that if the law abolishing or reducing 
duties on tea and coffee shall pass at least 
ninety days’ time be granted betore the same 
shall take effect, so that all may be prepared 
alike to meet the change; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of 
Cross & Hansen, publishers of the Fairbury’ 
Gazette, of Fairbury, Jefferson county, Ne- 
braska, praying that section one hundred and 
sixty-two of the codified postal Jaws, now 
pending in Congress, may be so amended that 
persons known as regular publishers and deal- 
ers in newspapers and periodicals may receive 
by mail such quantities of either as they may 
require, in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay the postage thereon, as re- 
ceived, at the same rates pro rata as regu- 
lar subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounces, who pay quarterly in advance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of ‘Thomas 
Sutor and eleven others, citizens of Nebraska, 
late soldiers of the United States Army, ask- 
ing Congress to pass an act giving to all sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines, and to the heirs of 
those who are deceased, $8 834 per month for 
the entire time served, deducting theretrom all 
Government bounties heretofore received by 
them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I present the petition 
of Burton & Pierce, of Chicago, asking that 
any law passed repealing the duty on tea and 
coffee may not go inio immediate effect. I 
hope the country will get to understand that 
there is no disposition to pass a law on that 
subject which shall go into immediate effect. 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE presented the petition of R. L. 
Page, of Norfolk, Virginia, praying the re- 
moval of his political disabilities ; which was 
referred to the select Committee on the Re- 
moval of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce, of Charleston, 
South Carolina, asking that a survey be made 
of Hog Island channel, and an estimate pre- 
pared of the cost of putting a jetty from some 
point on its northern shore, with a view to de- 
fleet therefrom back into the channel of Cooper 
river ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the cases of Admiral 
Henry Walke, Robert Handy, Admiral Palmer, and 
others, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That James A. Forgey’ have leave to 
withdraw his-petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. 


ASSIGNMENTS OF BUSINESS. i 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Task that an order 


be made that Thursday nextat one o'clock be 


set apart as the time for presenting the’ statues 
from the State of Connecticut.’ ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Connecticut asks unanimous consent to have 
Thursday of this week set apart for the pre- 
sentation of statues from the State of Con- 
necticut in the old Hall of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Yesterday morning I 
asked the Senate to grant me the privilege of 
submitting some remarks on Thursday on a 
bill which I had introduced here, before re- 
turning to Texas. I have to go to Texas in a 
few days, and I should be glad to submit those 
remarks on Thursday. J would be gratified, 
therefore, if my friend from Connecticut would 
select some other day. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
the same hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut changes it to Friday at one 
o’clock as the time when the Senators from 
that State desire to present the statues now-in 
the old Hall. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made by unanimous consent, and 
at one o'clock on Friday next the Senators 
from Connecticut will be recognized for that 


I will say Friday at 


. purpose: 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. On the 25th of March last 
I had the honor to offer a resolution of inquiry 
to go to the Committee on Rules; and as 
something is being said on the subject of the 
amendment of the rules at this time, and that 
resolution relates to the subject of the appro- 
priation bills, I should like to have it taken up 
atthis time. Itis a mere resolution of inquiry, 
and could not be considered at the last session 
on account of the restrictive rule which was 
then adopted. Itisa resolution of instructions 
directing the Committee on Rules to make 
certain inquiries. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us hear what it is. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of 
the Rules be instructed to inquire what further ac- 
tion, if any, is necessary to cut off irrelevant amend- 
ments to appropriation bills, whether general or 
otherwise, with a view of restricting such bills to 
their obvious and legitimate objects, and that they 
report thereon at as early aday as practicable by 
an additional rule or rules, or by legislation, or 
otherwise. 


Mr. POMEROY. The committee did re- 
port on that subject, and they did adopt an 
addition to the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ter of this resolution. 

Mr. POMEROY. On the same subject. 
They reported that any amendment to a gen- 
eral appropriation bill might be laid on the 
table without affecting the bill. That was the 
measure that the committee recommended to 
free our appropriation bills from amendments 
not germane to them. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very sure there has 
been no action taken on this subject since this 
resolution was presented. The amendment 
the Senator refers to does not touch the ques- 
tion involved in this resolution at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent to call up this resolution at the 
present time, - 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I suppose there is no 
objection to referring the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The last part of 
it seems to be rather mandatory in its charac- 
ter. The first part of it is in the nature of an 
inquiry; but the last part directs the commit- 
tee to report something. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Merely to report by rule or 
otherwise. 


Not on the subject-mat- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, the resolution will be regarded as 
referred to the Committee on Rules. , 

Mr. WRIGHT. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to be referred to the committee: 


And that they also consider the pro riety of pro- 
viding, by rule or otherwise, that no bill shall con- 


tain more than one object or subject, the same to be 
expressed in the title. 

The resolution and amendment were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Rules. ee 


HAYDEN’S. GEOLOGICAL REPORT. 
Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up House bill 


o. 107. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri asks unanimous consent to 
call up the bill (H. R. No. 107) in regard to 
public buildings at St. Louis. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri has asked to have a bill taken up. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not object if 1 can 
offer a report. . 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator yields for 
the consideration of the amendments to the 
rules, which are iu the nature of privileged 
questions, 1 have no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I will yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri accepts the suggestion. Ifthere 
be no objection, the bill in regard to public 
buildings at St. Louis. will be considered as 
before the Senate. 

Mr. COLE, I think I ought to object to 


that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will cease at 
one o'clock. - 

Mr. COLE. I am aware of that, but Ido 
not like to have bills taken up in this way one 
after another. Ithink they ought to take their 
place on the Calendar as well as other bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A. resolution was passed 
the other day directing fifteen hundred copies 
of the report of Hayden’s geological survey 
of Nebraska to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. I ask that that resolution be rescinded 
with a view of offering a resolution for a 
smaller number, being as many as we are au- 
thorized to print without the concurrence of 
the other House. J ask that the former reso- 
lution ordering the printing of fifteen hundred 
copies be rescinded, and that this resolution be 
adopted. ; 

The .VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island asks that the resolution 
agreed to some days since for printing Hay- 
den’s geological report be rescinded, as it is 
in excess of the amount authorized by law to 
be printed by one branch alone. 

The motion to rescind was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island now reports from the Com- 
mittee on Printing the following resolution: 

Résolved. That seven hundred and fifty additional 


copies of Haydon’s report be printed for the use of 
the Senate, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I. find, Mr. President, 
that I am reported in the Globe, no doubt cor- 
rectly, as having said the other day that by 
abolishing the reduplication of the indexes in 
the Globe we saved $30,000 a year. I was 
speaking of Congresses. We save $30,000 a 
Congress. I should also have stated that the 
cost of printing one index is more than the 
proportional cost of printing it in every vol- 
ume; but the whole amount saved is, as I 
stated, or meant to statė, $82,754 a Congress, 
covering, of course, two years. 

IL would ask Senators to read a statement 
which they will find in the Globe this morning, 
correcting some very singular misapprehen- 


N 


sions that arose out of a report that I referred 
to the other day, a report of the cost of the 
Globe, in which it is stated that it cost, for the 


year 1869, $58,000, and for the year ending 


June 30, 1871, $298,000. This same docu- 
ment, which is something like some other 
specimens of book-keeping we have had lately, 
furnishes the evidence that in the year 1869 
there was paid the publishers of the Congres- 
sional Globe for ‘printing and advertising,” 
$58,000; but the same document shows that 
there was also paid in that year for publish- 
ing the debates of Congress, $62,000, for 
“complete sets of the Globe and Appendix,” 
$95,000, and for ‘reporting proceedings,” 
$18,000, and for additional compensation to 
reporters, $12,000, all of which added together 
make $233,412, instead of $58,818. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Willthe Sen- 
ator allow me to inquire what he reads from? 

Mr. ANTHONY. From a statement that I 
have made up myself out of this report that 
comes from the House. The cost of the Globe 
is distributed in four or five different tables 
for some years, and in other years it is all put 
in one, so that by taking the items from the 
different tables and adding them together they 
make an intelligible total, make the sum cor- 
respond very nearly with the amount of mat- 
ter that has been printed; but the amount 
expended for the fiscal year gives no measure 
of the cost of the Globe, because the fiscal 
year does not correspond with the congres- 
sional year. The amount appropriated for the 
fiscal year will sometimes be {or two Congresses. 
Then, again, before the law was passed cover- 
ing into the Treasury the unexpended bal- 
ances of the appropriations, appropriations 
were made for one year and ran over into 
another, and the deficiency of one year was 
supplied by. the next year’s appropriation, so 
that the amount paid for each fiscal year is no 
guide. I find on adding them together that 
they are tolerably uniform, the increase cor- 
responding with the increased number of pages 
of the Globe and the increased number of 
Senators and Representatives among whom it 
is distributed ; but tables made up in this way 
furnish no accurate measure of the cost of the 
Globe. The table in the Globe to-day gives 
to Senators all the information on the subject 
that is desired, and they will find there that 
the cost of the Globe has increased precisely 
in proportion to the increased number of vol- 
umes, the increased number of pages, and 
the increased number of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the petition of C. E. Rogers, late postmaster 
at Carver, Minnesota, reported a bill (S. No. 
750) for the relief of C. E. Rogers; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Finance, 
who were instructed bya resolution of the Sen- 


; ate to Inquire into the expediency of exempt- 
‘ing from the payment of customs duties all 


materials, including iron ties, imported into the 
United States which are used for the purpose 
of baling and bagging cotton, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
subject; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred the 
memorial of John Scott, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 749) for the re- 
lief of persons to whom the Governors of the 
northwest and Indiana territories coufirmed 
lands, which lands were afterward sold by the 
United States. l 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a resolution 
to print extra copies of the report of the joint 


Committee to Inguire into the Condition of the 
late Insurrectionary States, asked to be dis- 
charged trom its further consideration, (a simi- 
lar resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives having been reported upon and passed ;} 
which was agreed to. Er i 


CITY OF PITTSBURG.. 


Mr. SCOTT. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill. (S. No. 742) to 
amend section thirty-five of an act entitled 
“An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,” have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment. This bill simply 
extends the privileges of the internal trans- 
portation act to the city of Pittsburg, and I 
ask that it may be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the. privileges 
of an act entitled ‘‘An acu to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
14, 1870, be extended to the port of Pittsburg, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, with the same 
effect as if it had been inserted in the thirty- 
fifth section of that act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What isto be extended 
to Pittsburg ? 

Mr. SCOTT. It simply extends the privi- 
leges of the act of July 14, 1870, relating to 
internal transportation of merchandise in bond, 
to the city of Pittsburg. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON RETRENCHMENT. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 


on Investigation and Retrenchment, reported 
the following resolution ; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed.to: 

Resolved, That the sum of $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary for the expenses of the 
Committee on Investigation and Retrenchment, is 
hereby directed to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate under the order of the chairman 
of said committee, the vouchers therefor to be ap- 
proved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 751) authorizing the President to 
place the name of Brevet Lieutenant Colonel 
James A. Bates, captain in the United States 
Army, with the full rank of major; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 752) granting a pension to Peter Camp- 
bell; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
` Mr. AMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 753) for the relief of certain officers in 
the United States Navy ; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 754) granting right. of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph in Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to-be 
printed. ; K 
Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (5. 
No. 755) for the relief of the former occupants 
of the present military reservation at Point 
San José, in the city and county of San Fran 


cisco; which was read twice. by its title, re- 


ferred. to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to. be printed. i 

Mr. CASSERLY also asked, and by unani 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce. a 
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bill (S. No. 756) to test on some of the lamps 
about the public grounds in Washington, a 
certain invention for lighting and extinguishing 
gas in street-lamps by electricity; which was 
yead twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 


: AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of the report 
made yesterday from the Committee on Rules. 
The motion was agreed to. 


© The first proposed amendment was: 


Resolved, That the standing rules of the Senate be 
n 


amended as follows: 1 tothe sixth rule “A 


ail appeals taken when an undebatable proposition 
is pending shall also be decided without debate.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to this branch of the resolution, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think this resolution 
is of too much importance to be disposed of 
in what remains of the morning hour. Ido 
not wish to discuss these amendments, but [ 
wish them: put over to some time when they 
can be fully discussed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
has been taken up by a formal motion, having 
jain’ over one day, and the morning business 
having been concluded. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘There are several propo- 
sitions. I think some of them can be adopted 
without any dissent, because I think all Sen- 
ators are in favor of them; but there is one 
relating to petitions, which [ knew would cause 
debate, and I do not expect to get action on 
that this morning. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That was the one which 
Thad most in my mind. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is not at this time 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments to the rules will be acted on separately. 
The first is the proposed amendment to the 
sixth rule. 

: ` Mr. CASSERLY. Ifthe Senate is advised 

of the character of that amendment, I do not 
wish to discuss it, but it scems to me that it 
ought to be understood before it is adopted. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘here has been a differ- 
ence of opinion in the Senate, and a few nights 
ago we had occasion to have the matter pretty 
fully discussed in the Senate when an occur: 
rence of this kind took place, and as the rule 
was silent on the subject, the Senate then 
decided that an appeal from a decision on a 
matter that was undebatable could be debated. 
The Senate so decided by a vote, and it was 
thought we had better have it in the rules so 
that hereafter we should have no question 
about it. [fit had not been decided by a vote 
of the Senate, it would still be open to the 
ruling of any man who might be for the time 
being in the chair. 

-The-VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on amending the sixth rule in the manner 
proposed, 

‘Lhe proposed amendment to the sixth rule 
was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next proposed amendment to 
the rules. 

The Secretary. The next proposed amend- 
ment is to add to the fifty-first rule, after the 
date ‘July 2, 1862,” the words “ or, if appli- 
cable, the oath prescribed by the act of July 
11, 1568.” 

Mr. POMEROY. That relates simply to 
the oath prescribed for persons whose disabili- 
ties have been removed. There cannot, of 
course, be any objection to it, because itis the 
law at any rate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that notwithstanding this rule that Sena- 
tors must take the oath prescribed by the act of 
Congress of July 2, 1862, several Senators have 
been sworn in under the act of 1868, as it was 
well known to the Senate when they were ad- 


mitted that they could not take the oath of 
1862. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This ought to bepassed 
undoubtedly. The rule now is inconsistent 
with the law. 

The amendment to the fifty-first rule was 
agreed to. 

_The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment. 

TheSzcrerary. The next proposed amend- 
ment is to add to the forty-seventh rule the 
following: 

“And General of the Army, Admiral of the Navy, 
members of the national legislatures of foreign coun- 
tries, private secretaries of Senators, duly appointed 


in writing, and not chairmen of any committee, 
entitled to a clerk.” 


Mr. POMEROY. I suggest an amendment 
to the last clauseso as to make it end with the 
words ‘‘ duly appointed in writing.’’ There is 
an ungrammatical construction that might be 
put upon the last clause that would make the 
elerk the chairman, instead of the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the modification will be regarded 
as made, so that the clause will stop at 
writing.” ' 

Mr. POMEROY. It is suggested by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. CoxxuiNe] 
that it is an open question whether the rule 
includes clerks of committees. If that is still 
an open question I would add here ‘‘as well 
as clerks of committees.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair does 
not thiuk that is necessary. The Chair notices 
that while he was absent yesterday the Sena- 
tor from New York must have misunderstood 
his reply to him the other day. ‘The Senator 
from New York asked a question of the Chair 
to which the Chair replied, as follows: 

“Mr. Conxting. May Ibe indulged in an inquiry 
ofthe Chair? Are not clerks of the comuitteos of 
the Sonato by the rules admitted to the Chamber 
now 

“The Vick Prustpent. Therule states ‘tho offi- 
cers of the Senate,’ 

“Mr. Sumner. Are they officers? 

“Pho Vios Persipenr. ‘he Chair supposes they 
must be. They are included in the. official list of 
the dircetory. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. They are provided for by law as 
officers of the Senate. 

ae CoNKLING. And they must be within the 
rule, 

Subsequently the Vice President said: 

“Tho Vick Prestpent. Theclerks of committees 
are admitted on the floor under the rule, but this is 
a proposition to provide for Senators who are not 
chairmen of committees and who have secretaries 
of their own.” 

The Senator from New York evidently mis- 
understood the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. [beg pardon of the Chair. 
[ understood the Chair to incline to that belief, 
but still to say that there might be some doubt 
about it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not answer positively at first, but a moment 
afterward did, and reaflirmed it subsequently. 
He thinks they are certainly included within 
the rule. The clerks of committees are cer- 
tainly officers of the Senate. : 

Mr. POMEROY. Is the amendment I pro: 
posed agreed to? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstood there was no objection to the modifi- 
cation as proposed by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, leaving off all after the word “writing.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to insert after 
the words ‘‘ members of national legislatures 
of foreign countries,’ the words ‘the marshal 
of the Supreme Court,” who has official busi- 
ness often here, and ought to be admitted. - 

Mr. POMEROY. Suppose we say “the 
marshal and clerk of the Supreme Court.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘They can send in their 
messenger. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The marshal is their rec- 
ognized messenger. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio moves to amend by inserting “the mar- 
shal of the United States Supreme Court.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Heis the only messenger 
by whom they dispatch business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
to insert ‘‘ the marshal of the Supreme Coutt.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON. J think we had better not 
have the marshal. J do not want. him here. 
[Laughter.] We had better keep clear of him. 

The question being put there were, on a 


‘division—ayes 19, noes 14; ne quorum voting. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
again count the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1lthink there isa quorum 
present, > io io 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me state the.reasoa 
why this ig essential to‘our convenience... I do 
not myself practice.in the. Supreme Court, 
but very many members of:the Senate do, and 
it is very often proper and convenient to send 
at once the messenger of the Supreme Court, 
not one of our messengers here, for the attend- 
ance of Senators there, - The marshal is always 
admitted, as a matter of course, on occasions 
of: ceremony. on. inauguration day and other 
days. Heis the only executive officer of one 
of the departments of the Government. It is 
a matter of convenience to us as Senators. I 
do not see why the Senate should haggle about 
this little matter. It isa small favor, and I 
hope it will be granted. peed 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . 1 have had some little 
practice in the Supreme Court, and the mar- 
shal never came to.give notice to me. I 
always get notice through tbe clerk. It is 
sent by a messenger. l have. no objection, 
certainly, to extending. this- rule; but if you 
commence by extending it to the marshal of 
the Supreme Courty Ido ndt gee how. you can 
refuse it to the clerk of the Supreme Court 
and all others. The floor of the Senate is so 
limited that we cannot. without inconvenience 
admit a great number.of parsons, I do not 
know where you are going. to. draw the line, 
if you commence by.admitting persons occu- 
pying the position of the marshal of the Su- 
preme Court. He is anew. officer. It is only 
within a few years there ever was such an 
oificer as marshal of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was the marshal 
of the District. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The marshal of the 
District is a different officer, : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but he acted 
for the court. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We- never had a mar- 
shal of the Supreme Court until within a few 
years, and I should think it would be quite as 
proper to admitthe clerk and all the other 
officers. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. Or the chief of police of 
the city. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to take 
up any time, but it seems to me if you are 
going to enlarge the rule and commence in 
that way, you will extend it so as. perhaps to 


The Chair will 


| cause inconvenience, 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the appropriation bill 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. -I bope it will be Jaid 
aside a moment to let us take the vote on this 
question. g , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there objec- 
tion to the’ appropriation bill being passed 
over informally? > 

Mr. COLE. Ihave an amendment to move 
to the pending rule. l 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the appropriation bill will be passed 
over, subject to a demand for the regular order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have onlya word to 
say, Mr. President. .It does seem to me that 
it would be entirely right to admit the marshal 
of the Supreme Court. I see no danger in 
any such precedent. The reasons given by 
my colleague seem to me to be satisfactory, 
and it appears to me that the respect due to 
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that tribunal might well make it proper for us 
to admit its executive officer, who holds a 
confidential relation to it, and it may be very 
convenient, both for the members of the court 
and for the members of the-Senate, that he 
should have access to the floor of the Senate. 
l hope my colleague's amendment will: be 
adopted. aes 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the last vote 
no quorum voted. : GPI f 
Mr. TRUMBULL: -I move to amend the 
amendment by adding’ ‘the judges of the 
Court of Claims.’ 0.” 8 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendthent. 

My. SHERMAN. I ask for avdivision of 
the question on these two ‘propositions. I 
would vote to admit the judges of the Court 
of Claims; but what is the use of cumbering 
this amendment of mine?) .Let-us take the 
question on each separately, I do not see why 
judges of the Court of Claims ‘should be. ex- 
cluded.’ i aoe TeS 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I have no objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, to 
insert “the marshal of the Supreme Court,” 
and the Chair will again count the Senate as 
there was no quorum voting before. 

The amendment was not agreed to, there 
being on a division—ayes 17, noes 25. 

The VICE: PRESIDENT.. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. TRumBvLt, ] if he moves it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will not make the 
motion unless the chairman of the committee 
wishes it. ge 

Mr. POMEROY. I have been requested 
to move another amendment, that the Libra- 
rian of Congress be admitted to the floor of 
the Senate. I find it is a matter of conven- 
. jence sometimes to send for the Librarian of 
Congress. I move to add “the Librarian of 
Congress.” 

Mr. CAMERON: And I should add “and 
his clerks.”’ be tec nd 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. a l 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. i , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, to insert ‘tlie Librarian of Con- 


gress.” 
Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania mean the assistants of the Libra- 


rian? 
"Mr. POMEROY. If it only includes the 
chief assistant, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘There are several assistants. 

Mr. CAMERON. I believe there are four 
or five. I wish to include them all. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the Librarian 
ouglit to be inserted anyhow. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 move to amend by add- 
ing ‘‘and the assistants.” 

Mr. COLE. I believe there are twelve or 
fourteen assistant librarians. 

Mr. CONKLING. Say “frst assistant.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Pennsylvania accept the suggestion ? 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. L do not suppose, after 
this spasm of rigid enforcement of the rules 
passes over—we have it every session, but it 
generally comes later—that the rule will be con- 
strued so strictly that if any officer of Congress 
is sent for bya Senator on business he cannot 
comein and stand at his desk to receive a mes- 
sage froma Senator. I think we do notintend 
that it shall be enforced so strictly as that. It 
is hardly necessary to admit all these persons 
by the provisions ofthe rule. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, of 
course, cannot control any Senators-who may 
go to the messengers and state that certain 
persons must be admitted ; but the Senate 


having expressed their: views very decidedly, 
he intends to enforce the rule strictly accord- 
ing to its exact text. Ifa: Senator desires 
some person to comein he can ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate for that day, and the 
Senate concurring, of course it will be a waiver 
of. the rule; but the Chair is disposed -to 
enforce the rules as administrator of the law. 

Mr. HOWE. Thereis an absolute necessity 
for the motion made by the Senator . from 
Kansas—— : . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraw his amend- 
ment to the amendment? ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not intend to with- 
draw myamendment:: If the Librarian comes 
in, his assistants should. You very rarely find 
the Librarian there, but can always find some of 
the assistants ; and then I am going to ask to 
have the Congressional Printer come in here. 

Mr. POMEROY. He is an officer already. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘Then I think the captain 
of police ought to come in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Congres 
sional Printer isan officer of the Senate elected 
by the Senate, and would certainly be entitled 
to come in. The Capitol police are not in 
the same position. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then there are the offi- 
cers of the Department. of Justice, assistants 
to the Attorney General, four or five of them. 
They ought to come here, because we might 
want their legal advice. I shall have a good 
many amendments to this rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Hows] was entitled to 
the floor when he was interrupted. 

Mr. HOWE. There is a necessity that the 
Librarian should be admitted to the floor of 
the Senate, a necessity which does not include 
any of his assistants. The Librarian has to 
come in here almost every day, and frequently 
more than once in the day, to confer with the 
committee, or the chairman of the Committee 
on the Library. Scarcely a day passes by that 


-he does not have to come in to submit to the 


chairman of the Committee on ‘the Library 
pills for payment, and either he must be 
allowed to come in or the chairman of the 
committee must be called out. Certainly these 
reasons do not include his assistants, and 
there are several of them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the:amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the amendment, to add the assist- 
ants to the Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. COLE. There are fourteen of those 
assistants. 

Several Sexators. We will vote it down. 

Mr. COLE. Very well. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment, which is to add the 
Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to amend by 
adding “tbe Capitol police.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. All of the po- 


ce? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Will it be in order to 
amend that by putting in “the keeper of the 
prison.” [Langhter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be if 
it were not that that would be an amendment 
in the fourth degree. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I shall want the keeper of 
the prison to come in. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope Senators will not 
mix up this question. Let us take a vote on 
the Librarian. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves an amendment. 
Does he withdraw it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. No, sir. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on amending the amendment by adding 
t the Capitol police.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


li 


I move to 


amend that by striking out “the Capitol 
police’? and inserting ‘the architect of the 
Capitol.” : T 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not 
now.in order, because the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina is an amendment, 
to an amendment, which is as far as the rules 
will admit. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
yejected. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, to insert ‘the Librarian of Con- 
gress.”? ates . ' 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I move to 
amend that by adding “the architect of the 
Capitol’? He constantly has business all 
over the Capitol, and frequently with members 
of the Senate. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. i 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I moveto amend by 
adding “the judges of the district courts of the 
United States and their officers.” 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have 
one question answered under the existing rule 
by those who have been in the habit of admin- 
istering the rules; and that is. whether the 
Librarian of Congress is not within the true 
intent and spirit of the rule an officer of the 
Senate. Technically he is not, because he is 
as much an officer of the House of Represent- 
atives as he is of the Senate; but he is the 
Librarian of a library that belongs to Con- 


gress. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. Heis appointed 
by the President by law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He is no more an offi- 
cer of the Senate than any officer of the Gov- 
ernment. He is appointed by the President. 

Mr. THURMAN. That must bea newlaw 
since I looked into the subject, because form- 
erly he was appointed by concurrent resol- ` 
tion of the two Houses. If that- be the case 
I hope the amendment will be adopted, an 
adopted pure and simple, authorizing the 
librarian to be admitted. : : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
South Carolina has moved to amend that 
amendment by adding ‘‘judges of the district 
courtsof the United States and their officers.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, toinsert ‘the Librarian of Congress.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. I propose to change the word 
“ legislatures,” in the third line, to the word 
u Governments ;’’ so as to read, ‘‘members 
of national Governments of foreign countries.” 
It is well understood that some foreign coun- ` 
tries have no legislature, for example, Japan, 
and this rule as it now stands would exclude 
the very distinguished representative from that 
Government now in this city. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He comes in as a foreign 
minister. 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps he does; but Ishould 
think even if it would not meet that particular 
case, it would be well to change it to ‘í Gov- 
ernments of foreign countries.” Lmerely sub- 
mit the amendment; I will not argue it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, moves to. strike out “ legisla- 
tures” and insert ‘*Governments;’! so as to 
read, ‘‘members of Governments of foreign 
countries.” 

The amendment, was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs upon agreeing to the proposition te 
amend the forty-seventh rule as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend by 
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to 


Mr:, COLE... Now I demand the regular 
order, | 

Mr. CONKLING:. I wish to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. Was the last question 
upon agreeing to.the.third. clause? 

‘The’ VICE PRESIDENT. It was, as 
amended by the Senate. : 

Mr. CONKLING. So that the subject still 
remains before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; itisagreed 


to now. ais 
Mr. CONKLING. There is no further vote 
to betaken? ->> . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. No further vote 
on the amendment to the forty-seventh rule. 
Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then I ask the Senator 
from California to allow me to call attention to 
ove thing that‘will take but a moment, and 
there may not be another time so appropriate. 
The forty:sixth rule provides : 

“Messengers may bo introduced in any state of 
business, except whilo à question is being put, while 
the yeas and nays are being called, or while the bal- 
lots are being counted.” 

: This rule: very likely means, and by some 
occupants of the chair it is held to mean, that 
if a Senator be on the floor for a momentary 
purpose, making perhaps a single remark, or 
receiving au answer to a question, if at that 
time the eye of the Presiding Officer falls upon 
‘a messenger, everything is to be suspended, 
‘the Senator is to take his seat while this, mes- 
sage is received. I submit that course is not 
economical of time-ox convenience, if there be 
no other objection to it. - I think that is not 
the way any deliberative body ought to do busi- 
ness... Some distinguished person comes into 
court, no matter how distinguished the person 
ds, no matter what his relations to the court 
may be, it.is.enough that his communication 

‘should be received.at the first moment when 
it can be done conveniently. But if there be 


some argument going on, if there be some man 
upon the floor engaging the court, I think that | 
nobody knows an insiance in which any sort 
of propriety or deference has been held to re- 
quire that instantly everything must stop in 
order: that the person, no matter. of how much 
consideration, may be heard, 

; I should like to.have this rule so faramended 
or so far relaxed in its application that some 
attention, some-heed shall be given to a Sen- 
ator who may at the time be speaking. Of 
course, the Senator will yicld at a convenient 
time. Ithappened to me the other day, when 
the present Presiding Officer was not in the 
chair, but when the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island was presiding, who is one of the 
last Presiding ‘Officers on earth, I think, that 
would ever incommode anybody by design, or 
even by accident, that I was addressing to the 

Senator from Iowa onesingle remark, the state- 

ment of which, as it appeared in the Globe, did 

notexceed an inch long; and in the midst of 

that, it was necessary for me to stop and sit 
down while the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives delivered a number of bills, which 
carried away from ‘the mind and recollection 

of every Senator any point, had there been a 
point—I do notinsist there was—in the remark 

I was then making. If there had been any 
point, it would have evaporated and vanished 
entirely before the time came when I could 
‘complete my sentence. I think there should 
‘be no rule which constrains any Presiding Offi- 
cer to bego precise as that; but, onthe contrary, 
when a messenger comes here, if itis necessary 
for him to wait a minute, or five minutes, until 
there is a convenient pause when the message 
may be delivered, that would be a full satis- 
faction of every courtesy due from the body. 
‘Usually it is not the slightest inconvenience | 


to the speaker that he yields; but sometimes it 


may be. 
Mr.” COLE. I must call for. the regular 
order. The Senator does not offer any prop- 


osition. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have a proposition. 
Twas under a misapprehension in supposing 
that the vote was being taken on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. , 

“The VICE PRESIDENT, -It was 
amendment to the rule as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The final vote was 
taken without my knowing it. I meant: to 
have offered this: i : 

Adü'to rule forty-six, “but when a Senator is 
speaking it shall be optional with him to yield or 
not. 

I make that as a mere suggestion. Very 
likely there is a better way of getting at it, 
but in some form I would like a rule which 
would relieve the Presiding Officer from the 
necessity of introducing a: messenger at a 
moment which may bo inconvenient. 

Mr, COLE. That would have to be pro- 
posed, and go over one day at any rate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If there is any fault, it 
is because the Presiding Officer is to judge 
when a Senator shall be interrupted, and is 
liable to make a mistake. Į do not think it 
is done intentionally; but if it were left 
optional with the speaker whether he should 
be interrupted or not, where should we be? 
I have known a speaker to hold the floor four 
days, and a man who would not consent to be 
interrupted either. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Rhode 
Island is a little too liberal in his construction 
here. *‘ Messengers may be introduced in 
any state of business,’ 


Mr. ANTHONY. 
19) 


e. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand; batif I 
was willing to take time I might show that 
‘tmay be” does not mean anything very dif- 
ferent from *‘ shall be” there: ‘In any state 
of business except while a question is being 
put, while the yeas and nays are being called, 
or while the ballots are being counted.” Now, 
the Senator says that if this rule is amended 
so as to make it optional for a Senator to yield 
ornot, he may hold the floor four days. Let 
me remind the Senator that he is not taken off 
the floor by the interruption; he resumes the 
floor at once, and if he wants to hold the floor 
four days, he can prevent any sortof actionona 
message of the President, executive or other- 
wise. ‘Therefore it does not put it in the 
power of a Senator to interrupt the business 
of the Senate in any case more than now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would interrupt the 
messenger. 

Mr, CONKLING. Yes, he might interrupt 
the messenger. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New York to the 
reason of the rule, and why I think there 
would be great inconvenience as well as great 
impropriety iu allowing a Senator the option 
of yielding the floor or not. These messages 
are from coUrdinate branches of the Govern- 
ment, from the President or House of Repre- 
sentatives, and they should have precedence 
over a Senator in being presented here. But 
the Presiding Officer always has the discretion 
to call on the Senator who may be on the floor 
to yield at some convenient period in his re- 
marks. I think that discretion is always used 
by the Presiding Officer, and should be. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the rule gives 
very little discretion. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not think the rule 
should be changed so that messengers from 
the codrdinate departments of the Govern- 
ment should wait the pleasure of a Senator 
whether he would let them communicate to 
the Senate or not. - 

Mr. COLE. That cannot-be considered at 


on the 


‘t May be,” not “shall 


tbis time anyway. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. CONKLĪNG. I take no exception to fi 


that, although I have said to the Senate that 
this was a surprise to me. I was under an 
entire misapprehension ; Ishould have offered 
my amendment but that I supposed the last 
vote taken was a vote on anamendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There’ is another rule 
pending. We are not through with the report 


yet. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, on the suggestion 
of the Senator from Illinois, I will move my 
amendment, which may not be a very good one 
in form, to the other rule, which he says is 
pending, : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I 
one pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is one 
pending. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that the previous proposition 
Was an amendment to the forty-seventh rule, 
and his amendment is to the forty-sixth rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Chair is quite right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state now that is has always been his custom 
in presiding at the other end of the Capitol, as 
well as in this branch of Congress, to wait un- 
tila member has completed a sentence where 
he might probably be interrupted with less in- 
convenience to himself than atany other point, 
before he announced a message from the Presi- 
dent or from the other House. Sometimes 
the messengers desire to return as soon as 
possible to official duties, and therefore the 
Chair has sometimes asked Senators to pause 
when they would perhaps have preferred to 
wait a moment or two longer. 

Mr. COLE. Icall for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thé Chair desires 
to draw the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that in the forty-seventh rulethere are now two 
surplus ‘ands.’ If there is no objection the 
Secretary will be authorized to omit them in 
preparing this rule for publication. © One 
“and” will be inserted before the last clause, 
‘‘the Librarian of Congress,” and the others 
omitted if there is no objection. ‘Ihe Secre- 
tary will make that verbal correction, 

; PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Secre- 
tary, announced that the President had on the 
2d instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. No. 892) to set apart a certain 
tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone river as a public park ; 

An act (S. No, 423) for the relief of Julia 
A. Smith; 

An act (S. No. 550) to constitute Shreve- 
port, in the State of Louisiana, a port of de- 
livery; and 

An act (S. No. 675). granting to James D. 
Dana the use of certain plates. 

The message also announced that the Presi- 
dent had on this day approved and signed an act 
(S. No. 445) to defray the expenses of district 
judges from other districts while holding dis- 
trict or circuit courts in the southern district 
of New York. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuexson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1890) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, de- 
ceased ; E 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1857) to relieve çertain 
citizens of Georgia therein named from their 
political disabilities ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1858) to relieve certain 
persons therein named from political disabili- 
ties; and, ` 

A bill (H. R. No, 1854) to authorize Rev. 
Jeremiah Moynihan, of New Orleans, to im- 
port one set of marble altars free of duty. 

The message also announced that the House 
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had concurred in the resolution of the Senate 
to print extra copies of the report of the com- 
missioner of fish and fisheries. _ ; 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 528) to continne 
in form agrant to the State of Nevada for 
college purposes. . ‘ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 486) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Nevada; 

A bill (H. R. No. 898) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Kenyon; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 894) granting a pension 
to Joseph Montgomery ; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1324) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1540) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building at Oin- 
cinnati, Ohio; ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 1745) to provide for the 
designation of a chief medical purveyor; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1663) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank of South Danvers, in 

. the State of Massachusetts, to change its name 
to the Warren National Bank of Peabody, 
Massachusetts, 


COMMITTEES ON SALES OF ARMS. .- 


Mr. CAMERON. F ask the Senator from 
California to allow me to make a motion now 
to finish some business which the Senate had 
before them last week. It is in regard to the 
appointment of the committee on the arms 
resolution. I move now that the Senate pro- 
ceed to elect the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania rises to ask the Senate to 
complete the execution of the order made 
some days since in regard to the appointment 
of a committee. ' . 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the election of the committee in 
the regular way: > -i : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that the appropri- 
ation bill be postponed for the present for 
the purpose of executing the order. 

Mr. COLE. Let it go over informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be 
done, if there be no objection. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania now moves that the Senate 
proceed to the execution of the order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Therule requires 
the committee to be elected by ballot. Incase 
of a standing committee the. chairman is first 


chosen. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think we had better 
elect them all together. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule, after 
speaking of standing committees, says all 
other committees shal! be appointed by ballot.” 
The Chair thinks the whole committee can be 
appointed hy one ballot. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought there was 
a resolution pending by general consent to 
appoint the committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was laid 
on the table. f 
_ Mr, TRUMBULL. The Senator does not 
propose to call up that resolution ?. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania calls up the order of the 
Senate that the committee shall be appointed ; 
and that under the rule must be done by 
ballot. l , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to: me that 
we should save. time by electing them alto- 
gether, but I do not know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do elect them alto- 
gether now. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to proceed under the rule to the appointment 


of the committee... The ballots will be. pre- 
pared by Senators unless some Senator desires 
to:make nominations... 

Mr. CONKLING.. .Will the Chair be kind 
enough to state—some of us were not attend- 
ing at the moment—what we are to do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To ballot for 
the appointment of the committee under the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Sumyer,] the chairman, as well.as the 
other members of the committee, to be named 
in the same ballot, and a plurality effects a 
choice. i 

Mr. POMEROY. A committee of seven ? 

The. VICE PRESIDENT. A committee 
of seven, . . ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that this mo- 
tion tọ elect the committee by ballot takes 
some of.us by surprise. ` I supposed the reso- 
lution laid on: the table was only laid there 
temporarily. . There is now no time for con- 
sideration among Senators, and I suggest to 
him whether we had not better postpone it 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should rather not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it had 
better go over until to-morrow for the pur- 
pose of having some understanding in refer- 
ence to it; otherwise some of us will have to 
vote without knowing anything. about who 
would serve on the committee. I do not even 
now remember what the rule is. Does it re- 

uire a majority to elect ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the thirty- 
fifth rule, on page 144 of the Manual. Ihe 
previous resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, It requires a majority 
to elect the chairman. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No, a plurality. 
‘©All other committees shall be appointed by 
ballot, and a plurality of votes shall make a 


choice.”’ oe . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then a plurality elects 
the chairman and all the members. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A plurality elects 
all, by the language of the rule. 

r. TRUMBULL. How is the chairman to 

be designated? j 

Mr. CAMERON. The first named. on the 


ligt. > ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How in voting will the 
chairman be designated ? 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses by the Senators designating bim as chair- 
man upon the ballots. ‘The Chair certainly 
cannot decide who should be chairman. 

: Mr. THURMAN. The chairman is to be 
elected first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the rule 
in regard to standing committees, but the rule 
does not.gsay:so in regard to other committees. 
The Chair suggested that the chairman be.se- 
lected. first, but the Senator from. Vermont 
drew his attention to-the language of the rule. 
That designation of the chairman separately 


.is only in regard to standing committees. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Doesthis come up with- 
out a day’s notice? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . It comes up by 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can it be considered 
immediately? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it can, for if the Senator will turn to page 233 
of the Manual he will find this language: 

“The onlyease where a member has aright to insist 
on anything is where he calls for the execution of a 
subsisting order of the House.” 

This isan order of the House, and the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania not only called for it 
‘but moved it, and that motion was agreed to 
by the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is necessary to exe- 


| cute it at once, in the view of the Chair? 


- The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is, especially as the Senate has ordered it, 
asin this case, by a vote. The Chair did not 
even enforce the language of the Manual that į 


a Senator could call it up; the Senator. from 
Pennsylvania moved it. Senators will pre- 
pare their ballots, and, will designate the. first 
Senator or what Senator they.desire as chair- 
man of the committee, a plurality choosing, 
wr. THURMAN. Would it be in order to 
move, to postpone the execution of the order 
until to-morrow? =. j i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Noj; we are: executing 

the order now. : Laon es : 
. Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator can move to lay it on the table ; 
but the Chair: doubts whether it can be. post- 
poned, He will read the language of the 
Manual: e krie 

“The only case where a member has aright to in- 
sist on anything is where he calls for the execution 
of a subsisting order of the House.” oun 

In this case the Senate have ordered the 
committee to be appointed. 

“Hore, there having been already a resolution, 
any person has right to insist that the Speaker, or 
any other whose duty it is, shall carry it into exe- 
cution; and no debate or delay can be had on it.” 

The Chair is of opinion, though not abso- 
lutely certain, that this could be laid on the 
table. A similar proposition was the other 
day laid on the table. The Chair does not 
think that it is a ‘question under debate’? 
under the eleventh rule which can be amended, 
postponed to a day certain, or indefinitely; but 
the Chair supposes the Senate could certainly 
adjourn, the effect of which would be to post- 
pone it until to-morrow, and the Chair'thinks 
it might be laid on the table. ° ee oY 

Mr. THURMAN. Tt is very clear’ that it 
is not debatable, but I feel satisfied that we 
ought to have the right to: postpone it to suit 
our convenience. ‘Therefore, Í appeal from 
‘the decision of the Chair. 1 move to post- 
pone the election of this committee until one 
o'clock to-morrow. Does the Chair decide 
that out of order? i ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
tbat motion is not in order. As 

Mr. THURMAN. I take an appeal from 
that: decision. s E . 
© Mr. POMEROY. - The rule we adopted this 
morning does not allow debate onthe appeal. 
- Mr: EDMUNDS. You are debating now. 
. The VICE: PRESIDENT, -The Chair will 
state to the Senate his decision. The Senator 
from: Pennsylvania moved ‘tovproceed-to the 
execution of the order: of the Senate now, and 
that was agreed.to by a vote of the Senate. 
The rule is that “all other committees shall 
be appointed by ballot, and a plurality of votes 
shall make a choice.” Itis carrying out an 
existing order of the Senate. The Manual 
states that a member has the right to-insist on 
the execution of a subsisting order.of the 
House, and no.debate: or delay can be had 
upon it, Lhe-Chairthinks a motion to post- 
pone indefinitely, which is debatable, or to 
postpone to a day certain, or to amend, is not 
within the spirit of this language of the Man- 
ual nor within the spirit of the thirty-fifth rule 
which states that.this order shall be executed, 
having been adopted and agreed. to by a vote 
of the Senate, for the reason that the eleventh 
rule says: coe : 

“When a question ig under debate, no motion 
shall be received but to adjourn, to proceed. to the 
consideration of executive business, to lay on the 
table,” &e. , 

Mr. THURMAN. Dol understand that a 
vote had been taken on the motion ?, A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It had been. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wasnot aware of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so 
stated to the Senator from Illinois»: : The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moved. to proceed to 
the execution of this order. 

Mr. THURMAN, And 
on that? pit eae A 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote was 
taken on that. - 00! 

Mr. THURMAN. If I had known that I 
should not have made my motion, for it was 
out of order. I withdraw it, therefore. 


the vote was taken 
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< Fhe ' VICH PRESIDENT. The order of | 


the: Serate will now be exetuted, and. thé 
Sergeant. at-Arms will pass‘around the ballet: 
boxes and collect Senators” ballots. ‘Senators 
will -plédse“designate the éhairman of the còm- 
mittee, or the first name on the: list may be 
regarded’ as a designation of the chairman, 
and a plurality will choose, . 020 iini 

The ballots’ of Senators having been’ pre- 
pared were collected in the ballot-boxes by the 
assistant dodrkeeper, [| Iskac Bassett, esq.,] and 
brought'to the desk, © 0 0 o Sn i 

“The VICE PRESIDENT, Ts itthe pleasure 
of the Senate thatthe” Chair ‘shall appoint 
tellers to open these ballots and count: thën ? 

“Mri POMEROY.: The Vice President and 
Secretary should ‘count the votes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... Let us have . tellers, 
although I have no objection. to the. Chair 
counting them. : j A, 

The VICE: PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair then 
will appoint. the: Senator fram. Peansylvania 
[Mr. Cameron]-and the Senator-from Ohio, 
[Mr TourMax,] avd theyqvill be kind eaough 
to aetas tellers: ida: geese le 

‘The Chair-desires before these. ballots are 
counted, léestithere might be a. misunderstand- 
ing alter the count, te.draw, attention to this 
point. .The rule. reads: . ..- ere 
: “AN other committees: shall be appointed by bal- 
lot, and a plurality of votes shall make a choice.” . 

That says nothing in regard to the chairman- 
ship of a gelect committee, although the rule 
speaks of the chairman of standing committees 
being appointed. by a separate ballot. The 
parliamentary rale, which will be found on the 
two hundred aud twenty-second page. of the 
Manual, is; ae Be oa ps 

‘The person first named is gonerally permitted to 
act as chairman, But this isa matter of courtesy ; 
every committee having aright to elect their‘own 
chairman, who presides ‘avor .them, pats questions, 
and reports their proceedings to the louse.” >. 

“This ‘is: modified -by‘the rule in regard to 
standing committees, they: having a Chairman 
designated-by.a direct vote of the Senate, But 
in this case the Senate appoint the. whole com- 
mittee, by the-languagd of the rile. Now, it 
might happen when these ballots are counted— 
the Chair knows: not how a! solitary Senator 
has voted—that the’ votes for chairman were 
distributed among balf a dozen Senators, hav- 
ing five or six votes apiece.. Certainly a:Sen- 
ator receiving only five or six votes should not 
be the chairman ‘of the committee, because he 
might not have votes enough to.go on the com- 
mittee, and the Chair thinks, after consultation 
withthe Senator who has.so often, been elected 
President pro tempore, that the safest rule, for 
the convenience of the Senate, to carry out 
their: will, is to state beforehand that if the 
Senate do not by direct vote specifically choose 
the chairman of the committee, it will devolve 
upon the seven gentlemen chosen by a plural- 
ity of the votes cast, that is, the seven highest, 
to. choose their-chairman themselves. 

Several Srnarorsa |. Very well. 

The VICEPRESIDENT.. If that shall be 
the pleasure’of the Senate, the. Chait will so 
rule, and then’ no person:.can be. prejudiced 
by the result of this ballot. The Chair under- 
stands that to. be the.sense of the,Senate. - 

The Senators ‘appointed. tellers will now 
come forward and be ‘kind enough to count 
the ballots, and the Secretary will record them 
as they’aré cüunted. °° ; 

Mr. Canterd¥ and Mr. Toran then 
advanced to the Secrétary’s' desk and can- 


vassed the votes, handing “to the Vice Presi-: 


dent the statement of the result. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The tellers an- 
nounce the following as the result'of the bal- 
lot: Mr. Carpenter recéived 40° votes, Mr. 
Trambull 19, Mr. Conkling 8, Mr. Schurz 23, 
Mr. Edmunds 2, Mr. Logan 53, Mr. Ferry 4, 
Mr. Ramsey 4, Mr. Thurman 4, Mr. Anthony 
3, Mr. Wilson 1, Mr. Pool 1, Mr. Ames. 36, 
Mr. Harlan 38, Mr. Stevenson 52, Mr. Ham- 
lin 89, Mr. Sawyer 38, Mr: Morrill of Maine 2, 
Mr. Wright 1, Mr. Tipton 12, Mr. Ferry of 


; Pomeroy, Pool. 


Connecticut 18; (and there were also 4 votes 
for Mr. Ferry without the State being named, y 
Mr. Stockton 1, Mr. Bayard'1,-Mr: Hill 6, Mr. 
láir 12, and Mr: West 1% o >s iS 
~The tellers’ have also’ furnished the Chair 
with the following'as the seven highest Sena- 
tors,‘ who’ having received’ a plurality of all the 
votes cast, are dhosen ag this committee: Mr. 
Hamlin 89, Mr. Carpenter 40, Mr. Sawyer 38, 
Mr. hogan 53, Mi. Ames 86, Mr. Harlan '38; 
and Mr. Stevenson 52yotes. ‘Those seven gen“ 
tlemen are elected. 0e C 05o vise 

Mr. TIPTON. I desire to. make a motion 
that thatballot bé‘considered informal, because 
fron the time thé motion prevailed’ hére to’ go 
into an election there was no opportunity of 
conceitrating on anything; for tHére was a 
ticket written and prepared specially that was 
forced ‘upon the Setiate, whet’ really ‘came 
here ‘this morning thinking. the-question was 
on the thotion “made on Friday to’ fill the 
vacancy on the coitiiittee by the insertion’of 
the name `of the Seiutor from’ Missouri, [ Mr: 
Scworz] | Therefore I propose that this bal- 
lot be considered, informal, in érdét that there 
may-bé'an opportunity for-the Senate to make 
a fair expression withouta packed tleket- being 
brought in here so suddenly apon’ us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Lhe Chair thinks 
the words “ packed ticket’? are scarcely within 
the rule. ` ae i i 

Mr. TIPTON. “Previously prepared’? is 
the term T wish to use. = a 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That will ‘be 
better. “The Senator-frém Nebraska, as the 
Chair: understands, asks unanimous consent 
that ‘this ballot bé regarded as informal, and 
that thé Senate procéed to another ballot, for 
the reason stated by him. : j f 

Mr. EDMUNDS.’ DTobjecti -> 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The- Senátor 
from ‘Vermont objects: The committee has 
been chosen under the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Task leave to be ex- 
cused from serving‘on this committee, j 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that motion will be in order, ag the committee 
‘hay just been choscù.” The Senator from Ken- 
tucky asks to be excused from service on this 
committee. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have no acquaint- 
ance with this subject. Iam oira very labori- 
ous committee, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, which has: now «some very important 
business before it. I will move-to. substitute 
Mr. Scuurz, who is fully acquainted with this 
business, in my place. - ; 

The VIGE PRESIDEN®, The Chair thinks 
the substitution would require unanimous con- 
sent.’ The Senator can be excused by a major- 
ity vote...» : 

Mr, STEVENSON. Then I ask to be 
excused. ‘ ‘ 

-The VICE- PRESIDENT put the question 
and declared.that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand a division. 


Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. CONKLING, (to | 


Mes Core. ) = Why-do'you-not call for the regu- 
lar order? ! PAS g 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that’ the Senator from: Kentucky has a right, 
after thle committed has been elected, to: ask 
to be excused. The question must be decided 
without debate. +> : 
~ The question being again put, there were, on 
a division—ayes 21, noes:19. - 7 
-Mr STEVENSON. . I ask for-the yeas and 
nays.” i a i 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, regulted—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia; Ferry of Connecticut, Gold, 
thwaitc, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Robertson, Sauis- 
bury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, West, and Wiison—23; - ° . 
NAYS—Messrs: Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole 
Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan,. 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Nye, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, 
and Vickers—25. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, .Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Majne, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, 
Sumner, Windom, and, Wright—25. a : 

So. the Senate réfused to exense Mr. Sre- 
VENSON. OSTERT : 

Mr. VICKERS. I voted in the negative, 
that I might move a reconsideration; and I 
therefore make that motion now. D 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. 'Iask’'for the yeas and 
nays où tliat motion. ees 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken tesulted—yeas 24; nays 33; ‘as follows: 

YEAS Meèsrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, : Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Robert- 
son, Salsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wést, and Wil- 
son—24, a ; 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of 
Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Sawyer; Scott, Sherman, and Spencer—33. 
` ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Rice, Sprazuc, 
Stewart, Samner, Windom, and Wright~16, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed 


to. ee 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the commit- 
tee be authorized to employ a stenographic 
reporter. The resolution does not give them 
that power. es ý o 

_The motion was agteed to. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair read 
the list of this committee as farnished him by 
the tellers who took the countof the vote, The 
understanding is that the committee are to 


select their chairman, when: they, assemble. 


The Chair read the list. as furnished in its 


order by the tellers. 


roe PAPERS WITHDRAWN, ©... 

Mr. POMEROY. I am requested to'ask an 
order that Robert Williams*have leave to with- 
draw some papers from the files ‘of the. Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are'they ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I donot know. No action 
has been had upon them. | - ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatsortof.a claim is it? 

Mr. POMEROY. Something. that. was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: I 
do not know what.they are. I have only just 
got a note from him on the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, You say that there has 
been no action. on the claim? 

Mr. POMEROY. None atall.. 

The order was adopted, 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ‘ending June 80, 
1873, and for ótheť purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading ‘of the 
bill, the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations being acted ‘on in their order 
as they were reached in the reading. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 51, line twelve 
hundred and ‘forty-three, to reduce the appro- 
priation for plumbing and gas fixtures in the 


‘Post Office Department from $3,000 to $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


„Mr. COLE. ‘In line twelve hundred and 
forty, I propose by direction of the commit- 
tee to strike out ‘f nine”? and insert ‘ seven,” 
so as to make the appropriation for stationery 
for the Post Office Department $7,000; and 
in line twelve hundred and forty-three, after 
the word “thougand,’’ ‘to insert ‘four hun- 
dred and fifty:’’ so that it will read‘ ‘ for 
plumbing and gas fixtures $1,450.” 

Mr. RAMSEY. I did not hear the Sen- 
ator’s proposition. I wish he would state it 
again. 


Mr. COLE. It is to reduce the appropria- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1419 


tion in line twelve hundred and forty, for ‘sta- 
tiovery, from $9,000 to $7,000, and to increase 
the appropriation for plumbing and gas fix- 
tures from $1,000, as it now stands, to $1,450, 
When we reach them I propose to disagree to 
certain other amendments reported by the com- 
mittee, which will make the appropriation in 
that paragraph equal to the $9,000. -We will 
make it up in other items. ce 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on, page 51, line twelve 
hundred and forty.five, to reduce the appro; 
priation. for carpets for the: Post, Office De- 
partment from $3,000. to $1,000... : 

The amendment, was agreed; to.. ¥ 

The next amendment was: on- page “51, line 
twelve .hundred: and forty-six, ‘to. reduce the 
appropriation: for furniture-for the Post Office 
Department from $3,500 to $2,000.) = 

The amendment.was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 51, lines 
twelve itindréd and forty-six and twelve hun- 
dred and forty-seven, in the appropriations for 
the Post Office Department, to strike out ‘for 
livery, $750; for hardware, $800" =" >, 7 

Mr. COLE. Wedo notinsist on any agree- 
ment to this amendment.) ` 7 ` 

Mr. RAMSEY. That is, you withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Committee 
on Appropriations waive this: amendment in 
regard to livery and hardware; and it will be 
regarded as not agreed to. ` BES a 

Mr. POMEROY. I am very glad that the 
committee have agreed to do that. 

The next amendment‘was on page 51, line 
twelve hundred and fifty-three, in the appro- 
priations for the Post Office Department, after 
the words ‘for one watchman,’” to insert 
‘8720; and in linetwelve hundred and fifty- 
five, after the words “for three assistant mes- 
sengers,’”’ to insert “ $2,160.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 52, line 
twelve hundred and sixty, to reduce the total 
appropriation from $58,042" to ‘*$80,992.” 

Mr. RAMSEY. I suggest to tlie Senator 
from California whether that result should not 
be changed now. ` iy 

Mr. WEST. [ think it should be changed. 

Mr. COLE. No, I think we have not 
changed the result, The amount is made up 
by disagreeing to some other amendments in 
the twelve hundred and forty-seventh and 
twelve hundred and forty-eighth lines, and by 
adding an améndment after the twelve hun- 
dred and forty-eighth line. ; 

Mr. RAMSEY. I suggest to the Senator to 
have his clerk add up this list of items again. 

Mr. WEST. It is right exactly. Two thou- 
sand dollars are dropped on the first item, and 
two thousand have been left on others. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 


The next amendment was on page 52, after 
line twelve hundred and _seventy-one, in the 
appropriations for the War Department, to 
insert the following clause: 


To enable the Secretary of War to have exam- 
ined, and copies furnished from the rebel archives, 


from time to time, for the use of the Government, 


$6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next améndment was on page 53, line 
twelve hundred and eighty-two, to reduce the 
appropriation for contingent. expenses of the 


Adjutant General’s Office from *+ $15,000’ tor 


t $10,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 53, line 
twelve hundred and ninety-ihree, to strike out 
‘one’? and insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line twelve hun- 
dredand ninety-five to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ 
and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ and in line twelve hun- 
dred and ninety-six to strike out.“ $74,680,” 
and insert “‘ $71,880 ;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Office of the Paymaster General: 
For chief clerk, $2,000; four clerks of class four, 


nine ¢lerks of class three, twenty-three clerks of class 
two, tivelve clerks of class one, and two messengers, 
- The amendment was agreed to, noto o ocx 
«Mr. COLB. “dn line thirteen hundred and 
five, page 54, the’ comimittée ‘recommend to 
strike out‘ six” and ‘insert “ five,’! “sods” to 
make the appropriation for contingent expenses 
of the offiee of thie Commissary General, $5,000. 
‘The 'amenduient was agreed to. © 1 >o 
“The next amendment was on page 62, line 
fifteen hundred and twenty, to increase. the 
appropriation for the compensation and ex- 
penses of the United States and. British claims 
commission from, ‘$43,000? to’ **$49,160."? ` 
“Mr. COLE. Twill state in reference to that 
amendment that ït is required by what would 
seem to have been an oversight on the part of 
the House., A letter from the Secretary- of 
State is. full on the subject, giving the specific 
items for which this appropriation. is asked, 
and they sum up to the.amount récommended 
by the Committee on Appropriations, aud ib 
is absolutely necessary. _ It adds something to 
the bill, but only a few thousand dollars.. 
The amendment was agreed to. 9° 
The next amendment was.on. page ,63, to 
strike out section four in the following. words: 


Sec..4. Thatall aots and parts of acts limiting: the 
number of congressional documents to be printed for 
the use of any head of Department or public office 
are hereby repealed: poe Aoi rene 


Mr. ANTHONY. E move to amend the 
section proposed to be stricken out in the 
first line by substituting ‘the word ‘‘ presétib- 
ing” for the word “‘limiting.’’ “There are no 
statutes that I am aware of which limit’ the 
amount of public printing for the Departments 
and public officers that do not also. prescribe 
what shall be printed. The law prescribing 
and limiting the amount was reported by me, Í 
believe, some years ago, on consultation with 
the heads of Departments, and, through them, 
the heads of bureaus, giving’ to each officer 
that pumber of his own reports that was thought 
proper ‘and judicious. Some of those’ num- 
bers are now too many and some of them are 


too few. “Therefore the Congressional Printer 


is obliged to print some ‘reports that are mòt 
needed, and is prohibited from printing’ some 
others that are needed, and the heads of De- 
parthrents come here and invariably get them, 
as they ought to do, on satisfying the two 
Houses of Congress that they are necessary. 
But the whole spirit of this amendment ofthe 
law, which I very heartily approve, is to make 
the heads of Departments responsible for the 
amount of printing. They are‘to estimate for 
it, the estimates pass through the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the two Houses, 
passing through the two Houses, and the money 
being appropriated directly.. That being done, 
it is better to let the heads of Departments 
administer it as they see fit, holding them 
responsible for it as‘ for all ‘other--appropria- 
tions. I move, therefore, to strike out ‘the 
word ‘limiting’ and insert“ prescribing.” 
Mr. COLE. With a view to retain the sec- 


tion ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. With a view to ‘retain 
the section. : am 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sawyer 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator ftom Rhode Island to 
section four. : . 
` Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island that instead of strik- 
ing out “limiting,” he insert the words ‘‘ pre- 
scribing and;”’ 80 as to have it read ‘£ preserib 
ing and limiting.” / 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well, I will so 

modify the amendment. i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment, as modified, is to insert the words ‘* pre- 
scribing and’? before ‘‘limiting.’’” The ques- 
tionis on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I hope the section, 
as amended, will remain in the bill. - 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, :‘The-ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Committee on 
Appropriations to: strike’ out ‘section four’ as 
amended. Pen PAD gd pe 
“Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont.. E think ‘one 
of the greatest evils we have now is the uns 
limited: péwer:: of every: Departuient to’ order 
any amount of documents, to ‘be printed, and 
they are ordered not ‘only by- the chiefs, but 
by almost: every subordinate.: The-head: of 
every ‘bureau has his report printed: in pam- 


phiet formand distributed ‘without any restric- 


tion;-so-far'as know. if this is intended. to 
dpen the door. still wider than it is; d: am op: 
posed to the: proposition of ithe Sénatorifrom 
Rhode Island yand: it: seems ::to ane that ‘thé 
action of ‘the. Committee:on. Appropriations. is 
a proper action,.and that we ought to follow. it. 
If there-is any limit-iniregard to these matters, 
Lam for continuing it. Beret 

Mr. ANTHONY. ©: The dimié -ig ‘upon their 
own‘reports. | The Secretary of she Treasury 
may now. order: (but he; cannot under this 
amended law, for he -will.not have: the money) 
$50.000 worth of printing; but he,cannot print 
over two thousand copies of the report of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. ' There are afew 
documents upon which heis limited; but upon 
all the other public p¥inting for his Depart- 
ment, which constitutes nine tenths of. the 
amount that isdone in his'Départment, he has 
no limit by law. “Now, we prdpose to’ remove 
all limit upon the printing andthe mandatory 
statutes upon the printing, and’ to allow ‘the 
head of éach Department a certain ‘gum’ of 
money which’ will be according td his estimate 
and to thé agreement of Congress, arid ‘hold 
him to that, and ‘it is not lawful for thé Con: 
gressional Printer to exceed thé amount that 
is appropriated’ to that Department. That 
makes'a sufficient limit~the sahte limit there 
is‘on all other expendiwres, — ° |” 

In fact, the object of this isto place the 
public printing under the same supervision 
that all other expenditure is. We'cannot print 
over $500 worth for ourselves without the con- 
currence of both Houses; but, under the law 
ag it exists, the head of auy Department may 
print $20;000 worth; the only limitation being 
that there are’ two ot ‘three thiigs which’ he 
cannot print. It só liabpened duting the nego- 
tiation of the loan it was nécessary for the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to print for'cireulation 
immediately certain’ documents which came 
under the limitation, and he could not’ do 
it; but he could’ have printed any amount of 
other documents. The laws which willremain, 
if this ig stricken out, compel the printing of 
certain documents which are not wantéd, which 
are piléd up in the Départments. ` I’think if 
we place this appropriation under precisely the 
same restrictions that all other appropriations 
are placed under, the same responsibility, the 
same accointability,.and' the same scrutiny, 
we shdll'accomplish the object of economy. 

Mr. COLE. ‘If the Senator from Vermont 
will look at the preceding section he will see 
that the object and scope of it is to restrict 
and put under the rule and supervision of the 
proper officers the printing in. the Government 
Printing Office. | Ne Baik 

“And it shall not be lawful for him to cause to be 
executed any printing or binding the value whereof 
shall exceed the amount‘appropriated for such pur- 
pose.” ; © : 

There is to be an estimate of the amount 
that will be probably required; midé by each 
head of Departinent, so that there can probably 
be no considerable abuse, or'in any. event not 
half so much ‘as is now authori#ed, under the 
law ag it will be after this bill passes. ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermoit., “If the chair- 
man of the Committee’ on Appropriations is 
going against his own amendment, Ishall not 
insist upon it, 07 f 

Mr. COLE, As amended, I am willing that 
the section shall remain. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment reported by the committee will be 
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understood as disagreed to unless: a vote is 
demanded. =: ; : 

: -The Secretary continued and concluded the 
reading of the bill. 

` MrGOLE. Ona page 7, lines one hundred 
and forty-eight, one hundred and forty-nine, 
and ‘one hundred and fifty, an amendment was 
passed over; : Now, on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, J moves disagreement 
to that amendment. -I-propose to strike out 
what isin. brackets, and leave that clause: as 
it came from the House. I have in my hand 
the resolution of the House authorizing the 
appointment of a paying teller to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House, and this clause of the 
bill provides:an -appropriation for his salary. 
I do not. wish to interfere with what the House 
regard as a necessary officer of that body. The 
amendment was passed over and not acted 
upon, 

The PRESIDING OFBICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
ameudment.on the page referred to. 

The amendment was rejected., 


‘Mr. COLE. On page 15, after line three 
hundred and, forty-four, I propose to insert 
the following’clause: 

And all laws requiring the publication of the laws 
and treaties in newspapers are hereby repealed. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is an old subject 
which has been broached here a great many 
times., I believe we modified the law last 
year, and I thought the committee would be 
satisfied with the modification which was then 
made, and that was to print only the general 
laws in the newspapers. Now the Senator 
comes in with an amendment to print nothing, 
I think such an amendment asthatis of doubt- 
ful propriety. We discussed’ it last year at 
considerable length, I do not know but half 
a day, and it was then the sense of the Senate 
atter a long debate that the general laws should 
be printed in each of the States in at least two 
newspapers. If the committee have auy rea- 
sons to offer which were not offered then, if 
there is any new light which we have not had, 
I should be glad to be informed. The matter 
has been up three times within my recollec- 
tion, at any rate, and after full discussion, and 
after the modification that l have spoken of, it 
was agreed with great unanimity here that the 
general laws should be printed at least in two 
hewspapers in each State. 

: Itisa maxim that everybody is supposed to 
know the law. Everybody must obey the law. 
It is replied here almost every time this ques- 
tion comes up, that the people can find the laws 
in the volumes of statutes. They can after 
awhile if they can get the statutes; but the peo- 
ple who take newspapers, and who read them, 
and read the laws there, are not always familiar 
with the statute-books; they are not accessi- 
ble in that ghape, and yet the people are re- 
quired to obey them. If it is a criminal stat- 
ute they are supposed to know it, supposed to 
know it within twenty-four hours after it goes 
into operation; and yet, if there is no way of 
publishing it, if there is no way of getting that 
information to the people, you are requiring 
them to obey a law of whieh they, may be igno- 
rant. [do not think the few thousand dollars 
that are appropriated year by year to two news- 
papers in.a.State for these publications is a 
waste of money by any means. 

I do not speak of this becauseit is any great 
object to a newspaper. - The pay is so small 
that the newspapers generally do not care to 
pnblish the laws; but it is a convenience to 
the people that they may bave general inform- 
ation of what general laws Congress has passed. 
Formerly they published all special enactments, 
all joint resolutions, and private laws; but the 
law in that respect has been amended. I sub- 
mit to the Senate that. what was agreed on 
in the appropriation bill of last year us a sort 
of compromise, acquiesced in by the Senate, 
should not now be disturbed. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If there is 
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any useless expenditure in the Government I 
regard that it is to-be found in this expend- 
iture for the publication of the laws in the 
newspapers.. ‘The Senator from Kansas de- 
sires the people to have an early knowledge 
of the Jaws.. Why, sir, not five per cent. of 
the people of his State take the papers in which 
the laws are published, and of these who take 
such papera Í dare say. not five per cent. ever 
read the laws.: In addition to that, they are 
not published in those papers sometimes until 
more than a year after Congress adjourns. 

Mr. President, there is not a particle of 
foundation for this expenditure except for 
patronage, and papers that are of any “ enter- 
prise, pith, or moment,’’ do not any more 
desire to have.this job than they do the adver- 
tising of ‘ vinegar bitters.” 

I trust that after the Committee on Appro- 
priations have seriously attempted a very con- 
siderable reform, we shall be permitted to 
accomplish it. Formerly, when this was first 
inaugurated, we published no pamphlet edition 
of the statutes of the United States, but now 
we do, and those pamphlet editions arc issued 
much earlier than the laws ean be published in 
newspapers, and distributed generally to all the 
people who have any real necessity for an early 
knowledge of the laws. 

Mr. COLE, It would be well that we should 
understand the exact position of this matter. 
The clause as it now reads is as follows: 

For publishing the Iaws in pamphlet form, 
$12,000. 

If the amendment proposed is not adopted 
it will be necessary to add to that $12,000 a 
further appropriation. of $72,000 to pay. for 
the publication of the laws in the newspapers. 
It is the.question whether the bill shall be so 
amended by adding $72,000, or whether it 
shall be amended by discontinuing the publica- 
tion of the general laws in the newspapers. 
That is.the way the proposition presents itself 


to the Senate at this time, 


‘Mr. BOREMAN. Does the Senator. mean 
to say that it requires an appropriation of 
$72,000? a 

Mr. COLE. Seventy-two thousand dollars 
in addition to the $12,000 now in the bill will 
be necessary to pay for this publication in the 
newspapers, ` 

Mr. POMEROY. 
whole appropriation. 

Mr. COLE. Certainly; and this publica- 
tion, according to the letter which I have from 


That is larger than the 


he Secretary of State, will be continued neces- 


sarily. under the law unless we adopt this 
amendment, and they will come in and ask 
for a deficiency at the next session of Con- 
gress, or perhaps at this session, in order to 
meet these charges, because, as the law now 
stands, such publication is lawful, and the Sec- 
retary of State cannot decline to furnish the 
newspapers with the laws as they are pub- 
lished {rom time to time, and at the end of 
the year we shall find ourselves indebted to 
the newspapers. in the sum of $72,000. It will 
be a fair, honest debt under the law as it now 
stands, and which we shall have to pay. 

Now, the amendment is to avoid this obli- 
gation, to provide for discontinuing the pub- 
lication of the laws in the newspapers.. If that 
is not adopted, I shall have to move an amend- 
ment to-the bill providing for an addition of 
$72,000 to pay for this service. That is ex- 
actly the position which the question now 
occupies. . = 

„Mr. CORBETT. This question has been 
discussed heretofore, and I think it has been 
frequently decided by the Senate that it was 
inexpedient to do away with. the publication 
of the laws. It is absolutely necessary in the 
distant portions of our country that the people 
should know what the laws are. In all the 
southern States, in all the western States it is 
impossible for the people to know what the 
laws are unless.they.are published in some of 
the newspapers. The statement that the laws 
are not published in newspapers which are 
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read is not true. So far as I know, in many 
of the States the laws are published in respons- 
ible newspapers—newspapers that have a 
large circulation in many instances where the 
matter has been brought to my notice. The 
people of the country think it important that 
they should know what the laws are, and I 
hope that this small appropriation will not be 
stricken out. I think the most important ap- 
propriation you can make is one to let the 
people know what the laws are, that they may 
obey them. Many people keep files of these 
papers to know what the laws are. They are 
published on the Pacific coast, in my State, 
which is one of the most distant States, a long 
time before the laws in pamphlet form are 
published, and it is the only way in which the 
people know what the laws are. 

I know that the laws are published in the 
newspapers and paid for a long time before 
the publication in pamphlet form, and I think 
that it is better to do away with publishing 
the laws in. pamphlet form rather than do 
away with the publication: of the laws in the 
newspapers. I am certainly opposed to this 
amendment of the committee; I. hope it will 
not be agreed. to. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
of the Senator from Vermont. 
them before. : ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. They were 
in reply toa speech which I had heard several 
times before. 

Mr. POMEROY. It was a sort of ante- 
diluvian speech. that was made before the 
flood. There. was a time many years ago, 
I know very well, when the laws were not 
printed inthe newspapers as fast as they were 
enacted. But that has passed away. That 
was the time when we printed all the laws 
in full, everything that was contained in them, 
preambles, private bills,and all; but now, hav- 
ing changed the law, the Senator uses the old 
argument. Having modified it essentially, he 
goes back to the old reasons which begot the 
modification, and not reasons that apply now. 

The principle that underlies this is worth 
more than the appropriation itself, the princi- 
ple that has obtained in our Government since 
the beginning and obtain in all civilized Gov- 
ernment, and it is that the people know the 
law, that the people are responsible for a 
breach of the law, and the people’s access to 
information of this kind is through the papers. 
They do not have access to libraries, espe- 
cially in t e remote States. They have not 
lawyers and libraries to consult; and if they 
had they would be likely to break the law a 
hundred times before it got into a library, I 


I listened to the remarks 
I had heard 


-want the people to have access to every new 


statute. It ought to be on their tables and 
read every morning. If we make a new Jaw 
it is the first thing they should have their atten- 
tion called to, for it affects the people, and 
not put your laws up in a library"and lock 
them up, and then require the people to obey 
them whether they have ever seen them or 
heard of them or not. ` It is against the genius 
of the institutions of this country. 

We do not carry on Government in that 
way. We hold every person, no matter how 
illiterate he may be, no matter in what lan- 
guage he may speak, no matter if he has not 
been in this country a year, amenable to the 
law į we enforce upon him its penalties; and 
now we propose to lock the law up and keep 
it away from the people by putting it into 
books. Jt is against the policy that has been 
pursued from the foundation of the Goveru- 
ment, which is to put the law where the peo- 
ple can have ready access to itatonce. Since 
we have published only the general laws, the 
newspapers that ‘publish the statutes as they 
are enacted from time to time keep up with 
the enactment. ‘1 have had occasion to look 
lately to see in reference to several of the 
States whose newspapers come here to Wash- 
ington how far they are behind, and it ig 
astonishing to see that the laws which have 
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been enacted this year are already in the 
newspapers since this session commenced. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Have we 
passed any ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, we have’ passed a 
good many. Now the Senator comes and says 
that they are not in the newspapers until after 
they get into the pamphlet edition. Why, sir, 
the pamphlet edition is not’ published until 
long after we adjourn. You cannot publish 
the pamphlet edition until you have the laws 
of the whole session ; and here the newspapers 
have had them day by day during the whole ses- 
sion. I submit to Senators whether we should 
change a policy which has been. inaugurated 
siuce we had a Government; whether we should 
do what is against the principles of our Gov- 
ernment, and keep the. laws away. from: the 
people, because it is virtually keeping them 
away when you do not give them facilities for 
reading them in the newspapers, where they 
read everythingelse. They find nothing relating 
to their conduct: under the law that does not 
first appear in the newspapers. Afterward, 
to be sure, it may get into the statutes; but 
that is a long time. 

Now, I want the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to consider that this appropriation: for 
publishing the general laws, which are of uni- 
versal application, in the newspapers, is the 
most economical and best appropriation you 
have got in the bill. The Senator-says.if we 
do not adopt this amendment we shall have to 
put in a large appropriation. Of course we 
shall, because you have left it out. 

Mr. COLE. The House left it out. 

Mr. POMEROY. You have not provided 
for it. If you did not have an appropriation 
to pay the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 

ou would have to come in with a deficiency 

ecause you had left it out. It is one of the 
institutions provided for by law hitherto.. You 
propose now to abolish the law. If you do 
not abolish the law, and do not put in the ap- 
propriation, then there will be a deficiency. 
That is very clear. That is a thing that need 
not have been argued any length of time. 
What I object to is to leaving out the appro- 
priation with a view of publisting the laws. 
The committee seemed to think that if they 
left out the appropriation it would be easier 
to abolish the law; but leaving out the appro- 
priation is only another way of not providing 
for doing it; and if you leave out the appro- 
priation you may as well leave out your pro- 
viso, because if you provide and do not fur- 
nish the means, then there is nobody going to 
print the laws. You may commit the Govern- 
ment to a debt which it will have to pay some 
time, but that is not the way to administer th¢ 
Government. 

If we are such reformers as we are esti- 
mating ourselves to be, we had better reform 
in the right direction, not strike a blow at 
general intelligence among the people first, 
not strike a blow at the newspapers of the 
country that publish the laws. Begin some- 
where where it does not go to the intelligence 
and the education and the information of the 
people. When we reform in that direction we 
should reform to give it to them more freely; 
we should reform in the direction that will 
give it cheaper and more freely to every one: 

I have said for years back so much on this 
subject, and supposed it was so well settled, 
that I thought the committee themselves would 
abandon any proposition of the kind. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, the laws of 
this Government are generally so beneficent 
and useful that the people seem to care but 
little for having them in printed form. .If we 
should by any chance or otherwise pass a law 
of general interest such as would attract the 
attention of the reading public, those who read 
the newspapers, that law would be discussed 


in the newspapers, would be fully set forth | 


before the people of the country without any 
actual publication of the text of it, or without 


the Government paying anything for the pub- 
Heation of it. 

I think, as was stated: by the Senator from 
Vermont, that: probably ‘not more than five 
per cent. of the people take the newspapers in 
which these laws are published, and in all 
probability not five per cent. of those who take 
them read the laws. 

This is regarded as the sort of thing for. the 
benefit of the newspapers of the country; but 
I concur in the opinion that those papers which 
publish the laws are not of that class that are 
sought for general reading. Indeed, the papers 
that are most sought by the people for news 
and intelligence are those which absolutely 
refuse to publish the laws, on account, per- 
haps, of the small pay allowed for that service 
heretofore. ; 

The House of Representatives left out this 
appropriation of $72,000 without, perhaps, 
knowing at the time that it was necessary to 
repeal the law; but we have information now 
from the Department that under the law the 
Secretary of State will be obliged to furnish 
copies of the laws to the papers, and this ac- 
count will be running on, and we shall find 
ourselves indebted to the amount of $72,000 
at the end of the fiscal year for which we are 
providing. . 

This matter has been up before Congress 
heretofore, I am aware, and it. ought to have 
been disposed of long ago. I donot think 
now. there are many papers asking for the 
publication of the laws, or that care anything 
about it. There are one or two. in Kansas, 
but they are exceptions, I think, 

Mr. POMEROY. Are there none in Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. COLE. I believe not. Our people in 
California understand. the laws instinctively, 
apparently, They never seem to desire the 
publication of them in this way. If they have 
use for them they get them in. the bound vol- 
umes; and I am sure they pay no attention 
to those that are published in one or two news- 
papers in that State. Indeed | hardly know 
the names of the papers in which they are pub- 
lished, so little anxiety is exhibited in regard 
toit. I think we had better adopt this amend- 
ment, save $72,000, and get rid of this vexa- 
tious subject which has been before Congress 
too often already. We may be quite certain 
that it will be brought up next year, the next 
year, and again unless we make an end to it, 
as we expect to do at this time. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, I shall vote 
against this amendment upon two grounds. l 
shall vote against it upon principle, and I shall 
vote against it because it is a proposition to 
amend this bill by repealing a law and attempt- 
ing to repeal a law in a manner that I do not 
intend to give my sanction to. 

It has been suggested that but a very small 
per cent. of the people take the papers in 
which these laws may be published... It has 
been suggested also that a very small per. cent. 
of those who take the papers read the laws. 
I might concede the truth of that proposition, 
and still there would be but little advance 
made in the argument, for it is the discussion 
that is invited and that we have upon the laws 
which I regard as the valuable feature growing 
out of the publication of the laws in news- 
papers. That is to say, though but a small 
per cent. of the people may read the laws as 
published, and but a small per cent. may take 
the papers in which the laws may be published, 
the laws being thus published in newspapers 
in the localities where they are thus published, 
newspapers the country over are thus led to 
see what the laws are, to discuss them, and 
thus get them before the people. 

It is a very trite saying to say here that the 
strength, the glory, the power, the future of 
this nation, is bottomed upon the intelligence 
of the people; bottomed upon their informa- 
tion with reference to the laws that govern 
them. You may say as often as you please ! 


that these laws are not read. We have’ that 
opinion because being here and seeing ‘the 
laws as they are passed, and taking part in 
them, wedo not read them. I know that in 
my own State the laws are thug published ‘in 
the newspaper, and the impression prevails on 
the part of some persons ‘there that they are 
not read by: the people- Nothing ‘can be a 
greater mistake; and the consequence is that 
at this session you find petitions coming here 
from the people, petitions that never would 
have come with reference to these laws but for 
the fact that they were published:in the news- 
papers; and-thus called to their attention. 

My thought in-this-connection is this: that 
instead: of shutting out the light, we should 
give the people light with reference to the 
laws; and I can see no good reason why this 
small expenditure comparatively, for it- is 
comparatively a very small expenditure, should 
be denied. We expend hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in this appropriation bill and other 
appropriation bills upon objecta and subjects 
that are not half, nor quarter so worthy as 
this, and we pass them without a thought. 

But here when it is proposed that we shall 
continue the publication of these lawsin certain 
papers to be designated, it is said that it will 
cost $72,000. Whatof it? The laws that are 
published are, as I. understand, the general 
laws; not the special Jaws; nor would I have 
the special laws thus published ; but all general 
laws ought to go into at least: two: papers in 
every State of this Union, and thus have the 
discussion invited and the people know what 
the laws are. ; 

In the second place, I shall vote against this 
amendment for the reason that it proposes in 
an appropriation bill to repeal a law. I desire 
to say here that I shall oppose all such pro- 
posed amendments to an appropriation bill. 
Alb appropriation bills tent to stand upon 
their own merits, and nothing should be in- 
troduced that is not strictly germane to the 
object of the bill. Ifyou can repeal this law 
by this amendment, as proposed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, 
then you can as well repeal other laws; and 
if you can repeal other laws, then you can in- 
troduce, as has been done heretofore, general 
legislation, and I do not know anything. so 
vicious in our legislation as that very thing. 

Appropriation bills, I repeat, ought to stand 
upon their own merits. When it is proposed 
to introduce all kinds of general legislation 
into an appropriation bill, I say the soouer 
the Senate of the United States and the Con- 
gress of the nation stop it the better. I shall, 
therefore, vote against the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from. Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Core. } ; 

Mr. POMEROY asked for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. COLE. I will agree to have the yeas 
and nays after the bill is reported to the Sen- 
ate. Let us go on in committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the amendmentis not 
to be announced as earried, I will make no 
objection. : : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be reserved until 
we come into the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. Let it be reserved as a pending 
amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Chair will not 
announce it as having been agreed to, I will 
not call for the yeas and nays now. 

Mr. COLE. I will leave it as a pending 
amendment. : 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it be passed over 
without taking any action. ` | 

Mr.COLE. That willanswer. Iwill agree 
to pass it over until we come into the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
hears no objection to that arrangement. 

Mr. MORRILL, of- Vermont. I desire to 
offer an amendment. 
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Mr. POMEROY. . Is. this. passed over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ If there be 
no objection the amendment. will :be passed 
over until, we come. anto’.the Senate. The 


Ghair:hears np objection. i oi ee ye s 
. Mx, MORBILL, of. Vermont... I offer an 
amendment: from: tke, Committee .on. Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 1 desire to say. to 
the Senate that this,isthe same proposition 
that has. passed time and. again, yearafter year, 
for the addition Of the two squares-of ground 
on the eastside of the Capitol. It seems that 
the Senate.has been unanimously of the.opin- 
ion that. it was good economy, to! take. these 
two squares, for years, .and.[, should not pro- 
pose the amendment again, only.that. I: under- 
stand, there.is.a prospect that the other House 
will now assent to. the proposition; ‘Therefore 
I trust it will pass as usual... - , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment.will be read. o ioo ugno i 
The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was to insert the following additional sections: 


» Spor. That the. public grounds surrounding :the 
Capitol. shall be enlarged (according to the plan 
approved by the Committees-on Public Buildings of 
the Senate aud House ofi Representatives, respect- 
ively which plan is hereby: directed to-be deposited 
in the custody: of the Secretary of the Interior) by 
‘extension between First street east and First street 
west, in the following manner: northwardly to the 
south side of North B street and southwardly to the 
north side of South B street, including, in addition 
to so much of tho reservations, avenues, and streets 
as are necessary for such extension, the two squares 
designated on the plan of the city-of Washington as 
numbers six.hundred und cighty-seven and six hun- 
dred and cighty-eight, respectively. ; 

Sro. Phat it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Interior to purchase from the owner or owners 
thereof, at such.price, not exceeding its.actual cash 
value, as niay.bo mutually agreed on between the 
Secretary and such owner or owners, and not exceed- 
ing the appraisal made by-the commission of nine in 
their report to Robert, Ould, United States district 
attornoy for the District of Columbia, on the 21st 
day of Januiry, 1861, such ‘private property as may 

e necessary for'carrying ‘this act .into effect,*the 
value of the Property, so purchased to.be paid to the 
owner or owners thercof out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on the requi- 
sition of said Searetary: Provided; That before such 
payment shall be made, the owner or owners f: the 
property purchased shall, by good and sufficient 
deod or deods, in due form of law, and approved by 
the Attorney General of the United States, fully 
roelcase and convey tothe United States all their 
and each of their several and respective rights in 
said titles to such lands and property so purchased, 

Sue. -~. That if the Soeretary of the Laterior shall 
not ke ablo to.agreo with the ownor or owners of 
any private property needed for the purposes of 
this aot upon the price tobo paid therefor, or if for 
any other cuusashe shall bo unable to obtain: the 
title Lo any such property by mutual agreement with 
the owner or owners thereof, it shall be his duty to 
iake application to the supreme court of the Dis- 
trichof Columbia; which court is horeby authorized 
and required, upon such application, in such mode 
und undersuch rules und regulitions as it may adopt, 
to make just and equitable appraisement of the 
cash value of thoseveral interests‘of each and.overy 
owner of the real, estate and improvements thereon 
necessary to be taken for the public use in accord- 
ance With the provisions of this act, and to whieh 
the Secretary has been unable to obtain the title by 
mutual agreement with the owner or owners thereof. 
DRC. =. -That the {ce-simple of all premises so 
appropriated for public use, of which an appraise- 
ment shall hayo. been made under the order and 
direction of said. court shall, upon payment to the 
owner br owners, respectively, of the appraised 
value, or in cage tliè said owner or owners refuse or 
neglect for fifleon days after. tho ‘appraisement of 
the cash value of said lands and improvements by 
said vourt to demand the same from the Secretary 
of the Interior, upon depositing the said. appraised 
value in the said. court to the credit of such owner 
or owners, respectively, be. vested in the United 
States. And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized aud required to pay to the several owner 
or owners, respectively, the appraised value of the 
several premisemus specified in the appraisement of 
said court, or pay into court by deposit, as herein- 
before provided, thé said appraised values; and the 
sum necessary-for such purpose is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, i , 

Suc. +. That said court may direct the time and 
Manner in which possession of: the.property con- 
demned shall be taken or delivered, and may, if 
necessary, enforce any order or issue any process for 
giving possession. The costs occhsioned by the in- 

airy and assessment shall be paid by the United 

tates; and as to other costs which may arise, they 
shall be charged ‘or taxed as the court may direct. 

Sxc. — That-no delay in making an assessment 
of compensation, ox in taking possession, shall bo 
occasioned by any doubt which may arise as to the 


1 


ownership of the property, or-any part th ereof, or as | 
to the interests of the respective owners, but in such 
cases the court shall require a deposit of the money 
allowed as compensation forthe whole property or 
the part in dispute. In all cases,.as soon as the Uni- 
ted States shall have paid the compensation assessed, 
or secured its payment, by a depositof money, under 
the ordér of the court; possession of the property 
may be:takep.:. 0, ct oe a3 
‘Src. —. That the Washington and Georgetown | 
Railroad Company and the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company::be, and they are ‘hereby, required to’ re- 
move their tracks, respectively, from the Capitol 
grounds, as hereby established, and run the same as 
they may be directed, from'time to time, by the offi- 
cerin charge of:the public. buildings and grounds, 
as the grading and filling up.of. said. grounds may 


render necessary. 


Mr. COLE, -Lwould ask the chairman of the 
Committee-on-Public Buildings and Grounds, 
of which committee L happen myself to-be a 
member, whether he has any assurance that 
the appraisement: made in: 1861. will be suffi- 
cient tor carrying out the object of this propo- 
sition. . The first: section of the amendment 
speaks of. an appraisement made by: ai com- 
mission in-a report. to Robert Ould, United 
States: attorney: for the District of Columbia, 
on the 2łst day of. December, 1861. ‘The 
question comes up in my: mind whether that 
method of getting at the value of the property 
is adequate at-thistime.. ' 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
will see that thére-is another alternative: that 
if it cannot be accomplished in..that way, the 
grounds are to be condemned by order of the | 
court, asusnal, Itis only putas an alternative. 
. Mr. COLE. I would rather this should 
come up as a separate:-measure. Being of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
Lam in favor of the measure; I hardly -dare 
oppose it in any form in which it is presented ; 
but as it; ig legislation as well as asking an 
appropriation, I would rather it should. be con- 


sidered as an independent measure. That is 
all I have to say on the subject. 
-Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. The only 


practical mode of getting any action on this 
subject is by putting it on the. appropriation 
bill. ope, therefore, it: will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
tion is on the. adoption of the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendmentwas agreed to, 

Mr. WEST. The Committee on Appro- 
priations, in lines two hundved and ninety-five 
and two hundred and ninety-six, on page 18, 
and lines three hundred and seven and thrce 
hundred and eight, on the same page, equal- 
ized the payment of watchmen in the various 
squares of the city, upon the presumption that 
watching in one square was no more laborious 
than was watching in any other square, and they 
were so equalized for the purpose of eliciting 
information of this point. I have permission 
ofthe chairman to state, as the subject was 
referred to myself, that we have ascertained 
that the duties of the watchmen in Franklin 
square and Lafayette square are much more 
laborious than those of the other squares, that 
they have to sweep out the premises, &e. 
Although it is a very small matter, we may be 
doing injustice to worthy men. I move, there- 
fore, that the Senate reeede from the amend- 
ment heretofore adopted, reducing the com- 
pensation allowed to the watchman in Frank- 
lin square, in lines two hundred and ninety-five 
and two hundred and ninety-six, from $720 
to $540. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana moves to reconsider the 
vote adopting the amendment referred to as 
to Franklin square. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment. 

Mr. WEST. Now I hope the amendment 
reducing the amount: will be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 


Mr. WEST. I make a like motion, to recon- 
sider the action of the Senate on lines three 


hundred and seven and three hundred and 
eight, reducing the appropriation for the 
watchman at Lafayette square from $720 to 
$540. © BRE 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . Much the easiest way 
would be when we come into the Senate to 
disagree to the amendment. s Ca 

Mr. EDMONDS. ‘One has been done; let 
the other be done. i 
. Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection. 
Mr, WEST. I move to reconsider the vote 
agreeing to the amendment on lines three hun- 
dred and seven and three hundred and eight. 

. The motion was agreed to. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion. now is on concurrence in the amendment 
reported to that line. ; 
` Mr. STEVENSON, I cannot hear what is 
the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. WEST. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations agreed-to equalize the compensation of 
the various watchmen: in the different squares 
throughout the city; but we find, on-farther 
inquiry; that their duties are not uniform ; that 
is, that the watchmen in some’ squares are 
obliged to perform greater.duties than watch- 
men in others, and the proposition is now to 
compensate them ia accordance with the 
amount-of duty- they perform. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is òn agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 


‘Mr. SPENCER. I move the following 
amendment: oh page 82, after the word ** dol- 
lars,” in line ‘seven hundred and geventy-nine, 
to insert : 

Office of depositary at Tucson, Arizona: For de- 
positary, (in addition to his pay as postmaster,) $1,500. 

I wish to say in reference to this amend- 
ment that it is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has a letter from the 
Secretary on that subject, recommending the 
amendment. It was a mistake, I suppose, on 
the part of the committee that it was not put 
in the bill originally. I ask the chairman to 
send the letter to the desk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
like to know the line and page of the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Page 32, at 
the end of line seven hundred and seventy- 
nine. 

Mr. COLE. Ihave acommunication which 
the committee received from the Treasury 
Department, signed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in which he says: 

“T also desire that the sum of $1,500 be appropri- 
ated for compensation of the depositary at Tucson, 
Arizona Territory, in addition to his pay as post- 
master, for the fiscal year 1873,” 

This letter was brought to the attention of 
the committee in session, and I believe they 
disagreed to it. My information is that it is the 
customary appropriation, that the person hold- 
ing the office of postmaster is.also made by 
law depositary of public moneys at that place, 
which increases his responsibility very consid- 
erably, and that he sometimes has in his hands 
as such depositary sums varying from seventy 
thousand to one hundred thousand dollars, for 
which, I believe, he has to give bond. I state 
these facts to the Senate in order that they may 
understand the case as it is. This appropria- 
tion, I think, has been made heretofore. 

Mr. SPENCER. It never has been in this 
Territory, but it has been made in all the 
other ‘Territories. 

Mr. COLE. Then I was under a misap- 
prehension in regard to its having been done 
heretofore. : 

Mr. SPENCER. This officer. is receiver 
of all public moneys in Arizona. It is the 
custom in all other ‘Territories to pay for such 
service. The salary of this officer as post- 
master is only $600. . This addition will make 
but a small salary, considering the amount of 
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responsibility he has in an ‘Indian territory. 
He has to give $200,000 bonds. `: : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qués- 
tion is on. the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama, gi as , : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. :As one member of the 


committee, I do not quite-see:my way. dlear. 


to agree to. that. amendment. : You ‘will. see 
by the bill that we have.a depositary in. that 
Territory at Santa Fém Be iii 
Mr.. WEST. No; one is in New Mexico, 
the other-is.in Arizona. : : to oe 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I think the 
ordinary knowledge. of geography, if Senators 
would ‘have permitted me-to go through with 
my statement, would have enabled most peo- 
ple to know. probably that Santa Fé was in one 
place and. Tucson was in another. : 
Mr. WEST... They are six: weeks’ travel 


apart., : ; xX : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very.-well; call it six 
months; it would probably be better if it were 
six months; but still we have not provided for 
the office of a: depositary at Tucson. You 
havea postmaster there.. It seems by same 
provision you put the moneys into his hands. 
He takes his pay as postmaster. I-do not 
myself see the propriety of increasing his com- 
pensation as postmaster in order to give him 
an honorary fee for receiving further public 
moneys and forwarding them. . ee Sie 

Mr. SPENCER.. If the Senator will. allow 
me to interrupt him, I will state that this de- 
positary has been established bat a fèw years. 
He has been giving bond to. the amount of 
$200,000 ; for two years he has been disburs- 
ing two hundred thousand dollars and more a 
year, without any pay whatever. His salary 
as postmaster, Tucson being a small place, is 
only $600 a year. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much. sur- 
prised that this gentleman should not have 
resigned before this time. If his country has 
enforced on him such a prodigious lahor as 
this without any compensation, it is a great 
wonder he has not retired from the public 
service. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that under 
the law authority is given to the Treasury 
Department to designate certain officers as 
depositaries, Land officers and postmasters 
are frequently designated. If you are going 
to pay one of them, you must pay them all. 
What is the propriety of paying one in Ari- 
zona and not paying another? ‘They are des- 
ignated throughout the United States. I do 
not think there is any general provision of 
law for paying them anything because the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury thinks proper to desig- 
nate them. Perhaps there ought to be; Ido 
not know but that there ought to be a law, but 
I do not see why it should be a special one; 
it should be general. If you are going to pay 
all the designated depositaries where it be- 
comes a matter of convenience sometimes to 
the ‘Treasury Department in transacting its 
business to have a depository where there is 
no sub-Treasury, no national bank 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A bank has to give secur- 
ity in the same way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They then may desig- 
nate postmasters and land officers. I think 
there are a number. I have not looked at the 
law recently, but my: recollection is that the 
Department may designate any of these ofli- 
cers as public depositaries, and they are used 
then for the convenience of the Government. 
They have very little to do, I suppose, in that 


particular locality. Deposits are made with | 


them, and then they are drawn out to suit the 
convenience of the Government in remote 
regions of the country. If you are going to 
pay one, I think the law should be general and 
you should pay all, and perhaps there ought 
to be such a law.. I do not see the propriety 
of providing only for the postmaster at Tucson. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that all the other depositaries in 
all the other Territories are provided for. 


Mr. TRUMBULL... They did not use. to, be. 


paid. . : 

: Mr. SPENCER. In New Mexico the:depos- 
itary happens to be. the-collector.of internal. 
revenue, and-receives. two thousand or twenty-. 
five. hundred dollars: more than. this amend-. 


ment of mine proposes to give-in the. Territory 
of Arizona, ees : 
pay the others, I was not aware of it... It..cer- 
tainly was not the law.a few years-ago,: | 
: Mr. SPENCER. Itis in this same-hill. . ; 
Mr. KELLOGG... Allow me tọ call, atten-. 
tion to line seven hundred and seventy-five of 
the bill where -there is provision for the pay 
of a depositary, $2,000, in addition to his. pay 
as receiver, which is more than is proposed 


bama; and I am told that ihis ig not an ex- 
ception by any means: The law that the, Sen- 


bonded officer may: be designated by the. Sec: 
retary of the Treasury as depositary of public 
moneys. In this instance reported by the com- 
mittee, and other instances, it has. been pro- 
vided that they shall receive, because of that 
additional -responsibility as, depositaries, re- 


so much more compensation. The very.clause 
proposed to be amended bythe Senator. from 
Alabama provides for. that very thing. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. Will the Senator from 
Louisiana allow me to inquire if that isnot the 


by law, just like the depositary at. New York 
city? 
. Mr. KELLOGG. | But this is also provided 
y law. f : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand this to be 


Department of a depositary. 

constituting the postmaster at.T'ucson a depos- 

itary, or is he designated by the Secretary of 

the Treasury ? na r 

Mr. KELLOGG. Designated undera statute. 

_ Mr. TRUMBULL. Then itis justlike all the 
other designations... My inquiry is whether 

there is not some law fixing a depositary at 

Santa Fé. Ido not.know whether.there is or 


not. - bite orood 

Mr. SPENCER. ‘There is not. Itis a gen- 
eral law that authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to designate special, places, for : de- 
positaries, different officers of the Govera- 


ment. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the Senator. from 
Alabama if, in the case of the: receiver at 
Santa Fé, the receiver is not designated asa 
depositary under the general law? 

Mr. SPENCER. Thatis my understanding. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then, that comes under 
the precise category of the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SPENCER. And this amendment is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KELLOGG. - If itis just in one case, 
it is just in the other. 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senator from 
Alabama if there is any national bank in that 
Territory? ° 

Mr. SPENCER. There is not. 

Mr. CORBETT. And no receiver of public 
lands? 

Mr. SPENCER. There is a receiver. of 
public lands, but I understand that the land 
office is three hundred miles north of Tucson, 
and Tucson is the capital of the Territory.- 
This officer was regularly designated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as depositary, and 
this amendment is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CORBETT. I understand that Pres- 
cott is the capital, and that, I believe, is the 
principal town. 

Mr. SPENCER. The capital has been re- 
moved from Prescott to Tucson. The land 
oilice is at Preseott. : 

Mr. CORBEET. Ti is stated by the Senator 
| from Alabama that the land office has been 


Mr. TRUMBULL. ; Te : there is any. jaw to 


by the amendment of the Senator from Ala- | 


ator from Illinois refers td provides that a. 


quiring them to give an _exéraordipary bond, | 


case of a depositary at Santa Fé provided for | 


a mere case of a designation by the Treasury | 
Is there a statute | 


removed from Prescott, which is, Ihave under- 
stood heretofore, the principal place where the 
largest amount of money has ‘been disbursed, 
and where the.seat of: government. is, and ‘it 
is-eustomary to. appoint receivers ofthe -pub- 
lic lands also depositaries. . If this.has, been 
changed to the postmaster at Tucson, there 
may be some. necessity for this. appropriation. 

Mr. SPENCER. There hag never. been any. 


| change. This.man has. been: depositary, for 


two. years, designated, by. the Secretary of the 
Treasury.) oo eoan o E E ; 
Mr, CORBETT. Has there been. no other 
depositary, in the Territory ? E SS 
Mr: SPENCER.: Lhere ig no other depos- 
itary,in the Territory. .I-will.state again that 
the Secretary of the Treasury ‘has, recom- 
mended this appropriation, and. it certainly 
ought to be made. 
Mr. CORBETT: 
the Territory: bs Gris oF gel eee dig 
. Mr, STEVENSON, :1 should. dike to ‘ask 
the Senator.from Alabama whether the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has not discretion now:.to 
pay this depositary?) i: woah 
Mr. SPENCER. . He has no money.to pay 
it, no appropriation, He has recommended it. 
. Mr- SLEVENSON. We have. made two 
appropriations in this :bill, one ‘‘ for the com- 
pensation of designated depositaries under the 
fourth section of the act. of 1846,” and then 
‘“ for contingent expenses for the collection, 
safe-keepiuig, transter, and. disbursement of 
public moneys, $100,000” in addition.: 
. Mr. SPENCER: 1I- understand, that does 


Iam unacquainted with 


|| not apply. to this case at all. 


Mr. STEVENSON. © How.do we know: that 
it is not discretionary with the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury? . 

Mr. SPENCER. We know it because the 
Secretary of the Treasury asks this specially 
in his letter which has been read. ;  « 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to know, 
before I vote for it, what the $100,000 appro- 
priation, beginning on the seven hundred and 
eighty-ninth line of this bill, “for safe-keep- 
ing, transfer: and disbursement,” is to be 
applied to?: Where are these depositaries? 
We have already made special appropriations 
for various depositaries. - aT 

Mr. SPENCER. I will say:to the Senator 
from: Kentucky that I-cannot state what that 
appropriation he speaks of is for. I consulted 
with the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then, I suggest to my 
friend from Alabama that he had better let 
this go over until we get into the Senate, so 
that inquiry may be made. >` > : 

- Mr. SPENCER. I know it does not-apply 
to this officer. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can. tell what that 
$100,000 is for. We know that it does not 
apply to this case. : 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the’ amendment of the Senator trom 
Alabama. i 

The question being put, it was declared the 
noes appeared to prevail. oe 

Mr. SPENCER. I will agree to let the 
amendment be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
informally passed over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ` No, sir; it is lost for the 
present. , i 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the ameñdment 
from the Committee on Printing of which I 
gave notice. It isto insert as an additional 
section the following : wait Gog ing® 

Suc. —. That from and after. the passage of this 
act, the provisions of the eighteenth section of the 
act of July 28, 1866, entitled “An act.making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 80, 1867, and for other 
purposes,” shall apply to the Congressional Printer, 


the four clerks and messenger in the office of the 
Congressional Printer, and also the foréman of print- 
ing and the foreman.of binding; and an amount 
sufficient to carry out the provisions of said eight- 
eonth section for tho present and the next fiscal 


years is hereby appropriated. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS... That is an increase of 


salary. 0s 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think it is. I 
think: it-is merely giving these officers what: 
they are-entitled to under the law. The law 
passed four or five years ago put an increase 
of twenty per cent. upon the pay of all the 
officers of the Senate. At that time there was 
no Congressional Printer; there was a Super- 
intendent of Pablic Printing, who was nomin- 
ated by the President to-the Senate and con- 
firmed by the Senate, aud who was the printer 
of all the printing of the Government, as in- 
deed the Congressional Printer is now in fact. 
But: now the Congressional Printer holds. an 
office that was-created since the passage of 


thatlaw. He is elected by the Senate. His 
title is ‘Congressional Printer.” Heis liable 
to be removed by the Senate atany time. He 
has admission. to the floor of the Senate. He 


is an officer of the Senate in all respects, and 
I think he is entitled to that compensation, 
and the clerks under him in the same way. 

Asto the merits of the case, there are two 
men there, the foreman of the bindery and the 
foreman of the Printing Office, who are paid 
$1,700:a year. ‘The journeymen under them 
receive $1,248, and many ofthem make $1,400 
a year. ‘The foreman of the bindery has more 
than one hundred and fifty journeymen under 
him. The foreman of the Printing Office, I 
think, must have more, although I do not 
recollect the number at present. Their com- 
pensation is but very little more than that of 
the journeymen of whom they have charge. 
hey cannot limit their services to eight hours 
a day. They must attend to their duties all 
the time whenever it is necessary. ‘hey can- 
not be furloughed as the journeymen are; they 
are obliged to be at the office all the time. 
On the merits of the case, I have no doubt 
whatever that they ought to have a much 
larger compensation than this amendment 
will give them, But I know itis not the in- 
tention of the Committee on Appropriations 
to raise any salaries upon an appropriation 
bill, and I quite. agree with them in that. I 
merely ask that the Jaw of 1866 may be fairly 
applied to these officers, that they may receive 
the additional compensation which the other 
officers of the Senate receive. 

Mr. COLE. J believe the Senator hag not 
given notice of this amendment. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I have. 

printed. 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps it has been. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has not been sent to 
the committee, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Thatis not my fault. 

Mr. COLE. It may have been printed, but 
I do not find it on the file 4 have here. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cannot undertake to 
keep the Committee on Appropriations attend- 
ing to their business. 

Mr. COLE. Lsappose my friend from Rhode 
Island could not resist the importunity of the 
gentlemen at the Printing Office to make this 
motion for them; but of course they must 
have known, as well as the Senator, that the 
Senate would not adopt it or acquiesce in it. 
Tt is a proposition to raise the salaries of those 
gentlemen very much; to raise the salary of 
the Congressional Printer, who now receives 
$4,000, by $800, and that of the clerks there 
in the same proportion. To be sure, a long 
time ago, during the war, we did add twenty 
per cent. to the compensation of the officers 
of the Senate; but it was held by the First 
Comptroller that these persons were not offi- 
cers of the Senate, and did not come in under 
that rule, and itis too late now, when we are 
approaching specie payments, for them to ask 
for the adoption of a new interpretation of this 
rule because it was adopted years ago, when 
the public credit was very low, when the com- 
pensation of officers was very small and their 
expenses very high. I presume my friend from 
Rhode Island has performed his duty fully in 
bringing this matter to the attention of the 


it has been 


Senate, and I suppose that is all he expects 


to do. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now, Mr. President, I 
will do justice to these gentlemen. The Con- 
gressidnal Printer has said nothing-to me about 
it. Ido not know that T have seen the fore- 
man of the Printing Office this session. The 
foreman of the bindery said something to me, 
but I introduced the subjeet.. There has been 
no importunity at all upon me. . I have-done 
what I believe to be an act-of justice and law, 
I believe these men are entitled to that twenty 
per cent.; and I do not see how the Comp- 
troller can refuse to give it to them. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is much more magnanimous than I supposed 
he was. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, Lam not magnani- 
mous; Lam merely just. These men are all 
entitled to that.  Fhey are entitled to it under 
our law, I think. Ido not know that the sub- 
ject has been passed upon by the Comptroller 
since the office of Superintendent. of Public 
Printing was abolished and the office of. Con- 
gressional Printer was created. Certainly, if 
the Congressional Printer is not an officer of 
the Senate, I do not see how the clerks are. 
He is elected by us; he is removed by us at 
pleasure; he has admission to the floor of the 
Senate; and it seems to me we only carry out 
the law when we give him this extra compens- 
ation. Suppose we should find that by some 
misintérpretation of the law or by some acci- 
dent some one of our clerks did not receive 
this twenty per cent., would we give it to 
him? It is the same with this officer. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to inquire of my friend 
from Rhode Island if he is just? I know he 
means to be so on ail occasions. These per- 
sons are officers of the Senate or they are not. 
If they are, and we are to give them this 
additional per cent. upon that hypothesis, I 
inquire of my friend from Rhode Island by 
what rule of equity and right and justice does 
he draw a line that gives just these three offi- 
cers the twenty per cent. and nobody else in 
the Printing Office? Why make fish of one 
and flesh of another? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Idonot. Icoverall the 
officers. There are the Congressional Printer, 
the foreman of the bindery, the foreman of the 
Printing Office, and the clerks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wedo not elect the fore- 
men. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But the Congressional 
Printer appoints them. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, and so he appoints 
all the other employés there, every one of 
them. If the Seuator’s rule is right and just, 
it applies to the whole of them, and the equity 
of the thing increases as the seale goes down, 
because the sum paid to those men is much 
lower and. they need it much more. Now, I 
say, let us have equity. I join with the Sen- 
ator. Let him make his amendment so that 
it shall apply to all, and then we will talk 
about it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe law said that 
twenty per cent. should be added to the sala- 
ries of all the employés of the Senate, then 
the objection which my friend from Maine 
makes would be well taken; bat it applies to 


officers. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No; I understand when 
the twenty per cent. was voted it was paid to 
all the employés of the Senate. If 1 am wrong, 
det me be corrected. That is my recollection 
that every employé around the Senate received 
that twenty per cent., and he who got the 
smallest salary was surely the most entitled 
to it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the law applies to all 
the employés of the Senate, then it applies to 
every man in the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is what I say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When did thatlaw pass? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It. was when the com- 
pensation of members of Congress was raised 
from $3,000 to $6,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That was during the war, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the compensation 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing was 
fixed in 1867 at a higher rate than that of the 
Second Comptroller of the. Treasury and many 
other officers of the Treasury Department. 

Mr.. ANTHONY. The Superintendent of 
Publie Printing undoubtedly was not entitled 
to the twenty per cent.; but that office has 
been abolished, and now we have a Congres- 
sional Printer, who is elected by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But since that time, in 
1867, the salary of the Congressional Printer 
has been fixed by law. ‘The Senate can hardly 
make a law passed in 1863 apply to an office 
which did not exist in 1863 and the office was 
made and the salary was fixed in 1867. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The question of this twenty 
per cent., as applied to the officers of the 
Publie Printing Office, has been tried recently 
by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And decided adversely. 

Mr. COLE. What was the verdict ? 

Mr. RAMSEY. My impression is that it 
was adverse. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The intention of the 
law was to give this additional twenty per 
cent. to all the officers of the Senate. If that 
was the intention of the law we ought to carry 
it out fairly, and if by any technical phrase- 
ology it does not effect that object, we ought 
to be liberal in the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was it the intention of 
the law to give twenty per cent. to all the offi- 
cers who might be created after the passage of 
the act, and whose salaries were fixed after 
the passage of the act? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We abolished the office 
of Superintendent of Public Printing, and we 
created the office of Congressional Printer, 
which was one of those things which were done 
during the administration of Mr. Johnson that 
did not meet my approbation, the abolition of 
an office to get rid of an officer, and then we 
merely transferred to him all the duties and 
the salary. If the Superintendent of Public 
Printing bad been a Congressional Printer when 
that twenty per cent. law was passed there 
would have been no doubt that he would be 
entitled to the additional compensation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate; but the whole fact is 
this: this argument that somebody else has 
got a little more than another, is always used 
as a fulcrum to put a lever on to pry up every- 
body else who has friends, and everybody ought 
to havethem. Now, here are the chief officers 
of the Treasury Department, the Auditors, and 
a variety of officers, performing most import- 
and laborious functions, whose salaries are 
lower now than that of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, or Congressional Printer, as 
my friend calls him. The principle we have 
gone upon so far is to leave the salary question 
out of the appropriation bills, as it ought to be 
left out, and if anybody wishes to increase the 
salary of a particular office or class of offices, 
let him introduce.a bill for that purpose and 
have it considered on its merits, and not pry 
up in an appropriation bill payments which 
the law has not provided for. If the Senate 
will stand by that, we shall all be, as one of 
the Weller family said, ‘‘glad of it arter- 
wards.” (Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ison the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COLE. I offer an amendment which 
has been adopted by the Committee on Appro- 
priations in substance, to insert on page 62, 
after line fifteen hundred and twenty-one, the 
following: 

To enable the President of the United States to 
perfect and put in force such rules regulating the 
Say serving as may from time to time be adopted by 

im, $50, 


This is an amendment proposed by the Sen- 
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ator from Illinois [Mr. Trumsvxt.] in the form 
of another section, but I have modified ita 
little so as to bring it in at this point of the 
bill as anew paragraph. I suppose this amend- 
ment will be adopted by unanimous consent, 
as everybody is in favor of civil service reform 
at this time; at all events, all the members of 
the Senate who are present. 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Carpenter] here. 
Perhaps if he were here he might make some 
objection toiit. Theapprepriation is left to the 
discretion of the President to use it in such 
manner as he may see fit for carrying out civil 
service reform. - 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The law already pro- 


vides for it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I offerthe following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Appropriations, 
to come in on page 88, after line nine hundred 
and nine: : a 

For contingent expenses of the ssearetary’s office, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, $2,000. 

The explanation of the amendment is this: 
the appropriation for the legislative expenses 
of the Territory of Montana is made biennially, 
as the Legislature sits biennially, and it has 
been customary to take the expenses of the 
secretary’s office out of the legislative appro- 
priation. Next year, the year for which this 
bill provides, there will be no session of the 
Legislature, and there has been no estimate 
for legislative expenses. Thereisan estimate, 
however, for the expenses of the secretary’s 
office to the amount of $4,086, I think, but 
upon conference with the Delegate from the 
Territory he thinks that if they do not move 
the capital, as they propose, this year, $2,000 
will pay all these expenses. It is with that 
view that this amendment is offered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. Since that amendment was 
presented the committee have been informed 
that the same state of things exists in Colo- 
rado Territory, for the same reasons precisely, 
that there will be no session of the Legislature 
next year, and they are without an appropria- 
tion for this purpose. I therefore offer another 
amendment to come in on page 37, after line 
eight hundred and eighty-six: 


For contingent expenses of the secretary’s office 
in Colorado Territory for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1878, $2.000. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to have 
some explanation from the Senator from South 
Carolina. Ido not think Colorado stands on 
the some footing with Montana in this respect. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am informed by the Del- 
egate from the Territory that she stands in 
precisely the same position. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Here is the best evi- 
dence. The bill alreadyappropriates $13,300 
for Colorado. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is not for anything 
except salaries. This appropriation is for the 
expenses of the Secretary's office, which are 
usually paid out of the appropriation for legis- 
lative purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST. I desire to move a reconsider- 
ation of the action of the committee as reported 
tothe Senate on page 40, lines nine hundred and 
seventy-three, nine hundred and seventy-four, 
and nine hundred and seventy-five, reducing 
the amount appropriated to the Interior De- 
partment for packing and distributing official 
documents. The committee, without. much 
examination, reduced the appropriation from 
$7,000 to $8,500. The subsequent investiga- 
tion of that subject is best demonstrated bya 
letter which I hold in my hand from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in which he states: 


“Ttis almost impossible to form any correct idea 
of the labor and expense, &c. This Department 
receives four hundred and seventy sets of all docu- 
ments printed by order of Congress during the exist- 
ence of each Congress, for distribution to colleges, 
public libraries, and other literary and scientific 
institutions in every congressional district; also, 
these documents are received from the Congressional 
Printer and must be assorted and arranged. In 
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T do not see my | 


| 


addition to this, an accurate record of distribution 
mast be kept. At the close of every Congress two 
thousand copies of the Statutes-at-Largeare received 
for distribution to judges, United States marshals, 
and other officers, &c. After every session of Con- 
gress eleven thousand copies of the pamphlet laws 
aro istibuted to judges, marshals, district attor- 

2” &e.. : 


Mr. EDMUNDS ‘and Mr. TRUMBULL, 
That is enough. 

Mr. WEST. He goes on to say: 
_, It will be impossible to conduct this branch 
ot ghe, Dopartmioit without the appropriation of 

That is the sum they had last year. The 
Committee on Appropriations reduced it to 
$3,500 for the purpose of eliciting this very 
information. I move to reconsider the amend- 
ment as reported by the committee. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the adoption of the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. COLE. By resolution or act of Con- 
gress passed a year or two ago a great many 
of the surplus accumulated documents in the 
Interior Department were ordered to be dis- 
tributed by that Department, and I believe 
the provision we have been accustomed to 
make was to cover that expense, and that 
$7,000 was sufficient for the distribution of 
the documents which are ordinarily distrib- 
uted, as well as the large amount that was put 
upon the Secretary of the Interior to distribute 
under that law. So I think the appropriation 
would be sufficient if increased to $5,000. I 
move to amend the amendment so as to make 
it $5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question will be on the amendment to the 
amendment. — 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to this bill, supposing that the Committee 
on Appropriations have got through with their 
amendments. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is an 
amendment which that committee have agreed 
to which I should like to submit. 

Mr. RAMSEY, Very well. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is on page 
48, line eleven hundred and eighty, in the 
clause: 

For purchase and distribution of new and valu- 
able seeds and plants, $40,000. 

The Committee on Agriculture recommend 
that that be changed to $50,000, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations consent to it, and it 
meets their approbation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It meets our acquies- 
cence, you mean to say. 

The amendment was agreed to. G 

Mr. RAMSEY. Now I propose to amend 
this bill on page 17, line three hundred and 
ninety-nine. The clause now reads : 

Supervising architect: 
In the ċonstraction branch of the Treasury: For 
supervising architect, $3,000. 

I propose to increase the compensation of 
that officer to $5,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


þe done. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will not be 


done. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope it will be done. I 
think it is the unanimous feeling of the Senate 
that it should be done, and I hope the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will not throw the 
weight of their influence against a thing so 
reasonable, and which appears by common 
consent to have been agreed upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; do not attempt 
to raise salaries on this bill. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I do not see why we 
should be governed entirely by the Committee 
on Appropriations in relation to these matters. 
They assume, because they have made up this 


I think that ought to 


bill and fixed a certain amount for a certain 
officer, that nobody ought to cross s +r dot 
an iinit.. When the general judgment of the 
Senate isin favor of a propositicn, as farcas 
I can judge, I think we ought not to listen 
to this opposition. by that committee. Their 
business is subject to our revision,as is the 
business of every other committee, and I hope 
the Senator from Vermont will not rise ‘to 
oppose this amendment. 
$3,000" and insert ‘$5,000,’ of which 
amendment I have given due notice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. dA hope that will not be 
done entirely irrespective of the propriety of 
increasing this gentleman’s salary. As I have 
said, the Committee on Appropriations have 
reported against every increase. of salaries at 
this time that has been proposed tous. . A bill 
providing for six or eight or ten gentlemen 
was introduced and referred to the committee, 
and we reported against it upon the ground that 
it would be invidious to undertake to increase 
the pay of any half. dozen or so without going 
over the whole field and doing justice to all 
alike at the same time. The Senate has so 
far on this bill acted upon thesame principle, 
and has increased no salaries at all, While I 
like Mr. Mullett, and think he is a very ener- 
gotic and meritorious officer, I do not:think he 
or his friends ought to ask us in an appropria- 
tion bill to increase his salary when we have 
refused to increase the salaries of others 
equally meritorious in their way, on the ground 
that we would try to make an appropriation 
bill for once what it ought to be, a bill to 
appropriate money: for salaries fixed by law 
and nothing in excess. Pe : 

Mr. RAMSEY. We have not refused here- 
tofore to increase salaries. ‘he Committee on 
Appropriations may have done so for all I 


now. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate has. . 

Mr. RAMSEY. But it is notorious that 
this gentleman does not receive sufficient com- 
pensation for the work he does. He can get 
three times this in a private position now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Socan i, and so can you. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I do-not know about that; 
but I presume it isso. {Laughter.] {t isun- 
doubtedly true, however, that this officer dees 
not receive sufficient compensation, and from 
year to year it is put off in this way. Weare 
told that some time-or other there will be a 
general regulation of salaries, the reduction of 
some and the raising of others, and from year 
to year these men are put off, doing hard work 
and receiving miserable compensation, barely 
sufficient to pay the rent of the houses they 
occupy. I think it is unfair, it is mean, really 
on the part of the Senate to proceed in this 
way forever and ever. I hope they will con- 
sent to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Committee on 
Appropriations are not the committee to take 
into consideration the regulation of salaries. 
Their province is a very differentone. A com- 
mittee to increase salaries would have enough 
to do to inquire into the labors of the several 
officers and to graduate the salaries according 
to the responsibilities and labor of those gen- 
tlemen. ‘he Committee on Appropriations 
have not got time to do this and to discharge 
their other duties, If the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota prevails, there are a dozen 
other officers, no doubt as meritorious as this 
gentleman, who will present their applications 
for increase of salary. 1 do not pretend to 
say whether this application is just or unjust, 
but I do say that it is bad legislation to increase 
salaries upon an appropriation ‘bill when the 
committee who framed and considered the bill 
have not had the opportunity to know what 
the labors and duties of the officers were. 
The Committee on Appropriations thought 
that they ought not to consider the subject of 
an increase of salaries. They refused every 
application for an increase of salary. They 
are not opposed to an increase of salaries, but 
they.are opposed to unde: taking ina bill of 


I-move to strike out . 
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; this-sort. to pick-out a few individuals and 
inerease. their. salaries at haphazard, raising 
some .who perhaps.ought not.to-be raised, and 
keeping. others. who perhaps perform more 
dabor at the old rate. 
+x Mr. NYE. .It-is a well-known fact, I sup- 
pose, that the duties discharged by this officer 
-are rapidly increasing. Scarcely a month rolls 

around that there is not an appropriation made 
for the construction of a new pailding: While 
his duties increase his responsibilities naturally 
‘increase with them. It seems to me that he 
is more poorly paid than almost any other 
man in the service. The responsibility of all 
„these: vast public buildings is upon him. He 
has to furnish the drafts, to oversee their con- 
struction,and, as I remarked in the first place, 
his duties are very rapidly increasing. Itseems 
to me if there is any officer who ought to be 
paid $5,000 a year it is an officer with such 
responsibility. Why, sir, it would require the 
present salary to stand all the investigations he 
has to submit to. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAMSEY. About three every year. 

Mr, NYE. I hope, therefore, this salary 
will be increased. While I agree with the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky that the 
Committee,on Appropriations perhaps is not 
-the proper committee to consider the subject 
of increasing salaries, yet the Senate is the 
proper body to consider it, and I hope the 
Senate will express themselves in favor of 
this increase, and say that a man who has 
such arduous duties to perform shall be paid 
at least a living compensation for his services. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I rise to a point of 
order. Ido not understand that this amend- 

-ment is reported from any committee. 
Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee of the 
Whole, (Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do. Itis 
certainly the committee of the whole in the 
Treasury, if that is what the Senator means. 
[Laughter.] But you cannot increase an 
appropriation under the rules unless a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate has 
reported the amendment. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don, That is not the rule. The rule is that 
notice must be given one day in advance to 
the Committee on Appropriations, which no- 
tice I did give. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will see. The rule 
is clear on that subject. It is Rule 30: 

“ No-amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions shall be received to any general appropriation 
bill, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of somo existing law, or somo act or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session, 
or movod by direction of a standing or select com- 


mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate 
from the head of some of the Departments.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understood that this was 
an amendment reported distinctly from the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

ce RAMSEY. They agreed to the report 
of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads had nothing to do with 
the subject. f 

Mr. RAMSEY. But under the rules they 
are entitled to offer any amendment they 
please. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave read the amend- 
ment in your own handwriting. 

Mr. RAMSEY. But if the majority of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
assent or agree or desire this report, is not 
that sufficient ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Isbould like to have the 
opinion of the Chair on that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN, While these Senators are 
discussing this matter among themselves, [ 
will repeat what I believe is the sentiment of 
every Senator who has given this subject 
attention, that there are about eight or ten 


leading officers in the Departments who are 
underpaid. There is a bill on the Calendar 
here to give them increased pay and put them 
on the same footing. But I would not raise 
the. pay of Mr. Mullett, although he is a good 
officer, without doing the same justice to 
others. He is the head of a bureau in the 
Treasury Department. The idea of paying him 
$5,000, and paying the Second Comptroller 
$3,000, the Register $3,000, and the Aud- 
itors $8,000, would be simply to create. in- 
equality 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis out of order anyhow. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Itis outof order. When 
this thing is to be done, let it be done system- 
atically. I repeat that the Committee on Fi- 
nance reported. some time ago a bill, which is 
now on the Calendar, to increase the salaries 
of all these officers to a reasonable amount; I 
think $4,500; and at the proper time that bill 
will be taken up and passed, I hope; but it 
ought not to be put here. 
r. HAMLIN. Is the amendment before 
the Senate? 5 
The BPRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would observe that the practice has been to 
offer amendments upon notice ; but the point 


‘of order was raised by the Senator from Ver- 


mont under the thirtieth rule, that this amend- 
ment did not come from any standing or spe- 
cial committee, and unless the Senator from 
Minnesota states that he presents it as chair- 
man of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, the Chair must rule that it is out 
of order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I so understood him to 
state. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I have the authority of the 
committee to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator states that he reported it from the com- 
mittee, the Chair will entertain the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Chair will hear 
me a moment before he decides, I should like 
to have him do so. The amendment is before 
us, and it is in writing. It does not purport 
to come from any committee, but is offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. RAMSEY. But I have the assent of 
the committtee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon 
me until I am through. In all other cases, 
and according to that rule, when a committee 
agree to an amendment the chairman of that 
committee or some other member reports it 
from the committee when he makes the report, 
and we know what it means. This taking it 
by ratification afterward is not what the rule 
provides for at all. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will the Senator read the 
rule that prohibits a ratification in that way? 
There is no such prohibition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe to the Senator from Vermont that 
he understood originally that this amendment 
was moved by the Senator from Minnesota, 
and not by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads; but if the Senator from Minne- 
sota states that he reports it from the commit- 
tee, the Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I report it from the com- 
mittee now. 

Mr. EDMONDS. ‘Now’? will not do. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I gave ample notice of it 
before. 

Mr. SPENCER. Itis getting late and about 
dinner time. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
a EDMUNDS. No, no; let us finish the 

uid. = 

Mr. HAMLIN. Who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Maine has the floor. He yielded it 
temporarily. Does he yield now to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama? 

Mr. HAMLIN. . Yes, I will do so, with the 
understanding that I have the floor on this 
subject, for I want to say a word upon it, 
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- Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Before the 
Senator yields to that motion, allow me to say 
a single word. I do not know whether this 
amendment is. now in-order, but. I desire. to 
say in behalf of this officer that I think he is 
one of the hardest worked officers in the Gov- 
ernment. Heisa man of genius and integ- 
rity; and I have no question but that his sal- 
ary ought to be increased. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator will make my 
speech before he gets through if I let him go 
on. [Laughter.] Iwant to say all those things. 
I yield to the Senator from Alabama to move 
an executive session; but when this question 
comes up again I desire to give my reasons 
why we ought to increase this officer’s salary, 
and on this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I agree with what the 
Senator from Maine says. I do not like in- 
creasing Mr. Mullett’ s- salary on this bill, but 
I do want to increase it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Nor I either; but I want 
to increase it where I can. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SPENCER. I now submit my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Alabama moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope not. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After thirteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened, and 
(at four o'clock and forty-seven minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. _ 
Tusspay, March 5, 1872. 


The House metattwelveo’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
Journal. 

On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by 
unanimous consent, the further reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with. 


RECEPTION OF JAPANESE EMBASSY. 


The SPEAKER. In response to the order 
of the House, the Chair sent an invitation to 
the Japanese embassy to visit the House dur- 
ing its session, and he is authorized to state, 
from a verbal interview with the embassy 
yesterday, that to-morrow morning at eleven 
o’clock will be the time most convenient to 
them. The Chair took the liberty of saying 
he thought this hour would be convenient to 
the House, as it was the hour formerly assigned 
for the reception of the Chinese embassy, and 
would not interfere in any way with the ordin- 
ary business of the House. It isof course for 
the House to make a different order. 

Mr. BANKS. I think the suggestion made 
by the Chair will be acceptable to the House. 
I move therefore that the Japanese embassy 
be received by the House to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock, and that a committee of five members 
be appointed to make arrangements. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It will be neces- 
sary to change the ordinary hour of meeting. 

The SPEAKER. The House to-day can 
take a recess until eleven o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the adjournment to-day, whenever it shall take 
place, shall be considered a recess until eleven 
o’clock to-morrow. 

_ The SPEAKER, That would require unan- 
imous consent; but when the hour of adjourn- 
ment arrives the House by a majority can 
determine to take a recess. ? 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will be in order after the 
House agrees to the motion of the reception 
of the embassy. - ; i 

The question was on the motion of Mr. 
Baxxs, that the Japanese embassy be received 
by the House at eleven o'clock to-morrow, and 
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that a committee of five be appointed to make 


arrangements. 
The motion was agreed tò. : 
Mr. BANKS. I now move that at half past 


four o'clock this afternoon the House take. a 
recess until eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio., I agree to that 
as a modification of. my proposition. 

The motion was adret tos 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was agreed to ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER subsequently announced the 
appointment of Mr. Banzs, Mr. L. Myers, 
Mr. AĮmsLer, Mr. Woop, and Mr. MORGAN, as 
tbe select committee to make arrangements 
for the reception of the Japanese embassy. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on. the Public Lands reported a 
pill (H. R. No. 1852) to secure the public lands 
to actual settlers; and moved that it be printed 
and recommitted to the same committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. MURCUR, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary the bill (H. R. No. 1848) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘An act for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among 
the several States according to the ninth 
census ;’’ and moved that it be printed and 
recommitted to the same committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1858) for the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of sundry 
persons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF ALTARS. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1854) to author- 
jze the Rev. Jeremiah Moynihan, of New Or- 
leans, to import a set of marble altars free 
of duty; which was read a first and second 


time, 

Mr. SHELDON. I ask that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

The bill. was read. It provides that the 
Rev. Jeremiah Moynihan, of New Orleans, 
shall be permitted to import free of duty one 
set of marble altars for the church of John 
the Baptist, of the city of New Orleans, under 
such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BANKS. [I would ask the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. SarLpon] if there is any 
precedent for a bill of this character. 

.Mr. SHELDON. Yes, sir, there are some 
precedents, and I desire to_say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] that 
this is a very poor church, and that this set of 
marble altars has been donated to it from 
Ireland. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a tbird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third timc, and passed. 

Mr. SHELDON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELLEN PERKINS. 

Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (A. R. No. 1855) for the relief 
of Ellen Perkins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by the 

Committee on Printing to report back without 


amendment the Senate concurrent resolution 
for printing extra copies of the report of the 
commissioner of fisheries, and to recommend 
that the same be concurred in by. the House. 
The Clerk read the concurrent resolution, as 
follows: _ nie: i 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives conourring,) That five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the commissioner of fish and fish- 
eries be printed, fifteen hundred for the use of the 


Senate, three thousand for the use of the: House of 
Representatives, and five hundred for the use of the 


commissioner.” 


_Mr. PENDLETON. I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the concurrent resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the concurrent resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Commerce was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition of O. E. Daily, T. H. Sypherd, L. S. 
Abbott, E. H. Buxton, G. B. Whitney, G. O. 
Wonder, and B. F. Shreeve, and other citi- 
zens of Virginiaand of the District of Colum- 


bia, for an appropriation to build a free bridge 


across the Potomac river; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT HUDSON, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the Committee 
on Commerce be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of the common 
council of the city of Hudson, New York, and 
a large number of the citizens of said city 
interested in the uvavigation of the Hudson 
river, praying Congress to authorize the erec- 
tion of a light-house near that city; and I ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered, 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


. Mr. GARRETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1856) to relieve 
certain citizens therein named of all legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

FREDERICK P. DIMPFEL. 

On motion of Mr. L. MYERS, by unan- 
imous consent, the bill (S. No. 156) for the 
relief of Frederick P. Dimpfel was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

MISS KETURAH COLE. 


Mr. L. MYERS. There is also a Senate 
bill upon the table, which has the sanction of 
the Treasury, providing for the reissue of bonds 
to an old lady, which have been destroyed by 
water and mildew. I ask for its consider- 
ation at the present time. It is the bill (S. 
No. 94) for the relief of Miss Keturah Cole. 
I ask that the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue registered bonds 
of the act of March 8, 1865, dated July 1, 
1867, with interest from July 1, 1870, to Miss 
Keturah Cole, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
in lieu of her five-twenty coupon bonds of a 
like amount, numbered 112746 and 112747, 
for $500 each; and 152249, 152250, 223208, 
223209, and 228210, of $1,000 each, which 
have been badly mutilated by mildew, and 
parts of each bond have been destroyed ; pro- 
vided that before issuing said new bonds the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall require a suf 
ficient bond of indemnity, securing the Gov- 


ernment against the presentation of any migs- 
ings portions of them alleged to be destroyed 
and shall also require the remaining portions 


of said bonds to be surrendered to. the Treas-- 
ary Department. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. How does this bill come: 


before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to 
ask if there was any objection. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I think a bill like 
this ought to go to the Committee of Claims. 
I have no doubt that it is all right, but the 
precedent will beadangerousone. The House 
ought not to pass this bill without reference 
to a committee. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I hope before the gentle- 
man objects he will allow me to make a state- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity of 
allowing the bill to be debated if the gentle- 
man objects. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I must object. 

The bill was then taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


SURETIES OF JESSE J. SIMPKINS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to report a bill from the Committee on the 
Judiciary and to put it upon its passage now. 
It is the House bill No. 1890, for the relief of 
the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, 
deceased. Iask that it be read for informa- 
tron. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that the sureties of Jesse J. Simpkins, 
late of Norfolk, Virginia, deceased, upon his 
bonds as collector and public depositary in satd 
Norfolk, shall be released and discharged from 
all liability on said bonds to the United States. 
The second section authorizes the Attorney 
General of the United States to demand and 
receive from the State of Virginia all moneys 
deposited with the State treasurer of said State 
by the late Jesse J. Simpkins, deceased, and 
when received to pay over the same into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isthis bill before the House 
for action ? : 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair was about to 
ask if there was objection. 7 

Mr: BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Permit 
me a moment. This bill has been before the 
Committee on the Judiciary and is unanimously 
reported. There isa report which shows the 
facts of the ease, and the reason why I brought 
it up out of its turn is this, that the marshal is 
about selling the property of the sureties.. 

The facts arethese: Jesse J. Simpkins wasa 
collector in Norfolk, Virginia, at the breaking 
out of the war. He tried to dohis duty as well 
as he could, and when the confederate general 
ordered him to pay over the money in his hands 
to the military authorities he went, as a com- 
promise, and paid it into the treasury of the 
State of Virginia, where the amount of $16.000 
now lies as a special deposit to the credit of 
the United States. : 

Mr. HOLMAN, I withdraw my objection. 

No objection being made, the bill was re- 
ceived, ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PATENTS AND COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent: to. 
have taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library Senate 


| bil No. 583, to amend an act entitled ‘An act 


to revise, consolidate, and amend the siatutes 
relating to patents and. copyrights,” approved 
July 8, 1870. : : 

Mr. L. MYERS. This bill does not refer 
to copyrights, and should be referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ÇOX. K refers to both; but I have na 
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objection to the reference ‘the gentleman indi- 
cates. ` 


No objection being made, ‘the bill was taken ` 


froi the Speaker's table, read a first and sec- 


ond time, and referred to the Committee ọn ` 


Patents. : 

| INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION AT VIENNA. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a communication from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting papers relating to the 
industrial exposition to be held at Vienna in 
1873; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce and have passed at this 
time, a bill to relieve certain citizens of Geor- 
gta, therein named from their political disabil- 
ities. 

Mr. PERCE. I would like to amend the 
bill by the addition of some names I have 


here. oe 

“Mr. WALLACE. I desire to add some 
names. 

Mr. CRITCHER. -I ask to have some 
names added. ; 


_Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. There are but a 
few names in my bill and I desire to have it 
acted on now. ‘I'he parties are importuning 
me every day, and vexing me almost to death 
to have their disabilities removed. I ask that 
the bill I have introduced may be passed with- 
ount amendment. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1857) was received, and read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

- The dill, which was read, provides for remov- 
ing political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States from George D. 
Case, William. McKinley, Lafayette Carring- 
ton, and Samuel G. White, of Baldwin county; 
Joseph A, Stewart, of Rockdale county; 
George N. Lester, of Cobb county; J. W. 
Wells, of Lowndes county; A. H. Sneed, of 
Monroe county ; Philip M. Russell, jr., War- 
ing Russell, Levi S. Hart, John O. Jerrill, and 
Jobn A. Staley, of Chatham county; William 
Hazard, and I’. S. Hunt, of Fulton county; 
Dayid J. Bailey, and James M. Bloodworth, 
of Spalding county ; John L. Barnett, William 
R. Bankston, and James W. Harkness, of 
Butts county; James S, Lawton, and Thomas 
S. M. Bloodworth, of Monroe county; James 
C, Bower, of Williamson county; Charles R. 
Moore, of Ferrell county; Francis M. Swan- 
son, of Jasper county; and William T. MeCol- 
lough, of Jones county, Georgia. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

: The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. There are several gentle- 
men. who have bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, If there is no objection, they 
will all be received now, embodied in one bill, 
and passed. 

No objection was made; and accordingly 
several members -presented lists of names 
which were incorporated in a bill (H, R. No. 
1858) for the relief of certain persons therein 
named from the political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof, : 

Mr. CRITCHER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to ‘reconsider be laid’ 
|| on the table. : 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that 


‘hereafter if any gentleman has any bill for the 
removal of disabilities that he desires to have 


passed he will introduce it on Monday. 
‘ORDER ‘OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I gall for the ‘regular. 


order of ‘business. 


The SPEAKER. The regular ordér being” 


called for, the morning hour will now begin 
at thirty-two minutes past twelve o’ clock, and 
the first business in order will be the call of the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad for reports. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER. I have been instructed 
by the Committee on the Pacific Railroad to 
report back, with an amendment, House bill 
No. 1553, relating to the Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. 

The question was on agreeing to the amend- 
ment and ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The bill was read. ‘The first section grants 
one half of the island of Yerba Buena, or Goat 
Island, in the bay of San Francisco, California, 
to the Central Pacifie Railroad Company, its 
successors and assigns, for a terminus for its 
railroad ;' provided that said one half of said 
island sall be selected and designated within 
six months from the passage of this act, by or 
under the authority of the President of the 
United States; provided further that this 
grant is upon the express condition that the 
Government of the United States reserves 
the free ‘use of the whole of said island for 
military purposes during war, when deemed 
necessary by the President of the United States, 
The second section provides that nothing 
therein contained shall destroy or impair any 
lawful or equitable rights or claims of private 
parties, if-such exist, to the said island or any 
part thereof; and authorizes the Central Pacific 

Railroad Company to locate and construct its 
railroad and telegraph line from its present 
terminus at Oakland to said island, and there 
establish the western terminus of said railroad 
and telegraph line; provided that this exten- 
sion shall be subject to the charter, laws, and 
conditions which now govern the construction 
and existence of the Central Pacific railroad, 
but no subsidy of any nature whatsoever is 
intended to be or is given to the said Cen- 
tral railroad; provided further that said rail- 
road shall reach said island with its track 
and occupy its designated portion thereof 
within three years from the passage of this 
act; and it is further provided that the trestle 
or pile-work over the channel shall be open 
work so as to obstruct as little as possible the 
flow of the water. The third section provides 
that if at any time the wants of commerce or 
naval communication shall require it, upon 
the direction of the President of the United 
States, the Central Pacifie Railroad Com- 
pany shall erect a draw-bridge over such 
portion of the channel as the engineer depart- 
ment of the United States shall direot. The 
fourth section provides that any and all rail- 
road companies shall have the right to run 
their cars from the main land, over the track 
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company, to 
said island, and thereupon have reasonable 
facilities and accommodations for doing busi- 
ness, under such rules and regulations as shall 
be prescribed by the said Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company; but each company availing 
itself of this privilege shall first pay to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company a just pro- 
portion of the cost of the improvements on 


said island, and the expenses incurred in reach-. 


ing the same from the main land; such pro- 
portion to be measured and determined by the 
benefits which said railroad company may derive 
from the use of said main track and island; and 
in case of any disagreement between any such 
railroad company and the said Central Pacifie 


Railroad ‘Company, as to the amounts to be 
paid, and as to the use and occupancy of said 
track and island, the samie‘shall be determined 
by the Secretary of War, subject to the ap- 
proval of the President of ‘the United States ; 
provided that the said. -Central Pacific Rait- 
road Company, and ‘any other railroad com- 
pany availing itself of the privileges of this 
act, shall receive and deliver freight and pas- 
sengers, which shall pags over their lines of 
road or any part thereof, without extra charge, 
‘atone or more points convenient for business 
and travel on the western shore of said bay, 
and within the corporate limits of the city of 
San Francisco. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read an 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “assembled,” in the 
second line of the first section, down to the word 
seeeooen in the sixth line, and insert the fol- 
owing: 

That the-use of one half of the island of Yerba 
Buena, or Goat Island, in the bay of San Francisco, 
California, is hereby granted to the Central Pacilic 
Raitroad Company, its successors and assigns, for a 
terminus for its railroad, to be used exclusively for 
railroad, purposes; and this grant shall continue so: 
long as the said premises shall be used by said com- 
pany, its successors und ‘assigns, for the purposes 
above named, and no longer. 


Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, is it in 
order now to move amendments to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WHEELER] has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. This measure was re- 
ported in the last Congress, where it encoun- 
tered considerable objection and discussion, 
and was lost by a single vote. Tothebill now 
reported the committee invite the closest scru- 
tiny, and for it the widest discussion, believing 
that its merits will warfant them. _ 

The bill proposes that the use of one half 
of Goat Telan, y iù the bay of San Francisco, 
shall be granted to the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company for a terminus for its rail- 
road, and for no other purpose, it being pro- 
vided that whenever the company shall dis- 
continue its use for that purpose the grant 
shall cease. It is provided further that within 
six months from the passage of this act the 
President of the United States shall select the 
half which the Government may desire to re- 
tain for its own use. The bill provides further 
that in the event of war the Government shall 
have the right to resume the fiee use of the 
entire island. Further, that nothing in the bill 
shall impair the rights of private citizens. It 
baving been alleged by several individuals that 
they have interests in this island, although it 
has been determined by the Judiciary Com-, 
mittee in each branch of Congress that no such 
interests exist, yet for the purpose of saving 
any such rights which may ‘possibly exist, the 
bill provides.that the rights of private citizens 
shall not be impaired. The, bill also provides 
that the extension of the road from Oakland to 
this island shall be ‘subject to all the laws and 
conditions which now govern the Central Pacitic 
railroad as to freights, governmental transport- 
ation, &e., and that the railroad shall occupy 
its part of the island within three years after 
the passage of this act. Further, that in order 
to meet any objection coming from the engineer 
department, the trestle or pile-work over the 
channel shall be open work, so as to obstruct 
as little as possible the flow of the water. 
Although there is now no commerce passing. 
around this island and through the channel 
which the trestle- work will cross, it is pro- 
vided in the bill that should the necessities 
of commerce or naval communication require 
it, the company shall erect, under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United Statés, 
and under the supervision of the- engineer 
department, a draw-bridge. 'To prevent any- 
thing like monopoly, all other companies are 
allowed the same right to usethe ‘extension of 
the railroad to this island as is extended to 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company, upon 
refunding to that company a just proportion 
of the expenses of bridging and otherwise 
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utilizing this island. These are the main fea- 
tures of the.bill. 

A word ag, to. the character of the island, 
There are probably many. gentlemen in the 
House who have not visited the harbor of San 
Francisco, and who. are not acquainted. with 
this island. To such, F desire, to say that. its 
area is one, hundred and twenty-eight acres; 
that in the main it is a rocky elevation, three 
hundred feet high. at, its highest part, and with 
little or no arable land upon it. It is now in 
the possession of the Government, and is, not, 
used for any purpose, save that. half a com- 
pany of troops are garrisoned there. The 
present terminus of the railroad is in. the bay 
of San Francisco, about one half to. three quars 
ters of a mile from this island, the company 
having erected a pier to a point. within this 
distance, and about two miles from the wharves 
of San Francisco. A vessel now arriving in 
the harbor of San. Francisco. with a cargo des- 
tined East is obliged tohave that cargo carted 
to. warehouses, and when ready for shipment 
it is. carted back to lighters. and lightered over 
to the depot of this railroad company, leading 
not only to delay but to considerable expense. 


Eleven years’ experience in the management | 


of railroads has enabled me to calculate some- 
what accurately the expense now imposed upon 
the eastern commerce of San Francisco, The 
gentleman from Massachusetts.[Mr. Crocker] 
and my colleague. from New York, [Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS, ] both railroad men, agree with me that 
a charge of two. dollars ton ig now imposed 
by the present mode of doing business upon 
the commerce of San Francisco, which would 
be avoided were this road allowed to use one 
half of this island for a terminus, as vessels of 
the largest draught would. then. be enabled to 
reach the wharf of this company, where they 
would have.a depth of eighty feet of water. 
Mr. Speaker, the committee have reported 
this bill in the interest of the commerce of 
this country. They believe the Government 
owes commerce in the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco, precisely the same facilities it owes it 
in the harbor of New York, of Boston, or of 


Philadelphia, and other places; and no one 
during the entire discussion has ever under- 
taken to controvert this position. I trust that 
the opponents of the bill will not, as formerly, 
overlook this point in their discussion of it. 
In this instance the same facilities may be given 
to commerce by the Government simply allow- 
ing this company the use of one half of this 
island, which will not be to the detriment of 
the Government; and I have the authority of 
the late Major General George H. Thomas 
and of the present. General of the Army that 
this will. be a real benefit to the Government, 
for the reason that it will enable the Govern- 
ment to bring munitions of war to this island 
from the main land. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McKinney, | 
and consent that the amendment he desires to 
offer shall be regarded as pending. 


JAPANESE EMBASSY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Moreay,] 
who was appointed this morning on the com- 
mittee to receive the Japanese embassy, is 
confined to his room by indispasition, and the 
Chair therefore appoints in his place Mr. Ros- 
inson, of Illinois. i 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. McKINNEY. I move to add at the 
end of the bill the following: 

Provided, Said railroad company shall pay to the 
‘Treasury of the United States annually a sum of 

50,000 for the use of ono half of said island ag pro- 

vided in this bill. 

Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow me to have an amendment read? 

Mr, McKINNEY. If it does not come out 
of my time I will. : 


Mr. WHEELER. I have not yielded for 
the purpose of allowing amendments to bei 


‘offered... I yielded, twenty-minutes to the gen- 


tleman from: Ohio to offer his.amendment and. 


-to make some remarks, 


The: SPEAKER. The Chair will consider. 
these amendments as read for information, and 
not as offered'and pending. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I hope the. chairman 
of our: committee will allow these amendments 
to be read: by unanimous consent, without-com- 
ing ont of the time.of' the gentleman from Ohio, 
so that we may hear what thesepropositions.are. 
E do not believe there is any objection to that, 

The SPEAKER. The.time must come out 
of the morning hour and: out: of: somebody's 
time. The gentleman from. New York can 
say whether it comes out of his time or the 


: time of some one else. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
my time. . 

Mr. COBURN. My amendment might.have 
been read five times over by this time, I ask 
that it be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby required. to 
have the island of Yerba Buena, in the. bay. of San 
Francisco, surveyed by the officers. of the engineer 
corps, who shall forthwith examine and make report 
whether the same, in. whole or part, is neéded for. 
the purpose of fortification and military defense, 
and whether or not it is practicable to dispose of 
any. portion thereof; and to designate what por- 
tions may. be needed for a principal. fort and for 
shore batteries, and the proper ways and communi- 
cation necessary to come at the same. 


Mr. WHEELER. It must be distinctly 
understood that I do not consent to theamend- 


ment being considered as pending. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment is not 


ending. 

Mr. MeKINNEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Srrone] to offer an 
amendment for the purpose of having it read. 

Mr. STRONG. I send the following amend- 
mend to the desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That said railroad company shall 
Py or cause to be paid into the Treasury of the 


It does not come out of 


P 


nited States such sum of money as the. Secretary. 


of War shall decide to be just and reasonable. com- 
pensation for the estate hereby granted. ` 

Mr. McKINNEY. In the brief time al- 
lowed me to explain the reasons why I have 
offered the amendment which I have sent. to 
the desk, I must necessarily. hasten. abrupily. 
to the statement of the facts. 

The Union Pacific Railroad Company, em- 
bracing the Central and Western, have re- 
ceived from the Government of the United 
States subsidies of land to the amount of over 
twenty-five million acres, and they have re- 
ceived subsidies in bonds to the amount of over 
fifty-five million dollars. They have received 
more of subsidies from the Government than 

*it cost to build their road. . The Govern- 

ment has built their road and left enough in 
their hands to make them a wealthy corpor- 
ation, one of the most wealthy in the world. 
And now, sir, they come into this House. 
and ask that they shall be subsidized again. 
They ask for property worth, as shown by the 
testimony, from two to five million dollars, or 
I can say from two to ten millions. The low- 
est reliable estimate, I believe, that has been 
made, is $2,000,000. 

Although I have doubts, Mr. Speaker, after 
reading the reports of the military engineers, 
who were sent there to examine and report 
upon the question, whether this property should 
pass out of the control of the. Government; 
whether, under any circumstances, the Govern- 
ment should transfer its control of this island, 
or any portion of it, to any other party, yet in 
the interest of commerce, and seeing the feel- 
ing manifested by this House, I am willing that 
the company shall occupy one half of the isl- 
and. . But in view of the subsidies already 
given, in view of the fact that the Government 
of the United States has built their road and 
given them largely besides, I think they ought 
to pay rental for the use of the half of the island. 


ny 


‘upon the road and upon its equipment, 


fully fifty-five per cent., or nearly 


‘Now, what should that rental, be? The.com- 


pany do not come here as. paupers;. they are; 
entitled: to no. further support. or subsidy from. 
the Government; they come heré, a. wealthy. 
corporation, and: they come asking. the prop- 
erty of the United States—they ask it as a 
donation. I appeal to the Representatives. of 
the people upon this floor whether they. ought, 
to surrender this property. It is worth proba; ” 
bly. $5,000,000, and: it. is upon this. property, 
too, that the mortgage of the national debt, 
or a part of it, is placed. It is mortgaged: 
to pay a portion of the national debt, and. 
the bonds of this road are a. part. of that. 
debt, I ask, then, if you are willing to surren: 
der this to one of the wealthiest corporations 
probably the world, without consideration ?: 
Well, sir, what is the amount they should pay ? 
It has been suggested to me. that. instead. of 
$50,000, as the amount. of annual: rental, it 
should be placed at $100,000. The lowest 
estimate of the value of the island is $2,000,000. 
One half of this would be. $1,000,000, and. if. 
you estimate the amount they should pay as 
five per cent. on that valuation, you will have 
$50,000 as the annual rental they should pay. 
I would remind the Representatives. of the 
people on. this floor that we are paying inter- 
est at the rate of six per cent. upon the, bonds. 
which we have given for. the building. of the 
road, here is another thing. of which. I 
would remind the House.. When. you. first 


‘granted the charters to these roads you der 


clared:that your bonds. should be a. mortgage 
‘Ou 
provided that you were the. first. mortgage 
bondholder. But by the act of July 2, 1864, 
you released this right to the railroad corpor- 
ation, and allawed- them to issue an amount 
of bonds equal to the $55,000,000. which the 
Government had issued, and. made those, by.a 
law of your own enactment, a first: mortgage 
on the road and equipments. You thereby 
surrendered any hope that any intelligent man 
had of ever recovering one. cent from. them 
in payment of the bonds you issued for. the 
building of the road. . 

What is that island worth? I hold in. my 
hand the report of the, engineers appointed. by. 
the. Government, a report. sent to. this, House 
by.the then Secretary of War ad, interim, U. S: 
Grant, I have the report,of this, commission 
of engineers of the Army, and they say: 

“This island is regarded in this city [San Fran- 
cisco] as a very, valuable piece of property. If the 
public mind could be disabused of the idea that it 
may be obtained for railroad and commercial pur- 
poses by an act of Congress, and if the Government 
were disposed to sell the island, and were to put it 
up at auction to be sold to the highest bidder, it 
would probably bring $5,000,000.” ` ; 

J have the declaration here of a former mem- 
ber of the House, Mr. Washburn, of Wiscon- 
sin, made on this floor in the discussion of this 
very question, in which he uses this language: 

“I say here, in no spirit of boasting, but well 
knowing what I say and what I can do, that T will 
within forty-eight hours put $1,000,000 in the Treas- 


ury of the United States for the same right of prop- 
erty which it is proposed to confer as a free gift upon 


this railroad company by this bill.” 

Then I call attention to the advertisement 
of Jay Cooke & Co., in the Philadelphia Age, 
speaking of the subsidies granted to these 
Pacific railroad corporations. I want to call 
the attention of the. Representatives of the 
people of this country whose heritage we. are 
asked now to vote away, to this advertisement. 
Jay Cooke & Co., in advertising the bonds of, 
the Northern Pacific railroad say, what I will 
now ask the Clerk to read. f 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Pacific Railroad Earnings.—As officially reported, 
the gross earnings of the present Pacific railroad 
(Union and Central) for 1871, the second year of 
through business, reached. nearly, seventeen and a 
quarter million dollars. Of this amount sixty-five 
per cent. was from local business, nd, it is stated, 

nine and a half 
million dollars, was. net over operating expenses. 
An equal tratie on the Northern acific road (which 
it can hardly fail to secure) will pay a yearly net 
dividend of more than nine and a half per sent, on 
its total cost. 
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“This established success of the first, Pacific road 
places beyond question ‘the prosperity and profit- 
ableness ot the Northern Pacific line, with its great 
and obvious advantages in distance, gradients, ex- 
emption from snow, cost of construction, climate, 
aúd. tributary and fertile country. ` Each road has 
an ample field of its own, the two being four hun- 
dred miles apart. . 

“Phe Value of Land Grants.—The average price 

„at which the twenty-five leading land-grant rail- 
roads have thus far sold their lands is $7 04 ner-acre 
the highest average of any grant being $13 98, and 
the lowest $3 07. With few exceptions, the average || 
selling price has steadily increased from year to 
year, Tho lands of the Northern Pacific road are | 
admitted by all who have geen them to be better and 
more salable than those of most other grants; but | 
sold ‘at the general average of $7 04 per acre, they 
will yield more than one hundred and sixty-one | 
thousand dollars per mile—more than three times 
the possible cost of the road and the issue. of bonds ; 
or, at the lowest average of any grant, ($3 07,) they ; 
will produce more than seventy thousand dollars 

er mile. Somo two million acres of these lands, 
ying in the most fertile and attractive part of Min- 
nesota, are now ready for occupancy, and are being 
rapidly taken up by an excellent class of settlers.” 


Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
not time in the few moments granted to me 
to discuss this question; but I simply wish in. 
conclusion to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that it is shown by this advertise- 
ment that they have disposed of some of their 
lands and have received from their sale alone 
three times the amount that it has cost to build 
the road through the distance of the lands 
sold. Now, I submit that it is but just to the 
people, just to this corporation, and that it 
ig particularly incumbent upon us, looking to 
the interest we represent, that we shall not 
cede away this portion of the Government 
property without consideration while the peo- 
ple are weighed down with taxes to pay the 
national debt, of which the bonds are a part, 
issued to build these Pacific railroads. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Cox.] 

„Mr. COX. I wish to say one word, and to 
give anew phase to this case, if possible. I 
want to say a word to gentlemen in this House 
who are interested somewhat in tea and silk 
sométimes here, and [ would say to my friend 
over the way, [Mr. WHEELER, ] that if he were 
doing business to-day in San Francisco, and 
owned a tea store, and had a thousand chests 
of tea, and the railroad between here and there 
was blockaded, he could not send a chest of 
that tea by way of Panama, although the rate is 
cheaper, because the Central Pacific Railroad 
have made a contract with the Panama Steam- 
ship Company that they will carry nothing by 
way of the Isthmus of Panama. The price of 
tea is raised to the people of this country by 
this pecular formof monopoly, Ido not speak 
without having some knowledge on this sub- 
ject. I have in my hand a letter from an 
eminent merchant, once president of the Pan- | 
ama Railroad Company, a man of great pro- 
bity, andthan whom there is no better man in 
the United States, in which he says: 

“You may recollect that I took the liberty last 
year to suggest reasons why your influence might be 
properly exerted.in favor of the additional subsidy 
asked for by tho Pacific Mail. Steamship Company. 
I would not vote for any aid unless. in: connection 
with the removal of restrictions imposed upon trade 
by the comparatively recontaction of the company. 

Under oxisting arrangements between the Pacific 
line and the overland railroad companies, the former 
company absolutely refuses to receive shipments of 
Asiatic produce io come by way of the Isthmus. This 
matter is alluded to in the inclosed communication 
which appeared in the Journal of Commerce of Sat- 
urday last.’’ | 

I have a communication here to the Journal | 
of Commerce, of New York city, which veri- 
fies what I havesaid, and which I ask the Clerk | 
to read. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bringing Goods from China. 

: i New York, February 9, 1872. 
Tothe Editors of the Journal of Commerce > HI 

GENTLEMEN: In discussing the effect upon busi- ; 
ness of the “snow blockade” on the overland roads, i 
the remark has been frequently made that the China ṣi; 
business must now tako cither tho Suez route, or i 
that by sailing vessels around Cape of Good Hope. | 
The writers appear to overlook entirely the exist- į 
ence of the route via the Isthmus of Panama, by | 
which teascan be brought from San Francisco in j 


‘route, they would. have been on the market here in 


| and yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


|| many statements by engineers and others in 


from twenty-five to thirty days, and from’ China, 
with close connection in San Francisco, in from 
fifty to sixty days. ; wae 

Previous to November, 1870, shipments in lots of 
one thousand tons and upward came in this way, 
and were delivered in good order and in unbroken 
invoices at the foot of Canal street, North river. 

This could still be done were it not that by an ar- 
rangement between the Pacific Mail Steamship Com 
pany and the overland roads the first-named com 
pany declines receiving thina cargo of any kind to 
come by.the way of Panama, either by issue of 
through bills of lading at original ports, or when 
offered to them in San Francisco. i 

The rate of freight by the Isthmus is as low or 
lower than by the overland roads. 

It is said that teas which arrived in San Fran 
cisco in November have not yet reached this city; : 
had they been forwarded on.arrival by the Isthmus 


December. All cargoes arriving since November 
are still detained, so that the time through from 
China on some of them will be about the same as on 
two cargoes arrived yesterday by sailing vessels 

irect. - A 

These facts are stated as matters of intérest to | 
those engaged in the China trade. 

Under the existing arrangement, shippers are not 
free to select their own route, and lose all the bene- 
fits which would result from open competition. 


COMMERCE. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. COX. I desire to offeran amendment. | 
I understand from gentlemen on this floor that 
since the snow blockade of this winter these 
restrictions upon the tea commerce have been 
removed ; since the snow blockade only. I 
should think it probable those restrictions 
might be renewed when the snow blockade is 
over. Now, while I cannot vote for this bill 
unless the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. McKinney] is attached to it, I 
think an amendment of this kind would be 
appropriate : 
Provided, That all restrictions imposed upon trade, 
by contracts between the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 


shall be removed and canceled before this act shal 
take effect. : 


Mr. WHEELER. I cannot consent to that 
amendment. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Voornegs} for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. Does the gentleman propose 
to call the previous question at the end of the 
morning hour? 

Mr. WHEELER. This is the only bill which 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad is now 
ready to report. I will call the previous ques- 
tion at the end of this morning hour, unless 
there shall be unanimous consent given that 
the debate may be protracted beyond the limit 
prescribed by the rules, to which I shall have 
no objection. 

Mr. BANKS. If this is the only bill to be 
reported by the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, certainly they can allow more time for 
debate upon it than if they had other meas- 
uresto report. Ithink this proposition should 
not be hurried through without some debate. | 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no disposition to* 
hurry it through without debate, and I said so 
at the outset. x 

Mr. COX. It cannot be got through in a 
hurry. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not care so much about 
this being a grant to a railroad as Ido that it 
is a destruction of the bay of San Francisco for 
commercial purposes, and a surrender of this 
island for military purposes. f 

Mr. WHEELER. I now resume the floor, 


VoorHEss] for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to state in a 
few words the reasons which will govern my 
action on this bill. I served in the last Con- 
gress onthe Committee on the Pacific Railroad, 
and in that capacity I obtained full knowledge | 
of the question now before the House. [heard | 


regard to this island. It is valuable as a 
defense tothe bay of San Francisco; that part | 
of this island which faces the entrance of the | 
bay is valuable as a fortification. - The remain- 
der is worth nothing whatever, except as is 
indicated by this bill. 


1 


This Government long since established the 


policy of constructing a great route for com- 
merce and travel across this continent. In 
order to do that, we have incurred an indebt- 
edness of over fifty-five million dollars. If I 
can demonstrate that this bill without any 
increased expenditure will render this great 
route infinitely more efficient and serviceable 
than it is at present, then I am sure this 
House will gladly concur in it, I agree with 
what seems to be a strong sentimént of both 
parties in this House in regard to the subject 
of land grants. I certainly agree with the 
Opinion upon my own side on that subject. 
I stand here, however, to say that this is not 
a land grant; it is notakin to a land grant; it 
has nothing in it like a land grant, for tke 
best reason in the world, that there is no land 
to grant, and none proposed to be granted by 
the bill under consideration. 

I suppose that to constitute a land grant 
there must be a grant of land contained in 
the measure, which there is not here. The 
one hundred and twenty acres comprising 
Yerba Buena island are as unfit for agricul- 
tural purposes as any spot on the earth’s sur- 
face can possibly be. ‘There is no tillable soil 
anywhere on it. That portion of the island 
which we propose to allow the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company to land upon and use fora 
depot is simply a rock. There is not a shovel- 
ful of earth there. There could not be an ear 
of corn raised upon it. It is simply a beetling 
rock springing out of the waters of the bay, 
which this company propose to cut down and 
build a depot upon. The bill provides that 
the use of this part of the island by the com- 
pany shall not interfere with its use by the 
Government for military purposes; that if in 
time of war this ‘partial occupancy of the island 
by the company should interfere with its mili- 
tary utility, the road shall give way. : 

Let us see, however, what advantages to 
commerce ‘and travel would result from allow- 
ing the railroad company the benefits of this 
bill. Iintend to vote for this bill. My con- 
stituents are reasonable people, and believe 
that lam actuated by reasonable motives in 
my actions here. As the traveler from the 
East approaches the city of San Francisco, a 
reference to the map shows that he is inter- 
cepted four miles from the city by a space of 
water four miles wide. There he must take a 
boat for his further progress. The first two 
miles and a half of that sheet of water is shal 
low, which vessels of any considerable draught 
cannot traverse. Such vessels cannot reach 
this side of the bay of San Francisco. A wharf, 
therefore, is useless for the purposes of ship- 
ping. The result isthat when the commerce from 
Asia, of which we talk so much, reaches our 
shores from the West, it has to be unladen at 
San Francisco on the other side ‘of the bay, 
and floated across in lighters to this side, 
where it is reshipped upon the Ceritral Pacific 
railway. The-object of this bill is to allow 
this road-to build trestle-work through the 
shallow water to one corner of the Yerba 
Buena island, and there, upon a barren rock 
utterly valueless for any other purpose, to 
construct a depot by the side of which ships 
can come with their cargoes and transfer them 
to the cars. If these facts do not constitute 
this measure a matter of public importance 
and public utility, I have never yet known a 
subject in this House that presented such 
claims. Yerba Buena island is two miles and 
a half from this side of the bay of San Fran- 
cisco. By virtue of this bill we shall get by 
rail within one mile and a half of the city of 
San Francisco, instead of stopping four miles 
this side, as we now do. 

I do not intend to vote land grants or sub- 
sidies to railroads; nor is this one; but where 
I see a public interest of such importance as 
this, I intend to vote my solemn convictions 
of duty. I have looked into this question with 


| care; and my position upon it bas been taken 


solely with reference to the traveling and 
commercial interests of the public, and witha 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ees 


full knowledge that I may encounter more or 
Jess of criticism. But I am thoroughly satis- 
fied-of the merits of the proposition; and when 
the American people understand that this 


island is a barren rock, without an acre of. 


arable ground upon it, without land to grant 
to anybody, that it stands within a mile and a 
half of the city of San Francisco, that it is in 
deep water where ships can come and unload 
their cargoes on board railroad cars without 
being reshipped,.as now, by means of other 
vessels, I am perfectly willing to take my 
chances before them in explaining my vote. 

“Again, sir, I believe firmly in the homestead 
policy. There is much said upon this subject 
here. A good deal of capital is made upon 
it, and justly made. - Every vote I have given 
upon this subject has been a liberal one toward 
the people of this country in their relations to 
the public lands. Ihave myself introduced 
several bills upon that subject--bills looking 
not merely to the interest of actual homestead 
settlers, but to those of the soldiers and pen- 
sioners of our late war, their widows and 
orphans. Ihave been liberal and consistent 
in my votes upon that subject. Nor do I ever 
intend by any vote of mine to cut the laborer 
out of a homestead in this country. There is 
no homestead on this island, however, except 
for goats and sea-fowl ; there is no homestead 
for a human being where it is asked to allow 
this road to plant its depot for the benefit of 
the commerce and the travel of the world. 

_ When men talk to me in the sacred name 
of homestead, I respond that I am for home- 
steads for the people. Iwill give no vote which 
limits their right to homesteads. I will take 
away no place where an American citizen can 
plant a home. But I repeat what I have said, 
that there is no place upon this island fit for 
a human being to plant his home, to plow his 
corn, or rear his family. It is sometimes called 
Goat island, and most appropriately. Itis a 
rocky cliff, the fit habitation for wild goats and 
sea-fowl, and nothing else. 

This bill ig not, then, aland grant. It does 
not curtail the right of homesteads. It how- 
ever. allows a great thoroughfare across this 
continent to render itself more useful than it 
ever has been to the travel and trade and busi- 
ness of the world. : 

I have dwelt on the advantages to the gen- 
eral traveling and commercial interests of the 
country. As to the people of San Francisco, 
it is of an immeasurable value to them. It is 
a loss to nobody. 

Some gentlemen say, however, we could 
rent it to this railroad company. The rent 
proposed would defeat the very object of this 
legislation. The railroad company could afford 
no such rent, nor should we, when this rail- 
road is of our own formation and built for the 
purposes of the whole people, deal with it in 
a narrow spirit because we have the power to 
do so. If this is a public benefit in which 
everybody is interested, say 80, and charge 
nothing for it. If we charge the company 
rent, it will defeat their power to accomplish 
the object so desirable under this bill. it will 
cost immense sums of money to build their 
road across the shoal water. The rocky cliff 
springs- out of the deep water some three hun- 
dred feet into the air, and it is to be blasted 
and leveled down. To do that will require 
another immense outlay. I can see no value 
this point of the island can be to us, and con- 
sequently I can see no right or justice in ex- 
acting an enormous rent when the Government 
receives a full remuneration in the public ben- 
efits derived from the proposed legislatian. 

But this bill, sir, does not grant a title to 
one inch of the island. It simply grants an 
easementtotherailway. There isan expressed 
stipulation to this effect. The title does not 
pass. There is really no grant here at all; 
not even ofthis rock; itis simply the right of 
occupancy for a great public interest which is 
conveyed. 


I have now said what occurs to me as gov- I 


erning my vote on this question. I have no 
doubt at all of the propriety of my course. 
This question should be divorced in the minds 
of members from the ordinary legislation on 
the subject of lands granted to railroads. It 
is entirely different; it is totally dissimilar. 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield five: minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania; [Mr. Kin- 
LINGER. | : f : 
„Mr. KILLINGER, Iam in hopes that the 
discussion of this bill will not be confined 
within the limits of the morning hour, and that 
the sense of the House will be against allow- 
ing the previous question to be sustained. I 
know of various amendments that are yet to 
be offered to this bill, and I hope they will all 
receive a full and fair consideration. For my- 
self, I have not been able to give this bill my 
assent. I am desirous that it shall be fully 
ventilated in the House before a final vote 
is reached. I desire that the people who are 
directly interested in the commercial aspect 
of this question shall be heard from before the 
final vote is taken. I hold in my hand a San 


| Francisco paper of last week, showing what 


was the impression created in the commercial 
circles on the Pacific coast when the news 
reached that city that the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad had agreed to report this bill 
favorably. .I will send the. paper—the Alta 
Californian of last week—to the desk and 
ask the Clerk to read the paragraph which I 
have marked. ` 
The Clerk read as follows: 

“Yesterday the interest manifested by our people 
in contemplation of the proposed concession by 
Congress of one half of Goat Island to the Central 
Pacific railroad for depot purposes became greatly 


intensified. Tho subject was talked ofin a busi- 
ness circles, and the general belief is that the pro- 


posed grant would, if made, not only destroy the 
value of the harbor, but, also result in crippling our 
established commercial interests. A petition will be 
prepared and circulated memorializing Congress and 
protesting against the proposed action. A meeting 
of citizens will probably be called for the purpose 
of presenting the matter more fully before the pub- 
lic. It is asked by many, however, that the Cham- 


ber of Commerce and board of supervisors should 
take steps in the matter, and that immediately. No 
doubt if our people will only awake to the import- 
ance of the occasion, there will be an overwhelming 
expression of disapprobation which our Represent- 
atives hate those of other States must feel bound to 
respect.” 


Mr. KILLINGER. That paper, I think, 
speaks the sentiment of the State of California, 
and certainly of the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. BANKS. And of the people of the 
United States also. f 

Mr. KILLINGER. And it echoes the senti- 
ments of the engineers of the Government 
and of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, 
and I have no doubt that it speaks the senti- 
ments of the people of this country who have 
set their faces like flints against further grants 
of public property to railroad corporations, 
whether it be arable land in Minnesota or an 
important rocky island in the harbor of San 
Francisco, necessary to the defense of the 
country. The principle that underlies both 
grants is the same. And if gentlemen can 
justify themselvés in voting away an import- 
ant island, necessary for the defense of the 
country according to the authority of the en- 
gineers and other responsible officers of this 
Government—if they can justify themselves in 
voting this away as a-subsidy to a railroad, 
they can justify themselves in giving away all 
that is left of the public lands. 

This railroad company has already received 
$55,000,000. They have had power enough 
to come into Congress and have the Govern- 
ment lien which existed against them stricken 


off, and the Government will ultimately have | 


? 


to pay every dollar of that indebtedness. They 
have not even paid any interest, except in the 
way of extravagant charges for transportation. 
The Government has given them twelve mil- 
lion acres of land, and now they come here, 
and, without any plea of indebtedness on our 
part, without any good reason, and against the 
remonstrances of all the officers of this Gov- 
ment that have reported on this subject, so 


far as I have been able to lay my hands on 
their ‘reports, insist that this’ bill shall “be 
hurried through in a morning hour. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do most decidedly 
object to any such proceeding. Itis substan- 
tially a grant from which the Government will i 
never be able to recede. Itis a virtual giving 
away of the island, and all the. experience in 
our legislation shows that these corporations 
never surrender any privileges, but become 
more grasping as they are encouraged. The 
lust of subsidies grows by what it.feeds upon. 
For purposes of defense this island is of incal: 
culable value. It cannot be replaced if given 
away now. Its rocky foundation is. the very 
best place for military defenses, and just as itis, 
is worth far more to the country than if it were 
arable land. It will create a further monopoly 
on the Pacific coast that will control and hold 
in entire subjection all the commercial inter- 
ests of that growing section of the country. 
Shall all individual and private interests there 
be bound hand and foot to this monopoly ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KILLINGER. I will just say that I 
hope we will not have the previous question 
sustained, but that we may have some further 
opportunity to debate the proposition before 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iyield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. KeLLocG. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for the further consider- 
ation of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
not quite expired. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. I appeal to the gentle- 
map from Ohio, (Mr. GarrreLp,] the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to 
allow me to have fifteen minutes to speak on 
this bill. Ihave not spoken during this Con- 
gress more than five minutes on any subject. 
I appeal to the gentleman to allow me to have 
my fifteen minutes on this question. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I hope the chairman 
of our committee will make some arrangement 
by which time will be given for an ample dis- 
cussion of this question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . If my friend 
from Connecticut [Mr. Kutzoge] . will wait 
until to-morrow morning, the fifteen. minutes 
which have been yielded to him willbe just 
as valuable to him then as they can be now. 

The SPEAKER. The -hour to which the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. WHEELER] was 
entitled has just expired. 

Mr. GARKIELD, of Ohio. My motion does 
not interfere at all with the right of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. KELLOGG] to speak 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] 
if he has any motion to make that will bring 
the House to a vote on the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire the House to 
have the amplest scope for discussion on this 
bill, and if an arrangement can be made by 
unanimous consent, Í do not care how much 
time may be oécupied, but in the absence of 
any such arrangement I desire to call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I hope the House will 
not sustain it, i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest that the 
session of to-morrow be devoted to the discus- 
sion of this bill until a certain hour, with the - 
understanding that the previous question shall 
then be considered as operating. NE 

The SPEAKER. The bill-is now in the 
morning hour, and must remain there unless 
otherwise ordered by the. House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.: Letit ran, then, 
through the morning hour to-morrow, and then 
if we find there is not sufficient time for debate, 
some arrangement can be made. Ido notlike 
to mortgage the future now. 

Mr. BANKS. Let us have time for debate 
and amendment. 
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: Mr. GARFIELD, of Qhio.. I insist on my 
motion that the rules be suspended ; and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and to-mor- 
row morning the gentleman can procure an 
arrangement, : 
-Mr- WHEELER. On what understanding? 
„Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. . When to-mor- 
row morning the bill comes up in the morning 
hour-he can make some arrangement. 

: Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest that, by 
unanimous consent, the bill be discussed to- 
morrow for three hours, and that at the end 
of that time the previoug question shall be con- 
sidered as operating. 

Mr. WHEELER. That arrangement meets 
my views, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I prefer to wait 
until the deficiency bill is disposed of. When 
that. is through I shall have no objection to 
the arrangement. —_- 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, then, I will 
add to my suggestion, providing the deficiency 
bill is disposed of. ` 
The SPEAKER, The Chair hardly knows 


how to submit a question of this kind with a` 


proviso, but the Chair suggests that if the 
Committee on Appropriations, which has num- 
erous bills in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, should simply refrain from 
making a motion to go into committee, this 
bill, of its own force, would be up throughout 
to-morrow. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Qhio. But any gen- 
tleman can move to go to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SARGENT, It will be in the power 
of any gentleman, of course, to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, then, as 
now stated in language which is quite unusual, 
is that to-morrow three hours shall be devoted 
to the discussiou of this bill, providing the 
deficiency bill shall be finished to-day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Is itunderstood that the 
time shall be equally divided? 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
to this proposition the Chair will submit it to 
the House for unanimous consent, hoping, 
however, that it will not be drawn into a 
precedent. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Before unanimous con- 
sent is given, I want to know how the time is 
to be divided. 

Mr. WHEELER. I design to divide the 
time. equitably. 

Mr. McKINNEEY. Will the time be under 
the control of the chairman of the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad if we enter into this 
arrangement? 

Mr. COX. I think the Speaker should 
control the floor sometimes ; L should like to 
see him doit. [Langhter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Jn the ordinary assign- 
ment of the floor, the gentleman from New 
York having bad one hour, which he parceled 
out- between. the opponents and the friends of 
the measure, the next hour will be given toan 
Opponent of the measure, and the hour after 
that to a friend of the measure. 

Mr. McKINNEY., That would give the 
friends of the measure two hours to our one. 

Mr. WHEELER. The opponents of the 
bill have had half of my hour. 

The SPEAKER. The time will be equally 
divided, for the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WureLeR] would have one hour in which 
to close the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to know if it is 
proposed to have an understanding that the 
previous question shall operate at the end of 
the four hours’ debate? : 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion is that 
at the end of three hours’ debate'the previous 
question shall be cousidered as operating. 

_Mr, HOLMAN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest 

to gentlemen that when he reluctantly sub- 
: mitted the proposition for unanimous consent 


Set 


with the proviso, he saw that it would make 
one bill a leverage to prevent the considera- 
tion of another bill. The Chair does not 
think-that.he ought to submit a proposition 
that one bill shall have certain privileges 
before the House, provided another bill: is 
disposed of; because the House should not 
act at any time under the pressure of any 
influence excepting that of the bill before. it, 
Therefore, upon due consideration, the Chair 
will not submit the proposition in that form. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw. it. 

The SPEAKER. Such a proposition is not 
parliamentary and not proper. The propo- 
sition now is that on to-morrow three hours’ 
time may be devoted to the consideration of 
this bill, and that at the end of that time 
the previous question shall be considered as 
operating. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the portion of 
the proposition that relates to the previous 
question ; not to the part allowing three hours’ 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will sub- 
mit this proposition: that at the end of the three 
hours’ debate the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill, to try the sense 
of the House in whatever direction he may 
choose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there shall be three 
hours’ debate allowed, the Chair desires that 
there may be some agreement between the 
friends and the opponents of the measure as 
to how that time may be divided. The Chair 
apprehends there will be no difficulty about 


that. 

Mr. WHEELER. There are some amend- 
ments which I desire may be received and 
voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. No further amendment 
can be offered except by unanimous consent. 
as those now pending exhaust the power of 
amendment under the rules, 

Mr. PERCE, I object to the proposed 
arrangement, 

The SPEAKER. Then the bill remains in 
the morning hour. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now renew 
my motion, that the rules be suspended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the con: 
creda of the special order, the deficiency 

Ul, 

Pending the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly entolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 486) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Nevada; 

An act (H. R. No. 893) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Kenyon; 

An act (H. R. No. 894) granting a pension 
to Joseph Montgomery; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1824) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1540) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building at 
Cincinnati, Ohio; 

An act (H. R. No. 1663) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank of South Danvers, in 
the State of Massachusetts, to change its name 
to the Warren National Bank of Peabody, 
Massachusetts; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1745) to provide for the 
designation of a chief medical purveyor. 

SURVEY OF LANDS IN OREGON. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in relation. to. the pending 
appropriation for surveying public lands in 
the State of Oregon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


WILLIAM. WEEKS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous ceon- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the dis- 
approval by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of the private land elaim of Wil- 
liam Weeks, of New Orleans, Louisiana, with 
accompanying papers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FREIGHTS AND CARRIAGE TO SALT LAKE, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the carriage 
and freights to Salt Lake City by the Colorado 
river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SEIZURE AND SALE OF COTTON. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a res- 
olution of the House of January 12, 1872, 
concerning the seizure, receipts, sale, and 
disposition of the proceeds of seven bales of 
cotton, the property of or claimed by John J. 
Smith, of Vicksburg, Mississippi; which was 
referred to the Committee of Chairs. 

NIAGARA FALLS SHIP-CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a memorial of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, in relation to a 
ship-canal around Niagara falls; which was . 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIM OF MONTANA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Mon- 
tana, praying for an appropriation for horses, 
arms, and ammunition, and other articles 
necessary to arm Montana troops during the 
year 1867; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

J. SCOTT PAYNE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in reference to a 
bill (H. R. No. 1580) for the relief of J. Scott 
Payne; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF DELAWARE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER, also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in relation 
to the claim of the Delaware Indians for stock 
stolen from them by whites since the treaty of 
1854; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION CONTESTS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House papers in the 
Texas contested-eleetion cases of Giddings vs. 
Clark and Whitmore vs. Herndon; which 
were referred to the Committee of Elections. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BROOKS, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the ease of Charles Watson, 

On motion of Mr. DARRALL, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case 
of Thomas Hoyt. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. CLARK, of Texas, for five. days; 
to Mr. CROCKER, for one week; to Mr. SPEER, 
of Pennsylvania, for one week; and to Mr. 
Harris, of Mississippi, for fifteen days. 

SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. No. 654) to amend an act entitled “ An 
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act.to provide for the better security of life on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 28, 1871, was yesterday recommitted 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The motión to recon- 
sider will be entered on the Journal. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BELL, 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, that the rules be suspended 
and the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
resume the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Coramittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Stevenson in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and 
for former years, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Suanxs,] to insert in the bill 
the proviso which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no person shall receive any part |: 


of the money. appropriated by this act for any ser- 
vices or pretended services'as attorney, counselor, 
or agent for any tribe, or Indian, or Indians, for 
whom any part of these appropriations are made. 
Any person violating this provision shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined in double 
the amount so received. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last clause. 
I do this pro forma, for the purpose of calling 
attention to a matter of very considerable 
interest, which it seems to me the country 
ought to understand. I hold in my hand a 
dispatch from San Francisco, dated March 1, 
covering news from Wyckenburg, Arizona, 
which says: 

“The Apaches attacked two trains between that 


piece and Phænix, and murdered Samuel Culhem- 
er and Thomas Harris. At Martinez ranch they 
ran off the stock and plundered the station of all 
movables. Cuthember. and Harris were employés 
of the stage company.” 

The dispatch then goes. on to speak of other 
atrocities committed by these Apaches. The 
history of Arizona for the past few years has 
been painfully replete with scenes like these. 
The Apaches seem to defy all the power that 
the Government can exercise upon them, as 
well as the irregular efforts of the people of 
the Territory to punish them or put them 
down. : . 

A. few days ago it was published in the news- 
paper press that the President had ordered 
General Howard, at the request of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to proceed to Arizona 
to ‘investigate affairs in that Territory and 
New Mexico,.and to make report thereof. I 
hold in my hand another dispatch from San 
Francisco, published this morning, stating that 
the press of San Francisco severely condemn 
the sending of General Howard on a mission 
to the Apaches now that General Cook is 
about to. take the field. A great mistake is 
committed by the press of San Francisco (if 
by this generic term is meant all the press of 
that city, which I-doubt,) in their opposition 
to these movements of the President.and the 
Indian: department to control the Indians of 
Arizona. 

Mr. Colyer, whom I believe to be. a man of 
very honest impulses, though perhaps some- 
what impulsive sometimes, was sent out dur- 
ing the past season to Arizona, and made a 
report upon the. condition of affairs in that 
Territory. Fp. view of the policy of the Indian 
peace commissioners, and their success in 
treating with other wild and ferocious tribes, 
it was the judgment of Mr. Colyer, from what 
he:saw of: the Apaches, that these were not so 
different in mental and moral. constitution 


| from other wild tribes but that they could be 


induced. by proper treatment to remain at 
peace with the whites; and he recommended 
a system of reservations remote from white 
settlements upon which the Indians should 
be placed and compelled to behave them- 
selves. e 

The Interior Department, on the receipt of 
this report of Vincent Colyer, recommended 
to the President of the United States, by the 
following letter of Mr. Delano, that these 
reservations should be set apart, the Indians. 
removed to them, and there fed and clothed 
as other Indians have been. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 7, 1871. 


Sır: I havo the honor to transmit herewith copy 
of a communication addressed to this Depart- 
ment by Hon. Vincent Colyer, one of the board of 
Indian peace commissioners who recently visited 
Arizona, wherein he states his views in relation to 
the Apacho Indians, and describes certain tracts of 
country in Arizona and New Mexico, which, during 
his recent visit to said Indians, he has selected to 
be set apart as reservations for their use, as author- 
ized to do by orders issued to him before visiting 
the Apaches. 


I have the honor to recommend, in pursuance of |} 


the understanding arrived at in our conversation 
with the Secretary of War on the 6th instant, that 
the President issue an order authorizing said tracts 
of country described in Mr. Colyer’s letter to_be 


| regarded as reservations for the settlement of In- 


dians until it is otherwiso ordered. 

I have the honor, also, to suggest that the proper 
officers of the War Department be directed to inform 
the various bands of rovin Apaches that they are 
required to locate upon the reservations imme- 
diately, and that upon so doing they will be fully 
protected and provided for by the Government so 


| long as they remain on said reservations and pre- 


serve peaceablerelations with the Government,each 


H other, and the whito people; and that unless they 
|| comply with this request, they will not thus be pro- 


vided for and protected. , 

I suggest that they also be notified that they will 
not be permitted to send their old men, women, and 
children upon such reservations, and permit their 
young men and braves to go upon the war-path, 

T beg also to request that the proper officers of the 
War Department be instructed to notify the white 
people of Arizonaand New Mexico of this determ- 
ination of the Government to preserve, if possible, 
perco between tho whites and the Indians, and that 
neither will be allowed to depredato or trespass upon 
the other with impunity; and that so long and so 
far as the Indians comply with these requirements 
of the Government, and settle upon these reserva- 
tions hefore indicated, and conduct themselves 
peaceably thereafter, they will be protected by the 
povomment to the full extent of its power, and no 

onger. 

T beg also to inform you that it is the intention of 
this Department to communicatea copy of thislotter 
to the superintendents of Indian affairs for Arizona 
and New Mexico, and to direct the superintendent 
of Indian affairs for Arizona to remove his head- 


quarters immediately to tho headquarters of the 


commanding officer of the department of Arizona, 
and to request him to codperate fully with the officer 
in charge of the troops in Arizona in the execution 
of the purpose of the Government asindicated in this 
request, provided the views herein expressed shall 
have the approbation of the President and the War 
Department. 

I would further suggest that the War Department 
will, for the present, select some suitable and dis- 
creet officer of the Army to act as Indian agent for 
any of the reservations in Arizona which may be 
occupied by-the Indians, under the orders herein 
contemplated. | 

Such agents will be superseded by persons here- 
after appointed by this Department at such times as 
the President may hereafter deem proper. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

C. DELANO, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SARGENT. I now ask the Clerk to 
read the approval of the President of those 
recommendations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Exxrcorrve Mansion, 
WASHINGTON, D. O., November 9, 1871. 
Respectfully referred to the Secretary of War, who 
will take such action as may be necessary to carry 
out the recommendations of tho Secretary of the 


Interior. U.S. GRANT. 


Mr. SARGENT. They were also indorsed | 
| ter of those instructions, I shall ask to have 


by General Sherman in the letter which I send 
up to be read, and by which it will be seen 
that General Crook is assured that any meas- 
ures of severity he sees fit to adopt against 
depredating Indians, after notice to them, will 
be approved. by the Government... 


The Clerk read as follows: 


THeapquarters ARMY OF THe Unigno STATES; 
Wasninetoy, D. C., November 9, 1871.” 
GENERAL: I now inclose you. copies of a. corre- 
spondence between the Secretary of the Interior 
and War Department on tho subject of the policy: 
that. is to prevail in Arizona with the Apache In- 
dians. The Secretary of War wishes gor to giye all 
the necessary orders to carry into fall effect this 
policy, which is the same that prevails in the Indian 
country generally, namely, to fix and determine 
(usually with the assent.expressed or implied of the 
Indians concerned) the reservations within which 
they may live and be protected by all branches o: 
the executive Government; but if they wander ónt- 
sido they at once become objects of suspicion, liable 
to be attacked by the troops as hostile. The three 
reservations referred to in these papers, and mors 
particularly dofined in the accompanyiug map, 
secem far enough removed from the white settle- 
ments to avoid the dangers of collision of interest. 
At all events, these Indians must bave a chance to 
escape war, and the most natural way is to assign 
them homes and to compel them to remain thereon, 
While they remain on such reservations there is an 
implied condition that they should not be permitted 
to starve, end our exporience is that tho Indian 
Bureau is rarely supplied with the necessary monoy 
to provide food, in which event you may authorize 


: tho commissary department to provide for them; 
| being carefal to confine issues only to those acting’ . 


in good faith and only for absolute wants. 

The commanding officer of the nearest military 
post will be tho proper person to act as the Indian 
agent until the regular agents come provided with 
the necessary authority and funds to relieve them; 
but you may yourself, or allow General Crook to ap- 
point these temporary agents regardless ofrank. | 

The citizens of Arizona should be publicly in- 
formed of. these events, and that the military have 


| the command of the President to protect these fn- 
{| dians on their reservations, and that under no pre- 


tense must they invade them, cxcopt under ‘the 
leadership of the commanding officer having chargo 
(2 em. . : 

The boundaries of these reservations should also 
be clearly defined, and any changes in them sug- 
gested by experience should be reported, to the end 
that i they may be modified or changed by the highest 
authority. i 

After general notice to Indians and whites of this 
policy, General Crook may feel assured that what- 
ever measures of severity he may adopt to reduce 
those Apaches to a peaceful and subordinate condi- 
tion, will bo approved by the War Department and 
the President, i 

Iam your obedient servant. 
W. L. SHERMAN, General, 
General J. M. SCHOFIELD, | |, : 
Commanding Military Division Pacific. 


Mr. SARGENT. Subsequently, and in ac- 
cordance with the foregoing orders, Crook 
issued the following order. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{General Orders, No. 35.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF ARIZONA, | 
p Prescotr, December 27, 1871. 
In accordance with the terms of the orders of the 


division commander, the time within the limits 

of which all roving bands of Apache Indians aro 

required to go apon their reservations is announced 

and fixed as February 15, 1872, on and after which 

date all Apacho Indians found outside of their res- 

ervations will be considered and treated as hostile. 
E3 s E3 * C3 * * * + $ 


Commanding officers of posts will communicato 
the contents of this order without delay, and by every 
available means, to the Indians concerned. 
GEORGE CROOK, 
Lieutenant Colonel Twenty-third Infantry, 
Brevet Major General commanding. 
Official : 


JOHN &. BOURKE, 
Aid-de-Camp. 
Mr. SARGENT. I think it cannot be un- 
derstood. in Arizona and California what'this 
policy is that‘is denounced, and which General 
Howard is to see enforced. It ig absolutely 
necessary we should change the old system in 
Arizona, which in the past has been one of 
war only. We believe there may be a humane 
side to the question. Thereis no doubt devil 
enough in the Apaches to require the war. 
side of our policy shall be vigorously pressed. ; 
General Howard, a man of discretion, of ex-: 
perience, of high rank—a man of peace as well 
as of war, and besides a Christian gentleman— 
has been instructed to carry out the policy of 
the Administration; and that the press of San 
Francisco may be fully advised of the charac- 


them read. My attention having been called 
to these matters this morning by the dispatches 
which I have read, I have had conference with 
the Secretary of the Interior, who furnished 
me with these instructions. 


da 
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: The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
` Wasnincron, D. C., March 4, 1872. 

‘Sir: On the. 2ist July, 1871, Vincent Colyer, esd., 
secretary of the board of Indian commissioners, was 
: Girected to proceed to New Mexico and Arizona Ter- 
ritories, to take such action as in his judgment might 
be ‘deemed wisest for locating the nomadic tribes of 
Indians of. those Territories upon suitable reserva- 
tions, bringing them under the control of the Indian 
department, and supplying them with the necessary 
‘subsistence, clothing, and whatever else might be 
deemed necessary. 4 s 
- “He was invested with. full powers to be exercised 
agcording to his discretion in carrying into effect the 
above objects, and was directed to report from time 
to time to the Secretary of the Interior his action 
and progress. : saa bee ci 
“On pages, from 32 to 86 inclusive, in the “third 
annual report of the board of Indian commission- 
ers,” (see copy herewith,) will be. found the reports 
made by Mr. Colyer upon these matters. cack 

On the 7th of November, 1871, I, after receivin, 
said reports, addressed to the President of the Unite 
States a communication, a copy of which will be 
found in volume of ‘‘report’’ above referred to, 
pages 83, 84, wherein the policy of the Government 
in reference to the Indians in Arizona and New 
Mexico is distinctly set forth, This policy was ap- 
proved by the President and Secretary of War, and 
instructions were given, as I understand, to the offi- 
cers of the War Department to carry out that policy 
in the treatment of said Indians, and to codperate 
with this Department in so doing. 

Circumstances have recently arison creating ap- 
prehensions that hostilities may beronewed between 
the Indians and the military authorities, whereby 
the policy thus inaugurated is in danger of being 
defeated. ; , 

To prevent, if possible, the occurrence-of such a 
result, and to maintain peace and insure the execu- 
tion of tho policy of the Government, as indicated 
in the letter to the President, betore referred to, you 
are hereby authorized and requested to proceed to 
the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and 
there take such action ag in your judgment may be 
deemed best for the purpose of preserving peace 
with the Indians in these Territories, 

Tt is especially desired that such Indians be in- 
duced tosettle and remain permanently upon reser- 
vations; that they cease entirely their nomadic 
habits and thoir practices of injustice and cruelty 
toward the whites, and that the whites be induced, 
if possible, to treat the Indians with humanity, 
‘justice, and forbearance, and that the military au- 
thorities be fully impressed with the necessity of 
inducing both whites and Indians to conform to the 
wishes of the Government as herein expressed. 

The Departinent invests you with full powers and 
a goneral diseretion, to be exorcised as your own 
good judgmont may dictate, in carrying into offect 
its views in rolation to these Indians, and you are 
requested to report from time to time to the Secre- 
tary of the {nterior your progress and action under 
this authority. 

You wre further requested to consider the propri- 
oty of inducing tho nomadie tribes of Arizona to 
unite and necept a reservation further cast in tho 
Torritory of New Mexico, whero they may be moro 
readily roached by the efforts of the Government, 
‘and of philanthropic citizens in the work of pro- 
viding for their physical wants, and with a view to 
“promoting their civilization. : 

Tho great object of tho Governmont is, first, to 
preserve peace betweon the United States and these 
as well asail other tribes of Indians; second,to induce 
them to abandon their present habits of hfe and go 
upon permanent reservations, and bo placed under 
the influences ofeducation and Christian civilization. 

You will therefore spare no olfort in your power 
to induce the Indians to conform to these wishes of 
the Government, assuring them of its full protec- 
tion and assistance so long as they obey its wishes 
and comply with its requirements. 

You will confor, as frequently and fully as circum- 
stances. will-permit, with General Cook and other 
military officers, and codperate with them, as far as 
practicable, in executing the duties with which you 
are charged. 

You will be authorized to omploy a clerk, whose 
expenses and compensation will be paid by the office 
of Indian affairs, . 

Very respectfully, your obediont servant, 

_ & DELANO, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
General 0.0. Howarp, Washington, D. O. 


Mr. SARGENT. Now, sir, has not the war 
policy alone failed in Arizona? The record 
of the past few years has been bloody, venge- 
fal, and disastrous to the suffering people of 
that Territory. Can it be changed? Must 
it not be changed? The list of Indian mur- 
ders in Arizona is long, and unvarying in 
details. Yet no measures have ever been at- 
tempted there except to chastise the Indians, 
nothing worthy of the name in the way of a 
reservation system has been maintained. Tor 
the balanee of this fiscal year, and for the 
next, we have made large appropriations to 
maintain the Indians there on reservations, 
and remove the temptation for depredations 


and murders. : That policy must be tried, and 
the protest against it, made in ignorance of the 
facts, cannot stop it. General Howard isa 
man of too high character to be thwarted or 
turned back by denunciations in advance. The 
Administration has settled its policy, and will 
carry it out, Crook’s orderis part of it. Bal- 
lets as well as beef are intended.. But the 
Indians are not to be hounded as outlaws, 
with no place of refuge and no recognition 
of submission. The policy that subdued the 
Sioux who plundered and murdered and rav- 
ished in Minnesota a few years ago, that has 
quelled the Arapahoes, the Cheyennes, the 
Tetons, and other ferocious tribes, and makes 
their neighborhood safer than the streets of 
some of our large cities, will be fairly; hon- 
estly, efficiently, and humanely tried in Ari- 
zona and New Mexico. I hope the press of 
my State and the people of Arizona will not 
do the great wrong of impeding its execution, 
or insist on a failure in advance. 

Now, as to the pending amendment, I think 
that, on reflection, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. SHanxs] will withdraw the amend- 
ment now pending, or at any rate will assent 
to the proposition I make to him, to strike out 
the last clause. Certainly we should notin this 
careless manner create a new misdemeanor, 
involving a punishmeut which may be a fine 
of $100,000. The amendment of the gentle- 
man is to provide that no person shall receive 
any pay or compensation from any tribe or 
tribes of Indians for any services as an attor- 
ney or agent before Congress. That is the 
purport of the amendment stated in brief. 

Now, if that amendment be adopted, you 
deprive the Indians of the privilege which 
everybody else in the United. States enjoys. 
They may have a just claim before Congress. 
You know how busy we Congressmen are. 
Sometimes their claim may not come under 
our attention. We may receive, perhaps, from 
the Interior Department or from the President 
a letter in reference to it, calling our attention 
to it; but the matter slips aside in our com- 
mittee-room, and Congress after Congress goes 
by, and the most obviously righteous claims 
are neglected, because the pressure of busi- 
ness in Congress prevents us from attending 
to them. 

It was for that reason I suggested that 
if legislation was needed upon this matter it 
should be had in the shape of a bill providing 
that certain persons or attorneys should be 


‘employed, or that agents shall not receive 


more than a certain compensation, to be pró- 
vided by the Interior Department; or that 
some other means of that kind should be pro- 
vided, which would protect the Indian, while 
allowing to everybody the ordinary privilege 
of having attorneys if they desired them. 

Mr. SHANKS. Theremarks which have just 
been made by the gentleman from California 
[ Mr. Sarcent] have more than ever convinced 
me of the importance of my amendment. I will 
answer one portion of those remarks now— 
that portion of his remarks in which he in- 
sisted that a general bill ought to be passed. 
I quite agree with the gentleman in that view ; 
but I beg to say that our committee cannot be 
called soon enough to have such a bill passed 
in time to prevent the injury which may be 
done by this bill. 

I wish also to allude, in this connection, to 
another feature of the Indian policy, and it is 
partly owing to the action of the gentleman 
from California in this House that it has that 
feature. If an Indian, or a portion of an 
Indian. tribe, destroy the property of white 
citizens, there is no remedy out ofthe Indian 
fund at all. -I repeat, under a law enacted in 


the appropriation bill of 1871 there is nof 


remedy to any American citizen under such 
circumstances out of the Indian fund. Ihave 
no objection to that: I indorse that part of 
the policy, as Congress may deal with each 
case as it comes up. But what seems particu- 
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larly strange about this thing is that this gives 
a remedy to an attorney to go to the Indian 
fund and take out of it that which it does not 
give toa man whom Indians have robbed of 
his property. It does not place this matter in 
a fair position, but allows such men as Gen- 
eral Blunt, of Kansas, to do that which robbed 
and wronged citizens have no opportunity of 
doing ; that is, it allows him to go to the Indian 
fund, to which they have no privilege of going. 

I introduced the amendment which Ihave 
submitted to the committee in the best possible 
faith. I did it proceeding on the language of 
the gentleman from California, [Mr. SaR- 
GENT.] When an amendment was offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. McCor- 
MICK,] the gentleman from California [Mr. . 
SARGENT] then used the language which I 
shall read. After explaining to the House 
what Blunt gave as an excuse for plundering 
the Indians, whom he did plunder, the gentle- 
man from California said : 

“Jn that instance, however, the disbursing ofi- 
cers of the Government paid to the specific Indian 
entitled to a pro rata share the amount he was en- 
titled to. He received the money and had it in his 
pockets, or in his blankets, or wherever an Indian 
carries his money, and afterward settled with the 
agent. Now, the only objection I have to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman trom Missouri is that it will 
not effect the object he has in view; it will not pro- 
vent an Indian, after he has received his money, 
paying over to the agent whatever amount he may 
previously have agreed to pay. I have no objection 
to the adoption of the amendment, but I fear it will 
not answer the gentleman’s purpose.” 


The gentleman from California [Mr. SAR- 
GENT] said yesterday that he feared the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
McCormick] would not cover that ground. I 
offer this amendment, which does cover that 
ground, and which prohibits any one, any 
agent or any attorney, from receiving money 
for these purposes; and now the gentleman 
objects to the penalty part of the amendment. 
He says that it may take $100,000. out of a 
man’s pocket, as it provides that the penal- 
ties shall be double the amount received. 
insist on it that this measure ought to pass. 
I would prefer that it should pass in a general 
bill; bat it ought to pass now, because there 
are special instances before us, and a general 
bill cannot well be passed because the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will not be called in 
time. I therefore decline to withdraw the 
measure. J am impressed with the import- 
ance of keeping it before the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw the amend- 
ment and then renew it. It seems to me the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Suawxs] in his 
action on this matter is governed partly by 
pride of authorship. I have called his atten- 
tion over and over again to the fact that there 
is not one item in this bill to which his amend- 
ment can attach. It isa pretense merely to 
legislate, and at the wrong time. There:is not 
a dollar in this bill which his amendment can 
legitimately affect, or for any such purposes 
as his amendment contemplates. Here are 
appropriations for the subsistence of Indians, 
the money to be used by the Interior Depart- 
ment, to send ‘beef to the Navajo Indians, to 
civilize the Apaches, to build agency buildings, 
&c. The cases to which he refers are those 
of. old Indian claims, which are prosecuted 
before Congress by attorneys, and there is not 
a single claim of that character in this bill, 
We send all such to the Committee of Claims. 

Now, as I said last night, the gentleman 
stands in a peculiarly favorable position to 
legislate upon this matter, being chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. His com- 
mittee has been called two or three times this 
session. He says now they will not be called 
in time to act.upon this matter. Why has he 
not acted on the matter heretofore? Why did 
not the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
last Congress, of which he was a member, act 
upon it?.. They are never prepared with their 
propositions, aud then they come in and at the 
tail end of an appropriation bill propose to 
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attach an amendment which has no reference 
to anything in the bill, their consciences per- 
haps pricking them for their non-action, and 
the only effect of the amendment is to mar the 
bill. > 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. - If. this amend- 
meat will affect no item in the bill, what harm 
can it do? í . 

Mr. SARGENT. Ianswer the gentleman’ s 
question by asking another. Would it do any 
harm to attach the ten commandments to the 
pill? [Laughter.] In legislating, the purpose 
is to do good, and not merely to avoid error. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I see no neces- 
sity in consuming time in arguing a proposition 
which the gentleman admits cannot interfere 
with any right which the bill confers. 

Mr. SARGENT.: Because I do not want 
this made an excuse by the gentleman from 
Indiana for not legislating upon this matter. 
There should be a bill most carefully prepared 


which will allow the Indians.to have the aid. 


of attorneys if they want them. Let it be neces- 
sary that they shall have the approval of the 
President, or of the Secretary ot the Interior, 
put do not take away from the Indian the right 
to appear before us by another, a right which 
belongs to every citizen. Ifwe do, let us say 
no more of our regard for civil rights. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I suggest that so 
far as the penalty is concerned I would have 
no objection to substituting for fine the rope 
and the gallows. 
` Mr. SARGENT. That is to say, that any 
man who shall come to Congress and ask that 
justice shall be done to the Indian tribes shall 
be so punished, no matter how good the motive 
of the man may be. The gentleman himself, 
after he has been out of Congress for some six 
years, might be approached by some oppressed 
tribe of Indians who would state a case that 
they have been deprived for several years of 
their just rights, and beg him to go to Congress 
and assert those rights, and although he might 
get their rights from Congress, if they should 
pay him anything it would be a misdemeanor, 
and he would be liable to a penalty of a fine of- 
double the amount they paid him, and would 
be glad to pay him. 

r. BLAIR, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well, I will hear it. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. My idea is this: 
as we are providing means for the support of 
the Indians, and their protection, it does not 
become us to permit. them to employ attorneys 
to consume it all; we had better do that through 
our own officers and our own agents. We 
want no attorneys there to consume all the 
money we appropriate, and prevent it from 
going to the Indians; we had better pay the 
attorneys and agents ourselves. 

Mr. SARGENT. Theagents taking charge 
of the Indians are not attorneys. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. A moment longer only, as 
my time has been partly consumed by others. 
The case I supposed is the one reached by this 
amendment, and not the case supposed by the 
gentleman. It is not where a person goes to 
the Indian territory and consumes their annu- 
ities. If an honest man is employed by them 
and sent here to obtain redress for them, the 
question is whether the tribe should pay him. 
I have no sympathy with the Blunts, &e. I 
followed that man up, and introduced an 
amendment to the Indian appropriation -bill 
last year covering all the ground which this 
shambling amendment may seem to touch. 
My friend from Kentucky has, 1 see, the stat- 
ute in his hand, and I will ask him to read it. 
When that carefully considered legislation is 
amended, let it be by the report of a commit- 
tee, and not by such fugitive, crude, spasmodic 
essaysas this. Let gentlemen not mistake the 
apparent end aimed at for wisdom of means. 
I labor for justice to these tribes, but I cannot 


„assent to every stump speech attempted. to. 


be put into the appropriation bills, however: 
virtuous the pretense. f 

Mr. McCORMICK, of. Missouri. . I have. 
this to say: this amendment is intended to 
prevent the operation of just such agents as 
Mr. Blunt, who came here to the Congress of 
the United States, accredited: by the Indian. 
tribes, to obtain appropriations in behalf of 
the Indians,.and when he obtained that money 
for these Indians he charged them forty. per 
cent. of the whole amount. : It is to prevent 
just such agencies as those that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
Saanks] is intended, and I hope that that 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I renew the amendment to the 
amendment. I desire ‘the Clerk to read the 
law as it now stands, because, as it occurs to 
me, it covers all the questions raised by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. SHawxs.] It 
ig section three of the Indian appropriation 
bill of last year, and was prepared by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Sarceyr] and 
myself. 

The Clerk read as follows: i i 


‘‘Suo. 3. That hereafter no contract. or agreement 
of any kind shall be made by any person, with any 
tribe of Indians, or individual Indian not a citizen 
of the United States, for the payment of any money 
or other thing of value to him, orany other person, 


in consideration ofservices for said Indians relative 
to their lands, orto any claims growing out of or in 
reference to annuities from or treaties with the Uni- 
ted States, unless such contract or agreement be in 
writing, and approved by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior; and 
all such contracts or agreements hereafter made, in 
violation of the provisions of this section, aro hereby 
declared null and void, and all money or other thing 
of value paid to any person by any Indian or tribe, 
or any one else, for or on his or their behalf, on ac- 
count of such services, in excess of the amount ap- 
proved by. the said Commissioner and Secretary for 
such services, may be recovered by suit in the namo 
of the United States in any court of the United 
States, regardless of the amount in controversy, one 
half of which shall be paid to the person suing for 
the same, and the other half shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, for the use of the 
Indian or tribe by or for whom it was so paid; and 
the person so receiving said money, and his aiders 
and abettors, shall, in addition to the forfeiture 
of said sum,be subject to prosecution for misde- 
meanor in any court of the United States, and on 
conviction shall be fined not less than $1,000, and 
imprisoned not less than six months, and it gball 
be the duty of all district’ attorneys of the Uni- 
ted States to prosecute such cases. when applied 
to to do so, and their fuilure and refusal shall be 
ground for their removal from office. And any In- 
dian agent, or other person in the employment of 
the United States, who shall, in violation of the pro- 
visions of this section, advise, sanction, or in any 
way aid in the making of such contracts or agree- 
ments, or in making such payments as are here pro- 


hibited, shall, in addition to the punishment herein | 


imposed on the person making said contract, or 
receiving said money, be, on conviction, dismissed 
from the service of the United States, and be forever 
disqualified from holding any office of profit or trust 
under the same.” 


Mr. BECK. That section was drawn, after 


consultation with the officers ofthe Department, | 


by the gentleman from California [ Mr. SAR- 
GENT] and myself last year, and itis now the law 
of the land. It strikes me that it covers just 
such. cases asthe gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Suanxs] has alluded to, and at the same time | 
it protects the Indians in this, that it allows | 


persons to come here and present their case; | 
and then they can go before the Secretary of | 


the Interior, or other officers of the Govern- 


ment, who will determine what ought to be | 
paid them for services rendered, so as not to | 


deprive the Indians of the advantage of hav- 
ing some one under proper restrictions and 


guards to represent their rights here. It) 


protects them against all sorts of improper 
interference, and at the same time it allows 


$ 
them to have such facilities as the Secretary) 


of War, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and other officers of the Governmentthink they | 
ought to have in the proper presentatioa of 
their claims, the drawing of their petitions, or 
anything of that kind which may be necessary | 
in order to enable them to present their cases: 
fairly. It seems to me thatthe law which L. 


have read, if properly enforced, will méet svery:: 
conceivable case, while it: will at the same.time: 
prevent the: hardships.that might accrue from. 
prohibiting anybody from. doing anything: on: 
behalf of any Indian, which would, perhaps, 
be the efect: of the amehdment-of. the. gen- 
tleman from Indiana, as [understand it. The 
provision which has been read was drawn after : 
full investigation of all these matters by asub». 
committee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the last Congress. That sub-com-, 
mittee was approved by the then chairman, 
(Mr. Dawes, ] and consisted of the gentleman 
from California, [Mr. Sargent,}. Mr. Law- 
rence, a gentleman then representing thè State. 
of Ohio, and myself. Congress adopted that 
provision, and I believe it covers the case. : 

Mr. SHANKS. I know-there is upon. the 
statute-book such a law as the gentleman froin: 
Kentucky [Mr. Becx] has had read. I watched 
the investigation to which he referred with a 
good deal of anxiety. I was very well satisfied 
with that part of the result. Iwas not so well 
satisfied with the failure to take more decided 
stepsin another direction. However, I do not 
speak of that now. Vaccine 

I am sorry that the gentleman from. Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Sarcent]—and I speak of him in 
the kindest terms—feels it his duty whenever 
he takes the floor upon this question to turn 
sharply upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Tam not responsible for what the Committee 
on Indian ‘Affairs have not done. I may-be 
measurably responsible if they do not do some- 
thingnow. Butthe gentleman from California 
will pardon me when I refer to the fact that. I 
have all the time aided him in carrying through 
whatever he or the Departments through him 
have indicated as tending to the settlement of 
this question. I have never turned upon him 
harshly on this floor ; [have never assailed his 
work here; I have never interfered with its pro- 
gress. I have not heretofore eaid to him as I 
say now, that after that committee had investi- 
gated the subject for along time and made 
their report upon it, they utterly failed to tell 
what ought to be done in the premises, except 
by reporting the single provision referred to by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. Whenit was 
shown that violations of law hadtaken: place 
under the administration of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, they never said that he 
ought to be punished; they made no recom- 
mendation of that kind; and in fact they ex- 
onerated the very man who controlled Indian 
affairs so badly at that time. 

Mr. SARGENT. To whom does the gen- 
tleman refer? ' ; 


Mr. SHANKS. To Mr. Parkers 

Mr. SARGENT. Thegentleman is entirely 
mistaken. Our report was the cause -of his 
removal ae 


` Mr. SHANKS. . Your report exonerated - 


him. 

- Mr, SARGENT. No, sir; our report said 

that there was either incapacity or. dishonesty 

in the administration of his department. ` 
Mr. SHANKS. But you said that you did 

not see anything to justify any steps against 


him. 

Mr. SARGENT. We said nothing. of the 
kind, 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
mistaken in what I assert on this point. ` But, 
sir, I do not desire to find fault with. the ac- 
tion of any man in this House. Jam driven 
to take my present course’ by the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. Sarcent.J. d have 
taken positive steps in regard to this: matter. 
I have been to the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain the condition of this matter. 
When propositions have been offered here 
upon appropriation bills which ought to have 
been enacted as matters of general legisla- 
tion, I have supported them because I thought 
they ought to. pass. But now, after I have 
aided these gentlemen in the adoption of their 
propositions, they turn around. and denounce 
the Committee on Indian Affairs ‘because it 
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‘has not-done certain things which itis, assumed 
it was their duty to do. Gentlemen are not 
delicate in taking out of the hands of the 
Committee ‘on Indian Affairs - propositions 
‘belonging to them; and we have not found 
“fault with them for doing so. Iam sorry the 
gentleman from California feels it his duty to 
torn ‘aside to make ‘such remarks as he has 
made. ` 

' Frreađ from the report to which I have 
referred: F 

“To the mind of the committee, the testimony 
shows irregularities, neglect, and incompetency, 
and, in some instances, a departure from the express 
provisions of law for the regulation of Indian ex- 

venditures, and in the management of affairs in the 

ndian department. But your committee have not 
found evidenco of fraud or corruption on the part 
of the Indian Commissioner, With much to criticise 
and condemn, arising partly from a vicious system 
inherited from the past, and partly from errors of 
judgment in the construction of statutes passed to 
Insure economy and faithfulness in administration 
we have no evidence of any pecuniary or persona 
, advantage sought or derived by the Commissioner, 
© ox any one connected with his bureau.” 

Phen they exonerated that department and 
took from it all censure for the losses which 
the report says took place under these officers. 
This man. Blunt was the agent who took the 
‘money, which the report says ought to have 
been paid to these Indians. They exonerated 
all these men, although they say the money of 
the Indians was taken by these men to whom 
it did not belong. These gentlemen exoner- 
ated the department, and saved these men from 
censure by the very report which cost the Gov- 
ernment the expenditure of a great deal of 
time and money to make it. 

I have been induced to say these things, 
Mr. Chairman, not because I desire to say 
them, but because of the persistent flings of 
the gentleman on the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I-do it from no spirit of malice, but 
as some sort of a reply to these constant flings 
onthe part of the gentleman against the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, I think the remarks 
he has indulged in have been entirely wrong. 
This committee to which the gentleman has 
accorded so much credit, after making its 
reports exposing all these frauds, nevertheless 
falls dawn prostrate before these officers who 
are alleged to have done all these wrongs and 
does not proprose to censure thom in the least 
respect. 

Mr. SARGENT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr, BECK. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT, I renew it. Mr. Chair- 
man, if the gentleman from Indiana cannot 
understand the report of the committee of this 
House, which contains the clear statement 
that, on the part of the late Indian Commis- 
sioner, there were ‘ irregularities,” and not 
only irregularities, but ‘incompetency, and 
> ingome instances departure from the expressed 
provisions of law,” it would be difficult to en- 
lighten him. ‘That report shows these irreg- 
ularities in the expenditures of the Indian 
department, and incompetency on the part of 
the Indian Commissioner. The publication 
of the report caused the removal of this very 
Commissioner on account of his incompetency. 
H the gentleman does not understand that that 
is a report against the Indian Commissioner, 
I confess it is‘idle for me to attempt to make 
him understand the English language. 

T do say to the House, and I say it boldly, that 
any one who reads the testimony contained in 
this book cannot. come to any harsher judg- 
ment than we did.. We show there was no 
evidence of fraud on the part of this officer. 
There was evidence of incompetency, and for 
his incompetency he was removed. ‘There was 
evidence tkat he did not live up to the law, 
and for that he was removed. But no corrup- 
tion was fastened on him. 

: It was not the Indian Committee which sits 
uselessly from Congress to Congress which 
made this investigation or hunted out this 
man Blunt whom the gentleman calls the 
“scoundrel Blant.” It was left for the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations to do all this, and 


the gentleman now comes in with his little 
amendment to be put on the end of this bill, 
where it does not belong, as though it were a 
triumph of genius on the part of the Indian 
Committee. Whatever guards have been thrown 
around the Indians, whatever supervision is 
now exercised over all these agents, whatever 
there is now beneficial in our Indian policy 
toward these Indians, has resulted from this in- 
vestigation and the other labors of this commit- 
tee, and not from any action taken on the part 
of the gentleman or the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. This report was printed in Febru- 
ary, 1871, and from that day to the present we 
have not heard from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in reference to this subject. The re- 
formsin Indian management during the past 
three years have been stupendous and reach- 
ing every branch of the service, and this Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has fostered and 
promoted them. ‘The gentleman now gets up 
and offers this little amendment as though it 
were attempting for the first time something 
which never before had been thoughtof. His 
new-born zeal is commendable, and I hope it 
will continue, but with discretion. I trust this 
amendment will not be adopted, as this is no 
place for it, and it would, even if useful, expire 
with this fiscal year now nearly closed. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move to 
strike out the last word, and I do so for the pur- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, of stating that I do not 
understand the law read by the gentleman 
from Kentucky to mean anything except that 
it requires the agents authorized by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to come to Washington 
city and attend to the business of the Indians. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
provides where annuities or other moneys are 
to be paid to, Indians they shall be paid to 
the Indians directly by the disbursing officers 
of the nation. There is a difference between 
the clause in the bill and the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana. He goes further 
by preventing the money which may be ob- 
tained by Indian agents in this city being paid 
over to any other persons than the Indians 
themselves. If the Indians are entitled to 
money it is provided that it shall be paid to 
the Indians themselves. We know the great 
cause of complaint has been that the money 
has becn paid to these agents. In the case 
of this man Blunt he received forty per cent. 
of the money paid, to which these Indians 
were entitled. The money should be paid to 
the Indians themselves by the disbursing 
officers themselves. 

Mr. BECK. 
twenty years. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. “I commend the 
spirit of the gentleman from California (Mr. 
SARGENT] as an honest effort to protect the 
rights of the Indians. ButI cannot see why 
it is that an amendment of this kind should 
be resisted so strongly as he is resisting this 
oue. It does look to me that if we permit 
agents and attorneys to consume the moneys 
we appropriate and set apart for the Indians, 
we should equally support the proposition 
made here a few days ago, and which the gen- 
tleman himself resisted, when offered by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CONNER] as an 
amendment to the Indian appropriation bill, 
that the money shall be used for the purpose 
of paying for property taken by the Indians. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it not be well to 
put that where it would operate? This bill 
expires on the Ist of July. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I am speaking 
now upon general principles. If we tolerate 
these agencies and attorneyships it is virtually 
taking money out of the appropriations given 
to the Indians by the Congress of the United 
States to pay these agents and attorneys, 
Indeed, I hold that if we tolerate it in any 
degree we might just as well make an appro- 
priation here to deduct twenty-five per cent, 


That has been the law for 


ONAL GLOBE. 
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of the amount given and reserve it in the Uni- 
ted States Treasury as pay it to these agents 
and attorneys. We make an estimate here 
that it takes one hundred or two hundred thou- 
sand dollars per annum to provide for certain 
tribes of Indians, because we think that that 
sum is required for their actual comfort and 
sustenance during the year; and yet we adopt 
a policy which allows a system to grow up by 
which those Indians are robbed af twenty-five, 
thirty, and forty per cent. of the very moncy we 
give them, and which we say is only sufficient 
for their maintenance and support during that 
time. In other words, it is making an effort to 
provide for their support, and at the same 
time, while doing this, we take fram them the 
very means that we give them to live upon. 
I see no difference between this and reserving 
a similar proportion of the appropriation to 
be paid back into the Treasury. My idea in 
reference to this is not simply to oppose the 
principle of allowing honest attorneys, but to 
oppose the principle, whether they are honest 
or dishonest attorneys. If it is absolutely 


“necessary to have agents and attorneys in the 


Territories to look after the interests of the 
Indians, let us make an appropriation directly 
to pay attorneys for that business. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman has not 
got hold of the right end of the string. We 
do not propose that there shall be agents of 
the Government anywhere to receive the 
money. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Does the pay of 
these agents not come out of theappropriation ? 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir, notat all. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The object of 
the amendment, as I understand, is to prevent 
these attorneys from receiving compensation 
from the disbursing officer. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not at all; that is not 
what the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Suangs] 
is aiming at. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
money? 

Mr. SARGENT. The Government pays it 
directly to the Indians. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. And they have 
agents of their own who consume the money? 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no attorney who 
comes between the Government and the In- 
dians at all. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman 
does not fully comprehend my paint. I am 
speaking of the general question of having 
agents or attorneys at all acting for the Indians 
to get their pay, and I say the principle is 
wrong. It is wrong to tolerate the idea that 
the Indians shall employ an attorney or agent 
to come here, or that they shall employ one in 
the city of Washington to look out for their 
interests, and pay him out of moneys which 
properly go to them. I would stop it; and if 
this Government has to support the Indians, 
if it has to appropriate money here to take 
care of them, I say we ought to pay the agents 
or the attorneys, if necessary, to look after their 
interests, and not put it in the pover of any 
person to be an agent or attorne for them, 
and to take the money appropriat for them. 
Why is the man who fills the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior more honest than an 
Indian agent? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think he is more honest 
than some of them. ; 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I mean on gen- 
eral principles. Did you ever appoint a man 
to be an Indian agent that you did not esteem 
to be honest when you appointed him, and you 
never appointed one to act in the Interior 
Department whom you did not believe to bė 
honest? 

Mr. SARGENT. I never appointed one at 
all to my knowledge. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. When a man is 
appointed to office he is esteemed to be honest, 
and I would just as soon trust the one as the 
other. f ies 

[Here the hammer fell.} > 
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Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I withdraw my | 
amendment. 

The question recurred upon the following 
amendment offered by Mr. SHANKS: 


Provided, That no person shall receive any part 
of the money appropriated by this act for any ser- 
vices or pretended services as attorney, counselor, or 
agent for any tribe, or Indian, or Indians, for whom 
any part of these appropriations are made. Any 
person violating this provision shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined in double 
the amount so received. k 


The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 46, noes 24; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck, and Mr. 
McCormick of Missouri, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes eighty, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. TI desire to 
introduce at this point in the bill a chapter of 
miscellaneous appropriations, and I offer from 
the Committee on Appropriations the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For supplying @ deficiency in the fund for the 
relief of sik and disabled seamen, $100,000. 


That isa large sum of money to ask the com- 
mittee to appropriate, but I will explain it. 
Jt will be remembered that a great calamity 
happened to the fleet of whalers on the North 
Pacifie ocean a few months ago. The entire 
fleet was frozen in, and after lying there for 
many months the crews were compelled. to 
abandon their ships and work their way home 
by the aid of our consuls, the Government, | 
as is usual, returning shipwrecked sailors to 
their homes. Theamount already audited for 
this purpose is a little more than $85,000, and 
the following letter from the Secretary of State, 
inclosing one from the acting Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury, will explain the reasons for this 
appropriation, which J am sure will commend 
itself to all the members of the committee: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, March 2, 1872. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy 
of a letter addressed to this Department by the act- 
ing Fifth Auditor of the Treasury, stating that there 
is a deficiency in the amount appropriated *‘ for the 
relief and protection of American seamen in foreign 
countries’ for the year ending June 30, 1872, owing 
to the large number of seamen rendered destitute by 
the disaster to the whaling fleet in the North Pacific 
ocean last autumn. Accounts amounting to $85,000 
for relief afforded these seamen have already been 
presented, and it is expected that others will be 
received, making necessary an appropriation of 
$100,000 to cover the deficiency. 9 

The committee are aware that the relief afforded 
to destitute American seamen in foreign countries is 
authorized and regulated by standing laws, and that 
although appropriations are necessary for the full 
amount: of such relief, such appropriations are in 
some degree. nominal, as a considerable proportion 
of the expenditure is dffset by the extra wages col- 
lected by consuls to meet in part this'charge. The 
amount of extra wages thus coHected and returned 
to the Treasury by consuls in the year ending June 
80, 1871, was $30,729 58. The disbursements by con- 
suls for the relief of seamen in the. same year, 
including loss by exchange, were $62,312 60. 

T have the honor to be, your obedient servant 

HAMILTON FISH. 

Hon. Jas. A. GARFIELD, Chairman of the Committee 

on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Vira Aupiror’s OFFICE, | 
: WASHINGTON, february 28, 1872. 
Sir: On account of the large number of seamen 
rendered destitute by the disaster to the whaling 
fleet inthe North Pacific ocean during the autumn 
of 1871, I have the honor to suggest that the sum of 
$100,000 may be appropriated for the relief and pro- 
tection of American seamen, in addition_to the 
amount required for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1872, Accounts amounting to. $85,000, for relief 
afforded the above seamen, have already been- pre- 
sented, ard others will yet be received, which will 
exhaust the remainder of the above-named amount. 
Very respectfully, aes 
J. B. MANN, Acting Auditor. 
Hon. HaurLtoN Fiss, . ; 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations, to offer 
as a paragraph under the head of ‘ miscella- 
neous’’ the following: 


To pay deficiencies in the salaries of the officers, 
clerks, and others in the office of the Assistant Treas~ 


oe New York city, for the present fiscal year, 


__ This is a deficiency explained by the follow- 
ing letter from the Secretary of the Treasury: 


TREASURY DEPARTNENT 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 23, 1872. 

Sır: I would respectfully invite your attention to 
the item of appropriation for salaries in the ofiee 
of the Assistant Treasurer at New York, contained 
in the legislative, executive, and judiciai appro- 
priation bill now pending in the House. Theamount 
therein reported is. $138,688, while the amount esti- 
mated às required for the service of the fiscal year 
was $148,942. (See hook of estimates1872-73, page 82.) 
This estimate was based upon the actual monthly 
expenditure for salaries, nd consideration whatever 


being given to emergencies which might arise, and | 


cannot, it is believed, be reduced without detriment 
to the business of the office. It will be remembered 
that the estimate for this purpose for the present 
fiscal year was reduced by nearly the same amount, 
and that, in consequence, it became necessary to 
submit a deficiency. : 

I earnestly recommend and hope that this ap- 
propriation may be imcreased to the amount above 
named, 

I am, very respectfully, i 

GEO. 5. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. Janes A. GARFIELD, M. ©., Chairman of the 

Committee on Appropriations, House of Representa- 

ives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now offer the 
following amendment : 


That the Speaker is hereby authorized to employ 
a private clerk at a salary of $1,800 per annum, and 
no appointment on the Doorkeeper’s rolls shali be 
made to take the place of the person hitherto de- 


j tailed as clerk to the Speaker, and from March 1 to 


the close of this fiscal year $600 is hereby appropri- 
ated for his salary, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not press that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I can explain 
it, and the gentleman can reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope the gentleman 
will not insist on it. This is provided for in 
a general bill which will certainly pass the 


Louse. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will explain 
the reason for offering the amendment here. 
The Speaker is now by the rules of the House 
milowed aclerk, detailed from the Doorkeeper’s 
force. 

The Vice President, the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate, is allowed in terms a private sec- 
retary. The Committee on Appropriations 
thought it hardly becoming that our Speaker 


should not be allowed in similar terms a4 


secretary ag well as the Presiding Officer 
of the other branch of Congress. That he 
should have a man detailed from the regular 
force of the Doorkeeper of the House is hardly 
fitting for the office. We thought he should be 
permitted to select his own clerk or secretary, 
and not be compelled to take one selected by 
the Doorkeeper. We simply allow the Speaker 
to appoint his own secretary, and then take 
one from the force of the Doorkeeper of the 


House. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. The propriety of allowing 
a secretary or clerk to the Speaker of this 
House is quite manifest. But, inasmuch as 
this whole matter of clerks is being provided 
for in the bill reported by tke gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. WILLARD, ] and inasmuch as 
it is desirable to have all. such officers-grouped 
together, unless there is some pressing neces- 
sity for passing this at this time, I hope the 
gentleman will not urge his proposition now. 

Mr. SARGENT. ‘That bill has not passed 
and may not pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no question but 
what it will pass, I suppose. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is very doubtful. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ifthat bill shall 
pass this provision will do no harm; ifit shall 
not pass, I am sure the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Hor{xax] would be unwilling to have this 


proposition fail because of the failure of that 

Ui A 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. There is no impropriety 

in this provision. 2 EA 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, Itis the espe- 


cial desire of the Speaker that if any gentle- 
man in this House objects to this proposition 
it shall be withdrawn. But I hope there will 
be no opposition to it. 

The amendment was then adopted. l 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam also in: 
structed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to move to further amend the bill by inserting 
that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the payment of the salary of the secretary: 
the Territory of New Mexico, as superintendent of 
public buildings and grounds, for the years ending 
June 30, 1871, and June 30, 1872, $2,000 ; and so. much 
of the second section of the act of July 27, 1868, as 
grants a salary to the secretary of said Territory, as 
superintendent of public buildings and grounds, is 
hereby repealed, the repeal to take effect at the end 

of the current fiscal year. wh 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The effect of 
this amendment will be to permanently reduce 
the salary of the secretary of the Territory 
of New Mexico after the close of the present 
fiscal year. The necessity for the amendment 
is this: it appears that by the construction 
given to the law the secretary of New Mexico 
has been receiving two salaries, one as secre- 
tary of the Territory, and one as superintend- 
ent of public buildings and grounds. The two 
salaries together make the whole amount of 
his compensation $8,000 a year. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations were. unwilling. to 
grant sò large a salary as this to: that officer, 
and in making up this deficiency they choose 
to append to it the condition that his salary 
shall hereafter be but $2,000 a year. ~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam also in- 
structed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to move the further amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. tre 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For putting a new roof on the custom and post 
office building at Newport, in the State of Rhode 
Island, to boso erected as to afford a new story, and 
for remodeling the interior of said building, an 
such other repairs as may be necessary, the sum of 


$11,241 75. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The official rè- 
port made to us is that the roof of that building 
is in such a condition that the whole contents 
of the building are in danger of injury unless 
the roof is replaced by another. And in replae- 
ing it, by expending this amount upon it they 
can make a Mansard roof, thus giving an ad- 
ditional story to the building, which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommend to be 
done. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am also, in- 
structed by the committee to move the further 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary, of the Treasury to pay 
certain gaugers employed in the thirty-second dig- 
trict of the State of New York, under the lato col- 
lector of internal revenue, J. F. Bailey, fees earned 
by fhem during a part of the month of March, 1870, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union rose informally, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Symrsox, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
of the following title, in which the concut- 
rence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 742) to amend section thirty- 
five of an act entitled ‘‘ Anact to redace titer- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes.” 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union resumed its session. ; 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have also directed me 
to move to amend by inserting the following: 
$ P. Rockwell, late mail contractor ‘in 
vih Geary, lanoo due him, $1,310 68. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Imake thé point of order 
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that this is an ordinary. private claim against 
the Government. f ; ; 
“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say to 
the gentleman that the Auditor of the Post 
Office, Department has sent to the Committee 
: on Appropriations an account stated in full, 
-ooavith bis certificate that the settlement of this 
“account in the Department has been regular, 
_but'that there is no fund to pay it. The work 
: was done, and the account was a long time in 
being adjusted. When adjusted there was no 
fand from which to pay it. 

“Mx. HOLMAN. That is the case with all 
this:class of claims. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say to 
the gentleman that this is not a claim ; it is 
simply a current account. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When did it accrue? : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In 1866. The 
work had been ended on the 30th of June in 
that year. 
during the past fiscal year, 

: : Mr HOLMAN. Here is a claim which 

accrued against the Government six years 

ago There are many claims of the same 
ind. .; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. I object to the 
gentleman calling this a ‘‘claim;’’ it is not a 
claim.’ A claim is a matter for the pay- 
ment of which there is no law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no law for the 
payment of this. If it is not a claim why was 
it not paid at the time the service was ren- 
dered, six years ago? This belongs to a class 
of irregular demands upon the Post Office De- 
partment, which are coming upon us almost 

aily. 

, Me, NIBLACK. My colleague [Mr. HoL- 
Man] will allow me to state that this is an 
account which has been auditedin the ordinary 
course of business, and it was not paid simply 
because the balance formerly applicable to the 
payment of this class of cases was, under a 

. law passed.a year or two ago, covered into 
-tho Treasury. The amendment now offered 
‘provides simply for the deficiency created by 
‘covering into the Treasury the money which 
would otherwise have been applied to the pay- 
‘ment of this account in the ordinary transac- 
tion of the routine business of the Depart- 
ment. In the opinion of the Committee on 
Appropriations this is not a claim, but simply 
a deficiency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
‘Ohio [Mr.:Garrre.p] will explain how this 
account has remained unadjusted for six years 
if it is a regular claim against the Post Office 
Department. There have been ample deficien- 
cies appropriated for the use of that Depart- 
ment during these six years. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I will read from a letter of 
‘the Postmaster General. 

: $ The: CHAIRMAN. As the Chair under- 
stands, the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] is waived. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Postmas- 
ter General in a letter respecting this matter 
says: 

“ Tt is understood that the reason this contractor 
was not paid in fall at the time of the rendition of 
the services was his omission to return in proper 
zeason his acknowledgement of moneys collected 
of postmasters; and the obstacle now to the payment 
by the Auditor of the balance is the legislation by 
Congress as contained in the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
sections of the legislative, exeoutive, and judicial 
appropriation act, approved July 12, 1870.” 

It will thus be scen that the provision of law 
adopted at the instance of the gentleman from 

- Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has rendered 
necessary special provision for cases of this 
kind. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by in- 

` serting the following provision : ; . 
For deficiency in the expenses of the secretary’s 

office of thé Territory of Arizona, rent of office, fuel, 

: lights, printing, postage, storage of furniture, &c., 


-. The amendment was adopted. 


The account. was not settled until 


Mr. SARGENT. I move further to amend 
by inserting the following: 

. For deficiency in the expenses of the secretary’s 
office of the Territory of Wyoming, fuel, lights, 
stationery, postage, &., $1,200. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not make a point of 
order on this amendment, though I think such 
a point would be sustained ; but I mustremark 
that there seems to be no branch of the Goy- 
ernment in which there are not deficiencies. 
It seems impossible to find any department in 
which the ordinary appropriations have any 
influence at all on the expenditures. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Chairman, this item 
is regularly estimated for on page 3 of the 
official estimates. If this can rightly be con- 
sidered a deficiency, it is so small as hardly 
to be worthy of remark, This occurred in 
several other Territories in this way. In the 
Territory of Arizona, for instance, there has 
been an unexpended balance of appropria- 
tion covered into the Treasury of some forty 
thousand dollars. A couple of years ago we 
changed the system of the meeting of the 
territorial Legislatures from annual: to bien- 
nial, in order to reduce expenses. Under 
this system there is still an appropriation of 
about twenty thousand dollars each year when 
the Legislature meets. Out of this sum of 
$20,000 these expenses are paid in the year 
when the Legislature meets. When there is 
no session of the Legislature and no appro- 
priation these expenses still run on. The 
attention of the committee has been called to 
four or five Territories which do not hold 
sessions this year of their Legislatures, and it 
is therefore necessary to make provision for 
the payment of these expenses. Arizona is 
one, and Wyoming is another, and a provision 
in reference to another Territory was inserted 
in an earlier part of the bill. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The key-note of all our mis- 
fortunes in reference to these deficiency bills 
is in our being told that we ought not to take 
notice of these smallitems. In my judgment, 
every one of these small items ought to be 
taken into account, and we ought to see to it 
that they are at once stopped. When we find 
items of this character in the deficiency bill, 
showing on the part of the public officers a 
defiance of the law, we should call attention 
to them at once. All these items we have seen 
in the deficiency bills year after year swell up 
into millions of dollars. I have seen the time 
in this House, and I have not been a member 
of it for as many years as other gentlemen 
who occupy seats on this floor, when a far less 
appropriation of money than this which is now 
asked would be deemed worthy of a debate 
running through most of the day. Gentle- 
men know that time has gone, and we will 
never have a proper adherence on the part of 
the officers of the Government to the appro- 
priations made by Congress until these smaller 
items are regarded, and we refuse to appro- 
priate money which has been expended in 
defiance of the law. - 

Mr.. SARGENT. The deficiency bill of 
this session is less than for any previoùs 
session of Congress. It is far less than the 
deficiency bill for the last four or five years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why should there be any 
deficiency bill? . 

Mr. SARGENT. Because it is impossible 
to calculate all contingencies in expending some 
three hundred million dollars. It is impos- 
sible to come nearer than within one or two 
million dollars. 

There is one part of the gentleman’s re- 
marks, so far as they apply to. this item, to 
which I will make one word of reply; I think 
the gentleman from Indiana might with pleas- 
ure participate in a debate over an item of a 
few hundred dollars extending through the 
whole day. It seems to me, however, when 
the matter is as plain as it is here, the time 
of the House could be devoted to a much 
better purpose. It occurs to me that there is 


as much misplaced jealousy in reference to 


these appropriations as honest indignation 
where it is deemed they are too much in 
amount. 

The pending amendment. was adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, including the District of Columbia, 
for jurors-and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of proseeu- 
tions for offensescommitted against the United States, 
for the safe-keeping of prisoners, and for the ex- 
penses which may be incurred in the enforcement of 
the act of February 28, 1871, for the four months 
ending June 30, 1872, $1,000,000. 

Mr. DUKE. I move to strike out the last 

four lines of that paragraph. I should like to 
inquire, before saying anything on the motion 
to strike out, whether the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations can tell the 
House what amount of this appropriation of 
$1,000,000 will be required to carry out this 
provision ? : 
~ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot answer 
the gentleman until I know how badly the class 
of people referred to are going to behave. If 
they are going to be obedient to law it would 
not cost anything; if not it will cost a good 
deal. Itdepends on the behavior of the friends 
of the gentleman from Virginia, 
_ Mr. DUKE. Ihave not troubled this House 
much since I have been here, and I wish to take 
this occasion to say something in reference to 
this provision. 

Mr. Chairman, I must say a few words in 
opposition to this section. Not to do so would 
be unjust to those of my constituents who have 
been greatly wronged under color of this law 
of February 28, 1871. This act is entitled 
tAn act to amend an act approved May 81, 
1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of this Union, and for other 
purposes.’’’ If its title had been “An act to 
prevent the free citizens of America from exer- 
cising their rights at the ballot-box, to intimid- 
ate and deter them from voting, to teach 
them that the elective franchise was only to be 
exercised with a due sense of the dangers of 
having tested on their own persons Gatlin- 
gun anes and the bayonet exercise,” it 
would have been much more appropriate than 
the present title. Is it nota fact notorious 
that in all the southern States this act is con- 
stantly brought to bear by the hired minions 
of power to deter citizens from the free exer- 
cise of the ballot? Do you call for proof, sir? 
It can be furnished at any time. Take my 
own State as anexample. Look at her; she 
was the great battle-ground; her fields were 
laid waste, her houses burned, many of her 
people homeless and houseless wanderers, 
scarcely a foot of her soil but was trod by 
armed soldiery, every bay and inlet along her 
coasts echoed the hoarse roar of artillery, with 
the gentle murmurs of every mountain stream- 
let were mingled the distant shouts of contend- 
ing armies, yet no sooner had General Lee 
surrendered than that remnant of her gallant 
sons who had followed their beloved leader 
upon a hundred battle-fields, repaired to their 
homes, and though desolationand destruction 
met their gaze on every side, they prepared to 
pursue the arts of peace with the same manly 
fortitude which they had displayed in war. 
From that hour to this no hostile gun has been 
fired within her borders; noarm hasbeen raised 
against the ‘supremacy of the law.’’ Even 
those whobaveclamored the loudest and fiercest 


‘against ‘‘ southern outrages” have been shamed 


into silence at the mention of the name of Vir- 
ginia. Every citizen, whatever his condition, 


‘has been fully protected in all of his rights by 


herownlaws, Your Ku Klux committee did not 
even deem it necessary to stop within her lim- 
its, Itis true that one of that. committee on 
his return home stated in a public speech, a 


‘copy of which. I had the honor to receive under 
his own frank, that the fires of the Ku Klux 


were smoldering in Virginia ready at any 
moment to burst forth, What was bis rea- 
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son for making this charge I cannot conjec- 
ture, unless he was emulous of the fame of 
Lemuel Gulliver or Baron Munchausen, It 
is a fact which cannot be denied that no 
State in this Union is more law-loving and 
law-abiding than my own, and yet, sir, not an 
election passes that some of her best citizens 
are not arrested and persecuted, not prose- 
‘cuted, under the provisions of this act. Do 
you want instances? I. can give you fifteen | 
or twenty without going out of my district. A 
short time after the general election in the fall 
of 1870 eight or ten of the most respectable 
citizens of my county were arrested under this 
law, carried one hundred miles from home, 
compelled to pay from one to two hundred 
dollars each in counsel fees and other charges, 
and then turned loose because there was not 
a scintilla of evidence that they had in the 
slightest respect violated thislaw. These citi- 
zens were arrested by a carpet-bag member of 
the Legislature, who relaxed from the grave 
duties of a legislator by occasionally acting as 
deputy United States marshal, spy, and in- 
former, and who, as I have been informed, 
received five dollars for each arrest. 

Among those arrested was a gentleman 
seventy years of age, a man who during his 
long life had never violated in the least par- 
ticular any law of the land, who had not even 
voted for ten years, and did not attend the 
election at that time. This man-was arrested 
at the dead hour of night at our county seat, 
where he had gone to attend to some business. 
He was not permitted to communicate with 
his family, was hurried off one hundred miles 
to Richmond, and after paying some two hun- 
dred dollars was discharged on payment of 
costs. What had he done, sir? I will tell 
you. He was very much pressed by some of 
his farm work—seeding wheat, perhaps. He 
employed some hands to assist in this press 
of work; they were employed by the day and 
paid by the day. Among them were two hands 
who occupied houses free of rent upon the 
premises; they generally worked out in the 
neighborhood; occasionally they worked by 
the day for this old gentleman, who furnished 
them with homes without charge. These two 
‘men not making their appearance on the day 
of election, the old gentleman hired two other 
hands in their places and pressed on with his 
work, Whenthe two men returned, having 
already supplied their places, he had no need 
for them; and for this offense he was arrested, 
hurried off to Richmond, and was taken before 
a United States commissioner. The only wit- 
nesses called were the two men; their state- 
ment of the case alone was heard. They showed 
how they had been made the dupes of the de- 
signing spy and informer. ‘With tears in their 
eyes they narrated the uniform kindness and 
consideration of their old master for their 
comfort; and, without calling a witness in his 
behalf, the old gentleman was at once dis- 
charged on their testimony. The United 
States deputy marshal, spy and informer, got 
his fees for making the arrest, and that was all 
he wanted. Lappealto my venerable friend who 
sits before me, [Mr. Bincuam,] and who, I 
know, has a kindly heart and generous disposi- 
tion, had such a wrong been perpetrated upon 
oneof his old venerable and venerated friends 
in Ohio, if his cloquent voice would not have 
been heard in thunder tones in denunciation 
of sucha law. Yet, sir, such outrages as I 
have described occur regularly after every 
election, State or Federal. I might give you 
other examples, but want of time forbids. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, permit me to 
say that as aħ humble citizen of this great 
Republic I shall obey the laws. When I 
entered this Chamber I took an oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States, and I in- 
tend to support it in all of its parts. As a 
Representative on. this floor of a portion of the 
American people, I shall cheerfully vote every 
dollar which may be necessary or proper to 
Maintain the honor of our common country 


at home and abroad; but, so help me God, I 
never will vote one cent for the pay of spies, 
informers, hirelings, whose only occupation is 
to prey upon thescanty substance of my people. 

Mr. PLATT. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. 
Duxe.] I listened carefully to the gentleman, 
but I failed to discover what his remarks had 
to do with the amendment he offered. He has 
made it the occasion of a speech upon legis- 
lation of this Congress, having no connection 
whatever with the subject now properly before 
the committee. 

I cannot permit some of the statements 
made by that gentleman to pass unchallenged 
here. While I fully agree with him that we 
have no Ku Klux organization in Virginia, 
that we never have had, so far as I know, and 
that it has never even been charged that we 
have had that organization, I do say that the 
intimidation of voters in that State has not 
been in consequence of laws of the Congress 
of the United States, passed as necessary acts 
for the protection of legal voters. And I do 
say further, thatthe party whichis represented 
dn this floor by the gentleman who has just 
spoken, having had the control of the State 
of Virginia, have by their acts in every pos- 
sible way, except by an organized Ku Klux 
system, intimidated voters and kept them from 
exercising the rights which the laws of this 
country declared they should have. 

Mr. DUKE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. The gentleman will please 
to wait until I get through. I wish to call the 
attention of the committee to an act passed by 
the Legislature of Virginia only a few weeks 
ago, and J challenge the history of this or any 
other country to produce a parallel to it. In 
the city of Norfolk, in my district, there is 
a considerable Republican majority, but by 
an unholy gerrymandering, the Legislature 
have thrown all the Republican majority iuto 
one part of the city, so that the common 
council is equally divided. We have in the 
council six Republicans and six Democrats, 
Of course, in these circumstances, nothing 
could be done. Everything wasata deadlock. 
There were Republican officers selected by the 
previous Republican council and by the peo- 
ple. Well, what did the Legislature of Vir- 
giniado? They passed a law giving one of 
the men in the council two votes, so that by 
one vote he could produce a tie and then give 
a casting and deciding vote; and to-day we 
have presented the spectacle of six men with 
seven votes—a state of things produced by the 
Legislature of Virginia to enable them to carry 
out partisan ends and to eject from office the 
Republicans elected by the people. 

Now, let me ask the gentleman to carry his 
mind back to the period two years ago, when 
in the city of Richmond G. W. Chahoon was 
elected mayor. It was supposed by his party 
that they were absolutely certain of carrying 
the city; but when the ballots came to be 
connted on the nightof the election they found 
to their astonishment that the Republican 
party had carried the city of Richmond, But 
what did they do? The law of Virginia re- 
quires that after the ballots aro counted they 
shall be putinabox, and that that box shall be 


carried by the officers of election and depos: j| 


ited with the clerk of the court. ‘The next 
morning after the election, while the officer of 
election of one of the wards was proceeding 
with the box containing the ballots to deposit 
them with the clerk of the court, he was 
attacked in broad daylight in the streets of 
Richmond by men in disguise, the box taken, 
and its contents scattered to the winds. 

And although the result of the election was 
on record, signed by every officer of election, 
the judges of election, when they came. to 
make the count, threw out the votes of that 
ward on the ground that the law had not been 
complied with, because the votes had not been 
deposited with the clerk. of the court. And 


the gentleman's party to-day, as the -fruit of 


that villainy, are holding, in defiance of the : 
majority of the voters of Richmond, all the « 


offices of that city.. They do'go in consequence 


of that violation. of law and justice committed 


in broad daylight in the city of Richmond; and 
for which no living man has ever been pun- 
ished in any way or manner. : 

In the gentleman’s own district, tco, the 
election officers, all Democrats, appointed by 
a partisan jadiciary, by acts of omission never 
punished, have vitiated election after election 
by failing to count the ballots or open the 
polis, as the law required them to do. Sir, 
there has not been a single prosecution or 
conviction in Virginia against any. one for 
these open, palpable violations of the law, 
which gives every man aright to vote once, 
where there ought to have been five thousand. 

Now, I charge that all over Virginia, at every 
election held there since the war, since the 
passage of the reconstruction acts, these things 
have occurred. What do you see to-day in 
the city of Norfolk? Whenever an election 
occurs there, in defiance of a law which says 
there shall be no distinction, they have two 
ballot boxes, one for the white men and 
one for the colored men. The election offi- 
cers take fifteen minutes or half an hour to 
take the vote of a colored man, while a white 
man votes in thirty seconds. At every. elec- 
tion in Norfolk and in Richmond when the 
polls close there are hundreds of colored men 
standing on the street who have been deprived 
of the right to vote by the action of the of- 
cers of the election delaying them in that way, 

Sir, I would like to meet my colleague [Mr. 
Duze] or any other member of his party to 
discuss this question. It is not germane here. 
It has been interjected here out of place. I 
leave the subject for the present. 1 shall be 
ready to meet my colleague or any of his party 
friends at an appropriate time to discuss this 
question on the facts. ; 

Mr. RAINEY. I move to strike out the last 
word. Iregret, Mr. Chairman, very much that 
at this time a discussion of this character has 
been opened on this floor. I believe the time 
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will come when the atrocities committed in the °: 


southern States will be fairly exhibited here, 
and also made known to the country by records 
and other official declarations: I congratulate 
the gentleman from Virginia-[Mr. Duge] on 
being able to say to the House that the State 
of Virginia is in a condition of peace and quiet ; 
that throughout her broad domain quietude 
and safety are extended to each and every citi- 
zen. I would, sir, that I could say as much 
for the State that I have the honor in part: to 
represent, 

Sir, that State has not enjoyed a peace and 

uiet commensurate with that of Virginia, and 
Tevald only attribute the difference to the fact 
that we have got there a large loyal element, 
an element of men who are determined to 
stand by the General Government, who are 
determined to stand by the interests of the 
great party which we have espoused in our 
political infancy. I say, sir, that because we 
have thus acted, and have dared as men, on 
the establishment of our manhood ; to declare 
our sentiments to the country and cast. our 
ballots as we think best, we have been per- 
secuted, maltreated, murdered, and in every 
way abused, not only men, but helpless women 
and children, be it said to the shame of these 
white citizens of South Carolina who..perpe- 
trated these atrocities. shade eee 

I, sir, for one, stand here in favor of voting 
every dollar that may be necessary to carry 
on these prosecutions until every man in the 
southern States shall know that this Govern- 
ment has a strong arm, and that there is a power 
here that will make them feel that if they will 
not obey the statutes of the country they shall 
be made to bow submissively to those enact- 
ments at the point of the bayonet, be they 
white or black: ae 

Mr, Chairman,I-have not time allowed me 
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to enter fally into a discussion of this ques- 
tion.: If I had thought it would have come 
up to-day, I-would have had facts and figures 
here to substantiate every assertion that I 
makes bat it so happens that the question 
has, been sprung upon us here; not because 
‘it ig germane to the ‘subject under consider- 
ation, but to allow the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dogs] to give vent to his pent- 
up spleen, and express his opposition to 


the enactments of the first session of this | ; j 
| upon public and personal liberty. 


Congress. 

I hope, sir, that his amendment will not 
prevail. I trust that Congress will feel it to be 
its duty sternly, strenuously, and unflinchingly 


to see that the laws be enforced in every part | 


of this country. We have provided that men 
charged with violating. the laws of the land 


shall betried. If not'guilty, they will go ‘‘ stot- | 
free 3’ but if they are guilty then let them be | 


put in the penitentiary, or otherwise punished, 
whether white or black, southern or northern 
men, i 


The assertion that it is the carpet-baggers | 


who are bringing about all the trouble in the 
South is untrue. The great trouble has been 
brought about by the fact that the southern 
people have failed to obey the laws giving 
equal protection to all; and because we have 
presumed to be loyal to the Government, and 
support the laws, they have been trying to 
exterminate us. 

In conclusion, I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted, and that an appropriation of 
$1,000,000 will be adopted by the committee, 

Mr. COX. I do not propose to reply to the 
remarks which have just been made. But I 
desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill to the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated in this one item of 
deficiency, the round sum in a lump, of 
‘$1,000,000. Ithink we on this side of the 
House are’ entitled to a bill of particulars. 
My friend from Indiana (Mr. Horman] hands 
më the statute and calls my attention to the 
‘appropriation of last Congress for the current 
fiscal year. It shows what the United States 
courts ‘cost us during this year. T read from 
the statute : 

“Bor defraying tho exponses of the Supreme Court 
and circuit and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; and also for 
jurors and witnesses, and likewise for detraying the 
expenses of suits in which the United States are 


concerned, and of prosecuting offonses committed 
against the United 


of prisoners, $2,000, 


Now we are asked to appropriate $1,000,000 
more, as a deficiency, without being furnished 
with the details. We are entitled to challenge 
such a proposition, 

I do not care to argue now how the Ku 
Klax matter affects Virginia. Especially do 
Inot care to inquire the provocation for the 
Ku Klux in South Carolina, or whether blacks 
or whites are concerned in it. We have that 
matter in our reports and documents here. It 
will be fully debated at the proper time. But 
ifthere ever was a corporate body thoroughly 
and disgracefully corrupt with détestable pu- 
trescence, it is the State government of South 
Carolina, both black and white, and especially 
the black, 

But here is $1,000,000 for a deficiency in 
the expenses of our courts. That makes in all 
$3,000,000 per'annum. Forwhat? To carry 
out the Ka Kinx bill? To carry out the proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States, 
practically setting aside the writ of habeas 
corpus, and declaring the law of force? 

Sir, have we forgotten the old muniments 
of liberty? Have we forgotten the speeches 
made-so recently on the other'side of the House 
against the Ku Klux bill? I hold in my hand 
here two speeches made by eloquent and able 
gentlemen from my native State of Ohio. One 
of them was by Mr. Groesbeck, the purest of 
the Ohio statesmen. He denounced this Ku 
Klug legislation with keen analysis and truth- 
fal. eloquence. His eloquence evoked the 


prates, and for the safe-keeping } 


indignation of the nation. I have here in 
my hand another speech against the suspen- 
sion of the writ of habeas corpus and against 
martial law and against the Ku Klux bill. 
It is one of the most cogent, learned, and 
eloquent speeches ever delivered in Congress. 
It was made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD.] He is the same gentleman who 
now has charge of this bill. He is now seek- 
ing to give $1,000,000 to carry out that which 
he said was a glaring and unmitigated outrage 
I wish I 
had time to boil down that speech for the 
information of the House. : 

Mr. DICKEY. If it is so good it does not 
need boiling. 

Mr. COX It might improve it to boil it 
down. There is somewhat of persiflage and 
much of eloquent remark, yet I would be 
proud to be the author of that speech, When 
my friend made that speech in defiance of his 
side of the House, and with the support and 
sympathy of this side, he seemed to have had 
the divine afflatus. He seemed to draw his 
inspiration from sources where you gentle- 
men do not get your inspiration generally. 
[Laughter. ] 

But I wish to call attention to the details of 
this matter. Why are they not given to us? 
It is proposed to appropriate a round million 
of dollars to execute some of these laws in 
addition to the $2,000,000 that was appropri- 
ated last year. What is the meaning of it? 
Is it to affect the presidential election? Is 
it to strike down Judge Davis and the Labor 
Reformers—Judge Davis, who is so eulogized 
in the speech of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] in the Milliken case, as the judicial 
champion of habeas corpus and the constitu- 
tional opponent of martial law? What does 
the gentleman mean by this deficiency appro- 
ptiation of $1,000,000 extra? 

I am against deficiency bills; I agree with 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. Horman] that 
deficiency bills are wrong. I have so often 
denounced them—— 

Mr. DAWES. How would my friend pay 
this deficiency ; by a draft? 

Mr. COX. I would draw on the States of 
Massachusetts aud Pennsylvania, which have 
got so much money from the people of this 
country by their bad tariffs, 

Mr. DAWES. Then it woald be paid if 
those States were drawn on for it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman wants to know 
where the deficiency is to come from. 

Mr. DAWES. Massachusetts and Pennsyl- 
vania could pay the deficiency themselves, 
although New York may ask to be excused. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman wants to make 
a point on me, as to shipping lost-—— 

Mr. DAWES. No; but the gentleman says 
he is opposed to all deficiency bills. A defi- 
ciency bill is to pay a debt; and as my friend 


is opposed to deficiency bills, I ask him in all |] 


good faith how we would pay debts of this kind? 

Mr. COX. I am opposed to moral defi- 
ciency; I am opposed to political deficiency ; 
and I am opposed to these fiscal deficiencies. 
[Laughter] I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
unless we shall have the moral courage to 
rebuke this system, by voting down some of 
these deficiency bills, we shall continue to 
run the Government into profligacy, as it has 
been running. I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has been answered, for he bows 
as if he were satisfied. [Laughter.] Why, Mr. 
Chairman, my honored friend from Massachu- 
setts knows the encouragement which these 
bills give to the Departments to create further 
deficiencies. I think I have heard him fulmin- 
ate in this House against these deficien- 
cies. It seems to me that they deserve our 
emphatie protest. 

In this case I feel it especially my duty to 
call attention to the subject, because here is 
a matter affecting personal liberty. Here is 
an expenditure of $1,000,000 to take citizens 


„away trom their homes, away from the vicin- 


1 


age, ‘in violation of Magna Charta and the 
Bill of Rights, where théy could have fair trial, 
It is an expenditure to sustain the President 
in suspending the writ of habeas corpus in a 
time of profound peace, when there was no 
necessity for such a measure, according to my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] Iremem- 
ber that gentleman’s remarks so well that I 
ean almost quote them verbatim. His lan- 
guage was something like this: ‘Sir, I have 
fought one war; I do not want to fight an- 
other: This is not a time of war.’ I deny the 
right of the President or Congress to exercise 
these extraordinary functions at this time, 
when there is or should be peace in the coun- 
try. Therefore I oppose these despotic meas- 
ures. 

All this trouble comes from a little desire 
for electioneering ; a little preparation for the 
presidential contest. Wedo not know what 
is in store for us this year. 

Mr. TAFFE. Thatisso. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘I suppose that 
there is in store for the gentleman’s party the 
same that has happened to it.for six or eight 
years past. ‘ 

Mr. COX. Sir, I look to the fature with 
perfect content. It is the general impression 
on this side of the House and with the majority 
of the people of the country that there is 
‘t something rotten in Denmark.” For all 
that I know, you, gentlemen on the other side, 
may succeed in continuing your power. You 
may have the majority in the next Congress. 
But, sir, I believe that your President and all 
those who have contributed to elevate and 
sustain him will receive the moral condemna- 
tion of the people and a political verdict against 
them next fall. This is my serious judgment. 
I give it for the encouragement of friends and 
the discouragement of foes. 

We may as well look the matter in the face. 
You, gentlemen, know, if you do not confess 
it, that it would be a wise and good thing to 
change the Administration now and then even 
though the Democrats should obtain power. 
Why, I have heard some of you say that the 
country was in such a bad condition that any 
change would be for the better. You charge 
corruption on us, You say that in New York 
and other places we are bad. Well, we have 
been somewhat bad. But I heard 'a distin- 
guished gentleman say the other day that the 
Democratic party could not have success unless 
it was clean, while if the Republican party 
should be washed out, it would die in two 
months. I believe it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I am always delighted to- listen to my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Cox,] and this particu- 
lar speech it has given great delight to hear 
for many years. lt is none the less welcome 
to-day because it is an old familiar friend ; its 
repetition associates the eloquence of the 
present with the memories of the past. But 
before I notice any special topics of his speech 
rélating to any political phase of the paragraph 
under consideration, I desire in justice to 
the gentleman and to the committee to state 
the facts in regard to this appropriation. From 
the first establishment of our judicial depart- 
ment up to this time, what has been known 
as the Judicial fund has consisted of two ele- 
ments: fitst, the appropriation of money out 
of the Treasury; second, fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures arising from the decrees of the 
courts of the country. From these two sources 
the judiciary fund has been kept up. ; 

The provision of the law approved July 12, 
1870, at the instance of my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] has encountered a 
great deal of opposition in the various depart- 
ments of the Government, and has wrought 
many changes in the mode of transacting the 
fiscal business. That law provides that all 
unexpended balances shall at the end of each 
fiscal year be covered into the Treasury. The 
Committee on Appropriations have received 
several letters urging that the provision of that 


1872. 
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act shall be so far repealed as not to cover into 
the Treasury the surplus balances of the judi- 
ciary fund. It was urged that we could never 
tellin advance how much would be needed, 
and the work of the courts ought to go unim- 
peded. But the Committee on Appropriations 
have so great a respect for that provision of 
law that they have not assented to the request 
of the Department of Justice in this regard. 

Now, in the year just closed there was a 
balance of $1,745,914 88 in this judiciary fund, 
arising from fines, forfeitures, and penalties of 
the last two years; and alsoa fund of $768,000 
of former accumulated and unexpended bal- 
ances, making about two and a half million 
dollars in the judiciary fund unexpended, and 
which, but for the provision of the law of 
July, 1870, would be available for the pur- 
poses of that Department. On the 30th day 
of June last that large sam was covered back 
into the Treasury. Asa matter of course, it 
left the Department of Justice with no fund 
except the amount appropriated for the current 
year. 

During the last six years the total expend- 
iture on account of the judiciary fund, stated 
in round numbers, was as follows: in 1866 the 
amount expended was $1,362,000; in 1867, it 
was $1,614,000; in 1868, $1,789,000; in 1869, 
$2,075,000 ; in 1870, $2,215,000, and in 1871, 
$2,769,000. Now, thecommittee will see that 
from 1866 down, our total annual expenditures 
from the judiciary fund, the expenditures have 
risen from $1,833,833 to $2,750,000; and the 
appropriations have been comparatively small, 
ranging from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 a year, 
for the reason that the receipts from fines and 
forfeitures and penalties usually amounted to 
a larger sum than the amount annually appro- 
priated. Now for the first time that whole sum 
arising from fines, forfeitures, and penalties 
has gone back into the Treasury, and we must 
appropriate the whole amount required for the 
expenses of the judiciary. There is the mys- 
tery. This is the huge cat which the gentleman 
thinks is concealed under the meal. 

If gentlemen will notice the appropriations 
already made for the present fiscal year, they 
will find that it was $2,000,000. My friend 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawss,] knowing 
that he had cut off the supply from fines, 
forfeitures, and penalties, and not knowing 
precisely what amount would be needed 
ti lumped’? the gross amount of $2,000,000, 
and waited to see how far it would go. The 
total amount needed for the present year is 
now estimated at $1,000,000 more than was 
appropriated. The total expense last year 
was $2,769,000, and if the deficiency now 
asked for for the current year be all used up, 
it will make the total expense for this year 
only $231,000 more than the total expendi- 
tures of last year. If the whole amount of 
increase were required to enforce the Ku Klux 
law, about which the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Cox] is so much troubled, it would 
still be not an extravagant increase. But 
there are several other items of increase be- 
sides the Ku Klux law. 

Mr. COX. How much did the judiciary 
cost in 1860, in a time of peace? 

Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot answer 
that question at this moment. 

Mr. COX. I have the statement showing 
that the cost now is three times. as much. In 
1860, under Democratic rule, the expense was 
$1,000,000, and there was no deficiency bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave now a 
list of the appropriations running back to 
1860. In 1860 $1,000,000 was appropriated, 
and in 1861, 1862, and 1863, $1,000,000 was 
appropriated each year, and so it runs on, 
one year only $304,000 being appropriated, 
and some years the appropriation was $1,500,- 
000. The gentleman seems not to know or 
seems to have forgotten that during every one 
of these years all ‘the fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures were added to that fund, and ex- 
pended when found necessary without any 
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specific apprepriation of law. He. will there- 
fore see that the amounts annually appropri- 
ated do not show the annual expenditures, 
But I have said that the amount needed for the 
present year will be greater than for the last, 
and for several reasons. In the first place, 
we are now paying a larger compensation to, 
jurors than was paid before 1871. We in- 
creased the fee paid to jurors by the act of 
July 15, 1870, from two-to three dollars a 
day. In the second: place, the reconstruction 


acts and the Ku Klux acts have increased 


our expenditures. Third, the naturalization 
law of July 14, 1870, also increased the judi- 
cial expenses of the Government. Finally, 
under our late law creating a Department of 
Justice, all special counsel before paid by 
different Departments, War, Navy, and Inte- 
rior, &c., are now paid from the judiciary fund. 
The following letter from the Department of 
Justice gives a full official statement of facts 
which I have presented in substance : 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, December 29, 1871. 
Sir: Permit me to call your attention to the ne- 
cessity of promptly supplying the deficiency in the 
appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1872, for defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, &c., commonly known as the “judi- 
ciary fund.” ° 
, This appropriation in the act of March 3, 1871, 
‘‘for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, and for other 
purposes,” is $2,000,000. (16 United States Statutes, 
page 498.) 
The amounts expended under a similar appropri- 
mion for several years prior to the present were as 
oilows: 


For the year ending June 30, 1866...........$1,362,606 06 


For the year ending June 30, 1867, . 1,614,877 59 
For the year ending June 30, 1868 1,789,177 76 

or the year ending June 30, 18 . 2,075,892 89 
For the year ending June 30, 18 . 2,215,767 84 
For the year ending June 30, 18 - 2,769,034 08 


Alarge part orf each of these sums was derived 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, which are now 
withdrawn from the judiciary fund and go directly 
into the Treasury, ; 

The increase is partly accounted for by the steady 
growth of the judicial business of the country. It 
is estimated that about threo hundred thousand dol- 
lars of the increaso during the last ycar was caused 
by the increased compensation of jurors under the 
act of RI uly 15, 1870. (16 United States Statutes, 
page 363. 

ertain other recent statutes have added to the 
drafts upon this appropriation. Among them are 
the ‘‘enforcement acts” of May 31, 1870, and April 
20, 1871, the naturalization act of July 14, 1870, and 
the “amended enforcement act” of February 28, 
1871. These acts largely increase the expenses for 
witnesses, jurors, prisoners, and the incidental 
charges connected with the courts; all of which are 
defrayed out of the fund in question. È 

By the effect of the act to establish the Depart- 
ment of Justice, this fund is now burdened with the 
expense of special counsel for the Government—a 
burden which was previously distributed among the 
Departments. 

It will be perceived that the amount appropriated 
for this year is less than has been required for the 
purposes of this appropriation in each of the three 
next preceding years. 

The amount drawn from this fund from the Ist of 
July last to the 15th instant is $1,393,963 07 

The present appropriation will probably be ex- 
hausted by the end of February next. The great 
increase in the criminal business now coming before 
the courts must be considered in estimating the 
amount necessary to complete the present fiscal 
year. 

Iam satisfied that it would not be prudent to 
appropriate less than $1,000,000 to supply the defi- 
ciency. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A.T. AKERMAN, Attorney General. 
Hon. JAMES A. GARRFIELD, Chairman Committee on 

Appropriations, House of Representatives, Wash- 

ington, 

For myself I have endeavored to keep pol- 
itics out of these appropriation bills, for I 
have been anxious to push forward the public 
business. But if gentlemen on the other side 
are anxious to turn ordinary public business 
into partisan political discussion they will find 
plenty of gentlemen on this side ready to meet 
them. 

I did fully criticise the Ku Klux bill as it 
was first introduced in the House, and, with 
the aid of other gentlemen on this side actin 
with me, many changes were made in the bil 
before. it became a law. The provision for 
martial law was stricken out. And the trials 
provided for in the law as it now stands are 


trials before the civil courts of the United 


‘States, trials of citizens who commit atrocious 
crimes against the lives, liberty, and property 
of citizens of the United States. I have no 
doubt that this House will cheerfully appro: 
priate the sums: necessary to maintain the 
courts of the country.. PP he 

Mr. NIBLACK... L believe I was not pres- 
ent when this particular paragraph was consid: 
ered by the Committee on Appropriations, and, 
therefore I.do not consider myself responsible 
for it in any way. It is avery large deficiency, 
and in the absence of a detailed statement of 
the items composing it, I, for one, do not feel 
like voting so large a sum for the purpose deg- 
ignated. I am the more impelled to. this 
course by reason of the extraordinary duties 
we have imposed upon the judges by our legis- 
lation the last few years, and f firmly believe, 
so faras Ican have any belief in regard to such 
a question, that many of those laws imposing 
duties upon the judiciary of the country are 
unconstitutional and void, and I am disposed 
to vote appropriations, very sparingly for the 
purpose of enabling those laws tobe executed, 

While I am not prepared, sir, to say that 
this item is not needed by the public service, 
yet as I have not sufficient evidence of that 
fact, I, for one, will vote to strike it out, Į will 
vote for no appropriation of this kind which 
I am not satisfied, from some evidence or other 
calculated to bring conviction to my mind, is 
absolutely necessary to carry on the ordinary 
routine business of the courts. I donot want 
to do that which is illiberal. If I have fallen 
into any error in matters of this sort it is that 
Iam disposed to be too indulgent to appeals 
made from the Departments and from the ex- 
ecutive authority for money with which to carry 
on the Government. We are dependent on the 
Departments and on the officers of the Gov- 
ernment for the grounds on which we vote 
away money every day. We cannot examine 
all the items, and we have to rely very much 
on the Departments for the information we 
get in regard to the amounts which we vote. 

In the absence, then, of that information 
which I think we ought to have on questions: 
of this kind, I shall, as one member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, vote to strike 
out this particular item that it may be reserved 
for future consideration. ER 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, rose. f 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on 
this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I renew it for 
the purpose of enabling me to submit a few 
remarks to the committee. It is well known 
that I opposed what is termed the Ku Klux 
bill. I voted against it on the ground that it 
was unconstitutional; not because I doubted 


T withdraw the 


the fact that there existed in the southern 


States combinations against the free exercise 
of the rights of citizens, but simply on consti- 
tutional grounds. A number of gentlemen 
are now opposing this appropriation for the 
same reason, I presume, because they consider 
it unconstitutional. Upon that point I differ 
from them. The law while it stands upon our 
statute-books must be recognized as constitu- 
tional, and although I was opposed to itat thẹ 
time of its passage, I cannot vote against an 
appropriation for its execution ag longas it” 
stands unrepealed or has not been decided to. 
be unconstitutional by the judicial tribunals 
of our country. I think it would be -impoli- 
tic far us to take such a position as. that 
with reference to laws enacted by this body. 
Why, sir, if that principle should be adopted, 
gentlemen here might go back.and object to 
every appropriation which involves the pay- 
ment of money to members of the House sent 
here under the reconstruction policy of the 
Government. To be consistent in carrying 
out the principle they. must do that. Now, I 
do not think it is politie to go back upon mat- 
ters inthis way. We must acceptthese matters 
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‘as.we find them in the statute-books. If it 
takes one or two million dollars to enforce 
< this law, we have to appropriate the money 

for that purpose so long as the law stands upon 
‘our statute book. i 
>The Representatives of the people of the 
>- United States should vote all the necessary 

“appropriations for carrying out the laws of 

the Government until these laws are decided 

to be unconstitutional by the courts of our 

‘country or are repealed. ` Consistency in legis- 

lation requires us to do that whether we 

believe the law to be unconstitutional or not; 
and I am astonished to find gentlemen on this 
side of the House opposing the appropriation 
on the grounds they have assigned. I make 
these remarks in order that my vote on this 

bill may be fally understood; and, while I 

deem the law unconstitutional, no man would 

‘yote more faithfully appropriations to carry it 

out than I will while it stands upon the statute- 

‘pook unrepealed. + ; 

ii Mr. BARRY. Mr. Chairman, I am not 

much surprised that the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. Cox] should oppose this appropri- 
“ation, But, sir, L am somewhat surprised at 

. the anathema which he has seen fit to hurl 
: against the colored people of South Carolina, 

knowing his pretentions, in common with the 

rest of his party, of being their best friends. 

Sir, when the colored people of the United 

States were a source of strength to the Dem- 

ocratic party, a hobby upon which they rode 

into power for years, the gentleman and his 

Democratic associates loved Mr. Colored Man 

well enough. ([Laughter.] But the moment 

they become an auxiliary to the Republican 

‘party, the grandest party that ever blessed 

‘this or any other nation, he stands like others 
` ‘ready to denounce the colored people of 

‘South Carolina, and I presume of the South 

‘generally. I am unable to understand how 
’ ithe gentleman, without forfeiting every claim 


ae ‘to honesty and fair dealing, can oppose an 


' appropriation which has been made necessary 
by the Democratic: party itself.. But for the 
‘infamous Brodhead letter which secured to a 
certain gentleman a position upon the Dem- 
ocratic ticket in the last campaign, the Ku 
Klux law would have been unnecessary. I 
speak from an experience of seventeen year’s 
residence in the South, and know of what I 
speak, I am fully convinced that the people 
‘of the southern States were willing to abide 
by the results of the war and act in good faith 
toward the Government, but when that letter 


was circulated telling them that the recon- - 


struction acts were revolutionary, null and 
void, they instituted their Ku Klux organiza- 
tions; and hence the law passed last session 
was made necessary by the acts of the Demo- 
cratic party itself. And this is still another 
¥eason why the gentleman ought to be willing 
to pay: the expenses incurred to the country. 
And yet'I.am surprised that the gentleman 
stands here ready and willing to defend his 
friends, a number of whom have gone to the 
penitentiary at Albany, New York, from South 
Carolina. These men-whipping, women-out- 
Yyaging, throat-cutting, murderous scoundrels 
always have and always will vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and hence, again, I am not sur- 
prised that the gentleman from New York, or 
any other gentleman on that side of the House, 
stands up here ready to defend them and de- 
nounce the poor men whom they held for years 
in bondage and at the same time used as an 
auxiliary to keep themselves in power year 
after year; and now that these people have 
the. opportunity to throw the weight of their 
influence in the other scale, they are fit sub- 
jects only for the denunciation of these gen- 
tlëmen, 2 iS 
Let me say, in conclusion, to the gentleman 
from New York thatthe people of the. South 
hold in as utter contempt that gentleman and 
` bis supporters as he can possibly hold the col- 
` gred people of this country. 
: Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, I am utterly sar- 


prised at the attack made upon me by this 
gentleman; I beg his pardon, but I do not 
remember what State he represents; I think 
not South Carolina; perhaps Alabama or 
Louisiana. E 

Mr. BARRY. I havethe honor to represent 


-in part a State that the Democratic party have 


never been able to assail on this floor. ; 

Mr. COX. What is the name of the State? 

Mr. BARRY. I have the honor to represent 
in part the State of Mississippi, which even the 
Democratic party on this floor has never been 
able to assail. Sat 

Mr. COX. I appreciate the State of Mis- 
sissippi; it acted with a great deal of decorum, 
and had a very honorable Governor, now I be- 
lieve in the Senate. I heard aspeech from him 
the other day in favor of amnesty—Governor 
Acorn. I was.very proud to hear him. 

The gentleman has called me to account for 
speaking harshly of the colored people of 
South Carolina. I donot know what special 
interest he has to defend the people of South 
Carolina. I did not assail the colored people 
of South Carolina exclusively. I referred to 
the people of South Carolina, white and black, 
and the gentleman must have heard me do it. 
Because there was a little more emphasis 
upon the word “black’’ than upon the word 
‘‘white,’? I could not help that in speaking, 
because that was the climax, for there were 
more blacks than whites in the State. 

Mr. BARRY. Did not the gentleman say, 
“ especially the blacks?’ ` 

Mr. COX. Certainly, I said so; and I repeat 
it now. Ihave more respect for some blacks 
than for some whites. “ , 

Mr. BARRY. The gentleman is not alone 
in that, . ` 

Mr. COX. Ihave seen these colored men 
come in here session after session, and I have 
felt that they have shown a great deal of kindly 
sympathy, not only toward their old masters, 
but toward other white men in this House. 
have seen them vote for amnesty when white 
members here were cherishing anti-Christian 
malice in their hearts against their neighbors. 
I have never said a harsh word against a col- 
ored member here. This side of the House 
has never used an opprobrious epithet toward 
them. I am proud to say that they have never 
deserved it. I wish they would sometimes come 
forward a little more promptly in defense of their 
own race, instead of leaving these malicious 
and selfish white men to defend them, IJintro- 
duced not long since a resolution in regard to 
slavery in Cuba, and I would have liked to 
have seen the colored men in this House come 
forward in support of that resolution. Yester- 
day when my colleague [Mr. Woop] brought 
forward a petition from colored men who had 
been outraged and despoiled by the freedman’s 
friend, General Howard, why then did not 
these special guardians of the wards of the 


nation come forward, instead of sitting here- 


with the poor man’s plaster over their mouths? 
They had not a word to say about the colored 
men who have been oppressed in this Dis- 
trict? 

I defend the colored men when they act 
nobly and kindly, as they have in regard to 
amnesty. I defend them here as I defended 
them at home. When the gentleman speaks 
about Tammany, the only reproach I have 
had against me in this House in connection 
with Tammany is that I made a speech in 
favor. of the kind senator from my district, 
Michael Norton. With my hearty concur- 
rence, after the adoption of the fifteenth amend- 
ment, he it was who introduced a bill in the 
senate of New York, and carried it through 
the Legislatnre, to wipe out all property and 
other qualifications imposed upon the negroes, 
and to leave them free to vote in that part of 
the city where the largest number of the col- 
ored people live; where the Zion church is 
situated; where the great and good Dr. Gar- 
nett preaches. In my district the negroes were 
protected against all prejudice and violence; 


— een 


even in that part of the city of New York which 


| is so much maligned. 


Iam proud to be‘able to say here, and to 
let it ring all through the South, so that the 
colored men may hear it and understand it 
when they vote, that their worst, most malig- 
nant, most inveterate, if not detestable ene- 
mies here are some of those white men who 
care nothing for them except to gain their 
votes, and dismiss them to the miseries of 
their race. 

[Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. es 

Mr. DAWES. I renew it. 

Mr. BARRY. I hope the gentleman will 
yield to me for a moment. , l 

Mr. DAWES.  Iwillyieldto the gentleman. 

Mr. BARRY. The last remark made by 
the gentleman from New York is as true, if 
not more so, than any other he made during 
his speech. The gentleman says he has stood 
up here in defense of the poor blacks in Cuba. 

ould he make there a republic such as we 
had in Mississippi and elsewhere in the South 
at the close of the war, where there was & sys- 
tem of peonage more damnable and fiendish in 
its character than was the system of slavery 
itself with all its horrors? Sir, if that is the 
sympathy which he proposes to extend to the 
suffering blacks of Cuba, I think his sympathy 
is certainly ill-timed, and the Republicans, 
either upon this floor or elsewhere in this 
country, can very well appreciate its value. 
We know very well the sympathy of that gen- 
tleman and his party for the colored people of 
the South since the war, to say nothing of their 
feeling toward them during and previous to the 
war. : 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my amendment 
in order that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. RAINEY] may renew it. `` 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, Irenew the 
amendment. The remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] in rela- 
tion to the colored pedple of South Carolina 
escaped my hearing, as I was in the rear of 
the Hall when they were made, and I did not 
know that any utterance of that kind had 
emanated from him. I have always enter- 
tained a high regard for the gentleman from 
New York, because I believed bim to be a 
useful member of the House. He is a gentle- 
man of talent and of fine education, and I 
have thought heretofore that he would cer- 
tainly be charitable toward a race of people 
who have never enjoyed the same advantages 
that he has. If the colored people of South 
Carolina had been accorded the same advan- 
tages—if they had had the same wealth and 
surroundings which the gentleman from New 
York has had, they would have shown to this 
nation that their color was.no obstacle to their 
holding positions of trust, political or other- 
wise. Not having had those advantages, we 
cannot at the present time compete with the 
favored race of this country; but perhaps if 
our lives are spared, and if the gentleman from 
New York and other gentlemen on that side 
of the House will only accord to us right and 
justice, we shall show to them that we can 
be useful, intelligent citizens of this country. 
But if they will continue to proscribe us, if 
they will continue to cultivate prejudice against 
us, if they will continue to decry the negro 
and crush him under foot, then you cannot 
expect the negro to rise while the Democrats 
are trampling upon him and his rights, We 
ask you, sir, to do by the negro as you ought 
to do by him in justice. 

If the Democrats are such staunch friends 
of the negro, why is it that when propositions 
are offered here and elsewhere looking to the 
elevation of the colored race, and the exten- 
sion of right and justice to them, do the Dem- 
ocrats array themselves in,unbroken phalanx, 
and vote against every such measure?- You, 
gentlemen of that side of the House, have voted 
against all the recent amendments to the Con: 
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stitution, and the laws enforcing the ‘same. 
Why did you do it? I answer, because those 
measures had a tendency to give to the poor 
negro his just rights, and because they pro- 
posed to knock off his shackles and give him 
freedom of speech, freedom of action, and the 
opportunity of education, that he might ele- 
vate himself to the dignity of manhood. 

Now you come to us and say that you are 
our best friends. We would that we could 
look upon you as such. We would that your 
votes as recorded in the Globe from day to 
day could only demonstrate it. But your 
votes, your actions, and the constant cultiva- 
tion of your cherished prejudices prove to the 
negroes of the entire country that the Democ- 
racy arein opposition to them, and if they (the 
Democrats) could have sway our race would 
have no foot-hold here. 

Now, sir, I have not time to vindicate fully 
the course of action of the colored people 
ni South Carolina. We are certainly in the 
majority there; I admit that we are as two to 
one. Sir, I ask this House, I ask the coun- 
try, I ask white men, I ask Democrats, I ask 
Republicans, whether the negroes have pre- 
sumed to take improper advantage of the 
majority they hold in that State by disregard- 
ing the interest of the minorily? They have 
not. Our convention which met in 1868, and 
in which the negroes were in a large majority, 
did not pass any proscriptive or disfranchising 
acts, but adopted a liberal constitution, secur- 
ing alike equal rights to all citizens, white and 
black, male and female, as far as possible. 
Mark you, we did not discriminate, although 
we had a majority. Our constitution towers 
up in its majesty with provisions for the equal 
protection of all classes of citizens. Notwith- 
standing our strong majority there, we have 
never attempted to deprive any man in that 
State of the rights and immunities to which he 
is entitled under the Constitution of this Gov- 
ernment. You cannot point me. to a single 
act passed by our Legislature, at any time, 
which had a tendency to reflect upon or oppress 
any white citizen: of South- Carolina. You 
cannot show me one enactment by which the 
majority in our State have undertaken to crush 
the white men because the latter are in a 
minority, 

I say to you, gentlemen of the Democratic 
party, that [ want you to deal justly with the 
people composing my race. I am here repre- 
senting a Republican constituency made up of 
white and colored men. I say to you deal 
with us justly; be charitable toward us. An 
opportunity will soon present itself when we 
can test whether you on that side of the House 
are the best friends of the oppressed and ill- 
treated negro race. When the civil rights bill 
comes before you, when that bill comes up 
upon its merits asking you to give civil rights 
to the negro, I will then see who are our best 
friends on that side of the House. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side of the 
House. J 

1 will say to the gentleman from New York 
that I am sorry I am constrained to make 
these remarks. I wish to say to him that I 
do not mind what he may have said against 
the negroes of South Carolina. Neither his 
friendship nor his: enmity will change the 
sentiment of the loyal men of that State. 
We are determined to stand by this Govern- 
ment. We are determined to use judiciously 
and wisely the prerogative conferred upon us 
by the Republican party. The Democratic 
party may woo us, they may court us and try 


to get us to worship at their shrine, but I tell | 


the gentleman that we are Republicans by in- 
stinct, and we will be Republicans so long as 
God will allow our proper senses to hold sway 
over us. I withdraw the amendment. ` 

Mr. DAWES. Irenew the amendment, not 
that | think anything. has been left unsaid in 
the noble part which the gentleman from South 
Carolina has taken in this debate, nor because 
I think I can add anything to the hot words 


which have fallen from him, and, my friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] will permit me to 
say, upon his head. i 

Mr. COX. I beg to say to the House that 
I did not speak about the gentleman from 
South Carolina or his race. I wish to put the 
gentleman from Massachusetts: right in the 
beginning. I spoke of the conduct of the 
men, both black. and white, who have had 
the control and have ruined South Carolina. 
I know there has been some little cheap 
applause and foolishness; but the fact I stated 
cannot be denied. : ` 

Mr. DAWES. I will do the gentleman 
from New York entire justice. I have sought 
the floor. because the gentleman assumes to 
play a new rôle here this afternoon, as his 
colleague from New York attempted yesterday, 
and that is, assuming to be the special guard- 
ians and friends of the unfortunate race 80 
ably and properly represented on this floor by 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat. It 
has been the fortune of the gentleman from 
New York, and of myself, to occupy seats in 
this House during all the changes which have 
come over that race in this country. He and 
T have witnessed in this District, and so has 
the other gentleman from New York, all the 
changes in the condition of that race from the 
manacling of poor slaves across a pole who 
were driven through Pennsylvania avenue as 
mules driven to market, to the slave pens in 
Alexandria. After that we witnessed the 
legislation which struck the shackles from the 
limbs of these people. Next after that came 
the legislation which gave them citizenship. 
Then we gave them the right to vote. Next 
after that we witnessed the legislation by 
which we gave them the power to élect the 
mayor of the city of Washington. He and I 
have been here under all these changes of the 
law and of the Constitution by which one of 
that previously proscribed race was allowed 
to walk into the Senate Chamber and take the 
seat of Jefferson Davis, from which he had 
gone into secession and rebellion. During 
all of these changes the gentleman from New 
York knows that he and his party have had 
no part or lot in that legislation. He and his 
party have had no part or-lot in the legisla- 
tion which made the slave'a freeman in this 
District; which made bim a citizen; which 
made him a voter; which made him a freeman 
in all of this land; which made him a citizen 
of the United States and of the State in which 
he was born; which gave him the ballot; or, 
in other words, which placed the colored man 
where he nowis. My friend as a legislator, 
and his party have no part or lot in it. 

He arraigns the Republican party’ on this 
floor continually.. I know their shortcomings; 
I know they are not perfect ; I know there are 
men here and there in the Republican party in 
office who do not bring credit toit. But with all 
its shortcomings, with all the corruption which 
lies against officers in its ranks, the gentleman 
and his party have failed to convince the coun- 
try that it would be better to take power from 
them and give it to the Democratic party. I 
commend it to him and his party as a matter 
worthy of self-examination and reflection. 
Why does the Republican party, with all its 
sins upon its head, hold on to the publie con- 
fidence in spite of all the professions and com- 
plaints against it which our friends make? In 
spite of the proclamation of their own good 
intentions, in spite of all the appeals to their 
own record, still public confidence clings to 
the Republican party rather than to them. 

If my friend from New York [ Mr. Cox] says 
that the title which the Republican party has 
to power is weak, I ask, is not the claim which 
the gentleman and his party have upon it still 
weaker? Are not the best of the record and 
the: best of the promises they make so dark, 
so forbidding, so repulsive to the public mind 
and the public judgment, that rather than trans- 
fer power to them they will still holdon to the 
Republican party, and still trust. the fortunes 


of this Republic and the welfare of its people > 
with them? Will my friend from New York 

[Mr. Cox] inquire why this is? Let him bring: 
his intelligence and his reflection to bear upon 

the matter, and he will find the reason why, 

with all our imperfections, the public judg- 

ment still is that it is far better that power 

should be in our hands than that it should be 

intrusted to those in spite of whom all this 

past brilliant record has been made which has. 
brought up such men as the gentleman from 

South Carolina [Mr. Rainey] to-that position 

to which talent and ability entitle them. 

I say, therefore, to my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Cox, ] that instead of thiscontinual : 
cry against the infirmities and short-comings 
of the Republican party, a little attention’ on 
the part of the Democratic party to its own 
defects and deficiencies may help it so to mend 


-its ways that in the time which is to come it 


may be possible that that confidence which the 
public now has in the Republican party will 
be so weakened that even he and his party | 
may be trusted with power. But until that 
time comes, every defect, every short-coming, 
every official corruption which his eagle eye has 
enabled him to ascertain in the Republican 
party, without avail to him and his party, 
should only be another argument to him to 
heed his own. ways and get upon such a moral. 
and political vantage-ground that he may be 
able to profit by it. Until then, ‘sir, I regret 
as much as he can that it is possible to find 
occasion for criticisms of the party in power. 
But so far and so widely removed is the alter- 
native that people shrink instinctively from 
passing over to it. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
a point of order. In behalf of my friend from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] I raise the point 
of order that Lam afraid he will kill himself 
if he goes on. I wish to know how long he 
has a right to debate this question. He has 
been speaking all the time during the last ten 
minutes that I have been listening. I want 
the same rule to be applied on both sides of 
the House, and I therefore make the point of. 


order. ne ba 
The CHAIRMAN. ` The Chair has indulged. | 


gentlemen ‘on both ‘sides of the House during: 
this debate. But if'the committee requires it, 

the Chair will rigidly enforce the rule as to the 

limitation of debate on gentlemen upon both 

sides. 

Mr. COX rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that, so soon as the gentleman 
from. New York [Mr. Cox] has finished ‘the 
reply he desires to make, debate on the para- 
graph shall be closed. i 

Mr. WOOD. I object. ; 

Mr. COX. . I would not further take up the 
time of the House on this matter were it not 
for the extraordinary proceedings we had a 
moment ago. The committee will remember 
very well that I had no debate and made no 
attack on the colored member from South 
Carolina. Ihave made no attack on any gen- 
tleman on that side of the House. I attack 
the government of the State of South Caro- 
lina. Ido it upon authority. The minority 
and majority reports:‘on the Ku Klux made to 
this House show, what is now patent to the 
public, that that State has been badly an 
sadly ruled both by black and white. a 

Mr. WALLACE. I rise to a question of 
order. Is the government of South Carolina 
on trial here? ; TE 

Mr. COX. We are discussing a matter, my 
good sir, about the judiciary. `: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] will address the Chair, 

Mr. COX. I will take. great pleasure ig 
addressing the Chair. [Laughter.] I shall 
not attempt to answer anything which. fell 
from the lips of the member from South Caro- 
lina, [ Mr. Ratvey,] who has gone. out of Ins 
way to make this attack upon me, and .vtho 
has réceived alittle applause for:-making his 
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speech here from the Republican side of the 
House. . This applause proceeds on the prin- 


“.elple, I suppose, on. which the artist received 


credit for making a wonderful painting. The 
‘painter, although his work wasa wretched daub, 
was applauded because be painted it with his 
toes. On that principle the speech was ap- 
“plaudéed. There was nothing in it excepta little 
diatribe against a member here. who had not 


: : offended him, but had complimented him. He 


‘S was:not present when I spoke, and therefore I 
extend to him thatexcuse. I applauded the col- 
ored members of this House for their gentle- 
ness, modesty, and courtesy, (with one excep- 
tion, perhaps.). This was illustrated when the 
amnesty bill was under consideration. Lander- 
tookto make a compliment to the colored mem- 
bers; I did not expect to drawout the colored 
member to make this sort of philippic against 

me; I paid.a compliment to his race and to its 
members here, said, *‘T like to hear them 
speak in favor of their own race.’ I would 
rather hear them speak than hear these white 
men speak, who are simply after their votes. 
{Laughter.| They are much more like Rep- 
resentatives. _ And after what I said has been 

dane in New York through the agency of my 
friend and myself with reference to the colored 
people, I did not expect to see the Republican 
side of the House hound on this person to 
make this attack on me. 

A Member. It did not hurt anybody. 

Mr. COX. No, it did not hurt anybody, 
and they had to call upon my venerable friend 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes, ] ‘' the heavy 
father of the House,’ who ran a parallel þe- 
tween his course and my own for many years 

past in order to rescue the colored . brother. 
The gentleman does not know, perhaps, that I 


*: ‘did. as much'to carry the amendment abolish- 


ing slavery as anybody. 
, Mr. DAWES. No, I did not. [Laughter.] 
- Mr COX. If you had read Mr. Seward’s 
speech, and the letter from Mr. Lincoln, you 
would have known the reason; they have 
already been published in a book—— 
» Mr. DAWES. Allow me a word. 

Mr. COX. I do not care to go into that 
matter now.’ (Laughter. } 

Mr. DAWES. How did you vote? 

Mr. COX. I say Ido not care to go into 
that now. [Laughter.] The gentleman knows 
vary wellfrom old associations here that I was 
almost the first to vindicate the colored people. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman please 

- say-how he did vote? 

Mre COX. Not just now. 

Mr. DAWES. For the amendment or 
against it? 

Mr. COX. I will tell the gentleman before 


I get through. 

¿¿Mr. DAWES, Iam afraid you will forget 
ite [Laughter. ] 

` Mr. COX. I never forget anything you 


prompt me to do, for I always get even with 
you, if I do not with one of your. colored 
brethren. [Great laughter.] I do not under- 
take to discuss what my vote was or ought to 
have been on that question, The gentleman 
knows very well that he and Mr. Washburne, 
of Illinois, kept a little book of mine in their 
desks for eight long years to use on all occa- 
sions against me, a book written when I was 
fresh from college, and was traveling in the 
Old World, which contains passages in favor of 
the colored people in many regards, and was 
written long before he was in favor of allow- 
ing them to vote. 

Í know we are progressing, but I know that 
gentlemen on the other side of the House long 
since and continually opposed negro suffrage, 
negrosoldiers, andali the amendments. Why, 
sir, Lhada debate fifteen yearsago with Joshua 
R. Giddings, the time he fell over with an 
apoplectic fit. 

Mr. DAWES. You did not kill bim, did 
you?. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. He did not die then, perhaps 
unhappily for the country. [Laughter.] 


m 


Mr. DAWES. I suppose you were- for 
negro suffrage and he against it. | Laughter. } 

Ir. COX. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that the Democratic 
party for a long series of years here fought 
his party, not for secession, not for State 
rights, as he interprets it, but for local self- 
government, as defined by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GarrieLp] in that famous speech 
which { have referred to: He does not take 
it back. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. COX. In that speech he distinctly 
laid down the doctrine-—— 

Mr. DAWES. Never mind about that; tell 
us about the vote on the amendment abolishing 
slavery. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. One at a time; I will come to 
you again. : 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarrieLp] 
in his speech last session against the suspen- 
sion of the habeas corpus, and the outrages 
committed on the white people of the South, 
when in behalf of local self-government, he 
said: 

“No more beautiful thought was embodied in the 


structure of our Republic than this, (laughter, ] 
that our fathers did so distribute the powers of Goy- 
ernment that no ono power should be able to swal- 
low, absorb, or destroy the other. In this distri- 
bution it is provided that many, indeed most of the 
functions of Government, shall be exercised imme- 
diately under the eyes of the people themselves.” 

In all our contests in those direful days I 
was a Douglas man. I sustained the war 
when unhappily it came. I sustained dur- 
ing the war all that Douglas sustained and 
Union and liberty demanded. I sustained 
all the compromises antecedent to the war, 
in order to preserve this Union. I did ìt 
upon the principle laid down by the eloquent 
and intelligent gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD.] I speak of a principle; and a 
principle never laid down by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.} I heard 
him speak otherwise the other day. He 
glorified consolidation; he hurrahed for cen- 
tralization. He is a federalist and only not a 
monarchist. ‘The other gentleman is tending 
toward democracy as we understand it; yet 
they now sit here working together to put 
fetters on white men, to discard the writ of 
habeas corpus, and to give $8,000,000 a year 
to break down white men by a suspension 
of habeas corpus, and martial law. 

There they sit together, [Mr, Dawes, and 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.] They pretend that 
the Republican party is concordant. They 
think it will be successful. The people have 
an idea about you, sirs. The gentleman from 
Ohio speaks one way and votes another on 
public and personal liberty. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts speaks here against cor- 
ruption, and then goes up to Massachusetts or 


New Hampshire or somewhere and cries out | 


tall is pure.” Hesaid he had been all around 
the Departments and found them all extrava- 
gant and corrupt from the President down; 
and then rushes off to glorify the economy of 


President Graut as the great ‘‘I am” of this 


country, and all the Departments! Oh, you 
are a beautiful brace of brothers, you are. 
{Laughter. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. DAWES. I want to call the attention | 


of my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] to 
two things; the first is that which I told him 
I was afraid he would forget, that is, how he 
voted on these several measures that freed the 
biack man from bondage. I want to know 
first if he voted to emancipate the slaves in 
the District of Columbia. Then I want to 
know if he did not vote against giving them 
the rights of citizens. I want to know if 
any one of these great measures, that planted 
the rights of the black: man among the bul- 
warks of the Constitution, ever received his 
support at all. : 

And now the gentleman talks about central- 
ization and about the suspension of the writ 


of habeas corpus.. The law he cries out 
against is here before me. > I will read hima 
section of it, and ask him totell me what there 
is in that section. that he dares get.up here 
and denounce? f 


“SEC. 3, That in all cases where insurrection, 
domestic violence, unlawful combinations, or. con- 
spiracies in any State shall so obstruct or hinder 
the execution ofthe laws thereof, and òf the United 
States, as to deprive any portion or class of the peo- 

le of such State of any of the rights, privileges, or 
immunities, or protection named in the Constitu- 
tion, and secured by this act; and the constituted 


‘authorities of such State shall either be unable to 


protect, or shall, from any cause, fail in or refase 
protection of the people in such rights, such facts 
shall be deemed a denial by such State of equal pro- 
tection of the laws to which they aro entitled under 
the Constitution of the United States; and in all 
such cases, or whenever any such insurrection, vio- 
lence, unlawful combination, or conspiracy shall 
oppose or obstruct the laws of the United States or 
the due execution thereof, or impede or obstruct 
the due course of justice under the same, it shall be 
lawful for the President, andit shali be his duty to 
take such measures, by the employment of the mi- 
litia or the land and naval forces of the United 
States, or of either, or by other means, as he may 
deem necessary for the suppression of such insurrec- 
tion, domestic. violence, or combinations; and any 
person who shall be arrested under the provisions 
of this and the preceding section shall he delivered 
to the marshal of the proper district, to bo dealt 
with according to law.” ` 

The complaint of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] is against the healthy pro- 
visions of that statute; against that law alone 
is his diatribe directed to-day. Now, I ask 
him to take that section and point out to us 
which one of its provisions he is unwilling to 
see enforced in this Republic after he has told 
us how he voted on the propositions I have 
indicated. : ; 

Mr. COX. I wish to saya word in reply 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes. } 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Nipuacx] yield further? ` 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will yield for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. COX. Irefer the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Gan: 
FIELD] for a discussion of the subject to which 
he has referred; and when they get through 
with it I can answer the gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. I will hand to the gentle- 
man the Globe containing the record of his 
vote on the thirteenth amendment. emancipat- 
ing the slaves. Will the gentleman read it to 
the House? 

Mr. COX. Did I say that I voted for that 
amendment? A 

Mr. DAWES. No; the gentleman will not 
tell how he voted. — 

Mr, COX. I will not tell on compulsion. 
I am like Falstaff in that respect, and would 
not give a reason on compulsion, if reasons 
were as thick as blackberries. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the House 
that the gentleman’s name is recorded against 
that holy provision of the Constitution. In 
view of that fact he may claim till doomsday 


| to be the especial friend of the black man, and 


he will get from the members of that race 
the same reply that he received so fittingly 
this afternoon from the gentleman from South 
Carolina, fe Raer, | 

Mr. COX. Mr. Seward, in an address at 
Auburn, said that I was one of the Democratic 
party, including Mr. Hendricks of Indiana, 
Governor English of Connecticut, and others, 
who carried the thirteenth amendment. It 
required two thirds. I did not vote for it. I 
promised Mr. Lincoln (and his partner, Mr. 
Stewart, from the Springfield district, Illinois, 
then a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, was with me at the time of the inter- 
view,) that I would vote for that amendment 
if the President would undertake to send. some- 
body down to Richmond and endeavor to secure 
an agreement on the part of the leaders of the 
confederacy to come back on the basis of the 
Constitution and the Union. : I did this, so heip 
me God, to stop the shedding of human blood. 
Mr. Lincoln sent down; as will be remem- 
bered, Mr. Blair. : 
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I intended to vote for the thirteenth amend- 
ment till I was advised that the condition 
failed. The vote was about coming off, when 
Mr. Ashley, of Ohio, who had charge of the 
bill, sent me word that there was an arrange- 
ment pending ; that Messrs. Stephens, Hunter, 
and, I think, Judge Campbell, had arrived at 
General Grant's headquarters... A treaty was 
in progress. Hearing this, I said, “Now I 
cannot vote for this amendment, because there 
is an agreement going on, and I prefer that 
the vote be postponed for the present. If the 
matter is pushed now I must vote against the 
amendment.’’ TI voted in the interest of hu- 
man life, but, as the sequel showed, I did not 
forget human liberty. . 

Mr. Chairman, I did so want to stop the 
shedding of blood. After vindicating in debate 
our right to amend the Constitution (antagon- 
izing Mr. PenpLeron and agreeing with Mr. 
Dawes and others) according to the prescribed 
mode, I said in debate thatslavery had already 
-been killed by the Army; that it was riddled 
with bullets, and might as well be buried. 

Mr. DAWES. Was that the reason the 
géntleman voted against the measure? 

Mr. COX. I had persuaded certain gentle- 
men to vote for that bill—enough of them to 
carry it. But I could not vote: for it myself 
under the circumstauces, That is the whole 
of that story. . 

The gentleman knows that I speak vera- 
ciously. - A fund of some seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars was raised, it was said, to buy up 
votes for that measure; and I understood that 

- $10,000 was put up for my vote. Happily I 
escaped any reproach, for I did not vote for it, 
bat against it. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I would like the gen- 
tleman to tell us to whom he was false ; 
whether to the men whom he persuaded to 
vote for the measure, or to himself in voting 
against it? 

Mr. COX. I was false to neither. Never was 
I falsetoany man. . The gentleman knows that 
I never had such a charge made against me. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to understand 
the morality which justifies the gentleman in 
persuading others to vote for a measure which 
he could not. vote for himself. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I must resume the floor. 

Mr. COX. No, sir; the gentleman from 
Massachusetts cannot understand me; and he 
makes a charge against me of infidelity to my 
official oath and to my duty as a member—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out 

of order. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Nisiacx] resumes the floor, and is entitled to 
proceed with his remarks. 
"Mr, DAWES. I did not wish to make any 
personal imputation upon my friend from New 
York. Itake back anything that may have 
seemed to warrant such a construction. 

Mr. COX. LIonly wish to say—~ | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out 
of order. 

Mr..COX. Why did you not call to order 
the Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes ;] that is, 
ways that are mean? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
that my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
seen fit to assume so apologetic an attitude 
before this House in this debate. For one, sir, 
though I was not here when the thirteenth 
amendment was voted upon by Congress, I 
will say that if I had been here I should, un- 
der the circumstances that then surrounded 
the country, have voted against it. I have no 
hesitation in so announcing. The Democratic 

arty of the country was against It, and so 
history will record it. On that point I, asan 
humble member of the Democratie party, have 
ho apologies to make about it. lf partisan 
friendship to the colored race is to be the test, 
if enfranchisement and the political relations 
they now occupy in the country are to be 
taken as atest of friendship, then, as a mem- 


ber of the Democratic party, I willadmit we 
have not the ground for the friendship sought | 
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for.: On questions of humanity, on questions of 
courtesy, on questions of personal kindness, I 
think we might claim, perhaps, we have exer- 
cised kindly feelings at some time, or have been 
willing to do so as much as gentlemen of any 
other party. Butto attemptto assume weare the 
champions of the black race on any of these 
questions of enfranchisement and enforced 
political equality is placing us ina false posi- 
tion: I protest against it, and I say this in 
vindication of the truth of history. 

In the remarks I made about this deficiency 
pill I had no idea that slavery and all our re- 
lations to the colored race would .be brought 
into this debate. I regret the debate has as- 
sumed the shape it has. I could not permit 
the opportunity to pass by, however, without 
making some remarks definitive of my posi- 
tion. Sir, I look forward to the time when 
this shall cease to be an issue in the country. 
Iam willing to leave the question as to the 
relative wisdom of the two parties on this 
great issue to be vindicated by what is to 
come in the future as well as by what is trans- 
piring around us every day. It may be the 
colored people will themselves, after awhile, 
change their notions on some questions which 
now so much excite them. But that they 
should now, as a class, sympathize with the 
Republican party instead of with us is per- 
fectly natural and legitimate, and I, for one, 
will not attempt to dissuade them from exer- 
cising their untrammeled judgment on all these 
questions. 

There are broad distinctions between usand 
the other side of the House, however much 
we may try to harmonize differences. The 
Republican party seem to act as if constitu- 
tional amendments and statutes enforcing legal 
equality are all the colored people need. We 
believe they first need other things much more 
urgently. There are other broad differences 
that the country ought to make a note of 
affecting other interests. The events of last 
year have demonstrated that our side cannot 
steal and live, politically. Whenever one of 
our men is caught in the act of stealing, when- 
ever one of our party is found guilty of pecu- 
lation under the Federal Government, or under 
any of the State governments, he has to go to 
the wall, go down, crushed out of sight; 
whereas the same events have shown that 
gentlemen on the other side politically may 
steal and yet live and receive nominations for 
high offices, suffering, apparently, no loss of 
prestige or power. There are a great many 


-other well-defined distinctions between this 


and the other side of the House to which I 
have not now time to allude. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana allude to those men in New York 
who were sent back to the senate after they 
had been eaught in extensive robberies of the 
city of New York? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I refer the gentleman, as 
an instance, to the Republican senators whom 
Mr. Tweed is said to have bought up to vote 
for the charter under which these robberies 
took place. 

Mr. DAWES. And after he did it, still 
your party reélected him to the New York 
Legislature. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The Republican senators 
whom Tweed boughtare still held in high favor 
in the Republican party, while the Democrats 
who were caught in his net are all in disgrace. 
This but illustrates the marked difference there 
is between us. I wish the country to under- 
stand it. I intend to cast opprobrium upon no 
gentleman personally, but merely allude to a 
fact which has become a matter of current his- 
tory. There is amoral, of course, to be drawn 
from this condition of things, but I have not 
the time to follow it out. It is a subject for 
reflection, and I hope I have attracted atten- 
tion to it. I cannot do more than announce 
this extraordinary difference between the exist- 
ing parties of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There ‘are but: 
two minutes and a half remaining before the 
time fixed for adjournment, and Task the com: | 


mittee whether they will not allow the debate” : ` : 


to be closed? : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. . Gentlemen on that side ` 
of the House have had ten, fifteen, and twenty 
minutes each, and the gentleman from Indiana 
should be allowed to go on and have the same. 
time. We want a detailed statement-of what 
all this expenditure is for. - ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have placed 
already in the hands of the Clerk a detailed 
statement of expenditures, which is ampleand 
satisfactory. The case so far as the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House have de- 
bated this clause has utterly broken down, 
and they have carried the fight into general’ : 
politics. One of them has carried the war 
into Africa, and we have seen what he has 
got by doing so. Iam willing either that this 
debate should go on, or that it should close, so 
that we may put through this bill. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to say one word to him? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The hour of 
half past four, when the House has resolved 
to take a recess, having almost arrived, I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker, 
having resumed the chair, Mr. STEVENSON: 
reported that, pursuant to the order. of the 
House, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the Union generally, and particularly 
the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in_the. appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


THE JAPANESE EMBASSY. 


Mr. WOOD. In the absence of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] 
chairman of the committee appointed to make 
arrangements for the reception to-morrow of 
the Japanese embassy, Iam directed by the 
committee to make a report. : ; 

The Clerk read the report of the committee, * 
as follows: ; 


The southeast gallery, known as the ladies’ gallery, 
will be reserved for the families of the President, 
Vice President, members of the Cabinet, Sonators, 
and members of the House. | 

The diplomatic gallery will be reserved for the 
diplomatic corps exclusively. The other galleries 
of the House, except the reporters’ gallery, will be 
open to the public. i 

For the committee: . 
N. P. BANKS, Chairman. 

The SPEAKER. Isit the pleasure of the 
House to accept the report, and to order that 
the arrangements be as recommended by the 
committee? , K 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered, i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair gives notice that 
the embassy expect to be received promptly 
at the hour indicated. ; 

The hour of four o’clock and thirty minutes 
p. m. having arrived, the House, pursuant to 
order, took a recess until to-morrow (Wednes- 
day) at eleven o’clock a. m. 


MORNING SESSION. ; 

The recess having expired, the Speaker (at 
eleven o'clock a. m., Wednesday, March. 6) 
called the House to order. 

Mr. COX. I move that the privileges of 
the floor be extended to the ladies who are 
present who have been unable to obtain ad- 
mission to the galleries. i 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. - : : 

RECEPTION OF THE JAPANESE EMBASSY. 

The Doorkeeper having annéunced the pres- 
ence of the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives with the Japanese embassy, the 
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: members of the House arose iù their seats. 
_ The committee and the embassy having taken 
¿their position in the area in front of the 
» Speaker's desk, ` ; 
: Mr. BANKS, on behalf of the committee, 
pàïd: - Mr. Speaker, the committee of. the 


. Honse assigned to that duty, in accordance 


with ‘its instructions, has now the honor to 
resent to you and the House his Excellency 
ir.: lwakura, their Excellencies Mr. Kido, 
Mr. Okubo, and Mr. Ito, the embassador-in- 
hief and the assistant embassadors of the 
Government of Japan; the honorable secre- 
taries of the embassy, and the honorable com- 
missioners of the principal departments of the 
Government of Japan, with their attachés. 
The SPEAKER. Your Excellencies! on 
behalf-of the House of Representatives I wel- 
come your imperial embassy to this Hall. 
The reception which is thus extended to you 
go unanimously and so cordially by the mem- 
bers of this body is significant of the interest 
which our whole people feel in the rapidly 
developing relations between the Japanese 
empire and the American Republic. 
The course of migration for the ‘human race 
has for-many centuries been steadily westward, 


pya course always marked by conquest, and too 


‘often by rapine. Reaching the boundary of 
“our continent we encounter a returning tide 
. from. your country, setting eastward, seeking, 
not the trophies of war, but the more shining 
victories ot peace; and these two currents 
of; population appropriately meet and mingle 
on the shores of the great Pacific sea. 

. It will be. my pleasure to present to your 
Excellencies personally the Representatives 
of the people, and for them, as well as for 
myself, to assure you that during your stay at 
our capital you will at all times be welcome to 
the privileges and the courtesies of this floor. 

His Excellency Iwaxura then responded in 
the Japanese language, reading from a pre- 
‘pared manuscript. ‘At the conclusion of his 
address, 

: Mr. BANKS said: At the request of the 
chief embassador and his associate embassa- 
dors, I have the honor to present to you and 
to the House a translation of the address he 
has just pronounced, and to ask, if it may be 
the pleasure of the House, that it may be 
transcribed upon its Journals, 


` TRANSLATION OF THE ADDRESS OF IWAKURA, 


Mr. Speaker and honorable members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States 
of America: On behalf of the embassadors 
of Japan, our sovereign, and the people whom 
we represent, we tender to you our sincere 
thanks and warmest friendship. We fully ap- 
preciate the distinguished honor which places 

‘us face to face in presence of that mighty 
Power which rules the great American Re- 
public. 

Governments are strong when built upon the 
hearts of an enlightened people. We come 
for enlightenment, and we gladly find it here. 
Journeying eastward from the empire of sun- 
rise toward the sunrising, we daily behold a 
new: sunrise beyond the one we before enjoyed. 
New. knowledge rises daily before us; and 
when a completed journey shall have passed 
in review an encircled globe, we shall gather 
together our treasures of knowledge, remem- 
bering that, however we have advanced toward 
the sources of light, each onward move has 
revealed to us a further step beyond. 

The Government of Japan already appre- 
ciates the value of an enlightened policy to- 
ward itself and all nations. And our united 
assurances on our retirn will confirm to the 
people at large the friendliness of feeling so 
frequently expressed ‘heretofore, and now so 
genérously exhibited to this embassy. In the 
future an extended commerce will unite our 
national interests in a thousand forms, as 
drops of water. will commingle, flowing from 

“our several rivers to that common ocean that 
divides our countries. Let us express the 


hope that our national. friendship may. be as 
difficult to sunder or estrange as to divide the 
once blended drops comprising our common 
Pacific ocean. Sis : 

The reading of the address was received 
with hearty manifestations of applause. 

The embassy, with the committee. of the 
House, then took position in front. of the 
Speaker, and Senators, members of the House, 
and others, were presented to them; after 
which the embassy and committee retired from 
the Hall. , 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at eleven o’clock and forty minutes a. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. : 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of soldiers 
in various States, asking Congress to enact 
such laws as will pension every soldier and 
widow of the war of 1812, without exception ; 
pay $8 33} per month bounty to those soldiers 
of 1861 who never received any bounty; grant 
a land warrant.as promised by the people, and 
as every other Administration has done, to 
every soldier of 1861 who served ninety days; 
and, finally, pay the back pensions due those 
disabled soldiers whose claims for the same 
have been barred by unjust laws. 

By Mr. BEATTY: The petition of soldiers 
of the wars of 1812 and 1861, of Delaware 
county, Ohio, for themselves and their com- 
rades, widows, and orphans, asking, first, pen- 
sions to all soldiers of 1812 and their widows ; 
second, an equalization of bounties to soldiers 
of 1861; third, an allowance without limitation 
of back pension to the time of disability; and 
fourth, one hundred and sixty acres of land to 
every soldier. 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of Thomas 
W. Edwards, of Loudon county, Virginia, ask- 
ing to have his political disabilities removed. 

Also, the memorial of Republicans of Fred- 
ericksburg, Virginia, asking further protec- 
tion on sumac. 


By Mr. BROOKS, of New York: The memo- 
rial of the Chamber of Commerce of the State 
of New York, asking the right to purchase at 
cost the site now occupied by the New York 
post office. ; 

Algo, the petition of the New York Tobacco. 
Board of Trade for a permanent bonded 
(tobaceo) warehouse. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of B. O. 
Kemper and 60 others, asking the reduction 
ofthe present tariff to a purely revenue standard. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
citizens and soldiers of Missouri, praying an 
equalization of bounties at $8 833 per month. 

By Mr. HAVENS: The petition of the pub- 
lishers of the Peirce City (Missouri) Herald, 
for certain additional mail facilities. ; 

By Mr. KENDALL: The petition of certain 
citizens of Washoe county, State of Nevada, 
praying tariff reform, 

By Mr. LAMISON: The memorial of H. 
S. Prophet, B.S. Runel, and 40 others, citizens 
of Mount Gilead, Morrow county, Ohio, pray- 
ing the repeal of all protective duties, the 
readjustment of the tariff upon strictly revenue 
principles, and the abolition of all duties on 
salt, coal, and pig iron. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of Jacob 
Dice, of Fountain county, Indiana, for pay 
and emoluments as a second lieutenant of cav- 
alry, with the sworn’ statement of Captain 
Samuel McIrvin and Jacob Dice. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of 70 per- 
sons who were soldicrs in the late war for the 
suppression of the rebellion, and who were 
then residents of Webster township, Marshall 
county, West Virginia, asking Congress for an 


equalization of bounties, and that the twenty- |} 


fifth section. of the act of July 15, 1870, be 
so amended as to allow soldiers and sailors to 
enter homesteads and acquire title thereto 
without settlement or cultivation. 

By Mr. McNEEBLY: The petition of Ro- 
land C. Bruson and 150 others, citizens of 
Fulton county, Illinois, praying theimmediate 
repeal of the duties on salt, coal, and pig iron. 

y Mr. PECK: The remonstrance of J. M. 
Cunning, F. Foot, D. B. Gedney, and 10 
others, citizens of Wood county, Ohio, againat 
any amendment, theologically, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. . 

By Mr. STOWELL: The petition of D. H. 
Spencer & Son, W. D. Stultz, Benjamin F. 
Gravely, H. C. Lester, Decatur Jones, Trotter 
& Pritchett, Millner Brothers, F. A. Swanson 
& Co., Thomas J. Patrick, Hankins, Motley & 
Co., and others, of Danville, Virginia, manu- 
facturers of tobacco, asking a uniform, rate 
of tax on tobacco. 

Also, the petition of J. W. and C. G. Hol- 
land, Pace & Stovall, George C. & D. Ayres, 
John: R. Pace & Co., A. Q. Fuller, Keen & 
Burton, James. M. Neal, William Crumpton, 
J. F. Oyler & Co., and S. Tublett. & Gravely, 
manufacturers of tobacco at. Danville, Vir- 
ginia, asking a uniform tax on tobacco. 

By Mr. TYNER: The petition of citizens of 
Tipton county, Indiana, asking a revision of 
the tariff laws so as to provide for a tariff for 
revenue only. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: Resolu- 
tions of the Board of Trade of the city of Buf- 
falo, New York, in favor of a reduction of the 
tariff on linen gilling-twine and salt, and against. 
any adjustment of the “‘ fisheries question” that 
does not give to lake fishermen all the rights, 
privileges, and drawbacks, of whatever nature, 
extended to other fishermen. —_ 

By Mr. WINCHESTER: The petition of 
dealers in: manufactured tobacco, of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, praying a uniform tax. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of W. C. 
Barber and 92 others, workers in various 
industries, citizens of Polk county, Georgia, 
praying the repeal of the duties on tea, cof: 
fee, and such other articles as cannot be pro- 
duced in the United States, and remonstrating 
against any change in the duties on articles 
which can be successfully produced in this 
country. . 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the rule 
and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 4 

By Mr. STOWELL: A bill to establish a 
post road from Laurel Grove to Cartersburg, 
via Malmaison, in the county of Pittsylvania, 


State of Virginia. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 6, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. . 


‘HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


‘The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1890) for the. relief of 
the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, 
deceased; and _ : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1854) to authorize Rev. 
Jeremiah Moynihan, of New Orleans, to. im- 
port one set of marble altars free of duty. 

The following bills. were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the sclect. Committee on 
the Removal-.of Political Disabilities :... . 

A bill (H. R. No. 1857) to relieve certain 
citizens of Georgia therein named from their 
political disabilities; and : 

A. bill (H. R. No. 1858) to relieve cerfain 
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persons therein named from political disabili- 
ties. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
© nry, communicating, in compliance with a res- 

olution of the Senate of February 19, 1872, 
information, in relation to what amount is due 
to any of the States lately in insurrection 
under the provisions of the twelfth section of 
the act of Congress approved. June 7, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act for ‘the collection of direct 
taxes in insurrectionary districts, and for other 
purposes 3’? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

-He also laid before the Senate a letter. of 
the Secretary of the Interior, communicating, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of March 4, 1872, information in relation to 
the sale’ of lands by the State of Texas to the 
United States known asthe Pan-Handle; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of 
the Secretary of War, transmitting the engin- 
` eer report of the survey of Otter creek, Ver- 
mont, from Vergennes to its outlet on Lake 
Champlain, in compliance with the provis- 
ions of the act of March 8, 1871; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, accidentally a document has come into 
my possession which I deem it my imperative 
duty to lay at once before the Senate, and I 

. ask to have it read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

: [Confidential.] 
Wasuinerton, D. C., December 11, 1871. 
„Drar Sig: In view of the inadequate compensa- 
tion to railroad companies for transportation of 
mails, fixed by law, and tho apparent necessity for 
systematic proceeding to effect an increase, a move- 
ment looking to this end was begun about a year ago 
by leading railroad men, and is now so far developed 
ag to insure the hearty codperation of the chief 
officers of railroads representing more than half of 
-the whole amount paid to railroad companies for 
such services, and it only remains to hear from the 
other roads when active work can becommenced, It 
would have been much more satisfactory if the writer 
could have. conferred with all the chief officers of 
‘pailroad companies interested, but the large number 
<- to visit, and the time it would necessarily occupy, 
make it impossible; and I am therefore compelled 
to submit the pan through correspondence, and to 
refer you to those railroad officers who have been 
conferred with, if this does not sufficiently commend 
itself to your mind for immediate action. The plan 
is to effect the passage of an act increasing the pres- 
ent compensation, without regard to existing con- 
tracts, fifty percent. Toaccomplish this it is thought 
jt will require thirty-three and one third per cent. 
of the increase for one year,three and one third per 
cent. of which isto be advanced to meet contingent 
expenses, and the balance to be paid when the act 
becomes a law. X ue, 

I inclose herewith a statement. showing. the 
amount received by your company, with the contem- 
plated increase of fifty per cent., and the amount 
of three and one third per cent. to be advanced on 
such increase, (for which a draft on New York, pay- 
able to my order, may be remitted,) also, a circular 
letter which will partially explain the plan of oper- 
ation, to be signed and returned to me for the 
amount to be paid, contingent on the passage of the 
act. With this action, and a determination on the 
-part of the chief officers of railroad companies to per- 
sonally aid in.such manner as they may deem proper 
through local members, I regard the passage of the 
act as a certainty.” It is desirable that you reply at 
once to this, and if the proposition is accepted, to 
further communicate with me, giving names of such 
persons (as soon as they can be ascertained) as will 
of your own knowledge support the measure. 1 in- 
close the names of some of the prominent men who 
have already entered into the arrangement, any 

. of. whom you can correspond with on the subject 
should you desire further information as to the feas- 
- ibility of the plan, or my fitness for the undertaking. 
All communications on thesubject should be strictly 
confidential, as any publicity may cause defeat. 
Respectfully, your obedientservant, 
GILES A. SMITH. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now ask 
that the Secretary read the names of these 
officers of railroads who, it is asserted, have 
already entered into an arrangement of this 
kind. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


“Refer to William H. Vanderbilt, Hudson River 
and New York Central railroads, New York; Thomas 
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A. Soott, Pennsylvania railroad, Philadelphia; Ja 

Gould, Erie railroad, New York; H. F. Glark ‘Lake 
Shore and Michigan Southern railroad, New York: 
Samuel Sloan; Delaware, Lackawanna,and Western, 


New York; A. L. Dennis, New Jersey Railroad and 


‘Transportation Company, New York; William D, 


Bishop, New York and New Haven, New York: 
William P. Burrell, New Haven, Hartford, and 
Springfield, Hartford; James F. Joy, Michigan Cen- 
tral, Detroit; H. F. Sweetzer, Atlantic and Great 
Western, Meadville, Pennsylvania; 

Chicago and Northwestern, New York; T. B: 

stone, Chicago and Alton, Chicago; Hugh Riddle, 
Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacific, Chicago; J. M. 
Walker, Chicago, Burlington, and Quincy railroad, 
Chicago; Thomas Allen, St. Louis and Iron Mount- 
ain, St. Louis; Captain Joseph Brown, Missouri Pa- 
cific, St. Louis; William M. McPherson, North Mis- 
gouri, St. Louis; David, Macy, Indianapolis, Peru, 
and Chicago, Indianapolis; D. McLaren, Cincinnati, 
Hamilton, and Dayton, Cincinnati; Leyi Parsons, 
Missouri, Kansas, and Texas, New York; E. W. Cole, 
Nashville and Chattanooga, Nashyille; M. J. Wicks, 
Memphis and Charleston, Memphis; Colonel Samuel 
Tate, Memphis and Little Rock, Memphis; Albert 
Fink, Louisville and Nashville, Louisville.” 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will be 
perceived that this circular is from a person 
who was a distinguished officer in the Army 
during our recent rebellion, and recently an 
officer of the Post Office Department, but who 
has resigned, apparently to enter into this kind 
of business. I trust that there is some explan- 
ation in relation to it, and that the officers of 
these railroads will relieve themselves from 
the charge made that they have entered into 
any such conspiracy. It will be seen that the 
amount of gain proposed by this person would 
amount to about one million dollars in a single 
year. The amount that we pay out for rail- 
road transportation is about six millions or 
more. The advance of fifty per cent. would 
amount to $3,000,000, one third of which 
these railroads were.to guaranty to the parties 
engaged in this undertaking, amounting to 
$1,000,000. 

I suppose, Mr. President, that it is only 
necessary, for the entire failure of this gigantic 
scheme, to have itexposed and presented here, 
as I have deemed it my duty to do, as it pro- 
poses to affect the votes of Senators, the votes 
of Representatives. Having done my duty, I 
leave it to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that it will require unanimous consent to 
receive this paper as a petition, as the rule 
has been uniform that a petition must be 
addressed to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have only 
presented it for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is subject to 
the objection of Senators. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the Senator if this 
paper was written while Mr. Smith held office 
under the Government? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is dated 
December 11, and signed by Giles A. Smith. 
Mr. CONKLING. When did he resign? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
know. Before that, I presume; I think he 
was out of office some time before. 

Mr. CAMERON rose. t 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This debate is 
progressing by unanimous consent, 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwish only to say a word, 
and that is to denounce this as false and wrong 
in every particular, so far as regards Mr. 
Thomas A. Scott. I know he has too much 
sense, too much integrity, to allow anybody to 
use bis name in such a combination. This 
person, I suppose, is a fool, who thought he 
could make a great deal of money out of the 
railroad companies. If it was of importance 
enough, I would ask to have it referred to 
gome committee. Probably the investigating 
committee, which has already spent so much 
time, had better have it referred to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania move that reference? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know whether 
I ought to give so much consequence to it. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Something must 
be done with the paper or its.reception be 
objected to. It is before the Senate for action. 


Mr. CAMERON. Tt is true the railroad 


companies do not get enough compensation << oe 


for carrying the mail, and they ought tobe 
allowed a larger sum. They know it, and are 
desirous to have a larger sum -paid them; and 
possibly this person having been employed in 
the Post Office Department has taken: it into 
his head that he could make a large fortune in 
some easy way by using them. I think itis 
likely it is something like that; but for the 
present I make no motion about it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to 
know whether that paper will be printed or 


not. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not a peti- 
tion or memorial according to the usage’ of 
the Senate. The Chair so stated, and that 
ended his duty. If no Senator objects, it is 
now before the Senate for them to do. with it 
as they please, refer it or lay it on ‘the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that 
it be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will be 
printed in the Globe in our proceedings, and 
I take it that will be sufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That will 
answer the purpose. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What action 
shall be taken with this paper? 

Mr.. CAMERON. I move that it be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Post Office Commit- 
tee would be more appropriate. 

Mr. CAMERON, = [insist on the motion to 
lay on the table. Fs, 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator withdraw 
the motion for a moment? l 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish simply to state why 
I desire it to go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I wish that committee to see if some 
legislation cannot be inaugurated in this coun- 
try to arrest one of the greatest evils and most 
corrupt practices in this nation. I refer to 
the practice of persons who have heen in Con- ` 
gress or have been in the public service setting 
up here as shysters in this. city and using’ the 
knowledge they obtained while: in public:life 
to cheat the Government of their country»: -Tb 
isa thing whichis carried on to agreat extent; 
and if there is any way in this world by which 
itcan be corrected, it will be the greatest reform 
that can be inaugurated. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves the reference of this 
paper to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON. I give way to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For what object is it 
proposed to refer a paper of this character to 
the Gommittee on the Judiciary? I do not 
see any propriety in referring it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Ido not see what 
they have to do with this question. It does 
not seem to me that that is the proper com- 
mittee to take charge of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will yield, I will renew the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that 
it be laid on thetable, for I have accomplished 
all the purpose I designed in making it public, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Vermont moves that the paper lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. bo 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Ohio, praying that the duty on foreign 
wool may not be reduced; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. CAMERON. _I present the petition of 
the members of the Philosophical Society of 
Philadelphia, praying Congress to make suit- 
able preparation to enable American astrono- 
mers to join those.of other nations in observ- 
ing the transit of the planet Venus across the 
sun’s disc in December, 1874, which interest- 
ing phenomenon has not occurred since the 


March 6, 


: year 1769.: I move that this petition be re- 


- ferrèd to the Committee on the Library, and 


Lhope that committee will give it most kindly 
-i attention. Ve 
«Lhe motion was agreed to. 

oo Mr, CAMERON presented the memorial of 
William H. Brangan and thirty-two others, 
‘workers in variousindustries, citizens of Bucks 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for a repeal of 
the duties on tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
‘eles as cannot be produced in the United 
States, and remonstrating against any change 
in. the ‘duties on articles which can be success- 
fully produced in this country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of T. Thomp- 
son and others, of Juniata county, Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against a change of the 
existing tariff laws abating or abolishing duties 
upon such articles as are produced in this 
country, and praying for the repeal of all 
‘duties upon tea, coffee, and such other arti- 
cles of necessity and comfort as cannot be 
produced in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
furnaces, ore mines, and other industrial pur- 
suits, citizens of Montgomery county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a repeal of the duties on 
tea, coffec, and such other articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and remon- 
strating against any change in the duties on 
articles which can be successfully produced in 
this country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of numer- 
< ‘ous iron-workers of Lebanon and Schuylkill 
counties, Pennsylvania, praying for a repeal 
of the duties on tea and coffee, and such other 


“|. articles as cannot be produced in the United 


States, and remonstrating against reduction 


¿of duties. on articles manufactured in this 
. i; Country ; which was referred to the Committee 
an. 


Finance. 

C Mre. CALDWELL presented a memorial of 

: the Legislature of Kansas, favoring the recogni- 
‘tion of the belligerent rights of the people of 
‘Cuba; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN presented a peti- 
tion of merchants of Newark, New Jersey, 
praying that if the bill for the repeal of the 
‘duties on tea and coffee should become a law 
it shall not take effect for at least ninety days 
after its enactment; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present four memorials, 
one from women residents of Ohio; another 
from women residents of Illinois; another 
from women residents of St. Louis, Missouri; 
and the fourth signed by two hundred and 
sixty-six workingwomen of the city of Phila- 
delphia, all remonstrating against the passage 
of:a law extending the right of suffrage to 
women, I move the reference of these memo- 
rials to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the memorial of 
the mayor and city council of the city of 

` Pensacola, in relation to the Pensacola bay 
and harbor; which was referred to.the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

-Mr. VICKERS. I present the petition‘of 
Mary F. E. Purcell, widow of William F. Par- 
cell, late judge of the orphans’ court of. the 
District of Columbia, praying for the amount 
of his salary from the abolition of that court 

_in July, 1869, to the time of his death in De- 
cember, 1871. It is recommended by George 
P. Fisher, esq., and many other attorneys of 
Washington city. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on: the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of G. 
W. Burnett and several hundred others, set- 
tlers on- the Cherokee neutral lands, pray- 
ing the interference of Congress to protect 


them in their rights as settlers, and also in | 


favor of the bill (S. No. 558) for the relief 
of actual settlers upon the Cherokee neutral 
lands in Kansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution of the Union 
Merchants’ Exchange, of St. Louis, Missouri, 
praying that if the bill for the repeal of the 
duties on tea and coffee should become a law 
it shall not take effect for at least ninety days 
after its enactment; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of H. F. Fick- 
bohn and others, midshipmen, members of the 
class of 1870, remonstrating against the pro- 
motion of certain members of their class, by 
which injustice has been done; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented the petition of 
Henry Guth, of the city of New York, pray- 
ing that the tariff laws be so amended as to 
admit imported glass tubes used in the man- 
ufacture of philosophical apparatus free of 
duty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. j 

He also presented the petition of Leopold 
Harpeles, praying the payment of arrears of 
bounty ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. -> 

Mr. CHANDLER presented three petitions 
of citizens of Michigan, praying the organiza- 
tion of a new judicial district in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, late soldiers of the Army, praying 
the passage of an act giving $8 834 per month 
for the entire time served, deducting all Gov- 
ernment bounty paid; also asking that the 
twenty-fifth section of the act of July 15, 1870, 
be so amended as to allow bounty land to 
honorably discharged soldiers without the re- 
quirements of settlement and cultivation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. RICE. I present a petition of persons 
describing themselves as citizens of the Cher- 
okee nation, praying for the establishment of 
a district court at Fort Gibson, in that terri- 
tory. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a 
memorial of lumber manufacturers of Mus- 
kegon, Michigan, representing the manufacture 
of three hundred and thirty-five million feet 
of lumber, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire 
at Chicago; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, remonstrating against a 
reduction of the duty on foreign wool; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial 
of David Wolfe Brace, James Bruce, and 
James Lindsay, type-founders in the city of 
New York, protesting against any reduction 
of the duties now imposed on foreign printing 
type, and praying that the rate of duty on type 
of foreign manufacture may be increased to 
fifty per cent., so that this branch of Amer- 
ican industry may be fostered and the inter- 
ests of American printers be thereby pro- 
moted; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying that if the law abolishing 
or reducing duties on tea and coffee shall pass, 
at least six months’ time be granted before the 
same shall take effect, so that all may be pre- 
pared alike to meet the change; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Jefferson county, West Virginia, 
deprecating any further extension of time to 
the purchasers of the water privileges at Har- 
per’s Ferry, as not only an unjustifiable but 
a cruel sacrifice of the material interests of 


that community in furtherance of the plan 


of speculators who for ‘more than two years 
past have given no evidence whatever of an 
honest intention either to improve or pay for 
them, and therefore earnestly praying Con- 
gress to pass a bill authorizing the Secretary 
of War, in his discretion, to enforce payment 
or accept of the surrender of these water priv- 
ileges; also, in other cases to enforce pay- 
ment, to grant extension, or to take back the 
property ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POOL presented the petitions of James 
Nichols, of Madison county, North Carolina ; 
of Joseph W. Green, of Kutherford county, 
North Carolina; of B. F. Hoover, of Ran- 
dolph county, North Carolina; of Joel F. 
Hill. of Stokes county, North Carolina; of S. 
C. W. Tate, of Burke county, North Carolina; 
of James R. Love, of Jackson county, North 
Carolina; and of G. M. Webb, of Cleveland 
county, North Carolina, praying the removal 
of. their political disabilities; which. were 
referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented a memorial of 
citizens of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
any change in the existing tariff on articles 
successfully produced in this country, and 
praying that the duty on tea and coffee may 
be repealed; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 882, to provide for appropri- 
ating money to build a court-house at Little 
Rock, Arkansas. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
call of reports of committees the Senator from 
Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill in regard to public buildings at Little 
Rock, Arkansas. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICE. After itis taken up I will yield 
for morning business. 

Mr. COLE. I performed yesterday the dis- 
agreeable duty of objecting to a like proposi- 
tion made from St. Louis; and I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon taking up these 
bills now out of their order on the Calendar. I 
do not know why they should have preference 
over other bills. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects, and reports of com- 
mittees are now in order. ; 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Joha P. Wolf and Jacob H. Brown, praying 
compensation for horses taken for the use of 
the Army in Colorado in the year 1865, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and moved that the 
petitioners have leave to withdraw their peti- 
tion and papers; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 112) for the 
relief of G. S. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, 
for the reissue of a certain bond, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the samé committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Elizabeth Winter, 
praying compensation for the destruction of 
property in Columbus, Georgia, during the 
late war, reported adversely thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 59) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay 
the accounts ef Colonel James F. Jaques, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon; which, together with the testi- 
mony accompanying the same, was ordered to 
be printed. ; : 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 699) fixing the salaries of the United 
States attorney and the United States: marshal 
for the district of Nebraska, reported it with 
an amendment. ae 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 548) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain 
claims arising from the seizure and conversion 
to the uses of the United States of private 
personal property after the 30th day of June, 
1865, and the bill (S. No. 725) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain claims 
arising from the seizure and conversion to the 
use of the United States of cotton after the 
80th day of June, 1865, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 203) for 
the relief of Dr. Marcus Reynolds, of Sumter 
county, in the State of South Carolina, have 
directed me to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. It will be remembered that Dr. Rey- 
nolds obtained an order of the Senate about a 
week since to allow him to withdraw from its 
files his petition and proofs, with the purpose 
of prosecuting his claim to compensation else- 
where. For that reason the committee recom- 
mend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Richard 
H. Garrett, of Caroline county, Virginia, for 
the loss of a barn and other property in the 
capture of J. Wilkes Booth and D. C. Herold, 
have had the same under consideration and 
directed me to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 
The committee are not satisfied, in the first 
place, of the loyalty of the petitioner. All 
that he says upon that subject in his petition 
is as follows: 

“Your petitioner was opposed to the rebellion 
and remedy of secession; was too old to take any 


part in the war, and took the oath of allegiance to 
the United States as soon after the close of the war 


as he possibly could, and has sacredly kept it ever 
since,” 


The petition is not sworn to, nor is there 
any proof whatever on the question of his 
loyalty. Besides, the committee are not satis- 
fied of the sufficiency of his proofs as to the 
actual loss, supposing the question of loyalty 
out of the way. They therefore recommend 
that he be allowed to withdraw his papers. 

The committee was discharged, and leave 
was granted to withdraw the petition from the 
files of the Senate. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, have 
directed me to report a bill authorizing the 
President to nominate certain officers to the 
Senate who seem to have been denied that 
which the statute of July 28, 1866, allowed 
them by way of promotion in the quarter- 
master’s department. The committee have 
examined the question very thoroughly, and 
decided that the only means of doing justice 
to these men is to report a bill authorizing the 
President to nominate them to the Senate, and 
the Señate to confirm them, if they should see 
proper, to the grade they would have had pro- 
vided they had been promoted in accordance 
with that statute requiring the promotion to 
be with reference to grade. As the bill is 
very short, and the subject has been before 
the Senate several times, I ask the Senate to 
consider the bill now. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 757) 
to authorize the appointment of certain officers 
in the quartermaster’s department was read 
twice, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the President to nomin- 
ate, and by and with the advice of the Sen- 
ate to appoint, certain officers of the quarter- 
master’s department to the positions they would 
have held in the department had the law of 
promotions by seniority been carried out under 


no officer is to be deprived of bis position or 
reduced from his present grade by this bill, 
nor is any pay or allowance to be made to any 
officer under the bill except from date of con- 
firmation. 

- Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask 
whether this bill increases the number of offi- 
cers, or restores officers who have been dis- 
charged, dismissed, or resigned ? . 

Mr. LOGAN, It does not increase the num- 
ber. It increases the rank of certain men who 
were entitled to promotion under the act of 
July 28, 1866, but others were promoted in 
their stead, in the common parlance used in 
the department, ‘‘jumped.”’ After considering 
the question the committee concluded that 
in order to do justice to these men they would 
allow them to be nominated to the grade they 
would have held provided they had been pro- 
moted in accordance with law, but not to affect 
any other officers. It does not increase the 
number of officers, but increases the grade of 
certain men. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have accomplished my 
object. It seems to me it will create a great 
deal of confusion in the Army to go back five 
or six years and attempt to reorganize and 
restate the grade of the respective officers. It 
will create a great deal of trouble. 

Mr. LOGAN. Doubtless it would; but I 
will state to the Senator that in examining 
that question I find that this particular instance, 
and one instance in the mspector general’s 
department, are the only instances in which 
this action was takea under that statute. The 
statute applied to the staff particularly,thatthey 
should be promoted according to seniority ; 
but under an act passed at that time the Presi- 
dent nominated to those particular positions 
persons below the grade of those who were enti- 
tled to the promotion ; and so in one instance 
in the inspector general’s department. These 
are the only cases that I can ascertain where 
this law was violated in that particular. Iknow 
of no other mode in which justice can be done 
to these men except this mode, so as not to 
interfere with those who were nominated to 
these positions, but to give these men the rank 
they were entitled to at the time. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois if the same injustice is not 
done to that officer in the inspector general’s 
department who is referred to that is done to 
officers in the quartermaster’s department ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I think so. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then why should there be 
an objection to inserting in the bill ‘‘the in- 
spector general’s department?” 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator 
that in that instance I asked the officer to re- 
quest the Secretary of War to give the Senate 
the official information. The: committee did 
not deem it proper to act on the case without 
official information; and that is the reason 
why the name is not inserted in this bill. 
When the official information is presented to 
the Senate we propose to act in the same way 
in that instance; and these are the only in- 
stances that I can ascertain where this wrong 
occurred. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to have the 
proviso read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided; That no officer shall be deprived of his 
position or reduced from his present grade by this 
act, nor shal! any pay or allowance be made to any 
officer under this act, except from date of confirma- 


tion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator from Illinois allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand that the 
object of this bill is to correct an injustice, so 
called, committed several years ago. Now 
my inquiry is this: what will be the predica- 
ment of men who have been promoted by 
“jumping,” and have received pay according 
to their advanced rank. Will they be called 


the act of July 28, 1866, to March 3, 1869; but || upon to refund? 


Mr. LOGAN. Not atal. This bill -doés: 
not affect them. The proviso states that it’ 
shall not affect any officer’s position or grade, 
It will affect no one, except that it will biva’ 
these men the ranks to which they were enti 
tled under the statute of 1866. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Without affecting those 
who have been nominated and promoted ? 

Mr. LOGAN. © Without affecting anybody 
else at all. i 
Mr. CALDWELL. I. merely rise to say 

that L hope this bill will be considered now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | It is now being 
considered by unanimous consent. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. ci 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have 
the bill read again. ; 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. The bill ought to in- 
elude the inspector general’s department. 
There is a similar case there. There is no 
doubt about the fact that one of the inspectors, 
-one of the most meritorious menin the Army, 
was overslaughed—overslaughed when he was 
in the service of the country on the frontier— 
who by every rule, I undertake to say, of law 
and of propriety, ought to have been pro- 
moted; and if there is no objection on the 
part of the mover of this bill, I move to ingert 
the words ‘‘and the inspector general's de- 
partment.’ a 

Mr. LOGAN. Really I do not see that 
there is any objection to it. I have stated the 
reason why it was not inserted in the bill by 
the committee. The committee had no official 
information on the subject, and they did not 
think it proper to take it upon themselves to` 
correct it without being officially informed. 
At least that was my idea, and I was directed 
to draft the bill in this form. I am satisfied 
that thé same wrong was done to a certain 
officer in the inspector general’s department. 
I have no doubt of that from information I 
have received from him, but not officially. I 
do not know that there is any objection to 
inserting the inspector general’s department 
in the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. That there may bé no mistake ` 
about this, I will state the fact that the officer 
in the inspector general’s department tò whom 
reference is made is General Davis. It is in- 
tended to reach his case, and I believe there is 
no doubt in the mind of any member of the 
Military Committee about the fact being so, 
that he has been overlooked in the same man- 
ner as certain officers in the quartermaster’s 
department were. i ; >i 

Mr. WILSON. There is no doubt about it 
at all, and no objection to the amendment. ` 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I will accept ‘that 
amendment, to allow the words ‘‘and the in- 
spector general’s department’’ to be inserted 
after the words “‘quartermaster’s department.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for.a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Its title was amended soas to read: ‘A bill 
to authorize the appointment of certain of- 
cers in the quartermaster's department and 
inspector general’s department.” 


ISSUE OF CLOTHING TO ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Com: 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 647) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to issue clothing to enlisted 
men in place of clothing destroyed by acci- 
dent, to report it back without amendment; 
and as it is a bill only seven lines long, Lhope 
it will be put on its passage. P 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. a 

Tt proposes to authorize the Secretary ot 
War, in case where clothing of the énlisted 
men of the Army has been lost or. destroyed 
by unavoidable accident, or where the neces- 
sities of the service require its destruction or 


: + pbandonment, to order, after investigation by 
gn inspector. general or a board of officers, 


<- guch gratuitous issue to. replace the same as 


: May be. recommended by the officer or board 

making such investigation. - 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

be ‘CAPTURE OF THE ALBEMARLE. 

niel Mri NYE. The Committee on Naval Af- 
: fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, No. 


- -“715) relating to the capture of the Albemarle, 


‘nave instructed me to report it back without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. : 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
” €ommittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the prize case 
of the rebel iron-clad man-of-war Albemarle 
shall be taken up and reéxamined by the 
proper United States court, that the captors 
may obtain an appraisal such asis required by 
the prize laws of Congress. 
_: The bill was reported to the Senate without 
‘amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
“<" INSTRUCTIONS AS TO PROSECUTIONS. 


“Mr BAYARD. Mr. President, a few days | 


ago I introduced a resolution asking for in- 
formation from the President of the United 
States in regard to certain instructions alleged 
to have been given by the Attorney General 
for the prosecution of those engaged in the 
importation of merchandise in New York for 
paying gratuities to officers. The correspond- 
ence which I asked for has been communi- 
cated to the Committee on Investigation and 
Retrenchment, and I presume, those letters 
having been made public to the country, I 
shall be permitted to obtain them from that 
committee and bring them into the Senate 
perhaps for the purpose of some discussion. 
My object now is merely to give notice that at 
, anearly day I shall ask the Senate to consider 
: that resolution; and I do this, not only for the 
purpose of making some explanatory remarks 
in regard to it, but of permitting the Senator 
` from New York [Mr. Conkurye] and others 
of his friends whom he spoke of bere the other 
day, who desired to discuss the resolution for 
reasons of their own, an opportunity in full of 
; doing so, I will therefore, at an early day, ask 
-to bring that resolution up when the Committee 
on Investigation and. Retrenchment shall have 
: permitted me to look into the correspondence 
and bring it to the Senate for that purpose. 
` Mr. CONKLING. I avail myself of the 
’ opportunity to make a single remark. I didnot 
_ wish, the other day, to discuss this resolution 
_in the sense that the Senator now implies. I 
wished merely, in answer to what the Senator 


` gaid; to bring to the attention of the Senate 


apd the country the statute under. which this 
direction was given,in order to show that it 
was a manifest duty to give the direction, and 
that the form of it was governed by the statute. 
I had no objection to the resolution, and I will 
say to the Senator that had not the informa- 

tion been before the Senate, in the hands of 
the chairman of the committee ‘officially, and 
before the country in the papers, I would not 
have interposed even a moment's time for the 
sake of Tnakiug an. observation. 

Tam entirely for the resolution; and as the 
Senator hag called it up, I will say one thing 
to him personally, if he will allow me. He 
replied to me the other day as if I in some 
way or other dealt with his motives in this 
matter. There he was quite mistaken. I did 
not speak of the Senator’s motives; I simply 
spoke. of the view which had been taken in this, 
of the cast which had been given to this, and 
said that when it came up I wished an oppor- 
tunity of saying a word in reply; in order to 

: Show the Senator and the Senate, if I could, 
: that whatever other offenses had been com- 


-. mitted, nothing had been done in this instance 


< except a plain duty, and that if there was any 
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fault, that fault was in the statutes of the 
country and not in the officer whose duty it is 
made by the Constitution to see that the laws 
are faithfully executed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Delaware. now that 
the twenty-fourth rule prescribes the duty of 
the Presiding Officer to call for the morning 
business’ in a certain order, ‘‘ all which shall 
be received and disposed of in such order, 
unless unanimous consent shall be otherwise 
given.” Ifthe Senator from Delaware desires 
unanimous consent. to proceed, the Chair will 
ask it for him ; but this debate arrests reports 
of committees, which are not yet concluded. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not intend that there 
should be a debate. I meant merely to give 
the most open notice of my intention to call 
up the resolution. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Delaware desires again to speak, the 
Chair will ask unanimous consent. for him to 
do.so, or he may ask it himself. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask unanimous consent 
merely to say this much—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from New 
York stated, I believe, at the time this matter 
was last before the Senate, that they were offi- 
cially informed of this correspondence. 

Mr. CONKLING.. No, I did not say that, 
I said they were in substance informed of it, 
because the official letters were in the hands 
of the chairman. of the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. As I remember, the Sen- 
ator from New York, in his remarks at that 
time, intimated that 1 had in some way knowl- 
edge of that fact, that it had been stated to 
the Senate, or, as he subsequently corrected 
it, in the Senate. The fact that my honorable 
friend from Connecticut had in his possession 
this correspondence was not known to the Sen- 
ate, was not communicated to the Senate, was 
not suggested in my hearing until the day after 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut made 
some reply to me on the subject. Nor is that 
correspondence up to this time officially be- 
fore the Senate. I now have knowledge of it 
officially in a committee; but at the time the 
Senator from New York was speaking I neither 
had knowledge nor means of knowledge that 
such information had been furnished to any 
member of the Senate, and I was asking for it 
in the only proper way pointed out by the rules 
of this body. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President-—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Connecticut asks unanimous consent to make 
remarks on this matter. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Simply an explana- 
tion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will simply say, 
Mr. President, that upon the face of the ques- 
tion I do not stand ‘in the right position be- 
fore the Senate. When the resolution was 
proposed some remarks were made in refer- 
ence to it. After I had made my remarks 


| the second time, and taken my seat, the clerk 


of our committee placed in my hands official 
copies of the correspondence which was called 
for by the resolution of the Senator from Del- 
aware. While I was looking at them, the 
question went over. It would appear on the 
face of the proceedings that I had this cor- 
respondence in my hand and withheld. it 
from the Senate, which, by the explanation, 
the Senate will see was not really sò ` ~ 
Mr. CONKLING.. The Sénator remarked 


aloud that he had the papers. I heard it sit- 


ting in my seats- 
JACOB H. BLA. 


Mr. SCOTT. ` The Committee on Claims, 


to whom was referred’ the bill (H. R. No. 
1649) for the relief of Jacob 


directed. me to report it back without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
It is a very brief bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to adjust and settle the account 
of Jacob H. Ela, late United States marshal 
for the district of New Hampshire, and pay 
him such sum as shall be found justly due for 
transporting three rebel lieutenants of the navy 
from the African squadron for the suppression 
ot the slave trade, from Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, to Fort La Fayette, out of the 
fund for the suppression of the slave trade. 

Mr. POMEROY. That fund is not at the 
disposal of the Treasury Department. It has 
lapsed ; it is an old fund, 

Mr. SCOTT. If that be so, the party will 
not get much money out of it. . 

_ Mr. POMEROY. There is no such fund. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWNLOW asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 758) to confirm the purchase 
of the site of Fort Houston, near Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, and to donate the same to 
the trustees of Fisk University for educa- 
tional purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
759) to relieve certain persons therein named 
from the legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT UTICA, 


Mr. CONKLING. In the few remaining 
moments of the morning hour, as no Senator 
seems to have anything pressing, I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to take up a Dill 
reported the day before yesterday by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
which I think there will be no objection. It 
is Senate bill No. 876. I submit a motion to 
take it up. £ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 876) to provide for a 
building for the use of the post office, United 
States circuit and district courts, and internal 
revenue offices, at Utica, New York. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was in-line 
five, to strike out the words ‘‘ fire-proof’’ and 
insert ‘with a fire-proof vault extending to 
each story.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I have made objections to 
some of these biils under the instructions of 
my committee, in. order to have as much 
assistance as possible to get through the ap- 
propriation. bills, after which the Senators 
interested in these special bills will be able to 
call them up. It is with a great deal of re- 
luctance that I object in this case, as it was 
with reluctance that I raised a similar objec- 
tion in the cases of St. Louis and Little Rock; 
but I cannot be consistent in my action on 
this subject unless I act in the same manner 
in regard to the Utica bill as in regard to the 
others. Iam in favor of the bill, and there is 
no doubt about its passage; it will go through 
I have no doubt; it has the unanimous sup- 
port of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds ; and it has now been. read, and 
it can be taken up. at some other time... I 
object to proceeding further with it at this 


time, : 
| _ Mr. CONKLING. It would have passed by 


; Ela, have j| this time if the Senator had allowed it to pass, 


1872. 
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I have only to say that this bill is right, and 
that the case is a very urgent one. During all 
my service in Congress this is the first time I 
have ever asked for the passage of a private 
bill, a local bill, or anything personal to me. 
This bill relates to the city in which I live; 
and the bench and bar, and. men of all sides, 
are extremely anxious about it; and now I 
appeal to my honorable friend to allow a vote 
to be taken. . It will take but.a moment. 

Mr. COLE, _ I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senate under 
the circumstances would indulge me in post- 
poning the regular order for avote on this bill ; 

ut I do not want to consume time in that way, 
and therefore I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to allow the vote to be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. morning 
hour has expired, and the appropriation billis 
before the Senate, ; ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Now Task the Senator 
to.allow-a vote to be taken on this bill. It will 
take but a single moment, . 

Mr. FENTON. I hope the Senator from 
California will give way.to allow the vote to 
be taken on this bill, and also on the Albany 
bill, which has been reported by the same 
committee. Both are meritorious bills, and I 
hope there will be no objection to them. 

Mr. COLE.. If the vote of the Senate dis- 
places the regular business, of course I submit 
to it with all equanimity; but I must insist on 
the regular order at this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I venture to move 
that the regular order be postponed for the 
moment in order to allow a vote to be taken 
upon this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
postpone involves debate if Senators desire to 
debate it; a motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. i 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I make the mo- 
tion that the pending order be laid on the 
table. Of course I will move to take it up 
again in a moment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York moves to lay the appropriation bill 
on the table, - ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate re- 
sumes, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill relative toa public build- 
ing at Utica. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole was concurred in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not present in 
the committee when this bill was consid- 
ered. It isto provide for the erection of a 
public building at. Usica for the accommoda- 
tion of the courts and post office, as I under- 
stand, We havé never built buildings for the 
accommodation of post offices simply, I think, 
except in some of the very large cities ; perhaps 
in New York and Boston, and possibly one or 
two others. If my recollection is right, and 
I should like to be informedif Iam wrong, 


there is already one public building in this | 


judicial district at Buffalo; Utica is in the 
same judicial district as Buffalo. 
Mr. CONKLING, Thereisno Government 


building exclusively for the United States | 


courts at Buffalo. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there no building 
for the courts at Buffalo? _ 

Mr. CONKLING. There is a custom-house 
there with other accommodations. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Arenot the courts pro- 
vided for in the custom-house? 

Mr. CONKLING. My recollection is—but 
the Senator must not rely too much upon what I 
say—that the courts are not held in the build- 
ing to which he refers; at least they were not, 
I think, the last time I attended the courts at 

, Buffalo. . They may, however, have provision 
for the courts in the same building. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I only want to make 
one suggestion—— 


<- Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is mistaken 
a little about the nature of this building. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. .. The only suggestion I 
want to make is this: will it do to provide 
more than one public: building in a judicial 
district? If we commence that we are in great 
danger of having to build very many. If we 
are not.doing it in this case, there is nothing 
in my observation. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwill state to the Sen- 
ator what we are doing in this case. The cir- 
cuit court clerk’s office, from time immemo- 
rial, has been, is now, and is to be in the 
city of Utica. Terms both of the circuit and 
district court are held there. The revenue 
officers there are without provision, and the 
geographical situation is such that any con- 
solidation must make that the center for a wide 
region. In addition. to that, the post office is 
about to be turned into. the street, and all these 
things are scattered upon precarious rental. 
This proposition is to put up, not any monu- 
ment of architecture, but a very plain, simple 
building, with fire-proof vaults to preserve the 
records of the courts, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ifthe Sena- 
tor will yield to me, I desire to say that the 
action of the committee was unanimous so 
far as this bill was concerned, though the Sen- 
ator from Illinois was not. present at the time. 
Utica is about the geographical center of the 
State of New York, and the information before 
the committee was that a larger amount of 
business was transacted by the circuit and 
district courts at that point than at any other 
point in the State of New York, with the excep- 
tion of the cities of New York and Brooklyn. 
It isa city of about thirty thousand inhabitants. 
There is a necessity for accommodating other 
officers in addition to the courts, and the 
amount proposed to be expended was the least 
sum which would accommodate the officers to 
be provided for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the amount? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Two hundred 
thousand dollars. 

` The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


į third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McParzrson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 628) to con- 
tinue in form a grant to the. State of Nevada 
for college purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 

LEGISLATIVE, BTC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate pro- 
cced to the consideration of the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1060) 


| making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 


ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for other purposes. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey, j] to strike out 
the word ‘‘ three,” in line three hundred and 


|| ninety-nine, on page 17, and insert ‘‘five;”’ s0 


as to make the salary of the supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to occupy the at: 
tention of the Senate for a few moments on 
the amendment which is now pending; and I 
wish I could have the gratification of believing 
that I might be able to convince the Senate of 
that upon which I am very clear. 

The amendment proposes to give to the 
supervising architect of public buildings all 
over the land an additional compensation 
above that which he now receives. In my 
judgment it is not only wise, but it is emi- 
nently just. It is wise because, under the 
direction of our careful chairman of the Com- 


mitteeon Public Buildings and Grounds, we: <: 
have inaugurated a system,- wisely I:think, 
of erecting our. public buildings at different 
points in the various States for the accommo- 
dation of the eustoms, the internal revenue,’ . 
the courts, and the post offices, and I have no 


doubt that those buildings when erected area - 


ositive economy to the Government: ofthe 

United States. In other. words, our rents will © 
be cheaper for buildings properly erected than 
by hiring, ashas been the custom in times past. 
Again, I believe that architecture is one of 
the marked evidences of the advancement: in 
civilization of every nation; and if this system, 
which I have said in my judgment has been.so 
wisely advanced by our Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, is to continue—and 
continue I trust it will—we want these build- 
ings when they are erected to be useful, to 
be adapted to the purposes for which they are 
designed, and we want them to be models.of 

beauty and art. I believe that the present ` 
architect is a man who does more labor than 
any one man who can be found in any of our 
départments. That is my judgment, and I 
have had some considerable knowledge of the 


duties that devolve upon him. I believe, upon 
the simple principle that the laborer is entitled 
to and worthy to receive a part of his honest 
hire, his compensation is most beggarly, mean, 
and incompetent for the purpose of affording 
him the simple, plain means of daily support. 
His duties bring within his charge the super- 
intendence of all your public buildings in the 
United States, including custom-houses, post 
offices, marine hospitals, and buildings of 
every kind and description. He disburses in 
a single year through his office nearly four mil- 
lion dollars. Now, I am not an architect, but 
Iam told that one of the rules of the best 
architects in the country is to receive a per- 
centage upon the money expended for furnish- 
ing the designs and superintending buildings, 
and that percentage varies from two and a 
half to five per cent. If you would give your 
architect the lowest percentage, it would 
amount to nearly one hundred thousand dol- 
lars. His business-is to supervise these build- 
ings, to furnish the plans upon which they are 
to be constructed, to prescribe the style: of 
architecture by which they are to be marked; 
and for these purposes you want a competent 
man, and I affirm here that the very service 
as an architect that this man performs would 
in civil life command moré than quadruple the 
sum you pay him for his services here. He 
has performed his services well, -I think within 
the period of time while he has held his pres- 
ent position, the records of your departménts 
will show that there has been not a single: case 
of litigation arising between the . contractors 
and the Government growing out of any and 
all the various contracts that have been made 
for the erection and the repair of your public 
buildings. 

A verysmall, avery limited amount, I think, 
will be the compensation of this officer if this 
amendment shall obtain. I take pride myself 
in referring tothe public buildings that have 
beea built in my own State. Theyare models 
of architectural beauty, as they are of utility 
and usefulness and adaptability to the pur- 
poses for which they have been erected; and. 
from Springfield, Illinois, Madison, Wiscon- 
sin, and all points where public buildings have 
been erected under the charge of the present 
supervising architect, the same concurrent 
testimony comes to us that they are also erected 
at prices which do not exceed the prices for 
the construction of public buildings before 
this system of having a public architect was 
inaugurated.. The cost of buildings is not, L 
am told, increased, while we all know that 
prices are far above what they were in the 
earlier days in the erection of our earlier 
public buildings. 

I do not propose to weary the Senate or to 


| take.up much of its time; but if we would 


: ı propriations. 
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. give to a good public officer a very small com- 
pensation, a very small amount for the services 
which’ he- renders to this Government, I am 
sure ‘the Senate will vote for this amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
: of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is on 

imendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 
- Mr. EDMUNDS. Task for the yeas and nays 
upén its Let us have the Senate determine 
< phis question. 

: Fhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mro: EDMUNDS. I only wish to say one 
-` word as a member of the Committee on Ap- 
The Senate so far has determ- 
ined that it will not saddle on appropriation 
hills the question of how much public officers, 
whose salaries are fixed by law, should be 
paid: So far it has stood on principle with 
the committee; in holding that this is not 
the place.or the way to try questions of that 
character. Now, if the Senate is to reverse 
its action because my eloquent friend from 
Maine asks it to do so, it can do so, and we 
shall save the Senate—certainly I shall—the 
trouble. hereafter of undertaking to keep off 
amendments of this character from appropri- 
ation bills. - 

‘Tf this gentleman is worthy of an increase 
of salary, some Senator ought to have intro- 
duced a bill in season and have had the proper 
committee consider it and report upon it as a 
bill raising his salary. This appropriation bill 
in its theory is only a bill to provide for carry- 
ing on the Government according to law—not 
to create new officers, not to raise salaries, 
but only to carry out the provisions of existing 
.. laws. In that way we know what an appro- 
:  priation bill means, 

+ If this amendment is to be adopted, then 

certainly we must retrace our steps as to other 

worthy officers whose claims have already 

>; s been-denied, and on this very bill, and serve 
~~ them all alike. The result is that you turn 

- this-inte a bill regulating salaries, instead of 
being à bill to appropriate the money to carry 

` out existing laws. I hope, therefore, (and I do 
not speak of the merit of the question whether 
this gentleman is or is not entitled to this 
increase,) the Senate will stand by the com- 
mittee and have one appropriation bill, as it 
has thus far done, which shall be what its title 
indicates. 

«Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 

my colleague whether this bill does not con- 
tain an amendment proposing an increase of 

pay to the Register of the Treasury? 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, it does not. 

Mr. POMEROY. If this bill were a meas- 
ure by itself to increase the salary of any given 
officer, I think we could entertain it and vote 
for it. I know several whose salaries ought 
to be ‘increased; but I thought we entered 

“upon the policy last year of not making any 
invidious distinction between public officers, 
by providing for one and excluding another. 

An effort has been made, and I think it has 

met with considerable encouragement, to have 

the salaries of all these officers revised. A 

bill-has.been introduced to make a better aver- 

age in regard to all our executive officers, 
equalizing their pay in the different Depart- 
ments, 

A. bill was referred to my committee to in- 
crease the salaries of certain able and efficient 
officers in the Land Office, but Idid not feel at 
liberty to move it as an amendment on this 
bill. I would agree, if the subject were prop- 
erly before us, that we could improve the ser- 
vice in all the Departments by paying better 
and larger salaries, and perhaps in some cases 
cutting them down, paying less; but I do not 
think we ought to begin this work with one 
single officer. It is an ungracious thing to ask 
the Senate to vote by yeas and nays thata man 
ought not to have this increase; because, as 
the Senator from Vermont puts it now, we 

have got to vote that this man ought not to 


have it, when if it were in a separate measure 


by itself we should probably all vote that he 
should have it. I do not think myself that 
we ought to put this proposition on this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I agree with 
all that my colleague [Mr. Hawtin] has said 
with regard to this particular officer, and I 
should not be averse on a proper occasion to 
voting for an increase of his salary; but that 
is equally true of other officers connected with 
the Government; "and I do not think there is 
a more pernicious practice anywhere in the 
Government, and certainly not in the practice 
of the Senate, than the attempt to regulate the 
service of the countryon an appropriation bill. 
It is fraught with infinite difficulties; it is 
fraught with very great embarrassment to those 
managing these bills; and it is a matter of 
impossibility to conduct with propriety an ap- 
propriation bill of this character if the Senate 
of the United States will allow matters not 
germane to it tobe put upon it. Ithink when 
a bill is brought in as an appropriation bill, 
the Senate of the United States owes it to the 
Committee on Appropriations to stand by it, 
and not allow matters that are not germane to 
go upon the bill. 

While I am upI wish to say one word in 
regard to salaries. IJ think it is true that in 
regard to a large class of officers upon whom 
very responsible duties are devolved they are 
inadequately paid ; but I am not one of those 
who believe that that is true as a general prop- 
osition. As a general proposition, the salaries 
of this Government at the city of Washington 
are adequate, in my judgment, to the services 
rêndeted. While I think that is true as a gen- 
eral proposition, I agree that there is a class 
of very meritorious persons, meritorious by 
reason of the duties they perform and the 
responsibilities that are devolved upon them, 
who are inadequately paid, and I have been 
heretofore, and I am now, and I shall be in 
the future, I trust, ready, whenever their cases 
are presented in a proper way, to vote for an 
increase of their salaries. recognize with 
great pleasure the gentleman whose claims my 
colleague presents here to-day as among that 
class; but, persuaded as Iam that the prac- 
tice is pernicious of attempting to put such 
propositions on this bill, or attempting in any 
way to regulate the public service of the 
country on an appropriation bill, I shall, as I 
have heretofore uniformly done, vote against 
any such proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate for three successive years have put. amend- 
ments of this kind upon the appropriation bill, 
and they have uniformly failed in the House 
of Representatives. The result has been a 
debate in the Senate, and a rejection by the 
House. - The only effect has been to increase 
the salary of one officer, that is, the First Comp- 
troller, thus creating a greater complaint of 
inequality. 

ow, L am prepared to vote for the increase 
of the salary of Mr. Mullett, but if you raise 
his salary to $5,000, when the Second Comp- 
troller, an officer who guards the public Treas- 
ury against unjust and illegal claims, receives 
but $3,000, it is manifest that a greater com- 
plaint of inequality will be made. I think, 
therefore, it is not wise, as a matter of general 
rule, to attach these amendments to appropri- 
ation bills, and especially it is not wise to 
single out a particular officer in one depart- 
ment of the Government and increase his 
salary without presenting a more general 
scheme that would embrace others equally 
worthy and equally deserving. 

The Committee on Finance of the Senate 
have reported unanimously a bill which raises 
the salary of certain heads of bureaus to 
$4,500 a year, and these officers have been 
carefully selected, and I believe every one of 
them is underpaid. That bill is now on your 
Calendar. Ishall vote against any proposi- 
tion to amend this bill by increasing salaries ; 
but if this amendment prevails, E shall feel. 


bound, under the direction of the Committee 
on Finance, and in pursuance of notice already 
given, to offer the bill to which I have referred 
as an amendment to this bill. I shall, how- 
ever, vote with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I hope the Senate will stand by the 
Committee on Appropriations in preventing 
these legislative provisions being attached to 
the appropriation bills. They create confu- 
sion; they prevent a fair and full considera- 
tion of the subject; and they enable Senators 
who desire to have the salary of a particular 
officer raised to present it in such a way as to 
embarrass the subject. I hope, therefore, as 
the Committee on Appropriations are acting 
in accordance with the rules of the Senate, 
that the Senate will stand by them. I promise 
also, whenever I caf get an opportunity, to try 
and call up the bill to which I have alluded 
in some morning hour when I'see there is not 
much to do, and I hope the Senate will pass it 
unanimously and senditto the other House, that 
the subject-matter may be fairly disposed of. ` 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is increasing the 
salaries of bureau officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It increases the salary 
of the Second Comptroller, the Register, the 
Auditors, the Commissioner of Customs, the 
supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Assistant Postmasters General of 
the Post Office Department, the Commissioner 
of the Land Office, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
in the Interior Department to $4,500. The in- 
crease of salaries to about eight officers would 
amount to about twelve thousand dollars, which 
in comparison with other sums is insignificant. 
I think that increase ought to be voted; but 
then I would not attach it to an appropriation 
bill where it will surely be defeated, and if the 
friends of Mr. Mullett are really in favor of 
this increase they would not attach it to an 
appropriation bill, where experience shows us 
it will certainly fail. If adopted here it goes 
to the Committee on Appropriations in the 
House, is at once disagreed to, and there is 
an end of it. The only way to raise these sal- 
aries is the way I mention, to present a well- 
considered, carefully-prepared bill, and I have 
no doubt such a bill, as a separate measure, 
would pass the House if it was ever brought 
before them. j 

Mr. RAMSEY. When does the Senator 
from Ohio expect to pass such a bill by 
general consent—this. cedtury or the next? 
LLaughter. ] ji 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think at this session. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not as the Senate is at 
present constituted. By general consent, pass 
a salary bill! Certainly no man can dream 
of such a thing. ai 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think if that bill should 
be called up, and those who are in favor of it 
do not say a word, it will pass by a vote of 
the Senate within half an hour, any day. 

Mr. RAMSEY. If there is ‘no objection to 
it, of course. s } 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly there is some 
objection to the increase of any salary. Some 
Senators will feel that $3,000\is enough for 
the head of a bureau. I do nop think so. I 
do not think that will pay their ‘expenses and 
their market bills. I thinkasalpry of $4,500 
is little enough for them, and I have no doubt 
the Senate will so vote if a propér bill is fairly 
presented to them. 

Mr. RAMSEY. In answer if allthesecom- | 
plaints of underpaid officers, the Senator rises 
up—I think I have seen himi do it two or 
three times before—and tells uls that some- 
time or other he will call up a bill by which 
we will increase the salaries of a ¢ertain num- 
ber of officers of the Governmen}, and that 
answers for a year, andin the megn time thé 
officer starves. The next year the Same com- 
plaint is made, and we have the sam: answer, 
and the party starves again, receiving Yarely 
enough salary to pay his rent. and do the a 
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ary marketing of his family. I say that is 
not the way in which this great Government 
should act with its officials. ; 

As to the criticism of the Senator from Ver- 
mont on this amendment, it would be just if 
this were a proposition to ereate a new office 
with a new salary, but it is not so. It is 
simply a proposition to add $2,000 more to a 
salary now existing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the difference 
in point of principle? 

Mr. RAMSEY. If it were a proposition 
creating a new office, you might allege want 
of notice, surprise, or something of that kind; 
hut here is simply a proposition to increase 
a salary already fixed, and admittedly entirely 
too low. It is now $83,000.. The proposition 
is to increase it by $2,000 more. i submit to 
the Senate that this has been frequently done. 


We frequently increase salaries in appropria- | 


tion bills, and frequently increase appropria- 
tions recommended by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; and as frequently reduce them. 

say it is nota novelty, and the criticism of 
the Senator is not a just one on the amend- 
ment as it stands. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee if this bill has not 
already established this very thing in a matter 
that comes a little nearer to us than the Treas- 
ury Department... I ask if the compensation 
of the police of this Capitol is not increased 
$200 by this very bill? ` 

Mr. COLE. In response to the inquiry of 
the Senator, I will state that the salaries ot the 
police officers, as the bill now stands in com- 
mittee, have been raised, but notice has been 
given that a vote will be had by yeas and nays 
upon it when the bill is reported to the Sen- 
ate, and I have a memorandum on my book 
here of a determination to raise the question 
in the Senate, which I certainly shall do, and 
ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Then, according to the in- 
formation given us by the chairman of the 
committee, the bill comes to us from the House 


increasing the compensation of the Capitol. 


police, and that comes directly in point; and 
we may assume if the House will do it in that 
case they might possibly do. it in some other. 

Mr. HILL. Iholdin my hand a copy of a 
bill reported in the House of Representatives, 
which I think is pending there—I do not know 
that it has passed yet—proposing to increase 
the salaries of all the officers, I believe, of the 
Treasury Department, without a single excep- 
tion, embracing all the Auditors and every 
class of officers, except perhaps the clerks. In 
this bill there is a proposition to reorganize 
the construction branch of the Treasury De- 
paatment, at the head of which is the archi- 
tect of whom Senators are now speaking, and 
to increase his salary. The provision is pretty 
elaborate, embracing quite a number of archi- 
tects, assistant architects, photographers, 
clerks, &c. If I felt certain that such a bill 
as this, making an increase generally of at 
least fifty per cent. on the salaries of the off- 
cers of the Treasury, would be adopted, I 
should oppose the present amendment, but I 
know how chary oE aporopriatons and of in- 
crease of salaries the present period is. 

I am aware also, that this officer, meritori- 
ous as he is, capable as he is, skilled as he is 
in his profession, has been made a member 
of the board of publie works of this District, 
and that while other parties associated with 
him in that business are paid $2,500 he has 
no increased compensation whatever. That 
is making it very onerous upon him. While 
T admit that there seems to be an irregularity 
and perhaps rather a bad precedent in putting 
this particular case on this bill to the exelu- 
sion of others, perhaps as deserving or com- 
paratively so, yet through apprehension that 
the bill to which I have referred may not get 
through the other House, and the greater ap- 

rehension still that if it should pass that 
ouse it may fail here even of consideration, 


I think it safest to vote for an increase of the 
salary of this officer now. To be sure, this is 
an innovation; but if the bill which is so 
much needed for this large class of officers, 
who are barely able to exist here on their 
present salaries—heads of bureaus at $3,000 
a year, the same pay which has existed for 
years and years, fixed when livingin Washing- 
ton was much cheaper than it is now—should 
fail, I should regret very much that by my 
vote this officer had been deprived of any in- 
crease of his salary. , : 

I see no great difficulty in the way if we 
should succeed in passing the bill here with 
this amendment. It may stimulate the friends 
of other officers in the Treasury and other 
departments in the Government where an 
increase of salary is necessary to the support 
of useful public men. . Instead of its being a 
drawback in the way-of progress in increasing 
the compensation of other officers, it may be- 
come a stimulant; and in that hope, that it 
may result in an increase of salary to all those 
whose salaries are too low, which is very gen- 
eral in the public service, I am in favor of the 
amendment, and shall vote fer it. I would 
much rather have an opportunity to vote for 
the entire bill to which I have referred; but 
since I have not had that opportunity and may 
not have it, I will take it as near as I can get 
it in this one particular case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has no 
opportunity to vote for anything else that he is 
in favor of except on this bill at this moment, 
and his logic therefore would drive him to vote 
for all the bills on the Calendar that he be- 
lieves in as amendments to this bill. Of 
course that will not stand. : 

I only rise to say one word in reply to a re- 
mark of the Senator from Maine (Mr. Hax- 
LIN] that the House has already set the exam- 
ple of increasing salaries above the provision 
fixed by law in the bill already sent to us. 
The House has not acted on any such princi- 
ple. The House as to the Capitol police acted 
upon the principle, as their construction of 
existing statutes, that the police were entitled 
by law to the compensation that this appropri- 
ation bill givesthem. The committee of the 
Senate to whom this bill was referred thought 
they were not entitled by law to that compen- 
gation, and therefore cut it down; so that 
both Houses have acted on the principle only 
of having the appropriation bill conform to 
the law. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not wish to delay a vote. 
Of course I am very anxious forthat. About 
everything that can be said on this proposed 
amendment has been said by one Senator or 
another. But the proposition of the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations hag been ad- 
hered to pretty strictly thus far, to keep the 
appropriations within the limits prescribed by 
the law. If Senators will manifest half the 
zeal in getting up the bill referred to by my 
friend, the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Suner- 
MAN,] that they have exhibited in endeavor- 
ing to get this increase of salary on an appro- 
priation bill, I apprehend they will not find 
much difficulty in getting that measure through; 
and when that is ‘passed, of course the appro- 
priation bills will conform to it. I will vote 
for that bill, so far as this officer is concerned, 
at any time, and to have it take effect imme- 
diately upon its passage, and make provision 
for the deficiency if necessary. We are now 
appropriating for the next fiscal year, the year 
commencing on the Ist of July next. Aremedy 
can be devised more in accordance with the 
necessities of this officer, I am satisfied, than 
is proposed by this amendment. . 

if there were any excuse for going beyond 
the law in making these appropriations, for 
going beyond the precedent, in fact, I do not 
know but that I should be inclined to do it in 
favor of so meritorious an officer; but we must 
adhere to rule, or else we shall find ourselves 
in the difficulties that were foreshadowed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. He 


says that if this amendment:is adopted he will =, 
immediately propose anamendmentto compres 
hend all the heads of bureaus, and that, too; 
on an appropriation bill. I am satisfied: that 
if we make this one exception we shall beled 


into a labyrinth of legislation on this bith Ti °° 


hope we shall get along without that annoyance; 
Mr. CALDWELL, I shall vote against this 
amendment, not because Iam opposed toan 
increase of salary to those officers. who are 
inadequately paid, and I believe there are’ 


‘many such, and I believe the supervising archi- 


tect of the Treasury is one of them, but pe- 
cause I am opposed to increasing salaries‘in | 
this way. I think this is a matter of very 
great importance, one that should be con- 
sidered by itself, and that the rights” of.all 
should be duly considered. I think this isnot 
the proper way to increase salaries. wtih 
Mr. RAMSEY. That is the whole trouble. 
The consideration of this subject is postponed. - 
from year to year by just such arguments, and 
nothing is ever done. ` ' 
Mr. CALDWELL. If a majority of the 
Senate are in favor of increasing salaries and 
a bill isintroduced for that purpose, I think it 
can be passed. 3 
Mr. RAMSEY, A majority of the Senate 
are in favor of this. 
Mr. CALDWELL. Then -introduce a bill 
on the subject. ee 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: ` 


YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Ferry. of 
Michigan, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, 
Nye, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Stock- 
ton, and ‘Trumbull—21, : 

NAYS — Messrs, Ames, Blair, Caldwell, Cole 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Morrill of Maine, Nor- 
wood, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Vickers, West, and Wright—22. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Buckingham, Casserly, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kon- 
tucky, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas 
Harlan, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Scott, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, 
Wilson, and Windom—30. ve 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. POMEROY. I offer the following 
amendment to come in on the forty-first page 
of the bill after line ten hundred and: four, 
under the head of ‘General Land Office:’”’ 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to appoint 
for service inthe General Land Office, during a ` 
period of one year from the Ist day of July, 1872, 
forty clerks of class one in addition to the number 
of clerks now authorized by law in tHo said bureau, 
$48,000. 

I desire to call the attention of the chairman. 
of the Committee on Appropriations to this 
amendment. j 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator from 
Kansas will give us some explanation of this 
proposition. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hold in my hand a 
report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior, 
which I was going to read, and which will tell 
all about it. This is an amendment which was 
sent to me by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and with it is a communication, which I have 
had printed, showing that there is in the Gen- 
eral Land Office a very large amount of busi- 
ness that has been left behind, as they call it; 
not brought up; and, that the matter may be 
well understood, I will read from the report. 

After reciting the laws that have been passed 
throwing a large amount of business into this 
office, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office says: 


“ To perform the work enjoined. by these laws, I 
have five clerks less than the force provided ata 
time when the population of the nation was twenty- 
seven millions instead of thirty-nine millions; when 
the surveying districts numbered twelve instead of 
seventeen; and the appropriation for surveys of all 
kinds was $537,091 instead of $1,138,220, the amount 
appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1872; and 
when the area annually surveyed of the public 
domain was about twelve million acres instead of 
twenty-two million acres as for the last: fiscal year, 
to say nothing of the increased area of the present 
fiscal year.’’ ; 
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$ Fhe Commissioner goes on- to show that the 


< passage of the agricultural: college bill threw 


: -a large amount of work on that. Department, 

-o bet: gave- them no additional clerks. They 
“have now five clerks less:than they had twenty 

years ago.. Then he shows in this report also 

‘that the law requires an index: 

i “Alphahetical index of patents required by act 

: of July 4, 1886, which has never received attention, 


“sixty-four hundred volumes containing thirty-two 


hundred thousand patents.” 


<” They are without an index, and cannot be- 


indexed without clerks, and the Commissioner 
-asks and urges at the close of this communi- 


‘=. gation an appropriation for this temporary 


service for one year, in order to bring up the 
arrears of the office and complete the work. 
The Committee on Public Lands received 
this measure as a bill and reported it, but the 
committee did not authorize me to move it as 
an amendment to this bill, I move it as re- 
quested by the Secretary of the Interior. It 
comes in that respect within the rule, because 
it is in pursuance of an estimate from the head 

of a Department. f 
: Mr. STEVENSON. May [Iask the Senator 

; from. Kansas a question? 

DES i: Me.. POMEROY. Yes, sir. E 
Mr. STEVENSON. Has any notice been 
given of this amendment? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘Then I raise a point 
of order. 

Mr. COLE. It has not been referred to our 
committee. 

‘Mr. POMEROY. Iwill read the rule—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. The amend- 
ment. comes within the scope of the rule. 

` Mr. POMEROY. I am satistied with the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Did I understand the 

‘Chair to overrule the point of order? 

Gee PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


id; : : 
“Mr. STEVENSON. Then I appeal from 


= _ the'decision of the Chair. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ia-on the appeal. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
of the rule. 

Mr. COLE. I will read the second clause 
of the rule: 


“AN amendmonts, to general appropriation bills 
reported trom committees of the Sonate ’’—— 


Mr. POMEROY. ‘Yes, reported from com- 
mittees.’’ I said I did not report this from a 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
will observe the language of Rule 30, which 
provides for amendments on estimates from 
thé head of a Department. The Senatorfrom 
Kansas stated in terms that this amendment 
was recommended by the head of a Depart- 
taent. The Secretary will read Rule 30. 

Mr. STEVENSON. As I understood the 
Senator from Kansas, he did not state that the 
Department asked’ for this amendment; he 
only said the Department sent the measure to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
~The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will answer the Senator from Kentucky’ by 
stating —— i > 

Mr. POMEROY. I said I was requested by 
the head of the Department not only to report 
the bill, but to secure its passage on the appro- 
priation bill if it could be done, i 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understood the Senator from Kansas, and 
upon that ruled. The Chair will now have 
Rule:30 read. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish tounderstand this 
matter.: Do I understand the Senator from 
Kansas to say that this was simply a statement 
made by- the Secretary of the Interior to him, 
or was there an estimate with a recommenda- 
tion sent in to Congress? 

Mr. POMEROY.. It is an estimate sent in 
' to Congress which I hold in my hand, but not 


T call for the reading 


It is not included in the 
It is a special esti- 


theannual estimate. 
regular annual estimates. 
mate sent in, . 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly the rule does 
not apply to a mere conversation between the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Senator. It 
must be a recommendation made to Congress. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said in the opening of 
my remarks that I had a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior requesting that 
Congress make this appropriation of $48,000 
to enable him to employ ‘forty additional 


clerks—— ; 

Mr. THURMAN, Then that is within the 
rule. 
` Mr. POMEROY. ‘That I had had it printed 
for the information of the Senate, and held it 
in my hand, and -I have been reading from it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the rule will 
be read, and then I should like to hear from 
the Chair on what part of the rule this amend- 
ment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the rule. 

The Secretary read as follows: . 


**30, No amendment proposing additional appro- 
priations shall be received to any general appropri- 
ation bill, unless it be made to carry out the pro- 
visions of some existing law, or some act or resolu- 
tion previously posed by the Senate during that 
session, or moved by direction of a standing or select 
committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an esti- 
mate from the head of some of the Departments ”—— 


Mr. POMEROY. That is the point. 
The Secretary continued the reading as 
follows: 


“And no amendment shall be received whose ob- 
ject is to provide for a private claim, unless it be to 
carry out the provisions of an existing law or atreaty 
stipulation.” 


Mr. STEVENSON, Now, may I ask the 
Senator from Kansas whether there is an esti- 
mate for this? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir, it is contained 
in the report which I read, in which he asks 
for forty additional clerks and an appropria- 
tion of $48,000. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in the estimates 
of this year? 

Mr. POMEROY. Not in the annual esti- 
mates, but in a special estimate sent to the 
Senate. 

Mr. HILL. At what time? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is dated at the Depart- 
ment the 26th of February, 1872. I received 
it the next day. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The 27th of Feb- 
ruary? 

Mr. POMEROY. Long since the annual 
estimates were made out. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw the appeal. 
I did not know there had been any estimate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theappeal 
is withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not know that I 
need say any more than that this is for tem- 
porary service for one year, to bring up the 
arrears of the office, and the Secretary has 
stated in this communication why he needs it, 
on account of the business of the office being 
behind, because he has a less number of clerks 
now than they had twenty years ago. - 

Mr. COLE. What is the number of the 
document? 
` Mr. POMEROY. It is Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 94. These are twelve hundred dol 
lar clerks, and at the end of the year their 
time will expire. 

Mr. COLE. This is a very extraordinary 
proposition, coming in at this time and without 
any notice to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, It is an application for forty additional 
clerks of class one in the General Land Office, 
and an appropriation of $48,000 to defray the 
salaries of that number of clerks. It is not 
found in any regular estimate, and I am sure 
the attention of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has not been ‘called to it at all. It hag 
not been brought to their notice, and there- 
fore has not had the attention of the com- 


mittee that-it ought to have in view of the 
magnitude of the proposition. i i 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator will allow 
me, as I did not finish my reading, I want to 
read one sentence more. The Commissioner 
of the General Land Office says: 

“To meet this work without retarding the con- 
stantly increasing current business does, in| my 
judgment, require an increase of the force of the 
office of from fifty to sixty temporary clerks, to be 
employed for the period of one year. I have, how- 
ever, in the bill submitted, asked for forty only; be- 
lieving that number will, if Congress grants the re- 
organization asked for, enable me to place the office 
in such condition as will render it practicable for 
the permanent force, at the expiration of the year, 
to bring up all the arrearages which may then re- 
main, . 

That is the recommendation. 

Mr. COLE. I was about to add that the 
General Land Offce under the management 
of the present Commissioner in charge has ' 
been eminently successful. He is now bring- 
ing up the work closer to the present date than 
would have been the case under the manage- 
ment of his predecessor, or probably under 
the management of any other person. I might 
say a good deal in commendation of. that. offi- 
cer. Ihave seen a statement of the compara- 
tive progress of business in the office now with 
it in former years, and it shows a state of 
facts very favorable and complimentary to the 
person now in charge of it; and I was under 
the impression that with his energy and skill 
and management he would be abie to bring up 
the business in arrears without any additional 
force, 

This proposition now to add forty clerks to 
his already very large force, for which appro- 
priations have been made in the bill amount- 
ing to $244,000, I think is an unreasonable 
proposition, and certainly one that should 
receive the careful attention of the Senate, 
and indeed one that should first be. carefully - 
considered by the Committee on Approprias 
tions or some other committee betore it is 
acted upon. i . 

Mr. POMEROY. Isaid the Committee on 
Public Lands had reported it. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator now States that 
it comes from a committee of this body. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said the Committee on 
Public Lands bad reported it; but they had 
not asked me to put it on this bill. They re- 
ported it as a separate bill. 

Mr. COLE. That was a very proper course 
to pursue. The Committee on Public Lands 
have reported the bill to the Senate, and it is 
now on the Calendar. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is. 

- Mr. COLE. And it will receive proper con- 
sideration when the Calendaris called, or when 
the Senator from Kansas, the chairman of that 
committee, calls it up for consideration; and 
that is the proper way to reach the case. If 
the Senate chooses to add that force to the 
General Land Office, then, of course, it will be 
the duty of the Committee on Appropriations 
to make provision for the money to pay them. 
But let us consider that as a separate propo- 
sition, first ascertaining whether the force is 
really necessary for that bureau. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us vote it down. 

Mr. COLE. I agree to the proposition to 
vote it down. and will say no more. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. That is an easy way of 
disposing of any proposition that may come 
up. The easiest way is to say, ‘‘ We will vote 
it down.” I submit to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia that in the first place this comes within 
the rule of the Senate; secondly, it is not to 
increase the salary of*any officer whose salary 
is fixed by law.. It is in harmony with any 
proceeding that we choose to have on an ap- 
propriation bill. Now, the Senator says that 
if we pass this measure as a bill by itself the 
Committee on Appropriations will appropriate 
the money; but now is the time that: we want 
the money, and this is the bill to put it on. | 

Mr, SAWYER. It is just as easy to put it 
on the miscellaneous bill. 
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Mr. POMEROY. But this is the bill that 
makes the appropriations for the salaries of 
the clerks in the various offices. The miscel- 
Janeous bill does not make appropriations for 
clerks in the offiees; but this bill does. Some 
men seem to think the easier way will-be to 

et it off this bill and get it on some other. 
What is the benefit of that? If it is a meas- 
ure that should pass, why not pass it on this 
bill? If the Government ‘should furnish this 
clerical force and pay for it, what is the use 
in dodging the question and saying, ‘‘ Bring it 
up by itself,” or ‘Put it on some other bill ;”’ 
‘Get it off this?’ I say, meet the question 
fairly; either dispute the recommendation of 
the head of the Department and say he has 
asked what he does not want and what the 
public service does not require, or grant him 
what he needs. The Senator says it should 
be considered by some committee. It has 
been considered and unanimously reported on 
by the Committee on’ Public Lands, and I 
took the responsibility without any instruc- 
tions from the committee to move it on this 
bill because it is. recommended by the head 
of the Department, and therefore comes within 
the rule, and this is the place where it should 
be, and now is the time to vote it on. 

Mr. CAMERON. I agree with the Senator 
from California that the best thing we can do 
with this proposition is to vote it down. To 
my mind it is absurd to increase the number 
of clerks by forty in any one Department. 

Mr. POMEROY. Temporarily, for one 


year. 

Mr. CAMERON. There is no temporary 
office in this country. _Weget a man in under 
the excuse that it is only temporary ; but once 
in, he has to be kept there, and then you hold 
out false pretenses to all the country. We 
shall have at least ten thousand applicants for 
these forty clerkships. The right way to meet 
the case is this: if in a single branch of this 
-Department they have not got force enough, 
take what is needed from some other branch 
of the Department. There are more clerks 
employed here now than fill up their time, but 
we are constantly going on at the application 
of some head of a bureau to'add to his force. 
When we go there and make complaints, as I 
often do myself, that they have not attended 


to the pension claim of some good old widow | 


in the country, they say to me, ‘ Give us more 
clerks and we will get this thing done sooner 
for you.” In my business, when I had force 
enough to do the work on hand for a day or 
a week within the usual daily hours, I asked 
the people to do a little more hour-work, to 
work a few more hours, and they always did 
it, gladly did it, and ought to do it. So it 
should be here, because a man who gets a 
place in one of these Departments is very 
highly favored; he gets more pay than he can 
anywhere else in the United States for the 
same labor that he does here; and it is all 
wrong at this time, when we ought to be sav- 
ing money, to increase these clerkships. 
Besides, no man ever came here as a clerk 
that did not have a great wrong done to him. 
A man able to be an efficient clerk here, if he 
would stay at home among his neighbors who 
know his family and know all about him, would 
easily be able to get employment which in the 
end would compensate him much more than 
coming here. Look and see how few men who 
ever came here as clerks, leaving their homes 
with high talents and fine associations around 
them, have ever risen above the’ mere place of 
a second or third class clerk. I know very few. 
How much fewer have the cases been where a 
boy whocame on this floor, being urged upon us 
as a page, ever filled a place befitting the am- 
bition of that boy when he first came here as 
apage? None. There is a blighting power 
on everybody that comes here and fills these 


subordinate places in our Government, and I: 


‘am always sorry to see them come; and for 
that reason especially I shall vote against this 


increase of clerks, to bring here forty more 
people to make them slaves, as they will be if 
they come here. I cannot do that. 
` Mr. POMEROY. You had better shut up 
the Departments, then. ~ 

Mr. CAMERON. No, there are more peo- 
ple now in the Departments than are wanted. 
Some of the Departments have too many, and 
others probably have too few. Let the head 
arrange the business as the head of any great 
establishment would do. If the Land Office 
has too few, let the head of the Interior De- 
partment take some from some other branch 
of the Department. That can be very readily 


done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion: is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. . 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only want to say in 
reply to the Senator from Pennsylvania, that 
his argument has no relation to this question, 
which is, whether there is a necessity for an 
increase of temporary force in the Land 
Office or not. His argument is against em- 
ploying clerks at‘all. f 

Mr. CAMERON. No such thing. 

Mr. POMEROY. He says they are demor- 
alized; they never reach the height of their 
ambition iť they come here, and they had a 
great deal better stay away. _ 

Mr. CAMERON. No, the Senator did not 
understand me in that way. We must have 
clerks, but I say it is a misfortune for any 
man to come here as a clerk. That far he is 
right. : 

Mr. POMEROY. Is it not necessary to 
have a sufficient number to discharge the 
business ? 

Mr. CAMERON, Yes; but we have asuffi- 
cient number. 

Mr. POMEROY. Who is to judge of that? 

Mr. CAMERON. The head of the Depart- 


ment, 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Delano. Here ishis 
recommendation. 

Mr. CAMERON. I dare say that is brought 
about by somebody going and complaining to 
Mr. Delano. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
that, Ido not. | 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know that, but 
I know enough of the business here in Wash- 
ington to know that that is the common 
answer given to you when you go to complain 
of some particular duty not having been done 
at the proper time. That is my experience. 

. Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator will take 
the letter sent here by the Secretary, read it, 
and study it, he will see that for twenty years 
we have been passing laws throwing additional 
labor on this bureau without increasing the 
force. Here is an account of all the college 
scrip that has been located ; here is an account 
of all the land warrants; here isan account 
of all the surveying; and yet they have five 
clerks Jess than then. He recommends that 
there be at least forty. . He says: 

“To meet this work, without retarding the con- 
stantly increasing current business, does, in my 
judgment, require an increase of the force of the 
office of from fifty to sixty temporary clerks, to be 
employed for the period of one year. Ihave, how- 
ever, in the bill submitted, asked for forty only, 
believing that number will, if Congress grants the 
reorganization asked for, enable me to place the 
office in such condition as will render it practicable 
for the permanent force, at the expiration of the 
year, to bring up all the arrearages which may then 
remain.” 

That is the recommendation. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. TI have great faith in the 
head of the Interior Department. I think he 


If the Senator knows 


is about the ablest man the President now has. 


around him. 
- Mr. POMEROY. Ithink so, too. 
Mr. CAMERON. But I would say to him, 
“if you have not got people enough in this 


articular branch, take them from somé other ` 

ureau of your Department.” I believe ‘he: . 
has got move clerks in. that building called: 
the Patent Office than he needs. STE g 

Mr. POMEROY. He does not think go. 

Mr.. CAMERON. But I am to vote‘onit, 
and I have a right to my opinion; My fellows 
and myself here are the judges of that when 
an appropriation is to be made. He is in the 
occupancy of the office, and it is his duty to 
do as we direct him; he is not our master af ` 
all, and I say so with great respect to him. T 
am opposed to this thing of constantly every 
year coming begging for temporary places 
which are intended to be permanent ones, and 
I know that it is time we should reduce the 
expenses of the Government, which grew up 
in the profusion of the war when everybody - 
wanted a, place, when everybody thought we 
had not enough people to do the duties. 
should like to see every Department go back 
to about what it was when the war began: 
While I would pay many of the officers prob: 
ably larger salaries than they have now, I 
would compel them to serve more hours. 
What are eight hours ina day? Why cannot 
these people work twelve hours, as l used to 
do when I worked here in Washington? 

Mr. POMEROY. Bringin a bill for twelve 
hours, and see how many votes it would get! 

Mr. CAMERON. I could get plenty. of 
people to serve twelve hours if they were paid 
for it; but if you fix a particular salary they 
will work just as few hours as possible, I do 
not want to talk about this question, but I am 
going to vote against the proposition. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: i 

YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Ramsoy, Rice, Robertson, and Spencer—21. 

NAYS—Megsrs. Blair, Cameron, Cole, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, and W est—20. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Mdmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Goldthwaite, Harlan, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morri 
of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Schurz, 


Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Wilson, Windom, and Wright~32. Mise 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out on page 45 the clause making 
appropriations for Bureau of Education, be- 
ginning with line ten hundred and ninety-two 
and ending-with line eleven hundred and three, 
and insert the following in lieu thereof: | 

Bureau of Education: , , 

For Commissioner of Education, $3,000 ; chief 
clerk, $2,000; one clerk of class four; one statistician, 
with the compensation of a clerk of class four; one 
clerk of class three; one translator, with the com- 
pensation of a clerk of class three; one clerk of 
class two; one copyist, at $900; one messenger, at 
$840; stationery, $1,000; library, $1,000; current ed- 
ucational periodicals, $250; other current publica- 
tions, $225; completing valuable sets of periodicals 


and publications in tho library, $200; collecting . 
statisties and writing and compiling matter for 
annual and specialreports, and editing and publish- 
ing circulars of information, $18,000; fuel and lights, 
$275; contingencies, $1,260; in all, $34,850. 

This amendment is proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and I believe 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will consent to it without debate. , 

Mr. COLE. This amendment is another 
proposition to legislate upon an appropriation 
bill. It creates some new offices and reorgan~ 
izes a whole department. It shouldbe ‘done, 
if at all, on some bill by itself. I am aware that 
the chairman of-the Committee on Education 
and Labor has been instructed by his committee 
to propose an amendment of this sort; but it 


-will be remembered that this isa new bureau ; it 


is one that you cannot say; much against, be- 
cause we are all in favor of education, most 
of us having but little of it. [Laughter.] A 
proposition of this sort ought, in my opinion, 
to be brought tip by itself and to have the fair 
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consideration of the Senate. I ask the chair- 
“man. of the Committee on Education and 
Labor if this is not already embraced in a 
bill reported and on the Calendar? 
Mr. SAWYER. That has no. connection 
with this. ` ; 
Mr. COLE. It is the easiest thing in the 
rid for that committee to report a bill of 
ë kind and have it considered on its. merits 
as a distinct proposition. This bureau, it 
"Seems, has been able to perform a great deal 
of work already; it succeeds in getting out a 
“Wery. large volume each year of reports, a vol- 
ume comprising I think nearly a thousand 
pages; and itis a.very able illustration of the 
educational interest of the whole country. 
There would appear to be force enough to do 
all.that seems to be required in this depart- 
ment; and I think this is not the time or place 
now. to reorganize the department’and add 
very considerably to the force belonging to it. 
 T hope the amendment will not be concurred 
in.. T trust the Senate will stand by the com- 
mittee on this proposition inasmuch as so 
many of them have manifested a willingness 
to. do so, and this is a proposition on which 
_ the committee need the support of the Senate. 
-Mr. SAWYER. Iam very reluctant, being 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
; to antagonize any position which is taken by 
that committee, and would only do so in obe- 
dience to what I conceive to be my duty as 
chairman of the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 
With regard to what the Senator has seen 
fit to say as to this being legislation on an ap- 
ropriation bill, I will simply state that since 
the formation of the Bureau of Education this 
‘has been the mode of providing the force which 
is.to be employed therein. It was, as is well 
known, originally a Department, and was sub- 
sequently changed to a bureau under the charge 
of the Department of the Interior, and we have 
‘made appropriations for it from year to year, 


ast year our appropriation was $26,600 for 


-this bureau; the year before, $13,000. The 
efforts of the present Commissioner were so 
eminently successful in the opinion of Con- 
gress at the last session that we increased the 
appropriation ; but there is still a great want 
of force in the burean to meet the demands 
which are constantly made upon it and which 
are regularly increasing, The report which 

has been published this year is very much 

: superior to the one which preceded it, and yet 

‘there is room: for improvement, and there is 
need for it. To one who has not examined 
the ‘subject at all, the amount of work which 
the officers of this bureau are obliged to do, 
the amount of inquiries they are obliged to 
answer, would seem to be hardly credible; and 
to-do all this they must have force. 

: This- amendment which I propose simply 
suggests that the Commissioner should have 
what: every other commissioner has, a chief 
clerk in addition to his present force, anda 
statistician, among other things. 
to the necessity for a statistician, I need only 
say that the recent publication of the English 

Census, with its great array of social and edu- 
Gational statistics, and the speedily forthcom- 
ing ninth census of the United States, together 
with matter of a similar character in other 
countries, renders it necessary that these should 
be examined, facts collected and collated from 
them, and stated by a man who has been spe- 
cially drilled for that work. It was thought, 
therefore, by the Commissioner of Education 
that a professional statistician was necessary 
in the bureau. He has, therefore, asked for 
that. The next thing he has asked for is for 
some -copyists. He asks for four copyists at 
$900 each. The large amount of work which 
has to be done in the bureau of that kind can- 
not be done by its present force, and keep up 
the work of the office. 

<: All the other additions are just about a 
thousand dollars, I have named the four 
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copyists, the statistician, and the chief clerk ; 
and beside the expense of these employés, 
only about a thousand dollars is proposed .to 
be appropriated for contingencies, as for edu- 
cational. periodicals, other current publica- 
tions, completing valuable sets of the same, 
and fuel and lights. The whole thing foots up 
about thirty-four thousand dollars for this 
bureau. We appropriate five or six times 
that for the Bureau of Agriculture. We added 
yesterday to the appropriation made by the 
House of Representatives for the Bureau of 
Agriculture $10,000 for seeds alone. 

‘The bill to which the Senator from California 
has referred, now ‘before the Committee on 
Education and Labor, is a bill of quite another 
character. The Bureau of Education does not 
aim to provide education for the people, but it 
aims to give statistics with regard to the con- 
dition of American education of all kinds, and 
it is a necessary branch of the Government 
service. It furnishes that which no State 
furnishes; it enables foreigners who come here 
and want to find out all about our schools in 
the United States, all about our educational 
institutions in the United States, to have a 
place where they can go and have their ques- 
tions answered satisfactorily. It furnishes a 
national place of deposit for reports of the 
various State governments on this important 
subject, and it collates, arranges, systematizes 
the information which can be only obtained by 
abureau of this kind from the variety of sources 
where it must be sought in the country. I 
trust this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will-my friend allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER, I want to know under 
what head of Federal jurisdiction or power this 
Bureau of Education comes? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ifthe Senator will tell me 
under what head of Federal jurisdiction or 
power the Bureau of Agriculture comes I will 
reply to him. - 

ir. CARPENTER. The Senator has got 
me on that. Ido not know. I do not think 
it comes under any. I think it is precisely 
under the same head as this is. I want to 
know of him, before he asks me to vote for 
this, under what head of Federal jurisdiction 
he claims this power? Is it a part of the war 
power? Toes it belong to the regulation of 
commerce? Does it belong to the coining of 
money? Does it belong to any head or subject 
over which the Constitution gives Congress 
power to legislate? 7 

Mr. SAWYER. To the Senator’s inquiry 
I will say this: I presume the wise men who 
passed the law creating the Bureaus of Agri- 
cultureand Education considered that subject ; 
and I will refer him to the debates recorded 
in the Globe at that time. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then all we have to 
do to prove that Congress has power to do a 
thing under the Constitution, is to do it one 
year, and after that the constitutional power is 
clear because it has been done! 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say one word 
here, because I think this is 4 matter of great 
importance. ` I believe that the powers of this 
Government are those, and only those, which 
are specified in the Constitution, and by it ex- 
pressly granted, and those which are neces- 
sarily implied as a means for executing the 
powers expressly granted ; and unless we can 
put our finger upon the grant of the power in 
the Constitution, the subject is not one over 


which, as to which, for which we have any 


authority whatever to legislate. ` 
I do not want to sound any alarm to the 
country or to the Senate, nor to make myself 


| particularly wretched on the subject; but it 


does seem to me ‘that we are insensibly—and 
it is all the more dangerous from the fact that 
it is insensibly—traveling toward a concentra- 
tion of all power in the Federal Government. 
We ought to stop and look around and see 


what authority we have now for establishing 
this Bureau of Education. We have a Bureau 
of Agriculture. What more authority is there 
for establishing either of these than there is 
for establishing a bureau on boots and shoes, 
a bureau on merchandise, on silk goods, or 
any other pursuit or industry of the country? 
Congress has the power to regulate commerce, 
but not to create commerce. The Government 
cannot become a trader. That provision sup- 
poses things in existence to be regulated, 
things to which the legislation of Congress ig 
to apply, not that we are to create commerce. 
This whole subject, and the whole subject in 
relation to agriculture, is, in my judgment, an 
encroachment, an invasion, a usurpation on 
the part of this Government; and I never did, 
knowingly, although I suppose I have repeat- 
edly unknowingly, voted for bills which con- 
tained appropriations for either of these bu- 
reaus, and knowingly I never will. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not propose to reply 
to the Senator’s strictures in regard to the 
unconstitutional character of this bureau at 
all. The drift of his argument goés not to 
my amendment, but to the subject generally ; 
and the proper course for that Senator would 
be to move to strike out the provision which 
has been inserted in the bill by the House of 
Representatives; and if the Senator makes 
that motion, of course the friends of the 
Bureau of Education will do the best they ean 
to prevent its adoption. But as the provision 
is in the bill making an appropriation for the 
Bureau of Education, I desire that that pro- 
vision should be as effective as it is possible to 
make it within reasonable limits. Now, as a 
matter of fact, we spend two hundred thousand 
dollars or thereabouts for the Bureau of Agri 
culture, which is to agriculture precisely what 
this bureau is to education—a collection of 
the statistics, giving information about a sys- 
tem of agriculture in this country. I say when 
we appropriate to that bureau $200,000, it. 
seems to me it is not an unreasonable demand 
to ask less than $35,000 for this Bureau of 
Education, 

I trust, Mr. President, we may have this 
increase without further discussion. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If I understand the 
argument of the Senator from South Carolina, 
it is that if we are going to do an unconstitu- 
tional thing we ought to do it handsomely and 
effectually. 

Mr. SAWYER. No. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I concur 
in every word that has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, and I thipk his words 
were well chosen and fitly spoken, and spoken 
at a very fit time, too, lexpressed my opinion 
in regard to this attempt on the part of the 
Federal Government to take the subject. of 
education into its hands. more than a year ago 
when an appropriation bill was up. Iam op- 
posed to it èn toto; first, for the reason which 
has been given, the want of constitutional 
power; and,-in the .second place, because if 
we had the. constitutional powerit would not 
be advisable to exercise it. 

Why, sir, within my brief life I have seen 
how these things are. The Department of 
Agriculture, beginning as a simple bureau to 
collect statistics, has grown and grown and 
grown until now the appropriations are about 
a quarter of a million a year. It will very 
soon claim, indeed it has been claimed for it 
already, that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
shall become a Cabinet officer. That would 
not be strange. I can recollect when the Post- 
master General was not a Cabinet officer. 
Now he has become a Cabinet officer. I can 
recollect when the Attorney General was not 
a Cabinet officer. . Now he is at the head of a 
great Department, called the Department of 
Justice, and; he is a Cabinet officer. The next 
thing is to_have the Commissioner of the De- 
partment of Agriculture turned into a Cabinet 
officer, and then to have a minister of public 
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instruction, as they have in France. This 
little Bureau of Education is to grow up into 
a department of the Government, the depart- 
ment of public instruction, and we are to have 
another Cabinet officer there. Already there 
are petitions on our table praying for a depart- 
ment of commerce, and that is to grow up into 
a department of the Government, and another 
Cabinet officer, the minister of commerce, as 
he is called in France, and so on. Where is 
it to end? 

There is not an industry, there is not avoca- 
tion in the country that you cannot establish 
a burcau for, and let it grow up into a Depart- 
ment and have a Cabinet officer for its man- 
agemeut and control, if you go on in this way. 
Already the Cabinet is nearly twice what it 
originally was, and I see no end to it. As 
was well said, if you can have a Department 
of Agriculture and a Department of Educa- 
tion, you may have a department of com- 
merce, a department of roads and highways, 
a department of manufactures, and so on to 
the end of the chapter; not one single indus- 
try or occupation in the country but the Fed- 
eral Government must take charge of! 

And now, sir, look at this subject of educa- 
tion. The people of this country are taxed 
for educational purposes by the States more 
than any people ever were taxed for educa- 
tion. There is no people now on the face of 
the globe, there never has been a people on 
the face of the globe so heavily taxed for pur- 
poses of education as the people of the United 
States are taxed by their State governments, 
and that, too, in addition to the voluntary taxa- 
tion of the people for the same purpose. No- 
body complains of that, everybody is glad of 
it, but do you not see that when the Federal 
Government begins to tax forthe same pur- 
pose youhave double taxation for that object, 
taxation by the State governments and taxa- 
tion by the Federal Government? 

Sir, I have had occasion several times to 
remark in regard to my own State that she raises 
$9,000,000 a year for purposes of public edu- 
cation, Do we want the General Govern- 
ment to tax us for thatsame purpose? Do we 
not taisé enough money by State taxation for 
that object? Is there any necessity in the 
world that there should be a great department 
of public instruction here in the United States 
like that which exists in France, at the head 
of which is a minister called the minister of 
public instruction? 

But, sir, there are other reasons which are 
far stronger even than these, and much stronger 
than the mere matter of economy. It is not 
advisable to put the whole education of this 
country in the hands of one central power, I 
do uot care what it is. That is a great mis- 
take in education which makes all education a 
dead horizontal level. Nothing in the world 
is worse for the human mind than any attempt 
to bring everything in the shape of education 
down to the same dead plane. No, sir, we 
want nothing of the kind. ` 

As to the mere collection of statistics and 
the collection of volumes, all you have to do 
is to go to your Congressional Library. Do 
members know what is in that library? There 
ig not one single thing to be found in this 
Bureau of Education that is worth having 
which is not already in your Congressional 
Library, not one publication. And as to the 
diluted skim milk, so to speak, of the various 
State reports which come here in the shape of 
a report from the Commissioner of Education, 
if I may judge by that which we had a year 
ago, the less of that kind of literature we have 
the better it will be for the mental condition 
of the country. . 

| hope, sir, that the amendment will be dis- 
agreed to. k 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER: The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. i 

Mr: FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
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I do not know that I am in favor of this 
amendment; but I should not like, by my 
silence, to acquiesce in the positions taken 
by the two distinguished Senators who have 
spoken. I think there is some power in the 
Constitution for having a Bureau of Agricul- 
ture, and I think it is of the first importance 
to this country that that: bureau should exist, 
and that its interests should be promoted. 
Sir, the products of this- country for the year 
1869-70 were equal to our national debt— 
$2,500,000,000 ; and the amount of land occu- 
pied is only about twelve per cent. of the 
whole area of this country. So we can see 
what the interests of that department are to 
be. The Constitution done provide in its 
very threshold: 

“ We, the people of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de~- 
fense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 


blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution.’ 


Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to put a question to him? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does he claim that 
that phraseology, that general introduction, 
stating the objects which induced the people 
to adopt the Constitution, is any grant of 
power or any explanation of the powers that 
are granted ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Notatall. That 
is introductory to the Constitution; and what 
is there introductory to the Constitution is in 
the eighth section of the first article enacted 
as a part of the Constitution, where it is pro- 
vided that Congress shall have power ‘ to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
to pay debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States.’ I understand that under that power 
Congress would have the right to say—per- 
haps not; that is a question which will be dis- 
eussed-—that all the children of this country 
should be educated, or what proportion of 
them should be farmers; but I do say that 
under that provision it is not a violation of 
our constitutional obligations to hold out facil- 
ities and inducements for the people to enter 
into agriculture, togive them information in 
reference to education. It is this general 
power to promote the general welfare without 
interfering in any way with the States or with 
the citizens that is included in the preamble 
of the Constitution and in the eighth section 
of the first article. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says we may collect 
taxes for that purpose. f 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It expressiy 
says that we may collect taxes for the purpose 
of promoting the general welfare. Now this 
country has immense tracts of lands* to sell. 
Is it not promoting the general -welfare to 
encourage agriculture, to induce persons to go 
and buy our lands, to show the adaptation of 
those lands for the purposes for which they 
may be required? 

But this is no time to discuss so important a 
question. At some future time, if it is neces- 
sary, I shall be very willing to express my 
views. I simply wish now to enter my dissent 
to the doctrine presented here by the Senator 
from Wisconsin and the Senator from Ohio in 
reference to the Agricultural Bureau. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question similar to the one 
which I propounded to him as to the preamble ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. ` 

Mr. CARPENTER. Task the Senator from 
New Jersey whether he understands that this 
phraseology in the first clause of the eighth 
section of the first article, ‘‘ Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, to pay the debts, and 


provide for the common defense and general: 


welfare of the United States,” af all enlarges 


or was intended at all to enlarge the jurisdic’ 


tion and authority of the United ‘States as to 


the subject to which their legislation should 
extend? eae ay 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I think. that is 
one of the subjects for which we are author- - 
ized to collect taxes—what is for the genera! 
welfare. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. H it is so, that settles 
the question ; but it gains no support from this 
phraseology which the Senator has read... If 
he can point out what particular branch of the 
Federal jurisdiction this belongs to, or what 
power of Congress reaches the subject, then I 
concede we may tax to exercise that power. 
But I do not see what power Congress has 
over agriculture any more than it has: over 
boot and shoemaking, or any other mechanism 
or pursuit of life, and it certainly was not the 
intention of those who framed the Constitution 
to transfer to the Federal Government (for that 
takes it away from the States) the control of 
all the domestic industries of the land. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Not at all. 
That is just exactly what I protested I did not 


mean. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes. 

Mr. THURMAN. Did I understand him 
as claiming—he will pardon me for the inter- 
ruption for I was occupied at the moment— 
that the clause relative to providing for the 
common defense and general welfare was a 
substantive grant of power in and of itself? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not claim 
it; the Constitution says so. . 

Mr. THURMAN. If that is the case, all 
the rest of the Constitution is leather and 


prunella. ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Constitu- 
tion says in express terms that we may “‘ lay 
and collect taxes,” &¢., ‘to pay the debts and 
provide for the common delence and general 
welfare of the United States.” Ido not say 
anything about it; the Constitution says so, 
and I hold that providing for the obtaining of 
information in reference to agriculture, and in 
reference to education for the general benefit 
and information of the country, is within that 
provision of the general welfare, I would 
ask the Senator under what specific provision 
of the Constitution is it that we have a Con- 
gressioual Library? It is only under that. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It seems to me that 
this matter is very plain on the Constitution 
itself. We concur so far. The preamble is 
as follows: 

“Wo, the people of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect, Union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
fonse, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, 
do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America.’” i 

That is, in order to accomplish these gen- 
eral purposes, including the general welfare 
of the United States, we have ordained and 
established a Constitution which creates a 
Government upon which we have conferred 
certain specified, enumerated powers. When 
you come to the article on taxation, Congress 
is authorized ‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States ;’' in other words, 
Congress is authorized to collect taxes to exe- 
cute the powers. conferred upon the General 
Government by the Constitution. 

Why, Mr. President, there never was a Fed- 
eral writer in this country, even the extremest 
of that school, who maintained any such doc- 
trine. Mr. Justice Story, in his Commenta- 
ries, takes this up and devotes some thirty 
pages to it, and he: literally annihilates the 
whole theory and the whole doctrine that this 
clause of the eighth section of the first article 
is to be regarded as enlarging in any sense the 
powers which the Constitution has in precise 
and appropriate terms conferred upon Con- 
gress and upon the Government. 


1458 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 6, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. . I would ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin under what power it 
is that we pass patent laws and copyright laws? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Under a special pro- 
Vision of the Constitution, which, if the Sen- 
ator. will pardon me a moment, authorizes us 
to do that very thing, That is one of the sub- 
jects expressly confided to Congress. 

» Mr: FRELINGHUYSEN. Under what pro- 
vision of the Constitution are pensions allowed, 
cand under what clause are the poor in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia provided for? 

Mr. CARPENTER. So far as the poor 
in the District of Columbia are concerned, it 
arises from our exclusive power of jurisdic- 
tion in this District, which is the same power 
the States have to provide for their poor. So 
far as the Congressional Library, so far as 
these desks and chairs are concerned, they are 
of course incidental to the session of Con- 
gress, incidental to the proper performance 
of its duties. We have as much right to buy 
a library as we have to buy stationery to draw 
bills upon, That is because the thing is inci- 
derit to executing a power which. is expressly 
granted. 

I have asked the Senator to show me to 
what undoubted subject of Federal jurisdic- 
tion this Agricultural Bureau is a necessary 
incident. If he can do that, theu he brings 
it within the analogy of the Congressional 
Library and a congyessional chair and desk ; 
but if he cannot do it he does not bring it 
there. But to say that this preamble of the 
Constitution or that this general phraseology 
here covers the case, is to put himself in 
Opposition to every legal writer and every 
judge who has spoken on the subject since 
the Government was established. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
a question? 

_ My. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

_, Mr. EDMUNDS. Task whether any legal 
writer or judge has held or decided that the 
power to raise money by the imposition of 
taxes conferred by the eighth section of the 
first article was limited under any of the spe- 
cial heads that are mentioned in other parts 
of the Constitution? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand it to be 
a conceded doctrine that Congress has no right 
to raise money except to execute soine one of 
the powers conferred on the General Govern- 
ment. I never heard the thing intimated 
before. _ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nobody disputes the prop- 
osition, but that eighth section which provides 
for raising money by taxation enumerates tho 
objects for which Congress may raise money ; 
those objects are named in the section; and 
one of those objects, a limitation upon the 
right to collect money, is to collect it for the 
purpose of promoting the general welfare. 
Therefore I submit to him he cannot find any 
text writer or decision on the question of rais- 
ing money—I am not speaking about inter- 
fering with schools in the States, but of raising 
money, and putting it into the Treasury—which 
is a limitation upon it at all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand Mr. 
Story’s Commentaries to devote at least thirty 
pages to controverting the precise proposition 
which the Senator from Vermont now main- 
tains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 
for the book. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator can send 
for it as easily as I can. It is not thirty days 
since I examined it and considered it. This 
phraseology in the cighth section adds nothing 
whatever; it is only repeating in substance the 
phraseology of the preamble. Congress may 
levy taxes to promote the general welfare, but 
that general welfare is all provided for; that 
is, everything that we can do to promote the 
general welfare is specially provided for in dis- 
tinct clauses of the Constitution. An exactly 
equivalent phrase put into this eighth section 


IT wish you would send 


would have been, ‘‘ Congress shall have power 
to collect taxes, &c., for the common defense 
and for all other purposes authorized by this 
Constitution.” It adds nothing to it; it is 
equivalent phraseology. 

If you say that we may raise money to pro- 
mote the general welfare, what was the object 
of granting any other power to Congress? It 
carries with it, of course, the power to expend 
that money’as an incident to it. If this be a 
substantive grant of power to raise money to 
do anything and everything to promote the 
general welfare, we of course are the judges 
of what the general welfare requires; and an 
incident to the power to raise.money for the 
purpose would certainly be to apply it to the 
object, and that makes us the exclusive judges 
and gives us the exclusive jurisdiction over 
every subject touching domestic affairs, from 
one end of this land to the other. Such a 
theory is a complete subversion, it is a com- 
plete winding up of the State governments. 

Mr. President, I will never omit an oppor- 
tunity in time—if I sometimes speak it out of 
time I trust Senators will forgive me—to pro- 
test against a doctrine or a tendency in prac- 
tice to pass the just lines of separation between 
Federal and State authority. The safety of 
this country, the liberties of this people, and 
all the destinies that attach to us as a nation, 
depend, in my judgment, essentially and pri- 
marily upon the strict observance of these 
principles, a strict devotion to that line of 
demarkation. Where we have power. con- 
ferred on us by the Constitution let us exer- 
cise it fully, amply, and wisely, and let us tol- 
erate no interference on the part of the States ; 
but where the power is not conferred on us 
(and if it is not it is reserved to the States) 
let us take equal care not to transcend that 
line ourselves and invade the province of the 
State governments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
South Carolina, 

Mr. SAWYER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to occupy 
once or two moments of the time of the Senate. 

I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
Ido not think itat this time for the true inter- 
est of the Bureau of Education. I believe that 
bureau to be a constitutional bureau, as well 
as the Bureau of Agriculture; but its being a 
constitutional bureau is quite a different thing 
from its having the power to direct what the 
States shall do in respect to the education of 
their people or the improvement of their lands. 
That is quite another thing. None of the laws 
providing for either of these. bureaus attempts 
to do any such thing; and I shall probably 
assist, as far as I may, my friend from Wis- 
consin in resisting an attempt to interfere in 
any such way. 

But here the question is whether we are 
authorized to use part of the publicmoney for 
obtaining information and disseminating it 
among the: people who are willing to receive 
it, not against their will, upon a topic of gen- 
eral welfare. While Í am opposed to this 
amendment and shall vote against it, I cannot 
let what my friend from Wisconsin has said 
upon this subject of the power to raise money 
go without a wordof remark. If his principle 
were true, I can point out to him in two days’ 
time more than a thousand acts of Congress, 
from the foundation of the Government down 
to this day, appropriating the public money 
for private aud other objects for which there 
is no warrant in the Constitution at all. The 
practice of the Government, I have no hesi- 
tation in saying, from the beginning down to 
this day, has been to hold that Congress had 
just the same power over the appropriation 
of publie money for any purpose which in its 
judgment should promote the general welfare 
that a State hasoverthe money in its treasury, 

The power to levy and coilect taxes given in 


the eighth section of the first article is given 
broadly, subject only to the purpose named in 
that section of providing for the common de- 
fense and promoting the general welfare; but 
when you have a right to spend the people's 
money, it does not by any. means follow that 
you have a right to compel people to have it 
spent in a particular way which shali interfere 
with their rights; that is another thing. We 
have granted pensions to people not in the 
Army, and after your armies were disbanded, 
which does not fall under the power ‘to raise 
and support armies,’ because your armies are 
gone, and your soldiers are returned to civil 
life, and an argument just as strong could be 
made against the pension appropriation bills 
providing for all people who are out of service 
in the Army as can be made against this—I 
mean upon the constitutional ground. 

I have here what is quoted from Judge 
Story on this very point, not on the point of 
carrying out coercively the other enumerated 
powers of the Constitution, but upon the point 
of raising and expending money: 

“Judge Story believed that the true import of the 
whole clause could be thus expressed: ‘The Con- 
gress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises,in order to pay the 
debts and to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States.’ (Story’s Con- 
stitution, section nine hundred and eight.) Thus 
limiting the power of the Government. to tax for 
providing for the common defense and general wel- 
fare. Cd. and sections nine hundred and eleven and 
nine hundred and thirteen.) Ihe laying taxes is 
the power and the general welfare the purpose for 
which the power is to be- exercised. Congress are 
not to lay taxes ad libitum for any purpose they 
please, but only to pay tho debts or provide for the 
general welfare of the Union. In like manner they 
are not to do anything they please to provide for 
the general welfare, but only to lay taxes for that 
purpose.” 

That is exactly the distinction that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey made before. We do 
not undertake to coerce the States about agri- 
culture, or to direct, what State agricultural 
societies or State Legislatures or private citi- 
zens shall do or shall not do; but in order to 
uphold the duty of the Government to look 
out for the general welfare of this people as a 
nation, so far as it respects appropriating 
money to promote it, we may gather and dis- 
seminate information for agriculture and for 
education and for all those common purposes 
which, in the minds of the representatives of 
the people and of the States, fairly fall within 
the appropriate expenditure of public money 
for the common good. That is the distinction, 
as it appears to me; but I think that this 
amendment ought not to be passed at this time 
for the interest of the bureau itself. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to correct a remark 
made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, that this is a reorganization 
of the Bureau of Education. It is simply 
adding two persons to the force. That is the 
entire strength of the amendment. It adds 
two persons to the force, a statistician and a 
chief clerk, besides four female copyists. 
There-is no reorganization about it; there is 
no new grant of powers; there is no purpose 
to interfere with the educational institutions 
of the States. ` If it is revolutionary or uncon- 
stitutional, it As because the bureau has been 
from the beginning revolutionary and uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. COLE. It adds $8,800 to the expense. 

Mr. SAWYER. It adds $8,800 to the ap. 
propriation. As I said before, in view of the 
large appropriations made to the Agricultural 
Bureau, I think it is but reasonable to ask this 
small increase here. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeag 17, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Corbett, Flanagan, Hamlin, 
Morrillof Maine,Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, and Scott-—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly,- Norwood, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sherman, 
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Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, 
and West—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Schurz, 

nencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Trumbull, 

iison, Windom, and Wright—29. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is an 

nendment which I wish to have made on 
page 48, line eleven hundred and seventy- 
eight. It is an amendment which is necessary 
in order to the publication of the agricultural 
report. It has been submitted to members 
of the committee, and they are not unfavor- 
able to it. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 
eleven hundred and seventy-eight, I move 
to insert “for editing agricultural reports, 
$500.” : 

Mr. COLE. That amendment is proposed 
by the Committee on Agriculture, I under- 
stand? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. COLE. It is deemed by them to be 
necessary. It is, I think, however, adding an 


unnecessary expense. I do not on the part 
of the Committee on Appropriations acquiesce 
init; Lam willing to submit to a vote of the 
Senate upon it. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to ex- 
plain that I spoke to members of the com- 
mittee and to the chairman of the committee, 
and had, as I understood, his acquiescence to 
this amendment, or I certainly should not 
have so stated to the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. Excuse me. I stated to the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
-that I would not raise any point of order upon 
it, but had no authority upon my own part to 
accept it as an amendment adopted by the 
Committee on Appropriations, because the 
committee had not had an opportunity to 
consider it, and I could not do that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This little pro- 
vision of $500 seems to be necessary to the 
editing of that report, which is the most 
acceptable and useful publication that is made 
by Congress, and I trust it will be acquiesced 
in. The Senator from Vermont, and, as I 
understood, the Senator from California, 
acquiesced in it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The amount 
proposed to be appropriated by this amend- 
ment is very small, only $500, and if we want 
this report at all it is absolutely necessary, as 
T understand, that this proposition:should be 
adopted. I hope, therefore that the amend- 
ment will be agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey what ground there 
is for this that did not exist in regard to the 
other proposition which we have just voted 
down? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not think 
it worth while to discuss that constitutional 
question on an amendment appropriating $500. 
It is worth morc than that to discuss it. 

Mr. COLE. I suggest, to save time, that 
instead of calling the yeas and nays, we have 
a division. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have been ordered unless the call is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
call. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 22, noes11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered ; and being taken 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 


I withdraw the 


gan, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy,’ Pool, Rice, 
Scott, Spencer, Tipton, an est—25. 
NAYS—Messrs. Carpenter, Cole, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, 
Robertson, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, and 


Vickers—12. 
ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Buck- 


ingham, Casserly, Chandler, Coo er, Cra: in, Davis 
of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Howe, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Trum- 
bull, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—36. 


.So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is an 
amendment which I desire to offer to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations appropriating $50,000 to the 
civil service commission. As the law now 
stands, no person holding any office can re- 
ceive any other compensation for service than 
the salary of that office. On this civil service 
commission are three persons who are engaged 
in the Departments, two in the Department 
ofthe Interior and one in the Treasury. To 
remedy that difficulty, 1 propose this amend- 
ment: 

That tho President is authorized to make suitable 
compensation to such members of the civil service 


commission as are otherwise in the service of the 
United States. : 


Mr. HAMLIN. That is civil service reform, 


is it? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suppose, 
strictly, we might be told that we should in- 
troduce a separate bill to authorize the Presi- 
dent to make this compensation, but as we 
are in this appropriation bill appropriating 
$50,000 for this very purpose, the whole ob- 
ject of this provision is to relieve the Presi- 
dent from the disability created by the statute 
to pay these three persons whio are in the ser- 
viee. ‘They work three or four hours a day 
more than their official duty requires, and [ 
do not think the Government expects them to 
do that without further compensation. ‘The 
only objection that there can be to this amend- 
ment is that it is not in the proper place. 

Mr. COLE. ‘There is another objection to 
it, if I may be allowed to state it; that there 
has been no notice of it, and it has not been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is 80; 
but I supposed that an amendment to an 
amendment did not require notice. Ido not 
see how we could be required to give notice 
of an amendment to an amendment which is 
introduced a few hours before we want to 
amend it. 

Mr. COLE. I beg pardon of the Senator. 
Notice was given of the amendment in regard 
to the civil service commission, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and it was before the committee for several 
days. That amendment has been adopted 
and acted upon, and it is not now competent 
to go back and amend it further. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I submit the 
question to the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains tbe point of order made by the Sena- 
tor from California. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to say to my 
friend from New Jersey that if I live until this 
bill reaches the Senate from the Committee 
of the Whole I shall move to strike out that 
provision altogether, and that will bring the 
subject again to the consideration of the 
Senate. 

If the Senate will pardon me a word, how- 
ever, I think the amendment now offered by 
the Senator from New Jersey is a little the 
fattest illustration of the value of civil service 
reform, as it is being carried out, that we have 
seen since the subject came into vogue. Here 
are three clerks in the employ of the Govern- 
ment receiving to-day the salary which the law 
regards sufficient for their services. ‘They are 
on this commission, and the very first effort 
they make here is to have their salaries in- 
creased two or three thousand dollars apiece 


a year. At that rate, with $50,000 to be 
appropriated, to be applied just as the Presi- 
dent sees fit to apply it, the precedents being 
set by the amendment and by this appropri- 
ation in the bill will, I think, tend to make 
the people of the United States exceedingly in 
love with civil service reform. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Myfriend from 
Wisconsin seems to introduce important. sub- 
jects and hang them on a very small hook. 
We had a little amendment up here in refer- 
ence to the educational department and he 
precipitated a discussion on the great consti- 
tutional question of the powers of the Federal 
Government. Now, I propose to do what 
meets with his approval as a gentleman of 
honor, and he holds that that depreciates and 
detracts from civil service reform. It is not 
to increase the salary of any clerk; but when 
these officials in the Departments give three 
or four hours, as I am told, over and above 
the hours in which they are called upon offi- 
cially to work and perform all their duties in 
the Department, I say it is contrary to 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question of fact? During the 
time when this commission was sitting ou civil 
service reform were these men also perform- 
ing their full duties as clerks in the Depart- 
ments? Were they not detailed or transferred 
or permitted to go to this service? Did they 
do double duty, in other words? : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. ‘That is just the 
statement I was making, that they did do 
double duty, and that therefore, if the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin understood the facts, the 
amendment would commend itself to his good 
judgment. ‘his Government is not so poor, 
and the people of the United States are not so 
mean, that they want these officials to do over- 
work for two or three hours a day, as I am 
informed by members of the commission they 
have done—I know nothing about the facts 
myself—and not give them compensation. But 
the amendment, I understand, is out of order, 
and therefore I do not further press it. ‘ 

Mr. SAWYER. I am requested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, not now in his seat, 
[Mr. Sumyenr,] to offer an amendment of 
which notice was given by him some days 
since. It is to insert. at the end of the para- 
graph making appropriations for the Bureau 
of Education the following : 

To enable the Commissioner of Education to pro~ 
pare an account ofthe common schools ot the United 
States, and.their operation, in answer to the appli- 
cation of the Japanese Government, $5,000, 

I only wish to say a word in behalf of this 
amendment. I wish the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts were in his place to do so. The Gov- 
ernment of Japan has made application to the 
Government of the United States for just the 
thing suggested in this amendment, and the 
Commissioner of Education has no means at 
his command by which he can do it. Itisa 
question for the Senate to decide, whether they 
will put into this bill an appropriation which 
will enable that officer to do what the Japan- 
ese Government have asked us to have done 
for them ; that is, to make a complete account 
of the common-schoolsystem prevailing in the 
United States. I had hoped that this amend- 
ment would pass without any objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was going to propose 
to send copies of the reports of the Commis- 
sioner of Education to the Japanese Govern- 
ment. I think they contain all the informa- 
tion required. , He gave us a digest which was 
said to contain a statement of all the laws of 
the United States on the subject of public 
schools. I should be perfectly willing to vote 
a handsomely bound copy of that report and 
present it in due form to the Japanese Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. COLE. I think they can get the in- 
formation they desire from the reports already 
published by this department. The youth of 
that country are here becoming educated in 
our language, and I observe the most of them 
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are able to converse in it freely, and no doubt 
read it. They will certainly.be able to get all 
the information necessary. from the books we 
havealready published. They will, of course, 
be able to digest those books and get the spe- 
cific information they may desire at any time. 
I think this is a useless appropriation. 
: The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to ask a question in 
réference to the proposition relating to the 
civil service commission. Willan amendment 
to répeal tho law appointing that commission 
be germane to that amendment when the bill 
comes into the Senate? Must I give notice 
of such a proposition? I understand there is 
a provision in the bill to appropriate $50,000 
for that commission. 

Mr. COLE. I did not hear the Senator from 
Ilinois. Thetalking on this side of the Cham- 
ber is so much louder than his that I was not 
able to hear his inquiry: 

Mr. LOGAN. {Í came in the Chamber a 
moment ago and the discussion then was in 
reference to the appropriation for the civil ser- 
vice commission. I want to know whether an 
amendment to repeal the law appointing that 
commission will be germane to the amend- 
ment already adopted, when the bill comes 
into the Senate, and I should like to have an 
answer to that question. i 

Mr. POMEROY. When the bill is reported 
to the Senate the question will be on concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Senator can reach it 
if he excepts this particular amendment when 
we come to concur in the amendments in, the 
‘Senate. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose a motion to refuse 
to concur in the amendment adopted in com- 
mittee, if carried, will open the door to the 
proposition the Senator from Illinois suggests, 
it not being an atnendment asking an appro- 
priation. 

Mr. LOGAN. While I am on the floor, I 
merely wish to state that Ihave no desire to 
discuss the question at all; but from the work- 
ings of this commission and its operations 
under the rules adopted, it strikes me if civil 
service reform was intended this is the wrong 
way to get at it. Although 1 am ag much in 
favor of a reform in the civil service as any- 
body, I am not in favor of it in that way, in 
the mannerin which they propose. My theory 
is that if the Congress of the United States 
determine to have this reform they should do 
it by law, prescribing themselves the rules 
that are to be followed. Ido not think this 
commission is following out the intention of 
the law by any means. I think from the man- 
ner in which it is organized it is a humbug. 
The fact that one of the commissioners ap- 
pointed to regulate the civil service was one 
of the first men appointed to office without 
being examined under the rules shows and 
proves to the country, or ought to do go, that 
the whole thing is a humbug under these rules; 
and I am opposed to appropriating any money 
to this commission; but if Congress should 
adopt a proper law on the subject I might not 
be go much opposed to that. That is the rea- 
son 1 asked the question of the Chair. I 
desire to offer an amendment to the proposi- 
tion to repeal the law under which this com- 
mission has been appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will answer the Senator. If the Senator offers 
an amendment in committee, the Chair will 
entertain the amendment, but he cannot now 
say what course will be taken until the Sena- 
tor. proposes his amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. We are not in the Senate 
now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in Comniittee of the Whole. i 

Mr.. LOGAN. I will withhold it then. for 
the present. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say to my friend 
from Illinois that he will find a hundred pré- 
cedents that will justify him when we come 
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into the Senate in moving to strike out this 
amendment ‘and put in its place a section 
repealing the law. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what I desired to 
know, whether I'could do that or not. 

Mr. COLE. Now appeal to the Senate to 
allow the bill to- þe reported to the Senate, and 
then of course it will be open to further amend- 


ment. f 

Mr: KELLOGG. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. On page 86, after line eight hundred 
and seventy, I move to insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Troasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, within six months after, the pas- 
sage of this act, to remove or sell, at his discretion, 
the machinery and a)l the movable property belong- 
ing to the United States now in the building and 
grounds heretofore occupied by the United States 
as @ branch mint, situate in thecity of New Orleans, 
and bounded by Esplanade street, Barracks street, 
Levee street, and the public road, and to surrender 
to the authorities of the said city of New Orleans 
the building and grounds above described: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may within six 
months after the passage of this act cause the branch 
mint at New Orleans to be reéstablished for the 
coinage of gold, silver, and nickel, in which case 
this act shall be void. 

I desire to say a word or two in explanation 
of this amendment. 

Mr. COLE. I was going to raise a point 
of order on the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. J will hear it. 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator has some re- 
marks to make upon it I will not do it now. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not at all. I preferthat 
the point should be made now. It will save 
time. 

Mr. COLE. This amendment has not been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. POMEROY. It does not make any 
appropriations, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer this amendment 
from the Committee on Commerce; and.I 
do not think my friend, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, will be able to 
strangle it so easy as he seems to imagine he 
can. My friend from California has been emi- 
nently successful, I notice, in summarily dis- 
posing of two or three amendments of more 
or less merit offered by different Senators; 
but this one, I apprehend, has not only merit, 
but it comes I submit clearly under the rule. 
First, it proposes to make no appropriation 
in terms; and second, I offer it under instruc- 
tion from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. President, I desire to sayin explana- 
tion of this amendment that the branch mint 
at New Orleans was established by act of March 
3, 1835, and continued until some time in 1861, 
when, owing to the war, it of course ceased 
operations. It has never since been revived 
or reéstablished, although during the space of 
some twenty years before the war more than 
seventy million dollars was coined at that 
miut—metal produced from North and South 
Carolina, from Alabama, Georgia, Mexico, 
and California. 

A few days since the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Poot] was so successful, I am 
glad to say, as to prevent the clause to which 
this is an amendment being stricken from this 
bill, and was able to secure an assay office. 
Had the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee been adopted, the branch mint now 
existing at Charlotte, North Carolina, would 
have ceased to exist even as an assay office. 
This, sir, is the only semblance of a mint left 
in the South. The Senate, exercising, as I 
think, a sound judgment, determined to leave 
the mint as an assay office at Charlotte, North 
Carolina, and made an. appropriation to that 
end. Now the whole amount of metal coined 
at the mint in Charlotte, North Carolina, for 
more than twenty years was only about five 
millions, while during the same length of time; 
as I have stated, the amount coined at the 
branch mint in New Orleans was over seventy 
millions. If I made no other point than this, 
that the Senate having determined that the 
branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina, 


|shall be maintained, for that reason alone 


they should permit the mint at New Orleans 
to be reéstablished and continued, and also 
make an appropriation sufficient to that end, 
when it is considered that the latter coined 
seventy millions against five millions coined 
during the same time at the mint in North 
Carolina. 

I do not know, sir, that I have a more forci» 
ble reason to offer, but I will follow the same 
channel of reasoning pursued by my honor- 
able friend from North Carolina upon a single 
point as an additional reason why this amend- 
ment should be adopted.’ My friend stated 
that the mint at Charlotte cost $83,000, and 
if it was abolished $83,000 would be sacrificed 
that the Government practically owned at this 
moment and could retain by continuing the 
mint. Sir, the mint at New Orleans cost in 
the aggregate $588,812, and by the express 
provision of the deed of cession made by the 
city to the United States it was expressly pro- 
vided that— 

“Should it hereafter ?”— 

I quote from the deed— 

“be deemed necessary by the Government of the 
United States to remove the mint contemplated to 
be established as aforesaid, or cease to occupy it for 
such purposes, then this act to be null and void.” 

It was urged by my friend from North Caro- 
lina that the Government should continue the 
branch mint at Charlotte, among other rea- 
sons, because it would retain property worth 
$83,000, as the architect of the Treasury 
Department reports, Then I insist by parity 
of reasoning that the branch mint in New 
Orleans should be retained because it cost more 
than five hundred and eighty-eight thousand 
dollars, which, by continuing the mint, will be 
retained by the Government; otherwise, under 
the operation of the condition contained in 
the grant, this property must revert to the 
city. 

It is for these reasonsthat I urge this amend- 
ment in addition to the fact that considerable 
importation of the precious metals is coming, 
or likely soon to come, into the port of New 
Orleans from Sonora, Chihuahua, and other 
departments of Mexico by way of El Paso and 
Eagle Pass, and also by steamers and sailing 
vessels from Tampico, Vera Cruz, and other 
ports on the Gulf of Mexico. This importa- 
tion of precious metals is likely soon to attain 
considerable magnitude. Before the war for 
many years it was deemed quite sufficient to 
justify the Government in maintaining a 
branch mint; and when the steamship line 
proposed by the bill upon your Calendar is 
established, as I trust it soon will be, between 
New Orleans, Vera Cruz, and other Mexican 
and Spanish-American ports, and when a more 
liberal system of commercial intercourse is 
established with those countries south of us 
which produce precious metals, and which 
will, as soon as they are once brought into 
commercial relations with us, exchange their 
precious metals for our products, there will be 
quite as great, indeed much greater necessity 
for a branch mint at New Orleans than at any 
time heretofore. 

Now, sir, I ask as a matter of common 
justice that this amendment be adopted. Let 
me say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that this amendmentin the form 
of a bill was before the Committee on Com- 
merce, and reported by that committee at the 
last session, when it passed the Senate and 
failed in the House. This session it has again 
been reported from the Committee on Com- 
meree. Thus, sir, this bill comes indorsed by 
the Committee on Commerce, and it seems to 
me in common justice, for the reasons I have 
given and others that might be urged, this 
amendment. should be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The pro- 
viso to this amendment, I take it, is all that 
the Senator from Louisiana desires to have 
passed ; but Senators will notice by the read- 
ing of the amendment, notwithstanding his 
elaborate speech in behalf of the mint at New 
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Orleans, that he really contemplates the aban- 
donment of the mint. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not at all. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I must say 
that if any mint isto be kept up in the South, 
at all the branch mint at New Orleans has very 
many higher claims to consideration on the 
part of Congress than anyother. It isa more 
central point; it is a place where ʻa larger 
amount of coin will naturally center; and it 
would unquestionably be the place where a 
branch mint should be established if at all. 

But it seems that Congress thought five or 
six years ago the whole of these branch mints 
should be abandoned, and gave a discretionary 
power to the Secretary of the Treasury to dis- 
continue them and to sell the machinery and 
all the internal fixtures. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, as I understand, sold apart of them, 
but has not sold all. The question involved 
in relation to the New Orleans mint is before 
the Senate in a special bill. It will be seen 
that it involves a large amount. By the state- 
ment just made by the Senator from Louisiana 
it seems that the cost of the mint was $588,000, 
and l suppose it would be a moderate estimate 
to say that the land upon which it stands is 
worth ag much more. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. May I ask the Senator 
from Vermont a question ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Does the Senator deny 
that by the terms of the grant of the city of 
New Orleans to the United States Government 
of ground for the purposes of the mint it is 
expressly provided that in case the mint is 
E aaia the property shall revert to the 
city 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
deny that a very Jewish contract was made 
with the United States in relation to the land 
there; and we shall, if we abandon the mint, 
be compelled to surrender the site upon which 
it stands. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then I ask, as the prop- 
erty is to revert by the terms of the deed to 
the city in case the mint is abandoned, amount- 
ing in value to $500,000, if the Government 
does not lose that much according to the Sen- 
ator’s argument, and if that is not a sufficient 
reason for reéstablishing it? 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. We might 
lose very much by conducting a branch mint 
that the necessities of the Government no 
longer require. I do not know but that it 
would be wise and proper for us to surrender 
this building and give it to the city of New 
Orleans, and I am not very averse to that 
idea; but at the same time I do say that it is 
a question of considerable moment and it 
ought not to be decided upon a mere amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill. It is one of 
sufficient moment to be considered by itself, 
separately and apart from anything else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This amendment is an 
illustration of the folly of the effort to attach 
independent bills to an appropriation bill. 
This involves a property which cost the Gov- 
ernment, all told, about half a million dollars. 
The Government of the United States have 
no title to the land on which it is built. They 
hold under a lease which provides that in 
case the property is abandoned as a mint it 
shall revert to the city of New Orleans. In 
my judgment there is no court that would not 
now compel a surrender by the United States 
of this property to the city of New Orleans, 
because under an act of Congress for five 
years it has been abandoned as a mint; and if 
private parties held this property, it could be 
recovered by an action of ejectment by the 
city of New Orleans. 

After careful examination the Committee 
on Finance reported a bill receding to the city 
of New Orleans any interest we had in this 
property, together with the materials upon it 
and the building, authorizing the removal of 
the movable property and the abandonment 
of the building to the city of New Orleans. 


There was some doubt. whether under the. 


terms of the Jaw we could not remove the 
building, that is, the bare materials; but as 
the building is one of brick the materials were 
said to be of little value, and the committee 
thought it was better, on the whole, to at once 
give to the city of New Orléans the materials 
of the building and the building as compensa- 
tion for the use of the ground during the time 
it was occupied as a mint. But.it is mani- 
festly a question that ought uot to be put on 
an appropriation bill. 

Now, sir, there is no necessity for a mint 
in New Orleans even if mines in the southern 
States should be developed as greatly as Sen- 
ators suppose. The policy of the Government 
is to establish assay offices in the immediate 
neighborhood of the mines. That has been 
the policy adopted in all our mining regions, 
for the simple reason that the great value of 
our mines consists in ore so bulky that it will 
not pay to remove it to a great distance. We 
do not need an assay office in St. Louis, which 
is the natural outlet of all the gold of the 
western plains, but we establish assay offices 
in the immediate neighborhood of the mines. 
We have one in Nevada, one in Colorado, one 
in Idaho, one in Oregon. We have them 
wherever the mines are. If gold should be 
discovered along the Southern Pacific railroad 
route, undoubtedly we would establish an 
assay office in Arizona, or wherever the gold 
was found. 

But in any event, the mint at New Orleans 
is now unnecessary, and ought to be at once 
abandoned. I trust, therefore, that the Sen- 
ator will let the bill stand as it is now, and I 
promise him that within a week or two, during 
some morning hour, we can_have the bill 
called up ceding to the city of New Orleans all 
the interest we have in this property; and that 
will accomplish his purpose. I know that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has no idea of 
reéstablishing this mint; and there would be 
no business for it if it were reéstablished. 

Mr. POMEROY. I simply desire to ex- 
press in a single word my doubt, although the 
Senator may rightly report the Secreiary, and 
the committee may have examined the ques- 
tion, whether itis proper to abandon this mint. 
The Senator says we establish assay offices in 
the neighborhood of the mines. Very well. 
But the Senator cannot have forgotten the fact 
that millions of dollars’ worth of ore have been 
taken out from the Utah mountains during the 
last year, and that bulky ore transported to the 
coast, and then in vessels to Europe, and that 
it has been sold there in its crude state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certain crude silver has 
been taken to Wales for the purpose of being 


smelted. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator cannot have 
forgotten, and the Secretary cannot have for- 
gotten, that we have passed alaw authorizing 
a railroad along the line of Mexico where 
there are immense deposits of silver. That 
road is now being organized, commencing at 
Shreveport, or near there, having direct com- 
munication with New Orleans; and the great 
business of that road will be to bring silver 
from Mexico to New Orleans. These are 
questions in the immediate future. Nobody 
can tell yet whether it is proper to discontinue 
this branch mint at New Orleans or not. I 
do not know whether it is proper or not; I 
wonder how any one does, because these prob- 
Jems are to be solyed in the immediate future, 
within five years. Now, if within five years 
we have communication by rail and water be- 
tween Mexico and New Orleans, where the 
business will be to bring ore and silver from 
these immense deposits, how do we know 
that we shall want to discontinue this mint? 
How do we know but what it will be one of 
the greatest coining places in the United 
States? I think it is unwise and premature 
to discuss this question now. It maybe if we 
abandon it this year that five years from now 
you will have to establish a branch mint some- 


where in that neighborhood, and why not at 
New. Orleans? = 

Mr. COLE. The necessity that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas speaks about of having oreg 
smelted near at home will not be relieved at 
all by the reëstablishment of the mint at 
New. Orleans, because a mint has nothing to 
do with smelting. : The Senate voted to retain 
the mint at Charlotte, but that is only an assay 
office, and not a mint in any sense of the word. 
I know in the bill itis spoken of asa mint, 
but it is not a mint. ` 

This matter having been fully discussed, I 
move to lay the ameiidment on the table. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. During the dis- 
cussion the Senator from Louisana has mod- 
ified the proposed amendment at the desk. 
The latter part of itis now mandatory, and 
that portion of the amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Secretary read as follows; 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall within six months after tho passage of this act 
cause the branch mint at Now Orleans to be reéstab- 
lished for the coinage of gold, silver, and nickel, in 
which case this paragraph shall be void. 

Mr. COLE. That involves the necessity of 
an expenditure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has moved to lay the amend- 
ment on the table, which is not debatable 
under the rule. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the Senator to with: 
draw the motion, which I must say is rather 
unusual, itseems tome. IJ do not think he has 
interposed a motion of this kind in regard to 
any other amendment that has been offered to 
this bill. 

Mr. COLE. This is a very good one to 
begin upon ; butif the Senator insists upon it, 
of course I shall yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw the motion? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir; to allow the Senator 
from Louisiana to make a remark. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I dislike 
very much to trespass upon the good nature of 
my friend from California, manifested in this 
matter as well as in others, But, sir, this 
amendment in the nature of a bill passed the 
Senate, as I have stated once before in. this 
debate, at the last session. It has been before 
the Senate at this session, was recommitted to: 
the Committee on Finance after being reported 
favorably by the Committee on Commerce, 
then. reported favorably by the Committee on 
Finance, with an amendment, however, then 
placed upon our Calendar, and now I am 
authorized by the Committee on Commerce 
to offer it as an amendment to this bill.. My 
friend from Kansas and other gentlemen come 
in here with amendments not reported from 
any committee, and it seems to me with at 
least no more merit than has this amendment, 
yet in some instances they have succeeded in 
placing them upon the pending bill, I admit 
this ig an important question and much is 
involved, but I insist that it is within the rule, 
is meritorious, and therefore entitled to con- 
sideration. 

The question before the Senate is simply this: . 
whether the Government of the United States 
is willing to surrender to the city of New 
Orleans more than half a million dollars that 
they cannot in common justice avoid sur- 
rendering, for it is so written in the bond, or 
whether they are willing to make an appro- 
priation of, say, twenty or thirty thousand 
dollars a year for the purpose of maintain- 
ing a branch mint and thus keeping in their 
possession this valuable property. The whole 
argument is that there is not an immediate 
pressing necessity for a branch mint at New 
Orleans, although there must. be one main- 
tained at Philadelphia, one’ at Carson City, 
one at Virginia City; Nevada, and still 
another on the Pacific at San Francisco, and 
assay offices in North Carolina and other 
States. 


I repeat, the whole argument against this 
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proposition would seem to turn upon this point, 
that there is no immediate pressing necessity 
for this mint. I have stated that although 
there is perhaps no immediate necessity exist- 
ing at the present time, it is reasonable to 
expect that it will: exist ere long. 

Ag the’ Senator from Kansas has just stated, 
we have an enterprise, the Southern Pacific 
railroad, just fairly inaugurated, that runs 

` along the northern boundary of the republic 
of Mexico in close proximity with Chihuahua, 
Sonora, and, other Mexican States, with a 
projected branch already granted and subsi- 
dized by the Congress of Mexico from a point 
on the northern boundary of that republic 
intersecting the Texas Pacific, thence running 
to Guaymas, and inevitably destined to open up 
that. whole country to our trade. Then we have 
a tide-water road projected from New Orleans 
westward via Houston to Romaor some point 
on the Rio Grande, and penetrating to the very 
center of Mexico, tapping the best and richest 
gold and silver deposit portion of that republic, 
Thus placed in close commercial intercourse 
with the mineral resources of Mexico by rail- 
roads, which directly connect New Orleans 
with Mexico, and which must control the Mex- 
ican trade, with, as I have already said, a 
steamship line such as is contemplated by a 
bill now upon our Calendar, and which, I 
hope, the Senate will soon favorably consider, 
putting us in direct commnnication with Mex- 
ican and Spanish American ports, added to a 
more liberal system of commercial intercourse 
with the countries south of us than now exists, 
and which should speedily be inaugurated, it 
is easy to see that at no distant day there will 
be an absolute necessity for a branch mint at 
New Orleans; but Senators say there is never 
likely to be any such necessity. 

Why, sir, it was but a few years since, com- 
paratively speaking, that it was questioned 
whether the Alleghany mountains were not the 
legitimate western boundary of all the States 
ofthis Republic. Later, after the acquisition 
of Florida and Louisiana, broader and more 
liberal views began to.obtain. Then it was 
thought perhaps it would be well to estab- 
lish a tier of States west of the Mississippi 
and then stop. No one then dreamed of 
ever going beyond this boundary line; but our 
energy and enterprise soon again broke through 
this boundary, and it has known no limit until 
it has finally reached the Pacific, and estab- 
lished a net-work of commercial intercourse 
allover the country from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific. Then who shall say that. in the not 
distant future, with our Southern Pacific and 
other railroads running from New Orleans 
projected—some of them partially built— 
who shall say that in four or five years that 
whole country will not be directly connected 
by a close commercial intercourse with New 
Orleans, pouring its precious metals into 
her lap and receiving in exchange her com- 
modities? If this should be so surely there 
will be greater necessity, or at least as great, 
for the reéstablishment of the mint at New 
Orleans as there exists now for maintaining a 
mint even in San Francisco, or at any other 
point. : 

Sir, these conclusions are not mere conjec- 
ture, they are susceptible of proof, they can 
be amply corroborated. Now I wish to make 
an appeal to Senators. Coming back to the 
original proposition, the question is whether 
you are willing to appropriate fifteen, twenty, 
twenty-five, or even thirty thousand dollars a 
year for, say, five years, making, say, $150,000, 
or whether you will give up seven or eight 
hundred thousand dollars worth of property 
to the city of New Orleans, and then be com- 
pelled, in the language of the Senator from 
Kansas, in a few years to make an appropria- 
tion to reéstablish a branch mint in New Or- 
leans at great cost? I confess, looking to the 
immediate interest of New Orleans, I incline 
to the opinion that she would make the best 
bargain by taking her property, and in a few 


years getting a mint at the expense of the 
Government. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. What are the terms of 
the grant on which he says there will be a 
reversion to New Orleans? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will read it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to know 
the very language. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The grant made by the 
city of New Orleans on the 19th day of June, 
1835, was predicated upon a resolution adopted 
by the. common council which reads thus—I 
will only read a portion of it: 

“And be it further resolved, That should it here- 
after be deemed necessary by the Government of the 
United: States to remove the mint contemplated to 
be established as aforesaid, or cease to occupy it, for 
such purpose; then the said act to be null and void.” 

A conveyance was executed on the part of 
the city to the United States Government, which 
contained the following provision: 

“Provided, however, That should it hereafter be 
deemed necessary by the Government of the United 
States to remove themint contemplated to be estab- 
lished as aforesaid, or to cease to use it for such pur- 
pose, then this act to be null and void.” 

This property stands near Jackson square; 
it is on Esplanade street, near the river, and 
isa most valuable property. The Secretary 
of the Treasury estimates it is worth eight 
hundred thousand dollars or more, I believe. 
The building itself has cost the Government, 
he says, nearly six hundred thousand dollars. 
The site occupies almost or quite an entire 
square, as I recollect. It is, as I have said, 
near Jackson square, near the river, on Levee 
street, bounded by Esplanade, Levee, and 
Barracks streets ; and now, when the city ask 
for their own, for itis so ‘* nominated in the 
bond,” it is said very gravely, ‘‘We do not 
propose to either reéstablish the branch mint 
or let you have your property back.”’ 

Mr. President, I insist on this amendment 
now, because, as my friend from Texas [Mr. 
Hamivron] remarked the other day, a modest 
man stands very little chance here. I aim, I 
believe, almost the only Senator from the 
South who has offered an amendment to this 
bill of any consequence. An amendment has 
already been adopted to-day revising the cler- 
ical foree of the Interior Department, a meas- 
ure which ought to have been reported in a 
separate bill, surely, if this one had, and now 
objection is made to my amendment which 
is clearly pertinent to the part of the bill 
to which it is offered, relating, as it does, to 
appropriations for branch mints and coining 
purposes, 

l stand here, sir, and ask simply that the 
sity of New Orleans be given back what she is 
entitled to claim, what is her right, or that 
the Government shall reéstablish the branch 
mint in that city. 

If the Senate are not ready to let us have 
the mint, if we cannot do any better I will 
accept the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance the other day, which was 
to strike out the clause providing for the re- 
establishment of the branch mint, and give 
back the property to the city; but I prefer 
that you should keep the property and let us 
have the mint, because I see in the not far 
distant future the absolute necessity for it; 
and looking to the interest of New Orleans, 
as well as to the interest of the General Gov- 
ernment, I prefer that the Government should 
keep the property and maintain the mint, 

-If it will not maintain the mint, then I re- 
peat again give us back this property; it is so 
nominated in the bond; and within five years 
from now you will probably have to appropri- 
ate $500,000 to buy the land upon which to 
put another mint. . You may have to expend 
twice that amount to get as eligible a site as 
the present one, and then you will have to ex- 
pend a million or more to erect a building and 
put in it the machinery requisite for the purpose. 


That is the whole case ina nutshell. Iam 
much obliged to my friend from California for 
the time he has allowed me on a proposition 
of real merit. Tadmit it was asking a good 


| deal of him to allow me to say this much. 


This amendment is germane to the bill, much 
more so I insist than some amendments already 
adopted. It has more merit, and it invokes 
the attention of every Senator, because it is 
of great interest not only to the people I rep- 
resent, but also to the General Government. 

Mr. COLE. The Senators ‘‘remark or 
two ” have been very long and very eloquent, 
and his appeal to the Senate of course would 
be a good one if there were any merit what- 
ever in it. This proposition either proposes 
an appropriation, or it does not. If there is 
an appropriation involved in it, it ought to 
have the consideration of the committee; and 
my pointof order is good. He, however, tried 
to get over that point by stating that there was 
no appropriation in the amendment as first 
presented by him; but now, as amended since 
that time, it necessarily will involve appro- 
priations, and he is now talking about an 
appropriation of $30,000 a year for five years, 
during which time we are to have the proof 
that there will be something to do in that 
locality in the way of minting or assaying. It 
either involves an appropriation, as } said, in 
which case it should go to the committee, or it 
does not; and if it does not, it is legislation 
and has no business on this bill. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance has stated 
he will bring it up as an independent measure 
in its place on the Calendar within a week or 
two, and have it considered, as it should be, 
independent of an appropriation bill. I insist 
on wy motion, that the amendment lie on the 


table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the amendment lie on the table. 

A division was called for; and the ayes were 
ten. 

Mr. COLE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Ed- 
munds, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pratt, 
Scott, Sherman, Tipton, Wilson, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Plana- 
gan, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hill, Hitehcock, Jobn- 
ston, Kellogg, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Stevenson, Stoekton, 
Thurman, Vickers, and West—25. 

ABSENT—~Messrs, Bayard, Caldwell, Chandler, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Harlan, Lowe, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Patterson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sprigue, Stewart, Sumner, Trumbull, and Win- 

om—27. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I voted against laying 
the amendment on the table, but I shall not 
vote for the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, [Mr. KeLLoeG.] I voted 
against laying it on the table, because I think 
this question ought to be understood, and some 
definite decision ought perhaps be made by 
Congress upon it. 

The qualified grant of Jackson square by 
the city of New Orleans to the Government 
of the United States for the purposes of a 
mint has this condition in it: 

“ Provided, however, That should it hereafter be 
deemed necessary by the Government of the United 
States to remove the mint contemplated in the 
establishment aforesaid, or to cease to occupy it 
for suol purposes, then this act to be null and 

“This act’? is the same as if it were ‘this 
deed.” Itis a proceeding according to the 
civil law before a notary, and is called an act 
instead of a deed.” The land hag not yet re- 
verted to the city of New Orleans because the 
Government of the United States has not 
resolved, in the language of the grant, to 
remove the mint from that lot or to cease to 
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use itas a mint. Itis left to the Government 
of the United States to determine whether it 
will resolve to remove the mint or to cease to 
occupy it for the purpose of a mint. When- 
ever it does one or the other, then the reverter 
ig to take place, but not until it does one or 
the other. 

The Government was interrupted in the 
occupancy of this mint {a mint which it had 
occupied from 1838 up to the breaking out of 
the civil war) by the civil-war. Jt has not 
occupied it as a mint since the close of the 
ec1lvil war, 
a non-user as is to be construed and taken asa 
determination by the Government, in the lan- 
guage of this deed, to cease to occupy it as a 
mint. There is no pretense that itisa determ- 
ination of the Government to remove the mint, 
but it is a determination by the Government 
to cease to occupy it as a mint so that the re- 
verter takes place? I suppose there is nota 
lawyer on the floor of the Senate who will say 
that there is any such determination. There 
has been no such non-user as would produce 
a reverter. Asa general rule, non-user must 
exist for a time equal to that of the statute 
of limitation, say twenty-one years, or twenty 
years I believe it is in the State of Louisiana; 
and then it must be a non-user that cannot be 
explained except on the ground of an inten- 
tion to abandon the property. Here has been 
a non-user for very good and sufficient rea- 
sons. It could not be supposed that the Gov- 
ernment would occupy those premises as a 
mint immediately after the close of the war 
when everything was in the confasion that it 
was; but it is sufficient to say that there has 
been no non-user of it for such a time as is 
taken to be conclusive evidencet hat the Gov- 
ernment has resolved to cease to use itas a 
mint. 

‘Then the question before the Senate really 
is this: shall we use it as a mint; shall it be 
used hereafteras a mint? If it be determined 
that it shall be used hereafter as a mint, then 
comes another question: shall we make appro- 
priations for its immediate use? If, on the 
other hand, it is the opinion of Congress that 
it never will be used as a mint, then we ought 
to surrender it at once, then we ought to give 
it up at once; then we ought to be at no ex- 
pense at once; and there is nothing to do but 
to give it up. 

Upon this question we have different state- 
ments. The deputy Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, Mr. Knox, says it is not probable it 
ever will be needed by the Government for 
purposes of coinage, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If it should turn out that 
the Congress have enacted a law abolishing 
the mint, would that work a reversion to the 


city? 
Mr. THURMAN. I rather think it would. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I think the Congress 


have done that; but I will get the book and 
examine the statutes. 

Mr. THURMAN. IfCongress has abolished 
the mint it would have that effect ; but a mere 
failure to make an appropriation does not 
abolish it. If there is any law on the subject 
I had better say nothing, because i have not 
all the facts before me; but on the facts before 
me it is very clear that there has been no re- 
verter. If Congress has abolished the mint, 
and determined, in the language of the grant, 
that it will not use the mint any longer, then 
the reverter has taken place, and there. is 
nothing for us to make any appropriation for, 
because we have no property there. 

But, Mr. President, one word more and I 
will relieve the Senate from any further dis- 
cussion of this subject. We have heard on 
the one side what is said by the deputy Comp- 
troller, that it is not probable tbat the mint 
will ever be needed for coinage. ` On the other 


The first question is, is that such. 
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hand we have heard what has been said by the 
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from 
Kansas as to the prebability that it may be 
needed as a mint when the railroads are con- 
structed of which they have spoken. But one 
thing is very certain: taking either one of 
the statements, there is no immediate neces- 
sity for a mint at New Orleans, and the very 
document that is referred to shows that even 
before the war broke out the, mintage there 
had almost ceased and amounted to-but very 
little indeed. It never did amountto anything 
of very great consequence, except during one 
or two years when there was a great influx of 
gold from California, which was minted there, 
amounting to nearly $22,000,000. The mint- 
age otherwise was very small, and kept grow- 
ing smaller and smaller. 

But it is for Congress to say whether or not 
there is any use in keeping up a mint there, 
that is to say, in holding on to this property 
with the expectation that in some future time 
it will be well to establisha mintthere. I must 
say that for my own part it looks to me as if it 
were useless to hold the property, to deprive 
the city of the property for any such reason as 
that, upon a mere expectation or probability 
that a mint may be needed there in the future. 
But it does seem to me that one thing is neces- 
sary. There is a question whether or not all 
the buildings which we have erected upon 
that lot, and which have cost the Government 
five hundred and odd thousand dollars, are to 
go to the city upon this reverter. I donot think 
this is a matter that ought to be disposed of by 
an amendment to an appropriation bill. 
a matter for legislation, and in that legislation 
it does seem to me that if we give up the 
ground, we have some right to inquire whether 
or not we are to surrender the half million of 
property we have placed upon that square, 
and therefore it has no place here upon an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. My impression is that 
Congress in 1866 or 1867, soon after the war, 
abolished certain branch mints, among them 
that at New Orleans. I do not propose by 
any means to take issue with my honorable 
friend from Obio [Mr. Tuurwan] on the ques- 
tion of reversion by non-user, but it seems to 
me—and upon that ground I put it—that it is 
due to the city of New Orleans, due to the 
State of Louisiana and contiguous States, that 
the branch mint should be reéstablished in 
New Orleans; and as the Government has that 
property and occupies it at the present moment 
as a sub-Treasury, and as the machinery is 
there all ready to be put into practical opera- 
tion, common justice requires that the estab- 
lishment should be again put into operation. 


ii Especially is this the case in view of the fact 


that appropriations are being made in this very 
bill for mint and assay offices, when the im- 
mediate prospective necessity certainly is not 
greater. 

I do not think my honorable friend from 
Ohio understands just how this caseis. 1 think 
he will find, as I said just now, that there is 
an act of Congress abolishing this mint. If 
that be the case, then he says there is no 
necessity for legisiation because the property 
has reverted to the city. I must take issue 
with him upon that point, because the Gov- 
ernment is in possession. I understand the 
Senator from Ohio to say that if it be true that 
there has been an act of Congress abolishing 
the mint, that act causes a reversion of the 
property under this grant of cession. 

Mr. THURMAN. That would depend on 
what the terms of the act were. If it was such 
an abolition of the mint as evidenced the inten- 
tion of Congress never to use that property 
any more as a mint, certainly it would; but 
if there was simply a failure to appropriate or 
a failure to employ the mint for two or three 
years, it would not be so. i 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘The provision of the 
deed or act of cession that I read, and that the 
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honorable Senator himself has read, provides 
in express terms that if it should hereafter be 
deemed necessary by the Governiiént to re- 
move the mint contemplated by the act to 
cease to occupy it for mint purposes, the act 
should be null and void. Then if an act of 
Congress was passed abolishing the mint, it 
seems to me the city would be entitled to 
the reversion without any question of non- 
user. The fact is, however, that the Govern- 
ment occupies the building as a sub-Treasury 
at the present moment; the Government occu- 
pies it also as an office for the light-house - 
board, I believe. The city is absolutely de- 
prived of any portion of her property, build- 
ing, or ground, for I claim that the building 
belongs to the city. ‘The building is a fixture, 
a part of the realty, and if the ground reverts ` 
the building goes with it. 

This amendment proposes to allow the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to remove or sell the 
machinery at his discretion within six months, 
and surrender the property to the authorities 
of the city. Allwe ask is that the Govern- 
ment shall either reéstablish this branch mint 
or give us back our property. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Louisiana changes 
entirely the proposition reported from the 
Committee on Finance. The proposition re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance was to 
simply surrender all the rights of the United 
States to the building erected upon the prop- 
erty. We did it upon the representation that 
the building itself was of little value, that the 
materials in the building probably were not 
worth $20,000. The building is of brick, and 
although it cost $800,000, yet we'were told 
the actual material when removed would 
scarcely be of any value. Therefore, if 
the United States had the right to remove 
the building it would not be advisable to do 
it, especially as the United States had for 
thirty years enjoyed the use of that property 
without any rent, the United States now 
using it for offices and other purposes entirely 
disconnected with the idea of a mint. 

But the second clause of this amendment is 
entirely inconsistent with the first clause. The 
first clause of the amendment provides that’ 
the moveable property shall be taken out and 
the building surrendered to the city of New. 
Orleans; but the last clause requires the See- 
retary of the Treasury peremptorily within six 
months to reéstablish the mint. 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; I will say to the 
honorable Senator I had no intention of insist- 
ing on that clause, which has been added since 
I offered the amendment. I was about to with- 
draw it before the voting commenced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator withdraws 
the last clause, very well. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill doso. Iwil say for- 
thermore, if the Senator will permit me, in all 
candor, that my object has been to present the 
alternative to the Secretary of the Treasury 
either of reéstablishing the branch mint or 
surrendering the property to the city, I did 


| not care to ask for a surrender of the property 


to the city if the Secretary should see that it 
would be to the interest of the city, the State, 
and the General Government to continue the 
mint. I was looking to the interests of the 
Government as well as of the city. It was 
only in common fairness that I thought the 
alternative should be presented. i 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now will the Senator ' 
let me go on and finish what I have to say? 
Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir. te ead 
Mr. SHERMAN. That proposition is still 
more indefensible than the other, if possible. 
The Senator says to the Secretary “We will 
surrender the property unless within six months 
you reéstablish the mint,’’ but he does not give 
the Secretary of the Treasury any power to reés- 
tablish the mint, does not give him any money 
torunitortoimproveit. Partof the walls are 
so defective that it could not be used as a mint 
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without rebuilding. Itis said it will cost fifteen 
or twenty thousand dollars to put it in order. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has already de- 
cided the question practically by recommend- 
ing the surrender of-the mint. He says that 
in all probability it will not be needed again 
as amint.. Therefore, I think itis a great deal 
better if the Senate has made up its mind that 
we ought to abandon the miht at New Orleans, 
.. to surrender this property at once. Thad hoped 

. however it would not be done on an appropri- 
ation bill. If legislation of this kind can be 
put on an appropriation bill, as a matter of 
couse there is the end of all restraints on legis- 
lative amendments. 

I trust yet, notwithstanding the recent vote 
by which the Senate refused to lay this amend- 
ment upon the table, it will, on account of the 
inconsistency of the thing, refuse to put it on 
this bill. 

‘Now let me say another word. If the Sen- 
ators from Louisiana are, as they no doubt 
are, really desirous to pass this measure, this is 
the certain way to defeatit. As sure as fate, if 
this proposition is put on this appropriation bill 
it: will not pass. My friend from Maine { Mr. 
Morritt] knows how often is it that we have 
dehated days and days in the Senate putting 
amendments on appropriation bills, when they 
go to the House of Representatives and are 
dropped at once, and are abandoned by the 
Committee on Appropriations here. in all 
human probability, therefore, if the Senator 
from Louisiana wishes to secure the passage 
of this proposition, the worst way he could 
adopt would be to put it upon this appropria- 
tion bill. It will go to the House; it will 
never be considered in the House; is will be 
rejected by the Committee on Appropriations 
there and abandoned by our committee, and 
there will be the end of it. I have seen that 
a hundred times. The bill on this subject 
now pending can at any time be called up. I 
will support the Senator in calling it up, and 
will vote for it; but I assure him that if he 
wishes to defeat his particular project, this is 
the beat way to do it, 

Mr, KELLOGG. Now, Mr. President, one 
word. I do not concur by any means with the 
view taken by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SuerMan,] and I must insist that l am exer- 
cising some little judgment and discretion in 
this matter. Ido not think I jeopardize this 
measure by the course I have taken. It strikes 
me that if this amendment were defeated now 
I should still. have my bill on the Calendar. 
That bill has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on 
Finance, and embraces this very proposition. 
Another contingency strikes me as possible, 
namely, that I might be able to prevail upon 
the committee of conference on this bill to 
adopt my amendment, as weli as other gentle- 
men are able in that way to secure the adop- 
tion of theirs. If Iam able to show that there 
is equal or more merit in mine, I am sure the 
committee of conference will agree to it. I 
have noticed that legislation is carried through 
this Chamber and the other House by insisting, 
within reasonable limits of course. 

do not want to encroach upon the patience 
of the Senate; but I am surprised to hear this 
threadbare argument of my honorable friend 
from Ohio. I have heard it at least four times 
to-day, if.my memory serves me aright, that 
this is a sure way to defeat the measure; that 
it is not germane; that it should be put upon 
some Other bill. Why, sir, when the Senator 
from Kansas offered his amendment in regard 
to the clerical force of the Land. Office, he was 
answered in the same way. So with other 
gentlemen who have offered amendments. 
Then my. amendment comes up, and it is pro- 
posed to, strangle it because it is said that I 
run the risk of having it stricken off in. the 
committee of conference. If it is the will of 
the Senate that this proposition should not. go 
on this bill, and they will indicate that in any 


way, I will withdraw it at once and most cheer- 


| fally, hoping to secure action at some future 
| time upon the bill now on the Calendar; and 


indeed now since the debate has assumed the 
phase it has, and as Senators around me sug- 
gest it, I will withdraw the amendment from 
the action of the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole and offer it when the bill is reported 
to the Senate; for in all candor I am bound 
to say that the only way to get a measure like 
this through the Senate, it seems to me, is to 
insist.upon its going upon an appropriation 
bill, because I may wait here until the crack 
of doom and uever be able to get up my bill 
in the morning hour, and from present appear: 
ances it is doubtful if the Calendar will be 
reached before the end of this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Chair understands 
that the Senator from Louisiana withdraws 
the amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am requested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, not in his seat, 
[Mr. Sumner,] from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to offer an amendment, 
of which the chairman of that committee gave 
notice some days since. All I ask is that a 
letter from the Attorney General be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was after line fourteen hundred and sixty-three 
to insert the following : 


And from and after the passage of this act the 
district attorney of the District of Columbia shall 
be allowed $3,000 per annum additional for his office. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter 
sent up by the Senator from South Carolina 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, January 16, 1872. 
Sır: Ihave the honor to inclose herewith a copy 
of a lettor addressed to this Department under date 
of the 13th instant, by George P. Fisher, esq., the 
attorney of the United States for the District of 
Columbia, asking that an additional allowance of 
$3,000 per annum be made to his office for the pur- 
pose of employing additional assistance. 
am informed that my predecessor last winter 
recommended that the allowance to that officer for 
this purpose bo increased, and as it appears to me 
from Mr, Fisher’s statement that his request is a 
reasonable vne, I refer the matter to Congress for 
such action as may be deemed proper. 


Very respectfully, 
GEO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General, 
Hon. Jamas Q, BLAINE, 
speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Orrice UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Wasarneton, D. C., January 13, 1872. 


SiR: A year ago Mr. Akerman recommended that 
the United States attorney for this District shouid 
be allowed an additional sum of $3.0U0 per annum, 
for the increased labors of the office devolved on it 
by the act of Congress establishing the police court. 
By that act the jurisdiction of the justices of the 
peace was taken from them in respect to all criminal 
matters, except merely to issue warrants which were 
made returnable to the police court. As a conse- 
quence ail the complaints were brought in the first 
instance to the district attorney. The law operates 
admirably, except that the district attorney, with 
two assistants and one clerk at very small salaries, 
($2,500, $1,500, and $1,200,) is compelled to work at 
night in order to keep up with his duties. The 
assistants and clerks are all members of the bar, of 
course, and have no time, nor have I, to attend to 
private practice. I have to use my clerk frequently 
asan assistant, in order to have somebody repre- 
senting me in each court. I need very sorcly one 
other assistant, and to keep good assistants I ought 
to pay them better than they are now paid. 

ill you notgive mesuch a letter as Mr. Akerman 
gave last year? If you will, General QARFIELD 
will have the additional allowance putin the appro- 
priation bill. 

Yours, very respectfully, 

GEORGE P. FISHER, 
District Attorney. 


Hon. Gzorer H. WILLIAMS, Attorney General. 


Mr. COLE. That matter was fully consid- 
ered in committee, and the committee unani- 
mously, I believe, orif not, with one exception, 
were opposed to the proposition. f 


I now provides for that. 


Mr. STEVENSON.. I believe the present 
salary of this gentlemanis $6,000a year. He 
has two assistants and a clerk. Ithink a man 
ought to work a little at night for that money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I know lawyers that 
work night and day who do not get as much 
as that. Many of our judges in the West do 
not get near as much as that, and they have 
not these assistants. In the first place, I do 
not think this application has any merit in it, 
and if it had, I do not think an appropriation 
bill is the proper place to increase salaries. 
I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I wish to add one word 
to what the Senator from Kentucky has said. 
By the law as it now stands, if the Department 
of Justice think this gentleman needs addi- 
tional assistant district attorneys for the United 
States, they can give them to him. The law 
This is a method of 
getting an addition to his salary out of the 
‘Treasury that I do not like. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not wish to debate 
the matter, nor to say anything more than lam 
bound to say in representing the case as rep- 
resented by the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to me. The Govern- 
ment are now in the habit of paying out for 
precisely this service in this office, and have 
in the last six months paid out more than this 
would amount to at $8,000 per annum for 
services in this very office. The object is to 
enable the district attorney not to increase his 
own salary, which is limited by law, but to 
employ additional force in his office on his 
allegation that it is necessary. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. In spite of the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In answer to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina I will say that this 
gentleman gets $6,000 a year, and this is to 
add $8,000. : 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis not proposed to add 
one dollar to his salary. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
this amendment aright : 

From and after the passage of this act the district 
attorney for the District of Columbia shall be al- 
lowed $3,000 per annum additional for his office. 

Mr. SAWYER. “For his office,” not for 
his own compensation. ‘Fhe law limits that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If he wants additional 
force in his office let the Department inform 
us what addition is required. If it isan assist- 
ant district attorney, provision is already made 
for that; if an additional clerk, let him show 
the necessity for it. I insist that this is not 
the bill to raise salaries on. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senate concur in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole? Shall the vote be 
taken on all of them together? 

Mr. COLE. I propose that the amendments 
be agreed to except such amendments ag Sen- 
ators desire a special vote upon; and if we 
can get that far to-night we shall have made 
some progress. 

Mr. SPENCER. The bill is now in the Sen- 
ate. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion will be put on all the amendments together 
except those which some Senator may desire 
to have reserved, 

Mr, STEVENSON. There are several that 
I desire a vote upon. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move. that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after ten 
minutes spent. in the consideration of execu- 
tive business the doors: were reopened, and 
(at four o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


Then I do not read 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 6, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. : . 


SEVENTY-NINTH REGIMENT —- HIGHLANDERS. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent to report back from the Committee of 
Waysand Means, with a recommendation that 
the same do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 1789) to 
permit the importation free of duty of certain 
Highland kilts and uniforms for the seventy- 
ninth regiment of Highlanders of the National 
Guard, State of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to deliver, free of 
all duty and charges for customs, eleven cases 
marked one to eleven, inclusive, addressed to 
George Mitchell, New York, and containing 
kilts and uniforms for the seventy-ninth regi- 
ment, Highlanders, of the National Guard of 
the State of New York, and also any addi- 
tional kilts and uniforms of like pattern that 
may be imported within two years from the 
passage of this act not to exceed one thou- 
sand in total number. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York desires to report this bill for action now. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe it simply pro- 
poses an exemption of a few articles from the 
payment of duty. I presume there will be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. KERR. I object to the passage of the 
bill at this time. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man having charge of it that 1 do not wish to 
object to its consideration now; I am entirely 
willing it shall be now considered, but I am 
not willing it shall be considered without dis- 
cussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from New York to ask for its con- 
sideration. 

j Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. For its considera- 
tion now. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour now begins at 
twenty minutes after twelve o'clock. The 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
reported yesterday from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, entitled “A bill (H. R. No. 
1553) relating to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company.’? ‘Fhe gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Kextoce] is entitled to the floor. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman {rom Pennsylvania, [Mr. MER- 
cur, } that he may enter a motion. 

Mr. MERCUR. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. No. 1848) supplemental to an act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the ninth 
census was ordered to be recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. | 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be en- 
tered. 

CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. Sar- 


GENT. 

AL SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, in the debate 
yesterday on this bill my friend from New York 
[Mr. Cox] adverted to the tea commerce, and 
stated that by present arrangements between 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and the 
overland railroad the price of tea is largely 


increased to the people of the United States, 
and that there are exactions imposed, in the 
way of trade regulations, absence of competi- 
tion, &c., which make it a public duty, before 
the enactment of any such legislation as is 
now before us, to insert in the bill some clause 
(and a draft of such a provision was sent to 
the desk) which should provide for the re- 
scinding of those contracts, if any such exist. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I admit that there is—such 
is my information—an arrangement between 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and the 
overland railroad by which the rate of freight 
between China and New York is regulated by 
those companies, and the overland railroad is 
obliged to carry freight at those rates; but 
there is nothing in any such contract which 
prohibits any teas brought into San Francisco 
y sailing vessels from being taken at the same 
rate as those brought over by the steamers. 

But what I wish to call attention to partic- 
ularly is that the gentleman was mistaken in 
his inference from the facts which he stated, 
even conceding them to their fall extent, 
Now, the freight by the Panama line from 
China to New York was four and a half cents 
per pound in Mexican silver dollars; and 
there was an agreed rate of premium always 
to beadded, making the whole freight equivalent 
four and eighty-six hundredths cents. The 
present rate from China to New York by the 
overland route is five cents in American gold. 
In this direct traffic it was necessary to discard 
.a foreign species of money and to deal in 
American gold coin. The difference in the rate 
thus charged was fourteen hundredths of a 
cent; and this difference, so small as almost 
to be inappreciable, is more than made up by 
one percent. insurance against the Panama 
route and in favor of the land route, not con- 
sidering other incidents which make it still 
more costly to send freight by that route. 

Further, teas carried by the Panama route, 
having so much more water-carriage, are infe- 
rior in quality when they arrive at their des- 
tination. The best teas in the world are those 
consumed in Russia, where they have entirely 
land-carriage. 

But, sir, New York is not the only point to 
be considered in this connection. Admitting 
there are fourteen hundredths of a cent per 
pound in favor of the Panama route when 
delivered in New York, it is the other way for 
the interior. The ocean. steamers and the 
overland route deliver in Chicago at four 
and seventy-five hundredths cents per pound 
against four and eighty-six hundredths cents 
delivered in New York. It is so with Cin- 
cinnati, St. Louis, and all the other inte- 
rior cities. When you add to that the higher 
rate of insurance by the Panama route, and 
add one cent per pound, which is about the 
charge from New York to these interior points 
to deliver tea, you get it up to about six cents 
per pound against four and seventy-five bun- 
dredths cents per pound. For what purpose? 
Is it for the reason that everything shall be 
made tributary to New York? Is that the 
object? 

These interior cities, Chicago, Pittsburg, 
St. Louis, Cincinnati, &c., are all great and 
growing cities"0f the West and Northwest. 
They are back from the sea-board, and are 
entitled to this cheaper rate of freight when 
these goods are delivered at their doors. I 
cannot believe, however, that is the object. I 
do not undervalue the commercial importance 
of New York. I know ovr legislation cannot 
restrain its growth, and ought not to be made 
in that direction. But Ido say that by wise 
legislation the interior may be benefited in this 
matter, and no spirit of narrow jealousy should 
induce gentlemen from the sea-board cities to 
vote against it. I do not impute any such 
feeling to any member. This is & great and 
beneficial point in this subject-matter to all of 


the interior cities. It is to their advantage, 
Land is their right. ` 


I will state to the gentlemen of the House: 
a fact coming under my own observation. The 
completion of the overland railroad not only 
deranged but injured. the business of San 
Francisco. Why? Because the merchants 
of the interior, in my own town, in Sacra: 
mento, &c., ordered from Chicago and New 
York direct, without sending orders to San 
Francisco, from which place there was there- 
fore less transshipment, as the goods were not 
brought by the Isthmus. It was for the benefit 
of the interior of the State, while San Francisco 
suffered. ‘The completion of the overland route 
by giving facilities for interior commerce has 
diverted the course which traffic had previously 
taken. The railroad and China line have, 
nevertheless, made San Francisco a great entre- 
pôt for Asiatic commerce, and it is already 
beginning to recover from the derangement 
and injury to which I have referred, while its 
future has a higher assurance. 

in 1870, tea from China which took over- 
land route was seven cents in gold; that is, 
prior to the time these arrangements were 
made, and just prior to that time. Notwith- 
standing that discrimination, notwithstanding 
this seven cents per pound in gold by the 
overland railroad, one million pounds of the 
three and a half millions of tea were shipped 
by the overland route. What is the reason? 
You cannot force trade by the Panama route, 
and for many reasons, You get a better arti- 
cle by land-carriage, you avoid large insurance, 
you avoid breakage, you avoid delays, The 
overland route is the natural inlet and channel 
for this trade. Those are the reasons which 
were in the mind of Congress and of the 
country when it chartered and munificently 
aided the Pacific railroad, and it is perfectly 
natural this overland railroad should seize 
upon this Asiatic commerce so us to bring all 
of these goods cheaply to the doors of the 
people in all parts of the country. 

In 1871, the steamship company brought 
sixteen million pounds of tea, and all of this 
came Kast by railroad. The Panama line can- 
not do the business without seriously retard- 
ing this trade. Under the new state of things 
which gentlemen have criticised this trade has 
been enormously increased. Now, why can- 
not the Panama line do the business? ‘For 
this reason: it would require an extra steam- 
ship a month on the Panama line to carry the 
sixteen million pounds of tea now imported. 
The ordinary steamers of the line could only 
carry the two or three million pounds of tea 
which heretofore went by that route. ‘They 
cannot do the business now without enormous 
extra expense. Their vessels would have car- 
goes out but they would have to return empty 
from the Isthmus, and in that way the steam- 
ship company would lose at least forty thou- 
sand dollars a trip. It is absolutely necessary 
for the interests of the Panama company, not 
the railroad company, but the steamship com- 
pany, which is the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, that they should protect themselves 
against the necessity of carrying this at a loss 
of $40,000 on the round voyage. If not, if 
they are to be compelled by legislation, or any 
unfriendly movements in that direction, to 
carry freight around in that way instead of 
sending it overland, why the $40,000 of loss 
has to be made up in some way in freights; 
and instead of getting freight to New York at 
four and eighty-six hundredth cents a pound, 
this loss of $40,000 would have to be added, 
so that the discrimination against the Isthmus 
line would only take another shape. : 

Furthermore, the Panama company, for car- 
rying these freights, get one quarter of tne 
whole freight fromSan Francisco to New York 
for carrying it only forty-seven and ahalf miles. 
The steamship companies carrying teas from 
San Francisco and delivering them at New York 
receive three quarters. The Panama Railroad 
Company charged one quarter of the whole 
freight . money simply for carrying it across 
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that Isthmus, which is less than one hundredth 
part of the whole distance. 
- Dthink I have shown that it is not an op- 
ression and exaction on the part of the over- 
and: company ‘against the Pacific Steamship 
Company if a contract of this kind exists. For 
itäs for the interest of the steamship company 
and for the benefit of trade that such an ar- 
rangement exists; otherwise the company is 
compelled to carry at a loss of $40,000 on each 
voyage’ or make the rates of freight entirely 
too high. ‘Moreover, the great increase of 
business in the importation of tea, which is 
being done by means of the overland railroad 
and China line, shows that these arrangements 
are a public benefit. The business would not 
increase so enormously if it were not that the 
public is satisfied with the business, and that 
the facilities answer their purpose. 


And now whom does the gentleman cite as 


authority for thisdemand thatthe teasinstead 
of taking a direct and natural and cheaper 
route, as. I have shown, should come by way 
of the Isthmus? Why, -itis not the demand of 
the steamship companies on either side. It is 
the demand of the Panama Railroad Company. 
The gentleman had read here an extract from 
a letter of a former president and present 
stockholder of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany. I know that gentleman’s name, and 
understood at a glance his motives. 

Why, sir, if ever there has been an institu- 
tion which has done more than any other to 
throttle the business and retard the prosperity 
of California, notwithstanding the enterprise 
of the Pacific Mail Company, it is that Pan- 
ama Railroad Company. Ihave been myself 
fifteen times over this rouic, traveling to and 

‘from San Francisco. hey charged in the 
days of their power for cabin and steerage 
assengers alike twenty-five dollars in goid 
for carrying them forty-seven anda half miles, 
making it the most. costly trip any man ever 
made in his life over the same distance. Al- 
though they make this enormous charge year 
after year, they put the steerage passengers in 
inferior cars, and make no. discrimination 
whatever in the price. In the cars running 
through feverish swamps, over-crowded and 
inconvenient, they had not even a cup of cold 
water for the benefit of suffering women and 
children. Ihave been compelled myself many 
a time, when having women and children un- 
der my charge, to dip up the fevered water 
from. some ditch to still the wailings of the 
children, or relieve the sufferings ofthe women. 
They provided no shelter for passengers at the 
two ends of the road, but kept them exposed 
in the broiling sun orrain for hours while they 
leisurely made arrangements for forwarding 
them. Many a person there had sown the 
seeds of disease that shortened his life. 

That company charged twenty dollars a tou 
for slow freight and sixty dollars a ton for fast 
freight—that is, for the carriage of it from one 
steamer and delivering it on the other side of 
the Isthmus between connecting steamers. 
AsI have said, they charged for forty-seven aud 
a half miles one fourth of the whole freight on 
tea from San Francisco to New York. They 
charge for that distance the same rates as the 
steamers charge for carrying it three thousand 
miles. They charge the same rate for carrying 
tea forty-seven and half miles which the over- 
land railroad charges for carrying it eleven 
hundred miles. i 

Now they think they can compel the busi- 
ness of the country still to go by Panama. 
Why, they do not seem to know that the over- 
land railroad has been built. They are not up 
to. the times. They think they can force back 
the. currents of trade through that old, obso- 
lete, and dangerous route. It is the same 
policy which was pursued in reference to the 
Pacific Steam Navigation Company of Liver- 
pool years ago. Their exactions were so terri- 
ble that this steamship company was com- 
pelled reluctantly, although they had a line— 


& 
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which I shall show to gentlemen here on the 
map, running down the coast of South Amer- 
ica from Panama to Valparaiso—that it was 
compelled, I say, in order to escape the ex- 
actions on its business, to rua @ monthly line 
down into the inhospitable region about Cape 
Horn, through the straits of Magellan and 
on to Liverpool, eight thousand miles.: And 
that line has been increased from a monthly 
to a semi-monthly, and now I believe to a 
weekly line. The company’s old line still 
runs up the coast from Valparaiso, but instead 
of feeding up the coast and giving business to 
the Panama railroad, the line feeds down the 
coast to the other line which is run through 
this inhospitable region, the vegion of icebergs 
and storms, that is traced by my finger on this 
map. 

Now, sir, with such incidents as these in 
the history of this company, when by the 
policy they adopted they forced this line to 
get to Liverpool by going through the straits 
of Magellan instead of by the natural connec- 
tion, by the high rates of their tariff and selfish, 
grasping spirit, can they expect us by our legis- 
lation to aid them in their scheme, when the 
result is the delivering of an inferior article at 
a greater rate of freight and insurance? They 
talk about a restraint on trade. Could there 
be a greater restraint on trade than this? 
Why, sir, this Panama Railroad Company 
have sat there at the Isthmus for years back 
riding the neck of trade, realizing the story 
of Sinbad the Sailor and the Old Man 
of the Sea. They have pinched the con- 
tinent at its waist and throttled commerce. 
Now they come in with their antique notions 
and with this miserable history of exaction 
against those who were compelled once to go 
by their route, but now are happily delivered 
from it, asking that we shall force traffie down 
through this route. They themselves have 
driven off the most enterprising people on 
the earth, excepting our own, and com- 
pelled them to carry their line through the 
straits of Magellan, instead of by the natural 
route. They have ridden this steamship com- 
pany itself almost to death by prohibitory 
tarifs. That is a restraint of trade. They 
have fleeced by outrageous charges every pas- 
senger by their route, aud that is a restraint of 
trade, They exactan outrageous freight charge 
on tea, and tbat is a restraint of trade. 

Now, in the few moments left to me I wish 
to say a word or two more particularly in ref- 
erence to the pending bill, for I think the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] were not strictly on the poiut in 
this bill, though demanding a reply when 
made. I sought the floor as soon as he had 
concluded, but then failed to get it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope my friend from 
Connecticut will allow me ten minutes more. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will allow the gentle- 
man ten minutes. : 

Mr. SARGENT. Iwill say in reference to 
the extract read by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KILLINGER] from the Alta Cali- 
fornian, that I think I know the sentiments 
of the people of California and.of the city of 
San Francisco, and that they are in favor of 
this measure. I could show if [had time that 
the San Francisco Bulletin, the great commer- 
cial paper of San Francisco, free from all specu- 
lative schemes, approves of this proposition. 
Sir, I voted for this proposition in the last 
Congress. I could not have outraged public 
opinion, for I received a unanimous vote for 
renomination and ran ahead of my ticket, and 
afterward was elected by an almost unani- 
mous vote of the Legislature to another posi- 
tion. I mention this because everything in 
my record and everything that could be used 
to oppose me was placed by those opposing 
me before the people in the worst possible 
light. I am glad they could find nothing worse, 
and so much deemed praiseworthy. 


Mr. COX. Jt did not hurt you. 

Mr. SARGENT. No; so it seems. 

Now, my reasons for voting for this meas- 
ure formerly and now are that it is needed to 
extend commerce. I-cannot elaborate, but 
this road ought to end on terra firma, and as 
near San Francisco as possible. 

Again, we have $55,000,000invested in a sec- 
ond mortgage onthis road. I was not here in 
1862 when the bonds were changed to the sec- 
ond mortgage instead of the first, and do not 
know that I should have deemed that measure 
necessary, but we have that amount now in- 
vested in the road with the less security, and 
shall we everrecover it? We have $55,000,000 
invested in the road, and if we can get secur- 
ity it is our duty to do it. To build up the 
business of the road, to increase its value by 
giving facilities, is to increase the value of our 
security. 

Again, this island is useless except for rail- 
road purposes or for a fortification. Half of 
the island is ample for the latter purpose, 
and better than the whole without a railroad 
running to it for the transmission of troops, 
material, &c. But the bill gives only the 
use of half of the island, the whole to be 
taken by the Government when needed for 
military purposes. {t is useless for any busi- 
ness purpose, being barren and rocky, inca- 
pable of cultivation, while too remote from 
San Francisco for trade uses, except as util- 
ized by the railroads for warehouse and land- 
ing purposes. For twenty-odd years it has 
reared its head, a rock peak in part three 
hundred feet high, useless and unimproved 
except by a sergeant’s guard, and for the next 
twenty or fifty years it will so remain unless 
some such disposition as this is made of it. 
The Government has never fortified a foot 
of it, may never do so. Seventy acres would 
be enough for its works and far in excess of . 
their needs, if it ever does. But instead of 
this barren, unsightly rock, it would be an em- 
bellishment to the harbor to level it and cover 
it with warehouses and freight depots, while 
adding to the facilities of commerce and to the 
taxable property of the State. It makes little 
difference where the warehouses for transship- 
ment of the company are, so far as San Fran- 
cisco or Oakland is concerned, any more 
than it makes a difference to New York or 
Brooklyn on which side of the East river the 
docks ofa steamship line there are. The great 
objectis to facilitate trade, to encourage. the 
traffic that drains through the Suez canal to 
pour into our harbor, and gather in one stream 
through the Golden Gate the trade of the Pa- 
cific. Then the direct benefits go beyond all 
little, incidental considerations. 

This is not a land grant in the’sense of being 
antagonistic to the rights of settlers, for neither 
homestead nor preémptionin any decent sense 
is possible on this island. I have long since 
taken a position antagonistic to land grants 
where the rights of actual settlers are not pro- 
tected to purchase in limited quantities at a 
price not exceeding $2 50 per acre. Railroads 
are part of the civilization of the age, but there 
are rights to be protected when they are aided. 
Bat as this bill does not encroach on those 
principles, as no settlers are involved, and can- 


not be, for the reasons I have given, I shall 


vote for the bill. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield ten minutes to 
my colleague from Connecticut, [Mr. Srrone. ] 

Mr. STRONG. I trust that 1 do not under- 
value the great work of the Pacific Railroad 
Company. The political and commercial bene-. 
fits and advantages which will assurediy result 
from it can hardly be overestimated. I fully 
agree with the friends of this bill that the enter- 
prising men who projected, constructed, and 
gave the Pacific railroad to the country mer- 
ited liberal treatment at the hands of Con- 
gress.. And, sir, have they not received it? 
Let us for a moment look at the condition of 
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the Central and Union Pacific railroad cor- 
porations, and ascertain, if possible, what Con- 
gress has done for them, and what rich fruits 
their shrewd managers have been able to 
gather. I hold in my hand a manual of rail- 
roads of the United States for 1871 and 1872, 
by Henry V. Poor, aud from that I take the 
statistics which I now use: 


Central Pacific: line of road, Sacramento to Og- 
den, 881, miles; Government bond subsidy, six per 
cent, thirty-year bonds, $29,851,000; land grant of 
128,000 acres per mile, 10,276,800 acres. 

Union Pacific: line of road, Omaha to Central 
Pacific junction, 1,038.68; Government bond subsidy, 
six per cent, thirty-year bonds, $27,236,512; land 
grant of 12,800 acres per mile about, 13,290,000 acres. 

Total bond subsidy to the two corporations, 
$57,087,512; total land grant to the two corporations, 
23,566,800 acres. 

Central Pacific: financial statoment— 

Capital stock paid in 


$54,001,980 
Fundéd debt issued. 3h 


,488,000 
10,000,000 
29,851,000 


36,745,000 
27,237,000 


Capital stock issued 
First mortgage bon 


Land-grant bonds... 9,594,000 
Income ten per cent. 10,000,000 
Government bond subsidy 27,236,512 


The land-grant bonds, as they are called, 
were issued by the corporations and secured 
by a mortgage upon the lands given them by 
Congress. 

From these statistics the House will readily 
see what Congress has already done for the 
Pacific railroad, for although owned by two 
corporations it is but a single line of road con- 
necting Omaha with Sacramento. The House 
will also see what means the managing build- 
ers of the road have bad in their hands with 
which to construct and equip it. Without 
estimating the amount of cash received from 
subscriptions to the capital stock—and I sup- 
pose the fact is very little money was paid in 
by the original stockholders—they have had 
for construction and equipment the enormous 
sum of $145,407,000, less the discount on the 
bonds and the expenses of negotiating them. 
Fifteen millions will probably cover these de- 
ductions. - 

In a word, then, Congress has given these 
corporations 28,566,800 acres of tke public 
domain, and it has advanced to them United 
States six per cent. currency bonds payable in 
thirty years to the amount of ‘$57,087,512. 
The act of 1862 provided that the principal and 
interest of the bonds should be repaid to the 
Government, and they were to remain a first 
mortgage lien upon the property of the two 
companies. It was further stipulated that ser- 
vice rendered the Government by l‘ansporta- 
tion of mails, military supplies, &c., should be 
applied in payment of interest. In 1864 it was 
urgently claimed that the road could not be 
built without further aid, and Congress passed 
an act authorizing these corporations to issue 
their own bonds for an amount equal to the 
sum represented by the bonds advanced by 
the United States, and. that said bonds so 
issued might have priority of lien over those 
of the Government. This concession was im- 
mediately taken advantage of, and many good 
financiers to-day believe that, at least so far as 
the Union Pacific road is concerned, nearly 
every dollar advanced to that corporation will 
bea total loss to the Government. Am I not 
justified in saying that Congress has treated the 
Pacific railroad companies with great liberality ? 
And that, too, even when measured by the 
immense magnitude of the work which it was 
sought to accomplish. 

And now, sir, permit a brief allusion to the 
manner in which the men who controlled those 
corporations proceeded to establish and carry 
into effect this great national enterprise. I 
believe it is a well understood fact that they- 
formed a sort of Crédit Mobilier, and made 
contracts with the corporations (that is, with 
themselves) for the building of the road. They 
received payment in bonds, stock, and money, 
and sublet their contracts to other parties at a 
much lower figure. In this way, it is stated 
on what I regard to be good authority, that 


of over forty million dollars. Pretty good pay 
for a vast amount of brain-work, energy, and 
perseverance! 

But our liberality does not end here. Dur-. 
ing last Congress the Treasury Department, 
under the advice of the law officers of the Gov- 
ernment, exacted from these corporations pay- 
ment of interest on the United States bonds 
advanced them, and credited upon said inter- 
est account: the amount which said corpora- 
tions were to receive for Government service. 
They protested, and appealed to Congress. 
The Judiciary Committee of the Senate gave 
an opinion in the case, (Ido not know whether it 
was indorsed by the House committee, ) which 
enabled them to take from the Treasury in cash 
half pay for transporting the mails, military 
stores, and other property of the Government; 
and they took it in face of the fact that the 
Central Pacific corporation was receiving at 
that time over three million dollars net annual 
income. I hold iu.my haud the last public 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
showing that we have advanced in interest 
over nine million dollars to these corporations. 
Hereafter we are to be allowed an offset of 
interest against only one half of the charges 
which they make for Government transporta- 
tion. 

Can liberality further go? Shall we pass 
this bill and give to the Central Pacific cor- 
poration, whose stock sells to-day at about 
par in the market—making its property worth 
not less than $50,000,000—one half of Yerba 
Buena island? ‘That island, situated in San 
Francisco bay, within less than two miles 
from the wharves of the city, with navigable 
water to its very shores, contains one hundred 
and twenty-eight acres of land. The gentle 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Vooruzes,] who ad- 
dressed the House yesterday on this subject, 
says that this bill does not contain a land 
grant. What does itcontain? It gives to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company a perpetual 
lease of one half of this island without reserv- 
inga dollar for rent. Is notthataland grant? 
The gentleman tries to make a distinction 
between this and ordinary land grants. Now, 
I affirm that this is a land grant of the most 
valuable kind. Why, will the friends of this 
bill say that if there were one hundred and 
twenty-eight acres of public domain on the 
island of Manhattan, and it was proposed 
to give half of it to the New York Central 
railroad or the Erie railroad by a perpet- 
ual lease without rent, that such a proposi- 
tion would not embrace a land grant? Sir, 
many of the most valuable pieces of real 
estate in this country are held by leases for 
ninety-nine years. ‘This bill proposes a free 
lease forever, and yet will gentlemen say that 
by passing it we are not making a land grant? 

This island appears, from the testimony of 
the men who have been sent by the Govern- 
ment to survey it, to be worth at least five 
million dollars. That is the documentary tes- 
timony of men in the Government service; 
and righi here I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the official documents in this 
case. Gentlemen do not confine themselves 
to the record, but talk at random about this 
matter. They tell you that certain military 
officers say that this island is not necessary to 
the military defense of San Francisco, and 
that itisa barren rock, of no value whatever 
for any purpose. Let them point us to the 
official document containing such a statement, 

‘The highest military authority of the coun- 
try pronounces the possession by the Govern- 
ment of this entire island necessary for the 
defense of the harbor of San Francisco. I 
have before me the report of the three Army 
engineers who were sent out four years ago 
| for the special purpose of investigating and re- 
porting to the War Department upon this sub- 
ject. Ihave not time to read the whole of 
their report, which may be found in. Congres- 


i sional Globe, second session Forty-First Con- 


these two corporation rings pocketed a profit | 


1467 


gress, volume seventy-nine, page 4528. I sub- 
mit that if the friends of this bill bave any’ 
official record to meet this report of the Army 
engineers they should produce it: 


Letter from the Secretary of War ad interim, transmit- 
ting a report by the Chief of Engimeers relative toq 
bill for the relief of the Terminal Central Pacific 
Railroad Company. 

War DEPARTMENT, - 


WASHINGTON Ciry, January 2, 1868.‘ 

Sır: I have the honor to send herewith s report 
by the Chief of Engineers, dated December 20, 1867, 
containing information called for by a communica- 
tion from Hon. G. W. Juuran, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, which committee has 
under consideration a bill for the relief of the Term- 
inal Central Pacific Railway Company, to which the 
bill contemplates granting the-island of Yerba 
Buena, in San Francisco harbor. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

U. S. GRANT, 
Secretary of War ad interim. 
Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAX, ` 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


HEADQUARTERS CORPS or ENGINEERS, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 20, 1867. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to return herewith 
the letter of the Committee oh the Public Lands of 
the House of Representatives, of Tth December, on 
the subject of the bill for the relief of the Terminal 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, and to report as 

ollows: 

This subject was presented here about the Ist of 
November, by the engineer of the company, who 
exhibited and explained the maps and projects of 
the company with sufficient detail to show tho nature 
of their undertaking. 

A copy of the printed report, and explanatory 
papers, Was sent by me on tho 2d November to San 
francisco, to the board of engineers for the Pacific 
coast, with instructions to examine the question of 

the occupation of Yerba Buena island with defensive 
works, so as to ascertain how much of the island 
would be needed for these uses, and how far other 
parts of it would be subject to the action of the bat- 
teries that should be placed upon ite | 

With the aid of the report to be furnished by this 
board of officers, now on the spot and specially in- 

structed to consider carefully all questions pertain- 
ing to the defonses of San Francisco, [shall be able 
to say with someprecision to what extent, if at all, 
the United States should relinquish control over this 
island, with a view of facilitating the commercial 
operations which must be developed at the terminus, 
wherever that may be, of the great railroad which is 
now being constructed across the continent, - 

I must advise that no steps be taken to divest the 
United States of its ownership of any part of the 
island until it is definitely settled what portions must 
be retained to aid in stcuring the city and harbor 
against hostile vessels. |, R 

‘Lf, after thorough examination, it should provo 
that any part of it may be relinquished by the Uni- 
ted States, without interfering with the defenses, 

then the manner and terms upon which such, por- 
tion should be disposed of should be carefully con- 
sidered. SA 

The bill proposes to relinquish four fifths of the 
island, that is, about ninety acres, without any con- 
sideration, to a company organized under general 
laws, that proposes to build a railroad twenty-five 
and one half miles in length, from Vallejo. to the 
harbor of San Francisco. Should so large a portion 
of the island, or any large part of it, prove tobe 
available for commercial purposes, its pecuniary 
value would he great, and should inure to the ben-s 
efit of the United States, or the State of California, 
in some shape or other. _ 3 

Commerce generally might require all, or the 
greater part of the island; but for railroad purposes 
there would bo needed only aright of way and asite 
for depots, wants that a small part of the whole tract 
would supply. aan ø 

Itis to be remarked that the bill imposes no obli- 
gations upon the company to build the proposed rail- 
road, nor to do any other thing. The grant is an 
absolute free gift, withoutasingle condition, of four 
fifths of an island containing over one hundred acres, 
in the middle of the harbor of San Francisco, one 
and a half mile from the city, with deep water close 
up to the shore on all sides except one. Tho value 
of this gift, over and above the cost of the work 
necessary to develop it, must be many million dol- 
ars. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A. A. HUMPHREYS, 
Brigadier General of Engineers commanding. 
General U.S. Grant, Secretary of War ad interim. 


Report by George H. Elliot, G. H. Mendeil, and B.S. 
Alexander, officers of Engineers to General A. A. 
Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, of an examnation 
of Yerba Buena island, showing its importance as æ 
military defense to the harbor of San Francisco. 

Orrick BOARD oF ENGINEERS, 

San Francisco, CALIFORNIA, January 8, 1868. 
GENERAL: The board of engineers for the Pacific 
coast, constituted by Engineer Order No. 64, dated 

“Bneineer Department, Washington, December 4, 

1866,” has received and considered the application 

ot Mr. William B. Hyde, the chief engineer of the 

Terminal Central Pacific Railroad Company, dated 

October 28, 1867, and addressed to the Secretary of 

War, in relation to Yerba Buena istand, 
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The indorsement of the Department on this letter 
was. as follows, namely: j 


; HEADQUARTERS CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
f WASHINGTON, November 2, 1867. 


Respectfully referred to the board of engineers for 
the Pacific coast for report as ta what portions of the 
island- are required for defense. : : 

he ‘general project of the defenses of the island 
should fe considered by the board, ga as to determine 
the traces and references of the crests of the batte- 
ries, and. the ground that will be required by the mili- 
tary establishments of the island, There will then 
be indicated whaimay remain available for railroad 
and commercial purposes, and what restrictions the 
defensive uses exact in respect of them, . AN 

‘The board having carefully examined the island 
and fhe adjacent channels, has the honor to submit 
the following report: : 

The great importance of Yerba Buena island, if 
occupied in time of war with heavy long-range guns, 
as securing the water front of the city of San Fran- 
cisco from occupation by a hostile ficet, should such 
be found in the harbor on the declaration of war, or 


should it succeed in entering the bay either by force, | 


by stratagem, by surprise, in a dense fog, in the 
darkness of night, has been acknowledged by all our 
engineers who have considered the subject. 

The island will cover by its fire the entire water 
front of the present city of San Francisco, and it is 
the last point from which the anchorage in front of 
the city can be defended. ý 

Remove this island, and there will be nothing but 
a naval force to prevent an enemy’s fleet, or even 2 
single man-of-war, if the outer batteries should 

rove insuflicient to prevent his entrance into the 

ay, from taking position in front of the city, beyond 
effective range of Alcatraz island,and either destroy~ 
ing it or levying such contributions as oupidity may 
dictate. 

If the Government fails to properly occupy the 
island on the approach of war, or if it permits such 
structures to be erected along the water front of the 
island as will obstruct or otherwise nullify the fire 
of ita batteries, the same result will follow. , 

Doubtless there are persons who attach more in- 
portance to this island for railroad and commercial 
uses than they do for military purposes, and those 
who are interested in securing it for purposes of pri- 
vate gain may argue that the defense of the city 
front may safely be loft to the Navy alone, unaided 
by land batteries, , 

_ As such a doctrine would render our Navy passive 
in time of war, confining it to home duty, and other- 
wise violate the well-established principles of harbor 
defense, this board may satoly leave its contutation, 
should it ever be publicly advanced, to the Dopart- 


ment, 

_ We start, therofore, with the idea that this istand 
is absolutely necessary for the protection of the city 
fronty that batteries should be erected upon it and 
armed with our heaviest guns, which should control 
by their fire all the anchorages within rango from 
whence an enemy might injure the city or otherwise 
cripple its defense. We may add, too, that this island 
has a prospective value of great importanee to the 
defense of the city. 

It is the last point from which a defense can be 
made, and on account of its location and the ease 
with which it may be defended it will be the most 
secure position in the harbor. It will probably, 
therefore, be occupied in time of war for ordnance 
purposes; have an arsenal, with all the necessary 
establishments for the storage and safe-keeping of 
artillery, ammunition, and small-arms. 

. When the board first entered upon'the investiga- 
tion of this subject some of its members were dis- 
posed to think that all these things might bo pro- 
vided for; all necessary security given to the water 
front, and yet a portion of the northeastern end of 
the island and the adjacent shoal toward the north- 
west might be given up to commercial purposes. 
But as the investigation has proceeded this opinion 
has obanged, and all the members of the board now 
present are of the opinion that no portion of the 
island or of the adjacent shoal should pass out of the 
control of the Government, 


Recanitulation. 
This board is of the opinion that no portion of 
Yerba Buena island, or of the adjacent shoal, can 
safely be given up for railroad or commercial pur- 


poses, 
‘AM of which is respectfully submitted. 
GEORGE H. ELLIOT, 
Major of engineers. 
‘ ; G. H. MENDELL, 
Major Engineers, Brevet Colonel U. N, Army. 
. ,, B.S. ALEXANDER, 
Prevet Brigadier General, U. S. A., 
President of Board of Engineers. 
CHARLES W. RAYMOND, 3 
Captain of Engineers, Recorder of Board. 
“This board is of opinion that no portion of Yerba 
Buena island, or the adjacent shoal, can be safely 
given up for railroad or commercial purposes.” 


“ No portion’? of it can be used for this 
purpose. Yet the friends of this bill would 
undertake to make us believe that one half 
of it can be given up for railroad purposes. 
The Army engineers, upon whom we should 
rely, say that no portion of this island should 


be given up. Now I ask the honorable chair-. 


man of this committee why, instead of taking 
his own judgment, instead of taking unofficial 


statements made to him* by others, he did not 
submit. an inquiry to the War Department to 
ascertain its view upon this highly important 
subject? Does the honorable chairman think 
it quite reasonable for us, in direct antagonism 
to this report, to make a present of one haif 
of this island to a corporation worth over fifty 
million dollars? If we.can part with it at all, 
ought we not to exact reasonable pay for prop- 
erty so valuable?. Writing from San Francisca 
four years ago, here is what the engineers say 
of its value: ov 

“ This island is regarded in this city as a very val- 
uable piece of property. If the public mind could 
be-disabused of the idea that it may be obtained 
for railroad and commercial purposes by an act of 
Congress, and if the Government were disposed to 
sell the.island,.and were to put it up at auction to be 
sold to the highest bidder, it would probably bring 
$5,000,000.” 

Strange to say, sir, this grant is asked for 
in the name of commerce. Happily, how- 
eyer, we have official evidence as to what the 
effect would be upon commerce should this pro- 
ject be carried out.. The report of the Super- 
intendent of the Coast Survey can be found on 
the same page of the Globe. just referred to. 
In that report the able Professor Peirce says 
it will never do to permit this corporation to 
construct a viaduct from Oakland to this island ; 
that it will injure the commerce of San Fran- 
cisco. And any injury to the commerce of 
San Francisco is an injury to the commerce of 
the whole country. The only official docu- 
ments, therefore, which we have on this sub- 
ject protest, both for military and commercial 
reasons, against what is here proposed. ‘I'he 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey and the 
board of Army engineers protest against giving 
any portion of this island to a railroad corpor- 
ation. 

But, sir, it is said that this island cannot be 
held for homesteads under the homestead act, 
Agreed; but there are other purposes to which 
the property of the Government can be ap- 
plied. Ifthis proposed grant is worth $2,500,- 
000, then let this rich railroad corporatiou pay 
for it if we choose to part with it. If gentle- 
men do not wish to put this money in the Uni- 
ted States Treasury, if we are so rich that 
$2,500,000 are of no consequence, then let the 
proceeds of this property be donated to the 
purposes of education. ‘he suggestion that 
the gentleman from Indiana makes, that we 
cannot plant our objection to this: bill upon 
the homestead act, has no applicability, because 
we want the money which this grant is worth, 
either to replenish the Treasury or to promote 
the cause of education. f 

[Here the hammer fell. ]J 

Mr. KELLOGG. In the time that I have 
not agreed to give to other members I shall 
have opportunity only to allude to a few of 
the reasons which have brought a majority of 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad to the 
conclusion that Congress ought to pass this 
bill. So far as the remarks of my colleague 
[Mr. Srrone] are concerned, I am sorry that 
he has not seen proper to confine himselt 
during his ten minutes more to the question 
before the House. So far as is concerned the 
legislation by which the continent was spanned 
by a railroad, so far as his complaints are con- 
cerned that too large an amount of bonds and 
lands were granted for this great national high- 
way, the railroad companies simply followed 
the legislation of Congress, upon the good faith 
of which these companies have built their 
roads. It is not for this House, at this. day, 
after Congress has passed a law saying to these 
corporations, ‘‘ You may have so many bonds 
per wile, and so. many acres of land per mile, 
if you will construct a national highway to the 
Pacific,” which the best interests of the coun- 
try were supposed to demand, to find fault 
with the provisions of law upon the faith of 
which they have built these roads, unless we 
propose to repudiate the contract and violate 
the good faith of the Government by the re- 
peal of those provisions. The Union Pacific 
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Railroad Company, however, and all the east- 
ern branches, which together have received 
the greater part. of the fifty-five millions of 
bonds and the land grants, have nothing to 
do with this question, and no interest in it 
whatever, any more than the connecting lines 
of railroad this side of the Missouri and, the 
Mississippi rivers. : oe 

The immediate points in this case,.to. which 
I shall call the attention of the House, as they 
appeared to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad are three. One of them is this: can 
the half of this island be given to the use of 
this railroad company without prejudice to 
this Government for the purpose for which 
this island has been retained in its grant of 
lands to the city of San Francisco; another, 
the commercial necessities and advantages of 
this island for a depot; a third, is there any 
value to this island which this company ought 
to pay for more than the $3,000,000 which 
the engineers of the company find it will re- 
quire for them to reach the island with their 
railway, to blast down the rocks, to build their 
depots, construct their wharves, and complete 
the work? 

What is this island? . It is simply one hun- 
dred and twenty acres of rock in the harbor of 
San Francisco, lying two miles above the 
wharves of the city. In the last Congress it 
was compared with Governor’s Island in New 
York harbor. Sir, it is not like that island in 
its location, as every gentleman who has vis- 
ited that coast knows. If you had the south 
end of the palisades of the Hudson lying in 
the middle of a river eight miles wide where 
the Hudson now is, and two miles above the 
wharves on the North river side of New York, 
with three or four miles of shoal water, and with 
a narrow channel not over half a mile wide on 
the east side and three or four miles width 
of deep water where all the commerce goes on 
the west side, you would have a similar loca- 
tion in respect to New York city that Goat 
Island has in respect to the city of San Fran- 
cisco, Itis two miles from the city, aud for all 
purposes, except for defenses, it is absolutely 
valueless, as I shall endeavor to show when I 
come to that branch of the subject. It is val- 
uable for fortifications when an enemy is 
once up at the city, though San Francisco 
would be in ashes before guns from Goat 
Island could reach an enemy’s vessels of war ; 
and the western end of it, that facing toward 
San Francisco, that facing toward the harbor, 
facing toward the Golden Gate and the forti- 
cations that protect it, is the very part this 
railroad company does not want, and which 
the Government does want for its fortifica- 
tions. It is, as the chart of the coast survey 
shows, a high rock, portions of it being over 
three hundred feet high. At the other end 
there is a lower portion, sheltered from the 
floods and the tides and the high winds that 
sweep in through the narrow entrance to the 
harbor; and there vessels can lie. The object 
of this bill, and its only object, is not to benefit 
the Union Pacific railroad; for they have 
nothing to do with it any more than the New 
York Central or the Pennsylvania Central. It 
is not to benefit the Central Pacific as much as 


| it is to benefit the commerce of the country 


and the eastern world that is opening to us 
through the golden gates of the Pacific. 

Why, sir, in the transportation of the com- 
merce crossing the Pacific ocean, which has 
just begun to be developed, there is now a 
gap of two or three miles. All the cargoes 
of your Pacific steamers have to be transferred 
and lightered across to the point where this 
company has built trestle-work out into the 
shoal water opposite the island. This com- 
pany has already built such a structure some 
two miles long over the shoal water into the 
harbor; and all goods brought there have to 
be lightered across and placed upon this open 
pile-work. Gentlemen who have visited Cali- 


| fornia know very well that during six or eight 


months in the year there isnot a drop of rain ; 
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at such seasons everything is so dry that a 
spark from a locomotive might at any time 
destroy millions of dollars’ worth of property. 
The valuable goods which now require to be 
transshipped cannot be protected unless the 
railroad company can have some means of 
coming upon this island and building suitable 
depois to protect the goods from fire. Or, if 
the railroad company be permitted to occupy 
the island, they can transfer their goods directly 
from the deck of the ships to the rail cars, 
and the expense of transshipment (at least two 
dollars a ton) can be saved. That will be so 
much saved for commerce, not for the Pacific 
Railroad Company. Hence, this is a measure 
for the interest of no particular section. It is 
for the interest of St. Louis, of Chicago, of 
Jowa, of Ilinois, of New York, and the whole 
country; and competing lines for the com- 
merce of that country, that will be completed 
under charters already granted, will forever 
compel this corporation to bring its freights 
at as low a rate as possible, 

Why, sir, it was testified before one of your 
committees only last Saturday, by a member 
of an important firm in New Haven, Connec- 
ticut, where the harbor has just been improved 
to some extent, that they had actually, within 
the last season, brought a cargo from Liver- 
pool to New Haven, nearly eighty miles east 
of New York, transferred it to the cars, sent 
it to St. Louis, and sold it cheaper than they 
could have done by importing it directly to 
New York and transshipping it at New York, 
‘because of the expense saved by avoiding that 
transshipment. Commerce demands thata ves- 
sel’s cargo shall be transferred directly from 
its deck to the rail car, wherever it is practi- 
cable. 

Now, there is another objection to this meas- 
ure: that it will injure the harbor. This objec- 
tion was urged here by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bangs, ] that 
the harbor would be destroyed. Why, sir, if 
any gentleman will look at the charts of the 
coast survey he will find that the main part of 
the channel is on the other side of this rock; 
and every. member familiar with that harbor 
knows that there is no commerce whatever on 
the side towards the railroad. There are more 
than three miles-of deep water, for there are two 
channels, one the other side of Angel Island, 
while there is scarcely half a mile on the side 
toward the shoal where vessels can go, and in 
fact they never do go there. There is room in 
that harbor on the other side of this rock for 
the navies and the commerce of the world, and 
they will ride on that side of the rock whether 
you: let this railroad extend there or not. 

There is no eatthly use in making the claim 
here, with the Representatives from California, 
or those who have seen that coast, that this will 
bean injury to the harbor. I may say in pass- 
ing that this whole report of Professor Peirce 
was made on the assumption that the channel 
would be blocked up so as to interfere with the 
flow of the tide. As has been explained by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Pacifie Rail- 
road, [Mr. Wneuter,] the bill is carefully 
guarded in that respect, as well as in all other 
respects; and. this road is to be built upon 
open trestle-work so as not to interfere with 
the flow of the tide there in any respect what- 
ever. But my friend says that the report 
presented by Mr. Washburn, who was then a 
member from the State of Wisconsin, in his 
speech last Congress, isto govern our action 
on this bill; and he stated in his speech that 
he did not care whether it would interfere with 
the flow of the water or not. 

I have said all, perhaps, it is necessary to 
gay in regard to the interests of commerce. 
We claim it is the duty of the General Govern- 
ment to provide some means for this immense 
commerce, for the commerce which is already 
opened promises in the future to become im- 
mense, not only inits extent, butitsimportance. 
We say it is the duty of the Government to re- 
move that obstruction. Every one will Goncede 
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if there were a bar across the entrance to the 
bay of San Francisco which would require an 
expense of $3,000,000 to remove, it would be 
the duty of Congress to make an appropriation 
for its removal. This railroad company pro- 
pose for the simple use of one half of this 
island to remove that obstruction. Gentle- 
men say, ‘‘ Beside all that the company should 
be made to pay for the island,’* and that is fair, 
unless the company is paying enough by the 
terms of this bill, The engineers have proved 
that the company will already have to ‘pay 
$3,000,000. This railroad company will have 
to pay at least that sum to build the road, and 
jt is all, they say, they can afford to pay, and 
all that they will pay. If the obstruction be 
not removed under the bill-by this railroad 
company, it is as much of an obstruction to 
commerce as a bar in the harbor would be; 
and in the latter case, as I have said, we ought 
to make an appropriation out of the Treasury 
to remove the obstruction. 

Mr. MeNEELY rose. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I decline to yield. -My 
colleague on the committee irom Ohio [Mr 
McKixney] when he offered his amendment 
proposed that the company should pay a rental 
of $50,000 per annuni for the use of one half 
of this island. The amendment is now pend- 
ing before the House fixing the rental for one 
half of this island at $50,000. When the 
amendment was first spoken of it was pro- 
posed that the rent should be $20,000, then it 
was increased to $25,000; and when it was 
offered yesterday it was $50,000, and before 
the gentleman got through with his speech he 
ran the rent up to $100,000. This'’shows how 
little this House is fitted to make an appraisal 
of value or damages. ‘he value of the island 
has been fixed at $1,000,000 by some, and 
by others at $2,000,000; and it has been run 
up as high as $5,000,000. My associate on 
the committee [Mr. McKinyvy] alluded to 
the speech made by Mr. Washburn, of Wis- 
consin, when be said that he would give 
$1,000,000 for it. Those who were here at 
the time will remember that the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. Woop] rose in ‘his seat, 


and said he would give $2,000,000 for ite- A 
member from Ohio in the last House, as gen- 
tlemen will remember, (Mr. Mungen,) said 
in his own classical way that if they would 
give him ten hours he would go $600,000 bet- 
ter. All must know that all these remarks 
were made in the way of banter, and with no 
idea of getting the elephant; and if the gen- 
tlemen who inade those offers had been called 
upon to fulfill them, they would have doubtless 
shielded themselves when they got outside of 
the House by pleading the rale that mem- 
bers cannot be held responsible elsewhere for 
any words spoken in debate upon this floor. 
[ Laughter. ] 

So, too, in regard to any offers made in 
California. Mr. Axtell; who was a member 
upon this floor from the State of California, 
told us that no offer was ever made to the 
Government for the purchase of this island. 
The Government does not wish to sell it. It 
is perfectly useless for any other purpose than 
that to which this bill proposes to apply it, 
and for purposes of defense. No bona fide 
offer was ever made for it, in Congress or out 
of Congress. ‘This is not a land grant, and it 
has nothing to do with 4 land grant. My col- 
league, in his zeal against land grants, over- 
shoots his mark in classing this as & land 
grant. Our records are, and probably will be, 
well enough in reference to the land grants 
proposed in this Congress, without straining a 
point or perverting the facts to make a land 
grant where there is none. No right of home- 
stead and no right of entry to an acre of 
land can be involved in this bill: ac 

I do not look upon this as a land grant in 
aby sense. 
Government to made this connection: The 
Government has already expended, as the 
opponents of the bill say, some fifty-five mil- 


“be kept on it? 


I look upon it as the duty “of the’ 


lion dollars in the way of Government bonds 
in building this railroad. That was for all the 
Pacific railroads and branches. It is not only 
of interest to the Government, but of vast ben- 
efit to the whole people. of the country, that 
now this read has been built, and this money 
invested for this national highway, it should 
be made available to the Government and tô 
the people to its fullest extent. 

Ihave alluded to what Professor Peirce vte- 
ported. I will now allude to the report of the 
engineers to which my colleagué has referred. 
If the gentleman will listen to me a moment, 
I will state to him and the House how that 
report was made. It was notareport madein 
opposition to this grant. It was not & report 
made in oppésition to any application of the 
Central Pacific railroad. A little local rail- 
road only twenty-fourand a half or tiventy-five 
and a half miles long, in 1867, asked for four 
fifths of that island-without conditions. Itwas 
a little railroad from Vallejo running down to 
San Francisco only, without any national. ob- 
ject. ‘They asked for four fifths of the island 
without any conditions, and the engineers, as 
they say themselves, without surveying the 
island, without taking into consideration how 
much could be used tor the fortification of the 
island, sat down in a snug office in San Fran: 
ciso and wrote out their report. 

Well, now, the leading officers of the Army, ag 
the chairman of the committee [ Mr. Werner] 
has well said, have all stated that it would be 
better for the Government for purposes of de- 
fense to have one half of that island occu- 
pied by the railroad company, so that you 
can get to your fortifications with your muni- 
tions of war and supplies, and your men, in 
case of any emergency. ‘There are sixty acres 
asked for by this company. They claim here 
that itis worth $1,000,000, the half of it.. That 
would be $16,000 per acre for solid rock, or 
$80,000 per acre if you call it $5,000,000, and 
you might call it worth $100,000,000 with as 
much reason as either. And I ask, of what 
worth is it to us? You cannot build ware- 
houses on it; no man would go there to live 
or trade without a railroad to it-—- 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Cannot goats 


Mr. KELLOGG. I believe one man at- 
tempted to keep goats on it, but I understand 
that he bad to bring most of his forage from 
the mainland. ‘There is not enough herbage 
on the whole island for the support of as many 
as ten goats. I was saying that you cannot 
put warehouses on it, You cannot use it for 
commercial purposes any more than you can 
build warehouses‘on the south end of the Pal- 
isades of the Hudson, nor as well even, for 
they are on the mainland. 

I have now occupied all the time which I 
desire to occupy in speaking of this bill. I 
say that it is a bill that in my judgment ought 
to pass this House, not, however, as a land 
grant, because it is the policy of this House, 
and it certainly is the policy of the committee, 
of which I am a member, not to make any 
more new land grants. | think there is a clear 
distinction between this bill and a land-grant 
bill. I thought there was a distinction between 
the bill passed unanimously the other day, with- 
out objection on either side of the House, on 
the motion of the gentleman from Nevada, 
[Mr. Keypatt,] which simply extended the 
time to the colleges for the getting of their 
lands—that there was a distinction between a 
bill extending the time and a bill making a 
new grant. Ithink, too, there may be a dis- 
tinction between a new grant, and extending 
the time of an old one, in some other cases. 
But this bill neither makes a new grant nor 
extends an old one; it does not come within 
the scope of either of those. I hold that it is 
the duty of this Congress to provide a highway 
for the commerce which is now opened with 
the eastern continent by means of this railroad 
which has been completed; and to provide 
that it may be carried on without obstruction, 
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It is not three years since the golden spike 
which marked the completion of that railroad 
was driven, and the whole country rejoiced 
that a railroad was finished which united us 
with the western part of this continent. I say 
that that commerce has yet scarcely begun to 
develop: itself. I say that that commerce will 
increase in the future beyond the expecta- 
tions of any of us who are here to-day. I say 
that it will bring to this continent the wealth 
of the Indies and the eastern continent. It 
will carry to millions of men something better 
than riches, better than merchandise or piles 
of silver and gold. It will bring the best civ- 
jlization of the nineteenth century to the peo- 
ple of the two continents; and the interesting 
event which has occurred in the House to-day, 
the reception of an embassy representing a 
people of thirty-five millions in number, is 
one of the results of that policy, by which 
we have spanned the continent by a railroad. 
J say, then, that it is our duty, in the interests 
of commerce and of friendly intercourse with 
other nations, brought nearer to us by this new 
highway of commerce, to remove all obstruc- 
tions in our power that may lie in its way. 

Mr. COX. Asthe floor does not seem to 
be occupied; I wish to inquire of the Chair if 
the amendment I offered yesterdayis pending? 

The SPHAKER. The Chair understood 
that the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Wueever, | who had charge of the bill, declined 
to admit it. j 

Mr. KELLOGG. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Burier. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 

desire to debate the general merits of this ques- 
tion. I have done that ina former Congress, 
and I have seen no oceasion to change my 
opinion. There has been one matter, how- 
ever, brought to my attention, which I desire 
to bring under the notice of the House. It is 
that while we are granting away this island, 
because it is a grant—for all that a man wants 
of land in this world is a perpetual use of it 
free of rent, and here is something better than 
a grant, because holding the titleof the United 
States, and as nobody can sue the United 
States, so nobody can ever take away the 
right under the grant—I say that that being 
the condition of things, there are a number 
of men who have been before Congress now 
for four or five years asking that some rem- 
edy may be given them for their private rights. 
They. cannot sue the United States; they 
cannot sue the military officers of the United 
States; the military officers of the United 
States cannot be driven out of any place by a 
writ. They cannot sue the agents of the Uni- 
ted States, because you cannot do that indi- 
rectly which you cannot do directly. Oneof 
the claimants to this island brought suit in 
the:only place where he could bring it, in the 
fifteenth district court of San Francisco, and 
was non-suited on this very ground, that he 
could not sue the agents. of the United States 
or the tenants of the United States. 

I have therefore prepared an amendment to 


which I understand the chairman of the Com-- 


mittee on the Pacific Railroad assents, and I 
desire to have it pending. It is to add at the 
end of section two the following: 

Provided, That any claimant of an equitable or 
legal title to-any portion of said island occupied by 
said railroad company may bring his suit against 
said company in thecirenit courtof the United States 
for the district. of California, which shall have full 
jurisdiction to entertain such suit. 


I have simply provided a forum. The bill 
provides that the rights of private property 
shall not be infringed. My amendment simply 
provides that the courts of the United States 
shall have jurisdiction in case of any private 
claimant. who has any rights to this island; 
and it is one of such manifest justice that my 
friend the chairman agrees to it, as his own 
sense of justice shows him it to be right, and 
that he always follows. I think there can be 
no objection to: the amendment on the part of 
any. gentleman, 


| Francisco. 


Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts well knows that I have no 
power to accept any amendment, and that two 
are already pending, but for myself I have no 
objection to his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It can be entertained by 
unanimous consent. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I object to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let the 
amendment be read again at the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PETERS, I suggest to the gentleman 
that he add the words ‘¢ with an appeal to the 
United States Supreme Court by either party.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of .Massachusetts. I have 
no objection at all to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the 
amendment being considered as pending? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts whether in point 
of fact his amendment goes any further than 
the second section of the bill as it already 
stands? ‘That section of the bill as it now 
stands provides that ‘‘ nothing herein contained 
shall destroy or impair any lawful or equitable 
rights or claims of private parties, if such exist, 
to the said island, or any part thereof.” 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. My.amend- 
ment only goes so far as to provide a forum in 
which suit may be brought. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, I suppose that 
this provision relates sufficiently to existing 
tribunals to give them jurisdiction. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
does not. 

Mr. PETERS. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that he add to his 
amendment that there shall be an appeal by 
the United Statesif the case is decided against 
them, a provision which has been inserted in 
other bills of this character. j 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Iam con- 
tent, and I will add the words that there shall 
be an appeal by the United States. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I resume the floor, and 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Mercor. ] 

Mr. MERCUR. Mr. Speaker, having voted 
in the last Congress against a bill which pro- 
posed to give the right to this island to this 
railroad corporation, and having since that 
time modified my views somewhat, I desire to 
state briefly to the House some of the grounds 
on which'I based my position. In the first 
place, the bill which is now under considera- 
tion is materially changed from that which 
was before the House during the last Con- 
gress, so that the rights of the company are 
somewhat circumscribed, and the powers of 
the Government more distinctly secured. 

In addition to that, since the last Congress 
I have had a personal view of the island in 
question, which has contributed toward a 
modification of my opinion upon this subject. 
The island contains about one hundred and 
twenty-eight acres. It is not susceptible of 
cultivation; it is composed of mountain and 
rock, portions of it rising to an elevation of 
about three hundred and fifty feet.. Only a 
very small portion of it is used or needed by 
the Government of the United States. A few 
old houses or barracks only are located upon 
this island. Standing as it does it is of very 
little value to the Government of the United 
States; none at all in time of peace, and to be 
attended with great expense to make it of use 
in time of war. Situate as it is, nearly upon a 
line between Oakland, the present terminus 
of the Central Pacific railroad and the city 
of San Francisco, it would be of great use to 
the public, of great use to commerce, to have 
the road extended so near to the city of San 
It will, however, be attended with 
very great expense in orderto make itavailable, 

This bill provides that in time of war the 
Government may assert its control over this 
property and take possession of it. In order 
to make it of any use or of any value to the 
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Central Pacific Railroad Company they will 
have to expend two or three million dollars, 
Then, if war should come, this Government 
will find that island in proper condition to 
make it valuable to the Government. It will 
then be accessible; they can then immediately 
take possession of it and of all the improve- 
ments which the railroad company has made, 
and make it available for actual use and benefit. 
Now, so long ag-it remains in the sole and 
exclusive use and occupation of this Govern- 
ment it remains unimproved. In time of war 
it would not only require a very large expendi- 
ture of money, but it would require along time 


to make it available or serviceable for any pur- 


pose for which the Government might want it. 
It appears to me, therefore, that the interests 
of the Government will be subserved by the 
passage of this bill, modified by some of the 
proper amendments which are now pending 
before the House. If it were in the interest 
of the railroad company alone, or in their in- 
terest chiefly or mainly, | should not be willing 
to give my vote for the passage of this bill. 
But I look upon it as for the interests of this 
Government that the necessary improvements 
should be made upon that island, so that wher- 
ever the contingency shall arise it may be made 
valuable. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLOGG. Jnowyield to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Wxeuxenr,] the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER. There is a desire on the 
part of the opponents of this bill to have another 
hour for its discussion, which I most freely 
accord. I said yesterday that the committee 
challenged for this bill the closest scrutiny and 
the fullest discussion. Jf its merits do not 
warrant its passage, they do not expect it to 
pass. J understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio] is anxious to move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the deficiency 
appropriation bill. : 

Mr. COBURN. Before this discussion goes 
on further, it is proper that the House shall 
have before it the amendments which members 
may desire to offer. 

Mr. WHEELER. As I understand it, the 
proposition now is that this bill shall go over 
till to-morrow. . 

Mr. COBURN. Why not have all the 
amendments before the House ? 

Mr. STRONG. To be printed, so that we 
can have them before us to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Itwill require unanimous 
consent to have any additional amendments 
offered, because there are now pending all the 
ameudmenis authorized by the rules. 

Mr. WHEELER. I-will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to move a substi- 
tute for this bill. $ 

Mr. SHANKS. Idesire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I renew my suggestion 
of yesterday, that all the amendments that gen- 
tlemen desire to offer may be now presented 
and printed for the information of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object to that to this 
extent, that they shall not be considered as 
pending. Ihave no objection to their being 
printed for information. 

Mr. COBURN. Have I not a right to offer 
a substitute for this bill? 

The SPHAKER. Not until the pending 
amendments have been disposed of. A sub- 
stitute is nothing but an amendment; the only 
difference is that amendments affecting the - 
substance of the bill must be first disposed ‘of. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that 
gentlemen may present the amendments which 
they desire to offer, and that they shall be 
printed for the information’ of the House. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for this bill, 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to these 
several proposed amendments being read, for 
it will take too much time to do so. 

Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
that all amendments proposed. under this 
arrangement may be printed. in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no. objection, 
that order will be made. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. / : 

The amendments proposed to be offered are 
as follows: 


By Mr. BEATTY: 

Amend the amendment of Mr. McKinney by 
striking out “‘ $50,000” and inserting “* $100,000” in 
lieu thereof. 

By Mr. Burier, of Massachusetts: 

Add to section two the following: 

Provided, That any claimant of equitable or legal 
title to any portion of said island occupied by said 
railroad company may have his suit, against, said 
company in the circuit court of the United States 
for said district of California, which shall have full 
jurisdiction to entertain such suit, with an appeal 
tothe Supreme Court of the United States; and there 
shall be an appeal to the said court by said railroad 
company in behalf of the United States, in case of 
a decision againstsaid company in said cirenit court ; 
and any such suit shall be commenced within one 
year from the passage of this act. 


By Mr. CARROLL: 

Amend lines twelve, thirteen, and fourteen of 
section one so as to read as follows: 

Free use of the whole or any part of the island 
for military purposes when deemed necessary by the 
President of the United States. . 

Also amend section four by striking out of lines 
five and six the words “under such rules and regu- 
Jations as_shall be prescribed by the said Central 
Railroad Company.” _ , , 

Also amend by striking out of said section all after 
the word ‘‘just”’ in line eight, down to and includ- 
ingthe word ‘proportion ” in line eleven, and in- 
serting in place thereof the following: 

A reasonable compensation thereof. 


By Mr. Conurn: : 

Strike out all after tho enacting clause and in liou 
thereof insert the following: | , 

hat the Sceretary of War is hereby required to 
have the island of Yerba Buena, in the bay of San 
Francisco, surveyed by the officers of the engineer 
corps, who shall forthwith examine and make raport 
whether the same in whole or part is needed for 
the purpose of fortification and military defense, 
and whether or not it is practicable to dispose of 
any portion thereof, and to designate what portions 
may be needed for a principal fort and for shore 
batteries, and the proper ways and communications 
necessary to connect them; and after such report, if 
any part of said island is not necessary for such pur- 
oses, it shall be subject to sale; and such sale shall 
be made at public auction upon three months’ notice 
to be given in three daily newspapers printed in 
San Francisco and three in New_York city, by the 
Secretary of the Interior, who shall subdivide tho 
land which may be subject to sale in such subdivis- 
ions as will bring the largest sum of money. And 
the Seoretary of the Interior is authorized to pre- 
scribe such terms of sale as to the payments of cash 
and the giving credit for the payment of the pur- 
chase-money: Provided, That the entire purchase- 
money shall be paid in five years. 
By Mr. Comineo: 

Amend by adding after the twenty-fifth line of the 
fourth section the following: 

And provided further, That neither said Central 
Pacific Railroad Company nor its successors or 
assigns shall be permitted to charge wharfage to any 
vessel that may land at said island for the purpose 
of receiving or discharging freight. 


By Mr. Cox: , 

Add to section one the following: 

Provided also, That all restrictions imposed upon 
trade by contracts between the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company and the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany shall be removed and canceled before this act 
shall take effect: And provided further, That if said 
railroad company. shall hereafter enter into any 
agreement with said Pacific Steamship Company or 
any other common carrier whereby restrictions are 
imposed upon the carrying of freight or passengers, 
all rights that are conferred by this act upon said 
railroad company shali be thereby forfeited by said 
company. 


By Mr. HAWLEY: 

Add to the first section the following: 

Provided, That the privileges herein granted are 
upon the condition that said company shall pay to 
the United States annually therefor. such sum of 
money as shall be fixed and determined by the 
Secretary of War. 


By Mr. McCormiox, of Missouri: i 
In line four, section four, strike out all after the 
word ‘‘have” down to and including “all” in line 
ten, and insert the following: r 
Equal facilities, accommodations, and rights for 
doing business as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of War under the directions of the President, 
But such company availing itself of this privilege 
shall first pay to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany a just proportion of the cost incurred in roach- 
ing the same from the main land. 
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By Mr. SHANKS: | 

Add to the first section the following: 

Provided, That Congress reserves full power, when- 
ever in its judgment it may be proper so to do, to 
authorize by law any other railroad company or com- 
panies to construct and maintain its or their own 
independent connections with and use of that part 
of the island of Yerba Buena, the use of which is 
by this. act granted, that shall not be actually occu- 
pied for legitimate railroad purposes under law of 
Vonerets atthe time said subsequent legislation may 

e had. z : 


By Mr, Lownsenp, of Pennsylvania : 

Add at the end of section one the following: 

Provided further, That the said railroad company 
shall pay into the Treasury of the United States, as 
compensation for the privileges hereby granted, such 
sum of money as the Secretary of War, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and the Secretary of tho Interior, 
or a majority of them, shall deem just and reason- 


able:. Provided also, That said sum shall be paid in 


equal installments semi-annually on the first Mon- 
days of January and July in each year. 


By Mr. Van Trume: : 

Insert at the end of the first section the following: 

Provided, also, That this grant or license is upon 
the further express condition that said Central 
Pacific Railroad Company shall first pay into the 
Treasury of the United States the sum of $5,105,- 
773 51, as of the 29th day of February, 1872, which 
the Government of the United States, in the char- 
acter of surety of the said company, was bound to 
pay, and did pay, as interest theretofore accrued on 
the bonds issued to said company and guarantied 
by the United States. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor, but yield- 


ed to 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, who said: I rise 
for the purpose of moving that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to resume the consideration of 
the deficiency appropriation bill. As a pre- 
liminary to that motion, Imove that all debate 
in Committee of the Whole on the pending 
paragraph be closed in thirty minutes. I find 
that a number of gentlemen desire to say a 
few words. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 528) to continue in force a 
grant to the State of Nevada for college pur- 
poses. 


ACTING SECRETARY OF IDAHO TERRITORY, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a 
resolution of the House of February 28, 1872, 
in relation to the case of the acting secretary 
of the Territory of Idaho; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FORT STEILACOOM RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in compliance 
with a request of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, inrelation to the military reservation at 
Fort Steilacoom; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WISCONSIN RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War,in answer to a 
resolution of the House of February 26, 1872, 
in relation to the improvement of the Wis- 
consin river ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL STATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, in relation to the estab- 
lishment of signal stations; which was referred 
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to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
CAMP THREE FORKS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, inrelation to the military 
post of Camp Three Forks, Owyhee, Idaho 
Territory ; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to ‘be 
printed. 

EXPENSES OF NINTH CENSUS. 


_ The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, asking -for an 
additional appropriation for the expenses of 
the ninth census; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
HENRY SNOWDON. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, in relation to the claim 
of Henry Snowdon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMPLOYÉS OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the Honse a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
namesand compensation of the clerks, messen- 
gers, and laborers of his Department employed 
during the year 1871; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. McNerrty for ten days; to 
Mr. Hernpon till Tuesday next; and to Mr. 
Hiszarp for ten days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SARGENT, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted to withdraw 
from the files of the House the petition and 
accompanying papers of Alfred Briggs, of 
California. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER,-by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted to withdraw from 
the files of the House the petition of John L. 
Thomas, jr. : 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, that the rules be suspended, 
and the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
resume the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Stevenson in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. No, 1654) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, and 
for former years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before the com- 
mittee proceeds with the consideration of the 
pending amendment, Task unanimous consent 
that the amendment in regard to the relief of 
wrecked sailors be amended so as to read: 
‘í for relief and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign countries.” ‘This is in accord- 
ance with thelanguage of the law under which 


- the fund is to be expended. 


There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. ; ; l 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
before the committee is on the amendment to 
strike out the last word of the clause, which 
the Clerk will read. Debate, by order of the 
House, has been limited to half an hour. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, including the District of Columbia, 
for jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of prosecu- 


1472 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tions for offenses committed against the United 
States, for the safe-keepingof prisoners, and for the 
expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement 
of the act of February 28, 1871, for the four months 
ending June 30, 1872, $1,000,000. 
` Mr. WOOD, Mr. Chairman, when the com- 
mittee rose yesterday there was a colloquy 
progressing between my colleague [Mr. Cox] 
and. the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes, ] which appeared to me to be more of 
a personal than of a general or a political 
character, 
Mr. DAWES. Allow metosay thatit was the 
farthest thing from my thoughts to indulge in 
anything of a personal character toward the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] Our 
kindly personal relations would forbid any- 
thing like personal criticism on my part. I 
would not indulge in anything personal to 
him; our colloquy was political, and not per- 
sonal. i 
. Mr. WOOD. Ido not propose to interfere 
with that discussion, whether of a personal or 
of a political character, as it is too well known 
that my colleague is abundantly able to take 
care of himself, whether ina discussion upon 
this floor or elsewhere. 
I have risen, Mr. Chairman, to express my 
extreme regret that upon a dry proposition to 
appropriate one million dollars in a deficiency 
bill} the recognized leader of this House, a 
gentleman whose province it is to deal in fig- 
ures, not figures of speech or of rhetoric, but 
figures of arithmetic, whose special, appointed 
duty it is to instruct the House as to the rev- 
enue and finances of the country, that that 
gentleman should have descended, indeed, from 
that very high position to enter into the arena 
of political combat for mere partisan effect. 
Now, sir, so far as the debate had pro- 
ceeded when that gentleman rose in his place, 
I do not think anything had occurred or had 

- been said which called for any reply from any 
member on this side of the House ; but when 
a gentlemen of his exalted and high position 
makes declarations and statements of a char- 
acter to affect public opinion, to affect the pub- 
lie mind of the country, L feel, so far as my 
humble position is concerned as one member 
of the minority, [ cannot remain in the posi- 
tion which he desired us to remain in when 
the committee rose yesterday. 

This is a proposition to appropriate $1,000, - 
000. Iam willing to admit itis rightand proper 
to make necessary appropriations, but L also 
claim it is our right and duty to know the 
details of every dollar and every cent which 
goes to make up this aggregate of $1,000,000. 
So far as that portion goes which is in pursu- 
ance of every act of Congress, and to sustain 
the honor, the integrity, the institutions, and 
the laws of the country, it should be appro- 
priated. If any of our southern people, white 
or blaék, Deinocrats or Republicans, have been 
guilty of outrage upon the life, person, or ptop- 
erty of any man, be he white or black, I would 
have him punished. So far as the expenditure 

` involved in this proposition is authorized by 
laws in pursnance atid hot in contravention 
of the Constitution, lam willing te vote money 
for that purpose. 

But that is not the question presented by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. He intro- 
duces the negro, and wants to revive that 
question agait as 4 political issue. He seeks 
to divert public attention from the real ques- 


tion of the présent fae and to bring it back: 


to that of the past, and for a bad purpose. 
I can tell him, with all his ingenuity, with all 
his capacity to make the worse appear the 
„better reason, he will fail. That is not the 
issue before the American people to-day. 
There. is no issue before the American peo- 
pleas to what shall or what shall not be 
done with the colored race. They have been 
enfranchised. Certain amendments to the 
Constitution, I am willing to say, have been 
adopte 


has expired: 


pted: ; fd 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman's time 


Mr. WOOD. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I renew 
it, and yield. my time to the gentleman from 
New York. i : 

Mr. WOOD. I thank the. gentleman from 
Missouri for his courtesy. - 

The attention of the people in the coming 
presidential election will not be diverted by 
false issues; nor can that gentleman and his 
party friends force us into issues that are en- 
tirely obsolete, and which cannot possibly, 
under any circumstances, enter into the pres- 
idential campaign. We intend to go for the 
purification of this Government, for the pacific- 
ation of the people of the. United States, 
South and North, East and West. We intend 
to go in solid column and solid phalanx to 
regenerate and reform, if possible, the per- 
sonnel of the Administration of this country. 

We know, and the people know, that every 
Department here is corrupt; that every De- 
partment is imbecile and incapable of dis- 
charging its duties; certainly incapable of 
discharging them either intelligently or hon- 
estly. That; I tell my friend, is to be the 
issue of the presidential election. We intend 
to charge home upon the party who now hold 
the offices of the country ; we intend to expose 
and denounce them, and to prove the allega- 
tions which are made here and elsewhere, 
that from the Executive Mansion down to the 
humblest officer, the whole concern is reeking 
with corruption; and when he seeks to intro- 
duce the colored race as a continued political 
question; when he seeks to divert the public 
attention and the attention of this House from 
the great, living, and pregnant practical ques- 
tion of the day, honest government, I say to 
my friend he will fail utterly, The American 
people are not to be deceived by such subter- 
fuges. The American people will not go back 
to fight over again dead issues which have been 
determined, and which have been disposed of, 
if not in a way satisfactory to us, yet which 
nevertheless cannot enter into the presidential 
election ag a question. 

I have thus stated the questions on which 
we intend to go before the people. And if the 
gentleman is contented with that issue, if, as 
he has said in this House, wherever he sees 
the head of a thief he will strike at it, if he 
will carry out practically that declaration I 
shall be prepared to find him acting with the 
Democratic party in this great crusade which 
we intend to organize against corruption in all 
the Departments of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree cordially with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] that 
the relations of parties to the negro question, 
and to the great events that have transpired 
in that connection for the last ten years, are 
settled. There is no occasion for uncertainty 
and doubt in the public mind. Its judgmenthas 
been entered up between the two great parties 
upon that question. It is only the uneasiness 
which that judgment creates in the minds of 
gentlemen, or of certain gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, which causes any dis- 
cussion whatever on that subject. We are 
satisfied to let that judgment rést asitis. We 
have no desire to disturb it. The instinct of 
the great people of this country is unerring as 
to those to whom is to be attributed all that 
has been achieved in the grand march of the 
last ten years. Itis only because the gentle- 
men on the other side feel uneasy and restless 
upon it that on every occasion they insist. that 
there is some mistake about that question. 

As to. the other issue, which the gentleman 
says isthe sole issue of the coming presi- 
dential campaign, the Republican party has 
no uneasiness in that regard. It has but one 
theory and but one principle in relation to it, 
which is to hold to astrict accountability every 
public functionary, and wherever they see he 
has departed one iota. from the line of recti- 
tude, to hold him responsible. Wherever any- 
body in the Republican party has been found 
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has followed bis conviction. I wish it were 
quite certain that the same were true through- 
out the country, in all parties and in all admin- 
istrations, State as well as national, Demo- 
cratic as well as Republican. 

I am not here to assume, nobody in the 
Republican party assumes, that there are no 
officials in that party that are not corrupt. 
The day of perfection in the administration of 
public affairs has not yet arrived. During the 
great expenditures consequent upon and fol- 
lowing the war, there was every temptation ` 
and facility for peculation, for corruption, and 
for thieving, and it is to the credit of the Re- 
publican party that there has followed close 
upon the discovery of such peculation and cor- 
ruption punishment and discharge from the 
public service wherever it was found exist- 
ing. I adhere to the declaration to which the 
gentleman from New York [Mx. Woop] has 
alluded, and let him denounce me whenever 
he finds me faltering about carrying out prace 
tically that declaration. Whether it be a Re- 
publican or Democratic thief anywhere in this 
land, if-I fail to the utmost of my ability, or 
if the Republican party fails to strike at him, 
I say so far they fail in their duty; and so far 
I, for one, am not hete to uphold them. 

Buty sir, it is a little singular that this ery 
arises constantly from Manhattan island; it 
has no other special origin in this House; it 
seems to have sprung all of a sudden from a 
feeling of necessity, or from some other feel- 
ing which springs up in the minds of the 
especial Representatives of that portion of the 
State of New York. I do not know why it is. 
There is an old adage about raising a cry 
somotimes to divert attention from what wo 
have ourselves that we have no claim to. I 
do not know that that is the reason. I see 

lainly, it is discernible by the public, why it 
is that the loudest cry, the most frequent com- 
plaint about peculation in office and dere- 
liction in the discharge of duty of ihe part 
of Republican functionaries arises from that 
locality. There is an abnormal condition 
of things there perfectly inexplicable. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. McCormick] to withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of- Missouri. I with- 
draw it. f f 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I renew thé amend- 
ment. I do not propose myself to take any 
part in the personal discussion which has 
arisen upon this proposed appropriation of 
$1,000,000 for deficiencies in the judicial de- 
partment. These matters, I apprehend, are 
generally considered when engaged in as per- 
sonal to the individuals who take part in them. 
I have my own opinions upon those questions 
which were discussed yesterday, and there is 
no man on this floor or elsewhere who is au- 
thorized to express them for me. And cer- 
tainly no man has a right to falsify the history 
of those times which were so freely referred to, 
and place me in 4 position in which I did not 
by my acts or declarations place myself. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes, | the leader of the House, tells us that 
the whole negro question isin judgment entered 
up, enrolled, and recorded, and that it is un- 
derstood and settled. I would to God that all 
the questions growing out of what he styled 
the ‘negro question” were settled. Hecom- 
plains of us that the only disturbance there is 
upon the question comes from this side of the 
House. I appeal to the gentleman’s general 
sense of fairness and honor that this is not so. 
A judgment may have been entered, but to-day 
gentlemen on the other side threaten us with 
an application. to enlarge or amend the judg- 
ment, to extend its force, to make, in fact, a 
new decree on the heel of the old judgment, 
He -telis us that we are dissatisfied, that we 
are the disturbers, that we are the agitators 
of the public mind and public peace. Does he 


guilty of corruption, punishment swift and sure || suppose that we are not aware that he will be 
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found here within a very few days advocating a 
civil rights bill to obtain a further judgment in 
regard to the negro question? Does he not 
remember that the gentleman who followed 
him yesterday [Mr. Raney] called upon the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to show 
his love for the negro by advocating this new 
bill, this application for an additional judg- 
ment on the heel of the oneto which he alluded 
as final, settled, and recorded? What, then, 
can he mean by charging us as disturbers of 
the public peace and of the public mind in ref- 
erence to the negro? Lappeal to the gentle- 
man not to make that charge against this side 
of the House. It is not true, it is not honest, 
jtis not just. Itis the Republican party that 
lives upon these disturbances, these agitations. 

He tells us again that a constant cry is com- 
ing up from this side of the House of frauds 
and peculations and dishonesty against the 
administration of this Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, this may be true; it is true, but we are 
not oftener charging these things than they 
are occurring. Every day is developing new 
frauds, new peculations, and new dishonesty 
in public officials. The very air is freighted 
with corruption and dishonesty in the admin- 
istration of public affairs; and these things are 
growing and increasing everywhere. I appeal 
to the public press. I appeal to the new de- 
velopments constantly being made of new and 
most astounding crimes. It is not the same 
cry, it is not the same appeal, it is varied 
each day by a new cause, a new peculation 
brought to the light. If gentlemen are tired 
of the cry it is not that the matter is old and 
often repeated, it is because the same rascal- 
ities are of daily occurrence. I will not say 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes,| who generally, as I have thought, 
talks well, and in his roles acts badly, that he 
resists or seeks to prevent exposure. Yet 
there is a constant effort, not only at this end 
of the Capitol, but at the other end, to cover 
up these frauds, to prevent investigations, to 
prevent developments, and to plaster up all 
the old sores for the purpose of the next gen- 
eral election. I know not what might not 
be exposed if we had access to the public 
records, 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I cer- 
tainly shall not take part in the personal dis- 
cussion or refer to the carly part of this debate, 
for I did not hear it, perhaps fortunately for 
myself, But I want to call the attention of the 
House to the assertion that there is a continual 
ery of peculation and wrong on the part of the 
Government officials. It is so easy to make 
that cry; but that is not proof. I admit that 
there are many Government officers who have 
been found derelict in duty, and who have not 
been honest in their administration of affairs. 
But how do the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House know anything about these men? 
Tt is because an honest Republican adminis- 
tration, through its official documents, has 
exposed them. ‘hey find out these pecula- 
tions and expose them. 

Weare told that there are a great many of 
these officers. Sir, there are a great many of 
them. There used to be a conundrum put to 
me when a boy at school: why white sheep have 
more wool than black sheep have. The answer 
was that there were more white sheep than 
black ones. So it is in this matter. In the 
days of John Adams the expenditures of the 
Government were $8,000,000 by a few officers, 
while now it is some three hundred and odd 
million dollars by thousands of officers, of neces 
sity, where there were but hundreds before. 
The temptation is the greater, the field is 
larger, and thenumber of officers has increased. 

But allow me to call the attention of the 
House to one fact which has passed into his- 
tory, and which cannot be altered for party or 
other purposes. When the war broke out bun- 
dreds of men were taken from the ranks of 
civil life and made paymasters of the Army. 
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They went through the whole war, and dis- 
bursed hundreds of millions of dollars. They 
made their disbursements to the troops in the 
field, in offices, and in all the departments of 
business. And it stands recorded upon the 
books of the Treasury Department to-day that 
there was less than two per cent. lost in every 
way, by accident, by fraud, by mistake, or 
otherwise, in that disbursement of money, 
many hundred millions of dollars. 

Now, I have one further suggestion to make. 
It is said here that there are large pecula- 
tions in the expenditures of the Government. 
There has passed through the hands of Re- 
publican officials almost untold millions of 
dollars, and there is no fraction small enough 
to bring to the mind of the mathematician the 
little amount that has been lost of that im- 
mense sum. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, as I have 
but five minutes of time allotted to me, I shall 
proceed at once to the discussion of the pend- 
ing amendment. It seems to me, sir, that we 
are asked by the honorable chairman of the 
committee to appropriate quite a large sumof 
the people’s money for the purpose of cover- 
ing the balance of the expenses incurred in 
carrying out that little electioneering scheme 
gotten up here last spring by the Republican 
party and its military President ; and before 

can give my support to the pending bill [ 
must have some assurance on the part of the 
gentlemen on the other side of the House that 
we shall not be again called upon by them for 
further appropriations of the public moneys 
to pay the expenses of furthering their polit- 
ical schemes of centralization. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How does the 
gentleman understand this appropriation to 
earry on the courts to be an electioneering 
scheme? 

Mr. GARRETT. I understand that an 
appropriation was passed in the Forty-First 
Congress. 

Mr. DICKEY. 
ing Democrats. 

Mr. GARRETT. For the purpose of mak- 
ing capital for the Republican party in the 
election of 1872. . 

Mr. Chairman, this party through its Presi- 
dent has suspended the writ of habeas corpus 
in time'of peace in portions of two of the 
States of this American Union. The Presi- 
dent, sir, under the provisions of the Ku Klux 
law, to carry out which this $1,000,000 of the 
people’s money is asked to be appropriated, 
has swept away at one stroke of his pen the 
liberties of thousands of free American citi- 
zens. Suppose, sir, that a President of the 
United States ten or fifteen years ago, in the 
purer and better days of this Republic, had, 
by the assistance of Congress, overleaped the 
barriers of the Constitution, and suspended 
the writ of habeas corpus in time of peace in 
a single one of the counties in any State of this 
Union, the American people, sir, would have 
risen up as one man and demanded of their 
Representatives that he be impeached at once 
and turned out of his high office. Free 
citizens, sir, have been arrested by the hun- 
dred without warrant and hurried away to 
other States to be tried for offenses alleged to 


For the purpose of punish- 


| have been committed even before the passage 


of the law, and they have been tried and com- 
mitted by partisan courts, selected in many 
instanees for their known hostility to the 
southern people. 

I might go on if I had time with the enum- 
erationof crime, fraud, and violence committed 
by this party of great moral ideas until the 
whole country would turn sick at beholding it. 
What do we see here under the very eyes of 
Congress? We behold every Department of 
the Government reeking with corruption from 
center to circumference. We see men occasion- 
ally indicted in the courts, it is true. But, sir, 
we also see them turned loose in every instance 


by a partisan court, who simply require crim- | 


inals to pay back five or ten per cent. of the 
money they stole from the people. We see 
the Republican party here voting away in ten 
short years millions upon millions of acres of 
the public land to railroad and other corpo- 
rations, while we behold with shame thou- 
sands upon thousands of wounded and crippled 
soldiers all over this broad land, with large 
and helpless families to care for and in desti- 
tute circumstances, without a homestead to 
live upon; yea, sir, not possessing the title 
to the six foot of eatth necessary to lay their 
bodies in when dead; and these are the men 
covered with wounds while in defense of the 
best Government the world ever saw. 

We see these poor soldiers tax-ridden to 
death, (as everybody else is in the country,) 
while we are here, sir, voting away their money 
as well as their lands to carry out the schemes 
of this glorious old Republican party, with 
its little military President, to subvert Repub- 
lican Government and establish a powerful 
centralized despotism in its stead! 

And while all this is going on here the poor 
laboring men of the country are being hounded 
day and night with your secret spies, report- 
ers, and tax-gatherers. These people, Mr. 
Chairman, after they have done so much for 
the best Government the world ever saw, 
and have returned from their days of toil to 
their humble cottages and have partaken of 
their scanty meals, quietly seat themselves by 
their firesides, a fire made of coal taxed fifty 
percent.; they take out their pipes taxed fifty per 
cent., fill them with tobacco taxed two hundred 
per cent., and when their scanty meals are pre- 
pared they sip their coffee taxed forty per cent. 
out of a cup taxed one hundred per cent. ; and 
finally, Mr. Chairman, when they are dead the 
family wrap their bodies in sheets taxed two 
hundred per cent. ; yetthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] said yesterday on this 
floor that the people would rather trust the 
Republican party than to trust the Democratic 
party. But Iwill say to the gentleman that 
we have trusted that party until it has violated 
every pledge it made to the people during the 
war and since, and the country has borne it all. 
But, sirs, you have gone on and on until you 
have finally aroused thesleeping lion, and you 
are certainly going to be devoured very soon. 
You have sowed the whirlwind, and in Novem- 
ber next you will reap the storm. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after adding insult to 
insult, and insult to injury, this Republican 
party comes back to this House, asking us on 
this side to give them more money to carry out 
their nefarious plots against the liberties of 
our people. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limited by 
the House for debate on this paragraph has 
expired, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] will 
be allowed five minutes by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Several Memuers. No objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that by unani- 
mous consent twenty minutes more beallowed 
for discussion on this question—ten minutes 
on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 
the extension of time will be made. 

There was no objection. f 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] expresses great surprise that Manhat- 
ton Island is excited upon the subject of cor- 
ruption. Has the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts forgotten that the New York custom- 
house is upon that island? The great differ- 
ence between the gentleman's party and mine 
on all these subjects is that whenever we dis- 
cover corruption we, without reference to the 


| party it may affect, rise up one and all and 


overthrow it, even though it may put the Re- 
publican party in power ; while the gentleman, 
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or at least his political associates, shut their 
eyes and vote to confirm and strengthen cor- 
ruption when made visible, if those corruptions 
are committed by members of their own party. 
Thieves we strike down: robbers they hold up, 
and erect statues and idols to them. That is 
the difference between us. 
` Now,-in regard to slavery and the colored 
race, a topic which was introduced yesterday 
almost if notaltogether for malicious purposes, 
Yet me say to every member of this House, no 
matter what may be his oolor, that on this very 
day we have seen my associate from New 
York [Mr. Woop] arm in arm with a colored 
man. [Laughter.] And thus we have shown 
that we have no prejudice whatever against 
the colored man. It is not the color of his 
skin that prejudices us. I have also, like my 
colleague, marched into this Hall with a col- 
ored Mongolian from China upon my own arm. 
We have, therefore, no prejudice against the 
colored race. I deny the allegation that we 
have. Iam sure that I for one have no such 
prejudice. The destiny of the African race is 
now in its own hands, not in ours. 
race is on trial. It is before the world, or 
rather its governments are on trial in Liberia, 
in Hayti, in South Carolina, in Louisiana, in 
Arkansas. If the members of that race shall 
ever exhibit the same capacity for self-govern- 
ment which the Chinese or the Japanese have 
exhibited, no man will welcome the spectacle 
more cordially than myself. The future of the 
colored race depends altogether upon them- 
selves, not upon us, Democrats or Republi- 
cans, of a race that is colored white. We 
have secured them their equal rights in the 
Constitution and the laws; we have guarantied 
to them equality before the law; we have’given 
‘them every privilege that any white man in 
this country has a right to demand. ‘There 
ean be no just agitation, then, upon this subject 
“now or hereafter, for none of us, surely not 
myself, propose to take from them one single, 
‘solitary right now ingrafted upon the Consti- 
‘tution of the United States. 

But we are told they want and must have 
social equality. Sir, no king, no kaiser, no 
Congress, much less a party, can ever estab- 
lish social equality in this or any other ‘land. 
Social equality is an outgrowth of a divine 
spirit within the man. It depends upon the 
faculty which God has given to the individual 
to lift himself up to an equality with his most 
elevated fellow-citizen. No legislation, no 
color, white or black, will ever give a man 
social equality in this country. It is some- 
thing to be won by a man’s own merits, his 
own good conduct, his own ability. When- 
ever the African race shall exhibit their right 
to social equality, whenever they shall exhibit 
the same capacity and intelligence which the 


Chinese or the Mongolians have exhibited, | 


‘social equality will be cheerfully extended to 
them through all parts of this country. No 
statute, not even the edicts of czars or sultans, 
can force a white or a black man into any 


man’s house if he does not want him there, | 


or into companionship with others in social 
life. But no matter what may be the man’s 
color, if his ability and good conduct entitle 
him to social equality it will be accorded to 
him, whether he may have been born in Africa, 
in Asia, in Europe, or elsewhere. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, the nation, no doubt, will be very 
glad to learn that the Democratic party is 
about endeavoring to reform the Government 
and put down peculation in every quarter 
wherever it may be found. it would have 
been more glad to have received this intelli- 
gence if the former conduct and practices of 
the Democratic party had warranted the prom- 
ises made here to-day. But the history of that 
party is rather of an unfortunate character in 
this respect, and not such as to allow the peo- 
ple to put implicit confidence in what may be 
promised here. From the earliest history of 
the country that party has been a party of cor- 
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ruption. Both the gentlemen from New York | 
who have addressed you this morning are old 
enough to remember the corruptions of the 
country in former times, which are being fol- 
lowed now. The demoralization of the peo- 
ple arose under Democratic administrations. 
They are old enough to remember the fact 
that under Jackson’s and Van Buren’s ad- 
ministrations the first great notable defalea- 
tions took place. They will readily remember 
that under those administrations Littlebury 
Hawkins, of Arkansas; Wiley P. Harris, of 
Mississippi; William Price, district attorney 
of New York; and Robert Cochran, collector 
of the port of Wilmington, North Carolina, 
all of them Democratic officeholders, were 
guilty of defalcations which amounted in each 
case to over one hundred thousand dollars. 
These were precedents which members of that 
party have too often followed. They set the 
bad example. ; 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
says the custom-house of New York to-day is 
the seat of corruption. I recall to his regol- 
lection the fact that during the same admin- 
istration Samuel Swartwout, the Democratic 
collector of customs at New York, was a 
defaulter to the amount of $1,200,000, and 
escaped unwhipped of justice. If they are 
great reformers let them begin in the ranks of 
the Democratic party of New York. They 
hold the power in that city and that State, 


but instead of being the enemies of corrup- 
tion, instead of being its scourgers, they re- 
ward rather than punish their great criminals, 
and while Republican Philadelphia sends her 
defaulters to the Eastern penitentiary Demo- 
cratic New York elevates her greatest crim- 
inal, Tweed, to the Senate of the State by an 
overwhelming majority. Her other great pec- 
ulators who have robbed the city and county 
of New York of unknown millions are still at 
large, and no member of this House who has 
noticed the impunity with which Democratic 
culprits have escaped punishment there will 
readily believe that they will ever receive the 
punishment they merit. 

Such a party the people will not very readily 
consider trustworthy as reformers, nor intrust 
to them the work of governmental reformation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
GARFIELD] yesterday said to the House at the 
close of the debate that he had laid before the 
House a statement from official sources which 
gave in detail all of the items of expenditures, 
which statementhe considered would beample 
and satisfactory. I believed at the time he 
made that statement he had done all he said 
he had done. J turn to the Globe this morn- 
ing and find, while he is asking for an appro- 
priation of $1,000,000 now to supply what is 
called a deficiency in the expenses of the judi- 
cial service of the country, he bas laid nothing 
before the House except a letter addressed to 
him in December last by the late Attorney 
General of the United States, who was dis- 
missed from his high position for some cause 
unknown to me, without giving us a word 
from any officer now in authority as to the 
necessity for this large appropriation. 

In that letter it is stated by Mr. Akcrman— 
and it is the only statement we have been 
favored with—that he is satisfied it would not 
be prudent to appropriate less than one million 
dollars to supply the deficiency. That is all 
I find in the Globe upon which the House is 
to act. Why did not the gentleman from Ohio 
ask the present Attorney General for informa- 
tion, and lay his statement before us? Why 
did he not ask some official now in authority 
to tell us why this should be done? That man 
Akerman, as is proved by the testimony taken 
before the Ku Klux Committee, engaged a 
fellow by the name of Whitely, chief of the 


secret service, as will be seen by referring to 
page 507 of that report—which each member 
has—took him down to North Carolina and 


elsewhere, and, according to Whitley’s own 
testimony before a court in New York, paid 
him (Whitely) and his gang of spies $10,000 
for services in getting up Ku Klux prosecu- 
tions, It is shown that this man Whitely was 
of such infamous character that men accused 
of high crimes before courts in New York were 
acquitted in the face of his testimony because 
he was unworthy of belief on oath. 

If gentlemen will turn to page 503 of the 
report of the Ku Klux Committee, they will 
there see that at one time scores of men were 
arrested in North Carolina no doubt through 
the machinations of this man Whitley, who 
were known not to be guilty of any offense, 
but merely to make money out of the arrests. 
Mr. Schenck swears to it thus: 


“ Question, You think the object of this is to make 
money ? . a 

“Answer. I have no doubt of it. , 
_ “ Question. Have they also any political object in 


“Answer. I cannotsay that. Fean only tell you the 
declarations I have of the detective Bosher, He 
would arrest eight or ten men, and take them down 
and have them discharged. He would say, ‘Boys, 
let’s go and take drink now; I have made my money 
out of you,’ and then they would all take a drink 
and have a jollification. He would state, ‘All my 
object is to make money and _politicaleapital. Iam 
sent here for that purpose. Idon’t want you to un- 
derstand that Iam here to make trouble with you, 
onlyso as to make moncy and capital for the Repub- 
lican party.’ He would state that on public. occa- 
sions—that it was to make money for himself and 
capital for the Republican party. I will say, in re- 
gard to Bosher, that his treatment of his prisoners 
has been very kind. I do not think that he has 
treated any prisoner unkindly, but he would arrest 
thom. They stated thathe wrote aletter—it is stated 
in the prints—that there was no necessity for mili- 
tary force; that he had already arrested thirty by 
himself, and that he would go out by himself, go to 
the corn-shuckings, and arrest four or five, and bring 


them in and have them discharged, and they would 


have a jollification after he made his money. The 
men would come in, numbers of them. The court 
there has got to be a matter of ridicule; if a fellow 
will come jn and pay enough, he can get out. Asto 
Mr. Vest, I will say for-him, as commissioner, that 
Ido not know of his arresting any one cxcent upon 
proper affidavit.” 


Again, on page 507, Mr. Schenck says: 


“I was going to say, as you asked for the conduct 
of these men, there is another cause of complaint 
against these marshals at Lincolnton, thatthey have 
appointed some very illiterato men as marshals, 
who were going around selling what they called dis- 
charges. They will come to aman and say to him, 
‘ Davis has sworn that you belong to the Ku Klux. 
We don’t want to punish you; but we can make 
some money out of your arrest.’ They will issue 
a summons for the man and bring him before the 
commissioner, and advise him to get two friends to 
swear that ho never committed any violence, and 
then he is discharged. Thereupon they get their 
fees, which amount in the aggregate to ten dollars. 
I brought a little specimen of one of these discharges 
with me, which I think will give the committco an 
idea of the character of the men selling them out; 
something like the indulgonces sold in Luther’s 

ime. 

** Question. Read it. 

“Answer. It is so badly spelled that Ido not know 
whether I can. It ought to be scen to be appre- 
ciated. [Reading from a printed slip as follows :] 


“*Tinconton, November the 2 day, 1871. 

“ ‘This is to surtifi That was Rain By Moa 
Beefore the u. s. comishner R, P, Vest at the coat 
Hous in Linconton of Bein Berlongin to tho in 
viserl Emphireand was Dischard of the vilatin of the 
acct of congress charged in the With in Warrant. 
This 2 day of November, 1871. 

THOS. W. WOMBLE, 
D. P. Marshal.” 

It will thus be seen thatafter men were arrest- 
ed, and ten dollars a head paid by the Govern- 
ment for arresting them, the United States 
marshal discharged them and treated them, 
saying that he had made his money out of 
them, and that as he could make ten dollars 
apiece out of them, he had no sort of trouble in 
arresting as many of them as he pleased. The 
report on this sworn statement of an eminent 
lawyer shows that blank certificates were given 
to men if they would come in and allow them- 
selves to be arrested, in order that these thieves 
might get their pay. Turn to page 501 and 
you will find that a man named Logan, a judge 
of North Carolina, a man of infamous charac- 
ter,is placed at the head of these prosecutions, 
who is pronounced by the members of his bar, 
numbering thirty-two persons, Republicans 
and Democrats, to be a creature merely stir- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ring up strife, unfit for any judicial or political 
position, Those men have signed their names 
to that declaration and they give him this 
character, because he was working up cases 
under this infamous system with Akerman, 
Whitely & Co. From page 502 it will beseen 
thatthe bar of Charlotte held a meeting and 
asked his removal, because of his infamous 
proceedings and his utter incompetency, and 
the base prostitution of his judicial position. 

It is because this million dollars is to go 
to men of that description that I am opposing 
the appropriation. Ido not want to go into 
any political discussion, but I want to know 
whether men like Ackerman, Logan, and 
Whitely, and the rest of them, such as the 
marshal, spies, pimps, and informers, who 
were arresting men withoutany charge against 
them, and treating them to liquor and then 
discharging them in order that they might 
pocket the money and make political capital, 
are to receive their pay out of this appropria- 
tion. Itis for that reason I want a statement 
from the present Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States or some responsible officer, and not 
from a man like the late Attorney General, 
who has been dismissed from his high office, 
and who must have been dismissed, I presume, 
for a cause, or he would have been there still. 
Yet the information obtained from that for- 
tunately no longer official source is the only 
information we have been allowed to have be- 
fore us to indicate why we should vote away 
this million dollars of the people’s money. If 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrizvp] will 
show good reason why it should be voted, I 
will go with him, I wish on this occasion to 
keep out of the discussion of politics. When 
the political question comes up I willbe ready 
to discuss it, 

” Now, a word as regards the State of South 
Carolina, You will tind, by turning to pages 
587 and 588 of the report, that the correspond- 
ent of the New York Herald was therein No- 
vember, 1871, four months after martial law 
was declared. On page 587 of the report you 
will find his statement as to Spartanburg, and 
on page 688 asto Union. He shows that men 
were being arrested by the dozen when there 
was no cause for arrest, and where for months 
prior to the passage of the Ku Klux bill no 
offense wag even charged to have been com- 
mitted. He says that officers and marshals 
of the United States admitted these facts to 
him. He gives their names and calls upon 
them to say if it was not true. He calls upon 
them to deny, if they dare, that they were 
doing these things for political purposes, and 
to answer and say if they did not tell him that 
it was to ‘‘show the power of the Govern- 
ment,” Now, sir, Lhave only time to say that 
1 will not vote a dollar, far less a million dol- 
lars, for such purposes as these, and I am sat- 
isfied much of the $2,000,000 already appro- 
priated has been squandered in these and like 
infamous schemes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. One would suppose from 
the character of this debate that gentlemen 
had some strange grievance to complain of. 
Any one who has attended to the debate has 
noticed that with very few exceptions it has 
been quite foreign to the proposition before 
the House, to wit, to appropriate $1,000,000 
in the execution of the laws in the mode pre- 
scribed by the Constitution. The appropria- 
tion proposed has been recommended by the 
Department of Justice. Usuaily, sir, in the 
history of this Government, such appropria- 
tions, so recommended, have been made with- 
out challenge. Any one who has attended to 
this debate will discover, although the attempt 
was made to conceal it, the animus which 
actuates gentlemen. It is hostility to the 
execution of the laws. , 

It has dropped out in the progress of this 
debate that there is a certain law, which is 
offensive to certain gentlemen in this House, 
known as the act of 1870-71 to protect citizens 
of the United States in the enjoyment of the 


elective franchise guarantied to them by the 
Constitution. It has further transpired in the 
progress of this debate that another act, passed 
in 1871, to protect citizens in the enjoyment 
of their rights of person and of property, is 
also offensive. These acts can only be en- 
forced through the courts of the United States. 
By reason of their violation, an unprecedented 
amount of prosecution has been instituted in 
the name of the United States in certain por- 
tions of this country. 

Gentlemen here cry out that it is an elec- 
tioneering scheme. Anelectioneering scheme, 
indeed, to secure the free exercise of the 
ballot without let or hinderance from any 
man, or from any organization of men! An 
electioneering scheme, indeed, to secure to 
every citizen of the United States, irrespective 
of color, the equal protection of the law as 
guarantied to him by the solemn decree of the 
American people! : 

Sir, that is the issue as it stands here now 
before the American people, and I will meet 
the gentleman before the high tribunal which 
isto decide it. These necessary appropriations 
should be made without challenge by any 
party, calling itself Democratic or Republican, 
to the end that the laws may be faithfully 
carried out without fear, favor ,oraffection. I 
regret as an American citizen that there should . 
have been such a display of partisan feeling 
where there should be no partisan feeling. I 
know that in the ranks of the Democracy on 
this floor and elsewhere there are gentlemen 
who desire to see the laws faithfully executed. I 
regret that there is not entire unity in the 
House on that point. It'is the interest of 
every man in the Republic thatthe laws should 
be administered, and they cannot be adminis- 
tered without the necessary appropriation. 

The fact has been stated already by the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that this appropriation is. not 
unusual, but, as compared with appropriations 
made in other times, is just about the same 
in proportion to the increased wants of the 
country. The appropriation in 1871 was 
$2,769,034 08. The appropriation now is but 
$3,000,000, making a difference of two hun- 
dred thousand dollars and a fraction. Why 
all this outcry? Are gentlemen unwilling that 
the laws shall be executed? Is it to the inter- 
est of the Democracy or anybody else that the 
laws shallbe defied and that the courts of jus- 
tice shall be closed against a citizen outraged 
in his person or property ? 

Mr. Chairman, the sad feature of the dis- 
play made in the progress of this debate—in 
the heat and excitement of debate, I hope—is 
that the Democratic party, speaking through 
gentlemen who choose to constitute themselves 
its leaders, stand before the country to-day in 
the attitude that they have occupied for the last 
twelve years; first, that it was unconstitutional 
to defend the Constitution when assailed by 
armed force; next, that it was unconstitutional 
to amend the Constitution; and finally, that 
it is unconstitutional to enforce the Constitu- 
tion by laws. What is our Constitution worth 
if itis not to be enforced by laws, supported 
by the power of public opinion, which is 
stronger than armies? 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to call 
attention to a single point made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. I call this commit- 
tee to witness that I have made no political 
speech on any appropriation bill this winter, 
and though greatly provoked todo so by some 
remarks made yesterday personal to myself 
and reflecting also on the character of an hon- 
ored predecessor, the late Mr. Giddings, I 
have rigidly refrained from entering into po- 
litical debate; but when the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] represents the Commit- 
tee of Appropriations as coming here with 
nothing to sustain them but the letter of aj 
dismissed Cabinet officer, it is time I shall 


reply to his allegations. 


In the first place, the Cabinet officer. to 
whom he refers was not dismissed. Every- 
body knows, certainly every member of this 
House knows, for itis a notorious fact, that 
the Cabinet officer referred to was not. dis- 
missed, but resigned, the resignation to take 
effect some weeks after the date of his resig» 
nation, and that officer received a commend- 
atory letter from the President when he ac: 
cepted his resignation. Upon what authority, 
then, the gentleman ventures to call that the 
dismissal of a Cabinet minister I do not know. 

Now I call attention to another fact. I pre- 
sented the letter of the Attorney. General, 
because it was the most detailed statement 
that had been presented; but I also alluded 
to the fact that I had four other letters by me, 
urging the Committee on Appropriations to 
hurry up this appropriation for the courts, or 
the whole judicial business of the Government 
must stop. I will now, with the permission 
of the committee, submit all those letters as a 
part of my remarks. They came to me in 
January, February, and in the beginning of 
this month, and they are all signed, not by 
Mr. Akerman, but by the present Attorney 
General of the United States. I asked him 
for a statement of the special necessities of the 
cage, and in one of his letters he informed me 
that there was not more than enough money 
on hand remaining to run the courts a week. 
In the last letter I received from him he in- 
formed me that he had been compelled ‘to 
suspend processes in some courts for want of 
money to pay witness and other fees. 

Now, gentlemen say that this appropriation 
means politics, that it is to be made for the 
purpose of aiding a political party. I answer 
those gentlemen that I did as much as an 
other gentleman, with the limited abilities 
possess, to make the law to which they refer, 
a law strictly within the limits of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. There are no 
military tribunals authorized under that statute. 
All trials under it are to take place in the civil 
courts of the United States, and men are to be 
tried under the civil law. ‘The law expressly 
provides that every man arrested shall be turned 
over to the courts of the United States. The 
law invoked is not the law of the bayonet, but 
the honored law of the land administered 
through the civil courts, provided for in the 
Constitution-—— 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a single question? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Has the gentleman laid the 
facts before the House, except such as were 
furnished by Mr. Akerman ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have already 
laid before this committee letters from Attor- 
ney General Williams repeating and indorsing 
all that Mr. Akerman said. 

Mr. BECK. Why did not the gentleman 
do it on yesterday? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Those letters 
were referred to yesterday in my remarks. 
distinctly stated that I had several official Iet- 
ters written since this first one, repeating what 
was stated by Mr. Akerman, calling the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations to 
what had already been reported from that 
Department, and urging immediate action. , 
No letters have been written to me since yes- 
terday. 

Mr. BECK. There areno letters published 
in the Globe of this morning excepting that 
of Mr. Akerman. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I say again to 
the gentleman that if he will read my remarks 
in the Globe he will see that I referred to the 
package of letters then beside me, and which 
I have already presented. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Have those letters been 


i| published at all? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
have not. 3 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
them in his hands. 


Of course they 


The gentleman has kept 
Why has not the gentle- 
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man had those letters read at the Clerk’s desk, 
ot published in the Globé for the information 
of the House? Why has he kept them in his 
breeches pocket? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
cannot alarm me by any talk of that sort. 
Before he demanded those letters I asked that 
they should be made a part of my speech. I 
will not be put in the attitude of holding those 
letters back until they weresmoked out by the 
gentleman. ; 

“Mr. ELDREDGE. I called last evening, 
before the House adjourned, for any specific 
facts or information in the hands of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
he did not deign to give them to us. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man asks for the detail of expenditures, dol- 
lar by dollar and cent by cent, the fee for each 
witness, and the expense of each subpena 
served throughoutall the district courts of the 
United States, he makes an unreasonable 
demand. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. No; I asked for a 
detailed statement for the information of the 
House, and the gentleman gave us no inform- 


ation whatever. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What does the 


gentleman call a detailed statement? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I leave it to the gentle- 
man to give us what he would call a detailed 
statement. I asked him for that yesterday, 
and be gave us Akerman’s letter, and that 
alone. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have already 
made these letters a part of my remarks, in 
their chronological order, though it is a use- 
less repetition to have printed in the Globe. 

Mr. BECK. There is no letter in the Globe 
of this morning, except one from Akerman, 
who has been dismissed —— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. He was not 
dismissed, and the gentleman has no right to 
repeat that statement—— 

Mr. BECK. Or who is now no longer 
Attorney General, 

: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ab! that is 
quite another thing. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He would have been 
dismissed if he had not resigned. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is a gra- 
tuitous and unwarranted assumption. 

‘The letters referred to by Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio, are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or Jusrror, . 
WASHINGTON, February 7, 1872. 


Sin: The appropriation of $2,000,000, made March 
3, 1871, for defraying the expenses of the courts of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June next, is nearly exhausted. An estimate for 
$1,000,000 in aid of this appropriation, was submit- 
ted by my predecessor. No action has yet been 
taken by Congress in regard to it, and it is important 
thatfunds to meetsuch expenses should be provided 
at an early day. 

I have the honor to invite the attention of your 
honorable committee to sections five, six, and seven 
of the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for tho legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1871,” approved July 12, 1870. (16 United States 
Statutes, 251.) Section fiveof that act requires “ that 
all balances of appropriations contained in the an- 
nual appropriation bills, and made specifically for 
the service of any fiscal year, and remaining unex- 
pended atthe expiration of such fiscal year, shall 
only be applied to the payment of expenses properly 
incurred during that year, or tothe fulfillment of con- 

“tracts made within that year.” Section six enacts 

“that it shall not be lawful for any department of 
the Government to. expend in any one fiscal year 
any sum in excess of appropriations made by Con- 
gress for that fiscal year, or toinvelve the Govern- 
ment in any contract for the future payment of 
money in excess of such appropriations.” 

“Lhe appropriation for the expenses of the courts, 
commonly termed the “judiciary fund,” is peculiar, 
and, in many respects, unlike other appropriations. 
It is almost impossible to distinguish and to separ- 
ate the expenses incurred in the administration of 
justice between one fiscal year and_another, the 
terms of the courts frequently occupying a part of 
two fiscal years. . 

. I have the konor to suggest the propriety of re- 
lieving this appropriation trom the operation of the 
sections above cited; and if it should be the pleasure 
of your committee to‘adopt my suggestion, it would 
atonce place at my. disposal a balance of nearly 
seven hundred thousand dollars, which, owing to 
the provisions of said sections, is unavailable, ex- 


sent or expenses incurred prior to the Ist day of 
uly last. 

I would invite you attention to the letter of the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, marked ‘‘ Ap- 
pendix K,” on page 258o0f the book of estimates 
submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to Con- 
gress at its present session. I fully concur in the 
views expressed by the Comptroller, and have no 
doubt that the legislation which he recommends 
would relieve the Department and the Government 
often of serious embarrassment, and_enable the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department. to 
adjust accounts arising under this appropriation 
with greater facility and ease. 

Very respectfully, your obedient sorvant, 

GEO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General. 


Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, louse of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, = 
WASHINGTON, february 13, 1872. 


Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiry of yesterday 
relative to the appropriation for the expenses of the 
courts of the United States, and asking for a state- 
ment as for what purposes and objects the money so 
appropriated is expended, I have the honor to say 
that generally the appropriation is used for all 
expenses incident to the courts, such as the pay of 
witnesses, jurors, and the expenses of keeping pris- 
oners, fees of marshals, district attorneys, clerks, 
and commissioners; also, the salaries of the assist- 
ants to the district attorneys. The expenses incurred 
in the enforcement of the naturalization act of July 
14,1870, the enforcement acts of May 31, 1870, and 
of April 20, 1871, and the amendment thereto of 
February 28, 1871, are also payable out of this 
appropriation. 

Allow me to invite the uttention of your honor- 
able committee to the necessity of early action upon 
the estimate made by my predecessor for a deficiency 
of $1,000,000 in aid of this appropriation. ‘The appro- 
priation is nearly exhausted, and serious embarrass- 
ment might be occasioned if the Department should 
be without the means of defraying the expenses of 
the courts. 2 MEA Oe 

In this connection I again invite the attention of 
the committee to the propriety of relieving said ap- 
propriation from the operation of the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh sections of an act entitled "An act 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th of June, 1871,” approved July 12, 
1870.. My views upon this subject woro communi- 
cated in full to your committee in my letter of the 
Tth instant. S 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General. 


Hon. Jastes A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


DELARTMENT or JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, February 17, 1872. 

Sır: I have the honor again to invite the atten- 
tion of your honorable committee to the urgent 
necessity for prompt action for relief of the appro- 
priation ‘‘for the expenses of the United States 
courts,” either by the direct appropriation asked 
for by my predecessor on the 27th of December last, 
or in the manner suggested in my letters of the 7th 
and 13th instant. i g 

The applications now on file in this Department 
from the United States marshals, for money to de- 
fray the exponses of their respective courts, exceed 
the balance of the appropriation on hand. 

Serious inconvenience will be occasioned if the 
courts moct, and tho marshals have not means suf- 
ficient to pay the expenses thereof. It is earnestly 
hoped, therefore, that you will call the attention of 
the committee to this subject, in order that some 
action may be had at once. f 

Without the funds the marshals will of necessity 
be obliged to carry on the courts upon their own 
personal credit, or the courts must be adjourned by 
the judges for the want of the means for defraying 
their expenses. 

Ihave the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

GEO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General. 
Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, March 1, 1872. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy 
of atelegram from the marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Alabama, asking that his 
last requisition for funds for defraying the expenses 
of the courts may be honored. . 

The appropriation for defraying court expenses is 
about exhausted, and I am therefore .unable to 
comply with the marshal’s wishes. May I again 
invite your attention to the urgent necessity for 
prompt action by Congress upon the additional esti- 
mate asked for by my predecessor in aid of this ap- 
propriation for the present fiscal year ?. The United 
States will be put to increased expense by the courts 
adjourning for the want of funds if they are not 
promptly supplied. | 

The trials of the members of the Ku Klux organ- 
ination are about to take place in Mississippi and 
Alabama, and if there are no means furnished for 
defraying the expenses of the courts, said cases must 
bo postponed. 


The urgency of this mattor is my excuse for again 
calling your attention to pa eben t 
ery respectfu our obedient servant, 
FP NN YON BBO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General, 
Hon. James A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


[Copy of Telegram.) 
HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA, February 29, 1872, 
Hon. Grorar H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General, Washington, D. C.: 
Court in session ; made requisition; no money re- 
ceived ; witnesses discharged without means ofreach- 
ing home ; have paid out all balances on hand; for- 
ward amount of requisition as soon as possible, and 
when draft will be forwarded. 
Z, E. THOMAS, 
United States Marshal. 
Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Garren] allow me to ask hima 
question ? : : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 
Mr. COBURN. Has the sum of $10,000 
been paid out of this amount for detecting 
criminals? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The $2,000,000 
appropriated last year have been expended, 
and this is asked in addition. 

Mr. BECK. Colonel Whitely states that he 
has expended $10,000 in working up these 
cases. 

Mr. COBURN. Did Colonel Whitely pay 
that amount out of this appropriation? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No; because 
he has not got it yet. 

Mr. BECK. Because it has not yet been 
appropriated. 
cae COBURN. But will it come out of 
this? 

Mr. BECK. The expenses will be paid out 
of the money appropriated. 

Mr. COBURN. Why, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Becx] shows utter ignorance 
of the form of our Government. Whitely is 
employed and paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, if heis paid at all, he being a Treas- 
ury detective, not by the Attorney General. 

Mr. BECK. The former appropriation of 
$2,000,000 would have held out till the 1st of 
next July, but for the payment of just such 


fees. 

Mr. COBURN. Even if what the gentle- 
man says were true, (as not one word of it is, 
though I do not impute to him intentional 
misstatement,) Whitely, if paid at all, could 
not be paid out of this appropriation. No 
detectives were employed by the committee or 
the Attorney General. And so in voting for 
this appropriation no man votes to pay one 
dime for anything that has been paid to detect- 
ives. They are paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury who employs them. And no part of 
the $2,000,000 was used for any such purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this para- 
graph is exhausted. The pending question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Duxes, | to strike out after the 
word ‘‘prisoners,’’ in line five hundred and 
fifty-seven, these words: 

And for the expenses which may be. incurred 
in the enforcement of the act of Feburary 2, 1871, for 
the four months ending June 30, 1872, $1,000,000. 

The amendment was not agreed to, there 
being, ayes—66, noes 69. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the commissioners on revision of the 
statutes of the United States to expedite the work 
and furnish clerical and other assistance, and sup- 
ply contigencies, the sum of $9,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, to be paid from time to time as the work 
progresses, upon vouchers approved by all the com- 
missioners: Provided, That this appropriation shall 
continue available until the completion of the work. 

Mr. COX. Imove pro forma to amend by 
striking out the last word’of this paragraph. 
I wish to call the attention of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on. Appropria- 
tions—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [raise the point of 
order that this paragraph isnot in order, that 
it is not an appropriation authorized by exist: 
i 


ng law. 
i Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, yes it is; 
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ate 


it is to continue the labors of these commis- 


sioners who are now in office under existing | 


law. The Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws sent one of their members before the 
Committee on Appropriations to represent the 
unanimous. wish and recommendation of the 
former committee that this item should be 
inserted to carry on the work of the commis- 


sion. 
‘ Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is no law 
for it. 

ir, COX. There is a law under which 
certain persons are now acting as commission- 
ers for the revision of our laws, and they are 
being paid. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Paid fixed salaries, 
which this does not propose to provide for. 

Mr. COX. But this is a deficiency. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This is an extra 
allowance entirely. 

Mr. COX. I want to call attention not 
merely to the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois insist on his point of order? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. COX. I beg tosay—and I ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to give me 
his attention—that when a bill of particulars 
was demanded yesterday in relation to this 
appropriation of $1,000,000, the gentleman, 
though he doubtless intended to do so, did not 
fulfill the request which I made at the begin- 
ning of the discussion, and the discussion did 
degenerate somewhat into a political debate. 
Tt was no fault of mine. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Nor of mine. 

Mr. COX. Then we are all right, and other 
members of the House are wrong. [Laughter.] 

But I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that this 
application for a deficiency in connection with 
this work of the revision of the laws comes 
with ill grace, in my judgment, from the gen- 
tlemen who compose that commission. They 
have been working year after year, for I think 
five or six years, on large salaries—I believe 
they received $5,000 each—and they have pro- 
duced comparatively no results. It seems to 
be the settled practice of this commission to 
do as little as possible, for the purpose of 
continuing in office and drawing their sala- 
ries. 

Now, I have no special knowledge, nor has 
this House, of what work has been done. We 
occasionally have a pamphlet sent to us con- 
taining a codification of some small portion of 
our statutes. 

But why do we not have some real work, 
done? 1 could, if I had time, refer this House 
to the revision of the codes of the different 
States. Icould especially refer to the revis- 
ion of the code of the State of California, the 
work upon which was begun a year ago last 
June and is now almost completed, and to 
the satisfaction of both Governor Haight and 
Governor Booth. Al the titles of subjects 
are properly distributed, and the digest pre- 
sented of the different laws is almost as per- 
fect as it Could possibly be. The work has 
been approved by members of both parties in 
the Legislature. This work has been done 
within a year or two at a very small cost. Our 
laws are not so troublesome to codify as the 
crude legislation of California adopted within 
the last twenty years; yet we are required 
year after year to make appropriations for 
continuing this work. I demand that the 
gentleman from Ohio, before he asks us to 
vote this appropriation, shall.show us some 
work that has been done by this commission 
and some reason why this appropriation should 
be made in this bill. f 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chair- 
man, if my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
had his usual accurate information, and had 
stated the fact, he would have been quite right, 
pethaps, in complaining of the delay. ; 

Now let me state to the House, Mr. Chair- 


man, what was brought before the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. In the first 
place, five years ago there was a commission 
established. They were ordered to do the 
work in three years. The committees of Con- 
gress declined to take up that work chapter by 
chapter, and said they would wait until the 
whole was revised and they would introduce it 
asone bill. The consequence was that the three 
years limited by the law ran out before the 
whole body of the laws was revised, and noth- 
ing was done. Then this new commission was 
raised, and three years given them which will 
expire next July. They cannotlive a day after 
that bylaw. They went to work and took hold 
of the matter with a great deal of energy. They 
have divided the work into seventy-five differ- 
ent titles. They have prepared more than one 
half of those titles fully, and the other half of 
them is in state of preparation. 

Thereupon, sir, the question came up before 
the Committees on the Revision of the Laws, 
and there was a meeting of the Senate com- 
mittee and the House committee as to the 
method of getting that before the House and 
country, and getting the revision to pass as 
law. ‘Thereupon it appeared the only way to 
do it was to get it in as one bill. 

There have been various parts of the re- 
vision taken up and attempted to be passed 
by the several committees into law. That 
only made “confusion worse confounded.”’ 
After consultation with the commission they 
said they could finish their revision by next 
July, within the time, but Congress adjourns 
next March. If they could have some extra 
force they would get it all ready to report by 
the 1st of November, and we were to ask Con- 
gress to allow us to sit during the month of 
November to revise their work and then bring 
it all before the House at once, and have it 
passed through as one bill. Then they would 
have from March to next July to superintend 
the printing, publishing, and indexing of the 
laws, and revision of the new work we should 
give them in the laws we should enact here in 
Congress. 

Let me say now, Mr. Chairman, to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that one 
of the gentlemen of that commission is from 
his own State, who so ably and accurately 
revised the laws of New York. 

I desire to state here, and I state it as the 
unanimous opinion of the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws on both sides of the 
House, (for in our committee fortunately there 
is no political partisanship, we have the whole 
body of the laws, and we are to bring it in 
exact form before the House for the use of 
the people ;) I say that I am backed by the 
unanimous opinion of the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws that by this small appro- 
priation, which will enable them to have a 
proof-reader, to have some clerical assistance 
in copying, we will get the revision. If we do 
not get the revision by, November, and the 
revision does not pass into law before next 
March, if we do not do that, I say, we shall 
simply have this commission run outas the 
last one, and the last experiment of revising 
the laws will fail. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time | 


has expired. 

Mr. COX. I will not insist on the amend- 
ment, but I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts one question, if he will an- 
swer it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I do not propose to strike out 
this appropriation, if I understand the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts correctly. Does he 
say this is all that will be required to complete 
this revision of the laws? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Is it only for the purpose of 
clerical force or for salaries? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not for 
salaries, not a dollar of it. : 


1 


‘| Secretary of the Treasury, 


Mr. COX. understand thegentleman, then, 
this is for clerical force to do extra work... Is 
this revision, which is to be sent. to Con- 
gress for its approval, to be first printed? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; 
and it will be ready to be laid before Congress 
by the beginning of the session in December. 
And it was for that reason we unanimously 
voted for it, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended this appropriation. 

Mr. COX. Iwas about to say, and I will 
withdraw the amendment as soon as I say it, 
that unless we hurry up these gentlemen in 
their work we will have to revise the revision. 
We have been passing appropriations of this 
kind every session for five years. Suppose it 
had been finished five years ago, a recodifi- 
cation of the codification would have been 
necessary by this time. E 
_ Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
just say that they propose to bring up all the 
jaws to next November, and while we are pass- 
ing through the bills during the next Con- 
gress the last revision will be made. They 
will keep up the revision to the very day Con- 
gress passes it, and the rest of the time and 
this money will be spent in indexing, proof- 
reading, &c., so as to make the work as per- 
fect as possible. 

Mr. PETERS. The trouble the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] alluded to existed 
in the case of the former commission, not the 
present one. 5 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The Committee of thè Whole on the state 
of the Union informally rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Symprson, one of its clerks, 
informed the [Mouse that the Senate had passed, 
without amendment, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1549) for the relief of 
Jacob H. Ela. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (S. No. 757) to authorize the appoint- 


ment of certain officers in the quartermaster’s 
department ; 

A bill (S. No. 376) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the post office, United States 
circuit and district courts, and internal .rev- 
enue offices at Utica, New York; and . 

A bill (S. No. 647) to authorize the ‘Secre- 
tary of War to issue clothing to enlisted; men 
in place of clothing destroyed by accident, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole ‘resumed its 

session. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
judgment entered by the circuit court of the United 
States for the northern district of Florida, in the 
case of Theodore T. Edgerton against Jesse W. Cul- 
peper, deputy collector and inspector of customs, at 
Cedar Keys, district of Saint Marks, Florida, on tho 
Irth day of December, 1870, for the sum of $27,400, 
with costs twenty-six dollars, and interest at the 
rate of six per cent. per annum from the date of 
judgment until paid, a sufficient sum is hereby 
appropriated. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I desire to make the point 
of order that there is no law authorizing this 
appropriation. I make it, sir, for the purpose 
of hearing some explanation of this appropri- 
ation, and until the explanation is given 
reserve the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
cannot make a point of order against paying 
the judgment of a United States. court, for the 
judgment of the court is itself the law of the 
case. I hold in my hands the body of papers 
relating to this case, forwarded to us by the 
containing the de- 
cree of judgment of the court. But before 
the committee acted upon it I sent it to the 
Attorney General and requested him to state 
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whether this was a final judgment, whether 
any appeal had been taken, or whether any 
farther proceedings were likely to be had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ` This is not a judgment 
against the United States at all. 

oe Mr, GARFIELD, of Obio. Having got the 
answer of the Attorney General, we referred 

‘the matter to a sub-committee, Judge MAR- 

SHALL, of Illinois, who I regret is not in his 
seat to-day. That gentleman examined the 
matter carefully, looked into all the papers, 
and reported that this was a simple rendition 
by the court of the law of the case, which we 
are bound to respect. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Against the United States? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Against the 
collector, for whom the United States is re- 
sponsible, for an improper collection or an 
over collection of duties. The case was car- 
ried to the court, and the court decreed that 
this amount of money should be paid back. 
But it had been covered into the Treasury, 
and there-was no appropriation out of which 
it could be paid. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, therefore, sent a request to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that this amount should 
be appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If thisis an amount which 
the Government is liable to repay, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has the power to repay it. 
It is in the power of the Secretary, in cases 
where money has been paid to officers of the 
Government and is afterward found to have 
been wrongfully paid, to refund the amount. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman, I will send up to the 
desk the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 

: WASHINGTON, D. C., January 24, 1872. 

Str: I inolose herewith a copy of the record of the 
cirouit court of the United States for the northern 
district of Florida, in the case of Theodore T. Edger- 
ton vs. Jesse W. Culpeper, deputy collector and in- 
spector of customs at Cedar Keys, wherein a judg- 

“ment was entered by the court on the 17th day of 
December, 1870, for the sum of $27,400, with interest 
until paid, and costs of suit, taxed at twenty-six 
dollars. And a certificate of “probable cause ” was 
given by the judge under the authority of the twelfth 
seotion of theact of Congress approved March 3, 1863, 
entitled “An act to prevent and punish frauds upon 
the revenue,” &e. 

I beg leave to call the attention of the Committee 
on Appropriations to the same, and to the copies, 
also inclosed, of a letter from Nathaniel Wilson, esq., 
attorney for. Edgerton, dated October 9, 1871, the ro- 

ly of this Department thereto, dated November 15, 

871, and a subsequent letter from Mr. Wilson dated 
January 8, 1872. 
‘Very respectfully, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon, J. A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations, House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fact is that letter 
sheds no light whatever on the transaction. 
Is the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
pristions able to say that this money was col- 
lected by the éollector and covered into the 
‘Treasury and wrongfully collected? 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot per- 
sonally say it, but I can say that the gentleman 
from Hlinois, (Mr. MARSHALL, } who isa mem- 
berofthe committee, examined the papers and 
has said it, and upon his report the committee 
acted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point of 
order, although it seems to me very remark- 
able that there should be no fuller explanation 
of this appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
and directed, in the adjustment of the accounts of 
William E. Parker, United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Texas, to allow $825 75, money paid 
by said Parker for the traveling expensesof Thomas 


H. Duval, judge of the western district of Texas, for | 


holding two terms of the United States circuit and 
district court at Galveston, and one term at Browns- 
ville, in Texas, under the direction of Mr. Justice 
Swayne. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the point of order 
on that paragraph thatthe appropriation is not 
only unauthorized by law, but is directly in 


the face of the law, and upon that point of 
order I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the following provision of the act of March, 
1871: 


“ It shall be the duty of the circuit judge in each 
judicial circuit whenever in his judgment the pub- 
lic interests shall so require” = * * # & 
“The district judge of any judicial district within 
his circuit to hold a district or circuit in place or 
aid of any other district judge within the same cir- 
cuit, and it shall be the duty of such district judge 
so designated or appointed, to hold the district or 
circuit court, as aforesaid, without any other com- 
pensation than his salary, as established by law.” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the Chair 
will allow me to say, as to this paragraph, 
that it is true that there is no specific provision 
of law that provides mileage for the travel of 
a judge, but under the rule that an additional 
appropriation may be made for carrying on 
any department of the Government or any 
function of the Government established by 
law, the point of order clearly cannot obtain. 

I wish to say in one sentence all there is in 
this case. One of the United States district 
judges in Texas was stricken with paralysis. 


For two years he has been incapable of per- 
forming judicial functions. The entire busi- 
ness of the district was neglected, and as the 
judge sostricken did not resign, nobody could 
be appointed in his place. At the earnest 
solicitation of suitors in that court, Judge 
Swayne, who had charge of that circuit, di- 
rected the two judges named here to go to the 
vacant district to hold court, which they did, 
traveling a long distance to do that work, being 
told at the time by Judge Swayne that the case 
would be represented here and an appropria- 
tion asked for to pay them for the actual ex- 
penses of travel, Justice Swayne brought this 
matter before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and it seemed to every member of the 
committee, without distinction of party, that 
this provision ought to be made. It is an es- 
pecial hardship to require a judge to travel 
several hundred miles from his home, and 
make it. necessary for him to stop at hotels at 
great expense, and require him to pay all these 
expenses out of his own pocket. As the ap- 
propriation was manifestly just the committee 
introduced it into this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
from Ohio state the section of the statute to 
which he refers? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I said distinctly 
that there was no specific statute providing for 
the payment of mileage, but I did say that 
under the rules of the House an appropriation 
to increase the amount necessary in carrying | 
on any given department of the Government 
is not liabel to a point of order, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] will withdraw his 
objection to this item. This matter came 
before the Committee on Appropriations of 
the last Congress, and they examined it and 
were satisfied that it was a very meritorious 
case, and that this judge ought to have pay, 
although the law is as stated by the gentleman 
from Indiana. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be meritorious, but 
in any event, under any circumstances what- 
ever, it is a mere gratuity. I desire to call 
attention to the fact that the judge of Texas, 
with less business than the district judge of 
Indiana, is paid his expenses when, as such 
district judge, with little or no business of his 
own, he goes to another district and holds a 
court, and is paid in violation of the express 
terms of the statute. No person has ever pre- | 
tended that the district judge of Illinois was 
entitled to additional compensation for hold- 
ing a court-in Indiana. 

Mr. PETERS. Do you ask for an addi- 
tional judge? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not. F insist upon | 
my point of order, that this appropriation bill | 
should contain no appropriation except that | 
which is expressly authorized by law. If we 
intend to increase the compensation of judges | 


so as to cover their expenses, it should be done 
by a bill of universal application, and not in 
this way of special favoritism. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would be 
obliged if the gentleman would refer me to 
the rule which makes this out of order. 

Mr. PETERS. I call for the reading of 
the fourth section. j 
Mr. BANKS. The rule referred to by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] has 
been amended within a few years, so that 
appropriations demanded by the expenditures 
of the several Departments are admissible in 

the form of amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Where there is an express 
law against it? 

Mr. BANKS. Not where there is a law 
against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
against this. 

Mr. SARGENT. The rule applicable to 
this case will be found on page 16 of my Manual, 
which is the latest edition. That rule says 
that appropriation bills may contain appropria- 
tions in continuation of such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, ‘and for 
the contingencies for carrying on the several 
Departments of the Government.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 
Rule 120. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“No appropriation shall be reported insuch general 
appropriation bills, or be in order as an amendment 
thereto, for any expenditure not proviously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropria- 
tions for such public works and objects as are already 
in progress, and for the contingencies for carrying 
on the several Departments of the Government,” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The last clause 
of that rule covers this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it is desired, the 
Clerk will read the last section of the statute 
referred to by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Horman. ] 

Mr. HOAR. TI desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact that this is not an 
appropriation of money in the Treasury, but 
a direction as to the settlement of the accounts 
of Government officers, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is a change of 
the law. 

Mr. HOAR. I know itis. The rule of the 
House which applies to the cases of existing 
law may be applied to this. But the rule of 
the House relating to the appropriation of 
money in the Treasury has nothing to do with 
this clause. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
is mistaken in this; the marshal did allow and 
pay this mileage to the judge; but when the 
marshal came to present his account at the 
Treasury they said to him that they could not 
allow him enough money out of the Treasury 
to pay for that. mileage, because there was no 
law toauthorize it. ‘I'he moment this is passed 
the officers of the Treasury will allow it to the 
marshal. 

Mr. POTTER. Jask that the section may 
be read applicable to this case. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

“That the salaries provided for in the foregoing 
section of this act shall be payable in quarterly in- 
stallments on the Ist day of April, July, October, 
and January of each year; and an amount sufficient 


to pay the same is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatisnotitatall. Iask 


the Clerk to read the section which I have 
marked. x 


The Clerk read ag follows: 


‘“Sec.3, That from and after the Ist day of July, 
1871, the annual salary of the Chief Justice of the 
Supremo Court of the United States shall be $8,500, 
and the annual salary of each of the associate jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court shall be $8,000, and of 
each circuit judge, $6,000; and all provisions of law 
providing for additional compensation or allowance 
to any judge for traveling expenses are hereby re- 
pealed. And it shall bethe duty of the circuit judge 
in each judicial circuit, whenever in his judgment 
the public interest shall so require, to designate and 
appoint, in the manner and with all the powers pro- 
vided in an act to provide for holding the courts of 


T insist that there is a law 


“ 
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the United States, in case of the sickness or other dis- 
ability of the judges of the district courts, approved 
July 29, 1850, the district judge of any judicial district 
within his circuit to hold a district or circuit court 
in the place or aid of any other district judge within 
the same circuit; and it shall be the. duty of such 
district judge as shall be for that purpose desig- 
nated and appointed to hold the district or circuit 
court as aforesaid without any other compensation 
than his regular salary as established by law.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Chair will 
allow me one additional word in reference to 
the point of order. I find following the rule 
which has been read by the Chair this lan- 
guage in Barclay’s Digest, that it has been 


decided under this law it is not in order to, 


propose amendments to a general appropria- 
tion bill which changes existing law. 

Now the law which I have had read requires 
these judges to hold court and fix the salary 
which they are to receive, and provides that 
they are not to have any additional allowance. 
This clause, therefore, by making this addi- 
tional allowance for traveling expenses, does 
change that law, and of course is necessarily 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to 
rule on the point of order. 

Mr. POTTER. Before the Chair announces 
his decision, I hope he will permit me to say a 
word or two in reply to the gentleman from In- 
diana, Ithink my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Horman] is right, when he says the salaries 
were increased in consideration that the judges 
were to perform these services——— 

Mr. DICKEY. This was in 1869, before the 
passage of that law. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have a paper 
before me which states that these services were 
performed down to 1869. 

Mr. POTTER. ‘The section of the law 
which has been read relates to the salaries of 
supreme and circuit court judges. It says that 
the judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States and judges of the circuit court of the 
United States shall not receive compensation 
beyond the amount fixed in that section; but 
it make no provision in reference to the sal- 
aries of the judges of the district courts, but 
leaves them under the same provision of law 
which had existed previously.. It is true, the 
language at the end of the section is broad 
and general; but ifthe gentleman’s construc- 
tion be the true one, just contemplate for a 
moment the condition in which it will leave 
these district judges. If the language will 
bear the construction put upon it by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, then 1 beg to say the 
law in that regard ought to be at once re- 
pealed. Take for illustration the State of New 
York, and see what willbe the result of the con- 
struction given to this law by the gentleman. 
If the judge of the western district of that 


State were to go to the city of New York to hold | 


court there, and receive no other compensation 
than his salary, it would be an act of the gross- 
est injustice. It is an actual fact, as is well 
known, that the judge of the western district 
of New York cannot go to the city of New 
York and provide himself at any of the hotels 
with even 2 small sitting-room without expend- 
ing his entire salary. If such be the con- 
struction of the law it ought to be repealed at 
once, and some provision made for defraying 
the extraordinary expenses of judges under 
such circumstances. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. TI desire to call 
the attention of the Chair on the point of 
order made to a point which I think it may be 
worth while to consider in this connection. 
The Constitution provides that the salaries of 
judges shall not be reduced during their term 
of office. If you impose on them duties not 
laid down in their letter of appointment, if 
you send them on long journeys and compel 
them to incur additional expense, culting 
down their salaries ten, twenty, or thirty per 
cent 

M 


:. POTTER. Fifty per cent. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - If you reduce 
their salaries fifty per cent. in this way it does 


seem to me you clearly violate the Constitu- 
tion under which they hold their offices. I 
venture to appeal to the Chair that that is 
a point worthy of his consideration. I call 
attention to it for the purpose of asking whether 
it does not form a rule to control our action in 
this case ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I only desire to call the 
attention of the Chair to two decisions already 
made on this rule, to which reference has been 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and the last clause of the rule in reference to 
contingencies for carrying on the several de- 
partments of the Government. That has twice 
been passed by the House before. In my judg- 
nient, the question has been decided against 
the gentleman from Indiana. The decision 
was this: 


“But it was also decided that the latter, branch 
of the rule not only permitted amendments increas- 
ing salaries, but was framed for that very pur- 
pose.”—Congressional Globe, volume 54, pages 306, 
325; also Congressional Globe, volume 6, page 224. 


J ask the attention of the Chair to that 
ruling, which will be found on page 16 of the 
Manual, the last sentence of the clause. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared 
to rule upon the objection. Does the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. FarnsworTu] wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to be 
heard for one moment. I feel no interest in 
the main question. I presume it may be proper 
enough to pay this money. The ouly feeling 
I have is in reference to the precedent that 
may be established. The constant tendency, 
especially in Committee of the Whole, is to 
extend the rules and to make dangerous pre- 
cedents. ‘The tendency isnot to circumscribe, 
especially in Committee of the Whole, but 
rather to extend until the practice becomes 
dangerous. i 

Now, I know that it has been decided by the 
House that under this ruling an amendment to 
an appropriation bill may be offered to increase 
a salary. But admitting that it is right that 
such an amendment should be in order, I beg 
to observe that this is not a proposition to in- 
crease a salary. Not at all. A salary is an 
annual allowance or a periodical allowance to 
an officer as compensation for the duties of 
his office. Thisis a special provision. A gen- 
tleman near me asks whether, in the case of a 
statute providing a salary of $3,000, it would 
be in order to move to increase it to $3,500? 
It has been so decided before, as L have already 
remarked, but I think the decision was wrong. 
I do not think it was ever intended that it 
should be in order under that rule to increase 
salaries in this way in an appropriation bill 
where the salaries are fixed by law. But ad- 
mitting that that would be in order, this is not 
a provision to increase a salary. It is a pro- 
vision specially to compensate the judge or 
reimburse the marshal for expenses which he 
allowed the judge for traveling to another dis- 
trict in the State. Now that, it seems to me, 
is not admissible in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make a single 
remark in reply to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. FarnswortH.] Any allowance 
made to an officer of the United States for 


| official duty is pro tanto an increase of his 


salary, and is distinctly within the rules of the 
House in the casesreferred to. There cannot 
be a question about it. If you make a special 
appropriation, as is proposed in this bill, for 
holding terms of court additional to what were 
allowed by law, it is an increase of salary by 
an additional allowance temporarily I admit; 
it is not a permanent increase, but it is a tem- 
porary increase of salary, and nothing else can 
be made out of it. And I undertake to say 
that this is strictly within the rule as I have 
read it. ; 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Bincnam] has presented par- 
tially a point to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Chair. It seems to me that 


there is here an increase of duty to a judge: 
Now, suppose he had but two terms a year, 
and we should order this judge to hold three 
terms, There would be the additional travel- 
ing of a third term around the circuit. The 
question, then, is, would we have the. power 
under this rule to increase the pay of the 
judge for traveling around a circuit of one 
hundred or two hundred miles over what ‘he 
would have been compelled to travel if we 
had not increasedhis duties? ‘This, I under- 
stand, is simply an increase of duties, and 
these judges must perform the duties under 
the law as it exists, and they receive their 
salaries for so doing. 

There is a very wholesome remedy for all 
this. Ifthey think that the salary is inadequate 
to pay them for the extra duty imposed upon 
them, they have the privilege which belongs 
to every American freeman, that of resigning 
the position they hold. And I take it for 
granted when there is no provision in the law 
prescribing pay for additional duty, it was not 
the intention of the law-makers to allow these 
judges anything beyond what was allowed 
them at the time their duties were increased. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire just to say that 
the question here is not whether you can make 
an appropriation without authority of law, but 
whether you can make an appropriation in 
defiance of law and against law. ‘That is the 
question here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule on 
the points of order which have been raised. 
It does not seem clear to the Chair whether 
this clause proposes a change of law by pre- 
scribing a new rule for the sentlement. of an 
account, or whether it is an appropriation. 
But in either view the Chair holds that it is 
out of order. If it be a change of law it is out 
of order for that reason. If it be an appro- 
priation then it is for payment of money 
not authorized by law. ‘he Chair would 
give great weight to the point made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and yet the Chair does not feel it to 
be within the functions of the Chair to pass 
upon the constitutionality of an act.of Con- 
gress, certainly not to hold it unconstitu- 
tional. It is the duty of the Chair to observe 
the laws and to hold them as constitutional 
until decided otherwise by the proper tribunal, 
but if the act of Congress requiring extra 
duties of judges be unconstitutional the rem- 
edy is for the judges to disregard it and not 
for the House, certainly not for the Chair, 
in Committee of the House, to nullify the 
law. 

As to the point raised by the gentleman from 
Ohio nearest to the Chair, [Mr. Binenam, ] it 
seems to the Chair that this is not an increase 
of salary. It does not relate to the compen- 
sation of an officer in the future, nor to the 
regular compensation of a class of officers or 
of any officer whatever ; but is simply an extra 
allowance for services performed or expenses 
incurred. : 

As to the point that this is an appropriation 
for contingent expenses of carrying on the 
Judicial Department, under Rule 120, it seems 
to the Chair that the expenses sought to be 
covered by this clause are not those of the 
Department, but the personal expenses of 
the judge incurred in the performance of 4 
duty required of him by law, and for which the 
law provides no compensation save that of the 
salary of his office. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The. Secre- 
tary of State, in a letter to the Committee on 
Appropriations, calls attention to the fact that 
an item in the regular estimates has been over- 
looked and ought to be put in. I am there- 
fore instructed by the committee to offer the 
following amendment: 

On page 3, after line forty-three, under head of 
Department of State, add the following: 5 

For publishing the laws of the third session of 
the Forty-First Congress and of the first session of 
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the Forty-Second Congress, in pamphlet form, 
That item was omitted by mistake. 

“Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the bill: 

« Sue. 2, And be it further enacted, That the proper 
accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized 
and directed in the settlement of all accounts for 
the: services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or in behalf of the Government of 
the United States, between the 25th day of June, 


1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a 
day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and 


mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date 
ofthe proclamation of the President concerning such 
pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduc- 
tion on.account of the reduction of the hours of labor 
by said act; and a sufficient sum for that purpose is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order on that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. It is authorized by the 
statute. I would state that this provision has 
passed the House in a separate bill. This is 
the provision of the statute that authorizes it: 
..“ That eight hoursshall constitute a day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics, now em- 
ployed, or who may be hereafter employed, by or in 
behalf of the Government of the United States, and 
that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
give the date of that act? , 

Mr. DAWES. June 25, 1868, Iwill state 
further, that immediately after the passage of 
this act there was in several departments of 
the public works a difference of ruling on this 
subject. In some places the men were paid 
in full under that act, while in others the con- 
struction was that the act had the effect to 
reduce the pay of the workmen to eight tenths 
of that which they had formerly received for 
a day’s work ; so thatin fact they were allowed 
pay for only cight tenths ofa day.. This went 
on a little while, until by direction of the Presi- 
dent, in a proclamation, all workmen were paid 

` just as they had been before the passage of 
the act. But between the time of its passage 
and the date of the President's proclamation 
the workmen in some of our public establish- 
ments never received their full pay as those in 
other places did. Whatever may be the merits 
of the eight-hour Jaw, nothing can be plainer 
than that one workman should receive as much 
as another where the labor is the same. 
Vhen you passed that law reducing the 


hours of labor you did not intend to cat down | 


any man’s wages; and in nine tenths of the 
cases:men employed by the Government were 

aid according to the spirit of the law. Ina 

ew cases they were not so paid, between the 
time of the passage of the act and the issuing 
of the President's proclamation. I introduced 
a bill here on the first day of the session to 
provide for the payment of this deficiency. I 
stated the reasons for it, and it was passed 
“without objection. But that bill, like many 
other bills, remains in the other branch with- 
out action; and I desire that the provision 
may go upon an appropriation bill, where 
there will be no trouble at all in its going 
through. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The object of the 
gentleman is very apparent. The bill to which 
he refers was, I remember, passed by this 
House, no attention having been drawn to it 
at the time. Itis.not likely to pass the Sen- 
ate. Hence the attempt to ingraft this pro- 
vision upon.an appropriation bill and thus com- 
pel the Senate to pass it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that matter does not 
touch the point of order. Congress, it is true, 
passed a law making eight hours a day’s labor 
in the Government workshops, a law which in 
my judgment should never have been passed. 
Thereupon the superintendents in the Govern- 
ment works, or a portion of them, conform- 
ing to the law, said to the laborers, ‘ Very 
well; eight hours are to constitute a day’s 
work, and we will pay you by the hour; if 
you wish to work ten hours we will pay you for 
ten hours’ work; buat if you only work eight 


hours, we will cut off one fifth of your. per 
diem allowance.’’ Every one of those work- 
men might have stopped work if they pleased. 
They chose to word their eight hours and take 
the compensation that was offered them. 


' Now here is an amendment offered upon an 


appropriation bill requiring that an additional 
one fifth shall be paid to those men. There 
is certainly no law for this appropriation ; for 
the act which made eight hours a day's work 
did not preseribe the amount of wages that 
should be paid. The wages were paid to the 
workmen to their satisfaction. They received 
their wages for eight hours’ work. 

Mr, DAWKS. The gentleman is mistaken 
in that statement, The workmen held that 
the true construction of the law gave them the 
full amount of the daily pay which had been 
before allowed; and where a deduction was 
made they received their pay under protest, 
which was entered upon the books of each of 
these public works, the superintendent telling 
them at the time that if the construction then 
adopted should be overruled, they would be 
entitled to this additional allowance. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr.Chairman, 
this very discussion shows that this amendment 
is out of order. To justify the payment of this 
money, it is necessary to go back and ascertain, 
not only the law, but the facts; and the state- 
ments made show that there is no law for this 
allowance. 

Mr. DAWES. If Congress holds that the 
true interpretation of the eight-hour law was 
to reduce the wages by a deduction of two 
tenths from the per diem previously allowed, 
then these men were properly paid. Bat if, 
according to the true construction of the eight- 
hour law, the intention of Congress was that 
the Government employés should work eight 
hours for the same compensation they had 
before received for ten, then the Government 
of the United States. owes these poor men the 
two tenths of their daily pay which was ia 
some instances withheld. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That would be a 
very good subject to debate upon in a separate 
bill providing for the payment of this one 
fifth; but it is not a subject of debate upon a 
point of order. 

' Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe compensation author- 
ized by law to a laborer is two dollars a day, 
and for any cause he should receive only one 
half that amount, would it not be proper for a 
deficiency bill to appropriate the sum necessary 
to make up his compensation ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Undoubtedly. I 
said before that if the law prescribes the 
amount of wages these men should have, and 
only a portion of those wages had been paid 
them, then of course there would be a defi- 
ciency. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Farnsworru] allow me to state 
one fact? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the facts 
are not precisely as the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has stated, but on the contrary, the experi- 
ment, as shown by the Springfield armory, has 
shown that the production of these workmen 
has not been diminished in proportion to the 
reduction of the hours of labor. The fact is 
that the day’s work of eight hours has been as 
productive to the Government as was the day’s 
work before of ten hours. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘This proposition, of 
course, is to be ruled on by the Chair, who 
desires to hear the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Farnswortn,] who makes the point of 
order. When thatgentleman is through, the 
Chair will hear with pleasure what the other 
gentleman from Ilinois- [Mr. Hawer] may 
have to say upon the subject. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. TI have only one 


other suggestion to make, which is this: the 
point made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts who last addressed the Chair, [Mr. 
Hoar,] would be a good argument to address 
to the question, as an original question, whether 
we should pay these men any additional pay. 
But my point was that they did not work but 
eight hours, and they received wages for eight 
hours’ work. I said nothing about their not 
doing as much work in eight hours as they 
would otherwise in ten hours; I said nothing 
about that. And all this talk, the necessity 
for all this discussion, shows that this prop- 
osition is out of order. Where the law au- 
thorizes an appropriation there is required uo 
debate upon the facts to make it clear that the 
appropriation is in order; the law makes it in 
order. But here it requires explanation and 
debate. ‘The very facts are disputed which are 
assumed here to show that this proposition is 
in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to make a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The point to which I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Chair is this: 
that no new legislation is required for the pur- 
pose of providing that eight hours’ labor shall 
constitute a legal day’s work. Thatis already 
provided by a law approved June 25, 1868. Tt 
is expressly declared by that law that eight 
hours’ labor shall constitute a day’s work. 

That law has been construed differently by 
different Departments. The President of the 
United States, by his order or proclamation, 
in the spring of 1869, soon after his inaugura- 
tion, directed that wherever persons were om- 
ployed at any of the Government works they 
should be paid according to the provisions of 
this law, so that the payments to laborers 
should be uniform. Ido not understand that 
there has ever been any question, since the issu- 
ing of that proclamation or order by the Pres- 
ident, that eight hours’ labor constituted legally 
a day’s work. 

Now, what is sought here? It is that all 
payments should be made according to the law 
of 1868; that is all. Early in this present 
session this House passed a bill that the 
amount for arrears due to these men in certain 
Departments should be paid, and making an 
appropriation for. that purpose. When this 
House passed that bill it did not suppose that 
any fresh law was required providing for their 
payment, but only an appropriation of funds 
for the purpose; that is all. Now, although 
the House once passed an independent bill on 
that subject, it may attach the same provision 
to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will my colleague 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will, certainly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has any Department 
estimated for this? 

Mr. DAWES. The reason they cannot pay 
it is because the whole of the. money appro- 
priated was covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I cannot. be interrupted 
further. I am endeavoring to confine myself 
entirely to the law, and not to discussthe ques- 
tion of policy. The point I am endeavoring 
to make clear is this: it is not necessary to 
make any further law to authorize this pay- 
ment, as here is the law, to which I have called 
the attention of the Chairman, directing that 
eight hours’ labor shall constitute aday’s work. 
Now the simple question is whether it is proper 
for Congress to make an appropriation for the 
purpose of so paying its Jaborers, and whether 
it shall be attached to the appropriation bill 
now pending. I think it is not a point of order 
that can be sustained. There can be no 
objection to. attaching this appropriation to 
this appropriation bill, any more than to any 
other appropriation bill, There is no necessity 
for further legislation. : 

Mr. DAWES. This is as clearly a defie 
ciency as ever was in the world. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I know, no ques- 
tion touching that point has ever before been 
made. The bill which passed the House be- 
fore did not pretend to constitute eight hours’ 
labor a day’s work, nor did it pretend to give 
an interpretation to this law. It was simply 
and unequivocally nothing but an appropria- 
tion, and if wrong now, it was wrong then. 
That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I can explain 
to the House this question so it can be under- 
stood. ‘There is a statute and there are regu- 
lations made in pursuance of law which fix 
it. The rate of wages in the navy-yards is 
fixed by a comparison with wages paid for 
similar services outside. ‘The rate of wages is 
ascertained and fixedinthatregard. In other 
places the rates of wages are fixed by regula- 
tions of that character. That, sir, is in pursu- 
ance of law. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to 
introduce the eight-hour law. It was con- 
sidered and passed unanimously by the Judi- 
ciary Committee on the part of the House. 

A Memsrr. Was it not the Committee on 
Naval Affairs ? 

Mr. BANKS. No; it was the Judiciary 
Committee. It was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. I introduced that 
law, and it had nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of wages whatever. It limited the hours 
of a day’s work. It did not touch by a cent 
or a dollar the rate of wages. It did say, and 
the Government had the right to do it, the 
number of hours and minutes which should 
constitute a day’s labor. In violation of the 
laws to which 1 have alluded, and the regula- 
tions of the Government under them, certain 
officers undertook, having no authority what- 
ever to act on it, to reduce the wages of work- 
men, and they did reduce them. In other 
words, they refused to pay the wages which 
the law required should be paid to workmen. 
That money which was refused to be paid to 


the workmen was covered back into the Treas-- 


ury. The President of the United States hav- 
ing that fact represented to him, on consulta- 
tion with his Cabinet, by unanimous agreement 
of the members of the Cabinet, it was determ- 
ined that the refusal to pay wages to these 
workmen was a violation of the laws upon 
the statute-book. It was determined that it 
had nothing to do with the eight-hour law. It 
was determined that the eight-hour law only 
referred to the hours which were considered 
as aday’s work, and had nothing whatever to 
do.with the workmen’s wages; that the rate 
of wages of workmen after the passage of this 
eight-hour law was to remain under the regu- 
lations and laws as it had been before. This 
money which was refused to the workmen, 
this moncy which was not paid to the work- 
men—to which they were justly entitled under 
the law—now remains in the Treasury. By 
law they have the right to the wages which 
were promised them, and by law what was 
unjustly withheld from thêm should be paid 
over to them. By law the officers of the 
Government would be obliged: to pay that 
money to them. Inasmuch as we passed a 
law by which it was provided that all money 
not disbursed on a certain day should be cov- 
ered back into the Treasury, this money which 
was withheld from the workmen has, under 
that law, been covered into the Treasury ; and 
therefore there is now required another law 
to be passed so as to pay them the money which 
belongs to them. It is as much a deficiency 
as any Congress has passed here day after 


day. 

Me L. MYERS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to rule that gentlemen must confine themselves 
in their remarks to the point of order, and not 
run off into the merits of the pending propo- 
sition, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to dis- 
cussing the merits of the proposition on a 
point of order. 


i 


Mr. L. MYERS.. Mr. Chairman, I can 
scarcely add anything to what has already been 
said in elucidation of the question before the 
House. So far as the history of the eight-hour 
law is concerned it may be not improper for me 
to state that I took some active part in its 
passage; and I will add one or two points 
which I think have not been covered by 
gentlemen who have preceded me. In June, 
1868, we passed what is known as the eight- 
hour law. It was not a law to deduct any- 
thing from the wages of the laboring men, but 
merely declared that eight hours should con- 
stitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by the Government, 
The men employed in the navy-yards are 
paid by the day. The ship-joimers and car- 
penters and other workmen are paid by the 
day a certain rate of wages which is fixed 
by assimilation with the rate of wages for 
the same services paid outside. Officers of 
the Government took the ground that by the 
passage of the eight-hour law so much was 
to be taken from the wages of the laboring 
men. Congressnever sointended. Notasingle 
member of the committee reporting the bill 
ever so intended. While this reduction was 
made at the navy-yard in Philadelphia, the 
full amount of wages was paid at the Phila- 
delphia arscnal. In conjunction with others 
I called upon the Secretary of the Navy, bat 
he declined to decide the matter. The ques- 
tion was referred to the Attorney General, 
but he did not decide, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would lead us to suppose. I 
do not know what his final decision was. His 
first decision was contrary to the President’s 
proclamation. 

Mr. BANKS. That is the fact. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. May I ask the gen- 
tleman a question there? 

Mr. L. MYERS, Let me finish my state- 
ment, and I will then, if I have time, answer 
any question which may be put to me. I 
know what I am speaking of. From the 
Attorney General it went to the President, 
and the President issued his proclamation of 
May, 1869, in which he declared that this law 
should be enforced. 

Mr. BANKS. It was submitted to the Cab- 
inet. 

Mr. L. MYERS. It was submitted, as I 
understand, to the Cabinct, and adopted by 
them. But those were the earlier stages, and 
although we may perhaps be talking here a 
little out of order, I have thought this history 
may not be uninteresting. The President’s 
proclamation, following up what had been done 
by Congress, declared that eight hours should 
be a day’s labor in the Government employ, 
and that no deduction should be made on that 
account from the pay of the laborer. The 
proclamation did not make itany more the law 
than it was before, or any less; ifthe procla- 
mation was wrong we had the right to revise 
it. But it has been acquiesced in as law. 

Now, we appropriated in those years to pay 
the men who labored under the Government ; 
and it appears that we did not appropriate 
enough. In certain places we deducted one 
fifth of their wages per day from the men, 
but only in certain places, certain navy-yards, 
and certain arsenals. From that time forward 
all the men were paid as Congress intended ; 
but between the date of the passage of the act 
and the date of the President’s proclamation, 
certain men had deductions made from their 
wages. Now, if it was proper under the law 
to appropriate in those years the pay for ten 
hours, and if it was proper toappropriate that 
for certain navy-yards and arsenals under the 
eight-hour law, then it is proper to do so for 
all. If we find certain sums omitted, it is 
proper that a deficiency bill shall include 
them. This is a deficiency bill, and in this 
deficiency bill we propose to pay to those men 
who have had the amounts deducted from 
them the deficiency which should have been 
appropriated originally. 


I have said enough, I think, to show that 
the point of order is illtaken, Weappropriated 
for some of the men at the eight hours’ rate, 
and for others we forgot or omitted or declined 
to doit. And now we propose to do it ina 
deficiency bill, where it is right and proper 
such an appropriation should be made. I 
desire. to add just. one remark, and that is, 
that when the Secretary of the Navy saw these 
men who made the appeal to him it was prom- 
ised distinctly that, if the Attorney General or 
the President should decide in their favor, 
they should be paid the back amount deducted 
from them. That is the history of the case, 
and I think it is of some importance ‘that, it 
should have been given as bearing upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will rule on 
the point of order. It appears to’the Chair 
that, as the law in force during the period 
covered by this proposed amendment author- 
ized and required the payment of a day's 
wages for eight hours’ labor, if workmen em- 
ployed by the Government have been paid but 
a part, say cight-tenths of what was due them 
according to law, there is needed no new legis- 
lation other than an appropriation to author- 
ize the payment of the remainder. The Chair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to oppose the amendment. It has been 
conceded that a portion of these men on all 
the public works did work ten hours a day. I 
know that was the case with’ some works in 
my neighborhood. There the men or a por- 
tion of them worked ten hours, and received 
their day’s pay for ten hours’ work. If this 
amendment should prevail, you will pay a por- 
tion of the men who worked only eight hours as 
much wages as you pay to those who worked ten. 

The law provides that the Government shall 
pay the men on the public works wages corre- 
sponding to those received by the like mechan- 
ics outside. Now, stone-cutters, for instance, 
were working outside ten hours a day, for 
four or five dollars, as the case may be. Well, 
we prescribe by law that eight hours shall be 
a day's work for the Government workmen. 
If you pay for eight hours’ work as much wages 
as you before paid for ten, you are not paying 
the same wages as are paid to workmen out- 
side; you are paying one fifth more. ; 

I say, sir, there never was a more mischiev- 
ous act passed than that of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] There never 
was an act passed more mischievous in its 
character, or more calculated to create dissat- 
isfaction and demagogism in this country than 
that act of four or five lines emanating from 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. Why? 
Because it made a day’s work on the public 
works in every place, where men work the 
least and play the most, a day’s work of less 
hours than where private men hired mechanics 
in the same manner and of the same ability, 
thus creating a distinction between mechanics 
working for the United States Government and 
those working either for States or for individ- 
uals. Any such legislation as that is most 
mischievous. 

Now, I understand that this simple little 
amendment offered by the gentleman from. 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will take out. of 
the Treasury of the United States over four 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me correct the gentle- 
man. This is the truth. The Treasury has 
got out of a portion of the laborers employed 
by the Government, by taking two hours of 
their pay, over four hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the gentleman 
can correct my statement, let him do so. 

Mr. DAWES. I will. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In what respect? 

Mr. DAWES. The amount which the Treas- 
ury by this erroneous construction has got out 
of the Governmeat’s. own laborers and-em- 
ployés is $450,000. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. I thought the gen- 
tleman- rose to correct me. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, I did. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I said that this 
amendment will take over four hundred thou- 
sand dollars out of the Treasury, and he says 
it will amount to $450,000. 

“Mr. DAWES.. Itis $450,000 that the Gov- 

ernment of the United States now holds of 

the wages of these poor men. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have paid to a 
large number of men only the same wages 
precisely that were paid to the eight-hour men 
and who did ten hours’ work every day. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman is mistaken 
there. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We pay Peter five 
dollars a day for ten hours’ work, but the law 
requires us to pay Paul ten dollars a day for 
eight hours’ work of the same kind. This is 
an outrage, and you know it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. 

The argument of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] proceeds, as it seems 
to.me, upon a total misconception of the 
points which this law presents, and a total 
ignorance of the history of this very important 
question in political economy and in social 
affairs. Somewhere there is a limit at which 
the highest degree of production from a day’s 
work stops. Formerly workmen worked 
eighteen hours a day. Gradually the day’s 
work has been teduced to sixteen, fourteen, 
twelve, and ter hours. The workingmen of 
the country claim that in a large number of 
employments the work can be reduced to 
eight hours a day without any diminution of 
production, They asked the Government to 
try that experiment for their relief, at the pub- 
lic risk, and, sir, the Government has tried 
that experiment in the arsenal at Springfield, 
in the district of my colleague. The result has 
shown, as proved by recent reports of. the 

: foremen: off Springfield armory, that eight 
hours’ labor a day will produce, year in and 
year out, from skilled and industrious labor- 
ers in that branch of mechanical employment, 
more product to the Government than the ten 
hours’ system did. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then a six-hours, 
system would produce still more. 

Mr. HOAR. I decline to be interrupted. 
Of course there is a limit somewhere. ‘he 
House has called. upon the Secretary of War 

-< for the reports of the foremen in the Spring- 
field armory, and those reports will show that 
although you can carry this thing down too 
far, yet that you have not yet reached the 
proper level of diminution in a day’s work 
when you reduce the day’s work from ten 
hours to eight hours. It is not therefore pay- 
ing A as much for eight hours’ work as you 
pay B for ten; it is paying A for the same 
results accomplished by him in eight hours as 
formerly in other days took sixteen or eighteen 
hours to accomplish. 

Now, sir, it 1s little which the laborers ask 
of ‘the Government, when they ask that in 
their employment at the public charge this 
experiment should be honestly and faithfully 
tried. : 

Mr. DAWES. A singleword. While what 

my colleague [Mr. Hoar] has said is trne—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to in- 
guire of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] whether he thinks it is good 
policy for the General Government to estab- 
lish a system of hours of labor different from 
that established by private individuals, or by 
the States? 

Mr HOAR. I think itis good policy for 
the General Government to establish the best 
system. And when the laborers of the coun- 
try ask of us that we shall give them what they 
can get from private establishments, I think it 
is good policy for us to give a generous and 
fair trial to the experiment. 


Mr, FARNSWORTH. The State of Hli- | 


nois has tried this eight-hour system, and it 
has proved a failure. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is a question 
whether it is good policy on the part of the 
General Government to establish a different 
system of labor from that which is established 
in the States. ~ 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is good policy to 
establish the best system of labor. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say only a word. 
While what my colleague [Mr. Hoar] says 
about the beneficial effect of this law is all 
true, and it is a boon to the laborer, yet in 
this case the laborer does not ask for any 
boon; he asks simply for his rights, for his 
day’s wages as the law fixes them. And I 
want to correct my friend from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farnswort,] who says that in some public 
works they labor ten hours for a day’s work. 
That is a mistake; they labor eight hours for 
a day’s work, and then they work two hours 
extra, for which they receive extra compen- 
sation, But while this rule was held they 
were cut down; they were neither permitted 
to work ten hours a day nor to be paid a fall 
day’s wages for eight hours’ work. 

My friend wants to know if it is proper to 
establish this policy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. JI wanthim to remember that the 
policy is already established, and that here are 
a lot of laborers who have lost one fifth of their 
daily wages, and the Government has put it 
into the Treasury, The fact that it amounts 
to $450,000, and that we have obtained it 
from the day’s wages of these employés, is 
no reason why this appropriation should not 
be passed, but it is a reason why it should be 
passed. The factthat we have taken this from 
the laborer by an erroneous construction of 
the law is a reason why we should make haste 
to correct the mistake. I am sorry it is so 
much. But it isa poor argument to say that 
because by this erroneous construction of the 
law we have got $450,000 from these day 
laborers, therefore, that is a reason why we 
shall hold on to it. Yet that is the argument 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the pending proposition which I think 
is germane. I send it to the Clerk’s desk, and 
ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

That the sum necessary to pay, in conformity with 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to the soldiers who were mustered into the 
service of the United States for three years between 
the 4th day of May and the 22d day of July, 1861, 
and who were honorably discharged and not enti- 
tled to such bounty under existing laws, and to the 
widows and children, in the order named, of such 
as are deceased, the bounty of $100 contemplated in 
the President’s proclamation of May 3, 186], and 
ordors of the War Department of May, 1861, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order 
that this is not germane to the pending propo- 
sition. It will be in order after this has been 
disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It involves the same prin- 
ciple as does the pending proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. I know it does, but it is an 
entirely different subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is compensation for ser- 
vices rendered. 

Mr. DAWES. I know that; but the rule 
says there shall not be two separate, distinct 
subjects in one proposition. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. If we pass this as a sep- 


arate measure in conformity with the decision: 


of the Supreme Court 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the proposition of thegentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hotman] is not germane to the pending 
proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chair- 
man, when this day’s debate began. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. . 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the formal amend- 
ment. - 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I renew 
it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to say 
that we commenced this day’s discussion by 
debating the question whether we should give 
to a large corporation property worth a mil- 
lion and a half or two million dollars for the 
benefit of commerce, upon the ground that it 
was necessary the Government should give this 
aid to capital in trying an experiment. Cap- 
ital has heretofore worked men thirteen, four- 
teen, and sometimes sixteen hours a day: I. 
can remember when the mills of New England 
ran fourteen hours a day. That condition of 
things has been gradually ameliorated. But 
capital is thus far unwilling to try the great 
experiment of make eight hours a day’s work. 
They want assistance in this direction from the 
General Government precisely as commerce 
wants assistance; precisély as the Pacific rail- 
roads want assistance; precisely as any great 
experiment in which the cupidity of capital 
comes in needs assistance from the General 
Government. The Congress of the United 
States, with more or less wisdom, which we 
need not now discuss, passed a law providing 
that the experiment of eight hours for a day’s 
labor should be tried in the Government work- 
shops, where the statistics could be ascertained 
as to what was done in comparison with the 
old system, where the whole question could be 
determined for the benefit of capital and labor. 
That system was inaugurated by the Gov- 
ernment, but through some mistakes, some 
misapprehensions, some little want of clear- 
ness in the law, it was put in force in only a 
portion of the yards and workshops of the 
Government. Under these circumstances, 
after the thing had gone on for some months, 
the President of the United States issued his 
proclamation declaring that eight hours should 
be the rule in all the establishments of the 
Government throughout the country. Weare 
not now considering the question whether that. 
was good policy or not. Congress having 
passed a law to make this experiment for the 
benefit of the laborer, the question now is 
simply whether a portion of the wages of the 
laborer withheld from him under a miscon- 
struction of the law while the experiment was 
being tried, was rightfully withheld. 

Since I have been in thts House I have heard 
very many things about the good faith of the 
Government, about the faith of the Govern- 
ment being pledged to the bondholder and to 
others. Ihave heard many speeches here in 
advocacy of the position that the Government 
should maintain its plighted faith. I now ask 
this committee whether we shall not maintain 
good faith with the laboring man? We said 
that we would try this experiment as to whether 
his condition would be ameliorated by the eight 
hour system; and the question is whether in 
consequence of a misconstruction of that law we 
shall now take $500,000 out of the pockets of 
the laborers while this experiment is being 
tried? - 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to saya single word 
on the question now before the committee, and 
I would particularly call attention to the point 
presented by this amendment. The question 
is not whether the original passage of the eight- 
hour law was wise or unwise. I believe it to 
have been a wise policy and one to be adhered 
to. But that is not the question now before 
the committee. That law is now in force; it 
is recognized by all the departments of the 
Government, ‘There has been no change in 
the law since its original passage in 1868. 
There was a period from the time of its pas- 
sage until the issuing of the President's procla- 
mation when in some of the Government work- 
shops wages were not allowed according to the 
true intent of that law, while in ‘other work- 
shops the full legal pay was allowed. The 
question now is simply whether the law is to 
be enforced, whether laborers in a portion of 
our public works are to receive full pay ac- 
cording to the provisions of the law, while in 
other places laborers for the Government shall 
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not reteive what the law said they should 
receive? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will my colleague 

ermit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Did not workmen at 
Rock Island armory work ten hours a day? 

Mz. HAWLEY. They did. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
wages? 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I know they 
attempted there to pay them by the hour, which 
I thought in violation of the law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It was done. Will 
not the passage of this provision then give the 
men who worked only eight hours a day as 
much wages as those who worked ten hours? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The passage of this pro- 
vision into law will give the men who worked 


eight hours a day the wages to which they are f 


entitled by law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask my colleague 
to answer my question. Will not the effect 
of the passage of this provision be to give the 
men who worked only eight hours a day the 
same compensation as those who worked ten 
hours a day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It certainly will 

Mr. HAWLEY. If men were compelled at 
Rock Island armory to work ten hours a day, 
ought they to be compelled to work ten hours 
a day for the same wages paid to workmen at 
the Springfield armory or at the navy-yard 
here in Washington for only eight hours work? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Were any of these 
men compelled to work ten hours a day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Did you ever hear 
anything of the kind? f 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know. If they 
worked eight hours, they were entitled to pay 
for eight hours’ work; and if they worked ten 
hours, they were entitled to pay for ten hours’ 
work. I do not know on what principle my 
colleague will contend that the men at the 
Rock Island armory, who worked ten hours a 
day, shall only have the same wages as those 
who worked only eight hours a day. There is 
no justice in it. My colleague will not say 
that this should be done because of the con- 
struction put upon the law. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I was at the Rock Island 
works, and at four o’clock one afternoon the 
men were all discharged instantly. In half 
an hour afterward, when I went there, I sawa 
lot of them at work. I asked the superintend- 
ent the reason of it, These men, he said, were 
working extra hours, and were paid for them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that. This 
policy was pursued at the Rock Island armory 
in 1869. It was not so after the President’s 
proclamation was issued. Then they could 
not compel a man to work ten hours as a 
day’s work at the Rock Island armory. They 
did not pretend to do that, because the law 
under the President’s proclamation was imper- 
ative. Before that, however, they made a 
distinction there. Why, then, should the men 
at Rock Island be placed in a different posi- 


tion? 

Mr. PETERS. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois regard, with the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, that a man will do as much work 
in eight nours while in the Government employ- 
ment as in ten hours? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not believe that has 
been decided; but I believe such will be the 
practical effect of the law. 

Mr. PETERS. If that be the effect, why 


then shall we be called upon to pay men who | 


work ten hours more than men who work eight 
hours? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. These men have rendered 
this service to the United States, and they 
ought to be paid accordingly. They have 


At what rate of 
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rendered the service which was required of 
them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
has spoken already three times on this propo- 
sition, and after he has made his fourth speech 
I hope we will have unanimous consent to 
close the debate. : 

Mr. BANKS. I hope not, as I wish to say 
a word. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Very well; after 
the gentleman has concluded, I shall ask unan- 
imous consent to close debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have said little 
on this question, except on the point of order. 
There are some facts connected with it which 
cannot be controverted, and one is that if you 
pass this appropriation you pay as much to the 
man who has worked eight hours as to the man 
who has worked ten hours a day. But my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] pro- 
poses to get over that in this way: by making 
another appropriation of one fifth to the men 
who worked ten hours; so that in some other 
bill you will have to appropriate another 
$450,000 to pay the overwork of the men who 
worked ten hours, in order to put them on an 
equality with the men for whom. this appro- 
priation is sought. For, as my colleague, the 
gentleman from the Kock Island district, [Mr. 
Hawzey,] stated—and I suppose the same 
thing obtains in all the workshops of the Gov- 
ernment—some men continued to work on after 
the expiration of the eight hours, and were paid 
by the hour; the eight-hour men receiving four 
fifthsas much as the men who worked ten hours. 
When the bell rang at the completion of the 
eight hours all knocked off work except those 
who were willing to work two hours more and 
earn another dollar. This appropriation is to 
pay a dollar more to the men who worked 
eight hours, making them equal to the ten- 
hour men. And of course we will next have 
to make the ten-hour equal to the eight-hour 
men by paying them more for their extra 
work, making them equal all round. When 
you have done that the question will still 
arise, what number of hours constitute a day’s 


work? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Has not the law 
decided that eight hours shall be a day’s work? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The law, cf course, 
provided that; but the law at the same time 
provided that men on the Government works 
should receive extra pay if they worked more 
than the eight hours. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
do not complain of the decision of the Chair 
in allowing this amendment, although I think 
it was wrong, clearly wrong. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman should 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and not 
comment upon it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the House 
will vote down this amendment. The reason 
for offering it as an amendment to this bill is 
very evident. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] got hislittle bill through 
to pay these men. 
and there it lingers. And why? Because 
there is an indisposition on the part of the 
Senate to pass that bill. And now itis pro- 
posed to do what the Senate sometimes do 
when they tack an amendment on to the ap- 
propriation, and thus compel the House to 
accept it. You cannot makethe Senate agree 
to the bill separately, and so you put it on an 
appropriation bill, and a deficiency bill at that, 
the money it appropriates being required im- 
mediately for the purpose of carrying on the 
Government; and thus you hope to compel 
the Senate to take what they otherwise would 
not accept. 

Sir, this ig a most mischievous thing. The 
idea that the eleventh-hour man shall receive 
as much wages as the man that has worked all 
day may be good theology, but I do not think 
it is sound political economy. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


It was sent to the Senate, | 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate on this amendment 
shall now be closed. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to address the com- 
mittee for a few minutes on the question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield the five 
minutes to which I am entitled to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Baxxs,] and I 
shall ask that, after he has spoken, debate shall 
be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no 
objection to the proposition to close debate 
after the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Bangs] shall have spoken. 

Mr. SLOCUM and Mr. W. R. ROBERTS 
objected. 

Mr. BANKS. It was a delicate question 
which the Government determined in passing 
the eight-hour law. It was a determination 
of how many hours should constitute a day’s 
work, and what portion of the twenty-four 
hours men were best able to work day after 
day. It was not a question merely involving 
a caleulation as to profit and loss, a question 
of dollars and cents. It is one of those ques- 
tions which haveengaged the consideration of 
thoughtful men for the last three or four hun- 
dred years, since the time passed by when a 
workman was bought and sold with the land 
upon which he lived. It is a question which 
has been considered during those four centu- 
ries, but never got an. effective answer until 
this Government thought it well to determine 
how much of the twenty-four hours should 
constitute a day’s work, taking as the basis of 
the calculation the question how much of a 
man’s daily life it were best to devote to labor. 

This is not a new question with us. In 1840 
Mr. Van Buren and the Congress of that time 
reduced the daily hours of labor from thirteen, 
or fourteen even, to ten, and the result was 
that as much work was done for the Govern-. 
ment in ten hours as previously had been done 
in twelve or fourteen; and it stands upon this 
principle that a man in the course of one year 
and another can do only so much work a day. 
Suppose the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
FarwswortH] should employ a mechanic to 
work twenty hours a day, does he suppose that 
the man would do more work than he could: do 
ifhe worked only fourteen hours a day? Cer- 
tainly not. Because it isimpossible for aman 
to labor twenty hours a day to the full extent 
of his capacity and ability; and therefore it 
follows in the nature of things that to limit 
his time to his capacity is the best thing to do, 


| and that the Government did when it passed 


the eight-hour law. Now it will appear as the 
sequel of this experiment which the Govern- 
ment is making—and let me say that it cannot 
be evaded, for it lies at the very foundation of: 
our social and political system—that as much 
work is done for the Government, as much 
profit made for the Government, as much 
added to the products of the country at large 
under this system as under that from which 
it grants the workingmen of the country an 
escape. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois asked us 
if we wanted to establish one regulation for 
the employés of the Government, and another 
regulation for workingmen not employed by 
the Government. Sir, we do not want that; 
we want everybody to follow the regulation 
established by the Government, because. we 
believe it best both for the employer and ‘the 
employé. Inasmuch as the Government can- 
not admit its employés to a corporation, and 
as it cannot consider the question of profit 
and loss in the execution of its labor, it must 
limit the hours of labor for itself according to 
the capacity of the laborer. That is the only 
rule there can be adopted by the Government, 
but private employers can admit the working- 
men to a share in the profits that result from 
their labor combined with the use of capital, 
and thus by the coöperation of labor and cap- 
ital produce results infinitely more important 
to the country than have ever been produced. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Willthe gentleman 
allow:me to ask him a question? : 

Mr. BANKS. No, not now, if you please ; 
- ab any other time; when the gentleman has 

the floor he may ask. me as many questions as 
he‘pleases. [Laughter.] : 

: {tisa system of coöperation that we want 
to’establish, and the effect of the example of 
the Government is to lead private employers 
in every pursuit of life to adopt a system of 
coöperation which shall admit labor to a par- 
ticipation more or less in the profits of capital. 
Ido not hesitate to say that in my judgment, 
if such a system should be adopted, the indus- 
trial products of the country would within five 
years be doubled. Under that system there 
would be an accord between capital and labor, 
there would be a coöperation between capital 


and labor which has not existed and could not ; 


exist under the old system. 

If the regulation of the Government shall 
lead to this, as we hope will be the case, the 
difference between employés outside the Gov- 
ernment and those within will be removed, 
and we shall have a harmonious system, hon- 
orable to. the country and beneficial to the 
laborer. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that we may now take a vote. 

No objection was made. : 

The question was on Mr. Dawzs’s amend- 
ment to addto the bill the following : 

Src. 2, And be it further enacted, That tho proper 
accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized 
and directed, in the settlement of all accounts 
for the services of laborers, workmen, and mechan- 
ics, employed by or in behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States between the 25th day of 
June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 1869, the 
dato of the proclamation of the Prosident concern- 
ing such pay, to settle and pay for the same, without 
reduction on account of the reduction of the hours 
of labor by said act, and a sufficient sum of money 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose ont of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understanas 
that debate is closed on the amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Debate is closed ; 
but it is in order to move to amend. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I thought it 
was agreed by unanimous consent that we 
should take a vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to add to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachuseits [Mr. Dawes] the following proviso : 

Provided, That other laboring men in the United 
States who work ten hours a day shall not be taxed to 


make up the deficiency to the men who work but 
eight hours a day. 


[ Laughter. J 

The question was put on the amendment 
to the amendment, and there were—ayes 84, 
noes 39. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Dawss’s 
amendment as amended, and being put, there 
were-—-ayes 68, noes 69. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for telllers. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. I want to ask 
where the Davis men are on the opposite side 
of the House. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. [{Laughter.] 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Fanxsworrn were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 45, noes 78. 

So the amendment, as amended, was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now renew my amend- 
ment that I offered a short timesince, to come 
in-at the end of the section. 

. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me suggest 
to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Horman] that 


this is a deficiency bill. His amendment should 
be moved to the miscellaneous appropriation 
bill rather than to this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that my amendment 
may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum necessary to pay, in conformity with 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to all the soldiers who were mustered into 
the service of the United States for three years be- 
tween the 4th day of May and the 22d day of July, 
1861, and who were honorably discharged, and not 
entitled to such bounty by acts of Congress then in 
force, and have not received the same, and to the 
widows and children, in the order named, of such 
as are deceased, the bounty of $100 contemplated in 
the President’s proclamation of May 3, 1861, and 
orders of the War Department of May, 1861, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let it be put in 
the miscellaneous appropriation bill, because 
if itis putin that bill it can be expended dur- 
ing the coming year, and if it is put in this bill 
it will not become a law for a month or two, 
and there could be but little done under it 
during the present fiscal year. 

Mr. HAY. There isa bill before the Military 
Committee in regard to this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A separate bill on this 
subject will get through Congress very slowly. 
This matter has been pending before Congress 
for three years without action. 

Mr. HAY. I agree that this matter should 
be acted upon by Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. LIhope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman make 
a point of order upon it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not. 

Mr. PETERS. I make the point of order 


upon it. 
i Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is too 
ate. 

Mr. PETERS. I understood the gentle- 
man to request that a point of order be made 
on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. PETERS. {make the point of order 
tbat it is new legislation. 

Mr. SLOCUM. There is a bill upon this 
subject before the Military Committee which 
will be reported by them on the next call of 
that committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
not want it here. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I do not want it here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the bill the same as my 
amendment ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I cannot tell; I have not 
had time to consider this amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. Imake the point of order 
that this is new legislation, and appropriating 
money without authority of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule 
according to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States the proclamation of 
the President of the United States was, by a 
subsequentact of Congress, validated and given 
the force of law. If there be debts due by law 
to these soldiers, an appropriation to pay them 
is in order. The Chair, therefore, overrules 
the point of order. 

a DICKEY. Irise to another point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. I make the point of order, 
although I am in favor of this proposition 
properly guarded. My point of order is, that 
under the rule no appropriation can be made 
in general terms and without naming a specifie 
sum or maximum amount to be appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That point of order is too 
late, and besides is entirely technical. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Dicxey.] The Chair would 
suggest to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Horman] that this objection can be readily 
removed. 


Then you do 


® 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
that the committee rise, and report the bill to 
the House. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Before 
that motion is made, I desireto move to amend 
by adding to the bill the following provision: 


That the sum of $450,000, or so much thereof as is 
necessary, be appropriated to pay the laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics in the Government works ac- 
cording to law as defined by the President’s procla- 
mation. 


From the discussion already had, the House 
fully understands this question. This proposi- 
tion stands simply upon the ground of a con- 
tract under the law. Ihope the House will 
sustain it. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. I 
wish to say but a few words in regard to this 
matter. I believe that the majority of the 
members of the House do not look at this 
question as they should. It is simply whether 
we shall fulfill a solemn contract entered into 
by the Government of the United States with 
its workmen, that if they would do a certain 
amount of work the Government would pay 
them a certain sum of money. It is as clear 
and solemn a contract as was ever entered 
into by any Government or any individual. 
By the law to which reference has been made 
the Government made eight hours a day’s 
work. It said to the workman, ‘‘ Go to the 
navy-yards and other public works of the Uni- 
ted States and labor eight hours, and it shall 
be a day’s work, and for that day’s work you 
shall receive a certain specified sum, which shall 
be ascertained by the rules contained in other 
statutes.” Those other statutes provided the 
rate of wages which should be given for a 
day’s work. The men went to work under 
that solemn contract with the Government. 
They performed their portion of that contract ; 
they gave their labor to the Government; and 
the question is, whether the Congress of the 
United States shall stand here to-day and say 
that these workmen shall not receive what the 
laws of the United States provided they should 
receive. 

The present question has nothing to do with 
the principle of the eight-hour law. Iam in 
favor of that principle, although the majority 
of gentlemen on this floor seem not to be. 
But the case presented here is that: the Gov- 
ernment hired these men to do work at rates 
established by law, the work has been per- 
formed, and now the Committee of Appropria- 
tions come before the House and ask that 
money shall be appropriated to pay them. Gen- 
tlemen who vote against this proposition declare 
in effect that men who have labored for the 
Government shall not receive what the Gov- 
ernment itself agreed to pay them for their 
work, That is all there isin this question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to oppose 
the amendment, and I call for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amend- 


ment, 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Burier, of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. FARNSWORTH were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 40, noes 81. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by add- 
ing to the bill the following: 


That the sum of $700,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary to pay in conformity with the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States to 
all the soldiers who were mustered into the service 
of the United States for three years, between the 4th 
day of May and the 22d of July, 1861, and who were 
honorably discharged and not entitled to such bounty 
by actof Congress then in. force, and have not re- 
ceived the same, and to the widows and the chil- 
dren, in the order named,of such as are deceased, the 
bounty of $100 contemplated in the President’s pros 
clamation of May 3, 1861, and orders of the War 
Department of May, 1861, þe, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated. 
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Mr. BOLES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
colored soldiers, enlisted as slaves, the same bounties 
allowed and paid other soldiers enlisted at thesame 
time and for the same term of service, the sum of 
$200,000, 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Horman, there were—ayes 47, noes 83. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. Hormax was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
that the committee rise, and report the bill to 
the House. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no appropriation made by this act shali be 
applied to the payment of any claim against the 
Government for service in the Navy or Army of the 
United States or otherwise, which accrued more 


than twenty-two years prior to the passing of this 
act. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is 
a provision in this bill which appropriates 
$50,000 on the pretense of satisfying some 
Mexican war claims. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That provision 
was struck out of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir, it was not. If 
the gentleman will look to it he will see that 
the $50,000 item is still in the bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. If that provision still re- 
mains in the bill I do not think there will be 
any objection to allowing the gentleman from 
Indiana to move to strike it out in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us take a vote on it 


now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. of Ohio. Ob, no: it 
would be rather awkward for us to go back, 
but I do not believe there will be objection to 
the gentleman making his motion in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Í ask unanimous consent 
to move to go back and strike out that clause. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
men on the other side do not wish to pay Dem- 
ocratic war claims I am sure I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘These are claims belong- 
ing to claims agents, and nothing else. 

Mr. COX. Yes; and owned by Republican 
claims agents. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
going back? 

Mr. ARCHER. I object to going back. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask leave to offer 
the amendment in the House to strike out that 
appropriation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. So far as I am 
concerned, the gentleman may have the oppor- 
tunity to make that motion in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, then, I will 
withdraw the amendment which I have just 


I move to add the follow- 


Is there objection to 


offered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
that the committee rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Ste- 
VENSON reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, aceord- 

“ing to order, had the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly a bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I now ask the gentleman 
to allow me to make my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I promised the 
gentleman from Indiana to yield to him to 
make a motion to strike out, and I now yield 
to him for that purpose. 

Mr, DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 


Ohio to yield to me for the purpose of offering 
this following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2. Be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and 
required, in the settlement of all accounts for the 
services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the 

nited States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, 
the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s 
work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, 
and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the pro- 
clamation of the President concerning such pay, to 
settle and pay forthe same, without reduction on 
account of reduction of hours of labor by said act, 
and a sufficient sum for said purpose is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will not object to my offering that amend- 
ment, so we may have a vote on it in the 


House. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not see 
how I can yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to offer his proposition. We have had 
already more than one vote on it. 

Mr. DAWES. Iappeal to the gentleman to 
let us have a vote on my proposition in the 


House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out from 
the bill the following. 

Te Clerk read as follows: 


For three months’ extra pay to the officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States 
in the war with Mexico, who served out the term 
of their engagement, being a reappropriation of 
this amount, which was carried to the surplus fund 
June 30, 1856, and June 29, 1863, and is now required 
in the settlement of the accounts ponding in the 
office of the Second Auditor, $50,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Inow demand 
the previous question on the bill and amend- 


ments. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move that the House 
adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
88, noes 38. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at four o'clock and fifty-five minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 


ate committees: 
By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Wil- 


l| liam B. Muse, for relief. 


By Mr. BANKS: The memorial of William 
Wood, of Boston, Massachusetts, asking com- 
pensation for false imprisonment by the Gov- 
ernment in May, 1865. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of New York : The memo- 
rial of stove manufacturers of the city of Troy, 
in the State of New York, asking the re- 
moval of all duty on foreign pig iron, as they 
smelt annually more than twenty-five thou- 
sand tons. 

By Mr. CRITCHER: The petition of Cow- 
ardin & Ellyson and 18 other firms in Vir- 
ginia, praying the removal of the tariff on 


type. 

ae Mr. DOX: Several petitions from citi- 
zens of De Kalb county, in the State of Ala- 
bama, who are tax-payers, asking tariff reform. 

Also, several petitions from citizens who are 
tax-payers in Darlington county, South Caro- 
lina, asking tariff reform. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Daniel 
S. Hart and 68 others, of Minnesota, late of 
the Union Army, asking an equalization of 
bounties. 

Also, the petition of W. L. Hawkins and 10 


others, for the same object. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The petition 
of 60 soldiers, asking an equalization of pay by 
an allowance of $8 334 per month, first deduct- 
ing all bounties. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition of 
Valentine Doller and 110 others, citizens 0 


| Put-in-Bay,; Ohio, asking an appropriation for J} 


rhe aaa of the harbor of Port Clinton, 
io. : 

By Mr. LAMISON: The memorial of 
Luther M. Miley, J. H. Daque, Isaac Bailey, 
and 150 others, citizens of Lima, Allen county, 
Ohio, praying the repeal of all protective 
duties, so called, the readjustment of the tariff 
upon strictly revenue principles, and the aboli- 
tion of all duties on coal, salt, and pig iron. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of Sam- 
uel Davis, T. F. Davis, John A. Lewis, John 
A. Leming, William Handy, and 25- others, 
all soldiers in the late war to suppress the 
rebellion, and the war of 1812, praying the 
speedy enactment by Congress of a law pen- 
sioning every soldier, and the widows of such as 
have died, of the war of 1812, and pay $8 838} 
per month bounty to the soldiers of 1861 who 
got no bounty; grant a land warrant, as prom- 
ised by the people, to every soldier who served 
ninety days in the late war to suppress the 
rebellion; and finally, pay the back pensions 
due disabled soldiers of 1861, whose claims 
for back pension have been barred by opera- 
tion of law. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
Joseph Cooke and 19 others, ex-soldiers, and 
citizens of Waynesburg, Pennsylvania, praying 
the equalization of bounties. . 

By Mr. McINTYRE: The memorial of B. 
Pittman and a large number of others, citizens 
of Colquit county, Georgia, praying a modifi- 
cation of existing tariff rates. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of 101 
soldiers of the late war, asking an equalization 
of bounties and the passage of additional laws 
granting bounties. 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition of 
citizens of Utica, New York, for the removal 
of the duty on pig iron. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Joseph 
H. Osborn and 50 others, for a modification 
of the tariff to a revenue standard, and for the 
repeal of the duties on salt, coal, and pig iron. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of William T. McCullough, of Jones county, 
Georgia, asking the removal of his political 
disabilities. , 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Frederick 
B. Didier, heir of Thomas Tenant, deceased, 
praying the settlement of the French spoliation 
claims. . : 

By Mr. VOORHEES: The petition of the 
ladies and officers of the League of the Daugh- 
ters of Cuba, located in the city of New York, 
asking in their own names and in the name of 
their countrymen that the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States grant belligerent right to the insur- 
gents of Cuba. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 7, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. James J. Kanu, chaplain 
United States Navy. i 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. NYE. We want to pass two or three 
little bills this morning, and I therefore move 
to dispense with the further reading of the 
minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the further reading of the 
Journal is dispensed with. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALBANY. 
Mr. FENTON. Task the Senateto indulge 


me for a few minutes in taking up and putting 
on its passage House bill No. 1534. It is 
the same bill that passed. this body at the 
last Congress, and it has now passed the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will the Senator allow us 
to present morning business after the bill: is 
taken up? f 

Mr. FENTON. It will take but a moment 
to dispose of it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
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objection, the bill will be considered as before 
the Senate asin Committee of the Whole; but 
if. Senators. rise with morning business, it can- 
not be considered: i 

"Mr. RAMSEY. I have. no objection. Let 
the Senator. get up his bill. 

-By unanimous. consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1534) to authorize 
the. construction of a fire-proof building at 
Albany, New York. It directs the Secretary 
of. the Treasury to cause to be constructed a 
fire-proof building at Albany, New York, on 
a central and suitable site, to be donated to 
the United States by the city or citizens of 
Albany, suitable for the accommodation of 
the custom-house, post office, United States 
circuit and district courts, and internal reve- 
nue offices in that city, at a cost not exceed- 
ing the sum of $850,000; and before com- 
mencing work on that building he is to cause 
plans and estimates to be made therefor, so 
that no expenditure shall be made or author- 
ized therefor exceeding the sum appropri- 
ated; the building to be constructed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
but no money which may be hereafter appropri- 
ated for this purpose is to be used or applied to 
the erection of the building until a valid title to 
thé site thereof shall be vested in the United 
States; and until the State of New York shall 
cede its jurisdiction over it, and shall also duly 
release and relinquish to the United States 
the right to tax or in any way assess the site 
and the property of the United States that 
may be thereon during the time that the 
United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senate to indulge 
ine in taking up a similar bill for the city of 
St. Louis. It is House bill No. 619. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating 
money for the purchase of a suitable site, and 
erecting a building thereon, in the city of St. 
Louis, Missouri, to be used for the purposes 
of a custom-house, post office, and other Fed- 
eral offices. The bill proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase, at a 
private sale, or by condemnation in pursuance 
of the statutes of the State of Missouri, a suit- 
able lot in the city of St. Louis, for the pur- 
pose of erecting thereon a building, to be used 
tor the purposes of a custom-house, post office, 
United States court, and other Federal offices, 
and appropriates the sum of $250,000, or so 
much thereof as may be found necessary for the 

urchase of the lot; and the sum of $300,000 

eretofore appropriated by an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1871, and for other purposes,’’ 
and extended by an act entitled ‘‘Anact making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the civil service of the year 
ending June 80, 1871, and for additional appro- 
priations for the service of the year ending 
June 30, 1872, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved April 20, 1871, is to be applied toward 
the erection of the building. The Secretary 
of the Treasury is to cause proper plans and 
estimates to be made; but no expenditure is 
to be made or authorized for the construction 
of the building until a valid title to the land 
for the site of the building shall be vested in 
the United States, and until the State of Mis- 
souri shall cede its jurisdiction over the site, 
and shall also duly release and relinquish to 
the United States the right to tax or in any 
way assess the site, or the property of the 
United States that may be thereon, during the 
time that the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof; but no expenditure is to 


be made or authorized for the full completion 
of the building exceeding $2,000,000. Allacts 
conflicting with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported the bill with amendments, 
which were, in line thirty-five, after the word 
“ authorized,” to insert the words ‘for the 
site exceeding $500,000, nor ;’’ in line thirty- 
seven, after the word ‘‘ building,’’ to insert 
the words “ and site;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word “ million,’’ to insert the words 
t two hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so that 
the proviso will read: 

Provided, That no expenditure shall be made or 
authorized for the site exceeding $500,000, nor for 


thefull completion of said building and site exceed- 
ing $2,250,000. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed, and the bill read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARTFORD. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I desire to make 
the same request in regard to House bill No. 
1539, for the erection of a public building at 
Hartford, Connecticut. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will merely 
say that the building at Hartford is said by the 
Department to be of the most pressing neces- 
sity of any building recommended by the vari- 
ous Executive Departments. 

Mr. COLE. I do not rise to object. I have 
objected several times to these bills. The 
Senate has once overruled me, and I shall not 
object again. But before we go much further 
in this direction, as these bills are making 
a very considerable encroachment upon the 
the Treasury, I should like to know from the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds how large a list of these 
appropriations may be expected, because they 
are likely now all to go through. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say to 
the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that we have not finally discussed the 
question, but so far as I can judge from any 
indications in the committee we have got about 
to the end of all we propose to do at the 
present session. 

Mr. COLE. That is a very acceptable 
report, I think, to the Senate and the country. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I hope the Senate 
will take up and act upon this bill at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1539) to provide for 
a building for the use of the post office, cus- 
tom-house, pension office, United States cir- 
cuit and district courts, and internal revenue 
offices at Hartford, Connecticut. The bill 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
to be constructed a suitable building, fire- 
proof, at Hartford, Connecticut, for the ac- 
commodation of the custom-house, post office, 
pension office, United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts, and internal revenue offices, at 
a cost not exceeding $300,000; the build- 
ing to be constructed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who is to 
cause proper plans and estimates to be made, 
so that no expenditure shall be made or 
authorized for the full completion of the 
building beyond the sum of $300,000; but 
no money which may hereafter be appropri- 
ated is to be used or expended for the pur- 
pose mentioned until a valid title to the 
land for the site of such building, which it 
is understood the city of Hartford proposes 
to donate, shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Connecticut 
shall cede its jurisdiction over the same, and 
also duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in any way assess 
the site, or the property of the United States 
that may be thereon during the time that the 


United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof. . 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported the bill with an amend- 
ment in line five, to strike out the word ‘‘ fire- 


proof,” and in lines nine and ten to insert 


the words ‘‘ with a fire-proof vault extending 
to each story.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to: 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered. that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LITTLE ROCK. 


Mr. RICE. I ask a simular indulgence 
for Senate bill No. 382. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas asks a simular indulgence in regard 
to the bill providing for a public building at 
Little Rock. The Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Seewcer] has risen with morning busi- 
ness apparently, 

Mr. RICE. I hope the Senator will allow 
this bill to' go through. It is simular to those 
just passed, and has been reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPENCER. If it does not take any 
time I will yield. : 

Mr. RICK. It will not take any time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 882) to provide for a 
building for the use of the Federal courts, 
post office, internal revenue, and other civil 
offices in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is directed by 
the bill to purchase a site for, and cause to be 
constructed, a suitable building, fire-proof, at 
the city of Little Rock, for the accommodation 
of the United States circuitand district courts, 
post office, internal revenue, and other Gov- 
ernment offices; and for this purpose it appro- 
priates $250,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
is to cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, so that no expenditure shall be made 
or authorized for the full completion of the 
building and payment for the site beyond the 
amount appropriated, 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported the bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was in line five, to 
strike out the words ‘‘fire-proof’’ and insert 
‘with a fire-proof vault extending to each 
story.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines ten and 
eleven, to reduce the appropriation from 
$250,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. ' 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RALEIGH. 


Mr. POOL. Iask asimilar indulgence for 
Senate bill No. 467, providing for the erection 
of a public building in Raleigh, North Caro- 


lina. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think that 
has not been reported. 

p POOL. It has been reported favor- 
ably. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwas reported 
on the áth of March with amendments. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 467) to provide for the 
erection of a building suitable for the use of 
the United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, North 
Carolina. Itdirectsthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to cause to be erected a suitable building 
at Raleigh, in the State of North Carolina, for 
the use and accommodation of the courts of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ver 


the United States, post office, and other offices 
of the Government, and appropriates $100,000, 
to bo expended under the direction of the Sec- 
rotary of the Treasury, who is to cause proper 
plans and estimates to be made, so that the 
whole expenditure for the erection and comple- 
tion of the building shall not. exceed $200,000. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported the bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was in line five, after 
the word *‘ building,’ to insert the words ‘‘ with 
a fire-proof vault extending to each story.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines thirteen 
and fourteen, after the word ‘exceed,’’ to 
strike out ‘* $200,000” and insert ‘ the sum 
hereby appropriated.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Alabama has morning business and declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions must 
first be received, however. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented five 
petitions of citizens of Michigan, praying that 
the Chicago relief bill may not pass with any 
provision for the remission of the duties on 
amber which were ordered to lie on the 
table. f 

Mr. RAMSEY presented additional papers 
relating to the application of Samson W. Fry 
for additional bounty; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Albany, New York, merchants, deal- 
ers in tea and coffee, praying that if the law 
abolishing or reducing duties on tea and coffee 
shall pass, at least ninety days’ time be granted 
before the same shall take effect, so that all 
may be prepared alike to meet the change; 
which was referred to the Committee on 

_ Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Troy, New York, praying thatif the bill for 
the repeal of the duties on tea and coffee should 
become a law, it shall not take effect for at 
least ninety days after its enactment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Buffalo, New York, merchants, dealers in tea 
and coffee, praying that if the law abolishing or 
reducing duties on tea and coffee shall pass, 
at least ninety days’ time be granted before 
ihe same shall tale effect, so that all may be 
prepared alike to meet the change; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two memorials of citizens 
of Onondaga county, New York, remonstrating 
against the reduction of the duties upon foreign 
salt; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. FENTON. I present also a petition 
from citizens of Onondaga county, New York, 
who after stating that our own country is right- 
fully entitled to perform the mechanical and 
other work required to supply the national 
demand for labor, ask at the hands of their 
Representatives such legislation with refer- 
ence to the tariff as will secure to them, as far 
as possible, the complete monopoly of the 
labor of the country. This petition I think 
should also go to the Committee on Finance, 
and I move its reference to that committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented additional papers 
relating to the claim of Anna Peale, daugh- 
ter of Franklin Peale, for remuneration for 
certain services of her father; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of | 


Juniata county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of a special act granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, late private, unassigned, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT. I also present two petitions 
signed by a number of persons, citizens of- 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Kentucky, 
and Indiana, interested either as transporters 
upon the waters of the Ohio river or as con- 
sumers of the commodities thus transported. 
They call attention to a report of the engin- 
eer’s department made at the late special ses- 
sion of the present Congress and printed in 
Executive Document No. 1, relating to the 
damaging character of the bridge at Steuben- 
ville, as it affects the interests of navigation, 
and praying for that relief from the bridge of 
which they complain recommended by the 
official organ of the Government appointed 
for the special purpose of inquiring into the 
subject-matter of thcir complaint, the results 
of whose investigations, with the requisite 
remedy for the wrong, they ascertained are 
fally set forth in that report. I move the ref- 
erence of these petitions to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. Ialso presenta petition signed 
by a number of citizens of Alleghany county, 
Pennsylvania, who are interested in the trans- 
portation business upon the Ohio river, and 
set out that for the purpose of preventing an 
obstruction to the navigation by the erection 
under the law of the Parkersburg bridge, they 
contributed some $80,000 for the purpose of 
procuring an extension of the span of that 
bridge. They furnish with this petition the 
evidence that they did pay that amount of 
money, and ask that it be reimbursed to the 
individuals who paid it. I presented some 
time ago a similar petition, which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; and I move 
that this petition, with the accompanying evi- 
dence, be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. OSBORN presented the memorial of 
W. H. Gleason, asking that a light-house be 
constructed at the harbor of Punta Kassa, on 
Sanibel island, Florida, and giving statistics 
of a portion of the commerce of that harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a petition of 
female employés in the model room of the 
Patent Office, praying increase of pay to sev- 
enty-five dollars per month; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that a bounty of $100 
be allowed to those who served in the late 
war and who were honorably discharged before 
or after the expiration of two years of their 
enlistment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military A fairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present a memorial 
of the National Board of Trade representing 
some forty or fifty different Boards of Trade 
throughout the United States in all of the 
large cities of the United States. These 
memorialists ask that Congress pass a law at 
its present session authorizing American cit- 
izens to purchase foreign-built ships, and to 
register them for service under the Amer- 
ican flag in our foreign maritime commerce ; 
and also, as a low cost of maintenance is no 
less necessary than a low cost of construc- 
tion, that all articles of foreign product needed 
for subsistence on board vessels engaged in 
foreign trade, or in the sailing or repairing of 
steamships or sailing-vessels, may be with- 
drawn free of duty from bonded warehouses, 
and divers and sundry other things. I move 
that the memorial be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
citizens of Pennsylvania concerning the in- 


justice of the present method of assessing the 
tax on distilleries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of anthracite 
coal miners. of Pennsylvania, praying that the 
duty on bituminous coal may be allowed to 
remain at $1 50 per ton, and pointing out the 
reasons which urge them to make this appeal 
for the protection of their fellow-miners; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. i 

RAILROAD MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 


Mr. CAMERON. While Iam on my feet, 
I desire to present a telegram which I received 
last night of a somewhat personal nature ; and 
I ask to have it read, so that it may appear in 
the Globe. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New Yor, March 6, 1872, 9.10 p. m. 
Allow me to thank you for prompt response on 
my behalf to a circular read in Senate to-day at the 
instance of Senator MORRILL, of Vermont. No such 
use of my name was ever authorized. I heard of it 
in Washington in January last, and called upon 
Mr. Smith for explanation, when he assured me that 
no such application had been or would be presented 
to either House of Congress. 
THOMAS A. SCOTT. 
Hon. SIMON Cameron, United States Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that this telegram 
lie on the table, with the paper which was 
presented yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 


Mr. AMES. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
580) to provide for the disposition of that por- 
tion of the military reservation at Fort Rip- 
ley, Minnesota, which lies east of the Missis- 
sippi river, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and direct me to report it back without 
amendment and recommend its passage, and 
I ask that it be considered at the present time. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is very brief. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of War to transfer to the custody 
and control of the Secretary of the Interior, 
for dispesition according to the existing laws 
of the United States relating to the public 
lands, such portions of the reservation at Fort 
Ripley, in the State of Minnesota, lying east 
of the Mississippi river, as may no longer be 
required for military purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CHANGE OF VESSELS NAMES, 


Mr. SPENCER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 685) to change the name of the pleasure- 
yacht Lois to thatof Sea- Witch, have instructed 
me to report it back with an amendment and 
recommend its passage. I ask that it be con- 
sidered at the present time. 

By unanimous-consent, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merce was to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
is hereby, authorized to change the name of the yacht 
William M. Tweed, owned by A. B. Stockwell, of 
the city of New York, to that of Julia, and grant 
said yacht registry in said name. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third: time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘ʻA 
bill to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Lois to that of Sea- Witch, and that of Wil- 
liam M. Tweed to that of Julia.” 

PRESIDIO RESERVATION, 


Mr. COLE. I should like to call up Sen- 
ate bill No. 310, in relation to the Presidio 
reservation at San Francisco. ; - 
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~The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order, but the Senator from 
poe asks unanimous consent to call up 
a bill. ° 
Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont who sits beside me [Mr. Epmunps] has 
frequently called the attention of the Senate 
to that bill, and I should not like to have it 
proceeded with in his absence. I know he 
takes.an interest in it, and spoke to me about 
it. _I feel under the necessity of objecting 
until he is in his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order, 


DEPOSITS OF SOLDIERS. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the bill (S. No. 448) to establish a 
system of deposits, to prevent desertion, and 
elevate the condition of the rank and file of 
the Army. I should be glad to get this bill 
through. It is very brief. ; 

The bill was read. It provides that any 
enlisted man of the Army may deposit his 
savings, in sums of not less than five dollars, 
with any Army paymaster, who shall furnish 
him a check-book, in which shall be entered 
the name of the paymaster and of the soldier, 
and the amount, date, and place of such 
deposit. The money so deposited shall be ac- 
counted for in the same manner as other public 
funds, and shall pass to the credit of the appro- 
priation for the pay of the Army, and shall 
not be subject to forfeiture by sentence of 
court-martial, but shall be forfeited by deser- 
tion, and shall not be permitted to be paid 
until final payment or discharge, or to the 
heirs of a deceased soldier. For any sums of 
not less than fifty dollars so deposited for the 
period of six months, or longer, the soldier, 
on his final discharge, is to be paid interest 
at the rate of four per cent. per annum. ‘The 
money value of all clothing overdrawn by the 
soldier beyond his allowance is to be charged 
against him, every six months, on the muster- 
roll of his company, or on his final statements 
if sooner discharged. The amount due him 
for clothing, he having drawn less than his 
allowance, is not to be paid to him’ until his 
final discharge from the service. 

Mr. POMEROY. T wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts for a 
moment. Ias he considered the amount of 
labor he is putting on the paymasters without 
any further compensation? Besides, the bill 
obliges the paymaster to furnish a check-book. 
He bas to do that out of his own funds, so far 
as this bill is concerned. Now, suppose there 
are one hundred thousand soldiers; the pay- 
masters have to provide one hundred thousand 
check-books, and then to keep these accounts 
and have these savings banks without compen- 
sation, it seems to me. 

Mr. WILSON. I will simply say, in reply 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Kansas, that we have about, twenty-five thou- 
sand soldiers. A few hundred of them will 
probably make these deposits, We had a sys- 
tem of this kind once, but it was broken up 
by a law we passed to have the money turned 
over into the Treasury. This bill has the 
approval of the pay department of the Army, 
who are earnestly for it, andthe War Depart- 
ment believe it to be a measure that will be 
for the benefit of the soldiers, to keep them 
from spending their money and deserting. 
We had eight or ten thousand desertions last 
year. I believe it is one of the best measures 
we can devise. As to the paymasters, we pay 
them well, and if we impose a little addi- 
tional duty on them for the good of the Army, 
Ido not think my friend from Kansas ought 
to object to it, and Iam sure he is the last 
man that will. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts one question. I 
understand the bill authorizes soldiers to 
- deposit their money with paymasters. I desire 
` to: know whether the bond of the paymaster 


will cover any defaleation that will occur in 
this respect. The bonds given must be strictly 
construed; and what I want to ascertain is 
whether there is any sufficient bond executed 
by the paymaster to reach him in case he 
defaults in reference to these moneys. 

‘Mr. WILSON. The pay department think 
there is no difficulty in the case at all, and so 
does the War Department. Both strongly 
recommend it as a measure for the good of the 
Army in every respect, and I see no objection 
to it in the world, and did not suppose there 
was a man in Congress or out of Congress in 
this nation who would oppose it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt of 
the measure being a proper one, provided the 
bond of the paymaster will be responsible in 
case he defaults in accounting properly for 
these moneys; but on that point I am not 
satisfied, and that was the reason of my 
inquiry. 

Mr. COLE. I inquire if this bill increases 
the compensation of paymasters? 

Mr. WILSON. Not at all. 

Mr. COLE. I think it is a most excellent 
measure, and is altogether in the interest of the 
soldiers, who, as we are all aware, have nota 
very good faculty of taking care of their means; 
and if this is a ready place of deposit I am 
sure they will save their means, and it will be 
of great advantage to them, and prevent deser- 
tions. 

Mr. CORBETT. I would suggesta change 
in the fifth line of the first section. Iseeit says 
“check-book.”? Iwould change that to “ book 
of deposit,” a book in which shall be entered 
the deposits.. A check-book is simply to draw 
checks. I think that is a mistake. 

a WILSON. I have no objection to that 
change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The amendment of the 
Senator from Oregon will be reported. 

The Secretary. Lhe proposed amend- 
ment is in line five, section one, to strike out 
the word ‘‘ check” and insert ‘‘ deposit; ’’ so 
as to read ‘‘ deposit-book.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would sug- 
gest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
after the word ‘heirs’? he insert “or repre- 
sentatives,’’ so as to cover the soldier’s exec- 
utor or administrator. It is now only to be 
paid to his heirs in the event of his death. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave no objection to the 
change. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Another thing 
I would suggest, which is much more import- 
ant, that this deposit should be exempt from 
liability for his debts. Let that be inserted in 
the first section. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not satisfied as 
to whether the bond executed by the paymas- 
ter would cover a case of this character. The 
bonds of public officers, like all other bonds, 
must be construed strictly. Now, if we pass 
this law authorizing deposits with paymasters 
of the funds of the soldiers, the question which 
I want to know is whether the bonds they have 
now executed will reach a case of that kind. 
Can we, in other words, increase the pecu- 
niary liability of parties on official bonds by an 
act passed subsequent to the date when those 
bonds were executed? Can we impose any 
enlarged condition on the sureties? Unless 
that is the case, unless the Government can 
be secured in the bonds given by paymasters, I 
think it would be very unsafe to pass the bill. 
I have no question the measure is a proper 
one, provided the Government is properly 
secured. On that point I should like inform- 
ation. 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator 
from Delaware that I prepared this bill for 
the purpose of trying to prevent desertions in 
our Army, which are frightfally large, costing 
the Government a vast amount of money and 
demoralizing the Army. Until we passed a 
law which required all the money at the end 


of the year to be paidinto the Treasury, these 
moneys were received by paymasters. These 
moneys now go often into the hands of officers 
of the Army; sometimes they are lost. It was 
thought that if we made paymasters responsi- 
ble, and paid a small interest, it would have a 
tendency, a strong tendency, to encourage men 
to save their money, and when they had money 
deposited with the Government to be forfeited 
by desertion they would not be likely to desert. 

As to this question of liability, the pay 
department believe that there is no difficulty 
in the case whatever. I have not the slightest 
idea there is any difficulty about it at all. The 
War Department see no difficulty in the case. 
Ido not believe there is any whatever. 

We propose to increase the pay of the men 
of the Army this year. Ido not see how that 
is going to affect the bondsmen of paymasters. 
Ido hope the bill will pass. I believe it a 
measure that will have a tendency to save 
money to the Government in the first place, 
and in the next place, to encourage soldiers to 
be careful of their money, to be respectable 
men. I think it will have a tendency to pre- 
vent their desertion, and I do, therefore, hope 
there will be no opposition. I accept the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are 
two bills here, one with an amendment, and 
one without.an amendment. : 

Mr. WILSON. I sent to the Chair the one 
that had an additional section to be added. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
mentof the Committee on Military Affairs will 
now be reported. 

The Secretary. The proposed amendment 
is to insert the following as an additional sec- 
tion: 

Sec. 5. That the amount of deposits and clothing 
balances accumulated to the soldier’s credit under 
the provisions of sections one and three of this act 
shall, when payableto the soldier upon his discharge, 


be paid out of the appropriation for the ** pay of the 
Army” for the then current fiscal year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. This is a matter which 
depends so much upon professional knowledge 
and experience such as the military authori- 
ties and military men have, that I feel very 
diffident about making even a suggestion in 
regard to it. Of course, in so far as it isa 
measure for the benefit of soldiers, and likely 
to deter them from desertion, everybody must 
feel with the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
venture, however, to make a suggestion to 
him. 

One provision of the bill is that money 
in sums of not less than five dollars shall be 
deposited with the paymaster, who shall issue 
a bank-book to each man, and then upon ali 
sums over fifty dollars interest of four per 
cent. shall bedrawn. It would strike one who 
knows no more about this than I do, and who 
would naturally compare it with transactions 
which occur among civilians, that inasmuch 
as wherever a paymaster is stationed—and I 
mean now to except the case of paymasters 
traveling in the field—there are in all such 
places savings banks, where a better rate of 
interest than this is paid, and also private bor- 
rowers, who pay a better rate of interest, it 
would be but a small benefit in such cases 
to the soldier. Of course, the money is to 
remain on deposit; it is to be used so that 
the Government holding the money unem- 
ployed is to pay four per cent. interest upon 
it. “If that were the only way for the soldier 
to receive four per cent. it would be an addi- 
tion of so much to his pay in consideration 
of the benefits to result from it, and nobody 
ought to object to that. But I submit to the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether it is a 
good arrangement for the Government to pay 
interest upon unemployed funds, when ir 
most cases the soldier can deposit them with 
equal security in a savings bank, or is at the 
option of selecting any depositary he pleases 
for a longer or shorter time? 

The Senator will answer me by saying, ‘‘ No 
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doubt he may do so; but in many instances 
the paymaster isin the field at a distant point ;”’ 
and there is another set of objections which 
occur tome. Each one of these paymasters 
js to be a walking savings bank. Where does 
he keep his funds? I think the Senator told 
me some time ago in a strong box, or what- 
ever it may be. It would occur to me that 
such an arrangement as this will be likely 
to multiply instances of which we have heard 
go much, and that the case is sufficiently pro- 
vided for by the opportunity of the soldier to 
go to any officer or to any person whom he 
selects himself, somebody whom he may prefer 
to the paymaster, and make loan or deposit 
of his money. 

However, I am not going to vote against 
this bill if the Senator from Massachusetts 
presses it. He understands vastly more 
about it than I do; and I venture only these 
suggestions because this seems to me to be an 
experiment which, unless it has been thought 
of, is pretty hazardous in its character. 

Mr. CORBETT. The former law allowed 
the soldiers to deposit with the paymaster 
any sum of money which they desired, and the 
money was received by the paymaster and was 
placed on his books and reported to the Treas- 
ury as so much money deposited, and was paid 
out to the soldiers like all other money. This 
law a few years ago, by some means, was re- 
pealed, and the soldiers were compelled to take 
back their money. It caused demoralization, 
caused them to desert; and this bill has been 
prepared, as I understand, with a view of simply 
restoring that law, and giving to the soldiers 
four per cent. on the amount they may leave 
with the Government. As the Government 
has to pay others interest to the amount of 
four per cent. at least, it would seem to be just 
to allow the soldiers at least that rate on the 
fands they may accumulate with the Govern- 
ment until they are discharged. The money 
is not to be paid to them until they are dis- 
charged. This bill does not prevent them 
from selecting any other persons and deposit- 
ing their money with them, but simply gives 
paymasters an opportunity to receive this 
money and pay it out like-other money. There 
is no trouble in this bill. It has been prepared, 
I understand, with a great deal of care. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PRATT. Is it in order to make a 
report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, This bill is 
before the Senate by unanimous consent. It 
can be displaced by a call for the regular order. 

Mr. PRATT. Ï call for the regular order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I asked the Senator 
from Massachusetts some time ago whether the 
paymasters would be responsible on their bonds 
for this money deposited with them, and I re- 
ceived no answer but that these bonds were 
properly prepared by the Military Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say to my friend that 
I have looked at the law on that point——- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
being proceeded with by unanimous consent, 
and the Senator from Indiana objects to its fur- 
ther consideration. Reports of committees are 
now in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 895) granting a pension to Hannah Gray, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 495) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Charlotte Barnaby, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Josephine O. Rep- 
sher, praying to be allowed a pension, asked 
to be discharged from_its further considera- 
(ion; which was agreed to. 
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He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Beverly M. 
Botts and others, children and heirs-at-law 
of Johu Minor Botts, of Culpeper county, 
Virginia, praying remuneration tor property 
used and destroyed by United States troops 
during the rebellion, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 760) for the relief 
of Beverly M. Botts, Rosalie S. Lewis, Isabella 
McLean Lewis, and Mary Minor Hoxey, chil- 
dren and heirs-at-law of John Minor Botts, 
deceased. : 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed, — 

_ Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee, on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Melinda Walters, widow of Robert Walters, 
late of the United States Marine corps, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and 
thatthe petitioner have leave to withdraw her 
papers; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of soldiers and citi- 
zeus of New York, praying that pensions be 
granted to women for services rendered in the 
military hospitals, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of survivors of the 
war of 1812, praying an amendment to the act 
of February 14, 1871, granting pensions to the 
soldiers of the war of 1812, so that soldiers 
who served fourteen days in that war may be 
allowed a pension, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration ; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Ann M. Mar- 
shall, widow of Captain Patterson Marshall, 
deceased, praying for a pension, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Charles F. Bey- 
land, praying to be allowed a pension, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Jane D. Mum- 
ford, of Massachusetts, praying that a pension 
be granted her for the services of ber son, 
Captain Dudley C. Mumford, who was killed 
in battle at Prospect Hill, Virginia, May 8, 
1864, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joseph Burnham, 
praying for an increase of pension, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that the petitioner have leave to withdraw 
his petition ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No, 456) increas- 
ing the pension of Joseph Burnham, reported 
it adversely, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill 
(S. No. 41) to enable the Secretary of War to 
enlarge the depot at Fort Leavenworth, re- 

orted it without amendment. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 65) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to authorize the construction 
of certain bridges, and to establish them as 
post roads,” approved July 25, 1866, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Alabama in favor of lands being grant- 


ed in aid of the construction of the Mobile and | 


Northwestern railroad, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
which wag agreed to, 


| 


Mr. SAULSBURY, fromthe. Committee on ~ = 


Pensions, to whom was referred the bill: (H. 
R. No. 624) granting a pension to Elizabeth . 
H. Morgan, reported it without amendment.) ` 
He also, from the same committee, tè whom. -+ 
was referred the petition of Mary Mudgett,.of ` 
New York, praying the payment of arrears at: 
pension due her son, dames Mudgett, asked 


to be discharged from its further considera: 


tion ; which was agreed to. eee 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George W. Truer 
heart, praying an increase of pension, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration} 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Louisa Norman: ` 
din, praying the payment of arrears of pen- 
sion due her son, John Normandin, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Captain Isaac V: 
Dennis, of the Iowa volunteer infantry, pray- 
ing that he be allowed a pension, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the. 
petition of Samuel Gardiner, jr., praying com-: 


pensation for the use of his patent apparatus: i 


for lighting gas in the Capitol by electricity, 
asked to be discharged from its further. con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Com: 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 639) to provide for the protection of navi- 
gable waters of the United States from obstrue- 
tion and damage, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CLAYTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 


No. 761) for the relief of Albert A. Morey; 


which was read twice by its title, referred tọ i 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. ire 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 762) 
for the relief of Join W. Crawford; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 763) annulling all laws of the Distriet of: - 
Columbia, imposing a heenge Or: tax aa & 
requisite for the transaction of business with 
any of the Departments of the General Gov- 
ernment; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
764) to relieve innocent purchasers of lands, 
entered in accordance with an act of Congress 
approved August 4, 1854, in the State of 
Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed, f 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM asked, and by unani: 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 765) for the relief of the heirs of 
Captain B. R. Perkins, of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by ita title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ni ; 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and ‘by. unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. 
No. 766) to establish. an additional land dis- 
trict in the Territory of Dakota; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit: 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No, 767) to establish the western judicial dis- 
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. trict of Florida, and to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a judge to the same; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
‘on. the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
-o Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
768) to. reimburse the tow-boat owners of Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania, for money paid by them 
to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
for enlarging the water-ways under the bridge 
across the Ohio at Parkersburg; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 769) 
to close the accounts of R. E. De Russy, late 
colonel corps of engineers, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 770) to erect two new land dis- 
tricts in the State of Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

» EXPLORATIONS IN NEVADA AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. NYE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to communicate for the information of the Senate 
areport showing the present condition of the ex- 
plorations now being conducted under the direction 
of the engineer department in Nevadaand Arizona, 
and in the immediate charge of Lieutenant George 

. Wheeler, corps of engineers. 


JACOB WEART, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Committee 
‘on Finance reported the bill (H. R. No. 898) 
for the relief of Jacob Weart, collector of 
internal revenue fifth district of New Jersey, 
adversely, and it was indefinitely postponed by 
an inadvertence. My desire is to have that 
vote reconsidered, that the bill may be referred 
to the Commmittee on Claims, to which it 
ought properly to have gone. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Jersey’? Ifthere be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

TREATMENT OF IMMIGRANTS, ETC. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
: Commerce, to whom wasreferred a resolution 
of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, asking 
that further legislation be had by Congress to 
protect immigrants, and likewise a resolution 
of the Senate instructing the committee to 
make some inquiries on that subject, have 
directed me to offer the following resolution, 
which I-ask may be considered and passed at 
the present time: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
authorized and directed to make thorough inquiry 
into the subject of immigration and the reception 
and treatment of immigrants on shipboard and 
after their arrival in this country; and also into the 
subject of quarantine and health regulations as they 
exist at the chief ports of the United States; and 
‘that'said committee be authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers; to make said inquiry, if deemed 
advisable, by a sub-committee, which is hereby em- 
powered to administer oaths, to employ a steno- 
graphicreporter and clerk, and to visit any points 
that may be found necessary to visit forthe purpose 
of said inguiry. 


Mr. COLE. I would suggest an amend- 
ment, that the treatment of immigrants while 
reaching their points of destination by railroad 
be inquired into. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is included. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose it may be construed 
so, but I want it made certain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I willacceptthe amend- 
ment, 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California moves to amend specifically 
by- adding “and while in transit to their 
places of destination by railroad or other- 
wise’? after the word ‘‘country.’’ The Sen- 
ator-from Michigan accepts the amendment, 


the Chair understands, and if there be no 
objection that will be incorporated. 
Mr. FENTON, Let it be reported as mod- 
ified. 
the 


The Secretary 
amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not think such a 
resolution as that ought to pass. I think it 
is unnecessary to have committees to go to 
all ports of the United States with clerks and 
stenographers making inquiry into the treat- 
ment of immigrants. We can get all that 
information without that expensive process. 
I move to strike out so much as authorizes 
the visiting of the different ports of the Uni- 
ted States. It is a great deal less expensive 
and troublesome to bring persons here if a 
committee desire to examine any one, than 
it is for committees to travel to San Fran- 
cisco and to Oregon, and all over the United 
States. I do not believe myself in organ- 
izing committees of that kind unless there is 
special reason for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course the investi- 
gation can be carried on here; but it is very 
expensive to bring here so many witnesses as 
it will be necessary to summon and keep them 
here for so long a time. It is not probable 
that this committee will be required to go to 
more than perhaps two or three places on the 
Atlantic coast. To bring witnesses here is a 
very expensive operation, as the Committee 
on Outrages in the Southern States will attest. 
I preferred that the Committee on Retrench- 
ment should make this investigation; but the 
chairman, who is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, informs me that it will be 
utterly impossible for that committee to attend 
to this investigation in season for legislation 
at this session; and it was the opinion of the 
Committee on Commerce that it would be well 
to send a sub-committee of three perhaps to 
one or two of the large cities to investigate 
this subject iu order that we might act intelli- 
gently in legislating. It is simply as a matter 
of economy that we ask this. 

Mr. CORBETT. The resolution, as now 
offered, provides for the chief ports only. It 
does not provide for all the ports, orany ports 
but the chief ports. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What are ‘‘ chief ports.” 

Mr. CORBETT. Such ports as immigrants 
arrive at—as New York, and perhaps Phil- 
adelphia and Baltimore and Boston. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not San Francisco 
one? 

Mr. CORBETT, I do not think it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think thousands of 
immigrants arrive at San Francisco. 

Mr. CORBETT. Not in very large num- 


bers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I saw more than a thou- 
sand arrive there on one ship myself at one 
time. 

Mr. CORBETT. It might be possible; but 
it is in the discretion of the committee. I 
have no doubt that the Senate have confidence 
in the committee that they will examine this 
subject with proper discretion, and will not 
visit other ports than those that it is necessary 
to visit for the absolute necessity of obtaining 
this information, and presenting it to the Sen- 
ate at the earliest possible moment. . That is 
the object of this resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Sena- 
tor from Illinois to apprehend that there may 
be some unnecessary going or temptation to 
go. I suggest to the Senator whether a better 


read resolution as 


j| amendment would not be to strike out the gen- 


eral words and insert one, or two, or three 
ports which it may be necessary to visit. The 
great body of immigration comes to the port 
of New York, and while I do not know that 
an investigation at that port alone would be 
sufficient, I suggest to the Senator that he say 
‘(New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, or 
either of them,” although I hardly think that 
any committee would be so hungry for labor 
as to wander around to unnecessary places. I 


only suggest that the whole object would be 
accomplished by confining the power to cer- 
tain specified places. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the words proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will be satisfied with a 
modification confining the investigation to 
New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan moves to modify the provision 
before striking out this part of the resolu- 
tion, so as to give power to visit the ports of 
Philadelphia, New York, and Baltimore. The 
question is on that modification. 

The modification was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on striking out the clause as amended. 
Does the Senator from Illinois withdraw the 
motion? f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
cation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
strike out is withdrawn. $ 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


CHICAGO FIRE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate re- 
Simes the consideration of the appropriation 

lik. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Before the regular order 
is proceeded with I wish to say one word. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The appropria- 
tion bill is before the Senate. a 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say that imme- 
diately after the vote is taken on the appro- 
priation bill now before the Senate, I shall 
press the Chicago relief bill, and I trust at 
that time there will be no objection on the part 
of the Senate to taking up that bill and con- 
sidering it. I repeat, as l said the other day, 
that there is no disposition on the part of my- 
self or the more immediate friends of the bill 
to engage in discussion. If there is discus- 
sion it must come from those opposed to the 
bill. I trust it will be taken up and that we 
shall have action. ‘The necessity for action 
must be manifest to the Senate. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 245) en- 
titled “An act amendatory of an act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas river,’’ 
having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: ties 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the first and second amendments of the House, 
and agree to the same, 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their third amendment, 

Z. CHANDLER, 

GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 

J. W. STEVENSON 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

THOMAS BOLES, 

SAMUEL HAMBLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. , 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. FLANAGAN.’ I gave notice a few 
days since that I would call up to-day Senate 
bill No. 564, touching the cession of some 
lands by Texas to the United States. I hope 
I have my friend’s permission to do so, I 
notified him several days ago. I believe he 
will consent. Iwill be very brief. I have not 
troubled the Senate before on any occasion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropri- 
ation bill being before the Senate, the Senator 
from Texas asks permission to call up a bill 
in regard to lands in Texas, to make some 
remarks upon, in accordance with a notice he 
gave some time since, : 

Mr. COLE. JI am sorry to object to any- 
thing my friend from Texas asks, but I think 
we shall be through the appropriation bill in a 
little time, and in time to give the Senator an 
opportunity to submit his remarks, I wish 
ne would let us go on. 


I accepted the modifi- 


The motion to 
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Mr. FLANAGAN. Ido not ask any action 
on the bill, but merely an opportunity to de- 
liver some remarks. 

Mr. RAMSEY. That is usually allowed to 
every Senator, I think. I hope there will be 
no objection in this ease. 

Mr. COLE. How long a time does the 
Senator from Texas desire? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Thirty or forty minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the appropriation bill being informally 
passed over for the purpose of allowing the 
Senator from Texas to make remarks on a bill 
interesting to his constituents ? 

Mr. COLE. I prefer to leave it to a vote 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. It requires unanimons 
consent to pass the bill over, but a majority 
can lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose there is no 


rule of the Senate that would prevent the hon-" 


orable Senator from Texas from submitting 
his remarks on the appropriation bill. That 
would not be agreeable to him, however. He 
wants to take up the other bill, in order that 
his remarks may be more appropriately in 
order. So I suggest to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia that he cannot prevent the Senator from 
Texas from making his remarks, and I think 
courtesy requires that he should be allowed to 
make them in the way he prefers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again ask if there is objection to passing over 
the appropriation bill informally that the Sen- 
ator from Texas may have the time he desires 
to speak on a matter interesting to his constit- 
uents. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
regular order is passed over informally for the 
length of time stated by the Senator from 


Texas. Does the Senator desire to have the 
bill read? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I should like to have 
it read. 


The Secretary read the bill (S. No. 564) 
providing for the cession by the State of Texas 
of certain territory of that State to the United 
States for Indian reservations, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United 
States be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to 
submit to the Legislature of the State of Texas an 
overture for the cession by the State of Texas to 
the United States of all that territory, rightly be- 
longing to the said State, lying and being situate 
north and west of a line drawn from the northwest 
corner of Hardeman county, on the Red river, to the 
mouth of the Pecos river, where the same emptics 
into the Rio Grande del Norte. 

Suc. 2. That the foregoing overture by Congress 
shall be made upon the following conditions, to wit: 
first, that the Legislature of the State of Texas 
shall give its consent to the cession of said territory 
for the present purposes of Indian reservations 
and also for the formation and erection therein o 
new States, under the Constitution of the United 
States, whenever the Congress may so provide; 
secondly, that the United States shall pay to the 
said State of Texas, at the rate of fifty cents per acre, 
for all vacant and unappropriated lands within the 
said territory, payable in four and one half per 
cent. bonds of the United States, having not less 
than thirty years to run, to be executed and issued 
when the consent of the Legislature of Texasis duly 
filed in the office of the Secretary of State, together 
with certified transcripts of the maps and surveys in 
said territory, showing the amount of vacant and 
unappropriated land therein, one half of the total 
amountof said bonds to remain in the United States 
- Treasury to scoure any indebtedness already created 
by the laws of Texas, the balance to be paid into 
the State treasury and to constitute a part of the 
; public school fund, as provided in tho constitution 
of said State; thirdly, that the third paragraph of 
the second section of the joint resolution for the 
annexation of the republic of Texas, approved 
March 1, 1845, providing for the formation of new 
States, of conveniert size, not exceeding four in 
number, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and 
the State of Texas placed on an equal footing with 
the other States in regard to the formation of new 
States under the Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, the 
proposition I have had the honor to submit is 
not entirely new, as will be seen by letters 
written by Hon. L. D. Evans, who is now 
chief justice of the supreme court of Texas, 


written in the years 1867 and 1868 and which. 


will be placed upon the desks of Senators in 
due time, and to which I invite the earnest 


attention of the Senate, for this is a matter 
of no small consideration. 

I desire to say a few words upon the bill 
which I have had the honor to present to the 
Senate, providing for the cession of certain 
territory by the State of Texas to the United 
States for Indian reservations, and other pur- 
poses. The subject presents a wide field for 
thought and discussion. It may be said to 
involve the history of our rise and progress as 
a nation, the changes in our territorial pos- 
sessions, the whole range of our Indian rela- 
tions, the theories of parties as to the true 
nature of our Constitution, and of the civil war 
which grew out of these conflicting theories ; 
but on the present occasion it is only proposed 
to touch upon those points more immediately 
bearing upon the proposition. 

When the Constitution of the United States 
was framed the uhited colonies extended 
along the Atlantic coast from Massachusetts 


to the savannas of Georgia, this long line į 


being hemmed in by the British possessions 
on the north, by those of Spain on the south, 
and was shut up on the west by the Allegha- 
nies, beyond which were to be founda cordon 
of military posts of France. Thus the greater 
portion of the present territory of the United 
States belonged to the great Powers of Europe. 
The Constitution made no direct provision for 
the acquisition of any of this territory from the 
European Powers, for the statesmen of the 
Revolution foresaw but dimly, as in a glass, 
the progress of the country and its future 
necessities. It took but a short time, however, 
to emerge from this darkness, and the dawn 
of another era appeared, and with it began 
our national development. Mr. Jefferson, 
with a prescience and sagacity which place 
him at the head of our American statesmen, 
effected the purchase of Louisiana and the 
Northwest Territory from France, sent Lewis 
and Clarke on a voyage of discovery to the far- 
off Oregon, and thus acquired the valley of 
the Mississippi, and perfected our title upon 
the shores of the Pacific. Florida was after- 
ward acquired from Spain, thus completing 
our possessions on the Gulf of Mexico from 
the Sabine to Cape Sable. 

These events established the acquisition of 
territory as a principle of American policy. 
Under this policy Texas was annexed to the 
Union at the cost of a war with Mexico. The 
war resulted in a still further ‘extension of 
the area of freedom,” to-adopt the language 
of that day. The attempt to violate this great 
American principle by the secession of the 
southern States met with deserved disaster. 
No statesman nor party has been able to stand 
against this principle. The Federal party 
went down upon it in the days of Jefferson, 
and Mr. Clay and the Whig party in our own 
day. This is our Medean and Persian law 
which cannot be changed. Itis the living and 
vital principle of oug politics, and is to-day 
looking forward not only toward Santo Do- 
mingo, but to other isles and to other lands. 
And it is to this principle that we can trace 
the fact that throughout the South during the 
whole period of the rebellion there existed a 
body of intelligent, firm, and determined Union 
men, who believed in their nationality and 
who stood by it through evil and good report. 

Great national ideas are necessary to the 
existence of great nations; the one cannot 
live without the vitalizing influence of the 
other. We have established a Government 
based on the fundamental principle that all 
men are created equal, which principle has 
been realized by the black man, as it may yet 
be realized by the red man. We have rid our- 
selves of European ideas of government as we 
have of its territorial dominion, and our civil 
as well as our territorial policy should be ruled 
and controlled by American principles. We 
have only one forbidden tree, the office of Pres- 
ident of the United States, the fruit whereof 
may not be enjoyed by any European or for- 
eigner, and we are asked to pluck it up.. Adam 


| 


was only forbidden the fruit of a single tree; 
he violated the law and fell. Let us beware 
the tongue of the serpent and not place our- 
selves at the mercy of foreign intrigues and 
ambition, but press onward with our American 
civilization by means of the American princi- 
ple of acquisition. 

This American policy of acquisition has 
been carried out in various ways. Virginia, | 
the mother of States as well as of statesmen, 
made a donation of her northwest territory. 
Louisiana, Florida, Arizona, and Alaska were 
purchased from foreign nations. Oregon was 
obtained by right of discovery, Texas was 
annexed, and California was, in effect, a 
conquest. Only in the case of New Mexico 
has the nation acquired domain by purchase 
from one of the States of the Union. 

The only mistake then made was in not 
paying a greater price and buying the whole 


| of the vacant and unappropriated domain of 


Texas. All the vacant land in the Union 
ought to be under the operation of general 
and uniform laws, which can only be effected 
by bringing them under the national jurisdic- 
tion. By such a policy only can they be saved 
from becoming the plunder of land specu- 
lators and jobbers. Whenever the nation has 
parted with its jurisdiction in public lands to 
any of the States, they have become the prey 
of speculators. An examination of the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office for the year 1870 will show that 
60,317,586 acres of land have been selected 
by the States under the acts of Congress 
ceding swamp and overflowed lands to the 
respective States within which they are situ- 
ated. f 

These swamp-land laws were gotten up and 
carried through by the sagacious southern pol- 
iticians who then controlled the Congress and 
ruled the destinies of the nation. A slight 
sketch of the purpose of these laws and what 
has resulted from them will illustrate the 
genius of the Democratic party and the benefi- 
cence of good old Democratic rule. It will 
require but a casual glance at the map to show 
that the great body of swamp and overflowed 
lands, so called, are to be found along the 
rivers emptying into the Gulf of Mexico, in- 
cluding the Father of Waters and his tributaries, 
and the greater part of these swamp lands are 
upon the lower course of these streams, or in 
the southern States. They are the richest 
lands in this nation, and the best cotton-pro- 
ducing lands in the world. Long ago, before 
the purchase of Louisiana by Jefferson, many 
of these lands had been reclaimed and: culti- 
vated. They are subject at times to tempo- 
rary overflows, but it only requires cutting 
down the timber and exposing them to the 
sun, with proper drainage, to bring them into 
full cultivation, with the exception of those on 
the Mississippi, which river has to be leveed. 
These are the lands which have been given 
away with prodigal hand. Coe 

So long as they remained under the national 
jurisdiction, it was difficult for the astute 
Democratic politicians of the South to possess 
themselves of them. It was a little too bare- 
faced to ask them at such a figure as they 
desired, and that might have produced unwel- 
come competition. They were, therefore, rep- 
represented as worthless unless they could be 
reclaimed by a system of levees, and under 
Democratic theories, the Government could 
not aid in internal improvements, hence they 
must be ceded to the States, where there would 
be no constitutional prohibition to their recla- 
mation. The Congress being composed of 
representatives from all the States, with their 
varied interests could not be manipulated, but 
a State Legislature, composed of the leigemen 
and henchmen of the great southern Democratic 
secession apostles, would be amenable to rea- 
son. And so itproved. The Legislatures gen- 
erally fixesla very moderate price on the lands: 
Then they enacted laws providing for the issu- 
ance of levee scrip, to-be sold to build levees, 
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and receivable in payment for the lands. The 
serip could not be sold at par. The price of 
cotton was too low, money scarce; negroes had 
: fo be bought to open more land to make more 
cotton to buy more negroes, and scrip was 
‘sold ata generous discount. The rest need | 
not be told. | It is said that Jacob Thompson, || 
a Cabinet officer of Mr. Buchanan, and after- 
ward holding some such connection with the 
secession corporation at Richmond, made an | 
immense fortune. in the swamp and overflowed 
lands on the Mississippi, as did Davis, Pil- } 
low, Slidell, Benjamin, and other Democratie || 
leaders. =. Sto 

The Commissioner says in his report for 
1870, page 36 : 

‘‘ As theswamp grant, while carrying with it cer- 
tain stated conditions as, the avowed object of the 
grant, contains no provision for the enforcement of 
these conditions, nor means by which it can be even 
approximately known to what extent the conditions 
have been complied with, the benefits of this munifi- 
centdonation must always remain a matter of con- 
jecture.” 

The Commissioner is evidently not well 
posted in Democratic policy, so ‘‘ child-like and 
biand.” He has, however, some glimmerings 
of the truth, for he says further: ; 

‘It is, perhaps, unnecessary here to inquire how 
this unsatisfactory result has been brought about, 
but the reason which suggests itself as the most ob- 
vious is that the control of vast areas of lands con- 
veyed by the grant, instead of having been retained 
by the States as direct grants, have passed too fre- 
quently into the ownership of private corporations 
and individuals, who have held the Jands thus ac- 
quired for mere purposes of speculation rather than 
any immediate purpose of reclamation.” 


Thus has over sixty million acres of land 
passed away from the control of the Govern- 
ment into the hands of private speculators, 


an area greater than the two States of Indiana 
and Ilinois, and about the quantity proposed 
in the bill to be ceded by Texas to the United 
States. What has happened in other States 
will in all probability occur in Texas, and its 
domain be frittered away without any benefit 
to the State or to the nation. It is an areg 
of country sufficient to raise the disposition 
of it to national importance. Once under the 
beneficent laws of homestead and preémption 
of the national Government it would attract 
attention on account of its mild clime and 
fruitful soil, and its settlement by a hardy and 
thrifty population be hastened instead of re- 
tarded, should it not be needed altogether for 
Indian reseryations. For this purpose a por» 
tion of the territory in question is peculiarly 
adapted, That part of it north of the Red 
river, and between New Mexico and the In- 
dian territory of the Choctaws, Creeks, and 
Cherokees, is generally designated in ‘Texas 
as the Pan-Handle. This Pan-Handle is tra- 
versed east and west by the Red river and the 
north and south forks of the Canadian and 
their tributaries. It is well watered, and 
much of the soil is equal to that of the Indian 
territory to the east of it, which is repre- 
sented as being extremely beautiful and fer- 
tile. Situated alongside of the territory of 
our most civilized Indians, it presents itself 
as the most proper selection for a reservation 
of. other tribes, upon whom the civilization of 
their brethren can be brought to bear with the 
happiest results. The advantages of settling 
all the Indian tribes into a compact. terri- 
tory are self-evident, ‘They can thus not only 
be more easily guarded, but guarded against. 
Under the present system the reservations are 
seattered over many States, upon lands which 
are immediately needed for a higher civiliza- 
tion. These scattered reserves create great 
trouble. A few mean white men and a good 
deal of mean whisky soon make bad Indians, 
and then come affrays, scalpings, and pre- 
datory border warfare, with a very question- 
able idea as to which is the savage and which 
the civilized man. 

The civilized Indians, composed of the 
Creeks, Cherokees, Choctaws, and their cog- 
nate tribes, have been long settled and civil- 
ized. They have their sehools and colleges, || 


ll their farms and workshops, and a great por- 


tion of them speak English as well as their 
native tongues. They are anxious to save the 
remnants of their race, once the masters of 
the continent, from extermination. The wise 
and humaye policy inaugurated by President 
Grant looks to the same end. Itis worthy of 


| they can be brought under the tutelage of 
those who have attained to the advantages | 
The nomads have to be 


of. civilized life. 
fed and guarded at Government expense. 
They could be as easily and cheaply fed, or 


ing this plan of maintaining them, every civil- 
ized Indian would be constituted into a special 
Indian agent. And they would also become 


sarily compelled to restrain them from ali 
predatory raids against the white man. The 


j his head and his heart, and the best means to [| 
j aid so noble an effort is to obtain adjacent ter- || 
ritory for the settlement of all the tribes where || 
| cheaply purchased at the price of the territory 


|| even more easily and cheaply by the civilized || 
| Indians than by any ‘other mode. By adopt- 


| sponsors for their savage kinsmen, and neces- | ; acru 1 ) 
| promise agitation which attended the adoption 


peaceful policy of President Grant is the same | 


that was adopted and carried out by Sam 
Houston when president of the republic of 
Texas, and it gave peace to that country s0 
long as he was in power. War with the Indians 
and with Mexico followed his retirement from 
the presidency, and accumulated the public 
debt of that republic. 

This Pan-Handle country runs up to the 
parallel of 36° 80’, and nearly to the State 
of Kansas. It lies across the route of the 
Atlantic and Pacific and other projected rail- 
roads to the Pacifie ocean, and its jurisdic- 
tion under the State of Texas is one of the 
obstacles presented to the completion of a 
road upon this route. As an Indian reserva- 
tion there would exist a military necessity, 
or if settled by whites, a social necessity, 
for the progress of some one of these roads 
through the territory, and the impetus thus 
obtained, would carry it forward to its ulti- 
mate terminus, thereby relieving us of snow 
blockades and giving us a shorter and quicker 
route to the Pacific than we now have. 

The completion of a road on some one of 
the southern routes is a question of national 
importance.and would add another link to the 
chain which binds together the States situated 
respectively on the oceans which wash the 
eastern and western shores of the continent; 
and the nation is more than repaid for the aid 
which it has given and may yet give in the 
construction of these national highways in the 
increased security they afford against the crime 
of secession. Had the waters of the Mississippi 
rolled between the North and the South, the 
southern confederacy would to-day have been 
an accomplished fact, It is wise, therefore, to 
bind the States on the opposite shores of this 
“inland sea,” asit wascalled by Mr. Calhoun, 
with bands of iron. 

But there is a graver consideration than even 
these, weighty as they are, why the proposition 
should be adopted both by the nation and by 
the State of Texas. The joint resolation for 
the annexation of Texas contains a provision 
which was renewed in the act for the purchase 
of Santa Fé; that concedes to the State of 
Texas the right to form new States of con» 
venient size, not to exceed four in number in 
addition to the State of Texas, or the right to 
subdivide the State into five new States. 
This is in the nature of a treaty stipulation, 
and by the wording of the resolation of annex- 
ation the initiative in the subdivision into 
new States rests with Texas. The object of 
this provision ig well known to have been for 
the purpose of maintaining the relative strength 
of the slave with the free States in the Senate 
of the United States, f 

Slavery has passed away, and with it the 
supposed necessity of this eqailibrium in the 
Sonate. But while slavery is dead, much of 
its spirit still lives and breathes, and animates 
the principles and policy of the Democratic 
party, That party is even now demanding 


the removal of all disabilities from its former 
slaveholding adherents in order to reénforce 
its ranks in the next presidential contest ; and 
in the same breath in which the Democrats 
utter this demand they denounce the coördi- 
nate measure for the protection of the civil 
rights of those from whom they hope to receive 
no support in their ambitious schemes to again 
control the destinies of this nation. 

The repeal of this stipulation would be 


in question. It may yet return to plague as. 
Tn the changes and mutations of parties, the 


| formation of four new States and the election 
of eight new Senators might control the Sen- 


ate of the United States. A national convul- 


| sion would be the inevitable result of such an 
| attempt. We have had one such trial in the 
j settlement of the boundary of Texas, when 


civil war was only avoided by the heroic exer- 
tions and sacrifices of Henry Clay in the com- 


of these measures. But Clay is dead, and 
the war which followed his death proved that 
“there was no one left who could bend the 
bow of Ulysses.” 

The repeal is not proposed unadvisedly, but 
it is offered in the spirit of our Republican 
leader, when he said, “Let us have peace.” 
Let us put away this Pandora’s box with 
all its evils, and leave no question pending 
which may be seized upon by this or that 
party to incite anew the people to rush into 
the horrors of civil war. The repeal of this 
stipulation would place the State of Texas 
upon an equal footing with the other States in 
regard to the formation of new States out of 
its territory. It would not prevent a proper 
division at any time under the third section 
of the fourth article of the Constitution of 
the United States, but would simply do away 
with an invidious distinction which may breed 
trouble. The annexation of Texas cost us a 
war with the neighboring republic of Mexico. 
Out of the settlement of its boundaries we may 
trace the immediate cause of our late civil 
war, and so long as this stipulation continues 
the seed and germ of future convuisions exist. 
Let them be plucked up and rooted out en- 
tirely, but in a generous spirit of peace and 
harmony, and upon such terms as will meet 
the approval of the people alike of the State 
and the nation. 

It cannot be alleged, now at least, that the 
people of that State cannot decide, and decide 
freely, upon this or any other question, for 
by our State constitution they are all voters, 
and the acceptance or rejection of the propo- 
sition would be the free act of the people. 
The offer of the overture by Congress could 
not but be accepted as a peace offering, for its 
adoption by the contracting parties would 
immediately place the credit of the State upon 
an equal footing with that of the nation, would 
enable it to establish schools and_ colleges, 
build railroads, encourage the arts and sciences, 
and start the State upon the high road to wealth 
and prosperity. 

The benefits which have accrued to the 
nation by the principle of acquisition of 
territory are incalculable. The facility and 
cheapness with which a proprietary right in ` 
the soil can be acquired under our national 
laws has extended our settlements and civili- 
zation to the shores of the Pacific, and has 
attracted the immigration of foreigners from 
Europe by the million. When our Constitu- 
tion was framed, the Alleghanies formed our 
western border; now we have no borders, but 
frontiers, across which the eyes of our swelling 
and teeming millions are being cast in search 
of lands and pasiures new. This is owing to 
our national land-policy. It has been shown 
by reference to the swamp-land: laws that the 
very contrary effect is produced when the lands 
are subject to State or local legislation: With 
them the policy is to build-up land monopo- 
lies and retard settlements. The national land 
policy has hrought to our shores over five mil- 
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lion immigrants. The Commissioner, in his 
report already referred to, says: Í 

“Tt is conceded that alien immigrants bring with 
them an average of sixty-eight dollars per head, and 
that at this rate the money thus imported from 1790 
to Ae would not be less than four hundred millions 
in gold. . 

He also says that under our land policy sixty 
thousand small farms have heen added to the 
agricultural freeholds of the United’ States 
during the last fiscal year, béing néarly double 
the number of land-owners in England accord- 
ing to the British census of 1861.’ It is esti- 
mated by statisticians that each adult person 
adds at least one hundred dollars per annum 
to the wealth of the country, and when it is 
considered that our population increases each 
decade at the rate of thirty-three per cent., 
the calculation of the benefits of our land 
policy is almost impossible.. l 

The territory. proposed to be acquired by the 
bill under discussion is equal to or greater in 
area than the two powerfuland populous States 
of Indiana and Illinois. Under the operation 
of local legislation it is likely to languish for 
years in its present unsettled and unproductive 
condition, and to pass into the hands of private 
corporations and speculators; hence it becomes 
a question of national importance to open it 
to the humane purposes of reservations or to 
the uses of civilization. 

The area of the territory will amount, by 
a rough estimate, to about sixty-five million 
acres. ‘Ihe only settled portion of it is the 
valley of El Paso, and a few scattered settle- 
ments around the military posts in its circuit, 
not amounting, all told, to more than five thou- 
sand persons. ‘There are partial locations 
and recognized land titles within it, but the 
greater part of it, say at least sixty million 
acres, remains vacant and unappropriated, 
which is the part for which a price is fixed. 
It may be asked, if these lands are valuable 
why sell them at the price fixed? The politi- 
cal reasons have already been given, and it is 
only necessary to notice the pecuniary. A 
man with a note in bank may have-thousands 
of dollars of property but yet be unable to 
raige the cash to prevent protest and the ruin 
of his credit. 

“We are in that condition. The war left us 
prostrate, our industries paralyzed, our ener- 
gies weakened, and our credit gone. The 
sale of the territory would place Texas on 
its feet, restore credit, establish a system of 
public schools, build railroads, and still leave 
us with ample room and verge in the one hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousand square miles 
of territory left for development and settle- 
ment, which would be aided by the sale, 
whether used as a reservation for the In- 
dians now harassing our borders and pre- 
venting their settlement, or whether opened 
to the settlement of more civilized races. It 
will tax all our energies to develop this terri- 
tory to its full capacity without wasting them 
by scattering over too much ground. The sale 
would devolve upon the General Government 
the duty of protecting the territory from Indians, 
a duty which has been neglected to the State. 
They still prey upon us, considering the peo- 
ple of Texas as outside barbarians and not of 
the family of the “ great father’? at Washington. 
The sale might teach them better information 
and better manners. And it would prove no 
light consideration with the people of the State 
to be relieved from the scalping-knife and 
tomahawk. 

The bill presented for the consideration of 
Congress provides that one half the purchase- 
money shall be reserved in the Treasury to 
secure any indebtedness already created by 
the laws of Texas, the balance to be paid into 
the State treasury to the credit of the public- 
school fund. The constitution of the State of 
Texas provides that the publie-school fund 
shall be invested only in United States bonds. 
This is the highest evidence given by any 
southern State of its confidence in the integrity 
and stability of the General Government, and 


o 


at the same time it offers the firmest safeguard 


for this sacred fund. Such was the faith of 
the Republicans of Texas who, framed the 
constitution with this provision, and secured 
its adoption. . = 

It has become very fashionable for the pure 
and holy Democracy to denounce the Repub- 
licans of the South and of ‘Texas as carpet- 
baggers, scalawags, adventurers, thieves, beg- 
gars, and other sweet names, which charges 
are echoed by some of the Republican journals 
of the North, the aspirations of whose editors 
are not properly appreciated. That there has 
been an increase in the cost of our State gov- 
ernment, as compared with the expenditures 
before the war, is true; but that this was 
necessarily so is also equally true. But a 
comparison of the laws of. Texas will prove 
beyond cavil or dispute that the taxes now 
levied for the ordinary expenses of government 
are not so great as those assessed by the rebel 
Legislature of 1868, and which were paid with- 
out a murmur. The tax against which the 
greatest complaint is made is the one per cent. 
levied to eregt school-houses. This levy is not 
likely to shock the sensibilities of the North, 
however onerous it may appear in the South. 

The general legislation of the Republican 
Legislature of Texas is not complained of, 
except that which encourages the construction 
of railroads by a bonus of State bonds, under 
which a prospective debt has been created. 
It is not necessary to the present purpose to 
argue the policy or impolicy of these acts. It 
was in the passage of these acts that the charge 
of corruption has been brought against the 
Republicans of Texas. Thé journals of the 
Legislature will show that these measures, with 
a single exception, were vetoed by the Gov- 
ernor, and that his vetoes were sustained by a 
respectable minority of Republicans in both 
houses of the Legislature. The journals will 
also show thatall of these measures were voted 
for by all of the Democratic members of the 
Legislature with one or two exceptions. If 
there were corruption, the Democracy was cor- 
rupt en masse, while no such charge has ever 
been made against our Republican Governor, 
even by his bitterest foes, and the journals of 
the Legislature forbid its being laid at the 
door of his party. ` = i $ 

The comparison of the expenditures now 
with those before the war is not objected to 
by any Republican acquainted with the history 
of the State. Before the war the Democracy 
had full sway. Eight years before the act 
of secession $5,000,000, part of the purchase- 
money of Santa Fé, were placed in the vaults 
ofthe State treasury. At the date of secession 
only about three quarters of a million of bonds 
remained in the treasury, and the State was 
in debt over halfa million dollars, being the 
only actual present debt. The Democracy 
rioted like a prodigal, eating up the substance 
of the people and wasting the ordinary rev- 
enues of the State by voting them to the coun- 
ties to build court-houses and jails, but which 
went into the pockets of the local politicians 
and precipitators of revolution. During the 
war, the three quarters of a million of bonds in 
the treasury when it begun were spirited away, 
and are now in litigation for their recovery. 
The Republicans of Texas fear no compari- 
son of records. 

It may be urged that the Punic faith of the 
rebel Democracy in the misuse of these bonds 
is a good cause for opposing the present prop- 
osition, but it is a sufficient answer to say that 
that offense was condoned when Texas was re- 
admitted into the Union. When the war ended 
the Government of the United States, as the 
conqueror, had the undoubted right to impose 
the terms of peace. It might have seized upon 
the public domain of Texas to reimburse in 
part the costs of war. Buta wiser and a nobler 


policy was pursued by the Republican party. | 
Whatever might have been done to the injury i 


of Texas was an injury to the whole body-pol- 
tic of which it was an integral part. {t was 


character. 


part and parcel of the nation, and its inbab- 
itants a part.of the national community, and 
because they are, so many of us adyoca 
general amnesty which is unasked for sd 
many instanced undeserved. 0 
It may be alleged also that Texas has 
already cost the Government enough.’ ‘e 
may be charged with the expenses of the war 
with Mexico in addition to the price of Santa 
Fé, and held accountable for our bad conduct 


ih 


| in the rebellion. What sort of a nation Would 


this have been had it been ‘confined to the 
original colonies stretched along the ‘Atlantic 
from Maine to Georgia and hemmed in by the 
Alleghanies? It is to the fact that ‘we over- 
leaped this barrier and pressed forward to the 
Pacific, and purchased every territory in the 
market, from the glades of Florida to the 
glaciers of Alaska, that we owe our power at 
home and our consideration abroad. ` No ter- 
ritory has ever yet been acquired that has 
not added strength and dignity to the nation. 
The proud boast of Webster to the Austrian 
that his ancient and powerful empire was, 
after all, but a patch on the earth’s surface 
compared with the United States, was but the 
full fruition of the acquisition of territory and 
the just measure of the grandeur of this well- 
established American principle. 

That there.will be opposition to this meas- 
ure from Texas, from the South, and from 
the Democracy at large, it requires not to be 
a prophet nor the son of a prophet to pre- 
dict. All the old secession otgan-grinders 
and the younger fledgelings of the Texas press 
will air théir learning and their logic in the 
debate, and play upon it as with a harp of æ 
thousand strings. The venerable résolutions © 
of 798 and ’99, the theories of Calhoun, the 
sacredness of solemn treaty stipulations, equi- 
libriums, bomogeneities, Huguenotie chivalry, 
crop-eared Puritanism, and all the other clap- 
trap and stage thunder of ineurable and unap- 
peasable secessionism will be paraded against 
it in the tearful tones of the tragic muse. “ALL 
these appliances and appurtenances to boot 
were brought in play in Texas to defeat the 
compromise measures, including the sale of 
our Santa Fé territory. ans 

But the sober sense of the people accepted 
those measures, because they were not only 
just, but’ more than that, they were generous 
on the part of the national Government, and. 
the sound judgment of the people may always 
be relied on upon a proposition of such a 
To this sound judgment of the 
people of Texas the Republican party of that 
State intend to make an appeal in the coming 
contest, and by a united and harmonious effort 
they intend to redeem the State from the tem- 
porary disaster of the late election ‘and. to 
retain the government in the hands of loyal 
men. This is a condition absolute; for the 
rebel Democracy has already committed one 
breach of public faith, in the misuse of a trust 
fund of the State, for which they have been 
condoned, but which they cannot be trusted 
to repeat. — l 

There is one proposition of the joint resoļu- 
tion which will meet with especial disappro- 
bation from this class: that which provides 
that one half the purchase-money of the terri- 
tory be retained in the Treasury to secure any 
indebtedness already created by the laws of 
Texas. This provision is in strict accordance 
with the precedent established in the sale 0! 
the Santa Fé territory; and it is absolutely 
necessary, because the national Democratic 
party, at the instance and under the lead of 
one of the distinguished Senators from Mis- 
souri, has declared that the reconstruction 
acts of Congress are ‘it unconstitutional, null, 
and void,” and this declaration is the received 
and accepted principle of the pariy in the ` 
South, and especially in Texas. 

The Democracy ‘of that State have an- 
nounced in their recognized organs that they 
intend to repudiate the obligations of the State 
based upon the acts of ‘‘ the carpet-bag gov- 
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-ernment,’’ which they allege has been ‘‘forced 
upon them,’’ in face of the fact that the con- 
stitution of that State was adopted by seventy- 
six thousand votes out of the eighty thousand 
votes cast. And the same threat has been 
made in other southern States. Nor does rebel 

- Democracy stop here. It would repudiate the 
national debt contracted te put down their re- 
béllion. Such a party cannot be trusted either 
by State or nation. i 

Another objection will be urged against the 
sale of the Pan-Handle for an Indian reserva- 
tion. This territory is even now the hunting- 
ground and hiding-place of the nomadic tribes 
that are making war upon the frontier people 
of Texas, and we have all the evils arising 
from their occupancy without any of the ben- 
efits that would accrue were this occupation 
accompanied with the safeguards of a regular 
settlement under the United States laws, and 
under the protection of regular Indian agents, 
and troops to repress the Indians and prevent 
their raids upon our settlements. 

The Indian territory of the Choctaws, Cher- 
okees, and Oreeks has existed as long as the 
Republic and the State of Texas, and all this 
time it has laid alongside our northern bound- 
ary and only separated from us by Red river, 
a narrow stream, yet we have never experi- 
enced any inconvenience or trouble on that 
account; and the object in consolidating all 
the Indian tribes into one compact territory is 
to bring them to the same condition of civili- 
zation and good neighborhood. That Indian 
territory is not sufficient for all the tribes, 
because the Indians require more territory 
than an equal number of whites. Man is first 
a hunter, then a herdsman, then an agricultu- 
rist, manufacturer,or artist, and as each higher 
grade of civilization is reached the necessity 
for landed domain decreases; hence, the 
Indian, now being of the lower grades, requires 
more elbow-room than the civilized white 
man. Instead, therefore, of the sale for this 
purpose being a valid objection, it presents 
one of the strongest reasons why it should be 
accomplished, as it would enable the General 
Government to bring the Indians under lawful 
control and prevent their predatory warfare 
upon the people of Texas. 

The benefits which would flow from the 
accomplishment of this sale would be mutual 
in their character and important in their results, 
The national Government would obtain con- 
trol of a fruitful country, capable of being 
formed into two great States, which could be 
used for the humane purposes already indi- 
cated, or opened at once to settlement and 
civilization, and the State would part with a 
territory which its present limited resources 

revent it from developing and improving. 
'o whatever uses it might be destined by the 
nation, the return would prove fourfold the 
amount of the purchase-money, while this 
would enable the State to immediately put 
into operation a system of public schools and 
of internalimprovements which would increase 
fourfold its wealth and population within the 
next decade. The Government could give pro- 
tection to the frontier of Texas, so long de- 
manded by its people, and the State would 
extend its population throughout its borders 
under such protection. But, above all, it would 


take away the last lingering cause of quarrel | 


contained in the articles of annexation, and 
place the two Governmentsin harmonious rela- 
tions with each other. That this may result 
between the people, not only of the State of 
Texas, but those of every other State which 
éngaged in the rebellion, and the people and 
Government of the United States, is a consum- 
mation which should engage the earnest labor 
of every citizen who loves his country, and 
desires its continued peace and prosperity. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 


in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and mechanic arts,” passed July 2, 1862, and 
acts amendatory thereto ; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in 
the State of Michigan ; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 108) granting 
condemned cannon for the erection of a sol- 
diers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. COLE, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The pending question is on 
concurring iu the Senate with the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COLE. ‘I hope the vote will be taken 
on concurring in all the amendments, except 
such as may be received for a separate vote. 
I will enumerate those on which I desire a sep- 
arate vote, and the Secretary can take them 
down. When we thus dispose of the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, 
it will then be time for other Senators who 
have amendments to offer, which I hope they 
willnot have, topresentthem. I wish to except 
the amendment on page 5, in relation to the 
Capitol police, the amendment on page 15, re- 
lating to the printing of the laws in newspapers, 
the amendment on page 82, relating to the 
depositary at Tucson, Arizona, the amend- 
ment on page 41, relating to forty clerks in 
the Land Office, and the amendment on page 
54, reducing the appropriation for the contin- 
gent fund of the commissary general’s office 
by $1,000. Those are the only amendments 
which I wish reserved for a separate vote. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Logan] gave notice that he desired to 
reserve the amendment in relation to the civil 
service commission. 

Mr. SCOTT. There is one amendment to 
which I wish to call attention that I feel 
obliged to reserve for a reason which perhaps I 
had better state when it comes up, and that 
is the amendment on page 17. I will state 
to the chairman now the reason why I 
reserve it, so that he will see the propriety of 
doing so. This is an amendment which was 
by consent added, authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to distribute the fand of 
$22,500 placed at his disposal to “the offi- 
cers in his Department’’ instead of ‘clerks 
in his office.’ Upon inquiry I find the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury states that that will only 
embarrass him and will not accomplish the 
purpose for whichit was made; that he will 
feel bound to distribute it as it has been here- 
tofore distributed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
can give his reason whenever the question is 
before the Senate. It is not now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. In connection with that, it 
will be necessary to reserve the amendment 
upon which this arose striking out the clause 
in the bill as it came from the House, fixing 
the compensation of the Register of the Treas- 
ury.. I ask to reserve them both. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, by which forty clerks were allowed to the 
Interior Department, excepted. 

Mr. COLE. That has already been reserved. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to reserve also 
the amendment which was agreed to in com- 
mittee, appropriating, I believe, $50,000 for 
the civil service commission. 1 wish the vote 


on that to be taken separately, and I give 
notice that in connection with that I shall 
move to strike out that clause and insert the 
following: i 


That all laws or parts of laws under which the 
present civil service commission was appointed by 
the President of the United States be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the Senate in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole, excepting and reserving such as have 
been named. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now will be on concurring in the first ex- 
cepted amendment. 

r COLE. Thatis the amendment on page 
5, in relation to the Capitol police. I suppose 
that question has been sufficiently discussed, 
and lam willing that the vote shall be taken 
upon it without further argument. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was on page 5, line one hundred and one, to 
strike out *‘ $2,088 and insert ‘$1,800;” 
in line one hundred and two, to strike out 
‘*three’? and insert ‘“two;” in line one hun- 
dred and three, to strike out ‘ eight’ and insert 
‘five ;” in line one hundred and four, tostrike 
out ‘seven’? and insert ‘‘five,’’? and also in 
the same line, to strike out “five’’ and insert 
‘“two;”’ in line one hundred and five, to strike 
out the words “and eighty-four,” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out 
‘* $42,768" and insert ‘$30,000 ;”’ in lines 
one hundred and eight and one hundred and 
nine, to strike out ‘‘ $58,256” and insert 
** $42,800 ;’’ and after the word ‘dollars,’ in 
line one hundred and nine, to insert the 
words “which sum shall be the compensation 
of the officers in this clause named ;’’ go as to 
make the clause read: 

Capitol police: 

For one captain, $1,800; two lieutenants, at $1,500 
each; twenty-five privates, at $1,200 each, $30,000; 
and eight watchmen, at $1,000 each, $8,000; making 
in all, $42,800, which sums shall be the compensation 
of the officers in this clause named, one half tobe 
paid into the contingent fund of the House of Rep- 


resentatives, and the other half to be paid into the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. COLE. The only explanation that is 
needed at this time is that the bill as sent to 
the Senate from the House contained an in- 
crease of salary of this force. The Senate 
Committee on Appropriations saw fit to re- 
commend a reduction of it to the appropri- 
ation of last year, to the standard that has 
governed it for some time past. I believe the 
proposition is now well understood. It was 
discussed in the Senate when the matter was 
up before, and I do not desire to say anything 
further upon it. I expressed myself fully at 
that time in favor of keeping salaries as they 
are for the next fiscal year. During that time 
and before that elapses I hope we shall reach 
specie payments, in which event, of course, 
the salaries at the old rate will be more avail- 
able than they are even now; but they are re- 
garded as sufficient at the rate at which they 
were fixed last year, and at the rate at which 
the appropriation has been made heretofore 
for their maintenance and support. 

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in this amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
the effect of the amendment. Does that leave 
these officers as they were? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It leaves them as the 
law leaves them. 

Mr TRUMBULL. It takes off the twenty 
per cent. I remember we had a contest about 
this a year ortwo ago, and I think we embraced 
these officers in the twenty per cent. Ishould 
like to inguire for information of the Senator 
from California whether the House passed 
the bill leaving these officers as they have 
heretofore been with the twenty per cent., and 
if the amendment of the Senate—I have not 
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the bill before me—is to strike out the provis- 
ion in the House bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state for the information of the Senate 
that the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was disagreed to in Committee 
of the Whole, and now the Senate have con- 
curred in the amendment made in Committee 
of the Whole, so that the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations stands rejected. 

Mr. COLE. i do not so understood it. 
This was an undetermined question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from California state how he under- 
stands it? 

Mr. COLE. I understood we took a vote 
on the question as to whether the recommend- 
ation of the committee should be adopted or 
not. Tbe vote was upon concurrence with the 
recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the 
question before the Senate was to concur in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the statement of the 
Chair, we did not make any amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the 
Chair is informed that we made no amend- 
ment, and it will be necessary for the Senator 
from California, in order to accomplish his 
purpose, after the other excepted amendments 
have been acted upon, to renew this amend- 
ment of the committee in the Senate. In 
Committee of the Whole we made no amend- 
ment to this clause, and therefore there is 
nothing to concur in. 

Mr. COLE. Exactly, and I will now move, 
if the matter has not been determined, thatthe 
recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be in order as soon as the other excepted 
amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. COLE. Iwill state right here for the 
information of the Senator from Illinois that 
the bill as it came from the House proposed to 
increase the salaries of these officers to a very 
considerable extent. The book of estimates 
is made up on the basis of the appropriations 
for former years, and according to the esti- 
mates the captain of police would receive 
$1,800, whereas, according to the bill as it 
came to us from the House, his pay would be 
$2,088. The pay of lieutenants of police, 
according to the book of estimates, would be 
$1,500 each, while by the bill as sent to us by 
ihe House it would be $1,800, and so on down, 
the salaries being raised by the House above 
the estimates, I think, about twenty per cent., 
I have not estimated exactly the percentage 
of increase, but at that rate. The Senate 
Committee on Appropriations saw fit to put 
them back to the same rates of compensation 
as were allowed for former years, the same 
yates that are recommended in the book of 
estimates. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to in- 
quire, is it proposed to disagree with the 
Committee on Appropriations in their amend- 
ments? 

Mr. COLE. I believe not, but notice was 
at that time given of a purpose to have a vote 
upon it in the Senate. [ believe the Commit- 
tee of the Whole did not concur in the recom- 
mendation of the committee. hat is now my 
recollection. I was before under a misappre- 
hension in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was not agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole, and therefore there was nothing to 
concur in, so far as that amendment was con- 
cerned, when we came into the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. With this statement I will pass 
to the other excepted amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to ask 
the Senator from California what he purposes 


to do in regard to this clause? i 
Mr. COLE. . I propose under the ruling of } 


the Chair, after we pass upon the other ex- 
cepted amendments, to return to this clause, 
and move that the salaries be put at the old 
rate; that is, that the recommendation of the 
Committee on Appropriations be adhered to. 
The next reserved amendments on page 15, 
line three hundred and forty-four. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was to insert on page 15, line three hundred 


and forty-four, after the word ‘dollars,’’ the | 


following: 


And all laws requiring the publication of the laws 
and treaties in newspapers are hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands there was no action taken on that 
question at all. 

Mr. COLE. It was a reserved question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order to offer that amendment again when 
the excepted amendments have been disposed 
of. We are now considering those amend- 
ments adopted in Committee of the Whole 
upon which a separate vote was desired. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘That amendment was 

not adopted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment was not concurred in in Committee of 
the Whole. It was reserved to be moved in 
the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in order to move 


it now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
We are now considering those amendments 
made in the Committee of the Whole upon 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

Mr. COLE. TI desire to take up these 
amendments in the order in which I have 
them on my memorandum. The next amend- 
ment is on page 54, line thirteen hundred and 
five. I hope the Senate will not concur in 
that amendment of the committee. 

‘The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was to reduce the appropriation for contingent 
expenses of the office of the commissary gen- 
eral from $6,000 to $5,000. 

Mr. WEST. ‘Ihe motion of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, that the 
Senate non-concur in this amendment reduc- 
ing the appropriation from $6,000 to $5,000, 
arises from information subsequently derived 
from the commissary general to this effect: 
$5,000 was given him last year, and he asks 
that the sum be raised to $6,000 this year in 
consideration of the fact that the commissary 
general’s office is about being removed from 
ibe building it has occupied for the last ten 
years at a rent of $3,300 to a building the 
rent of which is $4,000. They are prevented 
from continuing in the occupation of the 
former building. This will merely give them 
an additional $700 to pay the increased rent, 
and $300 for-the expense of removal. I hope 
the Senate will concur in the views of the 
chairman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have no objection 
to concurring in this amendment, though I 
think even this is a bad precedent. The Gov- 
ernment pays more rent than any two peo- 
ple together would for the same house. In 
the changing of this office, a dwelling-house 


opposite La Fayette square, unfurnished, is- 


rented for $4,000. I have no idea that if a 
private individual were to rent that house, 
anybody would have asked more than $3,000. 
Unless we puta stop to public officials going 
without authority and making these exorbitant 
contracts for rent, the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment will continue to increase until they 
become frightful. I have no personal feeling 
in the matter, and I do not desire to censure 
anybody, but {do say that $4,000 for that house 
opposite La Fayette square isa most exorbitant 


rent. 

Mr. COLE. I am not prepared to contro- 
vert the statement of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky; I rather incline to agree with him ia 
regard to the fact; but inasmuch as the con- 
tract is entered into by the Department, I 
suppose we have to provide for the payment 


pd 


of the rent. I ask that the amendment ‘be 
non-concurred in for the reason stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr: Ep- 
munpDs in the chair.) The question is on cons 
curring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reducing this item from 
$6,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

. Mr. COLE. The next excepted amendment 
is on page 41, relating to clerks in the General 
Land Office. 

The Secretary read the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole, which was on page 
41, after line ten hundred and four, to insert 
the following: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ap- 
point for service in the General Land Office during 
the period of one year from the Ist day of July, 
1872, forty clerks of class one, in addition to the 
number of clerks now authorized by law in said 
bureau, $48,000. 


Mr. VICKERS. Isitin order to amend that 
amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. VICKERS. Then I move to amend by 
striking out what has been read and inserting 
the following: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury or any other 
head of a Department is hereby authorized to detail 
any surplus clerical force in his Department, not 
exceeding forty clerks, to perform extra service in 
the General Land Office. 


Mr. POMEROY. If-I understand that 
amendment it is that. the Secretary of the 
Treasury may detail clerks. ‘Does the Sen- 
ator mean that the Secretary of ‘the Treasury 
may detail clerks to the Land Office? 

Mr. VICKERS. I understood the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Camzron] yesterday 
to say that there was a very large surplus of 
clerks unemployed, and that they could be trans- 
ferred from one Departmemt to another with- 
out employing forty additional clerks, That 
is what the Senator from Pennsylvania said. 
He is an old Senator, was once the head of a 
Department, and ought to have some knowl- 
edge on this subject; and it was in obedience 
to the suggession contained in remarks that he 
made that 1 have offered this amendment. If 
there isa surplus of clerks in the Treasury 
Department. let them be transferred to the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iask the Senator if he 
has any information on that subject? a 
Mr. VICKERS. Only what the Senator 

from Pennsylvania said in his speech. 

Mr. POMEROY. I read yesterday—I have 
not the paper with me, though I have sent 
for it and shall have it in a moment—a com- 
munication from the Interior Department, in 
which the Secretary states that there is a large 
arrearage of work; that certain portions of 
the work in the Interior Department have 
been behind for twenty years; that there are 
six thousand volumes of patents, and the law 
requires them to be indexed, and yet no index 
has been made; and if you go to the Inte- 
rior Department to-day, and ask to trace out 
the title to a single quarter section of land, 
you are turned over to six thousand volumes, 
and asked to look them through and find it, 
because there isnoindex. He has twice recom- 
mended that there be clerks enough employed 
temporarily to bring up these arrearages. 

Last year the subject was before us, but the 
Senate took no action upon it. ‘This year the 
Secretary of the Interior, at the suggestion of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
has made a special recommendation. ‘That. 
recommendation has been before the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, who have considered it 
and reported a bill, and their report is what has 
been adopted as an amendment in Committee 
of the Whole on this bill—a provision for 
employing temporary clerks: to bring up the 
arrears of that office. The number of clerks 
authorized by law can do the current business 
and keep the office in good running order if 
the arrears of work. that have been neglected 
for twenty. years be brought up. . That. was 
what I read from the Secretary of the Interior 
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yesterday, which can be repeated to-day if any 
Senator desires it. 

‘i Tbe proposition to send clerks from the 
‘Treasury Department to the Interior Depart- 
ment ig certainly anew and strange one. I 
do.not know that there is a single clerk in the 
Treasury Department who is not wanted there. 
If there isone so employed there, the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury should have reported the fact. 
As I understand from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, they are short for help there; bat { am 
pot on any committee connected with that De- 
partment, and so I have no particular inform- 
ation: on that subject. If the Senator from 
Maryland thinks that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has got a surplus of forty clerks, and 
is paying them without employment, it is a 
condition of things in the Treasury which Ido 
not believe. I do not believe there are forty 
clerks there to spare for any other Depart- 
ment. I never heard of it. j 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Who has made 
any such statement? 

Mr. POMEROY. That is the 
now pending. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Has any Sen- 
ator made the statement that there are that 
number of surplus clerks in the Treasury? 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Mary- 
land says the Senator from Pennsylvania made 
that statement yesterday. I do not make it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iheard the 
statement of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
and I think the Senator from Maryland entirely 
misunderstood him. i 

Mr. POMEROY. Ifthe Senator from Penn- 
sylvania did uot make that statement, then I 
have nothing to contradict. I do rot remem- 
ber whether he made it or not. The Senator 
from Maryland saitl he made it. 

Now I come to the exact question before us. 
I have the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior iù my band. After referring to the laws 
_ of Congress that have imposed additional work 
upon that Department, after referring to the 
grant of lands for agricultural colleges, and 
showing the great amount of work thrown on 
the Department by that law, with no increase 
of service, after showing that the Department 
have five clerks less now than they had twenty 
years ago, he says in this report: 

“To mect this work without retarding the con- 
stantly increasing current business does, in my judg- 


ment, require an increase of the force of the office 
of from ‘titty to sixty temporary clorks to be em- 
ployed for tho:period of one year, I have, however, 
rm the bill submitted, asked for forty only, believing 
that mumber will, if Congress grants the reorganiza- 
tion asked for, enable me to placo the office in such 
condition as will render it practicable for the per- 
manent force, at the expiration of the year, to bring 
up ull the arrearages which may then remain,” 

“Then, in the fore part of this report, is a 
detailed account of the iucreased business that 
has been thrown upon this Department for the 
last few years on account of the increased 
work upon the public lands; that is, Our sur- 
veying has largely increased; the immigra- 
tion to the Territories has greatly increased ; 
the number of patents that they have been 
obliged to issue has more than doubled dur- 
ing the Jast year. The number of contested 
cases is here given, showing that the Land 
Office has been burdened, overwhelmed, and 
yet they have five less clerks now than they 
had twenty years ago. The Secretary wants 
to bring up the arrears of that work. He 
says ‘the number of clerks authorized by law 
can do the current business, and I will say for 
the credit of those clerks that in doing the 
current business the same number of them do 
twice.as much as they did formerly, because 
you will see by reading this report that last 
year there was almost twice as much business 
done in the office with the same number of 
clerks that was formerly done. 

Neither the Secretary nor the Commissioner 
recommends any increase of the permanent 
force. They think they can get along with 
the number of clerks authorized ‘by law, but 
the werk which has been in arrears for ten 


amendment 


or twenty years they are desirous of bringing 
up to facilitate the public service. 

That is the fair, distinct proposition of the 
Department, and I ask that the amendment 
may be concurred in. It was adopted after 
considerable discussion yesterday, and I do 
not want to repeat what was said then. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is an innovation 
upon long and well-considered legislation. I 
have great respect for the Secretary of. the 
Interior. Ido not intend to comment upon 
the fact whether this force is necessary or not. 
I shall vote against this amendment upon 
other grounds. The Secretary of the Interior 
did not come before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, or make known to them his wants 
in this regard. After this bill had been pre- 
pared, he goes to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that Committee on Public Lands 
reported the bill whichis now pending as an 
amendment to the appropriation bill. Let 
that bill be discussed in the Senate by itself 
and decided. A discussion of the bill reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands will show 
the necessity for thisincrease of clerical force, 
if there be any necessity for it. 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, with- 
out any direction from this committee to ask 
this appropriation, without any application 
to the Committee on Appropriations by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and without any 
showing of a necessity for this increased cleri- 
cal force, asks us summarily to put upon this 
appropriation bill an item of $48,000 for forty 
additional clerks, without any investigation by 
the Senate, and without any discussion by 
the Senate of the necessity for this increased 
clerical force. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood. ‘This 
increase may or may not be necessary. What 
I protest against is its being done in this 
indirect, summary way. If the Committee on 
Appropriations are charged with the duty of 
recommending what is proper in regard to the 
disbursement of the public money, they surely 
should not do it without au investigation, and 
if the Secretary of the Interior desired an 
appropriation of this sort to be made, he ought 
at least to have come before that committee 
and made a statement giving them the reasons, 
and a statement of the character of the busi- 
ness which required this increase of clerical 
force. The Secretary of the Interior was 
before our committee, but he did not allude 
to this subject. He told us of the necessities 
of his Department, but. no allusion was made 
to these forty additional clerks. 

Not doubting what the honorable Senator 
from Kansas has said, and not meaning to 
discuss the question of whether this clerical 
force is necessary or npt, 1 think the amend- 
ment ought not to be adopted until the Senate 
have passed upon the bill reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, which proposes 
to give this additional force. Let me suggest 
to the honorable Senator from Kansas if, 
when his bill comes up proposing to give to 
the Interior Department forty clerks at a cost 
of $48,000 for a year, the Senate should de- 
termine that forty clerks were too many, and 
should refuse to pass the bill in that shape 
and cut it down to twenty, he will already 
have got by this amendment an appropriation 
of $48,000 for forty clerks. 

Outside of all this, it is hasty and ill-con- 
sidered legislation in my opinion, and—I 
speak it with great deferenceé—I think the 
Senate ought to be chary in adopting such 
amendments and setting a precedent which may 
beattended with bad consequences. Therefore 
I shall vote against this proposition. 

Mr, POMEROY. I am gratified to know 
that the Senator from Kentucky does not ob- 
ject to the thing in itself, but only to the 
manner of doing it. I will try to show in as 
brief a space as I can that the manner of 
doing it is all right. 

The Committee on Appropriations are not 
charged, if I understand the duties of that 


* 


But the chair- || 


| again. 


committee, with considering whether any bill 
of this character is appropriate or not. The 
Committee on Appropriations are charged with 
the duty of seeing that the regular appro- 
priations provided for by law and regularly 
estimated for by the Departments are made 
correctly in the appropriation bills; but our 
rules provide that any other committee which 
may be charged with the special duty of hav- 
ing to do with the business of a particular 
department may judge of the wants of that 


| department, and the rale provides that they 


may move amendments on the appropriation 
bill, but the Committee on Appropriations are 
to have a day’s notice, in order that they may 
ascertain whether there is any existing provis- 
ion of law on the subject, or whether it requires 
a new act. Qur system of doing things in the 
Senate has been uniform, that the several com- 
mittees take charge of the Departments appro- 
priate to them; the Committee on Finance 
moves its amendments relating to the Treas- 
ury; the Committee on Patents moves its 
amendments relating to the Patent Office, if 
there are any; the Committee on Indian 
Affairs considers what is necessary for that 
branch of the service, not the Committee on 
Appropriations. The Committee on Appro- 
priations is charged with the regular appropri- 
ations of Congress and such special appropria- 
tions as are provided for by law. 

Now, the Senator says here will be $48,000 
appropriated, and possibly there may be an 
amendment by which there will be only twenty 
clerks. The fact is that in this proposition 
legislation and appropriation are combined. 
There is no $48,000 provided unless there are 
forty clerks to get the money. It is all in one 
bill ; it is in one amendment as it now stands; 
you make an appropriation of $48,000, and at 
the same time you make a law to provide the 
clerks as a means of expending that money. 

Mr. HILL. May I interrupt the Senator 
for a moment merely to call his attention to a 
remark which I understood fell from the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The remark was+that if the 
Senator from Kansas should succeed in get- 
ting an appropriation of $48,000 for the forty 
clerks on this bill, it was not certain that an- 
other bill from the Committee on Public Lands 
would not be reported asking for the clerks 
Now, I ask the Senator from Kansas 
if it is not his purpose, in the event of the 
adoption of this amendment for the forty 
clerks appropriating $48,000, to forego any 
other action in regard to that subject? Itake 
it that, of course, there will be no further bill 
on that subject reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands. I wish the Senator to state 
that he will not go any further with the meas- 
ure if he succeeds here. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Geor- 
gia is right, of course. Ifthe bill reported by 
me goes on to the appropriation bill, that is 
the end of it. We do not propose to reénact 
the same thing twice. ; 

Mr. HILL. But I thought the Senator from 
Kentucky said something about twenty addi- 
tional clerks being provided for. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I said nothing about 
any additional clerks in the event that the 
amendment prevailed; but what 1 meant to 
say, and what I did say, and what I repeat, is 
that no estimate that I know of was ever 
made for these forty clerks. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said there was none. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I said there was no 
estimate made for these forty clerks. I said 
that the Committee on Appropriations had 
not been asked to make this appropriation. I . 
said farther that the Committee on Public 
Lands had reported a bill giving to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior this increased force. In 
that I believe I am right. 

Mr. POMEROY. I understood the Senator. 
Now, I only want to say that the Committee on 
Appropriations must be aware that they are 
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not the committee organized by the body to 
ascertain the wants of the different Depart- 
ments, but that the different Departments, in 
reference to clerical force and other matters 
pertaining to their business, communicate 
through the special committees appointed for 
that purpose, and they are the judges of the 
necessity of legislation to carry out the rec- 
ommendations of the Departments, and not 
the Committee on Appropriations. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations judge of the neces- 
sity of the regular appropriations and special 
appropriations prowided for by law. I do not 
think the Committee on Appropriations have 
been slighted in this matter. I do not think 
the Secretary of ihe Interior intended any dis- 
respect to that committee by not sending the 
bill to that committee. He sent it to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, with which he usually 
communicates in regard to matters in the 
Land Office; and if it had been upon Indian 
affairs, if he wanted more clerks in the Indian 
office, he would haye sent his communication 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and they 
would have considered the subject and judged 
of it, and, if they recommended it, it would 
be then a proper subject for an amendment on 
au appropriation bill. 

Now, I only want to say that the Secretary 
of the Interior pursued the usual course. He 
first got a communication from the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office. He consid- | 


ered that, and, adopting it, sent it here to the 
Senate. It was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


ae in that way it got upon this appropriation 
ili. 


would withdraw the amendment. I am not 
here to show any disrespect to any committee, 
but it is on this appropriation bill in the regu- 
Jar way, and, according tothe ruling of the 
Chair, it was put on in order. 


has been examined by the proper committee, 
will sustain what was done in Committee of 
the Whole yesterday, and that was to allow 
the clerks temporarily that the Secretary of 
the Interior asks for. 

Mr. COLE. 
on the part.of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that there has been avy want of respect 
shown to them; it is a matter of propriety 
‘and safety ; and the course of business in this 
body is involved in this question. Here is an 
appropriation asked for without any reference 
of the question being made to the committee 
that has the subject of appropriations in 
charge. Now, let us understand the position 
of this case as it is. 

As was stated by my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Sre: 
VENSON, | the Department has not estimated 
for any of this force in the regular book of 
estimates. I state further, thatthe committee 
allowed them all the force that they estimated 
for, all that- they asked for in the regular way. 
I willadd here thatin theland department- there 
are now one hundred and fifty clerks, beside 
messengers, assistant messengers, and labor- 
ers, amounting to a dozen or two dozen per- 
sons more. There is as much force already 
employed in that Department as the Govern- 


ment has afforded room for; and if-this addi- . 


tional force is authorized it will involve the 


necessity inevitably of renting more:buildings 


in which to employ them. 
Mr. POMEROY. 
point. ‘There is nothing in it. 
Mr. COLE. There is great complaint in 
that Department now that there is not room, 


and they are actually renting buildings out- 


side. They are renting the Seaton House 
building in order that the Department may 
accommodate its clerks. 


They considered the proposi- | 
tion and unanimously thought that the Secre- | 
tary of the Interior should have the force that | 
he wanted, that he thought was necessary, i 


if I thought there was any disrespect to + 
the Committee on Appropriations in this I} 


Now, I ask 
that the Senate, considering the recommenda- | 
tion of the Department, and ‘that the matter : 


It isnot a matter of complaint 


shave these lands. 7 
courage the settlement of these lands, let us 
give to the offiee that has to do with their set- 


I have investigated that 


Mr. POMEROY. I undertake to say that 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is renting no buildings outside, no Seaton 
House. It is the Pension Bureau and the 
office of Indian Affairs that are outside. 

Mr. COLE. The Interior Department is 
not divided up among these bureaus by any 
rule. ‘There is no line across the halls sep- 
arating one bureau from the other. If a par- 
ticular bureau requires a large proportion of 
the building, of course there is less room for 
another bureau. I state that the force em- 
ployed in the Interior Department not only 
ogcupies so much of the immense Patent Office 
building as is devoted to the use of clerks and 
employés, but it is driven to the necessity of 
renting many buildings outside at great rent, 
and I say now, without any fear of successful 
contradiction on the part of the Senator from 
Kansas, or anybody else, that if these forty 
additional clerks are authorized, it will in- 
volve the necessity of hiring other buildings 
outside in which to put them to do their work. 

Mr. President, there is another point which 
should not be lost sight of. The appropria- 
tions for this bureau during a series of years 
were not used up, and there was a large sur- 
plus fund only two or three years ago accumu- 
lated in the bureau, amounting, it I remem- 
ber correctly, to $300,000. There wasenough 
opportunity, if there had been any necessity 
for clerical labor on the part of that Depart- 
ment, to use that fund. Its head did not see 
fit to do so, and I infer from that that the work 
cannot be very far behind. I stated yesterday 
that the present head of the Land Bureau is 
working up very rapidly, that he is getting 
the business into better condition than it was 
defore he came in, and I have been shown a 
comparative statement of the progress of busi- 
ness under him and its progress during for- 
mer years; and it is very creditable indeed to 
the present head of the bureau. He is work- 
ing up the business of that office rapidly ; and 
I have but little doubt that within a reason- 
able time that portion of the business which is 


now behind, if there be any—and 1 do not | 


doubt that there may ve some part of it some- 
what in arrears yet-—it will be worked up in a 
little while. T think this irregular way. of 
providing forty additional clerks, besides the 
cone hundred and fifty and upward that are 
now employed there, ought not to be acqui- 
esced in by the Senate. I hope the amend- 
ment will be disagreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I have no 
feeling on this subject so far as the respect paid 
to committees by this recommendation is con- 
cerned. T happen to be a member of the Ap- 
propriation Committee, and also of the Public 
Lands Committee, and, therefore, I can sus- 
tain my own committee by voting either way. 
That being the fact, I propose to vote for what 
I believe to be absolutely necessary for the 
transaction of the business of this Govern- 
ment. My attention has been called to this 
subject very frequently. Having much to do 
with the settlement of our public lands, my 
own being a new State, I have had occasion to 
notice the operations of the General Land 
Office very often, and I know that that de- 
partment is very much in arrears. I believe 
that this increase of force is necessary. I 
think that every Senator present agrees with 
me that the settlement, population, and im- 
provement of our public lands is of vast import- 
ance. i believe we are all agreed in the advo- 
cacy of any policy that will tend to the settle- 
ment and development of our great public 
domain. Some of us are opposed to land 
grants to railroads because we want settlers to 
Now, if we desire to en- 


tlement all the necessary force that may be 
called for in order to promote their settlement. 
I know that in many instances patents are sev- 
eral years behind, and that it isa very great 
inconvenience, and often 4 great loss.to set- 


tlers, that it should be so. Believing this in-. 
crease of forge to be necessary, I am in favor 
of granting it to the Secretary of the Interior.: 

We are told that we shall have to. hire build: 
ings for these forty clerks. I do notknow how. 
that is.. There is no suggestion of that kind 
from the Secretary of the Interior, and L ap- 
prehend that it will not be necessary, They 
are only for a temporary service, and daring 
this year I have no doubt they can he accom: 
modated in the rooms now oceupied by the 
land department; but even if additional rooms 
were necessary I should, for the same reason 
that I vote for increasing the number of elerks, 
vote to give them the room necessary to do the 
work in order that it may be brought ap. 

We are told that this office cannot be much 
behind in its business, because $300,000 were 
a few years ago returned to the Treasury from 
the land department. If so, Mr. President, 
they are asking for but a very small portion of 
what they have heretofore returned, and | 
think that if $48,000 will bring them up we 
should be willing to allow that amount out of 
what has been already brought back info the 
Treasury. I believe that a portion of it should 
have been used heretofore, and I am yery 
anxious that it should now be placed at the 
disposal of the Land Office, in order that the 
settlement of our public lands may nob be 
hindered by the fact that business in., the 
department is so far behindhand. 

Mr. HILL: I will state to the Senate that 
I accidentally met the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior this morning. Thad not in view this sub- 
ject at all in my intercourse with him, but is 
occurred to-me to ask him ag to the absolute 
necessity of these clerks, and I may add that 
the Senator from Minnesota who has just 
addressed the Senate was present and heard 
the response of the Secretary. He said that he 
wished the Senate could only see the condition 
of the Land Office here, what an amount of 
labor had been performed there since the 
present head of the office had gone into it, 
with an inadequate force, and see also the 
condition of it now, the amount of labor 
necessary to be done, and. that cannot be 
performed with the present clerical force in a 
reasonable time. 3 ; 

I suggested to him that as he was.a member 
of the Administration it was hardly to be be- 
lieved that as we were approaching a presi- 
dential election he would be very anxious to 
increase the public expenditures, to which he 
said that he, would of course be very far from 
desiring to do so, and would not even recom- 
mend anything unless it was something that 
he thought was unavoidable, that there was 
too much sacrifice of public interest to forego. 

J mention these facts because I think they 
ought to have weight with the Senate. I have 
no feeling in the world about this matter and 
no interest in it; but I think if the Goyern- 
ment needs these additional clerks in the Land 
Office they ought to be provided for. : 

There seems to be brought up bere 2 mat- 
ter of legislative etiquette, about which there 
seems to be a good deal of feeling. ‘We 
have been told that the Committee on Public 
Lands should first consider the measure and 
present a bill, and that that bill should after- 
ward be submitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I think myself that is a sort of 
circumlocution that it is unnecessary to go 
through with. It must sometimes happen 
that there are matters overlooked..and for- 
gotten that ought to go into the appropria- 
tion bills, and this, I think, is one of the cases. 
It may be that the Land Office was negligent 
in not making the suggestion in tame for it 
to have gone into the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, but if the necessity 
exists, that is no reason why the provision 
should not be now made as much as if it 
had been recommended last November. 

Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, those of 


us who sit in that-part of the Chamber where 
| my seat happens to be cannot always hear 
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distinctly the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Cameron, ] on the other side of the Chamber. 
I gave his views as well as I understood them 
when I was up before. I will now read, how- 
ever, a portion of the remarks which he made 
-yesterday. He said: 

“Mr. CAMERON, I agree with the Senator from 
California that the best thing we can do with this 
proposition is to vote it down. To my mind it is 
absurd. to increase the number of clerks by forty in 
anyone Department.” * # * # We 
get aman in under the excuse that it is only tem- 
porary; but once in, he has to be kept there, and 
then you hold out false pretenses toall the country. 
We shall have at least ten thousand applicants for 
these forty clerkships. The right way to meet the 
case is this: if in asingle branch of this Department 
they have not got force enough, take what is needed 
from some other branch of the Department: There 
are more clerks employed here now than fill up their 
time, but we are coustantly going on at the appli- 
cation of some head of a bureau to add to hisforce.”” 

_ Again: 

“Thero are more people now inthe Departments 
than are wanted. Some of the Departments have 
too many, and others probably have too few. Let 
the head arrange the business as the head of any 
great establishment would do. Ifthe Land Office 
has too few, let the head of the Interior Depart- 
ment take some from some other branch of the De- 
partment. Thatcan be very readily done.” 

Mr. POMEROY. As the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania did not say there was a 
surplus of clerks in the Treasury Department, 
Ttrust the Senator from Maryland will with- 
draw his amendment. He only said that he 
thought there was a surplus in the service, but 
he did not say in what particular Department. 

Mr. VICKERS. He said, “There are 
more people now in the Departments than are 
wanted,’’ and he said they could be trans- 
ferred from one Department to another. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania has been the head 
of a Department, he is the oldest Senator in 
the body, and he has had great experience. 
I predicated my amendment on his statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bors: 
MAN iu the chair.) The question is on striking 

_ out the amendment agreed to asin Committee 
of the Whole and inserting the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maryland in lieu 


of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not in the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands when this matter was 
before them, being elsewhere, occupied in 
business imposed on me by the Senate asa 
member of the Committee on Investigation 
and Retrenchment, I regret to differ from 
the chairman of that committee, [Mr. Poms- 
Rox, ] and from one of my valued associates 
on it, the Senator from Minnesota, (Mr. Wix- 
pom. ] 

Besides the objections so forcibly put by 
other Senators who have spoken against the 
amendment adopted in Committee of the 
Whole, there is, it seems to me, this further 
objection: if we give forty clerks to the Land 
Office by this bill, when shail we get rid of 
them? ` Itis true the amendment by its terms 
provides for that addition of forty clerks for 
one year only; but who does not know the 
tenacity with which. clerks hold on to their 
clerkships? Who does not know the extreme 
difficulty of reducing the clerical force from a 
number once fixed? Is there any Senator 
here who seriously believes that should. we 
adopt this amendment, which increases by 
forty the clerical force of the Land Office, the 
youngest. man here, whatever may be the 
length of his service, will live tosee the whole 
of these forty clerkships abated? That is a 
controlling consideration with me. Ishall not 
vote to saddle upon one bureau in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior an expense of $48,000 for 
an indefinite number of years without secing a 
much stronger case for it than has yet been 

made out. 

Furthermore, it occurs to me as rather a 
remarkable circumstance that this large de- 
mand for increased clerical force, unprece- 
dented as I suppose it to be, should have been 
made withoutany note of warning. This neces- 
‘sity, if it exists, has not grown up in a day. It 
‘isnot like Jonah’s gourd, a matter of twenty- 


four hours; nor, like that gourd, will it disap- 
pear in as short a period, if once we should 
adopt the amendment which passed the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and if that amendment 
should become a law. Why have we not heard 
something from the Department of the Interior 
in regard to this pressing necessity for forty 
clerks in one bureau before this? What is the 
reason? Has any explanation of that been 
given? My impression is that since the re- 
moval of the former very efficient Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office consider- 
able additions have been made to the expend- 
itures for officials in that particular branch of 
the Interior Department; but whether that be 
so. or not, I cannot, consistently with my ideas 
of public duty, vote for an addition of forty 
clerks to the Land Office, entailing an expend- 
iture of $48,000 per annum, and which, as I 
said, may exist foran indefinite period of years 
to come. I insist, in the light of all our 
experience in the past, it is absolutely certain 
to continue for a very great number of years. 
I doubt if it is within the experience of any 
Senator to say that any considerable increase 
of the clerical force in any one of the Depart- 
ments of this Government, made in time of 
peace, has ever afterward been considérably 
reduced. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to remind the Senator 
of one fact. He probably is not aware of the 
receut dismissal of a very large number of 
clerks from this same Department, connected 
with the Census Burcau. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If I were aware of that, 
Iam unable to perceive in what way it aids 
the views of the Senator from Georgia. The 
census is an exceptional emergency, occurring 
once every ten years, and when the emergency 
is over, of course the clerks are no longer 
needed. 


Mr. HILL. But the Senator will pardon 


me fora suggestion. While what he says is 
in the main true, there is still a very consider- 
able clerical force hard at work in the Census 
Bureau to-day. Jt was not necessary to retain 
all that were there, and therefore a large num- 
ber of the lowest class of the clerks have been 
discharged. I merely mention this fact to 
show that the Senator is in error in suppos- 
ing that you cannot accommodate one of the 
Departments with a number of clerks for a 
temporary purpose and afterward retire them. 
Here isan experience showing that clerks have 
been employed in that same Department and 
are now being retired. He says it does not 
help my side of the question, but it proves one 
thing, that we can get rid of these people if 
we choose to get rid of them, and in this case 
we are, by this legislation, only proposing to 
provide these places for a year, and when the 
year expires without renewed legislation the 
offices will expire. 

Mr. CASSERLY. - These forty new clerks, 
as I understand, are not to be employed for 
exceptional business of the Land Office; they 
are to be employed in the regular business of 
the Land Office. 

Mr. POMEROY. Not at all. Iread the 
report, showing that they were called for to 
bring up the arrearages, and the Secretary 
says that he thinks the regular force is suffi- 
cient to carry on the Department when these 
arrears are brought up. ‘That is the report 
of the Secretary. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What Iam afraid of is 
that the arrears wiil never be brought up 
sufficiently to enable us to get rid of these 
forty gentlemen. The arrears will be like 
Penelope's web: what is done one day will be 
undone the next day or soon after. 

I think the distinction is very wide between 
an exceptional occasion provided for by law, 
such as the census, and a proposition to add 
forty clerks to the regular working staff of the 
Land Office in order to bring up arrears. 

I do not intend to reflect in the slightest 
degree upon the present Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. I desire to say, how- 


ever, that I am somewhat surprised to hear 
such great stress laid upon arrears in that 
office. Representing, as [ do, a new State 
where business connected with the public 
lands has always been considerable, I had 
some experience in the Land Office since I 
came here; and I have to say thatif I were to 
judge from the promptness and the efficiency 
with which whatever business I had for people 
of my State was transacted in the Land Office 
under the administration of the late Commis- 
sioner, it would be not only difficult but impos- 
sible for me to imagine that there was any 
considerable body of arrears in that office. 
Upon that ground also I shall not be willing 
to vote for these forty clerks at an annual 
expense of $48,000 in the Land Office. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only desire to make a 
single correction. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia, I know, reads the reports; and each 
year for five years past clerical help has been 
called for by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and twice since I have been here 
when we have sent resolutions to be answered 
the Commissioner has had to state that he had 
not clerical force sufficient for that work. So 
that this is no new thing sprung on the Sen- 
ate. When Mr. Wilson was Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, during the last years 
he was there, every year he asked for addi- 
tional help. The present Commissioner did 
not ask it in November because he did not 
make his report until he had been there a 
year. He declined to make any recommend- 
ation or any special report in regard to the 
doings of his office until he had been in a 
year and could make an annual report. That 
is the reason it was delayed and not put into 
the regular recommendations in November. 
That is the reason assigned to me, at least. 

Jf the Senator from Valifornia—and no man 
is more fair when he reads a statement—will 
read this communication of the Department 
through, he will certainly be convinced not 
only of the large increase of business that has 
been thrown upon that Department during the 
last few years, but that there is an absolute 
necessity for this force. I will read a few 
extracts: 


“ Can it be expected that the work of this bureau 
can be kept up to current dates under cireumstances 
like these?” 


He says in the previous sentence: 


“To perform. the work enjoined by these laws I 
have five clerks less than the force provided at a 
time when the population ot the nation was twenty- 
seven millions instead of thirty-nine millions; when 
the surveying districts numbered twelve instead of 
seventeen, and the appropriation for surveys of all 
kinds was $537,091 instead of $1,138,220, the amount 
appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1872; and 
when the area annually surveyed of the public 


domain was about twelve million acres instead of 


twenty-two million acres, as for the last fiscal year, 
to say nothing of the increased area of the present 
fiscal year.” 

He goes on at great length to show that he 
has five clerks less now than they had twenty 
years ago in thai office. 

Mr. COLE. The public lands have been 
decreasing. 

Mr. POMEROY. There never were as 
many acres of public land entered in a year 
as there has been during the last year. He 
gives a detailed account of the number of 
letters. The number of letters received dur- 
ing the last year of Mr. Wilson's administra- 
tion was 45,546. ‘The number during the cur- 
rent year just closed was 55,628. Here isa 
detailed account, showing the pages of record 
covered by the letters written. During the 
year preceding the last there were 238,598 
pages, and during this past year 29,979. Then 
comes a detailed account of the patents issued ; 
then of the contested cases settled in the De- 
partment, referred from the various local land 
offices.' They have more than doubled, yet no 
increase of force has been allowed; and he 
asks for no increase for the regular business, 
and he compliments the clerks highly for doing 
twice as much as they used to do; but to bring 
ap the business so that the present force can 
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do the business hereafter, he asks for this ad- 
ditional temporary force. If the Senator will 
read this report and then say that it is not just 
and fair to provide the increase, then I wiilbe 
willing to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I have no 
particular interest in this matter; but as I am 
called on to vote upon the question, I deem it 
proper to give the reasons which induce me to 
vote as I shall. 

The Secretary of the Interior is employed 
to discharge a certain trust. He is employed 
on the presumption that he is qualified to dis- 
charge the duties of thattrust. He is there in 
the position of an expert, understanding that 
particular business. Hecomes here and de- 
clares to Congress that it is necessary, in order 
that he may discharge his duties properly and 
satisfactorily to the Government, that a cer- 
tain number of clerks shall be allowed for his 
use. Now, in the ordinary avocations of life, 
in the business relations of life, wherever 
agencies are necessary, what would be done 
under circumstances of this sort? ‘Ihe pro- 
prietor would in all cases either award the 
material necessary to the discharge of the duty 
as set forth by the agent, or he would discharge 
the agent and seek to get one that could do 
the work more economically. Certainly no 
one would contend that it would be proper to 
refuse the agent the material he declares to be 
necessary to enable him to perform the work, 
and at the same time retain him in his place; 
for, no odds what might result, what errors 
might be committed, what omissions might 
occur, it would be forever by him chargeable 
to the fact that he was not permitted to have 
that assistance which was necessary to enable 
him to discharge the trast confided to him. 

Jn this case the Secretary of the Interior 
declares that forty clerks are necessary; he 
tells us so as an expert, as one who is ac- 
quainted with the duties of his office and the 
wants of his office. Presuming that heis qual- 
ified for the discharge of his duty, for the place 
that he fills, I would certainly give more cre- 
dence to his judgment than 1 would to that of 
any Senator on this floor, who, however wise 
he may be in other things, is not acquainted 
with the duties of this particular office. For 
myself, and in my own behalf, I do not know 
whether they are behindhand or whether they 
are up with the business of the land depart- 
ment, but I do know the fact that the Govern- 
ment has increased its public domain by bring- 
ing into market a vast amount of lands within 
the last few years. At no time in the history 
of this nation has there been such an immi- 
gration and so large an amount of land offered 
by the public as there is to-day. The West is | 
now being settled with a rapidity heretofore 
unknown in this country. This officer states 
frankly, fully, and plainly, historical facts with 
regard to the Department over which he pre- 
sides, and it seems to me that his statement 
is unanswerable in the demand for additional 
help in his office. 

But the Senator from California [Mr. Cas- 
SERLY] says that if you employ these forty 
clerks you will never get rid of them. That 
Argument may do very well; but does it not 
prove rather too much? If it be true that we 
are not to employ a clerk for any specific pur- 
pose, because if once employed he can never 
be discharged, then it.argues that we are at 
our wits’ ends with regard to the employment 
of clerks and other officers of this Govern- 
ment; but I think that we may presume upon 
the honesty and integrity of the high officers 
of this Government, and may rely. upon it, 
when they find that a clerical force is upon 
their hands which is unnecessary for the dis- 
charge of the public business, that they will 
promptly discharge the supernu meraries. This 
is a duty that they owe to themselves, and a 
sworn duty to the country. 

But itis said—and such a proposition has 
been made—that clerks shall be detailed from 


other Departments for this particular business. 


not be an efficient course of proceeding to 
meet the case. In this land department 
clerks ofa particular qualification and a cer- 
tain knowledge with regard to the duties they 
are called to perform will be necessary, and 
theiremployment will be an economy. If you 
detail a clerk from the Treasury Department 
you may find when he’is there that he is to- 
tally unacquainted with the land department, 
and being detailed there but temporarily it 
cannot be supposed that his labor will be very 
efficient in the discharge of the duties. To 
have a clerk for this purpose requires that he 
should be more than a copyist. If you simply 
desire copying to be done, you can detail or 
employ any person who is quick with a pen 
and ready in transcribing the pages given him 
to do. But there is indexing to do, as the 
statement of the Senator from Kansas goes to 
show, important work with regard to the 
records, and this requires an acquaintance 
with the books and with the records, and to 
get the needful acquaintance with these books 
will require more than a day or a week of 
time. ‘Therefore it is proper that these clerks 
should be employed for a sufficient time, first 
that they may become experts under the teach- 
ings of the head of the Department in the 
duty they are required to perform, and then 
that they shali perform the duty in such a 
way as may in after time be shown to have 
been valuable to the country. 

Then, I say that I shall vote for this proposi- 
tion because the officer in charge says that itis 
necessary for the discharge of the duty. I 
will vote for it precisely as I would give a su- 
petvisor upon my plantation, if you please, an 
additional number of mules or plows or imple- 
ments, if he were to write me that it was neces- 
sary for the proper cultivation of the place. 
I would give it to him as I would to my mer- 
chant who would write to me that it was neces- 
sary for the posting of his books, for the sale 
of my goods, that he should have an additional 
clerical force; but I would hold him respons- 
ible for the discharge of his duty econom- 
ically, faithfully, industriously. £ will vote 
for allowing these forty clerks; and if it 
turns out that that vote is an error, it is 
chargeable to the Secretary of the Interior 
and not myself. I vote for it upon his judg- 
ment, and I think that in this Iam correct. 

If I were to go to that Deparment and go 
through the Land Office and spend a week of 
time there, I should not be able to report to 
the Senate what number of clerks would be 
necessary, for the reason that I have no ac- 
quaintance with that Department. I profess 
to have some business qualifications, but not 
in that particular line; and if I were to go 
there and were to look through the depart- 
ment of the Land Office for a week of time, 
when I should be about to leave the Depart- 
ment I would call upon the Secretary of the 
Interior, who has been there an expert in his 
place, and ask him what his judgment was 
with regard to the clerical force, and I would 
be very much inclined, if I had any confidence 
either in his judgment or in his honesty, to 
take just what he said to be the fact of the 
case and give him the force that he demanded. 

These reasons will induce me to vote for the 
amendment now before the Senate. I should 
not have said anything upou this subject but 
for the fact that the range of the debate has 
been such and the statements of honorable 
Senators have been such as to rather indicate 
that this was a piece of extravagance about to 
be indulged in by the Senate. 
asked the appointment of any clerk. Ido not 
know that I shall ask for the appointment of 
any clerk. The State that I represent has no 
clerks, so far as I know, in any of the Depart- 
ments here. Itis true that there are some 
persons who claim to be from Mississippi that 
have office in the Departments, I believe ; but 
they are men from Mississippi whose acquatnt- 


| ance I have madein Washington city. [Laugh- | 


It suggests itself to my mind that that would 


I have not} 


ter.] That is the fact with regard to Missis- 
sippi’s representation in the Departments. ` E 
trust there will be some changes made in this 
behalf by and by; but whether they are or 
not, that will not cause me to depart in any 
degree from that line of right which I have 
laid down for myself to pursue while I am 
here with the honor of a seat on this floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I lis- 
tened with interest and attention to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Atcory.] His 
argument is that the Secretary of the Interior 
is the officer at the head of that Department 
of the Government. That is true. He also 
contends that because that officer at the head 
of that Department certifies to us that in his 
judgment a single bureau of that Department 
requires an increase of forty clerks, we should 
vote that increase. He takes the instance of 
a plantation, and of a recommendation made 
by the manager of the plantation that the 
force should be increased in a particular de- 
partment. I put it to that Senator whether 
that illustration docs not itself supply a strong 
argument against the increase here proposed. 
If his manager in a single department of his 
plantation should all at once ask for forty men 
in that department where for years one hun- 
dred and fifty had been sufficient and had done 
the work as well as could be desired, would 
he consider himself bound as a prudent owner 
by that recommendation? That is the precise 
case here. For years the business of the 
Land Office has been done with the present 
staff of clerks. 

The Senator from Kansas (who is certainly 
so well informed on this whole subject that £ 
differ from him here,as Ido in committee, 
with a great deal of hesitation) speaks of the 
growth of the Land Office business and the 
growth of the clerical foree requisite to carry 
it on, and he cites the growth as between two 
years in illustration, But that growth is not a 
sudden thing; it hasnot happened all at once. 
The business has been growing for a great 
many years. That is evidenced by the state- 
ment of the Senator himself that the former 
Commissioner of the Land Office, General Wil- 
son, was in the habit of asking for an addition 
to his clerical force. Did he get it? I am 
not aware that General Wilson ever asked for 
any such addition as forty clerks in one year. 

Mr. POMEROY. No; he did not. He 
asked for additions, but did not say to what 
extent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes; he did ask for 
additional clerks. Whether he got them or 
not I am not prepared to say, but if he:did not 
get them he got on without them. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator that during the war the business of this 
office discontinued so much that clerks were 
discharged ; the number allowed by law was 
reduced more than half. We only had about 
forty clerks there at one time during the war 
when the law allowed one hundred and fifty. 
After the war the business increased; and the 
fullamount of clerks was employed, and now 
they ask for forty more. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator, I think, 
answers himself. I am glad he has made that 
statement, for it strengthens my argument. 
He says that after the war the Land Office was 
put upon its full establishment, and the requi- 
site number of clerks was employed to do the 
business. ‘They have been doing it, and Isay 
from my experience of that office, since I 
came into the Senate, it has been done with 
promptness and efficiency, Asa member of 
the Committee on Public Lands, I’ know that 
in the frequent course of addressing communi- 
cations from that committee to the General 
Land Office for advice and ‘suggestions in re- 
gard to bills before the committee, we obtained 
the required answers and information always 
with promptness and with fullness under the 
administration of Commissioner Wilson, and I 
believe I may say the same thing of the present 
Commissioner; at least, knowing uothing to 
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the contrary, I say nothing te the gantrary, 
gud intend nothing to the contrary. The re- 
markable circumstance about this is that all 
at.once there is a,demand for an addition of 
forty clerks to the clerigal staff of that office. 
“On inquiry of my ecplleague, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I ascer- 
tain that the presentclerical staff of that office 
ig one hundred and fifty clerks. And here is 
a proposition to add forty to that number, an 
increase of more than twenty-five per cent. 
Ne figures have heen read here to justify any 
guch increase. 

am amazed to hear any Senator speak of 
the facility with which we can get rid of this 
body of forty new clerks. Do not Senators 
understand that one of the forces of Govern- 
ment is personal importunity? Do we not see 
every day, those of us who are most firm in 
support of what we conceive to be for the 
greatest interest of the greatest number, that 
the course of legislation ig turned aside from 
that object, and turned into less wholesome 
and less legitimate channels, by personal im- 
portunity? You make five new glerkg this 
year, and if you try to get them ont at the 
expiration of a year, in the next or some other 
Congress, those five men will be suflicient to 
agitate the Senate; they will succeed, as five 
men have done before, in defeating retrench- 
ment if it interfere with their offices or their 
emoluments. How much more if you add 
forty? You never will get rid of them; and 
the arrears, which it is supposed they are put 
in to work up, never will be worked up, and 
you will be saddling the country, if not with 
an expense of $48,000 per annum forever, yet 
without seeing your way clear to the time or 
the mode in which you can reduce it, much 
lass get rid of it entirely. 

I feel a great interest in the Land Office; I 
would like to see it efficient and capable of 
discharging all its duties, but I have seen itas 
efficiently administered under the former Com- 
missioner, and with at least no more than the 
present staff of officers, if indeed he had not 
many less, as I ever expect to gee it admin- 
istered under any kind of head or with any 
addition to its clerical force. 

Mr. COLE. Mr, President, this is said to 
be a proposition to bring up the back work in 
the Land Bureau. Letus see what that back 
work consists of that is now represented to be 
of such a character that it ought to be brought 
up. 

ae the yery document upon which this appli- 
gation is made we find a proposition to index 
alphabetically the patents, as “ required by the 
act of July 4, 1836, which has never received 
attention, sixty-four bundred volumes, con- 
taining thirty-two hundred thousand patents.” 
Now, {submit to the Senate, is it necessary 
in the present state of our finances that we 
should go baek and carry out a law which has 
heen neglected for nearly forty years for index- 
ing alphabetieally the patents of this Govern- 
ment perhaps from its foundation ; patents for 
all the public lands that have heen sold during 
perhaps sixty or seventy years, and the neces- 
sity for which has never been manifest before ? 

Mr. POMEROY. It has been recommended 
every year. 

Mr. GOLE. It may have been recom- 
mended every year; but Congress has not 
listened to it when it could have listened to it 
without any embarrassment. We cannot ac- 
cept propositions involving expenditures of 
this character now without adding to the em- 
barrassments of the Government; and for us 
in the year 1872, at this time, to employ a 
force of forty clerks to go back and carry out 
a law which is represented to have been passed 
in 1886, and has received no attention up to 
this time, ig so absurd to my mind that it needs 
no argument but a bare statement of the case. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from California to another 
thing in this report. Ido not want to reflect 
upon any officer who has occupied that depart- 


ment for the last ten years; Į do not wish 
to say a word against any of them; but I 
found myself that land warrants for five years 
which had been entered had not been can- 
celed, and not unti} those land warrants had 
been abstracted, and had got on to the mar- 
ket and been sold and located the second 
time, was it discovered that the land warrants 
in that department had never been canceled. 
Now, here is what the Commissioner says 
about it: 

“ The land warrants located for anumber of years 
past were filed away in the same manner without 
cancellation. The work of canceling these warrants 
is now being executed, but as it involves the neces- 
sity of going through the files and taking out and 
examining an immense number of warrants, it neg- 
essarily requires great care as well as much time 
and labor." > ” E ` : 

This is only another item in the account, 
More than forty thousand land warrants were 
bound up and not canceled, put away until 
they could get time and get clerks to do the 
work. j ad f 

Mr. COLE, 
present force. 

Mr. POMEROY. He is doing it as well as 
he can, buf it cannot be accomplished with 
the present force. In addition to that, there 
is the college scrip, an immense amount of 
which has been thrown on the department 
that we gave in great quantities which has to 
be canceled; it has to be filed away, each 
State by itself; it has to be labeled.. There 
were ng clerks for that service. So you may 
go through the whole business of that office, 
and you will see that additional force is imper- 
atively demanded by the public service. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I desire to 
make a brief reply to what the honorable Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. CASSERLY] said with 
regard to my illustration. He stated correctly 
my position on this subject, assuming that the 
Secretary of the Interior is here the officer in 
charge, the expert to whom we commit this 
department; and while there is no compulsion 
on this body to respond to his demands, yet 
he being the officer in charge, and presumed 
to understand the necessities of his office, his 
judgment at least is entitled to great weight. 
l stated that if my supervisor were to demand 
of me an additional number of mules or imple- 
ments I would not chaffer with him if I 
intended to continue him in my service, but I 
would supply him with what he called for, 
quless it was apparent to my judgment beyond 
all question that he was wrong. But suppose 
that I am here, and my supervisor addresses 
me aud tells me that it is necessary for him to 
have forty additional laborers on thé planta- 
tion, that he is to-day in the grass—a circum- 
stance that may occur and that often oecurs. 
Here in the land department the work has 
been neglected, and has not been kept up; it 
needs proper cultivation. What shall £ do 
with my supervisor? Respond to him, ‘‘ For 
the last forty years that field in that condition 
had been cultivated with the number of hands 
you now have upon it?’ If so, the chances 
are that I shonld lose my crop. I had better 
give him forty hands, and hold him responsible 
for any dereliction or inattention on his part at 
the end of the season. And as the honorable 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] suggests to 
me, in this case it does appear that the area 
of the plantation Has been very largely in- 
creased, that the acreage now exceeds that of 


He gays he is doing it with the 


| forty years ago at least one half, and the offi- 


cer In charge comes and shows to the country 
the fact that these arrears exist. 

But the honorable Senator from California 
asks, shall we go back and complete the rec- 
ords of the past forty years? I say yes, byall 
means, if it was for no other purpose than to 
preserve the records, so that those who are to 
come after us may see and understand that 
the work which was done by those who had 
preceded them was done in no careless way, 
but in a workman-like manner, in an efficient 
and business-like manner. I should say that 
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that example would be worth in the land 
department the $48,000 charged for the clerks. 

But, as- I understand it, the amendment 
simply proposes to continue these clerks for 
the period necessary to bring up this work, 
and that is designated as twelye months. By 
limitation the clerks go out of place under the 
amendment when that period has expired. 
When the twelve months haye gone by, the 
statute of limitations applies, and the clerks 
no longer exist; they can no longer get their 
pay unless there is further legislation. So l 
understand the case to be; and so ynderstand- 
ing it, with the lights before me, and for the 
reasons given, I shall vote, as I before stated, 
for the amendment. i 

But I say that the Secretary of the Interior 
does not ask for these additional clerks with- 
out showing the reasons why. He comes here 
before the Senate and makes plain, in his 
statement, his reason for his demand. Has 
any one here controverted the statement he 
makes? No one has conrtroverted it. I pre- 
sume no Senator on this floor is prepared to 
contradict one single word of what that officer 
has said. Taking, then, his statement as true, 
the question comes up whether the work shall 
be performed or whetherit shall not. [think it 
is proper for the interests of this Government, 
for the harmony of that Department, for its 
correct management and future welfare, that 
the books should be placed in order, and, so 
thinking, I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam very well aware, sir, 

that the Senate is anxious to vote on this prop- 
osition, and | have only a very few words to 
say. I am unwilling that my silence here should 
be construed into an unwillingness to defend 
the present Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. Iam not aware that any person has 
made charges against him or attributed any- 
thing improper to him. I take it for granted 
that, though the recommendation comes from 
the Secretary of the Interior in this instance, 
he makes the recommendation, if not at the 
instance, at least by the advice and consent 
of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. I desire to say from my knowledge of 
that officer, having known him for years, that 
Į am very certain he would not make a rec- 
ommendation here that he in his conscience 
did not believe to be necessary. I desire to 
say also that in my experience in the several - 
Departments, I doubt whether any man can be 
found inany Department more devoted to duty 
or more industrious. In view of the time he 
gives to business and his work there, [ am cer: 
tain thatif he did not believe this increase of 
force necessary he never would have asked it 
of Congress. I am very certain also that you 
will find that this officer perhaps works more 
hours than any clerk in his department. I am 
very certain that you will find that no officer 
of the Government is more faithful and devoted 
to his work. 
« I bappen to know, Mr. President, that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has 
said more than once, since coming into his 
present position, that the affairs of his office 
were much behind when he took charge. It 
was not my fortune to be here during the time 
that office was under the control of his imme- 
diate predecessor ; but I know that soon after 
my coming here, and more than once since that 
time, he has spoken to me of the fact that the 
office was very much behind in its work. I 
know also, as a matter of fact, that in more 
than one instance I have gone there for the 
purpose of obtaining papers, and because of 
the very difficulty that has been referred to in 
connection with the indexes, f have been de- 
layed, and frequently in matters of the very 
greatest importance, in getting the papers 
desired, 

The Senator from California, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, asks, 
does this Senate desire to bring up these old 
records? I say yes. The affairs of the Land 
Office perhaps are more important to the peo- 
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ple of this country than those of almost any | 


other Department. The titles to land through- 
out avery great part of this nation depend 
upon the proper management of that depart- 
ment, and there is nothing more important 
than that its records shall be kept in such a 
way as that they can be readily referred to 
and that mistakes shall not occur. 

If it be true that for nearly forty years. we 
have had such a statute as has been referred 
to, and the indexes required by it have not 
been kept, then it is time they were kept, and 
if it requires a hundred instead of forty clerks, 
let us vote them. I tell you that the people 
want their titles cared for and kept in such a 
way that there shall not be confusion and that 
litigation may be avoided. A 

I repeat, sit, that I take pleasure here in 
bearing my testimony in favor of the fidelity 
of this officer. I say again that I am sure 
this recommendation would not have been 
made if he did not believe it to be necessary. 
T believe it to be necessary from my informa- 
tion in connection with that office, aside from 
what has been stated here. That information 
has been confirmed by what has been stated 
here, and I trust the Senate will not hesitate 
in voting in favor of this recommendation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to ask 
the Senator from lowa a question. What 
possible benefit to anybody on earth is it to 
make an index of all land patents? Are there 
not plats that are accessible at any time by 
which you can ascertain in a moment the 
lands that have been disposed of? And what 
good result is to come from an index in refer- 
ence to these patents, whea you can turn 
directly to them without any index? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I can explain my views on 
that. If that suggestion is worth anything, it 
would be an argument against indexing the 
records in the counties of the several States, 
Why do you want an index? To enable you 
the more readily to refer toa record. You go 
to a county where they bave indexed the deeds 
recorded. You can turn to the record and 
find the deed; and what is the necessity for 
an index? You want an index to enable you 
to refer to the records more readily than yon 
possibly could if you did not have an index. 

Now, a word in reference to this matter of 
indexes. I do not know that the Senator has 
had that experience, but I am sure I have had 
and others on this floor have had the same 
experience. You go there for the purpose 
of finding a patent, and it will be days and 
weeks before you are able to find the patent 
or a reference to it, because of the want of this 
index. Not only so, but that question has 
been settled by law; the law has provided 


that there shall be an index; Congress has | 


determined heretofore that it was necessary. 
We are, therefore, concluded on that subject. 
Repeal that law if you think an index un- 
necessary ; but if the law provides that you 
shall have an index, why not comply with the 
law? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a question what 
the indexis. I think they have all the indexes 
at the Land Office now that there is any neces- 
sity for. There is not one patent in a thou- 
saud that anybody wants to hunt for. The 
patents are issued and sent to the parties, and 
a recorded in the counties where the land 
ies. 

Mr, WRIGHT. Oh, no. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They are in my State, 
I know, frequently recorded, and if they are 
not recorded you can send and get a copy at 
any time from the books of the Land Oce 
I do not know what benefit is to arise from the 
kind of index that is proposed. There is an 
index already in the Land Office made up of 
the plats, and in the different States in the 
different land offices. I never had the least 
trouble, and I have had occasion perhaps half 
a dozen times in my life to inquire after 
patents, 


Ihave never gone to the Land Office my- 
self, or very seldom indeed, or to any of the 
Departments, to obtain information person- 
ally. Of course, it would take some time to 
go and look up a patent whether you had an 
index or not; but whenever I have had occa- 
sion to obtain information of that kind, I have 
addressed a note to the department and have 
always received an answer, and I never expe- 
rienced any considerable delay init. The pat- 
ents are arranged chronologically, and with 
reference to certain ranges and meridian lines. 
These patents are not all thrown into ‘f pi.” 
‘There is no such difficulty as is supposed; at 
least I have never experienced any such. Be- 
sides, we have been selling off the public lands. 
My State was composed almost entirely of pub- 
lic lands; so was Ohio; so was Indiana; and 
this is a new discovery in the year 1872, that 
forty clerks must be put into the Land Office 
to make indexes. 

Mr. COLE. I would remind the Senator 
that the number of these patents is thirty-two 
hundred thousand, An index containing that 
number of names would be as difficult to get 
through as the records themselves. 

Mr. WKIGHT. If that argument be sound, 
we should not have any index in any county 
or in any place in this nation, because it 
might be a large index. That argument 
proves entirely too much. We know that it 
often occurs that these patents are lost. It 
may be that in some instances they are re- 
corded, as the Senator from Illinois suggests, 
and so it occurs in some instances in my own 
State ; but I venture to say that a majority of 
the patents issued are not recorded in any of 
the counties. They are lost frequently; then 
you want copies; you want to refer to the 
Department records here for the purpose of 
supplying proof; and it is frequently so in the 
most important cases. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 
Iowa mean to say that there is the least diffi- 
culty in the world in obtaining a copy of a 
patent now under the present system ? 

.Mr. WRIGHT. I say you can obtain a copy, 
but I say that the records ought to be kept in 
such a way that they can be readily referred 
to. Isayalso that if that law means anything 
it provides for making these indexes. The 
law was alluded to by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia just now. That is not all. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois assumes that that is all the 
necessity that exists for these clerks. It has 
been shown already by the Senator from Kan- 
sas that there are other reasons given in this 
report. ‘This is only one item. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
the increase of the clerical force of the Land 
Office, and I wish to state briefly my reasons 
for that vote. 

The Secretary of the Interior is, no doubt, 
honest in his belief that the business of the 
Land Office in his Department requires this 
additional force ; but the question is, how is it 
to be paid? It is to be paid out of the public 
Treasury. How is that Treasury supplied? 
By taxation on the people of this country. We 
have been promising the people of this coun- 
try that we would reduce taxation; and 
throughout the whole length and breadth of 
this land they are importuning Congress for 
some relief against the onerous taxes now 
oppressing them. Unless we take some steps 
to curtail the expenses of this Government, 
which now amount to about four hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year, (including interest on the 
public debt,) the people of this country are to 
continue to be taxed most oppressively. I 
think here is the very place to test this ques- 
tion. We ought not to begin to increase the 
expenses of the Government by increasing the 
clerical force of any of the Departments unless 
there be an absolute necessity for it; and- yet 
the Secretary of the Interior does not tell you 
that he cannot get along as he has- been able 
to get along heretofore with the present force. 


| 


Ft is only to enable him to have his Department 


| in. better condition than he thinks it is at 


present. 

Therefore, sir, because the people of thig 
country are to be taxed to pay this $48,000,-I 
shall give my vote against it. I think the peos 
ple are sufficiently taxed. We cannot reduce 
taxation if we increase the clerkships in. the 
various Departments. oe 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not rise to discuss 
this proposition, but only to correct an error 
that has been made by the Senator from Del- 
aware, a trifling one to be sure, in regard to 
the expenses of the Government. He has put 
them $120,000,000 too high. The expenses 
of the Government all told are about two 
hundred and eighty million dollars, including 
interest on the public debt. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I think 
the debate which has taken place on this meas- 
ure shows that those who have opposed. this 
amendment are right, It has been thirty-seven 
years since the law was passed requiring in- 
dexes of these patents. [he failure to provide 
a clerical force for that purpose before shows 
that there is no great necessity for it, If the 
public or private interests of this country were 
suffering, can it be supposed that the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office would not 
have made an estimate for this additional force 
in all this intervening period? The very fact 
that the Secretary of the Interior and his sub- 
ordinate, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, failed to make any estimate for 
these additional clerks, is prima facie proof 
that no great injury is being done for want of 
them ; and if we have waited thirty-seven 
years for these indexes, and no estimate has 
been made for this additional force to compile 
them, why is it that all this work should be 
done in one year? I have heard no reason. 

A word now in regard to the argument of 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Acorn. ] 
I have great respect for the estimates of the 
various Secretaries; but I do not consider 
that we are absolutely bound to follow them. 
Prima facie they are right. The Secretary 
of the Interior is my personal friend, and [ 
entertain the highest respect for him; but he 
relies on his subordinates; and I do not think 
we have any necessity for committees if the 
recommendations of subordinate officials are 
to be binding upon us. Besides, I think it is 
the duty of the committee to see whether this 
labor might not be supplied from other De- 
partments. Here is the Comptroller of the 
Currency. Greatly increased labor has been 
thrown on him not only by the mutilation of 
the paper currency, but by the increase of the 
national banks; but upon investigation we 
found that this increased labor had been per- 
formed by taking other clerks in the Depart- 
ment at periods when they were not employed 
to supply this want. 

It is certainly no disrespect to a Secretary 
when a committee attempt to see whether 
they cannot reach what he desires without. an 
increased appropriation from the Treasury. 
Without meaning any disrespect to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, I do think, as we have 
waited thirty-seven years, so far as these in- 
dexes go, there is no great public necessity 
for expending at least thirty or forty thousand 
dollars additional in order to have them done 
in one year. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We bave now 
consumed nearly two hours on this. single 
amendment. I think it is important that we 


-should, if possible, get through with-this ap- 


propriation bill to-day; and for the purpose 
of testing the question I move to lay the 
amendment on the table. ; If it is not laid on 
the table, of course there is a majority for it. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘I desire to raise a point 
of order. The question now is on concurring 
in the Senate in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. Now, I wish to 
ask the Chair whether, on the question of con- 
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eurring in an amendment made- as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, in the Senate, that amend- 
ment can be laid on the table? 

_o Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read the rule which answers the question of 
the Senator from Kansas. Itis the last clause 
of the thirtieth rule: 

Any pending amendment to a general appropria- 
tion bill may be laid on the table without affecting 
the bill.” 3 

_ This is certainly a ‘“ pending amendment,” 
or it could not be debated. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendment has been 
adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and the question now comes 
on concurring in it in the Senate, and to it 
the Senator from Maryland has offered a sub- 
stitute. He moved to strike out and insert. 
A better parliamentary phrase would be to 
move it as a substitute for the amendment 
reported to the Senate from the Committee of 
the Whole. The Senator from Vermont now 
moves to lay the amendment and the substi- 
tute on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the Chair is right. 
I merely want a vote on the question. 

Mr. STEVENSON, and Mr. DAVIS of West 
Virginia, called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Cameron, 
Cagserly, Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 


munds, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, 


Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury. Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, and 
Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling „Corbett, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, un, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Logan, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Tipton, Windom, and 

right--26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking- 

am, Cragin, Davisof Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of 
Conuceticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Kel- 
logg; Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, 
D peman, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, and Thur- 

an—19, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next excepted amendment. 
Mr. COLE. On page 82 an amendment was 
roposed by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Erexor, [ts add $1,500 to the salary of the 
ostmaster at Tucson, Arizona. He was and 
is under the law required to perform the duties 
of depositary of public moneys at that place. 
We have a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the subject, and I move that 
amendment. I believe the Clerk has a copy 


of it, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Was this 
amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, or is it now moved ? 

. Mr. COLE. It was not acted on in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but we have received a 
communication from the Department on the 
subject since. 

Mr. POMEROY. The first business is to 
concur in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole which have been excepted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true. 

Mr, POMEROY. We have not got through 
with those excepted amendments, and- the 
Senator now.proposes‘a new one., I move to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. COLE. I withdraw it for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California withdraws the amendment until the 
reserved amendments have been acted on, 
which have priority. š 

Mr. COLE. I do not remember any others. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There was one 
on page 62, reserved by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. CARPENTER. ] - 

Mr. COLE. Then I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin to withhold that amendment until I 
can move some pro forma amendments to the 
bill and then he can proceed with that without 
any interruption.. I move on page 82 
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Mr. POMEROY. I object to any amend- 
ments being offered until they are offered in 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair also 
finds on the list of reserved amendments two 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
Scorr,] one on page 17 and another on 
page 21. 

Mr. COLE. They are but one amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state why I reserved 
that amendment as it has connection, as the 
chairman has stated, with one in a subsequent 
part of the bill. It will be recollected that 
when the question of the compensation of the 
Register of the Treasury was up, as provided 
for by the House bill, this amendment was 
suggested as a means of providing that com- 
pensation for him. It turns out, however, 
that this general fund has been one placed at 
the discretionary power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for a number of years, and that he 
has allotted it as he deemed just to certain 
clerks in his own office. He feels that he can- 
not disturb that allotment, although the discre- 
tion is here given him to do so; so that if this 
amendment is permitted to stand, it will only 
increase his embarrassment and not accom- 
plish the purpose for which it was intended. I 
therefore reserved itso that there might be no 
embarrassment to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and that the other matter of the compen- 
sation of the Register of the Treasury, after 
what has occurred, might be disposed of with- 
out further debate. Ido not propose to take 
up the time of the Senate about it. I think, 
however, it is due to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that he should not be embarrassed 
by this amendment which would bring upon 
him applications from all the bureaus in his 
Department for what has heretofore been 
considered a settled usage in reference to 
certain officers in his own office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I think the Secretary of 
the Treasury, whom I am glad to count among 
the most valuable of our public officers, is 
bound to take the same responsibilities in the 
Government as the rest of us are, and as long 
as he is willing to have this excrescence (for 
it is an excrescence) ab his discretion to pay 
people in his office, he ought to take the same 
responsibility to pay people out of it in his 
Department, because this subdivision in the 
Treasury Department of one office from an- 
other is a mere matter of form. Therefore, 
I propose that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall take the just responsibility that belongs 
to our giving him sucha fund at all. We have 
reduced it, as I said before, from $300,000 to 
$22,500; but as long as it remains at all, he 
must take the responsibility and not we. 
Therefore, I hope we shall concur in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SCOTT. I only deemed it due to bring 
this fact to the notice of the Senate. I do not 
propose to urge it any further. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not complain at all. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. During the 
pendency of the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole, the appropriation on page 17, line 
three hundred ninety-five, to the Secretary of 
the Treasury ‘‘ for additional clerks and addi- 
tional compensation to clerks in his office, 
$22,500,” was amended so that, without in- 
creasing the amount, the Register of the Treas- 
ury should be includedinit. The Chair does 
not remember the formal words. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment on pages 21 and 22, striking out the 
proviso in regard to the Register of the Treas- 
ury, will be regarded as concurred. in, under 
the vote just taken. 

The only remaining. excepted ameniment 
is the one excepted by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. CARPENTER. ] 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator from Kansas 


insists upon our going on in precise order, of 
course I shail have to submit to it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I object to anything out. 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, on page 62. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was- on page 62, after line fifteen hundred and 
twenty-one, to insert: 

To enable the President of the United States to 
perfect and put in force such rules regulating the 
civil service as may from time to time be adopted by 
him, $50,000. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is it inorder to move 
to strike out that amendment and insert other 
matter in place of it? 

Mr. COLE. The first question, I suppose, 
will be on concurring inthe amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is it in order to move 
to strike out that amendment and insert ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly, to 
insert a substitute. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then I move to insert 
as a substitute for that amendment: 


That all laws or parts of laws under which the 
present civil service commission is appointed by 
the President of the United States be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On that amendment I 
ask for the yeas and nays to begin with. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it in order to move 
to lay the substitute of the Senator from Wis- 
consin on the table, by itself? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We decided last year, I 
think, that that could be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator could move to lay the amendment 
to theamendment on the table for this reason: 
the rule states that “any pending amendment 
to an appropriation bill may be laid on the table 
without affecting the bill.’ The question is, 
what is an amendment? The Manual speaks 
repeatedly—the Chair need not quote it, be- 
cause it is familiar to all Senators—of amend- 
ments in the first degree and amendments in 
the second degree, and prohibits amendments 
in the third degree. Consequently, an amend- 
ment to an amendment is, in parliamentary 
language, an amendment. , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I move to lay it 
on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
nays on that motion. 

The-yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwish to make an inquiry. 
While it is in order to make that motion, will 
its effect be to carry theamendment which was 
adopted in committee on the table, as well as 
the substitute? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, no; only 
itself. This is under a new rule expressly 
adopted, by which any amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill can be laid on the table with- 
‘out affecting anything else. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my amendment 
should be laid on the table the question will 
then recur, I suppose, on concurring in the 
amendment appropriating $50,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 29, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Casserly,Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, 
Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Pratt, Schurz, Scott, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
Wilson, and Wright—29, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cooper, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, Osborn, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Tipton, West, 
and Windom—21. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Brownlow, Cragin, Davis of 

entucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Patterson, Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, and Thurman—23, 


So the substitute was laid on the table, 


I call for the yeagand 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on concurring in the amendment re- 
ported from the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole.. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ido not intend, after 
having been indulged at considerable length 
on this subject on a former occasion, to take 
up the time of the Senate in debating the 
question again to-day; but I. do hope that 
that appropriation will not be made. If it 
can be ascertained and pointed out to the 
Senate that any particular grievance exists, 
if there is any abuse in any Department, if 
there are too many clerks, too high salaries, 
or any other existing abuse that can be pointed 
out, there is no one in the Senate who will 
vote more cheerfully to correct it than Iwill 
myself. But, sir, to take up the report made 
by the commissioners who have sat to con- 
sider the subject, which denounces our Gov- 
ernment and every Department of it and every 
officer of it, from the President of the United 
States down to the humblest subaltern in the 
service as rotten and corrupt, and to legislate 
upon the assumption that such is the fact, 
strikes me as being rather a remarkable spec- 
tacle. 

I am not aware that there is any evil exist- 
ing in the civil service that is to be corrected 
by the appropriation of this $50,000. The 
question is, what is the evil to be corrected ? 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] 
says he cares nothing about competitive ex- 
aminations ; the trouble is that these men are 
appointed upon the recommendation of mem- 
bers of Congress. 
there are too many men employed; that they 
have too high salaries; that the service of 
any one can be dispensed with, but he does 
not desire to have them appointed upon the rec- 
ommendation of members of Congress, which 


reminds one very much of what Macaulay |! 
says of the old Puritans, that they sbol- |; 


ished bear-baiting, not because it was painful 
to the bear, but because it gave pleasure to 
the by-standers. [Laughter.] So far as I can 
see that. is the philosophy on which this objec- 
tion rests, . Assuming that to be the evil to be 
corrected, namely, that the President wants to 
get rid of the importunity of members of Con- 
gress, how is this $50,000 to be applied? A 
Senator suggests, to buy them off. [Laugh- 
ter.] The question recurs whether $50,000 is 
enough to do it, whether it would not take a 
million. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only question I have 
about this appropriation is whether the amount 
is not excessive. l have been trying to think 
in my own mind how they could spend $50,000 
for this purpose. If they propose to organize 
boards all over the United States, to travel all 
over the country and examine into the merits 
of applicants for post offices and the like, then 
instead of $50,000 it ought to be $1,000,000. 
But I take it, these boards will be confined to 
three or four great cities. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no; there is to be 
one in every State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If Isupposed that under 
color of civil service reform they intended to 
establish a board in every State of this Union, 
to travel all over the country and find out 


whether John Doe or Richard Roe ought to | 


be dismissed in some insignificant town in 
Ohio, I think it would be money wasted. Like 
the story told by Ben. Franklin of the whistle, 
we should spend too much for this humbug if 
that is the extent to which it is proposed to 
be carried. 

Sir, I do believe in civil service reform ; but 
this should be confined to the great cities. 
Nearly all the expenses of our Administration 
are confined to New York, Washington, and 
three or four great cities. The amount paid 
for clerical and other service in Washington 
is greater than in all the rest of the country 
besides. I have seen it so stated—although [ 
think that probably is an over-estimate—ihat 
there is more money paid in the city of Wash- 


| 


He does. not'claim that ji 


ington thar in all the country besides for ser- 
vice by the United States, if you exclude the 
very large sum in the Post Office Department 
paid to subordinate officers. Butif it is pro- 
posed to start these gentleman on examina- 
tions all over the country, to examine the 
fitness of men for minor offices, I think it 
would be a great mistake, a great failure. 

I hope, therefore, while I intend to vote for 
an appropriation to try this experiment, that 
it will be confined to Washington and New 
York, where the customs revenue is mainly 
collected, and some few other of the great 
cities. That is about the extent to which I 
believe any attempt at civil service reform can 
be carried. If they go beyond that, the thing 
will break down by its own weight. At all 
events, the President by attempting to carry 
out civil service reform and Congress by pass- 
ing the law a year ago have committed them- 
selves to a fair trial of this experiment. There 
ought to be reforms brought about. I think 
we ought not to withhold a reasonable sum of 
money to let the experiment be fairly tried, if 
for no other reason, to demonstrate by its fail- 
ure the impossibility of perfecting this theory of 
civil service. Iam willing to vote for a rea- 
sonable amount, but I cannot conceive or think 
how they can require $50,000 to try this ex- 
periment. They could organize four or five 
boards which, spending the whole year round 
at a reasonable and fair salary, could probably 
examine into the fitness of applicants for office 


| in the cities, and I should think $20,000 would 


be all that would be necessary. 

Mr. CONKLING. How can that be? What 
salary would they receive, and what number? 
Say three or four boards. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not over four. 

Mr. CONKLING. How much salary would 
they receive? 

Mr. SHERMAN. At $50,000 it would be 
$6,000 a year, which is more than is neces- 
sary certainly to examine who ought to be a 
eustom-house officer. That is about the pay 
of the Chief Justice of the United States. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to make an 


| inquiry of the Senator from Ohio, who prob- 


ably is somewhat familiar with this civil ser- 


| vice reform. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Not much, 

Mr. RAMSEY. Probably much of this 
money is intended to pay the expenses of those 
who come from distant States to compete with 
others here for places. [Laughter.] Is that 
so or not? Or is it expected that they are to 
pay their own expenses? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If you are to pay all the 
office-seekers who come to Washington to get 


| office you had better appropriate five or six 


millions. 

Mr. RAMSEY. There is nothing dispar- 
aging in being an office-seeker, whether he 
comes from the District of Columbia or the dis- 
tant State of Minnesota. Do you propose 
to ask a man from Minnesota to pay his own 
expenses to meet a man here in competitive 
examination? Probably much of this money 
is intended to pay that expense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If you give every man 
seeking office a free pass to come to Wash- 
ington you will have every constituent of the 
honorable Senator here seeking office. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. RAMSEY. They are not so fond of 
office. There are very few of them here that 
have office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am quite sure that if 
you were to say to the people of Ohio that 
you would give a free pass and free quarters 
at the hotels to all who chose to come and 
apply for office in Washington, I could find a 
great many of my constituents here on my 
hands. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. RAMSEY. They are here without that. 
{Laughter.] But I merely meant to suggest 
that possibly this large sum of money was m- 


| tended for that. purpose, so that there might 


be fair play between the District. of Columbia 


and the convenient States and the remote 
States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To come back to the 
question, upon what basis is this $50,000 
asked? I think the amount is excessive. 
While I will vote for the $50,000 or any other 
sum that is necessary fairly to try this experi- 
ment, I think $25,000 is enough for all the 
practical good that I see is likely to result 
from it, and to pay for the number of persons 
that I think ought to be employed under it, 
and I therefore move that the amount be 
reduced to $25,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, some . few 
years ago we had this question before the 
House of Representatives, and I then took 
ground against it. In that discussion I tried 
at least to come to a conclusion as to what the 
effect of a civil service of this character would 
be, and my mind arrived at this conclusion : 
that a civil service established on this basis, 
on competitive examination, and the right to 
promotion after appointment on competitive 
examination, would naturally tendto organize 
the civil service department of this Govern- 
ment pretty much as the organization of the 
Army is to-day. I then stated that I thought 
it was calculated to form an aristocratic class 
in this country, and I will not say that the 
Army is an aristocratic class, but that it 
would form a class of that character, and we - 
should then have the Army organization and 
the civil organization upon nearly the same 
basis. I opposed it upon that ground. 

However, I do not wish to go into a discus- 
sion of it now. I merely rose to put myself 
right in reference to it. When this law was 
passed I voted for the appropriation of $10,000, 
merely to test it, to see whether or not it would 
turn out as I thought it would when I first 
heard the proposition mentioned in the House. 
The proposition under which this commission 
was organized was introduced by my colleague 
here. I have no idea that he thought at the 
time, or that the Senate thought, that the pas- 
sage of the law would produce the result it 
has, or that it is likely to do. I-did not sup- 
pose then that any commission that might be 
organized or called together by the President 
would produce such a set of rules as this com- 
mission has presented. Those rules. are in 
accordance with the view I had originally, that 
this measure would naturally lead to such an 
organization of the civil service as I have 
indicated. 

Now, let us see for a moment whether the 
carrying out of this proposition is going to. be 
beneficial to the country or not. l was sorry 
when I saw it recommended by the President. 
Though I said nothing about it, it was the only 
thing in the President’s message that I recol- 
lect now that I objected to. ‘That objection 
I did not make known in my place here, but I 
thought it was a mistake, and I think so now. 
Believing it was a mistake then, | think it is a 
mistake now. The commission, so farasithas 
gone, has shown that it is a mistake; and I 
will illustrate it. 

In the city of Washington we find the clerks 
in the different Departments who are to have 
a right to promotion on competitive examina-~” 
tion. If you will examine the statute of 1853 
you will find that under it the heads of the 
different Departments have the right to appoint 
a committee within their Departments for.the 
purpose of examining clerks as to their quali- 
fications to perform. clerical duty.. That was 
the law before the provision in regard to this 
commission was passed, and it is the law to- 
day. They have the right to make these 
organizations within their own Departments 
for the purpose of examination as:to the qual- 
ification of persons who apply for office under 
them. That was all that I thought necessary, 
and it is all that-I think-necessary now. ` But 
the carrying out of the recommendations of 
this commission has resulted about asfollows: 
in an examination in the Treasery Depart- 
ment—I: could mention names, but Ido not 
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desire to do so~-where several persons com- 
peted for an appointment, the man who was 
certainly the best clerk, because he had proved 
“i¢-by his efficiency asa clerk in the Depart- 
ment, was rejected. Thatis one of the results. 
“Let us go a little farther; and I do this 
without desiring to mention names or any- 
thing of that kind. I know of an examina- 
tion: that took place a few days ago where 
twenty-three persons competed for a clerk- 
ship, and one of the clerks in that Depart- 
ment told. me the name of the person who 
would get the appointment before the exam- 
ination occurred, and he did get it. How it 
was done J do not know; but that is the fact. 
I suppose it must have been because he had 
the power to discover things unseen. I donot 
know how else. 

An examination took place out in my own 
State, Illinois, not long ago. Ido not know 
whether it was under this civil service or 
under some uncivil service, but these are the 
facts: two persons desired to be appointed to 
theoffice of postmaster in a certain town. A 
post office official was appointed by the First 
Assistant Postmaster General, or directed, in 
other words, to go and make an examination 
as. to which of those two persons ought to have 
the appointment. One of those gentlemen 
had been recommended by several persons, 
members of Congress, &c. The post office 
official made a written report. I do not know 
that I can give precisely tho language of that 
report, but I will give substantially what that 
report was; it is on file in the Post Office 
Department. He had proceeded to the place 
and had examined the two persons. One, he 
said, had been a soldier, but was a Democrat, 
occasionally got tight, did not make a very 
good postmaster. The other man, he said, 
was the editor of a temperance paper, claimed 
to be a Republican, but did not always vote 
the Republican ticket. Therefore he recom- 
mended the appointment of the gentleman 
who occasionally got tight and voted with the 
Democrats. [Laughter.] That report is here 
on: file in the office. i 

Mr. CAMERON. Let me ask the Senator 
what he means by ‘‘ getting tight? [Laugh- 
ter.]} Ido not know what that means. 

Mr, LOGAN. I will refer that question 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania himself. 
[Laughter. ] 

A few days ago in.a little town in Knox 
county, in the State of Illinois, there was an 
applicant for the post office there recom- 
mended by quite a number of citizens. The 
Postmaster General directed a man by the 
name of Miller, who was connected with the 
Post Office Department in our State, (and I 
will say right here a disgrace to it, but nobody 
has been able to have him turned out,) to go 
down there and have a competitive examina- 
tion-made. He made the examination. He 
asked twelve questions. The two applicants an- 
swered the questions, I believe, precisely alike, 
each one missing three questions. ‘They made 
their applications in writing. He reported in 
favor of the man that the citizens had not 
petitioned for, and who had not been a candi- 

‘-date at all until the time when Miller went 
there to make the examination. When he 
made his report, and sent the questions and 
answers and the handwriting of the appli- 
cants here for examination, the Post Office 
Department decided against his recommenda- 
tion and appointed the other man. Why he 
made that recommendation I have naught to 
say; I do not know anything about it, except 
that some people think it was rather a strange 
thing. 

I merely give these facts to show the work- 
ing of the examinations under this commis- 
sion, so-far as I have observed. I do not 
believe in this thing of competitive examina- 
tion. I donot believe that any one can tell 
as to the qualifications of men in that way, 
except so far as their mere learning is con- 


cerned. I think it would be a great deal bet: | 


ter to have a phrenologist to examine their 
heads and determine their honesty, than to 
have a commission to examine them and see 
as to their ability to perform duties they do 
not know anything about. They cannot tell 
whether they have energy, industry, or ability 
in any other direction or not. They cannot 
tell anything aboutit. Hence, I said yester- 
day that I thought this commission—not mean- 
ing the gentlemen composing it, but their re- 
port andrecommendation as adopted by them— 
was a humbug and nothing else, and you can 
make nothing else of it. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall not vote a dollar to continue 
this commission, nor one dollar to continue 
these rules, nor one dollar to have a competi- 
tive examination, nor one dollar to carry this 
thing out, because I do not believe the princi- 
ple is correct. Ido not believe in it, and there- 
fore shall not vote for it. : 

I have no objection to reforming the civil 
service; I am as much in favor of reformation 
as anybody, but uot this kind of reformation, 
because it is not the kind we want. This is 
not in accordance with the principles of our 
Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What sort of reforma- 
tion do you recommend? 

Mr. LOGAN. What kind of reformation? 
I will state to the gentleman, as I believe he 
is getting up a bill, so that he may put it in 
that bill A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is justwhatI would 
like to know. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would recommend that 
wherever a man performs his duty well he be 
let alone, and that wherever a man does not, 
turn him out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. 

Mr. LOGAN. f would recommend also 
that you make the tenure of office coextensive 
with that of the President, so that they might 
hold their offices as long as he did and not be 
turned out without good reason. That, I 
think, would be a reformation. I would go 
further. If a man had performed his duty in 
such a way as to cause his neighbors and the 
people generally to believe that he was dis- 
honest, without positive proof, (for that is a 
hard thing to prove,) I would turn him out. I 
might do something else; Ido not know ex- 
actly; I have not studied the matter very thor- 
oughly; but I would certainly go as far as I 
have stated. But when you ask me to have a 
commission appointed to decide who shall hold 
au office in my district that I am as well qual- 
ified and the people there are to judge of as 
you are or anybody else, I say that I will not 
agree to it, because it is not correct. 

I might go further. There are many officers 
in this country who I think ought to be 
elected by the people that are not now. I 
would be willing to provide for that, for I 
believe the people are just as good judges of 
men’s abilities as we are. Nine times out of 
ten, if they are let alone, they will select 
officers that will perform their duties justas well 
as if they had been selected by anybody else. 
This I do not give now, however, as any 
recommendation, because I do not suppose my 
recommendation would amount to anything; 
but I only say that that far I am for a reform 
of the civil service ; but I am not for it in the 
sense of organizing a commission of this kind. 

Now here is a commission appointed for 
what? To get up rules and regulations by 
which the President of the United States shall 
be governed in making his appointments. If 
you get up a commission by which the Pres- 
ident is to be governed in making his nom- 
inations, had you not better get up a commis- 
sion by which the Senate is to be governed in 
giving its advice and consent-to the nomina- 
tions of the President? How is it that you 
have a commission to ‘decide for the President 
and you have no commission to decide for the 
Senate? Both are part of the appointing 
power. ‘The theory is that one is just as much 
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however, the theory as applied to either is 
wrong, and is an infringement upon the con- 
stitutional rights of those who have the power 
to make nominations, and of those-whose 
function it is to concur in them. 

Still I do not care to discuss that proposi- 
tion now; but I was going to call attention 
to one fact in reference to this commission. 
This commission recommends that persons be 
appointed. How? After being examined and 
having a decision made as to whether they are 
qualified to hold office or not, the board send 
the names of ‘three persons to the President, 
and the President may make his choice out 
of the three. He is given a list of three in 
order to avoid the objection that the board 
make the nomination themselves. I say they 
make it in this way: they give him three 
names and he cannot nominate any person 
exceptone of these three, They confine him to 
that list. They might just as well confine him 
to one; it would be as clearly constitutional in 
one case as the other. One of the three is to 
beappointed. Then they recommend that men 
shall be promoted. How? Promoted after 
an examination. They recommend also that 
men shall hold office. How long? As I under- 
stand, during good behavior; at least that is 
the inference I draw from their rules. If that 
is the case, let me ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont to tell me how it is, after these rules 
have been adopted by this commission, that 
they turn right around, and almost the first 
officer amounting to anything so far as pay or 
emolument is concerned is appointed from one 
of that commission without compliance with 
the rules that he laid down and prescribed him- 
self? Is that carrying out the plan in good 
faith? i 

Several Senarors. Who is that? 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. Cox, one of the men 
who made these rules, has been appointed 
pension agent in the District of Columbia, 
covering the whole southern States, without 
an examination, and without coming within 
the rules himselt. That being the case [ would 
like to know whether there is not evidence be- 
fore us to show that so far as these rules are 
concerned they are a humbug, nothing more 
and nothing less. The law that was passed 
authorized the President to make certain rules 
or to appoint commissioners to do so; but I 
do not suppose that it intended that the com- 
mission should make this kind of rules. If it 
did, the law itself ought not to have been 
passed. 

As I said the other day, it seems to me that 
if civil service reform is to go on, Congress 
itself had better pass the law, and prescribe the 
rules and lay them down as law so that they 
will not be violated, and let these rules be pre- 
scribed within the purview and meaning of the 
Constitution of the United States, because I 
do not believe the regulations which have been 
made by this commission are within the pur- 
view and the meaning of the Constitution. 

This much J desired to say because of the 
fact that yesterday I suggested what Į did in 
reference to this measure. I will say no more 
now. Į would, if it was a question for discus- 
sion at this time, go into it more fully than I 
have gone, and express my views as to the 
result in years to come to be apprehended 
from a commission of this kind being ap- 
pointed. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is cer- 
tainly very extraordinary that two bodies sup- 
posed to contain so much of the wisdom and 
virtue of the people as the Senate and House 
of Representatives, after having a year ago 
provided for trying an experiment in the im- 
provement of the service of the Government, 
should the moment their agents undertake te 
carry that experiment into practice find their 
notions about the Constitution and about men 
so pinched that they are unwilling to try it at 
all, and propose to abolish it altogether. To 
an intelligent people, who are looking at us in > 


apart of it as the other. In my judgment, |] this Capitol as acting always with deliberation, 
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it certainly would be a very strange spectacle 
to see us, having deliberately a year ago pro- 
vided for trying what is called an experiment 
of this character, in order to improve the ad- 
ministration of the service in the Executive 
Departments of the Government, turn around 
the moment anything, be it good or bad, is 
presented to us, and abandon the whole thing 
altogether. Whatever criticism maybe made 
upon the President of the United States in the 
selection under this law of the persons whom 
he has selected, certainly a very much larger 
and sharper criticism might be made upon us 
in undertaking to back out (if my honorable 
friend from Illinois will allow me to use the 
term) from an experiment of this kind in this 


way. 

The President, acting in conformity to law 
and in obedience to law, selected a commis- 
sion of five eminent citizens from various parts 
of the country. They have reported to him 
for his guidance and his discretion a certain 
setof rules. Now, the honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin and the honorable Senator from 
Hlinois say, ‘‘ These rules will not do at all; we 
will therefore abandon the whole thing; we 
will not have anything done on the subject at 
ali, and we will tell the people that either we 
were egregiously mistaken in undertaking to 
suppose there was anything to be done, or that 
we find the moment the experiment is tried 
that there is nothing which can be done to 
improve the public service.” That is not my 
way of thinking. Ibelieve thatthe rules which 
these gentlemen have reported are in some 
respects wider, more reaching than they ought 
to be, because I believe, for instance, as to 
postmasters, that they ought to be substan- 
tially elected ; and subject to certain restraints 
that might be made in a constitutional amend- 
ment, upon the choice of the people to select 
agents to dispose of the public money and 
receive it as postmasters do; I would be in 
favor of that. But because Í am opposed to 
the selection of postmasters on a competitive 
examination or on a standard examination of 
the fitness of the particular man, conducted in 
any particular way, amI therefore to say that 
I will abandon all effort, that I will not allow 
the President of the United States to try some 
modified experiment? There is no logic in 
that at all. 

The fact is, considering the debates in both 
Houses of Congress at this session on this sub- 
ject, it looks a little as if gentlemen of all 
parties feel much as the story said the Dem- 
ocrat did up in one of the northern States 
during the war of the rebellion, when his 
fellow-citizens had a public meeting and they 
all got together to do something to raise sol- 
diers and carry on the war. He got up and 
made a speech, and said that everybody would 
bearhim witness, who was old enough toknow, 
that he was in favor of the last war, and he 
could pledge his honor that he was in favor 
of the next war; he was in favor of every other 
war but this one. 

It is just so with us. I find when I go to 
the Postmaster General and want him to ap- 
point a-postmaster in my town, or to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and ask him to put a 
young constituent of mine into that Depart- 
ment, according to the way in which | have 
been accustomed to do; instead of its being my 
ipse dixit they tell me, “ Why, here Congress 
has provided a law for finding out whether these 
people are fit, and Congress has not left it to 
you and us, as it has hitherto, whether they 
are fit or not.’? That troubles me; it galls 
me; I do not like it; itisa new thing; it is 
an unpleasant harness, because I like ‘power, 
and I like to have my people at home know 


that I have power, and if I say. that John 


Smith shall have an office in the Treasury, and 
Timothy Jones shall be a postmaster, all the 
people respect me as being a man who bears 
the real power of the Governmentin my State, 
and the moment that element of greatness is 
taken away from me, who.am I? What have I 
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got to stand upon, except the little native wit 
that may have been born to me and the little 
amountof experience that I may have gathered? 
In other words, I am reduced to the common 
level of the rest of the people; Iam obliged l 
to stand upon my own merits; not to stand 
upon the accident that I as a representative of 
the people, or of the States, have got any power 
longer to dictate to the exeqgtive department 
who shall be officers in my State and who shall 
not. There is the real trouble, Mr. President. 
I beg Senators not to suppose that I am 
talking of anybody but myself. I am making 
my own complaint. I think it a great out- 
rage on my rights that I should be required to 
have somebody proposed for an ofice who 
understands how to perform its duties; that |! 
that is to be the test instead of my will. What 
right has the President of the United States to | 


know what he has to do? Is it not enough 
that I say he shall go in or that he shall go 
out? Certainly, it is a great outrage upon 
the rights of the people to have the President 
or any head of a Department intimate any | 
i such thing to me. 
What business is it to him and what business | 
is it to the people that the man I recommend 
for an accountant in the Treasury cannot cast | 
up a column of figures? Is it not enough that 
he has been for me for Senator through thick 
and thin? Is it not enough that he has trav- 
eled night and day to get out to the primaries 
the people who would all elect delegates for 
me? If there is any higher evidence of capa- i 
city to keep an account in the Treasury Depart- į 
ment, if there isany higher evidence of capacity 
to be an employé in the Naval Department to 
get out books for the benefit of navigation than 
the fact thata man has been for me in my 
State, I should like to know what it is. It is 
a base infringement on the rights of the people 
to pretend any such thing. 
‘hat is the way we all feel, and, as I say, I 
do not speak of anybody but myself. I feel j 
that my rights are outraged! I ought to have 
a right to determine who shall perform public 
fanctions in this Government, and not the | 
President, and it ought not to be a question 
whether a man. is fit or not; it ought to bea 
question of whether.I think he is fit from thé 
| reasons and the motives that Ihave!’ That is 
the true ground! 
But I must confess that Iam admonished | 
that some other people in the country think 
a little differently. There are a great many 


tor office. There are a great many people in 
this country who are not the followers of can- | 
didates for office. They are the people of the 
country who embody its intelligence, who em- 
body its prosperity,and who embody all the 
elements that shall make any country a pros- 
perous and successfulone. They acknowledge 
no man to be their master, they seek for favor 
from no man, and itis their money and their | 
business that we expend and carry on. They 
have.a right, as some of them suppose, to say 
that this Government shall be administered | 
by those who are best fitted to perform the | 
duties that the Government requires to be 
performed, They believe that government is | 
not the end of the institutions of society, but 
that it is only the means to protect the rights 
| and promote the prosperity of the people, and 
therefore that public servants, be they high or 
low, do not come in by divine right or by favor, 
and arenot serving them as the end of a man’s ! 
ambition or the end of his duties, bat only as 
the means and services by which the good of 
the people is to be attained. If so, certainly 
in selecting the persons who are to carry on 
the public business the same principles must 
apply that apply to all other similar cases, and 
therefore that citizen who can best perform a 
given duty, (if it be of policy and administra- 
uon,jf it: be-of foreign or domestic govern- 
ment and -policy,).and whose policy agrees 
| with theirs; sud- whose capacity>is equal to. 


say to me that the man I recommend shall | 


ime, even if I 


i 
i 
$i 
| 


| people in this country who are not candidates | 


carrying out that policy, must be selected ; but . 
if it be a matter of detail, of clerkship, of 
work, of mere executive administration in.the 
narrow sense, then that. citizen who -has the 
highest character and the greatest capacity, 
whatever his opinions may be about religion 
or politics, is best fitted to do that work.. 
And, Mr. President, that applies, as we 


1 
Í 
| know in society; in all the prosperous and 
i settled parts of the country, in all the vela- 


tions of private life. If :a man comes into 
my counting-house, and wishes to be.a clerk, 
I do not ask him if he is a Democrat ora 
Republican; I do not ask him whom he is 
going to vote for at the next primary or the 
next election, but I endeavor to find. out 
whether he can keep accounts, whether: he 
can be trusted with money, whether he can 
carry on the business that I have to perform 
in the best and most advantageous way forthe 
promotion of my interests; and when he comes 
to go the polls with me at the next election, I 
respect him just as highly and love him just 
as warmly if he exercises the right of a citi- 
| zen to vote differently from me, or against 
am a candidate, as I would, 
| even more highly than I would, if he ina mean 
and subservient way had voted for me or for 
my friends, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? , red 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the greatest pleas 


ure. $ 

Mr. CARPENTER. If some individual 
should apply to my honorable friend to be 
employed as a clerk or book-keeper in his 
mercantile establishment, I want to know how 
he would test his capacity to perform the 
duties, by putting him to the desk and seeing 
how he would do the work, or by sending him 
up to a schoolmaster to be examined in geog- 
raphy and grammar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will tell my honorable 
friend I should not test his capacity by putting 
him to the desk and seeing how he would do 
work, because in making that very test he 
might ruin my fortune and destroy my credit 
and debase my honor. I would endeavor to 
ascertain his capacity by a careful examina- 
tion into what he had done, what his. history 
was, what his reputation was, not for political 
opinion, but for personal probity, because my 
friend must believe that in political opinion 
every man is free, and he may be just as hon- 
est, just as honorableif he believes even in re- 
bellion and secession, as if he believed on our 
side. Therefore, I should not test him by 


| putting him in charge of my money, by any 


means. I should test him by ascertaining what 
his character was; 1 should test him by ascer- 
taining what his capacity was; whether he 
had ever -been tò school; whether he could 
write hisown name; whether he could spell, if 
he was to conduct my correspondence, unless, 
perhaps, I wished to be very popular in some 
Democratic or other district, by showing that 
I was not an aristocrat and always spelled my 
letters wrong. That, perhaps, might be an 
advantage in some sections of the country. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. After the individual should 
have passed the ordeal which the Senator would 
prescribe for his admission into his service, 
and after he should have had the benefit of 
years of that man’s labor under his own in- 
spection, would he call in a board and put that 
man under a competitive examination for the 
purpose of seeing whether he should be pro- 
moted when there was a vacancy in his corps 
of clerks? : oh. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, Ido not think I 
‘would, by any means. ` The honorable Senator 
is unmeasurably mistaken as I never knew bhim- 
to be before 5 

Mr. HAMLIN. ` The rules established by 
this board provide for that very thing” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rules do not provide 
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any such thing. : I understand. this question 
perfectly ; but the Senator from Maine under- 
takes, as an adroit dialectician, ashe is, to mis- 


Jead us—not:that.he means it—by supposing 


that a head of Department can know as to the 


fitness of each individual of two thousand or 
‘three. thousand men in his Department for 


promotion as well as he or I could in our 


: ‘gounting-house with half a dozen clerks, where 


they sat at our own desk, and where we per- 
sonally supervised them and knew their capaci- 
ties from day to day. Now, I admit—and if 
that is to destroy civil service reform, as far 
as I am concerned the admission neverthe- 
less must be given—that if the Government 
of the United States could be carried on by 
six persons or by twenty persons, all of whom 
in. the Treasury Department should sit under 
the personal supervision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and then the question of selec- 


‘tion or promotion in that branch were to be 


determined, the best judge of how that pro- 
motion should be made would be the Secretary 
himself, because he would have the best means 
of knowing. But the honorable Senator from 
Maine knows just as well as I do that itisnotin 
the range of human possibility, as weare at pres- 


-ent constituted, for any head of any one of the 


Departments—I speak of the Treasury for 
illustration—to know personally whether any 
one of the two thousand persons in his employ- 
ment is best suited for a particular promotion 
or not, because he often does not know them 
any better or as well, it may be, as my honor- 
able friendand Ido. He has his duties, occu- 
pying histime constantly, and those duties are 


‘not watching all the two thousand employés 


who are attending to clerical duties or minor 
duties in his Department. They are much 
broader and more responsible. He is there- 
fore obliged to depend upon some test other 
than a personal one in order to make the 


_ selections for promotion. 


. Mr. CARPENTER. Will my honorable 


friend. allow me to call his attention to the 


Treasury Department as illustrating his re- 
marks? Itis true that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has uot personal knowledge of every 
clerk; but is it not also true that some one 
head of a bureau or division or other sub- 
division of that Department is personally ac- 
quainted with all theclerks under him? Take, 
for instance, the First Auditor. Does he not 
know the capacity of the clerks under him? 
So of the other heads of bureaus there. If a 


-man is to be promoted from = one place to 


another in the same bureau, or from one bureau 
to another, is not the testimony of his chief, 
who has had supervision over him and been 
acquainted with his work for two, three, or 
five years, far more satisfactory evidence of 
his capacity than a competitive examination 
of three men who never saw him, to be term- 
inated in. two or three hours? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is also an illusory 
proposition, I would say as my friend well 
knows, if we were in a court of justice; but of 
course he does not know it here, and I should 
not dare to say so if hedid. The allusion 
about that is just this: if you could go back a 
little further, make that head of a bureau abso- 
lutely independent of my friend and me, and 
enable him to say to us when we go to him 
when there isa vacancy and tell him ‘* You must 
promote that man from my State; the ques- 
tion of your salary may come before the Sen- 
ate to-morrow, and. my judgment as to how 
much your salary ought to be will depend a 
great dealupon what I think of your capacity; 
and your capacity depends upon the correct- 
ness of your judgment about the promotion of 
this clerk; if the man from my State goes 
higher, I shall be satisfied that you are a very 
capable and faithful auditor, and {I shall vote 
to increase your salary; but if you do not 
know enough to know that my man is the man 
to promote, then I shall be obliged in defend- 
jug the money of my people to vote against 


. ANereasing your salary’’—— 


4 


i 


Mr. CARPENTER. Allow meto interrupt 
my friend once more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to know if 
my friend means to say to this country, speak- 
ing either for himself or for other Senators 
in this body, that that is the course of. pro- 
cedure on the part of Senators toward the 
Executive Departments of this Government? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir, I mean to say 
exactly that thing. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [I want to put in my 
protest, as far as I am concerned, in that 
connection. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object to pro- 
tests ; this whole opposition to this experi- 
ment isa protest. Ihave only drawn a picture 
which may be highly colored, but which is 
nevertheless a picture that is ingrained in 
human nature. I[ feel it myself. If I go to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as I have done, 
for I have no concealments about this busi- 
ness, and ask him, as I did three months ago, 
to appoint in his office a young worthy lady 
from my State, and he kindly says “I will 
make a place for her,’’ I cannot help feel- 
ing a sort of friendship and tenderness towards 
that Secretary who among thousands of appli- 
cants has preferred one upon my recommenda- 
tion. When he sends in a recommendation to 
me to do something, or when I go into his 
office and he tells me ‘‘ Here is something 
that I greatly dote upon, that I think ought 
to be done,” I cannot help looking with a 
tender feeling; and it is an honor to human 
nature, I admit, in the generous, and not in 
the money and business sense; I cannot help 
feeling a greater tenderness for his opinion 
than I should if we stood upon altogether 
independent grounds. 

What would be thought of a judge or a 
lawyer, where justice is administered, if the 
selections of jurors or the appointments of 
clerks or any affairs of that kind to and fro 
were passing between the bench and the bar? 
It would be a reproach to jurisprudence as it 
was in old times in Great Britain, when the 
judges received presents from the members of 
the bar and itwas tolerated by public opinion. 
All the judges less than one hundred years 
ago when they went on circuit received valu- 
able presents from the members of the bar; 
but it turned out at last, in spite of the purity 
of the English bench, that the body of intelli- 
gent public opinion in Great Britain came to 
see that the men who were enabled to make the 
best presents generally in the long run won 
the largest number of cases. It may have 
been only a coincidence. We cannot carry 
on Government and society in that way. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the objection that 
my friend makes is not well founded when we 
come down to bureaus. If the bureau officer 
were absolutely independent of the influence 
of persons in whose power in a greater or less 
degree he is, then there would be some force 
in saying, not that we should not have a civil 
service board, but that the board of examin- 
ation should be constituted by making it the 
head of the Department. ‘These very regula- 
tions and the regulations of the Departments 
under the act of 1853, as carried out, have pro- 
vided that one of the examining board should 
be the head of the very branch or bureau where 
the person asking a promotion or appointment 
was to be promoted or appointed. So that you 
get the benefit under the system as it now 
exists of the knowledge and experience and 
observation of the head of that bureau where 
the candidate is already placed and is to be 
promoted, or where he seeks to get; only you 
qualify and restrain and rectify that by having 
the impartial judgment of the heads of other 
bureaus or other persons associated with him. 
There is the fact about it. 

Now, if Senators say that there is no evilin 
the present system of administration of civil 
service, and that it is conducive to the public 
interests that the Departments of the Govern- 


il 


mentin its executive branch are to be on the 
relations that they have been with the depart- 
ment of the Government in its legislative 
branch, and that the patronage of the Govern- 
ment is really and practically to be confided 
to Senators and Representatives, who always 
have their way, provided it turns out that they 
shall go for whatever measures these bureaus 
and heads of Departments want, because you 
will have observed—Senators here know it 
perfectly well—that if a Senator and a head 
of Department are in a state of hostility and 
disagreement the recommendations of that 
Senator are not attended to as vigorously and 
as faithfully and in as friendly a way as they 
are if they are in perfect accord ; and that is 
human nature; thereisno help forit, Where 
ever there is hostility there will be opposition ; 
wherever there is friendship there will be, no 
doubt, favoritism and support; and until the 
millennium comesit cannot be otherwise. The 
point, therefore, is, if possible, to put theser- 
vice on a ground where you will escape from 
these inseparable evils from the present con- 
dition of things. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to ask 
my friend what provision is made for sepa- 
rating this examining board from the ordinary 
weaknesses of human nature; whether a Sen- 
ator, by exceeding blandishment, might not 
soften really the rigor of an examination; 
whether if he was to see in advance the three 
men who were to examine his friend and tell 
them that he had a special desire that that 
friend should pass, those three men could not 
so shape the examination as to pass him? 
And, if you can corrupt the Secretary of the 
Treasury by making a request, where is the 
guarantee that your commission will be above 
the same infirmity? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no guarantee; 
you can have no guarantee for anything in this 
world. You can have no guarantee for the 
purity of the administration of justice. We 
know that in some of the States (and it will 
always be so) judges are guilty of favoritism, 
and that they yield to the blandishments, be- 
hind the bar and outside of the conrt-house, 
of counsel and other people. 

But, Mr. President, if a board is exposed 
as judges are to the blandishments of Sen- 
ators, as they may be, there is not the same 
temptation, there is not the same relation be- 
tween Senators and members and a board of 
that kind as there is between Senators and 
members and the Executive Departments of 
the Government. This board has no appro- 
priation to ask of you. This board has no 
favorite policy about the administration of 
this Department or that Department to carry 
out. It has only one single and independent 
duty. It is not to come to you, if it be the 
State Department, to go for a particular treaty 
or against a particular convention, or to do 
anything which that particular Secretary may 
have at heart about foreign affairs. It it be 
in the Treasury, this board is not to come to 
you to favor a loan or a particular method of 
funding the public debt. And there is the 
difference between the case that my honorable 
friend suggests and the case of the heads of 
these Departments. The structure of the 
Government is such that it is impossible to 
separate a Constant communication between 
the legislative and Executive Departments of 
the Government; but you ought not to in- 
crease the difficulty of that communion by 
making either dependent upon favors or upon 
influences on the other. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to ask a ques- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ask whether he will give 
way to a motion to adjourn? {Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to ask a queg- 
tion if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. . It seems to me that 
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if this evil exists; ifthe head of the Treasury 
Department and the head of the War Depart- 
ment and the head of the Navy Department 
and so on, if in other words twenty-five or 


thirty of the most responsible officers of this i 


Government can be overcome cither by the 
entreaty or the influence of Congress, when 
you come to take it away from the ‘thirty and 
concentrate the whole patronage of this Gov- 
ernment in three hands, because it comes to 
that, for when your three men may say who 
shallbe appointed they have got the patronage, 
‘what then? You are just concentrating this 
baleful influence upon three men which the 
Senator says is too much for thirty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There would be a little 
force in that argument if the thirty stood in 
the same relation to us that the three do. 

Mr, CARPENTER. Do they not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me answer one ques- 
tion before you ask another. There would 
be force in the suggestion if the thirty acted 
together as the three do; but the honorable 
Senator is perfectly aware that all these De- 
partments and the bureaus in them are the 
subjects of separateinfluence. I agree, if you 
had all appointments made now by a congress 
of all the heads of the Departments and all the 
heads of divisions in them, if they could have 
time to take up and canvass each man, you 
would make a great improvement upon the 
pablus service; but the honorable Senator 

nows perfectly well that this is impracticable, 
that the business of the Government requires 
them to do something else, and they do do 
something else. Therefore the increase of the 
number of these people to thirty, if it be that, 
does not add to the Senator's argument at all, 
because each one acts independently and sep- 
arately of the others, and they exercise no 
aes or controlling influence over him 
at all. f 

As I was stating, if you create a separate 
and independent tribunal whose business it is, 
under rules which are not capricious, but which 
are binding and absolute, to test the capacity 
of certain people in respect to their ability to 
administer public affairs, then I submit to my 
honorable friend from Wisconsin that out of 
one hundred men who should thus be sub- 

jected to the test, and one hundred who should 
be subjected to his whim or mine or that of 
all the Senators here acting separately and 
from the various States, the one hundred thus 
selected would be much the best. 

A good deal has been said about the futility 
of these examinations. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. Locan] has stated some 
of them that he has found, where after an 
examination improperreports have been made. 
Suppose it were true; suppose you can find 
an instance, as I dare say you could if these 
regulations were to go into force; out of a 
thousand you might fnd a hundred possibly, 
it may be fifty, certainly ten, as human nature 
is, where there had been mistakes, where there 
had been gross error or corruption; what does 
that prove? It proves, according to the Sen- 
ator, that you must abolish the whole thing. 
Go into the State of Wisconsin or Vermont, 
two States where I believe the administration 
of justice is as'pure as anywhere, and look at 
one hundred verdicts of juries in any county 
jn those States, and you will find ten of them 
which he and I on examining the testimony 
would say were either corrupt or erroneous ; 
sometimes both; what then? That we must 
abolish jory trial? Or must we break down 
the courts because it happens that courts being 
fallible and human sometimes err or are some- 
times corrupt?. I do not believe that you are 
to obtain a perfect service; you can: never 
obtain a perfect service any more than’ any- 
thing else perfect-in this world, and particu: 
larly you cannot obtain it the very moment 
you step on its threshold and begin to try the 
experiment. A g 

My honorable friend from Wisconsin, with 
all his law-learning, is not ignorant of that 


| and compel him in the administration of his 


splendid maxim of philosophy which precedes 
the reports of East, nihil simul est inventum | 
et perfectum; nothing is begun that is perfect 
at the same time save those magnificent erea- 
tions of the Father of us all. Nothing that 
human beings undertake to invent and set on 
foot will be perfect in the first place. Why, 
Mr. President, you might as well abolish all 
steam-engines on the ground that the first faint || 
attempt of Watts, or of Stephenson, or who- 

ever it might be, were not altogether adequate | 
to the occasion; they would be rejected now | 
as utter fooleries; and yet here we are to reject || 
an experiment in the way of civil service re- 
form and improvement merely because it is 
found that as an experiment and before it is 
really on its feet to be started at all particular | 
criticisms can be made upon it. 

Mr. President, I am sorry indeed that the 
people of this country represented here are | 
unwilling to try to put appointments to public || 
office upon the same basis that Washington | 
and Adams and Jefferson and Madison put! 
them; and that a system which for forty 
years, not administered by the same mechan- 
ical methods, but whose ultimate purpose was | 
for forty years, and whose practical effect was 
for forty years to select the best citizens capable 
of performing public duties without regard to 
their religion or their political opinions, and 
to employ them in the performance of those 
duties so long as they did them well, should | 
now again be entirely abandoned the moment 
we are to try it, upon the ground that the 
machine when first started does not. work 
smoothly. 

Mr. President, some reference has been 
made to the Constitution about this business, 
and it has been said that we are trenching on 
constitutional power. I should be sorry to 
occupy the time in demonstrating, as I think 
I can, that that argument has no force. We 
have for many years, in many ways, and we 
have from the foundation of the Government, 
regulated the exercise of executive power as 
wellas of judicial power; and we have in the 
one instance of the Army for many years reg- | 
ulated by law the methods of selection of offi- 
cers, and regulated literally and absolutely by 
law the methods of promotion in the Army. 

The power of the President to appoint and 
promote in the Army is derived from precisely 
the same clause and precisely the same words 
in the Constitution that the power to appoint 
and promote in civil offices is. If, there- 
fore, the law may regulate and compel him | 
to promote, if he promotes at all, a partic- | 
ular man in the Army, may not the jaw under | 
the same words in the Constitution regulate 


duty to promote a particular man in the 
civil service, if he promotes at all? It is 
impossible to distiuguish. I have here a list 
of more than twenty cases, and I can swell 
it to fifty, from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, where legislation has in all manner 
of ways regulated and controlled the exer- 
cise of the powers which the Constitution} 
reposed in the President; and it has rarely 
been, almost never, until this question has| 
arisen, that that power of regulation by law 
of the administration of executive functions 
has been questioned. | 

But I do not in tbis side debate, so to speak, 
desire to occupy the attention of the Senate | 
and increase their impatience at what I have 
already said, by going into it. I only hope 
now, without enlarging on this topic, as I, 
might, without going into these regulations or | 
into the system that under them and before 
them, under the act of 1853, has been adopted 
in the Departments—I only hope that the Sen- 
ate will be willing to go on with the confidence 
which they expressed in the President a year 
ago, and to enable him to try in some way,and | 
upon his own responsibility, the experiment 
of making some improvement in the direction 


| reported from the Committee: on 


I have named: 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: It is obvious | 


that at this late period of the day the bill can- 
not be concluded, Ishall therefore, after ask- 
ing the Senate to consent to act upon a single 
measure which I shall have to ask unanimous 
consent for, move an adjournment, 

In the amendment proposed in relation to 
the two squares which it is proposed to pur- 
chase near the Capitol, the proviso which I 
now offer was accidentally omitted. I ask, 
therefore, unanimous consent that it be inserted 
on the fourth page of the amendment. It. is 
merely to provide for the sale of the buildings 
if they shall be condemned and come into the 
possession of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Ver- 
mont asks unanimous consent that an amend- 
ment, which will be read for information, be 
added to the amendment heretofore made on 
his motion. 

The Secretary. On the fourth page of the 
amendment agreed to in Committee of. the 
Whole, proposed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, it is proposed to add 
the following: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized to sell at public auction such 
materials in the buildings in squares Nos. 687 and 
688 as are not necessary for the public works in this 
District, and further, that the moneys realized by 


such sales shall be applied to the improvement and 
extension of the Capitol grounds. 


The PRESIDING. OFFICER.. Is there 
objection to receiving this proposition? The 
Chair hears none, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 


Now I move 


| o'clock and fourteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 7, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. W. Cuiccenine, D. D., of Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

The Journal of yesterday was read 
approved. 

THE JAPANESE EMBASSY. 


Mr. BANKS. On behalf of the committee 
appointed to make arrangements for the ře- 
ception of the embassy from the Government 
of Japan, I beg to make a statement to the 
House. The chief embassador, for himself 
and his associates, has requested the commit- 
tee to tender to the honorable Speaker and to 
the House the thanks of the embassadors for 
the honor conferred upon them, and espécially 
to make known in their behalf their profound 
and grateful appreciation of the interesting 
ceremonies and imposing spectacle that at- 
tended. their reception. [also ask that the 
committee be discharged, and I send to the 
Chair a resolation, to which I hope there will 
be no objection, providing that the address of 
the honorable Speaker, and the reply of the 
chief embassador, be entered on the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the address of the honorable 
Speaker, upon the occasion of the reception of the 
Japanese embassy, with the reply of the chief em- 
passador in English, be entered upon the Journalof 

e House. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the order will be made and the committee 
discharged. The Chair hears none. 

CONVENTION WITH VENEZUELA. 

Mr. PACKARD, by unanimous consent, 
. Foreign 
Affairs, a bill (H. R. No. 1859) relative to the 
convention with Venezuela; which was read 


and 


| a first and second time, and, with the accom- 


panying report, was ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the same commiitee. 


JOHN, DAWSON. 


Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1860) forthe relief of 
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John Dawson, of Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina; which was referred to the Gommiltee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

: ` CENSUS OF 1860. 


Mr. McINTYRE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1861) to author- 


ize and require the payment of marshals and | 


- assistant marshals, or their legal represent- 
atives, such amounts of money as appear to 
be due upon the books or records of the 
office. for taking the census of 1860; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DONATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SLATER. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1297) amend- 
atory. of an act entitled “An act donating 
public lands to the several States and Terri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the ben- 
efit of agrieultural and mechanic arts,’’ passed 
July 2, 1862, and acts amendatory thereto. 

. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of this bill ? 

‘Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If it does not 
give rise to dehate and occupy time, I will not 


object. 

Mr. SLATER. Iask the gentleman to allow 
the reading of a letter from the Land Office. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections, if any, will bein order. 

The bill was read. In its first section it pro- 
vides that the lands granted to the State of 
Oregon for the establishment of an agricul- 
tural college by act of Congress of July 2, 
4862, and acts amendatory thereto, may be 
selected by said State from any lands within 
said State subject to homestead or preémption 
entry under the laws of the United States ; 
and in any case where land is selected by the 
State, the price of which is fixed by law at the 
double minimum of $2 50 per acre, such land 
shall be counted as double the quantity toward 
satisfying the grant. In its second section the 
bill provides that any such sclections already 
made by said State, and the lists duly fled in 
the proper district land office, be, and the 


same are hereby, confirmed, except so far as | 


they may conflict with any adverse legal right 
existing at the passage of this act; provided, 
however, that the State shall not receive more 
than ninety thousand acres, the quantity 
granted by the act of July 2, 1862. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
bill come from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. Siarer] has reported it from the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. SLATER. It has the unanimous ap- 
proval of the Committee onthe Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is 
required for the consideration of the bill now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwill not object, 
if it does not give rise to debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not think it will call 
forth any debate. The bill merely extends the 
time for the selection of the lands. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered: to: be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLATER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF MAPS. 


Mr. HOAR, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and referred under the law 
to the Committee on Printing: ` 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House one thousand reduced copies of the map pre- 
‘pared in the Land Office for the Committee on the 
Publie Lands, showing the extent of grants of pub- 
lie lands which have been made to railroads, 


Does this 


WILLIAM J. LARIMER. 


Mr. BOLES, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported ad- 
versely on the petition of William J. Larimer, 
claiming $10,355; and the same was laid on 
the table. . 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Banking and 


Currency, to report back adversely the bill | 


(S. No. 588) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to provide for the redemption of the three 
per cent. temporary loan certificates, and 
for an increase of national bank notes,’’ ap- 


| proved July 12, 1870. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


read, 

The bill was read. It provides that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall redeem and cancel 
an amount of three per cent. temporary loan 
certificates issued under the acts of March 2, 
1867, and July 25,1868, to an amount not ex- 
ceeding $3,000,000 per month, in addition to 
the amount which he is authorized to redeem 
and cancel by virtue of the act to which this 
is an amendment; providedthat he shall give 
notice to the holders thereof, by publication 
or otherwise, that certain of said certiĝi- 
cates (which shall be designated by number, 
date, and amount,) shall cease to bear interest 
from and afier a day to be designated in such 
notice, and that the certificates so designated 


Let the bill be 


shall no longer be available as any portion of |} 


the lawful moncy reserve in possession of any 
national banking association; and after the 
day designated in such notice no interest shall 
be paid on such certificates, and they shall not 
thereafter be counted as a part of the reserve 
of any banking association. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam sorry 
the gentleman representing the Committee of 
Banking and Currency wants this bill laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill cannot be dis- 
cussed on a motion to lay it on the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask the gen- 
tleman not to present it now, for I desire to 
submit some suggestions against laying it on 
the table when the time comes. Jask him to 
withdraw the report now. 

Mr, HOOPER, of Massachusetts. If the 
gentleman wishesit I am willing to withdraw it. 

Mr. RANDALL, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts cannot 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to sustain the point of order if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts made this report 
by order of his committee. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The re- 
port is the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Do I understand 
that when a committee makes a report here, 
and when the previous question is not de- 
manded, that report is undebatable ? 

The SPEAKER. The committee can make 
any report it sees fit, under the rules of the 


House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The object is to settle 
before the country what Congress means to do 
upon this subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do-not under- 
stand the rule that the report of a committee, 
even though the recommendation of the com- 
mittee is that the bill be laid on the table, is 


| not debatable. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio 
will observe that the gentleman. from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.. Hooper, }] under the instruc- 
tions of his committee, reports back this bill 
adversely, Now, the question may be taken 
in several ways. The chairman. of the com- 
mittee may allow the question to come up 
whether the bill shall. be read a third time, 
but the gentleman from Massachusetis has 
chosen to put the question in the shorter 
way, on laying upon the table. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Has not the 
chairman of a committee the right to with- 
draw a report which is made here by unan- 
imous consent of the House? The commit- 
tee was not called now, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should 
have objected, then, to the reception of the 
report; but he did not do that. He has him- 
self discussed it, and the reportis regularly 
before the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I ask the 
gentleman to withdraw the motion to lay upon 
the table until something can be said upon thia 
subject. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. In regard 


il to that I do not see that I am not in the same 


position that I would be in in withdrawing the 
bill, having made the motion by order of the 
committee, 

The SPEAKER. It is a question of good 
faith between the gentleman and his com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts withdraws the motion, I shall 
renew it, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There ought to 
be something said upon a bill of this import- 
ance. I do not believe it would be the senti- 
ment of the House to Jay it upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. That would be tested by 
the vote of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can intro- 
duce a new billif be desires. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


Banks receive 


| interest on $20,000,000 of their reserve, and 


this bill, if it passes, will take away that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose I may be al- 
lowed to state a fact which came to the knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and that is, that the originators of the 
bill wanted us to report unfavorably upon it. 
Now, under the Jaw authorizing this character 
of currency, the Secretary of the Treasury was 
authorized to retire three per cent., and the 
committee deem that a sufficient contraction 
for the present. That is just the state of the 
case. And when the case was presented in all 
its bearings to the parties who introduced this 
bill, they came forward and sought a negative 
recommendation from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency; and that negative recom- 
mendation, after a full discussion of the bill, 
was unanimous. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to 
say that while no man is more willing than I 
am tó do justice to the banks, I have regarded 
it as one of the great blots on our banking 
system, and one of the great wrongs toward 
the whole body of the American people, that 
these banks are permitted to hold these three 
per cent, certificates upon which they are 
receiving interest out of the Treasury, and 
to count these certificates as a part of their 
reserves—reserves which otherwise they would 
be bound to keep in the form of greenbacks 
for the redemption of their notes. This bill 
provides that these three per cent. certificates 
shall be redeemed, and therefore the banks 
shall not be permitted to receive interest from 
the Treasury for what they would be compelled 
otherwise to hold in their banks as reserves. 

If we lay this bill on the table, then the 
banks will continue to draw out of the taxa- 
tion of the people three per cent, interest on 
$20,000,000 of their reserves. The city 
banks, the great central banks of New York, 
hold nine tenths of all of these three per cent. 
certificates in their vaults. The country 
banks do not have them, or bat a very small 
fraction of them, but must keep greenbacks 
for reserves, on which, of course, they receive 
no interest.. But these great central metro- 
politan banks hold these three per cent. cer- 
tificates as. reserves, aud beside the advan- 
tage of banking facilities which it gives them, 
they get three per cent. interest out of the 
Treasury. I hope the bill will not be laid on 
the table, but that it will be passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentle- 
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| 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Garrrenp,] I wish to 

say that I suppose nobody here who knows 
my record in connection with these banks will 
charge me with any undue favoritism toward 
them, but in the discussion of this question it 
became manifest that unless we acted promptly 
in reference to this matter it was calculated 
to disturb the entire money markets of the 
country. 

Mr. GARFIELD, cf Ohio. Disturb Wall 
street money-brokers only. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it will distarb all | 
our money markets, merchants everywhere. | 
There was but one sentiment came up to the 
committee in reference to this bill. Whenever 
the gentleman wants to cut off the abuses of 
the banking system, he will have a large task |! 
before him, and I will join him in cutting off | 
in every direction the rotten branches. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to 
make a suggestion. If this bill shall pass, all 
that will happen will be that the holders of 
the three percent. certificates will deliver thera 
up to the Treasury and take their greenbacks 
and put them right into their vaults as a re- 
serve, The question is simply this: will you or 
not allow them to receive interest on their 
reserves? The Secretary of the Treasury 
recommended this bill; it passed the Senate, 
and has come over to the House. It is now 
proposed to lay it on the table without debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the act author- 
izing an increase of the circulation to the 
extent of $86,000,000, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to redeem these three 
per cent. certificates, which we deemed was 
sufficient authority for the purpose. No one 
but can see that the trade and industries of 
the country are paralyzed, and the legisla- 
tion of Congress should be in the direction of 


relief. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. But does not 
the gentleman see that every dollar of the 
face value of these three per cent. certificates 
will be put straight in the hands of their hold- 
ers in the form of greenbacks now in the vaults 
ofthe Treasury? The only difference on earth 
will be that it will cut off these banks that now 
hold $20,000,000 of these three per cent. cer- | 
tificates from obtaining interest from tho 
Treasury for the money they are required to 
hold as reserves. f 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘These three per cents 
are being taken upas fast as circulation is 
issued under the thirty-six million dollar act. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Itis not in circulation, 
butin the vaults of the Treasury. This bill 
is simply to take it from the vaults of the 
Treasury and place it in the vaults of the 
banks. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. it is simply 
an exchange, and will save to the Government 
three per cent. on every dollar of these cer- 
tificates outstanding. 

Mr. KELLEY. T 
[Mr. Garrrep] does not fairly state this mat- 
ter. A provision can be put in this bill which | 
will effect what he says the bill now provides 
for, a mere exchange and a relief to the peo- 
ple to the extent of the three per cent. now | 
paid to the banks. Let him put in a proviso 
that these three per cents now held as a part 
of the bank reserve, and therefore substan- 
tially part of the volume of currency, shall be 
redeemed by a new issue of greenbacks, and 
then we shall have nò more currency than we 
now have; the banks will have their same 
amount of reserve ; the Government will pay 
that much less interest; and there will be no | 
contraction to change values all over the | 
country. 

This bill is a covert means to effect a con- 
traction of the currency. It is an attempt to 
restore covertly the law which authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to contract the çur- 
rency at the rate of $4,000,000 a month, and 
which paralyzed every interest and every en- 
terprise of the conntry. That is the question 
invélved. - DG Ig 


{ 


ty 
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he gentleman from Ohio | 


| profit by: the odium which 


Mr. RANDALL. These three per cent. cer- 
tificates were originally a loan. 

Mr. KELLEY. Exactly. 

Mr. RANDALL. And subsequently they 
were authorized to be counted as part of the 
‘bank reserve. 

Mr. KELLEY. But they came to be cur- 
rency when they were authorized to be counted 


' as reserve. If you substitute an additional 


volume of greenbacks, equal in amount to 
these certificates, then you can call them in 
and get rid of the three per cent, interest. 


Mr. RANDALL. Ifi were disposed to act | 


the part of a partisan in reference to this 
question, I should be glad to see the contrac- 
tion here proposed. lt would not only para- 


lyze, but it would deaden the industries of the | 


country, and I suppose that my party might 
would thereby fall 
upon the party in power. But Ihave no idea 
of countenancing, for partisan purposes, a 


measure which would so seriously impair the | 


industries of the country, and so disastrously 
affect commerce. In my judgment we are con- 
tracting sufficiently now under the thirty-six 
million dollar act, and I do not want to see 
the sudden contraction which would be the 
effect of this bill, because I do not know how 
disastrous might be the results. 

Mr. LYNCH. 


The SPEAKER. Itwould not. The pending 
motion to lay the bill on the table precludes 
the motionto recommit, and is undebatable. 
This whole debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. LYNCH. I wish to say that the pas- 
sage of this bill as advocated by the gentleman 


amount of the three per cent. certificates now 
‘out. I wasa little surprised to hear the gen- 
tleman from Ohio taking ground against laying 
this bill on the table because the bill would give 
the banks three per cent. upon their reserve, 
when, if lam not mistaken, the gentleman him- 
self made an eloquent speech in favor of the 
issue of those three per cent. certificates at 
the time they were authorized, and when the 
objection was that the measure would give the 
banks three per cent. upon their reserve. The 
opponents of that measure advocated at that 
time what I think ought to have been passed— 
a proposition substituting greenbacks for the 
three per cent. certificates. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My friend from 
| Maine [Mr. Lyon] is quite mistaken. While 
upon the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency I continually resisted any attempt to 
continue what I considered a wrong upon the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was not while the gentle- 
man was chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency; but when the proposition 
for the issue of these three per cent. certifi- 
cates first came here, the gentleman himself 


|! advocated and voted for the issue of those 


three per cent. certificates. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I voted for the 
temporary loan to the Government, to meet 
special purposes, in lieu of the proposition that | 
some member made for the issue of green- 
backs. That is what I did. i 

Mr. LYNCH. Not at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to | 
say that $20,000,000 are to-day locked up in 
the vaults of the Treasury, pledged to the re- 
demption of the three per cent. certificates 
whenever presented. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, when the three 
per cent, certificates were issued, they were 
issued to take the place of compound-interest 
notes which were held as part of the reserve 
of the banks. 

Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman from 
Maine yield to me? ; 

Mr. LYNCH. In a moment. 

They were issued in lieu of compound 
est notes which were to be retired. 


-inter- 
Those 


Mr. Speaker, would it be in |! 
order to move that this bill be recommitted? || 


from Ohio would contract the currency to the | 


issue of the three per cent. certificates as a | 


| 


who were in favor of saving interest to the 
Government at that time proposed, instead of 
issuing three per cent. temporary loan certifi- 
cates, that the Government should issue green- 
backs. At that time fifty odd-millions of three 
per cent. temporary loan certificates were 
voted. The gentleman from Ohio is now 
using the very argument which was then used 
| by opponents of the meaure when it was 


passed. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to say a word, and 
itis this: I will vote against laying the bill 
upon the table, because I am in favor of hav- 
| ing it amended so as to issue ‘ greenbacks’”’ 

instead of three per cent. temporary loan cer- 
tificates, so that they may go into the reserve 
|! and thus save interest to the Government. 
|! Let this bill be referred back to the Committee 
| on Banking and Currency with instructions to 
so amend it as to substitute ‘ greenbacks”” 
for three per cent. temporary loan certificates, 
and let them go into the reserve of the banks 
which will not call for the payment of any 
interest on the part of the Government. It 
will not be a contraction of the currency. I 
am opposed to laying the bill upon the table, 
wanting it to be referred back again, when the 
committee no doubt will amend it as I have 
indicated. 

Mr. BANDALL. I wish to say that I 
have always been in favor of issuing ‘‘ green- 
' backs’? instead of three per cent. temporary 
loan certificates; I am in. favor of it now, 
and always have been. : j 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I rise, 
Mr. Speaker, to say a word in reply to the 
argument of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Garrisip.] He says this money is already 
in the Treasury, and the effect of passing the 
bill will be to save three per cent. on the 
amount thus withdrawn. I would suggest to 
my friend, if that be the effect, whether it 
would not be better to use that money to take 
up bonds now due and which bear interest at 
six per cent. ; whether that would not be more 
economical to the Government than to with- 
| draw these certificates which pay interest only 
at three per cent? The bill to which this is 
an amendment, passed July 12, 1870, provides 
that at the end-of each month, after the pas- 
sage of that act, it shall be the duty of the 
Comptroller of the Currency to report to the ` 
Secretary of the Treasury the amount of cir- 
culating notes issued under the provisions of 
the preceding section, which authorized the 
issuing of $54,000,000 increase of bank capi- 
tal, and thereupon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was to redeem and cancel an amount of 
three per cent. temporary loan certificates 
| issued under acts of March, 1867, and July, 
1868, not less than the amount of circulating 
notes withdrawn, &c. The object of this bill 
is to increase the amount the Secretary shall 
withdraw beyond what is provided in this law, 
not to exceed $3,000,000 a month in addition 
to what that law provides shall be withdrawn. 
| The committee were unanimously of the opin- 
ion that it was not expedient at this time to 
pass this Senate bill. They understood the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who had recom- 
| mended it to the Senate committee, had 
| changed his views in ‘regard to it, and now 
| preferred ‘the bill should not pass. 
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L0 The House divided; and there were—ayes 


| 97, noes 27. 

| So the bill was laid on the table. 5 
Mr, HOOPER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
| reconsider the vote by which the bill was laid 
| on the table; and also moved that tte motion 
| to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVIGATOR ISLANDS. 


Mr. HOUGHTON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the: President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to transmit to Congress 
any and all correspondence and documents received 
by him. relating to the application of the inhabit- 
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ants of the Navigator Islands, in the Pacific ocean, to 
have the protection of the Government of the United 
States extended over said islands. 


Mr. HOUGHTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back abill (H. R. No. 
1766) to authorize the Chicago and North- 
western Railroad Company to change their 
projected line of railway in the State of Mich- 


igan, with the recommendation that it do pass. | 


The bill was read. It authorizes the Chicago 
and Northwestern Railway Company to change 
and relocate that part of their projected line 
of railway ‘from the city of Fond du Lae, in 
the State of Wisconsin, northerly to Esconaba, 
in the State of Michigan,” which lies in said 
State of Michigan, so as to run said line from 
‘fat or near the mouth of the Menomonee 
river to Esconaba,’’ on such line within the 
limits of the land grant reserved for the use 
of said company, now on file in the office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
as they may deem most advantageous, and 
shall cause a plat of their line, as relocated, 
to be filed in said office within six months of 
the passage of this act; provided, that the 
grant of lands heretofore made to aid in the 
construction ‘of said railroad shall not be 
inereased or changed by the change of line 
hereby authorized. 

The SPEAKER. 
present consideration of this bill? 

' Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the last section 
of the bill may be again reported. 

The last section of the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish, in the line before 
the last, to add the words “in any respect 
whatever; so that it will read ‘* shall not be 
increased or changed in any respect whatever 
by the change of line hereby authorized.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I have 
no objection to that amendment being made. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would like to 
know what the object of the bill is. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 


effect of the bill is to change the route of the 
road, so that it will go further away from the 
marshy grounds of Green bay, with a view to 
escape them. It lies within the limits of the 
original grantand interferes with no settlement 
and does not impair the right of any individ- 
ual. I think there ought to be no objection to 
the bill. 

Mr. LAMISON. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania a question. 

The SPEAKER. The Uhair cannot, when 
á gentleman asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill, allow debate 
on itto proceed with the right of objection 
reserved. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Task that the bill be again 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again 
read, and if any gentleman then rises to debate 
it, the Chair will construe that into an objec- 


tion. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr, HOLMAN. T desire to ask just a single 
question, whether the length of this line will 
be increased or diminished by the proposed 
change? p 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 
length of the line will be somewhat increased, 
but it will not go outside of the original grant 
of lands. I am informed by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Sawyer] that there are 
no settlers along the line, and nobody’s rights 
will be infringed in any way or manner what- 
ever. The Committee ou Public Lands unani- 
mously agreed that this should be presented 
to the House and pressed for passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the route were to be 


Is there objection to the 


shortened, the effect would be to increase the 


grant. 

Mr. SAWYER. On the contrary, the bill 
lengthens the line. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? The Chair 
hears none. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN 
was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to recousider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CREBS. Iask unanimous consent to 
introduce a joint resolution for present con- 
sideration. f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. CREBS. Iask the gentleman to allow 
the joint resolution to be read, and then, if 
there be objection, it can be withdrawn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I withdraw the 
demand for the regular order until the joint 
resolution is read. 


DONATION OF CANNON, 


Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a jointresolution (H. R. No. 108) grant- 
ing condemned cannon for the erection of a 
soldiers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CREBS. Task that the jointresolution 
be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. COBURN. I beg to say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have considered the 
subject of that joint resolution, and [am com- 
pelled to object to it. They have already 
reported upon it, 

Mr. CREBS. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken. There has been no such bill before 
the committee, 

Mr. COBURN. I understand this is ia 
relation to the soldiers’ monument at Mound 
City. 

Mr. CREBS. It is to grant condemned 
cannon for the erection of a soldiers’ monu- 
ment there. 

Mr. COBURN. I object to the resolution 
being put upon its passage, but am willing it 
shall be referred, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PORT OF PITTSBURG. 


Mr. NEGLEY. I ask that by unanimous 
consent the bill (S. No. 742) to amend sec- 


tion thirty-five of an act entitled t‘ An act to | 


reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,” 
be taken from the Speaker’s table for present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

Thebillwasread. It extends the privileges 
of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,” approved July 
14, 1870, to the port of Pittsburg, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, with the same effect as if it 
had been inserted in the thirty-fifth section of 
said act. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to state that this 
is identically the bill which was passed on the 
15th January, by the House, with this excep- 
tion, that it recites the section of the law to 
which it fefers. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is impos- 
sible to understand the effect of a bill which 
merely refers to this or that section by its 


| number of an existing law. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would say to the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. Brooxs] that 
this simply puts the port of Pittsburg on a 
level with the ports enumerated in the inter- 


nal revenue act of 1870, Cincinnati, St. Louis, 
and others. : 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I merely 
rose, because I thought it my duty to call the 
attention of the House to the indefiniteness 
of this kind of legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask that the bill be again 
reported. , 

Lhe bill was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. It extends to the port of 
Pittsburg the same privileges which have been 
already extended to Louisville and Cincinnati. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Michigan to object. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir. I approve of the 
bi 


ill, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then let there 
be no debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not permit the gentle- 
man from Ohio to tell me when Ishall say 
anything and when I shall not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is this a report from 
the Committee on Commerce or a report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Conger] wants to 
kill his bill, let him go on. 

Mr. CONGER. I can attend to my own 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fannsworrn] 
to object to the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
some inquiries about it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the regular order of business. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the House resumes 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1654) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1872, and for former years, aud for other pur- 
poses, reported last evening from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with sundry amendments. , 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the last paragraph in the 
bill which was ruled out upon a point of order 
be added to the bill, and I ask that it bè read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
and directed, in the adjustment of the accounts of 
William E. Parker, United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Texas, to allow $825 75, money paid 
by said Parker for the traveling oxpenses of Thomas 

Duval, judge of the western district of Texas, 
for holding two terms of the United States circuit 
and district court at Galveston, and one term at 


Brownsville,in Texas, under the direction of Mr. 
Justice Swayne. 


The SPHAKER. The Chair will make a 
ruling on that which it may be well for mem- 
bers to pay attention to. The gentleman from 
Ohio moves this as an amendment in the 
House. The Chair declines to receive it be- 
cause it has never been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ibeg the Chair's 
pardon. It was considered in Committee of 
the Whole, and discussed for nearly an hour. 

The SPEAKER. It was ruled out in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and therefore was never 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
that is the ruling to which the Chair invites 
the attention of members; that where a pro- 
vision in an appropriation bill is ruled out in 
the Committee of the Whole as not being in 
order it cannot be moved afterward in the 
House. 5 

Mr. BINGHAM. May it not be done by 
unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it may be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
mous consent. g 

Mr. HOLMAN. This paragraph was struck 
out upon a point of order made by me. The 


I desire to make 


Then I demand 


I ask unani- 
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chairman of the Committee on Appropriations: 


makes an earnest appeal to allow it to come 
in, and although I am opposed to the prin- 
ciple of this partial legislation, I will with- 
draw my objection. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
reception of theamendment? The Chair hears 
none. But the raling is one which it is im- 
portant in many respects for the House to 
remember. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me to offer the amendment 
which I offered last night, and which I now 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That isa different 
amendment from the one which was consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir, it isthe same, word 
for word. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
Dawes, as follows: 

Suc. 2, And be it further enacted, That the proper 
accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized 
and directed, in the settlement of all accounts for 
the services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, 
employed by or in behalf of the Government of the 
United States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, 
the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s 
work forallsuch laborers, workmen, and mechanics, 
and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proc- 
lamation of the President concerning such pay, to 
settle and pay for the same, without reduction on 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor by 
said act, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby ap- 


propriated for that purpose out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwill allow that 
amendment to be offered. 
The SPEAKER. Then that amendment is 


pending. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desireto make the 
point of order that that amendment is not in 


order. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of 
order? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is that this is not 

rovided for by existing law, that it is new 
egislation, and that there is no specific 
amount mentioned inthe appropriation. This 
amendment was rejected by the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to call 
attention to the difference ; it was held to be 
jn order in Committee of the Whole, and was 
there considered, and therefore that complies 
precisely with the requirement of the rule that 
all appropriations must have their first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. The 
Chair overrules that point of order. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ruling on the 
point of order made by the gentleman from 
Ilinois. The gentleman makes the further 
point that there is no specific sum mentioned 
in the appropriations. The Chair will direct 
the reading of the rule under which the gen- 
tleman makes that point, and which refers to 
the duties of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


“Tt shall be the duty of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, within thirty days after their appoint- 
ment, at every session of Congress, commencing on 
the first Monday of December, to report the general 
appropriation bills,” ia oy oe * “or, in 
failure thereof, the reasons of such failure, And 
said committee shall have leave to report said bills 
{for reference only) atanytime. In all cases where 
appropriations cannot be made specific in amount 
the maximum to be expended shall be stated, and 
each appropriation bill when reported from the com- 
mittee shall, in the concluding clause, state the sum 
total ofall the items contained in said bill.” $ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hli- 
nois [Mr. FarnsworTH] will observe that the 
restriction of the rule is upon the Committee 
on Appropriations in their report of bills; it 
has no reterénce to what the Committee of the 
Whole or the House may do. Therefore the 
the Chair overrules that point of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. With great 
reluctance I have allowed this amendment to 
be offered. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Farnswortn]} desires to offer an amendment 
to the amendment, which I will allow to be 


Fi 


done, and then I will call the previous ques- 


tion. f 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the amendment by adding to it the following: 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby appro- | 


priated shall be paid to any mechanics or laborers į 
who have already been paid for eight hours’ labor 
four fifths as much as the amount which was paid ; 
like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ labor. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to appeal to my 
colleague on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, | to allow me to enter a motion to strike 
out the paragraph appropriating $1,000,000 to 
supply a deficiency in the amount for expend- 
itures of the judiciary. I do so for this 
reason: while there are many on this side of 
the House who do not wish to vote against 
this deficiency bill as a whole, yet there are a 
number of gentlemen on this side who, for 


reasons peculiar to themselves, desire to make | 


a record against this proposition. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no objec- | 


tion, if it will hasten the consideration of this 
bill. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I move to strike out the 


paragraph appropriating $1,000,000 for the | 


expenditures of the judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be 
regarded as pending. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest, as a point of 
order, that if there are any gentlemen on the 
other side of the House who, for reasons pecu- 
liar to themselves, are prevented from voting 
for an appropriation of money to prosecute 
the Ku Klux, they could be excused from ! 


voting. 
Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. GARFIELD] caunot consent to the intro- |; 


duction of my amendment without allowing 
another to be introduced to nullify it, I will 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
one side alone of the question. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman is opposed 
to my proposition and desires to kill it, let 
him do so fairly and frankly upon the record. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have fairly 
and frankly allowed the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] to offer his amond- 
ment; I have fairly and frankly allowed the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworts] to 
move his amendment tothe amendment. Both 
of these propositions were acted upon in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, anditis but just to allow 
the House an opportunity to act upon both of 
them. If the gentleman does not like that, he 
ean withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill not withdraw it, but I 
want the matter understood. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that in the engrossment of this 
bill the Clerk be instructed to arrange the 
various amendments in their proper places, į 
and to make the footings correspond thereto. 


I cannot let in 


No objection was made; andit was ordered |; 


accordingly. 

Mr. TAFFE. Task unanimous consent to 
offer the following amendment: 

Provided, That the number of Indians presentand 
actually receiving rations at each issue shall be 
reported by the agent in charge to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SARGENT. That proposition had bet- 
ter be introduced as a separate bill and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I object to its being offered as an amendment 
to this bill. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now call the 
previous question on the bill and pending 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will now in- 
dicate such amendments as separate votes are 
desired upon. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for a separate vote on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
(My. Farysworta] to my amendment, and | 
upon it I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 


! Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, 
| Blair. Buckley, Baffinton, 


| Farnsworth. 


| James Brooks, Caldwell, Conner, Critcher, 


Mr. FARWELL. | I call for aseparate vote : 
on the amendment striking out the appropria: 
tion for the marine hospital at Chicago. : 

Mr. NIBLACK.. Iask for a separate vote 
on the motion to strike out the judiciary 
déficiency appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendments. are not 
very numerous, and perhaps it would-be bet- 
ter, in order to avoid misunderstanding, that 
they should all be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair accepts the 
suggestion. The amendments will be read 
seriatim, and those upon which a separate 


-vote is not called for will be considered as 


concurred in. 
The amendments were read. 


Mr. FARWELL called for a separate vote 
ou the amendment striking out the following 
paragraph : ; 

For completion of the building for marine hos- 
pital at Chicago, Illinois, $77,383 89; and for grading 
and fencing, $13,987 5; and to make good the dam- 
age done to the building and loss by fire, $14,060 50; 
in all, $105,431 44. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to say, with the 
consent of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, | that that paragraph was struck 
out on my motion. 1 am perfectly satisfied 
upon investigation that it ought to remain in 
the bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 
the paragraph which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana { Mr, Houtman] reserved the right.to move 
to strike out. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For three months’ extra pay to the officors, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States in 
the war with Mexico, who served out the term of their 
engagement, being a reappropriation of this amount, 
which was carried to the surplus fund June 30, 1856, 
and June 29, 1863, and is now required in the settle- 
ment of the accounts pending in the office of. the 
Second Auditor, $50,000. : 

The question being taken on striking out the 
paragraph, there were—ayes 389, noes 45; no 


quorum voting. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This interests 
gentlemen on the other side as much as it does 
us. If they wish it struck out, let it be strack 


out. 

The SPEAKER. 
it will be struck out. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 
the paragraph which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [ Mr. NIBLACK] reserved the right to move 
to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, including the District of Columbia, 
for jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of prosecu- 
tions for offenses committed against the United 
States, for the safe-keeping of prisoners and for the 
expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement 
of the act of February 28, 1871, for the four months 
ending June 39, 1872, $1,000,000. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read, and on that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 72, nays 100, not voting 
68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur. 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright 
Toss 
land, Davis, Dox, DuBose, Duke, Eldredge, Ely, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, 
Ifaldeman, Hambleton, Hancoek, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, Holman, Kerr, 
King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre; Me- 
Kinney, Merrick, Benjamin F.. Meyers, Mitchell, - 


If there be no objection 


i  Niblack, Bli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, 
Morei Y.Rice, John M. Rice, William R, Roberts, 
Tuthill, Voor- 


Sherwood, Slater, Sloss, Storm, Terry, 0 
hees, Warren, Wells, Williams of New York, Win- 
oo Ayan Mes “Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Burchard, Burdett, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coghlan, 
Conger, Creely,. Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dunsell, 
‘grwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Garfield, Halsey, Harmer, 


Vi . Koster, Frye, l 
Wilder D. Foston ia John: W> Hazelton, 


Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, 
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Kelley, Kellogg, 
Grew, McJunkin, 


Young—68, 

So the motion of Mr. Nistack was not 
agreed to. Sd T 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, said: On 
this question I am paired with the gentleman 


from Ilinois, Mr. McNegeiy. If he were pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I should vote 
ae no,” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] upon which a 
separate vote is asked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the following as a now section: 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officers be, and hereby aro, authorized and 
required, in the sottlement of all accounts for the 
services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics om- 

loyed by or on behalf of the Government of the 

nited States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, 
the date.of the act constituting eight hours a.day’s 
work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, 


and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proc- | 


lamation of the President concerning such pay, 
to settle and pay for the same, without reduction 
on account of reduction of hours of labor by said 
act, and a sufficient sum for said purpose is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. Farxyswortu] moves to amend the 
amendment by adding what will be read by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no partof the money hereby appro- 
priated shall be paid to any mechanics or laborers 
who have already been paid for eight hours’ labor 
four fifths as much as the amount which was paid to 
like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ labor. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I make 
the point of order that the amendment just 
read was never considered in Committee of 
the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order comes 
too-late. ‘This amendment was moved in the 


House before the previous question was called, 
and the previous question included in its oper- 
ation this amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Task that the amend- 
ment to the amendment be again read. 

Mr. Fanysworty’s amendment was again 


read. 

Mr. DAWES. That is to say, these men 
shall not have what they are entitled to. 

Mr. PETERS. I object to debate. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


in the affirmative—yeas 88, nays 80, not voting | 


72; ag follows: 

YDRAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Averill, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Bird: 
Austin Blair, Braxton, Burchard, Caldwell, Carroll, 
Coburn, Conner, Cotton, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, Farns- 
worth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garrett, Gol- 
laday, Hambleton, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Jobn 
` T. Harris, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Kerr, King, 
Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McCormick, McGrew, Me- 

Henry, Melntyre, McJunkin, McKinney, Merrick, 


Mitchell, Moore, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Potter, Price, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M, Rice, Shanks, Sheldon, Slater, Slo- 
eum, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Stevens, Sutherland, Taffo, Torry, Tuthill, Tyner, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Walden, Waldron, 
Warren, Wells, Willard, Williams of Indiana, John 
T. Wilson, and Winchester—88. ; 

Y¥S— Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Banks, 
Bigby, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Bur- 
dett, Roderick R. Butler, Coghlan, Conger, Creely, 
Dawes, Duell, Dunneil, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Getz, Haldeman, Halsey, Harmer, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Holman, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Marshall, McCleliand, 
McCrary, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Monroe, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Pendleton, Perce, Platt, Rainey, Randall, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent. Sawyer, Seeley, Ses- 
sions, Sherwood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Strong, Dwight Townsend, 
Turner, Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—80. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Beck, Bell, Beve- 
ridge, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, James Brooks, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, William T. Clark, 
Freeman_ Clarke, Cobb, Comingo, Cox, Crebs, 
Crocker, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Eames, Elliott, 
Ely, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Goodrich, 
Griffith, Hale, Hancock, George: E. Harris, Havens, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Kinsella, Lamport, Leach, Lowe, 

ynch, Maynard, McKee, McNeely, Morey, Morphis, 
Negley, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron I. Perry, Poland, 
Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, Shellabarger, 
Shobor, R. Milton Speer, Storm. Stoughton, Stowell, 
St. John, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Washington 
Townsend, Twichell, Walls, Whitthorne, Williams 
of New York, Wood, and Young—72. 


So the amendment to the amendment was | 


agreed to. 


The question next recurred on Mr. Dawzs’s 


amendment as amended. 

Mr. DAWES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 42, not 
voting 81; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bigby, Bird, Braxton, Bright, George 
M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell. Car- 
roll, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crebs, 
Critcher, Davis, Dawes, DuBose, Duell, Duke, Bid- 
redge, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Gotz, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Harmer, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hili, Hoar, 
Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ken- 
dall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Lewis, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, 
MoHenry, McKinney, Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Moyers. Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, 

conard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Platt, Raincy, 
Randall, Ellis H. Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sawyer, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker. Slater, Slocum, H. 
Boardman Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Spraguo, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stowell, Strong, 
Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, 
Voorhees, Wakeman, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and Wood—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Austin 
Blair, James G. Blair, Burchard, Creely, Crossland, 
Donnan, Dox, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Garfield, Ham- 
bleton, Handley, Harper, Manson, McGrew. McIn- 
tyre, McJunkin, Orr, Palmer, Peck. Peters, Prindle, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Seeley, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, John A. Smith, Worthington C.Smith, 
Terry, Tyner, Waddell, Walden, Waldron, Willard, 


Williams of Indiana, John T. Wilson, and Win- | 


chester—42. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Averill, 
Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Bingham, Boles, Bur- 


Coburn, Conner, Cox, Crocker, Darrall, De Large, 
Dickey, Eames, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Henry D. Fos- 
ter, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Hancock, Hanks, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 
bard, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, 


Lynch, Maynard, McKee, McNeely, Moore, Morey, | 


Morphis, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. 
Perry, Poland, Porter, Potter, Price, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Fogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Shellabarger, Shober, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, 
Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Tafe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 
Turner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walls, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, and Young—81, 


So the amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. s 

During the vote, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved, by unan- 


imous consent, that the reading of the min- a 


utes be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 


: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, demanded the 


previous question on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading ; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF PITTSBURG. 


Mr. NEGLEY. ‘The gentleman from Iili- 
nois [Mr, Farysworty] withdraws his objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 742) to amend section thirty-five of an act 
entitled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes.” Task that the bill be 
taken from the Speaker's table and put upon 
its passage. f 

Mr. SLOCUM. My colleagne from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] objected to the present 
consideration of this bill when it was called up 
before. That gentleman is not now ia the 
House. 

Mr. NEGLEY. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] did not object. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then I object. My col- 
league [Mr. Brooxs] told me, as I under- 
stood, that he had objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the bill is not before the House. 

DONATION OF CANNON. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cress] desires to renew his request 
that the joint resolution (H. R. No. 108) grant- 
ing condemned cannon for the erection of a 
soldiers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois, 
which was this morning referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, be now put upon 
its passage. 

Mr. COBURN. Ifthe gentleman will amend 
the joint resolution so as to grant the same 
number of cannon as have been granted to 
other monuments, namely, four instead of six, 
I shall not object. 

Mr. CREBS. I agree to the joint resolution 
being so amended. I now move that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CREBS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
na the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR. 
Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, sub- 


| mitted the following resolution; which was 
dett, Campbell, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, | 


read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 


| to furnish this House any information in his posses- 


sion in regard to the improvement of Mobile harbor, 
Alabama, not heretofore submitted. 


Mr. WHEELER. I demand the regular 
order. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


` The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
demanded, the morning hour begins at twenty- 
five minutes past two o’clock, and the House 
resumes consideration of the bill reported 
from the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, 
a bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield ten minutes ot my 


i| time to my colleague, [Mr. Kerr. ] 


Mr. KERR. It is my intention to say very 
little on this bill. This isan old acquaint- 
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ance to many of us in this House. When it 
was before the last Congress I opposed it. 
believed that it was a bill which ought not to 
pass. I believe now that it is a bill which 
ought not to be enacted into a law. 

My reasons, Mr. Speaker, for opposing this 
bill, very briefly stated, and independent of all 
the special circumstances which surround the 
measure, are that I am opposed to all subsi- 


dies granted by the Federal Government to | 


any corporation. I do not care upon what 
plea they come here; Ido not care how spe- 
cious an argument they may make, it is always 
in the mterest of individuals and against the 
interest of the whole community. It is the old 
struggle of the few against the many. It is 
simply an application on the part of a few 
men to be allowed to take from the common 
property of all the people something that is 
of value to the people. It is only a land 
grant or subsidy in legal effect and in fact. 
‘The island is not the: property of Congress; 
it belongs to the people. It is valuable; worth 
millions, It contains one hundred and twenty- 
eight acres, and occupies a position of great 
national importance. 

It is therefore, in my view of this case, 
entirely immaterial whether the thing here 
proposed to be granted be land that is arable 
or cultivable or only barren rocks. If it be 
anything of value to the people of the United 
States, I am opposed to granting it to this 
railroad company. ‘That this island is a thing 
of value, I take it no gentleman will question. 
That it possesses a great intrinsic value to the 
Government, both in our present and prospect- 
ive relations, certainly no gentleman will deny. 


It is variously estimated by public officers, | 


entirely unprejudiced and disinterested, to be 
worth from two to five million dollars. 

This company come here with this applica- 
tion after the munificent benefactions they have 
received from the Federal Government, first, 
in a land grant of over ten million acres, and 
then in a subsidy of nearly thirty million dol- 
lars, and now they ask that we shall give them 
one half of this island, equivalentto two or three 
millions more. Why do they want one half 
of one hundred and twenty-eight acres of land 
on which to erect the depot of an ordinary 
railway company? Sixty-four acres certainly 
are not necded for the purposes proposed by 
this bill. If they were modest enough to come 
here and ask for a grant which would simply 


accommodate the legitimate purposes of depot | 
buildings for a railroad company, there would | 


be more propriety in it. But then, as well as 
now, I should esteem it my duty to oppose it. 
But that they deem this island to have more 
value than the mere use for a depot, is appa- 
rent from the fact that they ask the Govern- 
ment to give them half of it, not the mere 
possession for the location of their buildings, 
but one entire half of this island. Remember, 
this isin the immediate vicinity of the great 
commercial metropolis of our Pacific coast. 
Its present value is intrinsic and immense; 
but its value and importance in the future are 
simply ineaiculable. It will be utterly wrong 
for us to give away such property upon the 
mere request:of a great corporation. 

There is-no railroad company, Mr. Speaker, 
in our country; except a few which during the 
last few years have become the pets and favor- 
ites of the Federal Government, that has ever 
ventured to come here and ask this kind of 
favor, or any such special grants and privileges 
at the hands of all the people. Yet. there are 
all over the country railroad’ companies. that 
are incomparably poorer in every element of 
corporate power than this company is, and 
they are compelled, whenever they desire to 
extend their road or to erect their depots, to 
purchase the right of way, to purchase the 
location, and to pay for them as other honest 
people pay for what they enjoy in any relation 
of life or business in this country. It'is to 
this entire system of special grants and special 
privileges that I object. They constitute no 


If 


{ 


i 
i 


| 
H 


|! tion of gentlemen to the fact that the bill | 


H 
part of the proper and legitimate functions | 
of the Government. In my judgment, this | 
bill involves a clear excess of power, as well | 
as palpable violation of correct principles on | 
the part of Congress. li 

I can see no difference in principle between li 
this proposition and the one the House rejected i} 
the other day from Wisconsin. If there be | 
any difference, it is against the proposition now | 
before the House, because in that case there í| 
was an antecedent grant of lands and a par- |i 
tial construction of the road, and no subsidy, | 
and the only application then made to the! 
House was to extend the period of time for i 
the completion of the railroad, in order that |! 
the company might enjoy the advantages of |! 
the grant after the first period had expired; 
but this company comes here after having en- 
joyed the advantages of magnificent grants 


in the chair.) 
expired. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to have the res- 
olutions read before I take my seat. They 
simply state the opinion entertained in San 
Francisco on the subject of this grant. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will allow it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman’s time hag 


Whereas an effort is now being mude to grant 
possession of Yerba Buena or Goat Island, in the 
bay of San Francisco, to the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company; and whereas we are profoundly òn- 
vinced that such a concession on the part. of the 
United States Government would cause serious and 
permanent injury to the interests of this city and 
county, which represents nearly one half of the tax- 


l! able wealth and one fourth of the population of the 


State of California, by giving into the hands of a 


i; corporation the control of the commercial location 
;| of the warehousing and wharfing of this port, thus 


and subsidies, and asks an additional, original, ;| Working great injury to the producers and consumers 


and most valuable grant. 

But we were told by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] who spoke yes- | 
terday that this is only a grant of the use of | 
half of this island. 


grants the perpetual use of half of this island | 
to the company. Itisa grantof a use without j 
limit of time and without compensation of any | 
kind. Jt is therefore in legal effect, and in 
every result that can ever attend the grant, 
precisely equivalent to a legal grant of the fee. 
That is ail there is in it. 
respect, as advantageous to this company as 
if it were an unqualified grant of the fee of 
half the island. 
conceal purposes cannot succeed. 

It may be replied to this that there are von 


ditions attached in the bill, as offered by the | 
gentleman from New York, the chairman of | 


the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, in 


these words, ‘and this grant shall continue | 


so long as the said premises shall be used by 
said company, its successors and assigns, for 


the purposes above named, and no longer;’? | 


and ‘‘ that this grant is upon the express con- 
dition that the Government of the United 


States hereby reserves the free use of the whole | 


of said island for military purposes during war, 
when deemed necessary by the President of the 
United States.”’ 

There is simply a reservation by the Federal | 
Government of the right, during war, to the 
entire use of this island when deemed neces- 
sary by the President. That in no way im- | 
pairs the value of this proposed grant to this | 
company. It is simply a complete and per- 
petual grant, to be interrupted only in the ex- ! 
ceptional case of war, when it is the opinion 
of the President that the half of it granted to | 
this company is necessary for the purposes of 
war. Itis equivalent, I submit, in every essen- 
tial respect to a complete gift of this valuable 
part of the public domain of the country to a 
private corporation. 


That this island possesses very great intrin- || 
|! of theirs to the Government they say that not 


sic value to this Government in its future rela- 
tions to the commerce of the western coast i 


and to public security, admits of no question. | 


Asa military position, capable of being fort- 
ified, and one which may be used for many 
now unforeseen purposes of the Government, 
it isof inestimable importance. We may well į 
confess that we cannot. foresee its future im- 
portance, and letitalone. It does not become | 
us, at the expense of the people, to add to the | 

i 


if 


ii atives in Congress be, and they are hereby, earnestly 


Ít is fully, in every | 


This attempt by words to || 


ji one half of this island, worth $2,500,000, to: 


of the entire coast: Therefore, 
* Be it resolved, That our Senators and Represent- 


and respectfully requested to oppose the passage of 
any act having in view the granting of either per- 


: aes || manent or temporary possession of Goat Island, or 
Let me invite the atten- | a A p 
| for terminal or any other purposes, as the interests, 


any part thereof, to any corporation or corporations 


notonly of the port of San Francisco, but those of 
the entire Pacific coast, will suffer from the evils of 
a monopoly of commercial facilities which would 
thereby reside in the hands of a few individuals.” 
|| Mr. SARGENT. No such resolution as 
‘| that ever passed the common council of San 
i! Francisco or the Legislature of California, and 
the gentleman knows it. 
i Mr. KERR. I know that; but it is now 
pending there, and the gentleman knows it. 
| Mr. SARGENT. Any stock-jobber can get 
| anything pending here in this House, but it 
would not necessarily represent public opinion, 
and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I now yield tothe gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hay] for five minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Likethe gentleman from Indiana 
who has justaddressed tue House, [Mr. Kern, } 
and the gentleman from Indiana by whose 
courtesy 1 now hold the floor for five minutes, 
|| (Mr. Hotman,] I am opposed to granting any 
'| further land or other possessions of this Gov- 
ernment to any railroad company. The audas: 
! city of this bill is well attested. You cannot 
| get from the Committee on Commerce ati 
| appropriation for the smallest harbor or most 
obscure river, however trifling the sum, any- 
where in the United States, without first hav- 
ing a survey made, and a recommendation by 
some oificer of the Government making the 
survey that a certain amount of money should 


{ 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i| be appropriated, 


Here, in the case of this proposed grant of 


i this railroad company, a board of United 
States engineers made it their business to go 
i there and examine it, and they reported in the 
most emphatic, indeed in repeated form, that 
not one foot of this island should ever be 
parted with bythe Government of the Uni- 
ted States. In that solemnly considered report 


one particle of this island, or a title to ‘the 
use of it, should ever be parted with by the 
Government ; yet without even an opportunity 


i| given here for the consideration of this bill— 


for that was the manner and mode contem:: 
| plated by the gentleman who introduced this 


|, bill, for be in the first place objected that any 


amendment should be offered to this bill; Jn: 
other words, that there should be no consider: ` 


overshadowing power of this corporation. It: 
is too great now. That brotherhood of cor- 
porations built up in the Northwest already | 
threatens the safety of our institutions. Let | 
us not magnify their power by another subsidy. | 
Iam therefore opposed to taking any part 
of it, cither by this kind of grant or by a 
lease, or in any other way, and giving it to 
thiscorporation. I will ask the Clerk to read 
a resolution introduced the other day before 


the common council of the city of San Fran- || 


cisco on this subject. -. 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes 


ation of it whatever—it was attempted to force 
this bill through this House. Sine 

The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Veok- 
HEES,] who addressed the House the. other 
day on this bill, said that this island was noth- 
ing but barren rock, nothing but a set of 
rugged cliffs and crags} that-it could not be 
used for agricultural: purposes. Why, sir, 
no one ever expected that this small island 
of one hundred and: twenty acres should be 
used for. agricultural purposes. But the fact 
that it is within two miles of the great‘city of 
San Francisco, that it is right there in the 
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harbor, that it is completely surrounded by 
navigable waters—the fact that this road pro- 
poses to use it for a depot, makes this island 
very valuable. If this road should get it, it 
would get what would be equivalent to a title 
of ownership, a perpetual lease. Wecan have 
no idea how incalculably valuable this land 
may become. Every foot of this island, ex- 
cept that used by this company, may be used 
for the erection of public warehouses and 
other buildings, it being the terminus of this 
great road, as could be the land upon the 
wharves of San Francisco. We can form no 
conception of how valuable this land may 
become in the course of a few years. 

What right or claim has this railroad com- 
pany, which has received bounties in land and 
subsidies in money enough to enrich it and 
make it one of the most powerful corporations 
of the country—what right or claim has this 
road to come here and ask that this Govern- 
ment shall part with one half of one hundred 
and twenty acres of land, without giving any 
compensation for the use of it? There is not 
an individual in the country who would dare 
to come in here and setup a claim to any such 
right or privilege without feeling in duty bound, 
ag a matter of common justice and reason, that 
he should give some compensation for it. I 
hope the House, if it shall give to this com- 
pany the use of this land, will exact from that 
company the payment of rent the same as it 
would in regard to any other of its valuable 
property. 

It is said, this isin the interest of commerce. 
In this very report of the board of engineers 
it is said that a bridge or viaduct built from 
Oakland to this island, as is proposed by this 
company, would greatly interfere with com- 
merce, and be a positive injury to the city of 
San Francisco. Now, if this grant shall be 
made to this company, what will be the effect 
of it? There are no benefits accruing to 
commerce from it. Allow this company to 
erect the works which it proposes, and the 
difference in distance would be but one mile. 


As I understand, the regular terminus of this | 
What is 


road ig now at or near Oakland. 
now proposed ig to build a viaduct from Oak- 
land to this island, which I believe is a dis- 
tance of about one mile. On getting to this 
island, merchandise or goods would still have 
to be transshipped to reach the city of San 
Francisco, Hence the necessity for trans- 
shipment would not be avoided; the distance 
‘wonld only be shortened one mile. Hence, 
instead of benefiting the interests of commerce, 
we may by this measure greatly endanger 
the harbor of San Francisco; we may greatly 
endanger the interests of that great city and 
interfere with trade and commerce; while 
the only possible benefit would be that the 
steamer making these transshipments would 
have one mile less to traverse. Thus, in any 
point of view, the grounds on which it is sought 


to present a plausible case in favor of this bill | 


wholly fail. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I nowyield for five minutes 
to my. colleague, [Mr. COBURN.] 

‘Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
said.that this island is important to commerce, 
I regard it as quite important to commerce in 
two or three lights. It may be, and undoubt- 
edly is, important directly to commerce asa 
depot; and it is probably true that part of the 
island which can be used as a depot or as 
depots may properly be granted to this com- 
pany after a sale has been duly made, and the 

roper military reserves surveyed and defined. 
But it is quite as important to commerce 
that there should be a safe harbor there; that 
there should be the means of ready defense 
against a foreign foe; that there should be 
fortifications which can repel any kind of an 
attack upon the commerce of the great city 
of the Pacific. This consideration is quite as 
importantas that there should be a good land- 
ing-place for ships arriving from the far-off 


East and for railroad trains from the conti- 
nent. 

Now, it is an old saying that capital is sen- 
sitive; and it may be necessary to reiterate 
these old truths. If we leave that harbor 
unprotected, if we take away the means of 
defense, I put it to all sensible men whether 
or not all commercial values, the value of rail- 
road stock, the price of freights and of mer- 
chandise, would not be seriously affected by 
reason of such insecurity. We are now legis- 
lating not merely for to-day, but for the inter- 
ests of the distant. future, and with reference 
to the contingencies of peace and war; and 
every sensible man knows that in the long run, 
if our harbors are secure and well protected, 
business can be done cheaply and econom- 
ically; and in a mere economical point of view 
that business is. best done which is best pro- 
tected, and those freights and carriages are 
cheapest which are safest, not only in peace 
butin time of war. I would, while I furnished 
every facility to trade, surround its marts by 
impregnable barriers and shut forever all hos- 
tile approaches. 

Now, here is an island of one hundred and 
twenty-eight ‘acres which is too large for a 
fort and whatever military works of defense 
may be put upon it. But a portion is needed 
for such uses. I have no donbt that at some 
central point upon that island there can be 
erected a fort whose guns will have a long 
range, so as to command an enemy at a dis- 
tance; and there is no doubt also that effective 
shore batteries can be erected at points where 
every foot of the harbor can be swept by the 
fire of their guns. No difficulty. upon that 
question can arise. The practical proposition 
which I would advocate is this: let this island 
be surveyed by the Army engineers; let the 
forts and works which are necessary be located 
upon it; let shore batteries also be located; 
reserve all necessary grounds for approaches 
to those points and for every means of mili- 
tary defense, and then sell the remainder. 
Several companies desire to locate depots 
upon this island; to them itis of vast value. 
Why should it all be given to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company? Why not let the South- 
ern Pacific railroad or any other road from 
southeastern California come in? Why not 
let the road from Oregon come in? Why not 
let every road that desires to come in do so, 
and buy the ground necessary for depots, if 
enough can-be had? 

Mr. KELLOGG. The bill provides that 
they shall all come in. 

Mr. COBURN. It provides that they shall 
all come in under the wing of this Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. Why give to this 
company any more advantage than you give 
to any other? Has it, with its enormous 
grants and subsidies, a better claim than all 
other companies? I would not sell the land 
to a single company, much less give it away, 
as the friends of the bill do. I would not 
couple a gift of millions of dollars with a 
monopoly. I would not pour out our treas- 
ures into the lap of the most splendid favorite 
in the land. 

Now, I propose that a law be passed allow- 
ing this property to be open to sale, in such 
parcels as the Secretary of the Interior may 
see fit to divide it; providing that after three 
months’ notice it can be put upat public auc- 


tion, and the different railroads now desirous. 


of using this place, so important to commerce, 
can come in and make purchases and erect 
depots, buying the property in open market. 
This is in the interest of commerce, in the 
interest of commerce directly, and.in the in- 
terest of railroads. Why, I would like to know, 
is the Central Pacific Railroad Company the 
only company capable of furnishing cheap 
freight to the people of the country? Is it 
possible gentlemen will rise in their places 
and argue in favor of making this enormous 
grant to the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
alone in view of prospective cheap freights? 


Other railroads can furnish cheap freights as 
well as the Central Pacifc. Without any hos- 
tility to that railroad company, which has done 
a great work, almost unrivaled in the history 
of mankind, in its extentand boldness ; without 
any hostility to that company, yet I say that 
other railroads should be allowed to come in 
and use the privileges of this place for the erec- 
tion of depots as well as that one. This wiil 
allow competition, and beget cheap freights. 
This refers ali alike to the great laws of trade 
which alone regulate prices and values, and 
adjust them fairly among men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill now yield five min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Brrp.] 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, there are many 
considerations why the House should oppose 
the proposition now pending. It is contrary 
to every just principle of equity. It is, in my 
judgment, in opposition to all fair dealing 
between men. There is nothing we do as indi- 
viduals in our dealings with each other which 
will justify this proposition. This company 
has no claim whatever on the Government for 
this request. It has no right which it can 
enforce in any court of justice. There is no 
equity which would require us to do it. 

Now, when we remember what has been 
done for this company, that twenty-five mil- 
lion acres of land have been given to it; that 
$55,000,000 have been bestowed upon it by 
way of subsidy; that that railroad has been 
already built as it were at the expense of the 
Federal Government; that the extent of the 
trade done by it is enormous; that the road is 
now in a thriving and prosperous condition; 
I say, sir, when these benefits are presented 
to the mind of auy candid individual he can- 
not say, “I am willing to give more.’’ There- 
fore, if we consider these things this company 
has no claim; if we consider the equity they 
have no demand; if we consider the circum- 
stances in which the road stands to-day there 
is nothing which charity requires of us in this 
particular. 

It is said, Mr. Speaker, that this is nota 
grant of land, because it isa rock. If it were 
a coal-field it would not be a grant of land, 
because it is a coal-field. If it were a gold 
mine it would not be a grant of land, because 
it isa goldmine. The Central railroad of the 
State of New Jersey might have said the same 
thing when they asked the State of New Jersey 
to give them that vast and valuable tract of 
land at the terminus of their road in Jersey 
City because it was covered with water. The 
same may be said of the Pennsylvania railroad, 
or of the Camden and Amboy railroad, when 
they asked the gift at Jersey City of property 
worth hundreds of thousands of dollars, be- 
cause it was covered with water, and therefore 
was not a land grant. The statement of the 
case is enough to expose the absurdity of the 
argument. 

It is said further, that it will benefit com- 
merce and trade. The same may be said of 
every railroad and of every great enterprise in 
the country. Is not the extension of every road 
designed to benefit commerce? Are not all of 
these things an advantage to trade? Manifestly 
so. But who are benefited particularly? First, 
the railroad corporation. Would this great 
corporation ask for this if it did not expect to 
be benefited in the first place? They are here 
because it does protect and benefit their inter- 
ests as a railroad corporation. That is mani- 
festly so, or else the corporation would not be 
here beseeching Congress to grant the priv- 
ilege of allowing them to extend their road to 
this island. Ah, no! Trade and commerce 
are secondary considerations. The buildings 
erected on. this road are for the benefit and 
advantage of the corporation alone; andif it 
were for trade and. commerce only.that they 
ask this thing, trade and commerce would 
suffer perpetually. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress has-been giving land 
grants to a very great extent, and in my judg: 
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ment itis high time that we cease doling out 
the public domain for the benefit of individual 
corporations. Iam not finding fault with what 
has been done in the past, but [ think we have 
gone far enough in that direction. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bearry.] 

Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, if a private 
citizen owned an island in San Francisco bay 
worth $5.000,000, and were to give it to the 
Central Pacifc Railroad Company, he would 
be adjudged a fool by every member of this 
House, for the simple reason that the money 
for which the island might be either sold or 
leased could be used in a far better way. 
Sensible men often endow colleges, found hos- 
pitals, establish libraries, and build churches, 
but [have never yet heard of one who bestowed 
his fortune on a wealthy railroad corporation. 


Tf this island, then, were the property of one | 


individual, we would not hesitate to tell him 
that there were objects more worthy of his 
charity than the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 

any. 


the suffering poor, or to civilize the Indian, or 
to help pay tie national debt, than to give it 
to a railroad corporation, which has no inter- 
est in the donor except to’ rob him, and no 


ambition except to swell the dividends of its | 


stockholders. 

Suppose the Pennsylvania Central should 
ask the use of one hundred acres near Phila- 
delphia, valued at $2,500,000, should we buy 
it for them, or if we owned it should we give 
it to them? Who would be benefited if we 
did~commerce; the country? I apprehend 
not, Mr. Spezker. The donation would sim- 
ply swell ihe gains of the successful gentlemen 
who own the road. : 

Suppose the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company should ask us in the interest of com- 
merce, of course, to give them one of the pub- 
lic squares of this city for a depzi. 
could, I have no doubt, convince you that if 


the gift was made to them they could afford to ! 


carry passengers and freight cheaper than they 
have done heretofore. - They could probably 
show that it costs something to carry freight 
from the wharf on the Potomac to their present 
depot. They could present all the arguments 
which have been urged in behalf of the project 
now under consideration, but can any one 
doubt that any grant of this kind which we 
might make would add to the gains of the 
stockholders and not to those of the people? 
They might afford by reason of our gilt to carry 
freight and passengers cheaper, but would 
they? Corporations very rarely do what they 
can afford to do; and you can rely only upon 
their doing what they are compelled todo. If 
railroad companies could be satisfied with 
grants and subsidies, the Central Pacific should 
be content; but the more you give the more 
they want, and the more able they are to em- 
ploy agents to engineer through Congress these 
schemes of plunder. i 

dt is said this island of Yerba Buena is rocky 
and barren, but that does not make it any the 
less valuable to a railroad. Railroadsare not 
planted under the surface like seeds; they 
thrive best above ground. Why should we 
give away rocks which are valuable, any more 
than lands? ‘The very fact that this company 
have year after year besieged Congress for this 
grantis the best evidence that can be adduced 
that the property they desire is of great value, 
and being of great value, it should be utilized 
for the people and notgiven to one corporation. 

I am perfectly willing to allow the Central 
Pacific to use part of the island, providing they 
pay for it. Iam willing also that the rental 
shall be devoted to educational purposes in 
California, or to the poor of San Francisco, 
but I am unwilling that it shall go to swell the 
dividends of a few men whom the Government 


hasalready made rich. My amendment, fixing | 


1 


a We could with a clear conscience tell | 
im that it would be far better to use his money || 
for educational purposes, or to feed and clothe | 


They || 
| if this grant is made in the publicinterest and 


| the rental at $100,000, is based upon a valaa- 


| ROLL. J 


| have free access or the right to use this prop- | 
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tion of $2,000,000 for half of the island. We 
are informed by good authority that if the 
whole island were put up and sold at auction 
to the highest bidder, it would probably bring | 
$5,000,000. A reutal of $100,000 per annum 
feed of it is therefore certainly not too 

igh. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Car- 


Mr. CARROLL. As this bill is presented 
to this House, and its friends ask that the j 
grant shall be made to the corporation in the 
interests of commerce and for the good of | 
the company, it becomes us, the Representa- |i 
tives of the people, to see that the public 
interests are well guarded in the making of 
this grant. 

The grant, although in terms itis one of | 
use, is 2 grant in effect of the land itself, sub- 
ject simply to the limitation of the right to 
resume the use of it by the Government during || 
war. So that it is a grant for all time, in per- | 
petuity, of one haif of this island. [tis con- | 
ceded on all hands that this island is valuable į 
for military purposes. It is said to be a lofty j 
rock looking down upon the harbor and city | 
of San Francisco, standing, in fact, in the very 
gate of the entrance of that harbor. In such | 
a position it is valuable for military purposes. ! 

Ihave proposed, asanamendment to this bill, 
that the words ‘‘ during war” shall be stricken | 
out, so that the Government may resume the | 
use of the property whenever it is necessary | 
for military purposes. It may well be that it | 
may become necessary to erect permanent 
fortifications during time of peace. That cer- 
tainly cannot be done during war. But it is 
said that it will never be needed except in time | 

| 
1 


of war. If that be so, then this restriction Í 
can do no harm to the company. 

I have proposed also, and at the proper time, | 
if Ihave an opportunity, shall offer, another | 
amendment to this bill. It isamendment No. ! 
3 in the printed listof amendments. I suppose | 


for the benefit of commerce, it should be so | 
made as not to prove a monopoly in the hands 
of this corporation alone. If other railroads 
in the progress of time become necessary, as 
they doubtless will, and if it becomes import- 
ant to other roads that they should have | 
access to this island as a depot, they should 


erty, the use of which is granted by this bill | 
tg this road. There is no reason why this 
Government should grant to this corporation 
any greater or better right of access to this 
island, to use it for depot purposes, than to 
any other road of equal importance. And | 
when any company hereafter may want to use 
it, they should have the right to use the im- 
provements made and to enter upon this island 
freely, upon paying a reasonable compensation 
to the company which built the road. 

Now, the provisions of this bill as it stands | 
require that any other railroad company, be- | 
fore they can use this property or enter upon || 
it, must first pay to this railroad company a 
proportion of the cost of building its road and 
its improvements. Now, that may Re enormous 
for a temporary or slight use of those improve- 
ments. But what would be just as well for || 
the company, and what would guaranty the | 
rights of other corporations that may desire | 
to use it, as the Southern Pacific or other ! 
roads, is simply to require of any road which į 
may desire to use it, the payment of a reason- | 
able compensation for its use. Such grants | 
are not unfrequent in the case of railroad cor- || 

| 
l 
| 
i 


porations. It is provided in some of the States 
that any railroad company which desires to 
use any portion of another railroad shall be | 
allowed to do so on paying a reasonable com- | 
pensation. . This amendment which I propose | 
is intended to secure that, so as to prevent | 
this railroad from monopolizing the whoie use | 


ii not come here and ask for it. 


of the structures of this road when they are | 


made: And I hope this House, before the 
bill is passed, will. so amend it as to.make it. 
conducive to public utility alone and not in 
the interest of corporations merely. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CREBs.] 

Mr. CREBS. Mr. Speaker, in the short 
time allowed me to speak on this bill of course 
I cannot go into the history of it, or argue it at 
any length, butthere are two or three points that 
present themselves to my mind that will influ- 
ence my vote upon the bill. Some of the amend- 
ments which have been proposed I shall vote 
for; but I cannot vote for the bill even if those 
amendments sball be adopted. The whole 
case is ina nutshell. Here are one hundred 
and forty-four acres of land within a mile ora 
mile and a half, certainly not exceeding. two. 


i miles, of the city of San Francisco, which 


belong, as I claim, to the United States.. It ig 
true, that there are certain parties who set up 
a claim to the island, but whetber it be a just 
claim or not I do not know. Bnt here comes 
the railroad company to ask the donation. of 
that island from the Government. We. have 
already given that railroad corporation forty 
million acres of land; we have given them the 
credit of this Government to the extent of 
$55,000,000, and now the company comes and 
asks this island of the Government in order t 
build a depot upon it. i 
This is asked here in the interest of. com- 
merce. We have a Committee on Commerce 
in this House, and I have not heard that that ` 
committee has recommended that the United 
States shall grant this island to the railroad 
company. But, sir, this company does not 
come here in the interest of commerce, bat in 
its own interest, asking this island because it 
is valuable to it. What the value of it is I 
know not, but we do know that it is of exceed- 


| ing great value, or else this company could 


not come from session to session at great 
expense and ask Congress to give it to them, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever the value of 
this island may be, just that value the Govern: 
ment ought to get for it, no more and ho less, 
Is the time never to cease when this Govern- 
ment must give away its property to railroad 
corporations? We have been going on for 
years and years past, and the people bave- -been 
protesting against the action of Congress in 
giving away the public domain, yet this House 


i| do not stop in their forward movement in this 


direction. 
It is said that this is a small matter; that, © 


! this is simply a small rock in the bay of 


San Franciseo; yet we know that whether 
it be small or large it is of value to this 
Government and to the railroad company. 
If it were not of value they certainly would 
Itis only, as 
I have said, a mile or a mile and a half 
from the city, right in the harbor of San 
Francisco. 

It has been said here that this company can 
build no other depot than one upon’ this 
island. They have already extended their 
dock to the deep water so that the navies 
of the world can come up to their depot and 
unlade the freight which they desire to ship 
over this railroad. But it is said that while 
they can come there it costs more for insur- 
ance than it would if they had a depot on 
solid land. That is true; there is no ques- 
tion about that; but here is a railroad com- 
pany that is able to build a depot. . Let it 
procure earth from the mountains near the 
city and fill up the railroad track, and make 


i their own depot without coming and asking 


this grant of Congress. They can do it them- 
selves. But it will cost them a large sum of 
money, aad if the Government of the United 
States gives them this grant, of course it will 
be just so much more money in the hands of 
this railroad company. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Government of the. Uni- 
ted States has no use for this island, let us 
have a survey of it made by the War Depart: 
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ment, aud if it appears clearly that the Gov- 
ernment has no use for it, letit be put up for 
sále to the highest bidder, and if the Central 
Pacific railroad shall buy it, let them pay to 
the Government of the United States what it 
ia worth when sef up to the highest bidder, 
ahd let that amount of money go into the 
Treasury of the United States; but let us not 
continue giving away the property of the Uni- 
ted States to‘every railroad corporation that 
come here and demand it at our hands. 


MESSAGE FROM TILK SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, which was com- | 


municated to the House by Mr. Sympsoy, one 
ofits clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 245) amendatory 
of an act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas river. 


The message further announced that the | 


Senate had passed without amendment a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (7. R. No. 1534) to authorize the 
construction of a fire-proof building at Albany, 
New York. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a suitable site and erect- 
ing a building thereon, in the city of St. Louis, 
Missouri, to be used for the purposes of a 
custom-house, post office, and other Federal 
offices ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 685) to change the name 
of the -pleasure-yacht Lois to that of Sea- 
Witch; and 

A bil (H. R. No. 1589) to provide for a 
building for the use of the post office, custom- 
house, pension office, United States circuit 
and district courts, and internal revenue offices 
at Hartford, Connecticut. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed (and requested the con- 
currence of the House therein) bills of the 
folowing titles: 

A bill (S, No. 882) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the Federal courts, post 
office, internal revenue and other civil offices 

in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas ; 

-< À bill (S. No. 467) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a building suitable for the use of the 
United States courts, post office, and other 
Government offices at Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina; and 

A bill (S. No. 580) to provide for the dis- 
position of that portion of the military reser- 
vation at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, which lics 
east of the Mississippi river. : 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The House resumed the consideration of 
the bill. (H. R. No. 1558) relating to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I feel very 
confident that as this measure comes to be 
well understood and considered, the prospect 
of the. passage of this bill through this body 
will be correspondingly diminished. The de- 
feat-of this measure in the last Congress was 
the result of a protracted discussion. When 
this. bill was. first introduced, it was found to 
be a measure of extreme strength. And yet, 
afier a proper examination of the subject, the 
propriety of granting so valuable a portion of 
the public property for the advantage of this 
corporation became so questionable that the 
measure was defeated. But the magnitude of 
the matter at stake was such as to bring every 
possible pressure to bear upon the action of 
the House, and the measure was defeated by 
* only two majority. : 

If this valuable property is to be given to this 
corporation, it certainly should be upon some 
good and sufficient grounds of public advan- 
tage. There must be shown some public reason 
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for it. I submit that no reason has been pre- 
sented to justify Congress in giving this public 
property to a private corporation. It would 
be very convenient for this corporation to have 
this property ; it would facilitate its business 
operations; would add largely to its wealth, 
and would facilitate its transportation of mer- 
chandise from the sea-board. These are the 
arguments, very good arguments why the cor- 
poration should secure this property if it 
can; but these are certainly not arguments 
in favor of Congress granting property worth 
$2,500,000 as a tree gift to this corporation. 
The property belongs to the whole people. I 
deny the right of Congress to give it away to 
the few gentlemen who compose this corpora- 
tion, thus increasing their wealth $2,500,000 
at the public expense. 

The fact is before the House and the coun- 
try that great railroad corporations organized 
by the Government, and which have received 
from its munificence grants beyond any prece- 
dent up to that time in our history, owning the 
railroad from the Mississippi to the Pacific 
ocean, now desire to appropriate this prop- 
erty, half of an island in the bay of San Fran- 
cisco—the island said to contain one hundred 
and forty-four acres—known to be of great 
value, to their own private use. The question is 
whether the Representatives of the people can 
consistently with their duty enlarge the wealth 
of these corporations at the public expense. 

The fact has been mentioned so often that 
it is well known to every citizen that the great 
corporations for whose benefit this grant will 
inure, if it shall be made, have already received 
from the unexampled munificence of this Gov- 
ernment $55,092,192 in the bonds of the Gov- 
ernmentand twenty-seven million acres of pub- 
lic lands. And so mindful has this Government 
been of the interest of these corporations, which 
have a common interest in the pending grant, 
that to this very hour we pay the interest upon 
the $55,092,192 of bonds issued for their benefit 
out of the public Treasury. We do not even ap- 
ply toward the liquidation of the interest the 
fall amount due to the corporations from the 
Government for transporting the mails, but we 
permit them to receive from the Treasury one 
half of the amount of their charges for the 
transportation of the mails, military stores, 
and other property of the United States, in- 
stead of applying it to the liquidation of the 
interest annually accruing on the bonds, so 
that we have paid of interest on those bonds 
issued to the three corporations directly inter- 
ested in this grant—the Union Pacific, the 
Central Pacific, and the Western Pacific Rail- 
road Companies—the sum of $9,544,000, not 
one dollar of which has been repaid; making 
the sum which these three corporations have 
received from the Government, in bonds and 
money, $64,636,000; and including the branch 
roads, the Kansas Pacific, the central branch 
of the Union Pacific, and the Sioux City and 
Pacific, the bonds issued and money paid and 
unrefunded, the sum of $75,778,257; and all 
this independent of the imperial grant of lands ; 
giving these gentlemen the great railroad 
and princely fortunes besides, and they are 
here demanding more! Mr. Speaker, I doubt 
whether, evga under those imperial forms of 
government where favoritism and special 
franchises are the bulwarks of political power, 


a policy so extraordinary can be shown as has || 


already been displayed toward these corpora- 
tions and those which have followed in their 
track and almost exhausted your public pos- 
sessions. i 

But I call attention to the fact that your own 
engineers, appointed by your authority, have 
reported to Congress that this whole island 
should be appropriated to the exclusive uses of 
the Government. I quote from their report: 

“ When the board first entered upon the investi- 
gation of this subject some of its members were dis- 
posed to think thai all of these things might be pro- 
vided for; all necessary security given to the water- 


front, and yet a portion of the northeastern end of 
the island and the adjacent shoal toward thenorth-. 


west might be given up to commercial purposes, 
But as the investigation has proceeded, this opinion 
has changed, and all the members of the board now 
present are of the opinion that no portion of the 
island or of the adjacent shoal should pass out of 
the control of the Government.” 


They also report further as to the value of 
this island: 

“This island is regarded in this city as a very 
valuable piece of property. If the public mind 
could be disabused of the idea that it may be ob- 
tained for railroad and commercial purposes by an 
act of Congress, and if the Government wero dis- 
posed to sell the island and were to put it up at 
auction to be sold to the highest bidder, it would 
probably bring $5,000,000.” i 

The officers who made this examination and 
report are known to be of the highest char- 
acter and competency, and their report is 
clearly approved by your chief of engineers. 
And yet it is demanded that the one half of 
this valuable property shall be given to this 
corporation. The public must yield to the 
demands of a corporation. Would the gentle- 
men composing this corporation dare to present 
themselves upon this floor with such a demand? 
It would be an unendurable presumption. 
Wealthy, influential, and high in social posi- 
tion as they may be, yet as a corporation they 
ask as a gift $2,500,000 of public property to 
be appropriated to their private use and ben- 
efit. Gentlemen should blush in presenting 
such a proposition, and it should meet only 
the indignation of this House. It is intoler- 
able in a republic that public property, the 
rightful possession of the whole people, should 
be diverted from public purposes and devoted 
to the benefit of a few citizens to aggrandize 
their wealth, It is vain to say that this prop- 
erty is to be appropriated to the uses of com- 
merce. The same argument might be used in 
favor of every grant of public property. You 
might exhaust the resources of this country 
upon arguments even more plausible than that. 
It is not a right of way, but the half of this 
island of Yerba Buena, that is demanded. If 
it is valuable to this corporation, and the Gov- 
ernment gan safely dispose of it, let this cor- 
poration pay its value, as other citizens do 
when they desire to obtain property for their 
own use. 

The foreign trade of San Francisco, of which 
so much is said, is of comparatively little mo- 
ment to the entire country. The exports from 
that port amount to comparatively nothing ; 
less than a million dollars a year to both China 
and Japan. The last monthly exhibit of ex- 
ports laid before us, that for October last, only 
shows exports to the amount of $83,118, an 
amount smaller than that exported from many 
ports of the country which have never received 
| any aid from the Government. And yet, in 
further aid of the business of this railroad 
interest, we pay a subsidy of $500,000 a year 
| to the Pacific mail line to China and Japan to 
| bring tea, which otherwise would come by the 
Isthmus and the Suez canal; and they are here 
| asking $600,000 more. A 
But I urge the fact that here is property 
| which, according to the report of your own 
officers, ought to be retained for the sole pur- 
| poses of the Government, and that this prop- 
| erty is worth $5,000,000. This is the property 
| which it is proposed to divert from the public 
| use and appropriate asa free gift to private 
purposes. The statement of the fact is the 
strongest argument against it. 

But the fact that this bill proposes to give 
to this corporation, or this handful of influen- 
tial gentlemen, property worth $2,500,000, is 
not to my mind the main fact to be considered. 
| The question is, are you ever to stop this pol: 


i icy of building up and aggrandizing the power 


of these great corporations? Will you still 
continue to make them more and more dan- 
gerous to the liberties of this country? What 
can be more demoralizing than your policy? 

The country is startled by the fact which was 
developed only yesterday that a recently high 
| officer of this Government, once holdinga high 
position in your Army, was proposing to form 
| acombination among the railroads of the coun- 
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try tosecure the passage through this House and 
the Senate, of a bill increasing the cost of rail- 
road mail transportation fifty per cent. and pro- 
posing that thirty-three and a third per cent., 
of the first year’s profits of the fraud, equal to 
$1,000,000, should be paid by the railroad cor- 
porations for the purpose of secaring the pasg- 
sage of the bill. The demoralization which 
this fact presents, even the possibility that 
such a proposition could be conceived, sug- 
gests the danger of the policy we are pursu- 
‘ing. I submit whether, by enlarging the 
powers of these corporations, we are not by 
our constant yielding to their demands day 
by day stimulating a cupidity and struggle for 
corrupt aggrandizements that even now threat- 
ens the integrity of every department of your 
Government ? 
Here, sir, is the danger of this hour. You 
cannot maintain integrity and purity in public 


H 


affairs if, by your own policy, you encourage | 


hopes of excessive fortunes by subordinating 
the just rights of the people to the selfishness 
of private gain. 

Mr. Speaker, I say the great objection to 
this measure lies in the constant enlargement 
of the power and wealthof these corporations. 
Since civil governments have been organized 
no such powers have been conferred on cor- 
poration as you have conferred on irresponsi- 

lecorporations, which are appropriating and 
aggrandizing to themselves the power which 
belongs to the whole people. These great 
corporations even now threaten to subordin- 
ate for the purpose of their own aggrandize- 
ment the legislation of thecountry. Andhere 
is a bill to still further increase the power of 
this already dangerous corporation. Mr. 
Speaker, even ten years ago no member on 
this floor would have submitted such a prop- 
osition as this. 

We are only now beginning to experience 
the great and irresponsible power of the cor- 
porations we have formed. If for ten years 
longer the vast powers of these corporations 
shall be enlarged.as in the past ten years, your 
Legislatures, your judiciary, and your Con- 
gress will no longer represent the people, but 

. will represent the consolidated and irrespons- 
ible power of vast corporations. Your na- 
tional bank system, with the $850,000,000 you 
have given them, and your railroad system, 
with powers unexampled, arrogating to them- 
selves day by day new powers and new ele- 
ments of power, are actually assuming already 
the attributes of Government. They are ever 
here and ever at least seeking to control the 
legislation of the country. 

‘Talk about representative government, sir, 
when you have granted powers to these cor- 
porations to the full extent of their demands, 
to which we are yielding day by day! Where 
are the guarantees for the rights of the great 
body of citizens? Is it the office of govern- 
ment to see that enormous fortunes are built 
up by a few privileged citizens? Is this Con- 
gress to become the agency only of building 
up private fortunes? I wish the words could 
be blazoned upon this Capitol, so as tobe read 
by all, the words uttered by apatriot of another 
generation, when he declared that the office of 
government was to ‘‘protect all and grant 
favors to none.” . That is the true principle 
of republican government. Not favoritism to 
a class of citizens high in position, socially or 
politically, but like protection to every class 
and every citizen, with favoritism to none. 

I have heard the argument made that these 
agencies increased the wealth of the country ; 
They do increase the wealth of the country; 
but they also centralize it in the hands of. the 
few, and they do it at the expense of public 
liberty, by subordinating the rights of the 
whole people to a favored few. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
ir. FARNSWORTH took the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I ask the gentle- 
man to yield to me for a moment to submit a 
resolution. 


| Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly, if it does 
not occupy too much of my time. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas certain charges have appeared in news- 
papers of large circulation published in the city of 
New York and elsewhere, calculated to affect_inju- 
riously the reputation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and to cast doubts upon the integrity of his admin- 
| istration of the Navy Department: Therefore, 
| Resolved, That a select committee of five be ap- 
| pointed to investigate any irregularities charged 
| and to inquire generally into the administration of 

the affairs of the Navy Department during the 
incumbency of the present Secretary, and report 
i the same to this House: and that the said commit- 
tee may hold sessions by a quorum or by sub-com- 
| Inittees of such number as the committee. shall del- 


sons and papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, 
and to employ a clerk, with such stenographic¢ assist- 
ance ag they-shall find necessary. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 


I yield for a 


l single moment to the gentleman from Califor- 


i nia, (Mr. SARGENT. ] 

i Mr. SARGENT. I wish to say on behalf 
| of and at the request of the Secretary of the 
Navy that he desires that this investigation 
| sball take place, and that it shall be pressed 
| to its fullest extent. 

i Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Brar] yield to me for a 
moment? 

| Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I merely hold 
| the floor through the courtesy of the gentle- 
;man from Illinois, [Mr. Farysworru,] with 
| the understanding that this would occupy no 
i ume. 

| The SPEAKER. This will not be deducted 
| from the time of the gentleman from Illinois, 
i [Mr. Farnsworrn. ] 

i Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
i to the gentleman from Michigan that I have a 
resolution of more practical importance than 
that one, which I should like to offer. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Bayxs.] 

Mr. BANKS. It is very likely that the Sec- 

retary of the Navy, having been assailed, may 
desire an investigation. But there is nothing 
alleged in that resolution which justifies the 
inquiry, and I think it ought not to be made 
on such an allegation as that. Every member 
: of the House and every member of the Gov- 
i ernment has been and always will be abused 
| by the newspapers, and we ought to have some- 
i thing more than a recitation of that character 
i to justify an investigation by this House. 
i Mr. SARGENT. There is certainly no 
desire on the part of the Secretary to avoid 
| an investigation. f 
| The SPEAKER. 
i resolution ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object until I know why 
it is offered. I do not desire to have star- 
chamber reports. 
| Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Brxexau] will with- 
i draw his objection and allow the resolution to 
be adopted. 

Mr. BANKS. I join with the gentleman 
from Ohio in objecting. i 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been 
made, the resolution is not before the House. 


i CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill relating to the Central Pacific railroad. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire the Chair 
to notify me when I have spoken twenty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. 


gentleman. 


Is there objection to the 


I hope there 


The Chair will notify the 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Two of my col- 
leagues have spoken against this bill, a Re- 
publican anda Democrat. I propose to speak 
i for. it: Those-colleagnes of mine, both of 


i egate; and that they have power to send for per- | 


I would say | 


| them, I believe, have just voted, certainly: one- 
: of them has just voted, to take $450,000 cut 
| of the Treasury to pay employés in the Gov- 

| ernment works for two hours’ work that they 
i never performed, and he is now opposed to 
: granting to this great work, the Pacific rail- 

| road, the right, in the interests of commerce, in 

| 

l 


| the interests of cheap transportation of freight, 
| to land their road and load their cars: upon 
| this island, and locate their depot there. 
Objection is made to the bill by gentlemen 
because they say that it makes aland grant, 
i and that the island is worth a very large sum 
| of money. I would be obliged to any gentle- 
| man if he would tell me what this island is 
i worth, and for what purposes. I have asked 
i several times, and have failed to get that 
li information. For what purpose is Goat Island 
i of any value? A gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts said the other day, incidentally, that. it 
: was valuable for military and commercial pur- 
j; poses. That I grant. This bill is in the inter- 
i ests of commerce, and its object is to utilize it 
| for commercial purposes. lt may be valuable 
| also for military purposes. But, Mr. Speaker, 
| I think any man who has ever seen that island 
i will agree with me, whether he is a military 
| man or not, that it would be far more valu- 
| able for military purposes if it were connected 
i with the mainland by a railroad than it is now. 
! For what other purpose is the island of any 
ii value? Not fora homestead for anybody; not 
| for agriculiural purposes ; not for the citizens 
i of San Francisco to build residences ‘upon; 
| not for the purpose of manufacturing or locat: 
; ing manufacturing establishments. There is 
| no purpose in the world for which I can con- 
| ceive that that island or rock would be of any 
| value, except for military and commercial pur- 
: poses. ; 
Now, Mr. Speaker, itis proposed by this bill 
i to allow the railroad company to build their 
track from the mainland at Oakland, on the 
| other side of the bay to the side of the island 
| nearest that shore some miles away. That part 
of the bay is shallow water, not deep enough to 
| float the large steamships that ply between our 
coast and Japan and China. It is proposed to 
| allow the railroad to go to the island and estab- 
| lish its depot there, and take the freights 
which may be landed there from the steamships 
and other vessels for transportation eastward. 
| Now, in what respect will this interfere with 
or damage the commercial interests of the 
country? How does it prejudice or detract 
| from the value of the island for commercial 
purposes? I think no gentleman can answer 
| that. ‘The island at present, for commercial 
| purposes, is utterly useless. It is of'no value. 
Itis not used for commercial purposes. : If it 
is to be of any value to the commerce of the 
country it can only be so by allowing railroads 
Í to locate their depots there, and making it a 
depot for the transshipment of freights. 


{ 


‘or military purposes, who does not know 
i that that position would be of far greater value 
with a railroad to it from the main land for the 
' transportation of troops and munitions of war 
and for supplies in cases of need? At present 
i there is no access to the island except by ves- 
sels across the bay. Suppose an enemy were 
i in the bay of San Francisco, covering the bay 
with his guns, how would you send a vessel 
loaded with supplies from the dock at San 
Francisco to this island? Theislandof Yerba 
Buena, or Goat Island, as it is called, is notthe 
defensive point for the bay ; there is another 
island nearer to the Golden Gate whieh ean 
protect it. Goat Island is only a protection to 
the city, not of defense of the bay. Jf they 
once pass Angel Island and. get into the bar- 
bor, they would command: the bay to a very 
great extent with their guns, and you never 
could send supplies to your forces upon Goat 
Island in sucha case unless you had. some 
other means of communication between: the 
city and the island than by vessels.: 

| Why, sir, we used-to have a reservation, and 
| indeed: we bave now in the. Mississippi. river, 
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on Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. The 
Government granted to the Chicago and Rock 
Island railroad, now one of the great feeders 
of the Pacific road, not only the right to go 
upon that reservation with their railroad and 
build a bridge across the river, but finally the 
Government actually built them a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi river, expending 
for that purpose more than $500,000 which we 
have appropriated out of the Treasury for that 
work. Why? Not altogether in the interest of 
the railroad company, by any means, but be- 
cause it facilitated the transportation of the 
munitions of war which might be manufac- 
tured at our arsenal on that island, and fur- 
nished means of communication to the island 
from the west across the main channel of the 
river for commercial and military purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, we have buils a railroad to the 
Pacific, and I expect we shall build two more. 
We expended large sums of money in building 
the Union and Central Pacific railroad, It 
was a giant undertaking; it has cost a great 
dealof money; but who in this House, notwith- 
standing the money it has cost, would talk of 
undoing that work? Who, of these gentlemen 
that have talked loudest about what they are 
pleased to term land grants to railroad monop- 
olies would, if he could to-day, tear up the 
track of the Pacific railroad, destroy the sta- 
tions along its line, drive away the settlers 
who have been induced to go there by the 
building of the road, and restore that country 
to the howling wilderness which it was before 
that road was constructed? Who would do it 
for the sake of putting back into the Treasury 
the money we have paid out or of canceling 
the bonds now outstanding? 1 do not believe 
there is a man in the House who would do any 
such thing. 

Sir, wane done something else in the in- 
terest. of commerce in the West and of this 
channel of commerce at this very session. We 
have raised the dignity of the minister to Japan 
to that of a first class mission, and have in- 
creased his salary. We have also recenily 
sent to Japan our Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture for the purpose of introducing our system 
of agriculture there. I read in the papers a 
day or two ago that he has, through his agents, 
collected together at a depot in Chicago, ready 
for shipment to Japan, stock, mills, farming 
and agricultural implements. These things 
are ready to be shipped to Japan for the pur- 
pose of developing that country and educating 
and improving that people, and thus opening 
and fostering what will soon grow to be an 
immense trade with us, if we are wise and give 
it the favor of the Government. 

We are also paying $500,000 subsidy to a 
steamship company running a monthly line 
of steamships to Japan and China. For what 
purpose? lor the purpose of grasping the com- 
merce of Asia, and making a market for our 
surplus productions. All this we have done, 
and now it is proposed to compel this railroad 
company to build its depot several miles away 
from the dock where those steamships must 
land their freight, and compel the loading and 
unloading several times of all that freight which 
isto be transshipped from San Francisco to the 
East. Does not every gentleman know that 
every burden we put upon a railroad company 
or upon ships engaged in the transportation of 
freight and in commerce is so tara burden 
upon the people, who pay the taxes and who 
pay for those freights in the increased cost 
of transportation? Why, sir, ib seems to me 
very much like the policy that has been pur- 
sued by Congress in erecting this beautiful 
Capitol here, in expending all that we have 
upon the ornamentation of the interior, in 
making. it convenient and elegant, and then 
leaving the grounds that are about it in an 
inconvenient if not an indecent condition for 
the want of afew thousand dollars. So with 
this railroad and.this great commercial high- 
way. . After having paid millions for the eon- 
struction of this Bar ; after having subsidized 
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steamship lines in order that we might grasp 
the commerce of Asia; after raising the mis- 
sion to Japan, then to refuse to grant to this 
company the poor right of building a depot on 
this island of rock, in the interest of commerce, 
seems to me to be very foolish policy. 

Gentlemen say that this island might be sold 
for a large amount of money. Sir, for what 
purpose? Who will buy it? I put that ques- 
tion to a gentleman a day or two ago, and his 
answer was, ‘ Why, this very railroad com- 
pany would probably buy it.’? But suppose 
you had no railroad, of what value would it 
be? The bay of San Francisco is very valu- 
able, very; but like this island it never was 
of any value until there was a city, and until 
there was some commerce to float upon it. 
This island was never of any value except asa 
habitation of sea gulls and wild goats and 
rooks, until a railroad looked toward it, which 
now asks the privilege of running its cars on 
its shores. You might as well talk about sell- 
ing the waters of the bay of San Francisco for 
a large amount of money as about selling the 
privilege of landing upon this island. 

This island is of value for commercial and 
military purposes. The waters of the bay of 
San Francisco are valuable for precisely the 
same purposes. There is no homestead inter- 
est involved in this matter; there is no wrong- 
ing the poor laboring man or denial of his 
right to dig and till the soil. No laboring 
man will ever plant his potatoes on Goat 
Island; if he should plant them there he never 
would dig any out. No landless man will 
ever covet it for a farm—nothing of the sort. 
Yet it is in the pretended interest of the land- 
less poor man that gentlemen oppose this 
measure. Sir, there is nothing of the kind 
involved in the proposition. It is simply be- 
cause by reason of the growth of the city of 
San Francisco, and because we have estab- 
lished commerce in the bay of San Francisco, 
and because they have built this road to Oak- 
land, and the island is required for this very 
purpose that it has become valuable, and it is 
valuable for no other purpose. 

I sailed around this island two or three 
years ago in company with several military 
gentlemen, among them the officer command- 
ing that department. We discussed the sub- 
ject; we talked about the use of the island for 
inilitary purposes, and in connection with this 
project of the railroad running a track from 
the main land at Oakland. ButIdid nothear 
any military man express the opinion that the 
Government ought to refuse the railroad the 
right to build a road to this island, not one. 

It is said by some gentlemen here that it 
will destroy the harbor of San Francisco; that 
it will destroy the bay of San Francisco for 
commercial purposes. How can that be when 
all the members from the Pacific slope are in 
favor of it? Would the members and Senators 
from Calafornia and the Pacific shore vote to 
destroy the bay of San Francisco and the com- 
merce of that city? The supposition is absurd. 
The members upon this floor from the Pacific 
(and I believe they are all in favor of this bill) 
are either very great fools, or else there is no 
truth in that statement. F 

Mr. Speaker, I have opposed land grants, 
not indiscriminately, as is the habit of some 
gentlemen, I fear; but I have opposed them as 
diligently, and to the extent of my ability as 
faithfully and effectually as any man on this 
floor. ido not propose to vote for any new 
grants of land for the purpose of constructing 
a railroad, There is nothing of that sort. in 
this bill.. I do not think I shall ever vote to 
give away any portion of the public domain 
which is fit for settlement, which will afford 
homes for the homeless poor, in order to enable 
arailroad to be constructed. But this is not 
such a case; nothing like it. At the same 
time I will say here and everywhere else that 
in my opinion the policy which has been pur- 
sued in the past of devoting a portion of. the 
public lands to developing the country has 


| 


been to a very great extent—not in all cases— 
a wise one. But we have probably arrived at 
the limit where that policy should be changed. 
I believe that the granting of lands to build 
the Ilinois Central railroad was a. very wisa 
measure. The granting of lands to build the 
Pacific railroad was, in my opinion, a wise 
measure. And so with many. of the grants in 
the new States of the Northwest. I would not 
undo what has been done in that respect. 

But this is no land grant. The Government 
reserves the right touse the island for military ` 
purposes, and itis worthless for any other ; and 
the use of it by the railroad company makes 
it far more valuable. Suppose this Congress 
should refuse the present application, and 
that the railroad company should continue 
their depot at Oakland, what will be in a few 
years the result? Just as surely as you sit in 
that chair, Congress will be called upon to 
appropriate a few million dollars more or 
less to dredge out the bay of San Francisco, 
so that large steamers may land at Oakland 
close to the railroad depot. Why, sir, gen- 
tlemen who are so clamorous against this im- 
provement vote for river and harbor improve- 
ments. -They always vote to dredge out bays 
and rivers,and to build docks and piers at 
little towns, in the interest of commerce. Sup- ` 
pose we compel the railroad company to build 
their depots five or six miles from San Fran- 
cisco and to land and receive freight there, 
do you suppose that commerce is guing to be 
burdened through all time with this unneces- 
sary tax for transshipment, for carrying all 
freights to and from San Francisco and Oak- 
land after they have been landed from the 
ships and the cars? By no means; and you 
will be called upon to vote upon the question 
of appropriating millions out of the public 
Treasury to enable ships to land at Oakland, 
close to the railroad. 

Ido not know any difference in principle 
between enabling a railroad to go close to the 
ships and enabling the ships to go close to 
the railroad. If gentlemen can vote to let 
the ships go to the railroad, they can vote 
to let the railroad go tothe ships. Why not? 
It is as short as it is long, and as long as it 
is short, 1 think the easiest thing for us, and 
certainly the cheapest thing for us, because it 
takes no money out of the Treasury, is to let 
this railroad, at. its own expense, build from 
its present terminus across to this. island. 
This takes no money out of the Treasury, and 
takes nothing which is of any value except as 
itis made valuable by this very need of com- 
merce, 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Illinois, 
then, would establish the ‘‘ general-order sys- 
tem’’ by statute, in reference to which gentle- 
men on the other side of the House have not 
been quite so complimentary.. That is pre-' 
cisely what this bill proposes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If that is a part of 
the ‘‘general-order system,’’ then I do not 
understand it. Ifit is a partof the ‘‘ general- 
order system’? to bring the railroads and the 
ships which bring commerce to our shores to- 
gether, so that they may do away with trans- 
shipment, then I do not know what the “ gen- 
eral-order system ”’ is. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman would grant 
this island of Yerba Buena to this company 
upon which to establish seneral-order ware 
houses. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This proposes to 
bring the raiiroads and the ships together so 


| as to relieve commerce from any imposition, 


while the ‘‘ general-order system” takes the 
goods, not to the railroads, but to other 
places, and in the transit steals part of them. 
{Laughter.] That is the “ general-order sys- 
tem,” so far as I understand it. This is an 
entirely different thing. This enables the rail- 
roads to take the freight from ships directly. 
If we abolish the “ general-order system,” 
which I hope and believe will be done; then 
goods will be taken from the ships to tne 
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freight cars at once, instead of being placed 
in warehouses at an immense charge to the 
merchants. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I can understand how gentle- 
men in eastern towns and cities, I can under- 
stand how gentlemen from New York and 
Boston and Philadelphia, may some of them 
be opposed to this measure; 1 can understand 
how they may, in a selfish view of this great 
matter, be willing to compel freight to be 
transported across the Isthmus of Panama, or 
to come around by the way of Cape Horn, and 
then be transshipped by railroad from Boston, 
New York, and Philadelphia to the interior 
towns of the West. We in the interior of the 
country, on the lines of these great railroads, 
do not believe in any such short-sighted pol- 
icy. 
open this road and to open the channel of 
commerce with the Orient. We propose to 
complete this job. This pile of rocks in the 
bay of San Francisco must not stand in the 
way of commerce, an obstacle to cheap freights 
and easy transit, but must be utilized. The 
sea-gulis and goats must give place to depots 
and warehouses. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Nrpuack] for twenty minutes. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, my attention 
was first directed to the subject now under con- 
sideration—I mean the eligibility of this island 
as a terminus for a railroad—some five or six 
years ago. A railroad company was organized 
in the State of California about that time, and 
preliminary to any effort to build the road an 
agent of that company came to this city for 
the purpose of obtaining the consent of Con- 
gress at that time to allow that road to term- 
inate at or to use a portion of this island for 
railroad purposes. That gentleman brought 
with him letters of introduction from some 
friends of mine in the city of San Francisco, 
and soon after his arrival placed himself in 
communication with me by means of those 
letters, By these means my attention was first 
directed to the location and peculiar situation 
-of this. island. . 

Some two and a half years ago I visited the 
Pacific coast and spent some time in the State 
of California. While there I examined this 
island and its surroundings with greater inter- 
est perhaps than I would were it not my atten- 
tion had been called to it before as a railroad 
terminus. I came to the conclusion then that 
any road terminating on the eastern boundary 
of this bay of San Francisco ought to have 
the privilege of bridging over and going to this 


island and oceupying some portion of it for | 


depot and general railroad purposes. When, 


during the last Congress, this question was | 


then before the House I felt that I ought to 
vote for the main proposition before the House, 
and which was then defeated; but there were 
some objection to its details in my mind, and, 
yielding to the sentiment of friends around me, 


which was atthattimealmost universally against | 


it, and ag a matter of caution and prudence, 
not desiring to place myself in opposition and 
in antagonism to gentlemen with whom I was 
in the habit of acting, I voted against it. 

But, sir, I wish now to say in the presence 
of the House and of the country that I never 
was entirely satisfied with that vote. It was 
notsupported by my independent judgment. I 
felt thatif ever the proposition came before the 
House again, when I had the opportunity of 
stating the reasons why I so voted, I should 
support the measure. 
tion in announcing now, although some of 
my colleagues differ from me, that I am 
disposed to support this proposition to allow 
the Central Pacific railroad, and such other 
companies as may desire hereafter to come 
under the provisions of this bill, to occupy 
a portion of this island for railroad purposes. 


As has been already said by my colleague jj 


from Indiana [Mr. Vooruggs] a day or two 
since, this is no railroad grant. 
tion to it cannot be placed upon the gronad 


And I have no hesita- į 


The opposi- | 


We have spent a good deal of money to |; 


i 


$ 


$ 


} 


on which we have opposed the ordinary grants 
to railroads—upon the ground of its being 
needed for agricultural purposes or for home- 
stead purposes. This is an island belonging 
to the Government, and not for sale for any 
purpose. It is in fact a military reservation. 
The principal question before us, according to 
my view of it, is shall we after having granted 
to this railroad company and the Union Pa- 
cific railroad land enough to establish a small 
empire upon, and after having loaned to them 
our credit, or rather issued to them our bonds 
for some $55,000,000 as a subsidy for building 
their road, allow them a place suitable for 
wharf purposes at the western terminus of this 
great railroad line? That I think is the real, 
practical question involved in this matter. 

The island already belongs to the Govern- 
ment. I repeat, itis not for sale, as I have 
always been and am now informed. Wewant 
it for military purposes. There is enough ter- 
ritory embraced in this island to afford all that 
we need for military purposes in time of 
peace, after allowing the railroad to use a por- 
tion of it for railroad purposes. It is con- 
ceded that where the railroad approaches and 
strikes the bay there is no place for a harbor 
where vessels can connect with the road; the 
water is too shallow. You have to get some 


distance into the bay before you reach water |j 


deep enough to allow vessels to approach the 


! landing. 


Sir, if I had been a member of Congress at 
the time these Pacific railroads were subsi- 
dized I should have voted against them, most 
assuredly. I think this Government dealt 
most extravagantly with these railroads, I 
have said so on many occasions, not only in 
this House hut elsewhere. I have nothing in 
the world to retract in regard to that matter, 
And we did more than that for these railroads. 
After we had loaned our credit and issued 
these bonds, Congress, as it seemed to me, 
very recklessly destroyed much of the security 
upon which these bonds were raised, by consti- 
tuting them only a second mortgage upon these 
roads. The result, however, of what Congress 
did belongs tothe past. Itisirrevocable. The 
question arises, what shall be our future policy 
in the treatment of these corporations here- 
after? Shall we use every means to cripple 
and destroy them, or shall we endeavor to 
build them up, foster and protect them when 
we possibly can, and make them as able as 
possible to refund to us what they owe us? 
Sir, as business men, when we are largely 
interested in a man’s success we usually do 
all we can to improve his condition, to 
strengthen his business, to make him the more 
able to pay what he owes us at some time or 
other. And having (recklessly though it was) 
become the creditors of these corporations for 


a very large amount of money, and that being |! 


irrevocable, Ithink we ought hereafter to do 


all we can to strengthen their hands, and make | 
them not only of public utility, as far as pos: | 


sible, but able to repay what they owe us. 

I do not believe, then, that opposition to the 
land-grant policy, to which | am as much 
committed as any member of this House, 
compels us to follow up a railroad and strike 
continually at it, whether it has been subsi- 
dized and aided by the Government or not. 
do not so understand my position, and [am not 
willing to have my position so construed. 

Mr. McKINNEY. 
grant, what is? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have already tried to 
answer that question, and I regret very much 
that I have not made myseif understood. The 
object of this bill is to grant the use of a tract 
of land only on certain conditions, without 
diminishing its value to the Government. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Of very considerable 
value. 

Mr. NIBLACK. It is to grant the use of a 
tract of land, I repeat, which may or may not 
be valuable, but which I presume is valuable 
for military and for commercial purposes. As 


H 


i 


I! 


i 


If this is not a land | 


$ 
i 


it is conceded this island is valuable for. com- 
mercial purposes, I think the United States 


| ought to allow somebody to use it for such 


purposes, so far as that can be done without 
interfering with its military occupation, when 
the Government is unwilling to part with the 
ownership of it.. If you want to sell theisland, 


| that is another question; but I understand that 


this bill reserves the right to the Government 
to use, in time of war, the whole island, includ- 
ing the. depot buildings and everything con- 
nected with them that may be built by the 
company. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman allow me 
a word? . 

Mr. NIBLACK. Certainly. : 

Mr. LEWIS. I understand that one of.the 
reasons given by the gentleman for this grant 


| is that it will enable the company to pay the 


Government what it owes on account of bonds 
and accrued interest. IJ wish him to allow me 
to offer an amendment looking to the security 


| of these payments. 


Mr. NIBLACK. Iam holding the floor by 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Mlinois, 
[Mr. Farnswortn,] and therefore it would 
not be proper for me to yield for an amend- 
ment. I presume an opportunity will be 
afforded to the gentleman to offer it. 

Mr. LEWIS. Wili the gentleman allow me 
to have my amendment read? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Not just now. What I 
have been saying, however, about strengthen- 
ing the bonds of the railroad company is not 


| so much an argument on this particular meas- 


ure as it is against the folly of what seems to 
be the policy of attempting to strike down a 
road simply because it may have been improp- 
erly and recklessly subsidized by the Govera- 
ment at the inception of it. The only defeus- 
ible policy in the world upon which the building 


j of a railroad from ‘‘the States,” as they cail 
, it, to the Pacific coast by the assistance of the 


Government, in any way, must rest upon the 
supposition that it isto be a great national 
highway, and of great public utility. Ifaroad 
of this kind is not to be so cousidered, thea 
every dollar given, direcily or indirectly, is but 
a bounty to a private corporation for private 
gain, and is wholly indefensible. All parties 
have said in their conventions, in times anterior 
to the late war, that a highway to the Pacific 
was, and hence now is, of great public utility, 
and have pledged themselves to the construc- 
tion of it in some way. 

Sir, this road, and other roads which have 
been really built by the generosity of the Gov- 
ernment, now constitute a portion of the great 


| highway which places us in connection with 
i the empires of Japan and China, 


It is now 
part of the great through line. Itis run in 
connection with the steamship line which car- 
ries freight across the Pacific to and from 
those empires. The value, not only in the 
present but in the future, of wll Pacific raii- 
roads must greatly depend upon the commerce 
of the Pacific ocean. “ʻo utilize that com- 


i merce, net only to the line of steamers, but 


to the railroad companies and to the public, 
they must have some point as a depot which is 
convenient for the transshipment of freight, 
where there can be a convenient wharf at deep 
water accessible both. to the railroads and to 
the steamship company. » As I have already 
stated, we cannot do it with the present land- 
ing and wharf on the bay. Now, we have an 
island lying closeby which we do not need the 


j use of for ordinary military purposes in the 


time of peace, and the question presented is, 
shall we allow this railroad company, and all 
other companies whose roads may terminate 


| on the east side of the bay of San Francisco, 
i, to cross over to this island? 


As I have already remarked, I came to the 
conclusion years ago that to do this is to do a 
reasonable thing, and while I share in many 
of the apprehensions of gentlemen around me 
as to the grasping nature of this corporation, 
while I am opposed to the general policy of 
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giving subsidies to railroad or other similar 
companies, yet I do not feel justified in carry- 
ing that opposition so far as to refuse to do 
that which I think is a publie benefit and a 
matter of public convenience, simply because 
some. may constrne-it into a friendly acttoward 
these corporations. : 

Mr. WOOD. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether it is not much 
more than a friendly act to give away a fran- 
chise. which is estimated to be worth at least 
$2,000,000? ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ido not understand the 
importance of the value of this island if it is 
not for sale at any price. I understand that 

. some large offers have been made for the pur- 

chase of it by gentlemen who want to control 
the matter and fix the terminus of the railroad, 
where they have a large real estate interest, 
elsewhere. About that, however, I have not 
been informed. I know nothing of the market 
value of this island, nor is it important at all 
in this connection, because, as I have already 
said, it is not for sale. The only question for 
us to consider is whether we shall allow this 
railroad company and other companies com- 
ing hereafter to use a portion of it for railroad 
purposes, or shall we obstinately continue to 
hold it only for military purposes when we do 
not need it all for that purpose and are yet 
unwilling to sell any portion of it. 
_ But I will not pursue that question further. 
I will simply remark that when in the last 
Congress I voted against this proposition I 
did so outof respect to the opinions of friends 
around me, rather than in obedience to the 
dictates of my own judgment at that time, as 
gentlemen sometimes feel themselves com- 
pelled to do under a pressure from friends. 

. Mr. WOOD. Does notthe gentleman know 
that an offer of $2,000,000 has been made for 
this island? 

_ Mr. NIBLACK. Inever heard of any bona 
Jide. offer of the kind. 
- Mr. WOOD... I myself made that offer on 
this floor two years ago, and I make it again 


now. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not regard that as 
legitimate debate, because the Government 
does not want to sell this island, and that is 
not the way to make an offer for this island if 
he really desires to purchase it. If the gen- 
tleman wants to purchase it, [recommend him 
to make his offer in a different way from a 
mere statement in debate on. this floor. I 
regret very much that the gentleman from 
New York has felt called upon to inject such 
a statement into my remarks, when it has been 
said over and over again in this debate that 
this island is not for sale at any price. Sir, I 
did intend to suggest one or two amendments 
which might be made to this bill, and to state 
how [intended to vote on some of the pend- 
ing amendments; but time will not permit me 
now. F can only say in brief that if it is 
wrong either in principle or in policy to grant 
the use of a portion of this island for railroad 
purposes, then the reservation of an annual 
rent either large or small will not relieve the 
difficulty. 

In conclusion, I trust I may be permitted to 
say that the people are not opposed to rail- 
roads under all circumstances; onthe contrary, 
they want more of. them everywhere. It is 
only to improper grants and subsidies to them 
to which they object, and which I, as one of 
their Representatives, have uniformly opposed. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now yield the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Houcsroy.]- 

The SPEAKER. There are twelve minutes 
of the gentleman’s time remaining, 

Mr. HOUGHTON. I have listened very 
attentively to the remarks of various gentle- 
men who have spoken here in opposition to 
‘this measure. . I have done so because I have 
‘been desirous of ascertaining if there existed 
‘any substantial objections to making the grant 


i 
li which it is proposed to make by the bill now 
|| under consideration. My time is too limited 
ito enable me to make the attempt to answer 
lall that has been said in support of the various 
objections which have been made here against 
this bill. I shall necessarily be compelled to 
|| address my remarks to but two or three of the 
i leading objections.. Coming from the district 
|in which this island of Yerba Buena is situ- 
jated, having been a resident of that locality 
for twenty-five years, I know something about 
the topography of that country. And, with- 
out arrogating too much to myself, I think I 
understand this subject perhaps as well as or 
| better than most of the gentlemen who have 
spoken in opposition to this bill, and many of 
whom have never been in that country at all. 
The first objection made to the passage of 
this bill is that the Government of the United 
States has already granted large subsidies to 
this railroad company. But gentlemen seem 
to forget that at the time this company pro- 
posed to build this railroad across the Sierra 
Nevada and across the Rocky mountains, and 
| so Open up a continuous line of railroad com- 
i munication from the Pacific to the Atlantic, 
the scheme was looked upon as a scheme of 
dreamers—that it was considered next to 
impossible to accomplish any such great under- 
taking. All our people, the whole country, 
| was desirous that this work should be done if 
jit was possible. In view of that desire the 
Government of the United States made grants 
of land and issued its bonds só as to afford 
the parties who proposed to construct this 
iroad an opportunity of doing so if they could. 
Bat at the time this subsidy was granted by 
the Government it was considered so doubtful 
i that they would be able to go on and complete 
this road, that in the very act of Congress 
which granted them the right to make the 
attempt a penalty was proposed to the effect 
that if they fuiled to complete it within a 
given number cf years they should forfeit not 
only their subsidy, not only their franchise, 
but all the equipments which should be in 
existence upon the line of the road at the time 
the forfeiture should accrue. ‘That was the 
contract made between the Government of the 
United States and this railroad company. 
Now, I have not heard any gentleman in 
| support of his objections to this measure pre- 
tend to argue that this company had not car- 
| ried out and executed to the letter the contract 
onits part. On the contrary, instead of occu- 
| pying the full period allotted within which this 
road was required to be constructed, that is, 
up to the Ist day of July, 1878, the last spike 
iwas driven on the 10th day of May, 1869, on 
what was required to make a continuous rail- 
iroad communication between the Pacific and 
ithe Atlantic oceans. Instead of failing to do 
jwhat they had undertaken to do, and what 
was regarded by many as an impossibility, this 
company through its enterprise, its energy, 
‘and its skill, completed it a number of years 
i before the time had expired within which it 
i Was required to do the work. 
The question now is, has the Government 
‘of the United States received any equivalent 
i for what it has given to aid in the construction 
ofthisroad? Ifit has received an equivalent, 


I understand, the Government has received 
an` equivalent. It has received all that it 
demanded, and even more; because the road 
‘has been constructed years before it was re- 
quired to be completed. The Government of 
the United States is every day reaping the 
benefit of its construction; at least the people 
ot the United States are reaping the benefit 
of it. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States 
mean one and the same thing ; that there can 
be. no conflict of interest between the Gov- 
ernment and the people. We boast that this 
isa Government of the people. If that prop- 
osition be true, the people and the Govern- 


it has been repaid for all that it has given. As | 


i 


ment are one and the same thing. I say that 
the people of this country, and therefore the 
Government, are reaping the benefits of this 
great work every day. In the first place, this 
benefit results from the development of an 
immense district of country which before was 
the habitation of wild beasts and still wilder 
men; a strip of country some sixteen hundred 
miles in breadth, extending westward from 
the Mississippi river to the Sierra Nevada; a 
country which for the purposes of settlement, 
for all the practical uses of man, was of no 
value whatever. That immense district of 
country for a long distance upon either side 
of this great road has been rendered valuable 
to the Government, valuable to the people 
of the United States. The building of this 
road has led to the building up of towns and vil- 
lages all along its line. It has facilitated 
trade between the States of the West and those 
of the interior and the East. These are the 
benefits which the Government has already 
received from this road, and such as it must 
receive for all time to come. 

Another objection is made here that the har- 
bor of San Francisco will be destroyed if this 
railroad is permitted to build its track upon 
piles or trestle-work from the eastern shore of 
the bay to this island. We have nothing, how- 
ever, but expressions of opinion that this will 
be the result. No single fact is given. Any 
opinion which is unsupported by some fact has 
with me but very little value. The same may 
be said of the reports of these engineer officers 
in relation to the use of this island for military 
purposes. ‘These officers content themselves 
with simply expressing the opinion that the 
Government cannot afford to part with any 
portion of this island, becanse it needs the 
whole of it for military purposes. They give 
us no facts whatever as the foundation for this 
opinion. Now, I do not understand that Con: 
gress, when it deals with any object coming 
before it for consideration, is bound by the 
opinions of any man or any set of men. I do 
not understand that members, in voting upon 
any question here, can defend their action by 
referring to the opinions of others. They 
must exercise their own judgment, and they 
are answerable to their constituents and to 
the people of the whole country as to whether 
they have exercised a proper judgment or not. 
Therefore I say that it becomes every member 
of this House not to act upon a mere opinion 
of an engineer officer or any other officer 
when no facts are given to support it. 

This island, as has been repeatedly stated 


| here, contains one hundred and twenty-eight 


acres. The southern portion of the island is 
elevated three hundred feet above high tide. 
From about the center of the island toward 
the north theisland slopes down to the water's 
edge. The only portion of this island which 
can be made available for military purposes 
is, in my opinion, this elevated portion at the 
southern end, which comprises at least one 
half of the entire area of this island. Now 
the Government cannot, by any possibility, 
use more than sixty acres of land upon which 
to construct fortifications to protect the city 
of San Francisco from the approach of an 
enemy on the island side. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHEELER. Inow ask the previous 
question on the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the previous question 
will not be pressed. 

Mr. SHANKS, 
granted for debate. 

Mr. KERR. Will there be opportunity for 
discussion after the previous question is sec- 
onded? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Wuertzr] will be entitled to 
one hour after the main question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. 
adjourn. 


Mr. SHANKS, 


Thope more time will be 


I move that the House now 


I shall ask the privilege 
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of occupying a few moments in advocacy of 
my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. The gentleman from New 
York has demanded the previous question on 
the bill and pending amendments. I would 
like to know what amendments are pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
position of the question. On yesterday sev- 
eral gentlemen were allowed by unanimous 
consent to propose amendments for the pur- 
pose of having them printed. They were not 
considered as offered and pending to the bill, 
because that could not be done except by 
unanimous consent. Should the previous ques- 
tion be seconded, as the bill now stands, 
then as the Chair understands it, there would 
be but three amendments pending; and the 
amendments offered yesterday under the con- 
dition that they should be printed would not 
be considered as pending except by unani- 
mous consent. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Wuerver] demands the previous 
question, and the gentleman from Maassachu- 
setts, [Mr. Banxs,] pending that demand, 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and on a division there were—ayes 
81, noes 68. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH said: If the House 
now adjourns, will this bill come up to-mor- 
row morning as unfinished basiness ? 

Mr. BANKS. J object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is a proper ques- 
tion to ask. If the House now adjourns this 
bill will not come up until Tuesday next, as 
it is public business, and to-morrow and next 
day are private bill days. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. How much debate 
will be allowed ? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question 
upon the bill will be upon the demand for the 
previous question. 


ST, CROIX AND SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. Before announcing the 
result on the motion to adjourn, the Chair 
desires to. recognize the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Kercuam,] the chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I desire to report back 
from the Committee on the Public Lands a 
bill (S. No. 565) to extend the time to the 
State of Wisconsin to build a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior, which was 
recommitted to that committee last week with 
instruction to incorporate specific amendments 
and with permission to report back at any 
time. The friends of the measure wish to 
have its consideration postponed till Thurs- 
day next at half past one o’clock, to the exclu- 
sion of all other business, and I do not feel 
disposed to object to their request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
postponement.of this bill till Thursday next, 
when, at half past one o'clock, it isto becon- 
sidered to the exclusion of all other orders? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Isit the under- 
standing that the previous question shall be 
considered pending at four o'clock on that 

ay? 

The SPEAKER. | That was not in the in- 
structions. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio... I ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Keronam]} to 
make that a condition. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate that 
_the committee have the absolute right to report 
at any time during this week. They have the 


right. after the reading of the Journal to-. 


morrow, to report and proceed with the con- 
sideration of this bill without any condition as 
to the calling of the previous question. The 
request now is that on Thursday next at half 
past one o’clock they shall be in the same 
attitude as they would be to-morrow if they 
reported this bill under the instructions of the 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Itis then to be,.open. to 
amendment and consideration, of course ? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the understand- 
ing. ds there objection to the committee re- 
porting this bill with amendments, pursuant 
to the instructions of the House, and to post- 
poning its further consideration until Thurs- 
day next, at half past one o’clock, when it is 
to be taken up to the exclusion of all other 
orders ? i 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. KETCHAM. With that understanding 
I now report the bill back, and move that the 
bill and amendments be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


- ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1584) to authorize the 
construction of a fire-proof building at Albany, 
New York; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1549) for the relief of 
Jacob H. Ela. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 


granted to Mr. Duges for two days; to Mr. 
TownsgnD, of Pennsylvania, until Tuesday 
next; and to Mr. Bores, on-account of sick- 
ness in his family, for three weeks. 


GEORGE J. LONG WORTH. 


On métion of Mr. HALSEY, leave was 
granted for withdrawal from the files of the 
House of papers in the case of George J. 
Longworth. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I offered an amend- 
ment the other day which I had no opportun- 
ity to explain, and I now ask unanimous con- 
sent for Jeave to print some remarks on it. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix.] 

APPOINTMENT OF QUARTERMASTERS, 


On motion of Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (S. No. 757) to authorize the 
appointment of certain- officers in the quar- 
termaster’s department, was- taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The vote on the motion to adjourn was then 
announced, and accordingly (at four o’clock 
and thirty-five minutes -p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Alex- 
ander Miller and 70 others, Union soldiers 
and citizens of Ohio, praying the equalization 
of bounties at $8 334 per month for actual 
time of service, and the granting of bounty- 
lands without the requirement of actual settle- 
ment to Union soldiers, sailors, and marines 
in the war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A remonstrance of cit- 
izens of the town of Bridgeport, Ohio, against 
obstructing the west branch of the Ohio river, 

By Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri; The petition 
of Dr. Huffman and others, citizens of Andrew 
county; of J. L. Porter and others, of Baies 
county ; of S. B. Cunningham and 194 others, 
citizens. of Howard ,county; of C. H. Oakes 
and Jahn M. Franklin and others, citizens of 
Bates county ; and of James B. Colegrove and 
numerous other citizens of Benton eounty, all 
in:the State of Missouri, for a reduction of the 
tariff toa strictly revenue basis. 


By Mr. CREBS: The petition of Rev. S. 


UE, Bobbitt-and 52 others; citizess.of Bikville, | 


Jackson county, Ilinois, praying a change 
of the Constitution recognizing God in the 
same. 

By Mr. GOODRICH: The petition of 
Charles B. Fairchilds for a pension, on wo 
count of injury and physical disability received 
during the late war. i 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of 48 eiti- 
zens of Randolph county, West Virginia, pray: 
ing Congress to reduce the existing tariff to $ 
revenue standard. a 

By Mr. MANSON: The petition of Samuel 
P. Conner, publisher of the West Lebanon 
Advance, in the town of West Lebanon, Indi- 
ana, asking thatsection one hundred and sixty- 
two of the revised codification of the postal 
laws, now before Congress, may be amended 
so as to read as follows, namely: ‘that per- 
sons known as regular publishers and dealers 
in newspapers and periodicals may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may 
require in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay postage thereon as received 
at the same rates pro rata as regular sub- 
scribers to publications weighing four ounces 
who pay quarterly in advance.” 

Also, the memorial of Chester Chamberlain, 
William Kreighbeann, William H. Ridenough, 
William M. Plough, G. G. Long, O. P. Os- 
good, and 68 others, of Fulton county, Indi- 
ana, all soldiers in the late war to suppress 
the rebellion, praying the speedy enactment 
by Congress of House bill No. 452, intro- 
duced by Mr. Manson, to grant bounty lands 
to soldiers who served in said war, and to the 
widows and children of such as have died. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of A. 
Sawyer, C. W. Wood, J. T. Edwards, and 87 
others, citizens and tax-payers of Racine, Wis- 
consin, asking a reduction of the tariff, and 
for repeal.of duty upon salt, coal, and pig 


iron. 

By Mr. SHANKS: The petition of W. B. 
Hedgepott, editor and proprietor of the Inde- 
pendent, a newspaper published at Union City, 
Indiana, asking that regular dealers in news- 
papers and periodicals. be allowed to receive 
printed or partly printed matter at the same 
rates of postage of regular subscribers of papers 
weighing: four ounces who pay quarterly in | 
advance. - “ ni ear eer 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 
William Andrew and 125 others, soldiers of 
the war for the Union, praying equalization of 
bounues and amendment of the homestead 
aws. ° 
By Mr. STORM: The petition of James H. 
Dony, of Milford Pennsylvania, editor’ of the 
Milford. Herald, asking the passage of Mer. 
Vooruess’s bill, placing printers’ type on the 
free list. : : 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Freeland 
Hall & Co., and others, dealers in tobacco in 
Baltimore, Maryland, remonstrating. against 
the discrimination in the tax against plug 
tobacco. aes 

By Mr. WALDRON : The memorial of 
Moses W. Field, E. B. Ward, Governor. H. 
R. .Baldwin, and 800 others, merchanis and 
basiness men of the. city of Detroit, protest- 
ing against any interference with the existing 
duty on salt. 

By Mr. WARREN: The memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of the State of New York, praying 
that no reduction of the present tariff om for- 
eign wool be made’ aos 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. ney 


The following were introduced under the 
rules. and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads») = 

By Mr. BOLES: A-bill for the establish- 
ment of a post route from Dallas, Poik county, 
via Bagle. Gap, Seott-county, to Chocoville, 
Sebastian county, Arkansas. bape 

Also, a bill-for the establishment of amail 
route from Locksburg,: Sevier. county, to Min- 
eral Springs; Hempstead county, Arkansas. 


1522 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 8, 


IN SENATE. 
Friar, March 8, 1872. 


Prayer. by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

1 Mr. CHANDLER.: I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal 
must first be read unless the reading be 

ispensed with. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I know it is an ungra- 
cious thing to object-—— , 

Mr. VICKERS. The Senate is very thin. 
I think the Journal had better be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maryland object? 

Mr. VICKERS. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings, but was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRAGUE and Mr. TIPTON. I 
object. r 

The Secretary resamed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN INDIANAPOLIS. 


Mr. PRATT. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate this morning to take up and put upon 
its passage the bill (H. R. No. 1538) for the 
construction of an addition to the United 
States court-house and post office building in 
Indianapolis, Indiana, and for the purchase 
of additional ground adjoining the site of said 
building. I was not in my place in the Senate 
yesterday morning at the time several bills of 
this character, providing for public buildings 
in Albany, St. Louis, Little Rock, Raleigh, 
and Hartford, were taken up and put on their 
passage in the Senate. I was engaged in the 
committee-room on pensions. This billis of a 
similar character. It comes recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury. It is a bill 
of the House. It has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
in the Senate, and reported back without 
amendment. Ifany Senator should desire to 
ask any questions in regard to it I will readily 
respond to them; but { ask that the bill be 
now taken up. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded ‘to con- 
sider the bill. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is by it instructed to cause to he erected an 
addition to the building now owned by the 
United States in the city of Indianapolis, 
Indiana, to correspond in design to the build- 
ing, and suitable for the further accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post office, 
local land offices, and internal revenue and 
panen offices,‘ at a cost not to exceed one 

undred thousand dollars ; the addition to be 
erected on the grounds now owned by the 
United States... The Secretary of the Treasury 
is also directed to negotiate for the purchase 
of the lot, or part of lot, lying east of and ad- 
joining the ground on which the United States 
eourt-house and post office building has been 
erected jn the city of Indianapolis, Indiana, at 
a cost to be agreed upon by the owner or 
owners of the lot or pari of lot, and the judges 
of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, and the district attorney of the United 
States for Indiana, and the postmaster at 
Indianapolis, subject to the approval of the 

-Secretary of the Treasury; but no money 
which may hereafter be appropriated for this 
purpose is to be used or expended in the pur- 
chase of the lot or part of lot until a valid title 
thereto. shall be vested in the United States, 
and until:the State of Indiana shall cede its 
jurisdiction over the same, and shall also duly 
release and relinquish to the United States the 
right to. tax or in any way assess the lot or part 
of lot; and the property of the United States | 


that maybe thereon during the time that the 
United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof. 

Mr. COLE. TI understood the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Building and Grounds 
yesterday to say, before the passage of several 
of these bills, that we were about through with 
them at that time. We do not seem to be 
through with them yet, and I should like to 
inquire if we are to ever get through with this 
class of bills. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. What is the 
bill? Iwas not paying attention at the mo- 
ment. s 

Mr. COLE. It is one of the public build- 
ings bills, providing for a building at Indian- 
apolis, I believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill, the 
Chair will state, is.on the Calendar and has 
been since the 19th of February, when it was 
reported favorably by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and when the other 
bills passed yesterday the Senator from Indi- 
ana states he was engaged in committee and 
did not have an opportunity to present this 
bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I did not 
say they were all passed, but that about all 
were reported that the committee proposed to 


report. 
Mr. COLE. Then I misunderstood the 
Senator. I thought he said they were about all 


passed or acted upon. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe 
they are nearly all passed. They are all cer- 
tainly reported. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire, then, 
how many are reported that are not acted on? 
I should like to see our way through these 
measures as soon as possible, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Sena- 
tor isa member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. I think no bill has 
been reported that has not received his assent. 

Mr. COLE. Some,I notice, are reported 
that L have no knowledge or recollection of; 
but I have not been able, in consequence of 
the pressure of business on other committees, 
to attend every session of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
allows the business of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to absorb his brains pretty much, 
and he does not remember the bills that he 
consented to in the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator is evading an an- 
swer to my question. I wish to kuow whether 
there is a considerable list of these bills yet 
to come. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from California is very yielding, and several 
have passed in the morning session that I 
have not paid particular attention to, and I 
cannot say how many there-are left; but in 
the whole, those that have beeu approved by 
the committee, I think, do not exceed ten, 
and I think the most of them have already 
received the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. I should think that number 
had passed ‘already, making very large appro- 
priations of money. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. So far as the 
Calendar is concerned, all the bills of this 
character appear to have been disposed of, 
except the bill in regard to the purchase of a 
site for a building in Cincinnati. 

ee COLE. That has been acted upon, I 
think. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is one 
bill for Sacramento, California, which I-should 
like to get up this morning if the Senator from 
California would yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COLE. Lam much obliged to the Sen- 
ator. That bill does not make -any appropri- 
ation. It only directs an inquiry to be made, 
and i hope the cbairman will call it up at the 
earliest moment possible. . There is more 
necessity for a public building there than there 


The Senator | 


| 


is in many of the places for which we have 
provided buildings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go on in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill called 
up by the Senator from Indiana is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is now in order‘ 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
about to execute the twenty-fourth rule by 
submitting bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which has priority of morning 
business. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Inow renew my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan desires to move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of 
an act entitled ‘An act donating public lands 
to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and mechanic arts,’’ passed July 2, 
1862, and acts amendatory thereto, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in 
the State of Michigan was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

The joint resolution (IZ. R. No. 108) grant- 
ing condemned cannon for the erection of a 
soldiers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter irom the Secretary of the Navy, 
in response to a resolution of the 2d instant, 
transmitting information relative to wharf. or 
river frontage at New Orleans occupied by the 
Government; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Maine in favor of a 
faithful observance of treaties made with the 
Indian tribes ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered lo be 
printed. 

He also presented a petition of settlers and 
miners of New Mexico, praying for the settlé- 
ment of the difference between the settlers and 
miners of Colfax county in that Territory, and 
the Maxwell Land Grant and Railway Com- 
pany ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. At a large pub- 
lic meeting of lumbermen held in Hast Sag- 
inaw, Michigan, on the 4th instant, the following 
protest was adopted, which I am requested to 
present to the Senate ; and with the indulgence 
of the Senate I will read it: 

Whereas a strong effort is being put forth by a 
combination of interests at Chicago, with numerous 
and weaithy Canadian lumbermen and other foreign 
importers and manufacturers, to force the bill known 
as the Chicago relief bill through the United States 
Senate, (the same having already passed the House, ) 
which measure practically amounts to a repeal of 
the tariff duty upon foreign lumber and many other 
articles, such as may be used in rebuilding the por- 
tions of said city burned in October last, the princi- 
pal business men and lumber producers of the Sagi- 
naw valley fearing and feeling the passage of said 
bill will be a source of serious injury to the general 
business and prosperity of Michigan, and especially 
to the lumber aad iron producing districts of the 
State, have assembled in this public meeting to enter 
their united and earnest protest against the passage 
of said bill, or the enactment. by Congress of any 
measure of like character. 

Resolved, That weare opposed to this attempt 
as a precedent for supplying Government aid for 
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the relief of particular interests or sections against 
casualties or couflagrations the result of natural or 
artificial causes, believing it far better and safer to 
rely upon the liberality and charity of the people, 
which bas been so nobly and unsparingly exemplified 
toward the people of Chicago and sufferers from the 
same cause throughout the Northwest. Such legis- 
lation is not in accord with the letter or spirit of our 
Constitution or Government, and will prove danger- 
ous in principle and introduce corruption in seeking 
and disbursing such aid. 


Resolved, That the method of relief proposed in | 


this billis not only unequal and unjust to other sec- 
tions of the country, but itis unwise and unconsti- 
tutional. It takes from one class of sufferers to re- 
lieve the wants of another. It practically makes 
Chicago a “free port,” and discriminatesin favor of 
its business, growth, and prosperity, against every 
other city inthe country. It opens the doors for im- 
mense frauds upon the revenue, and offers a direct 
premium for personal dishonesty and the violation 
of law. It will require the passage of additional 
laws to protect the revenue, and add largely to the 
general expenses to confer a private benefit upon a 
few citizens. It makes the national Treasury and 
its officers instruments to oppress one portion of the 
peoplein assuming to aid another. It imposes upon 
two of the producing interests of Michigan, iron and 
lumber, unnecessary and onerous taxation to benefit 
the owners of real estate in another State and city, 
It establishes a precedent for unlawful and unequal 
taxation in its most odious form, which if carried to 
its logical conclusion should and will be applied 
under similar circumstances not only to cities, but 
to villages, towns, and individuals. į 

Resolved, That the small amount of duty on the 
lumber that will be required to rebuild the city of 
Chicago is the lightest part of the burden that will 
be thrown upon the lumbermen of Michigan. The 
general depression of the price, which the adop- 
tion of this bill will undoubtedly produce, foreshad- 
ows ruin to the whole lumber interest of the State, 
We believe the loss of timber in this State by fire 
last year was not less than $25,000,000. To save all 
they could of the damaged stock, the lumbermen 
have put into market a supply of nearly doubl> 
that of former years, and at an enhanced cost of 
fully twenty-five per cent. over the average seasons. 
This increased product will be an effectual preveni- 
ive to increased cost of Jumber to Chicago and the 
country over former years, while yielding less profit 
to the manufacturers. To practically repeal the 
tariff duty on Canadian lumber by this bill will 
put the price below cost of production, and cause 
au additional loss of not less than $5,000,000 to be 
borne solely by the lumber-producing people of 
Michigan. While we sympathize with the afflicted 
people of Chicago, and have contributed liberally 
for their relief, we realize the truth that “true 
charity begins at home,” and therefore protest 
against this unjust burden in addition to our large 
losses from the same unforeseen and uncontrollable 
causes, ; : 

Hesdlved, That we extend our. hearty thanks to 
our Senators for their vigorous and able opposition 
to the passage of this bill, and request them, and 
our Representatives in the House, to use all reason- 
able and honorable means for its defeat. 


I move that this protest lie on the table, 
the bill now being before the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Michigan, praying that the 
Chicago relief bill may not pass with any pro- 
vision for the remission of the duties upon 
lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition 
of Henry O. Towles, the administrator, with 
the will annexed. of the estate of the late 
Abram Fisher, of the city of Washington, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill to vest the legal 
title of certain property in the children of said 
Fisher. They having been slaves, they were 
unable to inherit, and it is said there is an 
escheat. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I ask 
leave at this time in connection with it to pre- 
sent a bill providing for their relief. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and the bill will be withheld until bills are 
called for, and will then be referred. 

Mr. WINDOM presented ten petitions 
signed by citizens of Minnesota, late soldiers 
of the Army, praying the passage of an act 
giving $8 334 per month for the entire time 
served, deducting all Government bounty paid; 
also asking that the twenty-fifth section of the 
act of July 15, 1870, be so amended as to 
allow bounty land to honorably discharged 
soldiers without the requirements of settlement 
and cultivation; whieh were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Minnesota, late soldiers in the war of re- 
bellion, ‘praying for a modification of the 


| homestead laws; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FENTON. I present the remonstrance 
of the silk-weavers, warpers, winders, and 
manufacturers of silk ribbons in the city of 
New York, against a reduction of the tariff 
on silk goods, accompanied with a very inter- 
esting letter from Mr. Soleliac, one of the 
principal manufacturers, and perbaps the most 
| prominent manufacturer of silk ribbons in this 
country. - E move that the petition lie on the 
i table, as the bill to which it refers has been 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. I also present a memorial 
of the New York Tobacco Board of Trade, ask- 
ing @ continuance of the privilege of storing 


j and extending the system so that warehouses 
i may be established in any revenue district 
; where they may be wanted. Itis signed by 
Mr. Evans, the president of the Board of 
| Trade, I move its reference to the Committee 
| on Finance. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
: Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Louisa Busba, mother of Abram Busba, late 
| a private in company I, one hundred and fifty- 
| third regiment New York volunteers, praying 
| to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented the petition of W. M 


county, New York, asking that regular dealers 
in newspapers and periodicals be allowed to 
receive printed or partly printed matter at the 


to papers weighing four ounces who pay quar- 
| terly in advance; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

i Mr. PRATT presented the petition of J. T. 
Bryer, J. W. Eldridge, and others, citizens of 
Cass connty, Indiana, praying that certain 
| taxes on spirits collected of Andrew Johnson, 
of Logansport, be refunded to him; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also presented the petition of Andrew 
Johnson, of Logansport, Indiana, praying that 
certain taxes on spirits collected from him be 
refunded to him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GOLDTH WAITE presented the memo- 
rial of the trustees of the Episcopal Church 
South, in the city of Huntsville, Alabama, 
praying for compensation for the destruction 
of a church accidentally set on fire by United 
States troops in January, 1864; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Charles 
E. Habicht, publisher of the Tipton Weekly 
Advance, of Moniteau couuty, Missouri, pray- 
ing that persons known as regular publishers 
and dealers in newspapers and periodicals may 
receive by mail such quantities of either as 
they may require in bulk, whether wholly or 
in part printed, and pay postage thereon as 
received at the same rates pro rata as regu- 
lar subscribers to publications weighing four 
ounees who pay quarterly in advance; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. BAYARD. 
the Eureka Milling Company, of Bath, Maine, 
alleging grievances at the hands of special 
agents of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, which came at first to the special Com- 
| mittee on Retrenchment and Investigation. 
They not feeling themselves authorized to take 
cognizance of the subject-matter,it was assented 
to that I should present the memorial to the 
Senate, and I now accompany it with a reso- 
lution that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Retrenchmentand Investigation, 


the matter referred to therein and consider the 
same in their general report; and I ask the 
present consideration of the resolution extend- 


ing the jurisdiction of the committee to this 
| case, abe oe 


| manufactured tobacco in bonded warehouses | 


i Been, publisher of the Record, of Essex | 


same rates of postage as regular subscribers | 


I present the memorial of |; 


and that they be authorized to examine into | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware presents a memorial in regard 
to some grievance of citizens of Maine, and 
asks the reference of it to the Committee on 
Investigation and Retrenchment, and that 
they have authority to consider the same in 
their general inquiry. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the resolution? 

r. PRATT. I object to its present con- 
sideration. The chairman of the committee 
is notin his seat, and I prefer that it should 
lie over until he is present. l 

Mr. BAYARD. I would not have pre- 
sented it in the absence of the chairman but 
that on individual consultation in. the eom- 
mittee-room I understood he approved the 
course which I then suggested and which I 
now take. However, after what has been said, 
I prefer that it should go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent to consider the resolution, which 
|| is more than a simple reference, on the same 
i| day on which it is introduced. Objection being 
made, it will lie over. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the pe- 
tition of G. De Witt, Bro. & Co., praying pro- 
teclion against the importation of brass, cop- 
per, and iron-wire cloth of fine meshes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented the petition of 
George F. Mincke, and thirty-one’ others, 
workers in the Carondelet iron-works: of St. 
Louis, Missouri, praying for a repeal of the 
duties on tea, coffee, and such other articles 
as cannot be produced in the United States, 
and remonstrating against any change in the 
duties on articles which can be successfully 
produced in this country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. . 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That Paulina S. Jones have leave to 
withdraw her petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


| Ordered, That George Andrews have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 
the Senate. ; 


PRINTING OF. CENSUS TABLES, 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committes on Printing, to whom was referred 
& concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for printing extra copies of the 
first eight tables of the census, to report. it 
back without amendment, and recommend its 
passage. The number we have reported is 
half what the Superintendent of the Census 
has asked fer, and what I think be ought to 
have, but there seems to be an indisposition 
| on the part of the other House to print a 
i larger number, and I think-it- better to con- 
cur in their resolution. [ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution of 
the House of Representatives : et 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed in muslin covers twelve thousand: extra 
copies of the first eight tables of the census report, 
of which seven thousand shall be for the use of the 
House, thirty-five hundred for the Senate, and fif- 
teen hundred for the Census Bureau. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what these twelve tables are. Is that the cen: 
sus report giving the population of counties, 
cities, and States? : 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. i : 

Mr. TRUMBULL, It is what corrésponds 
to what was formerly the preliminary report? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; what was formerly 
called the preliminary report will now be a 
summary of the whole work, and that will nos 
be completed until all the rest of the work is 
finished. ee en te 

Mr. TRUMBULL, (examining the docu- 
; ment presented by the committee with “their 
report.) Is this what is proposed to be printed ? 

Mr. ANTHONY... Yes, it is the. statistics 


of population. iam 3 
Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a book that is 
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desired all over the United States, giving the 

population of each S:ate by counties, towns, 

and cities, and it is a book very much songht 
for. I suppose, after it is set up, the expense 
of printing additional copies is not very great, 

“Mr, ANTHONY. Itis stereotyped. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. It is already. stereo- 

typed; the figures are all printed; and it 

seems to me, instead of printing twelve thou- 
sand copies of that work, we ought to print 
fifty thousand. -I have had a great many 
letters already for this census report. My 

recollection of the action of Congress in 1860 

is. that we printed several hundred thousand 

of that report. Ithink we printed more than 
one hundred thousand. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is not the prelim- 
inary report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is not the prelimin- 
ary report, but it contains the full statistics of 
popalation of the United States from 1790 up 
to and including 1870, and it is a book that 
many persons desire to have. Ido not know 
what the cost of printing it after the type is 
setup is. I suppose it is not large. . , 

Mr. ANTHONY. About half a dollar 
apiece, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator says about 
half a dollar. It seems to me we had better 
print a larger number. This resolution would 
give to the Senate some three thousand copies. 
That would be, I suppose, thirty or forty copies 
toa Senator. Witha view of ascertaining what 
the sense of the Senate is, J move to strike out 
“twelve thousand’? and insert ‘‘ fifty thou- 
gand,” 

Mr. ANTHONY. I quite agree with what 
the Senator from Illinois has said; but I think 
it would be better to concur in this resolution 

. now, because until the resolution has passed 
both Houses no copies of the work can be 
distributed; and after this is passed another 
resolution can be passed printing a larger 
number, and as the work is stereotyped it will 
add but little to the expense. I think it will 
facilitate the distribution to pass this resolu- 
tion at once, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. With that suggestion I 

am willing to concur, if the Senator will report 
a resolution to print a larger number. 
_ Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, my colleague on the other side will re- 
member, agreed to report in favor of double 
the. number mentioned in this resolution— 
twenty-five thousand—and the resolution now 
before you contains. that amendment written 
upon it; but it was ascertained that it would 
cause considerable delay in the House, and 
the Superintendent of the Census is over- 
whelmed with applications for this work, as 
Senators are, and we thought it was best to 
concur in this resolution, which will have 
twelve thousand immediately printed, and then 
if. the House will concur with us we will print 
a larger number; if not, we will printas many 
as we can under the rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am willing to acqui- 
esce in that suggestion, and I wiil withdraw 
my amendment to increase the number to fifty 
thousand, with the understanding, or if it be 
necessary I will offer a resolution to. print 
twenty-five thousand additional copies, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent that resolution can be regarded as 
offered now, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing for further action. It will be so 
regarded; and the question now is. on. con- 
curring in this resolution from the House of 
Representatives. 

‘Lhe resolution was concurred in. 


* GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY :COMPANY. 


Mr. OSBORN. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
754) granting the right of way through the pub- 
lic lands for the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph in Florida, have had the same under 
consideration, and directed me to report it back 
with an amendment, and recommend its pas- 


| objéct to this bill except the first paragraph | 


sage. This. bill simply grants the right of way 
to arailroad company through the public lands. 
It is very brief, and I ask the unanimous con- 
seut of the Senate to have it considered at the 
present time. i ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent.’ If there be no objection the 
bill will be considered as before the Senate, 
subject to a demand for the regular order. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

It proposes to grant the right of way through 
the public lands to the Great Southern Rail- 
way Company (a corporation created under 
the laws of the State of Florida,) its successors 
and assigns, for the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph from the St. Mary’s river, in the 
State of Florida, to Key West, together with 
a branch road from the most eligible point on 
the road to Tampa bay and Caloosa Entrance, 
in thatState. The bill grantsthéright, power, 
and authority to the corporation to take, from 
the public lands adjacent to the line of the 
road, materials for the construction thereof, 
which way is granted to the railroad to the 
extent of two hundred feet in width on each side 
where it may passthrough the public domain, 
including grounds for station-buildings, work- 
shops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side- 
tracks, turn-tables, and water-stations, to an 
amount not exceeding forty acres for each sta- 
tion; but within one year from the passage of 
the act the company is to file with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior its acceptance of the terms 
of the act, and a map of the route, exhibiting 
the line of the road and its branch, as it has 
been located. It is to be the duty of the com- 
pany to permit any other railroad, which has 
been or shall be authorized by the United 
States, or by the State of Florida, to form 
running connections with its road on fair and 
equitable terms. 

The company is also authorized and em- 
powered to mortgage in the usual mauner its 
franchise, road-bed, and all property belonging 
thereto, to an amount not to exceed $30,000 
per average mile for the road and branch ; 
and such.mortgage and all bonds issued under 
the mortgage are to be registered in the De- 
partment of the Interior, under such regula- 
tions and restrictions as the Secretary shall 
prescribe. The road is to be a post route and 
a military road; and Congress at any time, 
having due regard for the rights of the com- 
pany, may fix rates of tariff for transportation 
of troops, materials of war, and mails, and may 
add to, alter, or amend this act. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with an amendment, to add to section 
one the following: l 

In case of disagreement, such terms shall be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. 


dent—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I un- 
stand that this bill is recommended by any 
committee ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands. 
` Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
passed the House? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a Senate 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
like to have an opportunity to look at it before. 
it is acted upon. ; 
~ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ‘believe I 
had the floor, aud I will not yield to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia until I make the 
motion I design to make. : i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont was entitled to the floor and desires 
to make a motion, after which the Chair will 
entertain the objection of the Senator from 
West Virginia. = 0 

“Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is s0 un- | 
usual for a railroad’ company to come here 


Presi- 


Has it 


t 


without asking a grant of land, that I do not 


of the- second section, which seems to author- 
ize a quasi indorsement of the bonds of the 
company ; that is,it makes the Department 
of the Interior take charge of the bonds and 
register them: Whether that practice hag 
ever obtained or not, it is certainly, in my 
judgment, a very vicious one. I therefore 
move to strike from section two all of the first 
clause from line one down to line eight, eng- 
ing with the word ‘ prescribe.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia desires the bill to go over 
for examination. It will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

ALBERT WIELAND. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senate will 
indulge me in calling up Senate bill No. 514, 
for the relief of Albert Wieland, which it will 
not take five minutes to pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Postmaster General, in set- 
tling the account of Albert Wieland, contractor 
for carrying the mail on route No. 13692, from 
Duluth to Pigeon river, to allow double the con- 
tract price for the winter months, namely, from 
November 15 to May 15, for the term of his 
contract. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Iwill send up two letters 
received from the Post Office Department since 
the bill was considered and reported, which 
will show the urgency of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Curer Post Orrice Insprctor’s Orrror, 
OTTAWA, Junuary 29, 1872. 

Sir: Iam informed that the contractor for the 
United States mail between Duluth and Pigeon 
river refuses to carry the Canadian closed mails 
passing between’ Windsor and Port William, on the 
ground that he is not paid for this service. 

Will you be so good as to take such steps as may 
be necessary to provide for the transport of these 
mails, the delay of which has already occasioned 
the greatest inconvenience. | i 

I beg to add that a transit rate is paid to your 
Department on all matter passing in the above 
closed mails. 

Your obedient servant, | J. DEWE, 
Chief Post Office Inspector. 

Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Wasurxeton, D. 0., February 1, 1872. 

Siz: Some days since report was received at the 
Department that A. Wieland, contractor for car- 
rying the mails between Duluth, Minnesota, and 
Pigeon river, refused longer to transport the Cana- 
dian closed mail, for the reason that he did not con- 
sidir it a part of the mail which he had contracted 
o Carry. 

He was immediately informed that the Depart- 
ment held it to be a portion of his mail, and that he 
would be fined for every omission to carry it. 

I now inclose copy of a letter from the post <flice 
inspector at Ottawa, stating that this mail has been 
thrown down by Wieland, causing ‘‘the greatest 
inconvenience.” — 

This information is given to you, and copy of the 
Canadian letter furnished, that the legislation now 
before Congress for the relief of this contractor may 
be expedited, and the relief granted as soon as prat- 
ticable, if Congress shall deem it expedient to act 
favorably in the matter. 

The case was fully explained in my letter to you 
of the 8th ultimo, and isan exceptional one, nothing 
of the kind existing in the entire mail service of the 
country. N OES 

But to guard against the possibility of the use of 
this instance as a precedent, by other contractors. in 
urging an increase of compensation, I beg to sug- 
gestthat my letter mentioned of the 8th ultimo be 
printed with the report of the committee, and thus 
placed on permanent record; and that the bill, or 
act of relief, be so framed as to express the object 
for which the augmented pay-is granted, and with a 
proviso that it cease in the event that the closed 
foreign mail ceases to be conveyed over the route, 


Very respectfully, &e. 
JNO. A. J. CRESWELL, 
Postmaster General. 


Hon. A. Ramsuy, Chairman of Commitiee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, United States Senate. 


Mr. RAMSEY. There is a full report in 
this case; but I can explain it briefly. The 
contract for carrying the mails from Duluth to 
Pigeon river, a distance of one hundred and 
sixty miles, on the north shore of Lake Sape- 
rior, was let to Albert Wieland in October, 
1869, The mail was then a comparatively 
small one, and the service a monthly one, for 
but $1,000 a year, going and returning each 
month of the year. For six months of the 
year there is deep snow on the line, sometimey 
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as deep as six or eight. feet, and the mail is 
taken from one point to the other, there being 
but two stations on the way, upon the back of 
the carrier, he going upon snow-shoes, Of 
course this low bid was in contemplation.of 
the mail carried at that time with a reasonable 
increase uponit. He entered upon the contract 
in the summer of 1870; but shortly after, the 
mining interests on the northernshore of Lake 
Superior at Silver Island and the Canadian 
domonstrations toward Manitoba from Thun- 
der bay were so great that the British closed 
mail alone grew to the extent of about one 
hundred pounds each time, so that it wag ab- 
solutely a ruin to the contractor. In view of 
this the Post Office Department looked favor- 
ably on this application, and have given it a 
favorable recommendation. I trust there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Simply to increase the 
compensation during the winter months to 
twice what the contract price is. He gets 
$1,000 a year. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there only $1,000 
involved in the bill? 

Mr. RAMSEY. For this service it increases 
the pay about one half, $500, giving him $1,500 
in lieu of the $1,000 he received before, and 
the reason is the great growth of the mail. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The whole amount in 
the bill then is only $500? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Scarcely that. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIG A. L. PALMER. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up House bill No. 330, to issue an 
American register to the brig A. L. Palmer, 
which was reported some time ago and went 
over under my objection. I have looked at 
the papers, and I am satisfied it is a just case, 
and as an act of justice to the Senator who 
reported it—he is not here this morning—I 
ask to have it taken up and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CILAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. CORBETT. J ask leave to take up 
Senate bill No. 241, for the relief of Chauncey 
M. Lockwood. Itis a bill concerning his com- 
pensation as a mail carrier, who has been a 
long time kept out of his money. It is justly 
due. It will be remembered that in 1868—— 

Mr. NYE. I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. I will give way when this 
bill is taken up. ; à 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us go through the 
morning business regularly. 

Mr. CORBETT ‘subsequently said: As 

there is quite a long report in Lockwood's 

case, I will not ask the Senate to take it up 

this morning, but I will ask that they take it 

up on Monday morning. I give notice that I 

shall then cali up Senate bill No. 241. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 607) to establish the pay of the en- 
listed men of the Army, reported it. with an 
amendment. . 

Mr, PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H.-R. 
No. 1209) granting a pension to George J. St. 
Louis, reported it-without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred ihe bill (S. No. 474) granting a 
pension to George J. St. Louis, moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 


(778) to provide for the payment of women 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs be inereased by the addi- 
tion of one other Senator. : I state asa reason 
for this that the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Davis,] who is a member of that committee, 
is absent on account of illness, and I learn from 
his friends that he is not expected to return to 
this city for some time. - ; J 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from lowa asks unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs be increased, 
during the absence of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, by the addition of one member. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. How 
shall the member be appointed ? 

Several Senators. By the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Chair will appoint the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Stevenson. ] 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 771) 
for incorporating the United States Metallur- 
gical Company; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(3. No. 772) for the relief of the children of 
Abram Fisher; which was read twice by its | 
title, referred to the Cominittee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
773) to provide for the refunding of taxes paid 
by State officers upon their salaries ; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 774) to declare the true intent and 
meaning of section two of an act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, approved March 2, 1867; which 
was read twice by itstitle, referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be jj P 


printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 775) for the relief of the 
trustees of the German Evangelical church at 
Martinsburg, West Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- } 
duce a bill (S. No. 776) to provide for a fire- 
proof building for post office, United States 
court and its offices, pension and. internal 
revenue offices in the city of Grand Rapids, | 
Michigan; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. __ 

Mr.. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S.. 
No. 777) to abolish the tribal relations of the 
Miami Indians, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


nurses during the war; which was read twice 

by its title, referred to the Committee on Mil- 

itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to communicate to the Senate any inform- 
ation in his possession in regard to the ocenpation | 
of the Indian territory by unauthorized persons in | 
violation of treaty stipulations, the numberof such | 
persons, and the circumstances of such occupation. 


RIVER ERONTAGE AT NEW. ORLEANS. | 
Mr.. KELLOGG submitted the following ii 


resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Warbe directed to 
transmit to the Senate any information on file in his 
Department, or that he may be able te obtain, show- 
ing what portion, if any, of the wharf or river front- 
ageatthe city of New Orleans is now claimed or 
occupied by the Government; and if so, on what 
ground and for what purpose the same is so claimed 
or occupied. 

MAPS OF SURVEYS. 


Mr RAMSEY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered. by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of directing 
the publication of tre maps of the survey of the 
upper Mississippi and the Minnesota rivers, made. 
under the direction of the War Department. 


BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS. : 
Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution, to lie on the table: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the 
President be requested to suspend the board of 


; public works for the District of Columbia until such 
; Lime as the committee of the House of Represen‘a~ 


tives now investigating the official conduct of the 


if gentlemen comprising suid board of public works 


shall have made its report and Congress takes defi- 
nite action thereon, 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, some 
week or two ago the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Conxuine] offered.a resolation in this 
body asking about appointments to office.. It 
lies over here from day to: day. I was in 
hopes to have seeu him in his seat this morn- 
ing. There seems to be no disposition to act 
upon it. I desire when that resolution comes 
up to offer an amendment to it, and I will 
send my amendment to the table and ask to 
have it printed, so that I can offer it when the 
resolution is called up. If it is necessary I 
will call up the resolution, not to act on it 
now, because I would not ask action while 
the Senator is away. If I can be allowed 
informally to propose this proposition as an 
amendment to be offered when it does come 
up, I ask to have it laid on the table and 
rinted, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator gives 
notice of his intention to offer an amendment. 
The Chair hears no objection to ordering the 
printing of it, and it will be ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. CARPENTER, and 
others called for the reading of the amend» 
ment. 

. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply wish 
to say that I understood the original resolution 
has not been called up because of a promise 
made to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MoR- 
ton] not to call it up in his absence. 
eed TRUMBULL. I was not aware of 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed 
amendment will be reported. . 

The ‘Secretary read the proposed amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Also, that be furnish the Senate with a copy ofthe 
record or list kept in the respective Departments 


} showing the appointments or removals therein which 


have been credited or charged to each of the Sen- 
ators aforesaid and to what Senator, together with 
the names of the persons recommended to appoint- 
ment or for removal from office by each of said Sen- 
ators, stating particularly in each case whether it 
was a request for an appointment or removal, the 
indorsement of recommendations made by others, 
giving the names of such others, or of the character 
of the parties recommending without any reference 
to the applicant, or a reference of tho papers’ of. 
others to him or the head of a Department, without 
any expression of opinion by the Senator in regard 
thereto, and whether appointments or removals 
have in any instance been made at the suggestion: or 
request of any third party who acted as a go-between 
between either of said Sénators and the appointing 
power, or represented or in any manner eaused it to 
be understood that such appointments <or removals 
would be agreeable to or were desired by any Sen- 
ator, and if so, giving the name of the Senator and 
of the persons who so represented or caused it to he 
understood; and particularly whether any such ap- 
pointments or remoyals have been mude at the sug- 
gestion of Roswell Hart, an assistant superintendent 
of mail service in the State of New York, orof A. H: 
Laflin, now naval officer of the port of New York, or 
of A. B. Cornell, surveyor of the port of New York. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. | This is not now 
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offered, but will be printed to be offered here- 
after, when it can be under the rules. 
Mr. HOWE. Mr. President 


STATUES OF TRUMBULL AND SHERMAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The legislative, 
exeeutive, and judicial appropriation bill is 
before the Senate, aud the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Hows] is entitled to the floor. 
The Chair feels authorized to state that the 
delegation from Connecticut gave notice some 
days since that at one o’clock to-day they de- 
sired to present formally to the United States 
statues of distinguished citizens of that State 
to be placed in the old Hall of the House of 
Representatives. They will, of course, indi- 
cate whether they now are desirous to pro- 
ceed, and if so, whether the appropriation bill 
shall be passed over. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
ceed now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the appropriation bill will be inform- 
ally passed over. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield for that purpose? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The appropriation 
bill is informally passed over. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, by 
an act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, the 
State of Connecticut was invited to furnish 
statues of marble or bronze of two of her 
deceased citizens ‘‘ who have been illustrious 
for their historic renown, or for distinguished 
civil or military services, to be placed in the 
old Hall of Representatives.” 

The State appreciated most highly the grand 
idea of grouping the statues of distinguished 
scholars, patriots, and statemen in the national 
Capitol, but when she would select but two 
of her sons who had made their names as 
immortal as her history, she was confronted 
by many whose eminent services commanded 
attention and embarrassed her choice. Among 
them stood Oliver Ellsworth, a member of this 
body, a Chief Justice of the Supreme.Court of 
the United States, who became eminent asa 
statesman and jurist, and to whom, in connec- 
tion with Mr. Sherman and Mr. Patterson, 


We preter to pro- 


we are, in the opinion expressed by Mr. Cal- | 


houn, indebted for our national Constitution. 

The name of Noah Webster, another son of 
Connecticut, has also become eminent by the 
publication of a work which is the standard for 
definition wherever the English language is 
spoken, and which hag justly given him the 
distinguished reputation of being the American 
philologist. 

The State has also had her logicians and theo - 
logians, among whom was Jonathan Edwards, 
the greatest and most able of the country, of 
whom Thomas Chalmers said, ‘‘ On the arena 
of metaphysics he stood highest of all bis con- 
temporaries;’’ and Robert Hail declared that 
“ he ranked with the highest luminaries in any 
country of any age.’’. His renown is nearly as 
extended as Christianity. 

There were also the Wolcotts, the Gris- 
wolds, the Huntingtons, and many others 
whose services are a part of the history of the 
nation. 

But as the prophet who was sent to anoint 
one of the sons of Jesse to be king over Israel 
suffered them all to pass by until David ap- 
peared, so the General Assembly of Connec- 
ticut suffered all her distinguished sons to pass 
by, until the names of Roger Sherman and 
Jonathan Trumbull were presented, when it 
said, these are they; chisel them in imper- 
ishable marble. That work has been ex- 
ecuted, and we now present their statues to 
the nation. I will ask my colleague to speak 
of Sherman, while I referas briefly as possible 
to the services and character of Trumbull. 

He was born in Lebanon, Connecticut, in 
1710, graduated at Harvard College, and was 
educated for the ministry, but the early death 
of a brother turned his attention to mercantile 
pursuits, which he prosecuted with energy, 


integrity, and punctuality, and which he ex- 
tended to the large cities in this country—to 
the West Indies, Great Britain, and Germany. 

But. he was early called to the performance 
of public duties, and his lifeis interwoven with 
that part of our history which embraces two 
wars between Great Britain and France, the 
oppression of the colonies by Great Britain, 
the American Revolution, and the independ- 
ence of the States. He took a deep interest in 
each event, and an active and influential part 
as an officer of the colony and State. j 

In the wars with France he was the warm 
friend and vigorous supporter of the mother 
country, exerted great influence in raising 
troops for the several campaigns against the 
armies of France, and was repeatedly ap- 
pointed commissioner to act with commis- 
sioners from other colonies upon questions 
which related to pending controversies. 

At the age of twenty-three he represented 
his native town in the colonial Assembly, and 
was three times elected to the speakership of 
that body. He held the offices of colonel of 
militia, judge of the county court, deputy gov- 
ernor, and chief justice of the superior court 
of Conneectient. He was a member of the 
Governor’s council at the time the stamp act 
was passed by the British Parliament. By 
the provisions of that act the Governor of 
each colony was required to take an oath to 
cause all and every clause of the act to be 
observed according to the true intent and 
meaning thereof, which oath was to be admin- 
istered by any three members of the council. 
This requirement was imperative, and the Gov- 
ernor of the colony assembled his council and 
urged the duty of obeying the commands of 
his Majesty the king. 

The Governor of every colony except Rhode 
Island had taken the required oath. Richard 
Henry Lee had solicited the office of stamp 
distributor, and thus proclaimed his readiness 
to obey the requirements of the act. Franklin 
was unable to see any way out of the darkness 
which surrounded the people and the oppres- | 
sive taxation which they felt, except by the 
light of economy “and industry, and even the 
eloquent and impassioned Otis declared it ‘‘to 
be the duty of all to silently acquiesce in the 
decisions of the supreme Legislature of Great 
Britain.’’? Who, then, can wonder that the Gov- 
ernor was ready to act in accordance with the 
judgment of such distinguished citizens? When 
assembled with his council he expressed 2 | 
willingness.to be sworn, but Trumbull, witk 
fearless earnestness, exclaimed : 

“Tt is a violation of your provincial-oath. By the 
dreadful name of God you have sworn to labor for | 
the good of this colony, and you are now preparing | 
to labor for its ruin.” 

But the Governor was unchanged, and as, | 
with uplifted hand, he was about to take the 
oath to execute that oppressive act, Trumbull | 
seized his hat, and in tones which indicated 
the spirit which was burning within, avowed that | 
he would never witness a ceremony so degrad- 
ing to liberty and the colony. As he left the 
council chamber..every eye turned toward his 
retreating form, and every heart thrilled with 
hope, while a majority of the councilors de- 
nounced the impending ceremony and fol- | 
lowed him. He early foresaw that continued 
oppression would separate the colonies from 
the mother country, and in 1767 wrote to Wil- 
liam Samuel Johnson, the agent tor Connec- 
ticut, then in London, ‘ that if methods tend- 
ing to violence were taken to maintain the 
dependence of the colonies, it would hasten a 
separation.” 

In 1769 he was elected Governor of the col- 
ony, which office he held fifteen years by annual 
elections. He wasthe only colonial Governor 
who held the office during the Revolution, and 
who took the side of the people. 

‘ Among the faithless, faithful only he.” 


He was the praying Governor, but was no 
Pharisee. First, he looked to the King of 
kings for wisdom and direction. Second, he 


prayed the British king to cease his oppres- 
sion, but was indignant that Congress pro- 
tracted that prayer until it became a vain 
repetition; and when it was answered by in- 
creased oppression, he prayed. his people to 
arm and fight, soas ‘‘to convince our enemies 
of their mistaken measures and vain attempt 
to deprive us of that inestimable heavenly 
gift, freedom and liberty.” He trusted in God’s 
providence, but was ever on the alert lest that 
providence should find the people unprepared 
to resist oppression and defend their liberties. 

In May, 1774, he issued a proclamation, in 
which he spoke of the dangers with which the 
people were menaced, and set apart a day for 
public fasting and prayer. ‘This he followed 
by an order to all the towns to double the 
quantity of their powder, ball, and flint. He 
denounced the acts of the British Parliament 
as usurpations which placed life, liberty, and 
property at hazard, and declared it to be the 
duty of the colonies to maintain and transmit 
their rights entire and inviolate to the latest 
generation. 

When blood ran in the streets of Lexing- 
ton, Connecticut felt. thata blow was struck 
at her liberties, and Trumbull directed four 
regiments to be ready forthwith to march to 
Boston or some contiguous place, and wrote 
General Gage, then in command of the British 
troops in that town, and, after speaking of the 
alarm which had been caused in Connecticut 
by the fortification of Boston and other mili- 
tary preparations, he inquired: 

“Why isthe town of Boston shut up? To what 
end are all the hostile preparations that are daily 
making? Why do we continually hear of fresh des- 


tinations of troops for this country? Is there no 
alternative but absolute submission or the deso- 


j| lations of war? The people of this colony, you may 


rely upon it, abbor the idea of taking arms against 
the troops of their sovereign, and dread nothing so 
much as civil war, but at the same time we beg leave 
to assure your Excellency that they are most firmly 
resolved to defend their rights and privileges to the 
last extremity.” ` 

He recommended and set his hand to a 
resolution of the General Assembly which 
instructed the delegates from the colony in 
Congress to propose to that body tbat it 
should declare the colonies free and independ- 
ent States, absolved from allegiance to Great 
Britain. He treated with contempt the prop- 
osition of Lord and General Howe, the king’s 
commissioner, to secure peace by returning to 
allegiance and securing pardon. He was the 
stern, uncompromising opponent of every 
measure that invelved the liberties and rights 
of the American people. He was denounced 
by the king as the rebel Governor of Connec-' 
ticut, a title that was intended as a reproach, 
but in reality was a high and honorable dis- 
tinction. . 

In resistance to the arbitrary acts of the 
British Parliament no one was more active, 
ardent, and energetic than Trumbull. Fore- 
seeing the importance of the struggle, he had 
made wise and extensive preparations for de- 
fense when the Declaration was adopted. He 
had the resources of the State so much at com- 
mand as to be ready for vigorous action. In 
1776 he was required by Washington to send 
troops to the defense of New York against the 
threatened attack of General Clinton. In.his 
proclamation calling for volunteers he said: 


“Stand forth for our defense, play the man for 
God and for the cities of our God. May the Lord of 
hosts, the God of the armies of Israel, be your cap- 
tain, your leader, your conductor, and saviour.” 

The appeal was irresistible, it thrilled every 
patriot’s heart, and twenty-threé out of twenty- 
five regiments of the State were soon collected 
for the defense of that city. General Wash- 
ington wrote him: 

“I cannot sufficiently express my thanks for your 
ever strenuous exertions and prudent forecast in 
ordering matters, so that your force has generally 
been_collected and put in motion as soon as de- 
manded.” 

No public officer had such ability and suc- 
cess in preserving the resources of a people 
so as to make them available when needed hy 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1524 


| 

imperative necessity, as Trumbull. When, in 
the winter of 1778, the American Army was 
stationed at Valley Forge, three thousand 
soldiers were reported as unfit for duty by 
reason of being destitute of shoes, clothing, 
and food. Blankets were rare, and the cattle 
around had become so much exhausted that 
there was danger of breaking up the camp by 
famine. Under these embarrassments and 
distresses the Commander-in-Chief wrote Gov- 
ernor Trumbull and said: 

“Tentreat you in the most earnest terms, and by 
that zeal which has ever distinguished your char- 
acter in the present arduous struggle, to give every 
countenance to the persons employed in the pur- 
chasing line in your State, and to urge them to the 
most vigorous efforts to forward supplies of cattle 
from time to time, and thereby prevent such a mel- 
ancholy and alarming catastrophe as the breaking 
up of the camp.” i 

The Governor assembled his council at once 
and laid before them this communication and 
urged immediate action, lest the Army should 
disband and all be lost. But there was res- 
olution and action. Colonel Henry Cham- 
pion, State commissary, had previously been 
specially appointed to procure all the fat 
cattle in the State for such use, and was ready 
to start at once, commencing with his own 
herd, which was augmented in almost every 
town through which it passed, until it finally 
reached and saved the impoverished Army. 
Other droves followed, and the threatened 
evil was averted. 

He also gave suck counsel to the people 
that. they produced flour, grain, and other 
commissary supplies to such an extent as to 
secure to the State the honorable distinction 
of being called the “ provision State.” They 
were also induced by him to mannfacture 
clothing, camp equipage, arms, powder, and 
oiher munitions of war, and met with prompt- 
ness such requisitions as were made by the 
Commander-in-Chief. 

Nor did the Governor manifest less ability 
and influence in recruiting men. To him we 
are indebted for the historic fact that Connec- 
ticut, one of the three smallest States, fur- 
nished more men for the different military cam- 
paigns during the Revolution than any other 
State except, Massachusetts. 

No man was more diligent in business than 
he; it was a passion with him. He allowed 
no leisure hours. His correspondence with 
officials in our own country and with distin- 
guished scholars and statesmen abroad was 
very extensive, aud occupied much of his time. | 
In addition to this and other public duties, he 
was the chief naval officer of Connecticut when 
she had a navy, the building of which he 
superintended. He commissioned the officers, 
and issued orders respecting their duties. He 
received in one year, as the results of their 
cruising, vessels and cargoes which were valued 
at £200,000. He attended to the manufacture 
of powder, to the smelting of lead, to the 
repairs of muskets, and the casting of cannon. 

‘Lo his direction the whole system of finances 
for the State were also committed. The meas- 
ure which he advocated was to ‘‘ tax ‘and pay 
as we go,” and although pecuniary burdens 
were heavy, yet he urged this duty with an 
earnestness that led Connecticut to raise in the 
year 1778 the sum of $600,000 to carry on the 
war. The friendship which existed between 
General Washington and Governor Trumbull 
was intimate and only once interrupted, to be 
more strongly cemented by a just recdgnition 
of the position and authority of each. While 
the Commander-in-Chief was at Cambridge 


new levies of troops had been raised to aug: | 


ment his army. The Governor sent forward 
two companies at once, ordered two regiments 
to join the army with all reasonable expedi- 
tion, and detained some for the defense of the 
coast. He wrote General Washington and 
stated that their detention was absolutely ne- 
cessary. To this Washington made no reply, 


but issued a peremptory order for the new 
levies to march immediately to his camp. The 


Governor wastouched by this neglect, and with 
great dignity wrote: 


“I am surprised that mine of date has not been 
received or was not judged worthy of notice, as no 
mention is made of it.” 


But when Washington, conscious of his mis- 


mistake, replied ‘‘That nothing on his part | 


was intended that might be construed into 
disrespect,’ the wound was healed, and the 
two great men were more closely allied as 
patriots and friends than ever. 

Trumbull was in council with Washington 


and Rochambeau when it was determined to | 
use the French fleet to blockade York river | 


and cut off all communications with Corn- 
wallis’s army from the sea, a plan the wisdom 
of which was manifest in the early surrender 
of that officer with bis army to the Commander- 
in-Chief of our Army. 
honor that he had the confidence and enjoyed 
the friendship of Washington. 
most frequent and wisest counselor. 
his own * brother Jonathan.” 

Sparks says :, 

“ Washington relied on him as one of his main 
pillars of support, and tbat he was always foremost 
in vigorous action, as well as in zeal and public 
spirit.” | 

Bancroft says: 


* He was a perfect model of a rural magistrate, 
never weary in business, profoundly religious, grave 
in his manner, calm and discriminating in his judg- 
ment, fixed in his principles, steadfast in purpose, 
and by his ability claiming universal respect, and 
the unfailing confidence of the freemen of his col- 
ony. 


- Tadd that in hours of thick darkness, when 


He was 


dangers were greatest, when the cause of the | 


colonies appeared the most hopeless, there was 
no want of faith in final success, no faltering 


in the heart of Trumbull, and no relaxation | 


of efforts. 


For good sense and sound judgment, forthe | 


clearness of his convictions, for firmness of 
purpose, for executive ability, and for far- 
reaching statesmanship, he was the peer of 
Washington, and had no superior in that age. 
To crown all, he was a Christian statesman ; 
and when he died all the people wept and made 
inguiry as David made on the death of Abner: 
G Énow ye not that there is a prince and a great 
man fallen this day in Israel?’’ I have often 
visited the resting-place of his body, now lying 
in his native town in the same tomb with the 
remains of one of the signers of the Declara- 
tion of Independence; with a member of the 
Continental Congress, who was also the first 
commissary of the American Army; with a 
deputy commissary of the same Army, and 


` with the first paymaster in the northern depart- 


ment of that Army, who was also the Speaker 


of the House of Representatives of the Second || 


Congress, a member of this Senate, and for 
eleven years the chief magistrate of Connec- 
ticut. . 

The statues were executed in Rome by C. 
B. Ives, a Connecticut artist of skill and high 
reputation. He has done his wark well. The 
Governor is represented, after more than fifty 
years spent in the public service, as delivering 
his last message to the General Assembly of 
the State, in which, contrary to the wishes of 
the entire people, whose respect he had secured 
and whose confidence he had never betrayed, 
he expressed agincere desire that the choicest 
blessings might rest upon his country, and 
declined further public service. 

The statue is intended to represent this great 
and good man; not that the sculptor’s chisel 
can delineate the qualities of mind and heart 
which inspired his life, but it can remind the 
observer of one whose life was made illustrious 
by distinguished services rendered in the day 
which ushered this nation into being, and lam 
not permitted to doubt that when in centuries 
yet to come the observer shall search history 
to learn the character of him whom it repre- 
sents, it will be found that the light which 
shines from his life willreach as far, and be as 
clear, brilliant, instructive, and beneficial as 


It was a distinguished | 


He was his} 


; : 
it that which will shine from any of the galaxy 
of distinguished men who will be represented 
in our national gallery. i 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, in compliance with the invitation of Con- 
gress, the people of the State of Connecticut 
present to the people of the United States 
the statues of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger 
Sherman. They are to stand in the Capitol, 
among the marble effigics of the wise and good 
men whose names illustrate the annals of the 
Republic. 

Precedent, which so soon acquires the force 
of custom, has established the propriety of a 
formal presentation of these memorials of our 
heroic age by the Representatives of the State’ 
in the two Houses of Congress. Such a pre- 
sentation involves an attempt to sketch the 
lives and characters of the men who are thus 
made the immediate objects of contemplation. 

My colleague has spoken in appropriate terms 
of Governor Trumbull. Upon me is imposed 
the grateful duty of calling up to your mental 
conceptions the image of Mr. Sherman. A 
i| dry enumeration of his public services would 
i fail of accomplishing this purpose. We must 
evoke out of the past, as truly as we can, the 
man as he was, in habits of thought, concep- 
tions of duty, moral and intellectual character- 
istics, human relations, and divine faith, and 
having thus caught his idea, we shall have the 
key to his outward action in all the circum- 
stances of his career. It is somewhat difficult 
to do this, for the formative portion of his life 
was spent in-obscurity, and itis a hundred and 
fifty years since he was born, and nbarly eighty 
i| since he died, while it is harder in America 
than anywhere else to realize a century ago. 

Roger Sherman was born at Newton, then 
| written ‘‘ Newtown,” in the colony of Massa- 
i| chusetts, on the 19th day of April, 1721. Ido 
not care to narrate his lineage, though it is 
i| easily traced. His ancestors, both paternal 
i| and maternal, were reputable people, and for 
| three geverations, certainly, next preceding his 
| birth, were of the Puritan stock and faith. 
His father owned and cultivated a small farm, 
his only estate, from which he wrung a nar- 
row support by his own toil. His mother per- 
formed the household labor, with no other 
help than that supplied by her children. Tn 
process of time four sons and as many daugh- 
ters were gathered under their roof. Three’ 
of these were older and four younger than 
Roger. The community and the family were 
both of the typical New England character of 
that day. Newton was, as yet; a purely agri- 
cultural town, composed of a few tarm-houses 
i scattered over a narrow territory, which lay 
folded up, as it were, in a bend of the Charles 
river, afew miles from Boston. The inkab- 
itants lived in frame houses, small, unpainted, 
browned by sun and storm, and what we should 
call uncomfortable. Their lives were passed 
in ever-recurring daily labor, but they found 
| time to build the meeting-house and the school- 
house, that their children might obtain at ieast 
the rudiments of knowledge, and that“ all 
might worship God. I find that during the 
whole period of Roger Sherman’s abode there 
the minister who occupied the Newton pulpit, 
and whose preaching was the explication 
afforded to the growing youth of the mystery 
of life, was Rev. John Cotton, great-grand- 
ison of the famous Boston minister of that 
name, whose faith and zeal seem to-have been 
transmitted unimpaired to his descendant. In 
anage of luxury and sentimentalism, theortho- 
| doxy of that day looks somewhat: grim and 
hard. but it made men who knew ‘low to live 
and die for duty, and so were fitted for the 
work they had to do. eae 

The home life of the Shermans at New- 
ton must have been peculiarly intimate and 
tender. All memorials of it, such as could 
be gathered from anecdotes or correspondence, 
are indeed lost; but there are circumstances 
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which indicate its ‘character. The gathering 
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of the whole family in the place where the 
eldest son resided, upon the father’s death, 
their constant kindness to.the widowed mother 
during the many years that she survived, the 
assistance cheerfully given out of their pov- 
erty by the two elder brothers to their younger 
brothers and sisters until all were happily 
settled in. life, are facts which we know, and 
which find their readiest explanation in the 
affections kindled at the hearth-fires in the 
old Massachusetts home. 

But, however intimate and tender that home 
life, there was one necessity from which itcould 
not escape—the necessity to work in order to 
live. In a family of four boys, straitened for 
the means of liyelihood, some of them must 
find support in the mechanical trades, and, at 
the proper age, Roger was apprenticed to a 
shoemaker. He had learned to read, write, and 
cipher in the common school. This, as yet, 
was the extent ‘of his education. The shoe- 
maker’s shop became his college. It was not 
the best. kipd of an institution of learning; 
not so good as circumstances afforded to his 
after friend, Jonathan Trumbull, but it was 
the best he had, and I think it will be found 
that he made the most of it. He was never 
ashamed of his trade; neither did he eyér 
boast of it, as is the manner of some. It pre- 
sented itself to him as a part of his life-work, 
and he took it to do, as a matter of course. 
And it is while he is learning and working at 
bis trade that we first get some insight into 
his intellectual appetencies, Sitting upon his 
bench, hammering and stitching, he fell into 
the habit of keeping a book by his side, and 
snatching such bits of study as his work would 
allow. What volumes he thus perused we do 
not know, but he was only a few miles out of 
Boston, where books of all kinds were access- 
ible, and it is certain. that in a short time 
after he had attained his majority he had be- 
come so well versed in mathematics as to be 
a, competent land-surveyor and a calculator 
of eclipses for the almanacs of the day. As 
these studies were of his own choice, and pur- 
sued, so far as appears, without a teacher, we 
may fairly infer that his intellectual tastes in- 
clined him to the certainties of mathematical 
science, while his habits of life led him to give, 
even to these, a practical application. 

It will be readily seen that the circum- 
stances of Mr. Sherman’s early life were such 
ag to preclude, in great measure, the ac- 
quisition of those external graces which, ata 
later period and in a wider sphere, contribute 
so much to the happiness, and often to the 
usefulness of their possessor. The son of a 
poor farmer, and bred in an apprenticeship 
of manual labor, his social opportunities were 
limited to the narrowest range, and though 
afterward brought iuto long-continued asso- 
ciation with the best society of the continent, 
he remained somewhat unpolished to the last. 
He was conscious of this defect himself, and 
the consciousness rendered him diffident and 
embarrassed in the courtly circles of the met- 
ropolitan life of that day, where he was con- 
sequently never seen to the best advantage. 
It was in the intercourse of private friendship 
or in the discussions of deliberative assem- 
blies that his remarkable powers came into 
full play. 

But. among the acquisitions of his youth 
there was one which. compensated for all other 
defects, and lay at the foundation of his use- 
fulness in maturer life. From the dawning of 
his intelligence he dwelt among a people who, 
however assiduous in attention to the interests 
of the visible world, yet lived in the habitual 
and thoughtful contemplation of a world yet 
invisible, but to their consciousness even more 
real than the former. It is not. easy for the 
present generation to apprehend the intense 
faith of the.early inhabitants of New England. 
Without a lingering doubt or mental reserva- 
tion, they accepted the Bible as the divine 
utterance to humanity. It was the atmosphere 


through which they looked up to God, the mir- 
ror in which they beheld themselves. They 
never wearied in its contemplation, and out 
of that contemplation arose-a conception of 
duty broad as life, high as heaven, and last- 
ing as eternity. God was at once its motive 
and its end, and it was essentially regulative 
of every action and every thought. 
ness or depravity of human nature might thwart 
its operation, but it was always present to the 
mind as the ideal of what life ought to be. It 
was among a people cherishing this conception 
that Mr. Sherman was trained from infancy to 
early manhood. The faith which so wrought 
in them was imparted to him, and in the year 
that he attained his majority he became a mem- 
ber of the church in Newton. Thus the earthly 
became to him the vestibule of the heavenly, 
and the relations of time took onthe sanctions 
of eternity. 

Meanwhile, other great changes had taken 
and were about to take place. His father had 
died two years before. His elder brother had 
removed to Connecticut, and the aged mother 
and his younger brothers and sisters were de- 
pendent upon him for support. His trade, at 
which he wrought as he had opportunity, was 
unremunerative, and it was finally determined 
to seek a new home and better fortunes in 
another colony. The eldest son of the family 
had settled in New Milford, a village on the 
western border of Connecticut, and thither, in 
1748, they all went, the mother and younger 
children in such vehicle as they could obtain, 
and Mr. Sherman on foot, carrying the tools 
of his trade upon his back. He was now twenty- 
two years of age, tall of stature, vigorous in 
health, inured to labor, greedy of knowledge, 
poor in purse, of warm affections, devout faith, 
bashful yet energetic, with great undeveloped 
powers, and opportunity waiting in the future. 

His life henceforth naturally divides itself 
into three periods: the first, of eleven years, 
extending to his admission to the bar in 1754; 
the second, extending from the latter date to 
his election to the Continental Congress in 
ae and the last, continuing to his death in 

The first period, like the preceding portion 
of his life, was one of trainingand study. For 
a short time he worked at his trade; then he 
assisted his brother in keeping a country store. 
Some employment he found as a land sur- 
veyor. But his principal attention was grad- 
ually concentrated upon the study of the 
law. His accurate judgment and practical 
wisdom were well calculated to guide him in 
the application of legal science, and the vil- 
lagers fell into the habit of consulting him 
about their disputes. Thus his reputation 
increased, and added to his motives for ac- 
quiring a more profound knowledge of juris- 
prudence. He pursued his studies patiently 
in the intervals of business, and was widely 
known as a counselor before his admission to 
the bar. This event took place in December, 
1754, when he was thirty-three years of age. 

Hitherto Mr. Sherman had moved in a private 
sphere. At the commencement of this, the 
second period of his mature life, he entered 
upon that public career which terminated only 
with his death. In 1755 he was elected to the 
colonial Legislature, of which he continued 
to be a member, almost without interruption, 
for thenexttwenty years. During this period, 
also, he held successively the principal judicial 
offices in the colony. In 1761 he transferred 
his residence to New Haven, assumingat once 
in the latter place the prominence which he 
had occupied in the former. 

From 1755 to 1763, the colony was convulsed 
by the efforts put fotth in the war between 
France and Great Britain, and in which the 
theater of active operations was on the Ameri- 
can continent. r. Sherman was among the 
foremost in promoting the extraordinary exer- 
tions made by Connecticutin the conflict. Year 
after year levies offive thousand men were raised 
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and dispatched to the scene of active opera- 
tions at Crown Point, Fort William Henry, 
Louisburg, Ticonderoga, and Quebec, or em- 
barked to perish by shipwreck, fatigue, and 
pestilence in the West Indies. Four hundred 
thousand pounds were expended by the little 
colony from her own treasury. No other col- 
ony, in proportion to population and resources, 
had furnished an equal quota of money and 
troops. 

The restoration of peace was but the begin- 
ning of new troubles. The financial difficul- 
ties which the British ministry encountered at 
the close of the war suggested the device of 
raising money in America by parliamentary 
taxation. Mr. Sheriman steadily resisted the 
scheme. The branch of the Legislature which 
corresponded to the present State senate con- 
tained some individuals who were disposed 
to submit to the demands of the Crown, and 
at the election of 1766 their places were sup- 
plied by new members of the opposite sen- 
timents, of whom Mr. Sherman was the most 
prominent.. The sessions were not public, and 
we can learn their proceedings only from 
results. It is certain that from the period at 
which I have arrived down to the final resort to 
arms a resolute determination was evinced to 
resist the arbitrary pretensions of Parliament. 
The part taken by Mr. Sherman may be inferred 
from the fact that in August, 1774, he was 
appointed one of the delegates from Connec- 
ticut to attend the first general Congress. 
Hitherto his public services had been limited 
to the colony in which he resided. There, as 
jadge, legislator, and councilor, he had ob- 
tained a hold upon the confidence and respect 
of the people, which caused all eyes to turn 
to bim in the grave complications that were 
arising. 

Mr. Sherman entered upon this third stage 
of his career at the ripe age of fifty-three years. 
He served in succession in the revolutionary 
Congress, the Congress of the Confederation, 
the Federal Convention, in the first House of 
Representatives under the Constitution, and in 
the Senate of the United States; and, among 
the many eminent men with whom he was thus 
brought in contact, he was always conspicuons. 
“A man who never said a foolish thing in bis 
life,” said Mr. Jefferson of him. ‘ The clear- 
est head and the steadiest heart,” said John 
Adams; and these two, the representatives 
of extremes of political opinion, were his asso- 
ciates in public service during all this period. 

The multifarious character of his employ- 
ments seems at this day astonishing. Ata time 
when the executive administration was con- 
ducted by committees of Congress, he was a 
member of those appointed to prepare instruc- 
tions for the Army, to establish regulations of 
trade, to provide for a currency, to procure mil- 
itary supplies, to raise money, to concertaplan 
of military operations, and of others appar- 
ently equally incongruous. Having from the 
first believed independence to be the only 
adequate remedy for the evils which existed, 
he was placed upon the committee to draft the 
Declaration, and afterward.upon that selected 
to prepare Articles of Confederation. At a 
later period ‘he was successively a mem- 
ber of the Board of War and Ordnance, of 
the Marine Committee, and of the Board of 
Treasury. 

But it is from the part which he took in the 
Convention of 1787 that Mr. Sherman is most 
known at the present day. His influence in 
that body was great, and increased as his asso- 
ciates became more familiar with his qualities. 
He seems to have regarded the work to be 
accomplished there in a twofold aspect: first, 
to form a more efficient Union; and secondly, 
so far as was compatible with such efficiency, 
to preserve the functions of the State govern- 
tents. ‘These ends he kept stéadily-in view, 
though not refusing to yield his own opinions 
as to the method of attaining: them. He spoke 
often, but always briefly ‘and directly to the 
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point. In the most excited discussions he re- 
mained calm, and when excitement reached 
the height of angry feeling, and threatened to 
frustrate the objects of the Convention, he was 
able to reconcile the contending parties with- 
out sacrificing his own convictions. This 
power was mainly exerted in his intercourse 
with the members outside of the Conven- 
tion, after its daily sessions were over, and 
arose in great part from the perfeet confidence 
in his wisdom and integrity with which he in- 
spired all who knewhim. The attentive reader 
of the Madison Papers and the contemporary 
documents will remember two occasions on 
which the Convention seemed to be in danger 
of utter failure. In both Mr. Sherman exerted 
all his remarkable influence to avert the catas- 
trophe. 

To him, more than to any other man, do we 
owe the authority conferred upon Congress to 
regulate commerce, without which the Union 
would have been a rope of sand. To him, as 
much as to any other man, do we owe the fact 
that we possess a Federal and not a consolid- 
ated system—a fact in which lies our most 
perfect assurance of the perpetuity ofrepub- 
lican institutions. 

Mr. Sherman was a member of the House 
of Representatives in the first Congress which 
assembled after the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion. He displayed there the same qualities 
which had made him conspicuous in all the 

arts of his public life. An attempt was made 
in the interest of slavery to deny the right of 
petition, He resisted it with great energy 
and final success. On the other hand, when 
a proposition was made by the opponents of 
the slave trade to restrain that traffic by a duty 
upon each imported negro, he opposed it, 
because a duty was a tax; a tax involved the 
idea of property in the subject of taxation, 
and he would not admit the possibility of 
property in man. He attracted the confidence 
of his associates in the House, as he had done 
everywhere. Fisher Ames said: 

“Hy happened to be absent while a bill was 
under discussion, I always felt safe in voting as Mr. 
Sherman did, for he always voted right.” 

After a brief service as a Representative, 
Mr. Sherman was elected to the Senate. The 
sessions of this body were then held in secret, 
and we know what occurred only by the 
Journals and by contemporary anecdotes and 
correspondence. It was, however, a fitting 
place in which to bring his long career of faith- 
ful public service to a close. His old friends 
and associates were around him. ‘There were 
those who, like him, had resisted the first 
aggressions of the British Crown; with whom 
he had met in the Congress of 1774, to take 
counsel together how to make that resistance 
successful; in whose minds, as in his own, had 
grown up the conviction that it must at last 
come to the bloody arbitrament of war, with 
but one or two issues visible in the future— 
independence or the scaffold. They could 
talk of the wonderful past which they had wit- 
nessed together; of the solemn signing of 
the Declaration; of the dark years that fol- 
lowed, in which it so often seemed that all 
was lost ; of the glad news of the alliance with 
France ; of the dawning of peace; of the birth- 
throes of the Constitution. And now it was all 
over ; the Republic was established; Washing- 
ton was President ; the future was bright. It 
was time for the old patriot to die. On the 28d 
day of July, 1798, at the ripe age of seventy- 
two years, he closed his life in peace. 

There is one word which is most expressive 
and most true in its application to Mr. Sher- 
man. He was, emphatically, a wise man. In 
this is the explanation of the fact which I 
have often alluded to, that he so surely won 
the confidence of all his associates in all the 
circumstances in which he was placed. “There 
goes a man,” said one of his fellow-members 
in Congress, ‘‘ who has more common sense 
than any other person that I ever knew.’ 
The expression was inadequate, for common 


sense is wisdom applied 'to the ordinary affairs 
of life, and wisdom has no other name than 
its own in the administration of States and 
nations; but the anecdote is an illustration of 
the impression which Mr. Sherman everywhere 
created. He was not eloquent, but he con- 
vinced men. He had a clear apprehension 
of the relations of things, and a faculty of 
making those relations clear to others; so that 
he gained their permanent assent to his prop- 
ositions, while the orator whom he encoun- 
tered only swayed their fleeting emotions; and 
his wisdom was the more influential because 
he was a just man. He would not wrong a 
human being, nor would he suffer a wrong to 
be done if he could help it. No sharing of 
responsibility with others could persuade him 
to do or connive at injustice. His moral 
convictions were profound and controlled all 
his conduct. He said: 


“Tf you ask me if this measure will be popular, 
LIanswer, it will, because it is right.” 


He never seemed to care for popularity, but 
he always seemed to be anxious to do right. 
He thought of duty, not of himself, and the 
people made him serve them for nearly forty 
years without intermission. 

The epoch in which he lived was one of 
preparation for great changes in the condition 
of mankind. It began when the first George 
occupied the British throne, and Peter the 
Great wore the imperial crown of Russia. It 
terminated as the headof Louis XVI fell upon 
the scaffold of revolutionary France. The 
names which filled the mouths of men in the 
years which intervened from 1721 to 1798, 
were mostly those of kings and potentates— 
George II, Louis XV, Frederick the Great, 
Catherine II, and even the feeble Philips and 
Ferdinands of Spain. They cover the pages 
of history, yet they were weak or dissolute, 
or cruel, and their century closed with the 


“bloody protest of humanity against the longer 


rule of such as they. We turn with a feeling 
of relief from the record of their useless, or 
worse than useless lives, to the contemplation 
of the wise, just, and faithful man who, having 
patiently served his generation, died withouta 
stain upon his name, and left a gracious and a 
beautiful memory to his country and to man- 
kind. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I send to the Chair two 
resolutions, and ask unanimous consent for 
their present consideration. 

The resolutions were read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring.) That the thanks of Congress are 
presented to the Governor, and through him to the 
people of the State of Connecticut for the statucs 
of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sherman, whose 
names are so honorably identified with our revo- 
lutionary history. i 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in 
the name of the nation, and assigned a place in the 
old Hall of the House of Representatives already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citi- 
zens, and that acopy of this resolution, signed by the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the Governor 
of Connecticut. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolutions. - a 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, it is with 
more than common pleasure that I offer these 
resolutions, which I am sure will meet with the 
unanimous vote of the Senate, welcoming to 
the Pantheon of America the statues of the 
two illustrious men whose lives and characters 


have been portrayed with such eloquent truth 
and fidelity by the Senators from the State 
which claims their glory. But not hers alone. 
Connecticut may indeed hold their memories 
in a tenderer and more affectionate veneration ; 
Connecticut may feel with a greater weight 
the obligation which their examples and their 
characters impose; but renown like theirs 
passes the limits of States, and, spreading 
from ocean to ocean, reaches as wide as the 
ever-expanding boundaries of the Repub- 
lie. Nor is it confined to the Republic, for, 


| in all the world, wherever constitutional free- 
| dom lias gained a foothold, wherever in the | 
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progress of civilization popular rights shall 
find recognition and protection, the names “of 
Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sherman. will: 
be held in honorable remembrance. - They: 
were great men at a time of great men. They. 
towered high among their compeers when only 
men of marked character rose above the sur- 
ace. 

Mr. President, when we contemplate ` the 
revolutionary period of our history and the: 
characters of the men who made it illustrious, 
we estimate higher and higher the great work 
which they accomplished and the mighty hands 
that performed it. And with that contempla- 
tion naturally comes a higher sense of the 
responsibility which the lives and the Jabors 
of such men devolve upon. those who succeed 
to the inheritance which they achieved. Surely 
it has not pleased the all-wise Disposer of 
events to intrust to any country a larger 
measure of the destinies of the future than to 
ours, nor has He burdened any generation 
more richly with the hopes of mankind. The 
reverence in which we hold the memories of 
these men, and of those like them, is no im- 
perfect test of our fidelity to their principles, 
of our fidelity to our own political duties and 
responsibilities. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in further compliance with the 
acts of Congress, engineer. reports of certain 
rivers and harbors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
‘printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
1539) to provide for a building for the use of 
the post office, custom-house, pension office 
United States circuit and district courts, an 
internal revenue offices at Hartford, Connec- 
ticut. s 
The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills: `- 

A bill (8. No. 858) to restore the records of 
the United States courts in the northern dis- 


| trict of Illinois; and 


A bill (S. No. 742) to amend section thirty- 
five of an act entitled ‘ An act to reduce in- 
ternal taxes, and for other purposes.’’ 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1271) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act. granting a pension to Phoebe 
Sofield, widow of Lewis Sofield ;” 

A bill (H. R. No. 1424) to reimburse John 
E. Woodward for certain moneys paid by him ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appropri- 
ations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for,other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1782) in relation to 
bounties ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1862) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make certain nego- 
tiations with the Ute Indians in Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1864) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of April 10, 1869, entitled 
tAn act to amend the judicial system of the 
United States ;” ; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 1865) for the relief of 
the sureties of James T. Miller; late collector 
and depositary at Wilmington, North Caro- 


lina ; 3 

A bill (H. Ri No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. MeKinney ; : 

A bill (Hi R. No. 1867) for the relief of 
James T. Johnston; and ae 

A bill (H: R. No. 1868) for the relief of 
Elias C. Boudinot. 
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ENROLLED. BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed. the follow- 
ing ‘enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signied by the Vice Pregident: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1584) to authorize the 
construction of:a fire-proof building at Albany, 
New York; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1549) for the relief of 
Jacob H. Ela. i 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A. message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. E. Babcock, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the Sth 
instant, approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. No. 533) for the relief of Lucas, 
O’Brien, Dickinson, and other counties in the 
State of Iowa; 


An act, (S. No. 570) transferring certain | 
powers and duties to the Department of Jus- | 


tice, and providing a seal therefor; and 
An act (S. No. 644) amending the act 
approved July 27, 1868, entitled “An act relat- 
ing to pensions.” 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. COLE. I crave the indulgence of the 
Senator from Wisconsin who is entitled to the 


floor [Mr. Howe] to present a very lengthy | 


telegraphic communication which has been 
placed in my bands since one o'clock, from 
the Chamber of Commerce of the city of San 
Francisco. Tt relates to a bill now pending in 
the House of Representatives, to grant some 

rivilege on Goat Island, in the harbor.of San 
Francisco, to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. 
Senate, I move that the communication be 
printed and laid on the table. 

-The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appro- 


ptiations to supply deficiencies in the appro- | 
priations for the service of the Government | 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and 
for former years, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1782) in relation to | 


bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The bill (H. R. No. 1862) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to make certain nego- 


tiations with the Ute Indians in Colorado—to | 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H, R. No. 1271) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act granting apension to Phoebe 
Sofield, widow of Lewis Sofield’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1424) to’ reimburse 
Johu E. Woodward for certain moneys paid 
by him; the bill (H: R. No. 1864) to extend 
the provisions of the act of April 10, A. D. 
1869, entitled ‘f An act to amend the judicial 
system of the United States;” the bill (H. R. 
No. 1865) for the relief of the ‘sureties of 
James T. Miller, late collector and depositary 
at Wilmington, North Carolina; the biil (H. 
R. No. 1866) for the relief of Mrs. Frances 
A.. McKinney; the bill (H. R. No. 1867) 
for the relief of James T. Johnston; and the 
bill (H. R. No: 1868) for the relief of Elias C. 


Boudinot—to the Committee onthe Judiciary. | 


LEGISLATIVE, EFO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the cousideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropri» 
ations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial.expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, and. for other pur- 
poses, the question being on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, inserting the following clause on page 
62, after line fifteen hundred and twenty-one: 


To enable the President of the United States to 
perfect.and put in force such rules regulating the 
civil Service as may from time to time be adopted by 
him, $40,000 


As the matter is not now before the | 


i 


i| should believe it the worst. 


i| For whether its abuses be greater or less, the 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I propose to |! 
vote against the pending amendment; but as 
that vote would not very intelligently repre- 
sent my ideas on the subject of civil service 
reform, I. desire, so far as I am able, to give 
expression to those opinions. 

If the time has really come when the country 
is prepared seriously to consider the condition 
of its civil service, and to make an honest 
effort for its improvement, I desire to contrib- 
ute my mite to the disenssion. Whether that 
service is the best in the world, as asserted by 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morron,] or 
the worst, as proclaimed by the Senator trom 
Illinois, [Mr. Trumpuxt,] is a question 1 will 
not stop to debate. . For the interests of the 
service itself, I would rather the country 
We might, in that 
case, hope for more united and earnest effort 
foritsreform. For the interests of the Repub- 
lican party to which I belong, and especially 
for the interests of the Senator from linois, 
I should hope a candid examination of the 
condition of that service would show it to 
be not quite so desperate as he represents. 


Republican party, and not President Grant, 
is responsible for them. Let no Republican 
forget that. We may be quite sure no Demo- 
crat will forget it. 

To some of us those may seem to have been 
happy days when the high priest could ‘lay 
both of his hands upon the head of the live 
goat and confess over him all the iniquities 
of the children of Israel and all their trans- 
gressions in all their sins, putting them upon 
the head of the goat,’’ and then could “send 
him away by the hand of a fit man into the 
wilderness.” But those days are not for us. 
We cannot lay the sins of our civil service4 
upon the head of General Grant. Nor, if we 
could, do I yet quite discover the priest who 
is to dispatch him into the wilderness. It 
requires no investigation to inform us that 
all the evils of our present civil service atise 
either from the laws which regulate it or from 
the persons who administer it. The men who 
now and for many years have administered 
that service are in place under the sanction 
of the Republican party. President Grant 
has, to be sure, for something less than three 
years past, made the nominations for the prin- 
cipal offices in our service; but we know that 
even in making nominations he has been: for 
the most part guided by Republican coun- 
sels, not to say Republican solicitations. In 
a few individual cases no doubt the President 
has nominated upon his own personal knowl- 
edge, and therefore upon his own responsi- 
bility. 

But whether the administrators of our civil 
service were nominated upon the responsibility 
of the President or not, they were confirmed by 
the Senate acting on its own responsibility. 
If the President has nominated bad men, the 
Senate has confirmed bad men. To all the 
guilt the President has incurred by his ap- 
pointments, be it much or little, the Senate is 
clearly accessory. It is not improbable that 
some of the sprightliest of us may secure par- 
dons by turning State’s evidence. It is quite 
possible that some of these penitential Repub- 
licans who are now confessing the crimes of 
Republicanism most clamorously may escape 
the penitentiary thereby; but of one thing we 
may be sure, that no amount of self-objurga- 
tion will enshrine any one of us in the White 
House. i 

Iam not deaf to these shouts of applause 
which greet each successive chapter of this new 
Book of Lamentations, now running through 
the press. But. we need not be deceived by 
them. Louder plaudits than any we hear 
greeted the monstrous fictions of those recu- 
sant Jesuits who, two hundred years ago, stood | 
forth to destroy a great political party by charg- 
ing it with the popish plot. 

Not even the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Scxvrz,] with all his vare gifts, has even ap- 


aes 


proached the height of that wonderful popu- 
larity which for a time buoyed up Titus Oates. 
Multitudes uncovered their heads in the streets 
whenever he appeared, A large pension was 
voted him by Parliament. Roomsin the palace 
of Whitehall were prepared for his occupation. 
But for the very perjuries which secured to 
Titus Oates these unusual honors he was 
afterward compelled to stand in the pillory 
and to be whipped at the cart’s tail. i 

I hope, therefote, that while we kneel before 
the altars of Democracy to confess the delin- 
quencies of those who have been called to 
administer our civil service, we shall remem- 
ber not only that we are making confession of 
the sins of the Republican party, but, admon- 
ished by the unhappy experiences of Mr. Titus 
Oates, we shall be content with the confession 
of actual sins, and not in our zeal for absolu- 
tion gush with the recital of purely fictitious 
ones. Calumny may for a time be applauded, 
but in the end it is sure to be condemned. 

For such evils as spring from the laws regu- 
lating our civil service of course the legisla- 
tive and not the executive department of the 
Government must be held responsible. If the 
laws are not what they ought to be, Congress 
should amend them; the President cannot. 
And for all such evils, I must add, no one man 
has incurred so heavy responsibility as the 
honorable Senator from Illinois. ‘The reasons 
are obvious. For many years before he took 
his seat in the Senate he was a distinguished 
member of that profession whose especial 
business it is to know the laws. ‘There is but 
one member of this body who is his senior in 
senatorial service. And more than all, for the 
last cleven years he bas stood at the head of 
the ‘Judiciary Committee, whose leading pre- 
rogative it is to consider defects in the legisla- 
tion of the country and to propose the remedy 
for them. If we shall succeed in convincing 
the country that it is suffering through defect- 
ive laws, the country will be apt to inquire of 
the Senator from Illinois why, with all his 
opportunities for knowing these defects and 
all his powers for removing them, he has not 
repaired them, 

For these reasons, among others, I should 
be glad if it could be made to appear that the 
condition of our civil service is not so very 
desperate as the Senator from Illinois repre- 
sents it. 

But I speak to-day noton behalf of the Sen: 
ator from Illinois, nor on behalf of the Repub- 
lican party, but on behalf of our civil service. 
Treadily agree that the condition of that service 
is much worse than it ought to be. 1 agree 
that it may be reformed. I insist that it must 
be reformed. The great question is, how can 
it be reformed? Two plans have been pro- 
posed. The Senator from Illinois proposed 
one in the last Congress. He proposed simply 
to. declare it a penal offense for a member of 
Congress to advise the President touching an 
appointment to office. - Another plan proposed 
by several is to’strain the public into official 
places by means of a competitive examina- ° 
tion. One of the modifications of this last plan 
we are informed is already in operation. I speak 
it with great diffidence, but lam obliged to say 
that in my judgment we cannot expect any 
substantial improvement in our civil gervice 
from either of these expedients. 

It is impossible that the President would 
make better selections when deprived of the 
advice of the Representatives of these great 
States. Undoubtedly a member of Congress 
sometimes gives bad advice. So would the 
President receive plenty of bad advice if he 
never spoke toa member of Congress. Let 
it be conceded that knaves and fools some- 
times get into Congress. The melancholy fact 
remains that there are @ great many knaves 
and fools who do not get into Congress. Let 
it be conceded that a member of Congress may 
sometimes urge an appointment with a view 
of keeping ih Congress rather than of pro- 
moting the public good. Who ean absolutely 
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know that men outside would never advise an | 
appointment with a view of getting into Con- 
gress rather than of promoting the public 
good? The President must be advised b 
some one. Let him be advised byall. Exclude |! 
no one from his presence. Let Representative 
and constituent appfoach him freely. We 
know there is not absolute safety in such a 
multitude of counselors, but to my mind it is | 
very manifest that we should not increase the | 
security by reducing the number of his coun- 
selors. 

Nor am I yet persuaded that the public 
security is to be increased or the public service | 
improved by the system of competitive exam- 
inations, Of the two plans of reform, I should 
have the most hope, or rather should have the 
least fear, of the first. The first is least ex- | 
pensive, And although it does not seem to 
me possible that either can do auy good, I am 
quite confident the first would do the least 
harm. The first plan excludes from the coun- 
sels of the President only the few individuals 
who happen to be members of Congress. If 
they are excluded, the President could still 
consult all the rest of the nation. But the 
competitive system excludes from his coun- 
sels the whole nation except the three, five, 
or nine individuals who may compose the 
examining board. 

This plan seems to me illogical. It assumes 
that the President, with the people to consult, 
cannot be trusted to select a postmaster, and 
yet that we can depend upon his selecting an 
examining board of such immaculate purity | 
as that virtue and intelligence will alone gravi- 
tate to it as unerringly as steel dust flies to the 
loadstone—as if a man who cannot compose a 
verse of poetry should be employed to con- 
struct a machine which can compose an Iliad. 

The plan seems to me illusory. I.do not see 
how it is possible to secure a healthy civil 
service merely by putting the appointing power 
under guardians, and leaving the power to 
remove unfettered. When your examining 
board has coerced a weak or bad President into 
making a good appointment, despite his own 
inclinations, and despite the clamors of 
reckless Representatives, what power shall keep 
the aod man in place when the control is 
removed, and the same influences clamor for 
his removal? 

The plan seems to me delusory. Thequali- 
fications for all public trusts are capacity, 
industry, and integrity. Examination can test 
capacity of a certain sort. It cannot detect 
the other and more indispensable qualities of 
industry and integrity. That is confessed. 
Therefore the plan remits the candidate to 
probation for the test of those qualities. But 
probation would demonstrate capacity in far 
less time and with far more accuracy than it 
could detect the other qualities. Why not trust 
to probation to settle the whole question? 

The plan seems to me revolutionary. It 
strips from President and people the high 
prerogative of controlling the public service, 

. and enthrones a committee in their stead. 

The plan seems to me unconstitutional. The 
Constitution has delegated the power of ap- 

ointment to the President and Senate, to the 

resident alone or to. the heads of Depart- 
ments. The Constitution gives the nation to 
choose from. . The competitive plan compels 
the appointing power to fill every office from a 
list of those persons designated by a tribunal 
unknown to the Constitution as the best three. 

The plan seems to me preposterous, not to 
say presumptuous. It assumes that a com- 
mittee of five. mortals can determine by a liter- 
ary examination which out of forty million 
people are the best three men to fill a vacant 
Auditorship or a vacant clerkship. On. the 
contrary, common observation and common 
sense declare that among those millions there 
are thousands between whom a committee of 


angels could not determine which was best or 


cience Himself was to make the selection, He 


j would not attempt to select the most capable 


and the most faithful, but, content to know 


ij that all were capable and ali faithful, would 


give the preference to him whom misfortune 


| had visited most heavily, and so was left most 


needy, or to him who, in some great national 
couflict, had challenged the world’s admira- 
tion by his daring, and his country’s gratitude 
by exhibiting that daring in her cause and not 
in the cause of her enemies: cr to him, possibly, 
I do not hesitate to add, who, when he last went 
to the polls, voted the Republican ticket and 
not the Democratic ticket. For I am obliged to 
confess I still adhere to the Republican party. 
And what may be thought more singular in these 
timesis, | adhere to that party in the hope that 
I may thereby give it some support, and not in 
the hope that {Í may thereby the more fatally stab 
it. And, standing in that attitude toward the 
Republican party, I confess, if I had the power 
of appointment, and if Í found two men equally 


qualified for assessor of internal revenue or | 
collector of customs, one of whom was a Re- | 


publican and the other a Democrat, I should 
not feel very guiity if I preferred the former 
to the latter. Undoubtedly we ought to love 
our enemies. An old gospel requires that of 
usall. I quite agrée with it. I abjurealiogether 
that older dispensation which taught the world 
to love their friends and hate their enemies. 
But I do not yet quite accept this new gospel 
of peace taught by ‘‘the patriotic Repub- 
licans,’”? and which requires us to love our 
enemies and hate our friends! : 

But if the competitive system were perfectly 
constitutional, rational, and practical; if our 
Presidents, who cannot be trusted to select 
officers because of their affinity for knaves and 
-blockheads, could be relied on to select an 
examining board, who would expel incapacity 
and infidelity from official circles as unerringly 
as the risen sun expels darkness from the face 
of nature, then we would have a service in 
deed supplied by honesty and capacity. Then 
our civil service would be improved by as 
much as our officials now fall short of those 
characteristics. - But even then statesmen 
may well consider for a moment whether the 
new system would not inaugurate evils quite 
as great as those from which it releases us. It 
should be remembered that. men will ks slow 


| to come from a distance to pass the ordeal of 


the competitive system. . 

All the States are now represented in the 
bureaus of the capital. They came here from 
the shores of the Gulf and of the Pacific con- 
fident of being able to establish their fitness 
either by examination or probation. But what 
citizen of Nebraska or Missouri will come 
here for a clerkship or an auditorship when 
he knows that his employment depends, not 
upon his being able to demonstrate that he is 
capable and honest, but upon his being able to 
convince an examining board, of whom he 
knows nothing, that he is one of the three 
most capable and most honest men in the 
United States; and not only must he con- 
vince them of that fact, but must make them 
certify to its When the portals of the Execu- 
tive Departmenis are guarded by such a Cer- 
berus, is there not reason to believe that your 
bureaus will soon come to be administered by 
those found in the purlieus of Washington 
and in the States adjacent to the District? 
When that shall be the case, is there not dan- 
ger that distant States will gradually lose their 
confidence in and their affection for a Gov- 
ernment in whose administration they have so 
little share? 

But this is not the whole extent of the evil. 
The plan contemplates filling many of the 
offices in the States in the same way. Only one 
of the three best men in the United States 
can aspire to the post office in Bungtown if 


the revenues of that post office exceed: $200 ii 


and do not exceed $1,000. Probably. half 


which was least fitted ; from whom, if Omnis- |! of the post: offices in Wisconsin: are of that 


description. These offices have been regarded 
as local. At any former period of our his- 
tory that would bave been regarded a bold 
and a bad Administration which should have 
made a citizen of one town postmaster in an 
adjoining one. But when, under the. behests 
of the competitive system, postmasters are 
exported from Pennsylvania to lowa, upon the 
pretext that citizens of the latter State, although 
good men, yet do not appear to the examining 
board to be the best, the competitive system 
will hardly be expected to endear the Govern- 
ment to the people of Iowa. 

. Nor do the evils stop here. The aim of 
the competitive system is to secure perma: 
nency to those holding subordinate positions 
in the Government; not merely to give them 
fixed terms, (which I think they oughtto have, ) 
but to give them permanent tenures; to make 


civil administration a profession; to introduce 
into the body-politic a governing class! Is 
such an end desirable? Will not such a class 
be an object of perpetual jealousy to the people? 
Will not one great bond of sympathy between 
government and people be dissolved? Will 
not the people distrust the Government the 
more the less they know of the persons who 
administer it? I merely suggest these ques- 
tions. I shall not attempt to answer, much 
less to argue them. - 

Civil service reform, as expounded by ‘its 
chief apostles, presents two quite contradictory 
aspects. lt demands permanent employment 
for subordinate officers, and at the same time 
a single and short term for the Chief Execu- 
tive. The new play of Hamiet, to use a figure 
recently employed on this floor, seems to be 
a play of two acts. The first inculcates the 
necessity of prohibiting the people from remov- 
ing any one ofthe great mass of administrative 
officers, no matter how distasteful to them he 
may become, unless they canimpeach him for 
positive misconduct, while the second act 
teaches the necessity of prohibiting the same 
people to reélect a President, no matter how 
popular he may be with them. It seems tome 
one or the other of these theories must be 
fallacious, I distrust them both. 

Tam not unmindful of the glowing and high- 
colored picture sketched for us in ‘the very 
able report of the civil service commission, of 
the beneficent results to flow from confiding 
the work of administration to a limited and 
permanent class, the professional pride which 
will fire the class, the ambition which will 
possess them to make of their calling a polit- 
ical triumph. I doubt if that picture will ever 
be realized. I am inclined to say I hope it 
never will. However it may affect others, to 
me it is not inspiring. I have no sympathy 
with that style of statesmanship which rests 
upon the fond faith of planting embryo men in 
these $1,200 clerkships, and of seeing them 
germinate under the tropical influence of the 
assurance that if they live long and work hard 
the best of them will, in progress of time, but 
only as their associates grow old and die, 
grow and expand successively into second 
class, third, and finally into fourth-class clerk- 
ships; fed also by a hope, so faint that it seems 
twiu brother to despair, that one in a thou- 
sand of their number, by dint of that endurance 
and long suffering which characterizes nothing 
in nature unless it be the century plant, may 
after the lapse of long and dreary years finally, 
just before death snatches him from the scene, 
blossom into an auditorship! Nor, sir, have 
I more sympathy with that double-ender 
sort of logic which would persuade us in one 
lesson that you can only keep a clerk ablaze 
with virtuous zeal by anchoring him to the 
hope of a two-hundred-dollar promotion, 
but that a President: can be preserved in the 
paths of official rectitude only by a constitu- 
tional prohibition: against any recognition 
of his merits, no matter how transcendent 
they may be.-Js,-then, no reform in our civil 


service possible? Yes, sir, in my judgment 
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reform is not only: possible but easy. Bat I 


do not believe we shall attain any great or | 


lasting improvement by any transfer of or any 
new limitations upon the appointing power. 

. Mr. President; if we mean to cure the Repub- 
lie wa must comprehend not only what ails it, 
but what remedies should be administered. 
The doctors: are pretty well. agreed abont the 
disease. This is a brief statement of it. The 
people have a chronic habit of sending block-: 
heads to Congress. They are selected not 
because of their merits, but because of their 
promises: i 

“It is often by the power of patronage that a 
. Representative is known to what are called the 


active politicians among his coustituents. He is 
held to be their agent and broker of offices.” 


` Such is the language of the commission, and 


such is the argument of all reformers. The 
first_business of the Representative is to pay 
his debts, to achieve the appointment of those 
to whom he has promised appointments. ¢* It 
is not a favor only that the asks; it is the 
means of fulfilling a bargain.” The bargains 
are made, not with those who are fit for office, 
but with. those who are unfit. The appointing 
power is then. besieged to remove worthy in- 
cumbents to make room for the friends of the 
new Representative. The appointing power, 
if a President, is scheming only for his reélec- 
tion; if a Cabinet officer, he is conspiring to 
carry a bill through Congress. So President 
and Secretaries combine with the Representa- 
tive to turn the worthy out and put the worth- 
less in, Thus Presidents achieve reélections; 
Secretaries, success; and Representatives, 
renown, in proportion to the number of vaga- 
bonds they provide for at the pubiic crib. 

_ A still shorter statement of the argament 
is this: in the United States of America, in 
the last half of the nineteenth century, polit- 
ical success waits upon a vicious, and not upon 
a virtuous use of the public patronage. Sir, 
[| shall not stop a moment to inquire how 
much. or how little truth there is in this theory. 
l hasten to observe that it is utterly opposed 
to the theory of those who framed the Consti- 
tution. Those men argued that the people 
of the United States, intelligently zealous for 


their own interests, would select their. very | 


best men for Presidents, and that each of the 
States would select its best men tor Representa- 
tives ; that all would be ambitious of the popu- 
Jar regard and would strive to secure it by pro- 
moting the public good. Hence they argued 
that the power of appointment might be most 


safely lodged with the best man in the United | 


States; he to be advised by the best men of 
the several States, the latter to be instructed 
ja turn by the people themselves. 

Now, the people still enjoy the untrammeled 
right of choosing Presidents and Representa- 
tives. If they do not select their best men, 
but their worst, the fault is theirs. If they 


place dolts and knaves in the Capitol and in | 


the White House, it is because stupidity and 
knavery areata premium with them. The peo- 
ple are disquaiitied for the high prerogative 
delegated to them by the Constitution, the 
legacy of the Revolution is squandered, self- 
government is a failure, popular supremacy is 
a delusion? For such a disease only two rem- 
edies can by possibility be adequate. Either 
the people must be stripped of the prerogatives 
they so much abuse, or they must be qualified 
for their use. Thecivil service reformers pro- 
pose the former alternative. At present but 
two restrictions upon popular supremacy are 
suggested. ‘The one is to take from the peo- 
ple that plenary control they now enjoy over 
all their servants in the subordinate offices of 
administration and confide that control to a 
board of examiners, in the vain hope that the 
latier will be composed of better material than 
Presidents and Congresses. ‘The other is to 
strip them of the power to reélect a President 
whom they have once tried and approved. 
But let no. man flatter himself that if these 


enterprises succeed they will be the last assaults 
made upon the popular supremacy. 


The people have in all ages been despoiled | 


of freedom by similar insidious steps. The 
first step prepares the way forthe second. And 
the second assault will be safer than the first. 
t Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.’ 
For when the people have conceded that they 


cannot select Representatives who are fit to’ 


advise-in the appointment -of clerks and col- 
lectors, by what pretext can they assert their 
ability to choose Representatives fit to make 
laws? And when they “have conceded their 
inability to select between two candidates for 
the Presidency, one of whom has been tried 
and the other has not, with what show of 
decency can they claim the ability to select 
between two candidates for the Presidency, 
neither of whom has been tried? 

I therefore have resolved to defend as well 
as I can every prerogative which the Constitu- 
tion now delegates to the people. Let whoever 
may head the assault, I shall assent to no 
amendment which deprives the people, learned 
or unlearned, wise or unwise, native or alien- 
born, black or white, of any part of the dis- 
cretionary power now belonging to them. -I 
will cheerfully assent to an amendment which 
will enlarge that discretion. By the Constitu- 
tion as it now reads the people are prohibited 
from electing a citizen to the Presidency who 
is not native-born. I am quite ready to vote 
for an amendment which shall remove that 
restriction upon their freedom of choice. But 
instead of depriving the people of power they 
now enjoy, I venture to propose the other alter- 
native of qualifying them for its exercise by dif- 
fusing among them a higher and better culture. 

If fam told that this work, although proper, 
is peculiarly and primarily. the work of the 
States, I admit it; but if I am told that the 
national Government can do nothing in aid of 
it, I deny it. The national Government can 
do much. One thing it ought to do, in my 
judgment, and do at once. It ought to lay 
here at the capital the foundations of a 
national university, which shall lead the way to 
a broader, more liberal, more universal, and 
more practical education of the people than is 
now afforded by any institution in the world. 

Sir, the nation should blush before these 
two shameful facts: the monument to Wash- 
ington is still unfinished, and the will of Wash- 
ington. is still unexecuted,. 

Jn the last will and testament of George 
Washington, after reciting how he had become 
possessed of $10,000 of the stock of one com- 
pany and of $20,000 of the stock of another, 
there is the following inspiring language : 

“I proceed after this recital, for the more correct 
understanding of the case, to declare: that, as ithas 
always been a source of serious regret with me, to 
see the youth of these United States sent to foreign 
countries for the purpose of education, often before 
their minds were formed, or they had imbibed any 
adequate ideas of the happiness of their own—con- 
tracting too frequently, not only habits of dissipa- 
tion and extravagance, but principles unfriendly to 
republican government, and to the true and genu- 
ine liberties of mankind, which thereafter arerarely 
overcome—for these reasons it has been my ardent 
wish to see a plan devised on a liberal scale which 
would have a tendency to spread systematic ideas 
through all parts of this rising empire, thereby. to 
do away local attachments and State prejudices, as 
far as the nature of things would, or indeed ought 
to adinit, from our national councils. Looking anx- 
iously forward to the accomplishment of so desirable 
an object as this is, (in my estimation,) my mind has 
not been able to contemplate any plan more likely 
to effect the. measure than the establishment of a 
university in a central part of the United States, to 
which the youths of fortune aad talents from all 
parts thereof may be sent for the completion of their 
education in ali the branches of. polite literature, 
in arts and sciences, in acquiring knowledge in the 
principles of politics and good government, and, as 
a matter of infiniteimportance, in my judgment, by 
associating with each other and forming friendships 


i in juvenile years, be enabled to free themselves in 


a proper degree from those local prejudices and 
habitual jealousies which bave just been mentioned, 
and whieh when carried to excess are never-failing 
sources of disquietude to the public mind, and preg- 
nant of michievous consequences to this country. 
Under these impressions, so fully dilated— 

liem--I give and bequeath, in perpetuity, the 


fifty shares which I hold in. the Potomac company, 
(under the aforesaid acts of the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia,) toward the endowment of a university, to be 
established within the limits of the District of Colum- 
bia, under the auspices of the General Government.” 

That legacy was long since dissipated. But 
the university does not yg exist. Shall we or 
shall we not give life to Washington’s great 
design? f 

One other wish lay very near his heart. In 
1786, in a letter to Mr. John F. Mercer, he 
declared it to be among his “‘ first wishes to 
see some plan adopted by which slavery in this 
country may be abolished by law.” In 1797 
he again said in a letter to his nephew: 

“I wish from my soul that the Legislature of this 
State could see the policy of a gradual emancipation 
of slavery. It mightprevent much future mischief,” 

Slavery has been abolished by law. Butthe 
Legislature of Virginia could not see the 
policy of gradual emancipation. What mis- 
chiefs have ensued? The nation has been 
rocked by four years’ of terrific war. Five hun- 
dred thousand human lives, ten thousand mil- 
lion dollars have been sacrificed in the prose- 
cution of it. We are now paying millions 
annually to men who have been disabled in the 
conflict. The land is black with the mourning 
of the bereaved. Sectional hatreds have 
packed our horizon with thick clonds, and I 
see yet no bow in the heavens which gives 
token that they are passing away. And one 
large section of the country has been dwarfed 
and stunted in its development, so that the 
Republic resembles a giant with one side 
withered by paralysis. All these mischiefs 
might have been prevented had the Legisla- 
ture of Virginia seen the policy of gradual 
abolition. Shall we attend to Washington’s 
second wish, or shall we run the hazard of 
ignoring it? 

Let no man say the authority to found such 
an institution is not confided to the General 
Government by the Constitution. Three 
times Mr. Madison and Mr. Pinckney moved 
in Convention to insert that authority in the 
text of the Constitution. The proposition re- 
ceived but one answer: ‘‘ The power is already 
in the Constitution.”  ‘‘ The exclusive power 
at the seat of Government will reagh the 
object,” said Mr. Governeur Morris And 
so, on division, the States of Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina 
voted to put that power into the Constitution; 
while New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Georgia - 
voted it was already in. Connecticut divided 
then, as Connecticut still sometimes divides. 
Morris was undoubtedly right. > 

What a State may do within her borders 
Congress may do within the District. The 
same power to establish a university within the 
District, I venture to suggest, is found in the 
authority to raise revenues.and to appropriate 
them. {know no limitation upon the power 
of Congress to levy taxes but the pleasure of 
the people. If they consent, Congress may 
safely levy a billion in a year. If they object, 
Congress cannot safely levy a million. The- 
authority is ample. Is itnot time that author- 
ity was exerted? Will any statesman deny 
that the education of the people is a work of 
vast and primary importance to this nation? 

The Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER, | when offering to the Senate a few days 
since a resolution proposing to restrict the 
presidential office to one term, took pains to 
fortify it by quoting the opinions of many 
eminent Americans. I could exhaust the ses- 
sion in calling the roll of those great men who 
have borne witness to the national importance 
of popular education in all ages of the world, 
from the ancient prophet Hosea, who pas: 
sionately exclaimed, ‘‘My people are de- 
stroyed for lack of knowledge,’ down to the 
last annual reports of the superintendents of 
instruction in the several States of this Union. 
I will adduce the testimony of but two. 

I quote first the testimony of an English 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. 


| 


nobleman but recently deceased, of whom it || 
would be difficult to affirm whether when he | 
lived he was most distinguished as jurist, as 
statesman, or as scholar, to whose matchless 
attainments I remember to have read many 
years since this grand tribute pronounced by 
Professor Patterson, then, I believe, of the 
Jefferson Medical College, in Philadelphia. 
He said, substantially: 

“Tt has been my good fortune to know personally 
nearly all the eminent men in all the learned pro- 
fessions both in this country and in Europe. And 
among them all I have never met but one who upon 


an intimate acquaintance realized all my ideas of a 
great man,” 


That one was Henry Brougham, lord high | 
chancelor of England. I. quote from Lord 
Brougham. Speaking first of the necessity 
for educating the people under absolute mon- 
archies, he says: 


“But incomparably grosser is the absurdity of 
keeping the people in ignorance where the consti- 
tution of the Government is of a popular kind. 
There, the people are called upon to bear asharein 
the management of their own affairs, to attend pub- 
lie meetings, to serve in offices, to vote in. the choice 
of law-givers. There may be some consistency in 
excluding them from all the knowledge that would 
fit them for performing those high political func- 
tions while you also exclude them from all exercise 
of the functions themselves. But to make them 
political functionaries, and to leave them in igno- 
rance of political subjects, is little less absurd than 
it would be to keep the owner of an estate ignorant 
of farming, and expect him to superintend the man- 
agement of his farms.” 

He concludes the great argument in the fol- 
lowing language: 

“Tt remains to mark the most salutary effects of 
an extensive diffusion of political knowledge, the 
most salutary, because unalloyed by even any the 
least and most transcient inconvenience. An en- 
larged view of their own best interests must give the 
people sound and enlightened feelings respecting 
the merits of human conduct, and form in them the 
habit of justly estimating the character and thecon- 
duct of the men who guide the affairs of nations. 
The mischiefs are incalculable which havs resulted 
to our species from the habitual false judgments 
formed on this important subject by the bulk of 
mankind; and it must, in fairness, be confessed that 
the great crimes which have been committed by 
statesmen in all ages have been mainly caused by 
the encouragement which the people haye given to 
the criminals. Dazzled by success, subdued by the 
spectacle of triumphant force, stricken with wonder 
atthe mere exercise of great faculties, and. the sight 
of the events which they brought-about, men have 
withdrawn their eyes from the means used to attain 
those ends, and lost their natural hatred of vice 
in their admiration of genius and their sense of 
power, No disgust at meanness, no scorn of treach- 
ery, no horror of cruelty, has hitherto availed 
against the false luster shed over despicable and 
detestable deeds. by brilliant capacity crowned 
with victory. But that is not all the folly com- 
mitted by unreflecting men. The most absolute 
disregard of their own interests has been coupled 
with their misplaced admiration of successful guilt. 
The crimes which dazzled them were perpetrated 
at their cost; the price paid was their own long and 
boundless and bitter suffering. For all that was 
done amiss and for all themselves admired, they 
themselves paid. Their own best interests were 
sacrificed quite as much ag principle and duty were 
violated. They have lavished upon tyrants and con- 
querors andintriguers who were their worst enemies 
their loudest applause; for those pests of the world 
reserving the fame that should have been kept sacred 
to virtuous ‘and beneficent deeds; and confining the 
title of ‘ great’—the prize that all generous natures 
striye after—to those whose lives were spent in 
‘working their misery and their ruin. This pre- 
posterous combination in which the people have 
so long. been Jeagued, to call things by their wrong 
names, to. praise the wrong men, to suffer that 
the scourges of their kind, the enemies of peace 
and freedom and virtue, should not merely escape 
reprobation, bht should monopolize all the places 
in the temple of fame, has been the fruitful source 
of human misery and national crimes, and it has 
been the result of nothing but the darkest igno- 
rance. The knowledge of political science, which 
teaches the people their true interests, can alone 
rescue them from the error of ages—restore public 
virtue to the pedestal which sucéessfal vice has so 
long usurped, and. secure on, a lasting foundation 
the peace and the happiness of the word)? 


Bat British statesmanship; from the time of 
Magna Charta to the present, has. been one 
unending exhibition of halting between the 
danger of excluding classes from all pati¢ipa- 
tion in publie affairs and that of admitting 
them. unfitted thereto. How broad. or how 
narrow shall we make: the. basis of society, 
has been the question endlessly. debated: by 
her statesmen. .. We have ended that dispute 
ui :America; For weal ór for :-woe, we have | 


resolved that the basis of our political society 
shall be as broad as our humanity. 
J believe I had the honor to be the first who, 


| during the late war, addressed the Senate in 


support of that resolution under which the Con- 
stitution was amended so as to make slavery 
impossible within the Republic... I believe I 
had the honor to be the first who, after the 
war was closed, addressed the Senate in sup- 
port of such a reconstruction of the revolted 
States as should assure a recognition of the 
pclitical rights of those the Constitution had 
made free. I do not regret either of those 
steps. But I did not fora moment shut my eyes 
to the perils attending them. We deliberately 
poured into the body-politic an immense vol- 
ume of ignorance and political incapacity, in 
which there was far too much already.. fam 
not for a moment insensible of the evils which 
havefollowed upon those great meagures. But 
tothose who dwell upon the magnitude of those 
evils so much, not to say so fondly, I have 
only two remarks to make. ; 

First, that the greatest of those evils have 
not been the legitimate fruits of those measures, 
but rather the iruiis of an insane resistance to 
those measures. If the freedman hus voted 
to intrust power to the carpet-bagger whom he 
did not know, rather than to his old master 
whom he did know, it was for the conclusive 
reason that.the carpet-bagger at least prom- 
ised justice, while the master promised only the 
foulest injustice, and because the latter has 
daily practiced, in defiance of law, all the heay- 
en-daring wrongs which he had openly prom- 
ised to perpetrate ifintrusted with power. The 
worst that can be said of the unlettered freed- 
man is, that he has done what the -most saga- 
cious of politicians would do, to wit: when 
no other alternative offered he has put his trust 
in a knave who promised right, rather than in 
the honest man who promised wrong. 

And secondly, 1 say that whatever the evils 
flowing from these measures, the sum of them 
is infinitely less than must have followed the 
opposite policy. The worst that can be said 
of the freedman’s participation in political 
affairs is that it has sometimes led to profligate 
government, entailing upon property onerous 
taxation. But if he had been excluded from 
affairs,; while we do not’ know. that taxation 
would have been less, we do know, because we 
were foretold, that the freedmau would have 
the benefit of no single dollar cf that taxation, 
be it much or little, nor would he enjoy a dol- 
lar of his own earnings, beyond what was 


absolutely required for his own most wretched | 


subsistence. For the purpose of the present 
debate I waive both these suggestions. 

Such is the material composing our polit- 
ical society. Whatever we may think of the 
evils they threaten, but two remedies are pos- 
sible. You must take power from the people, 
or give culture to them. If you value the 
peace of society do not try the former remedy; 
if you value the welfare of society do not 
neglect longer the latter. 

Let me now quote the impassioned testi- 
mony of an American whose labors are also 
no longer permitted to his country, and who 
also was both legislator and teacher. I quote 
from Horace Mann: 


“If republican institutions do wake up unexam- 
pled energies in the. whole mass of a people, an 
give them implements of unexampled power where- 
with to work out their will; then these same insti- 
tutions ought also io confer upon that people unex- 
ampled wisdom and rectitude. If these institutions 
give greater scope and impulse to the lower order 
of faculties belonging to the human mind, then they 
must also give more authoritative control and more 
skilifal guidance to the higher ones. If they malti- 

ly temptations, they must fortify against them, If 

hey quicken the activity and enlarge the sphere of 
the appetites and passions, they must, at least in-an 


| equal ratio, establish the authority and extend the 
jurisdiction of reason and conscience. In a word, we | 


must not add te tee impulsive, without also adding 


| to the regulating forces.” ; 


I desire to add to these the.testimony of 
James Madison, uot merely becanse-through- 
out his public life he bore. freqaent:and: em- 
phatic witness:to the necessity of popular eda- 


cation, but because.in the passages I. shall 
quote he testified to the importance. of the 
very measure I espouse, a national university, 
In his second annual message to Congress he 
said: ; 

“While it is universally admitted that a well- 
instructed people alone can be permanently a free 
people, and while it is evident that the means of 
diffusing and improving useful knowledge: form só 
small a proportion of the expenditures for national 
purposes, I cannot presume it to be unseasonable to 
invite your attention to the advantages of saper- 
adding to the means of education provided by the 
several States a seminary of learning instituted by 
the national Legislature within the Tints of their 
exclusive jurisdiction, the expense of which might 
be defrayed or reimbursed out of the vacant grounds 
which have accrued to the nation within those 

imits. 

“Such an institution, though local in’ its legal 
character, would be universal in its beneficial 
effects. By enlightening the opinions, by expand- 
ing the patriotism, and by assimilating the princi- 
i ples, the sentiments, and the manners of those who 
might resort to this temple of science, to. be redis- 
tributed in due time through every partof tne com- 
munity, sources of jealousy and prejudice would be 
| diminished, the features of national character would 
be multiplied, and greater extent given ‘to social 
harmony. But above all, a well-constituted semin- 
ary,in the centre of the nation, is recommended by 
the consideration that the additional instruction 
emanating from it would contribute not less to 
strengthen the foundationsthan to adorn the struc- , 
ture of our free and happy system of government.” 


And in his seventh annua] message he 
repeated: ; 

‘That such an institution claimed the patronage 
of Congress as a monument of their solicitude for 
the advancement of knowledge, without which the 
blessings of liberty cannot be fully enjoyed or long 
preserved.” a 

Such is the emphatic testimony of James 
Madison. And Mr. Madison was not a super- 
ficial thinker or a careless talker; least of all 
was hean enthusiast. From his grave comes 
the solemn ‘admonition that without the ad- 
vantages of knowledge the blessings of l bariy 
cannot be fully enjoyed or long preserved. 
į But this momentous instruction we read not 
alone at the grave of Madison. It eomes'to us 
from the grave of every buried State. Question 
which one of the perished nations you will as 
to the cause of its death, and the answer will 
be the same, ‘‘ The people did notknow enough 
to live.” 

‘The inspirations of the poet are second only 
to those of the prophet; and a poet tells us 
“There is the moral of all ‘human tales; 
*Tis. but the same rehearsal of the past; $ 
First freedom, and then glory; when that fails, 
Wealth, vice, corruption, and barbarism at last. 

And history, with all her volumes vast, 

Hath but one page.” 

Shall the future historian inscribe our story 
ou the same sad page? Or is it reserved to 
the Republic to turn a new leaf in history? 
In Middleton’s Life of Cicero he quotes from 
two of Cicero’s letters, written while: Cæsar 
was in Great Britain, these remarks: i 

‘We are in suspense about the British war; itis 
certain that the access of the island is strongly for- 
tified; and it is known also, already, that there is 
not a grain of silver in it, nor anything else, but 
slaves; of whom you will scarce expect any, I dare 
say, skilled in music or letters.” i 

In another letter he says : : 

_ “I hear that there is not either any gold or'silver 
in the island; if so, you have nothing to do but.to 
take one of their chariots and fly back to us,” 

These quotations -the author follows with 
these reflections: ; ; 
_, From their railleries of this kind on the barbar- 
ity and misery ofourisland, one cannot help reflect- 
ing on the surprising fate and revolutions of king- 
doms; how Rome, once the mistress of the world, 
the seat of arts, empire, and glory, now lies sunkin 
sloth, ignorance, and poverty; enslaved tothe most 
cruel, as well as to the most contemptible of tyrants, 
superstition and religious impostare; ‘while this te- 
mote country; anciently the jest and contemptof the 
polite Romans, is become the happy seat.of liberty, 
plenty, and letters: flourishing in all the arts and 
refinements of civil life, yet rudning, perhaps, the 
same course which Rome itself:had: run before it: 
from virtuous industry. to wealth, from wealth to 
luxury, from luxury to‘an impatience of discipline 
and corruption of morals; till, by a total degeneracy 
and loss of virine, being-grown ripe for destruction, 
it falls a prey at last to some hardy oppressor, and, 


! 


with the loss of liberty, losing everything else that 
| is valuable, sinks'gradually again into its original 
barbarism. opa +: : ; 

Mr. President; we have already achieved 
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freedom and glory and wealth. It is loudly 
‘asserted that vice and corruption have over- 
taken us. And it is evidently true, either that 
the great party of the Administration is wicked 
énough to promote fraud and corruption, or 
the great party of Opposition is vile enough 
to: falsely accuse them of it, Hither of these 
“vices pervading such large bodies of the com- 
munity may well lead us to fear that barbarism 
is near at hand, and should prompt to the most 
vigorous efforts to avert it. 

Another consideration vehemently urges the 
necessity for a more general and more com- 
plete national culture. We are receiving annu- 
ally vast accessions to our population from all 
the nationalities of Europe, from many nation- 
alities of Asia. We have already millions of 
the children of Africa. Che uneducated and 
the falsely educated are poured in upon us in 
great numbers, and they come to participate 
freely in the management of public affairs. 
Two and two, we are told, there went into the 
ark of every beast, of all the cattle, of every 
creeping thing, and every fowl, clean and un- 
clean. But the ark was designed for them, 
and. it floated them. But the navigation of the 
~ vessel was not committed to the control of those 
animals. How long can the Republic be kept 
afloat with such a motley crew on her decks, 
unless the nation exerts itself to infuse into 
them a common intelligence, common pur- 
poses, and common hopes? 

One other consideration, I confess, has done 
much to increase my own anxiety for a truer 
national culture. It has happened in our 
times, and I think it one of the most memor- 
able events of these memorable times, that 
‘that strange, silent, sincere, but Sphinx-like 
people, whom we call the Japanese, who for 
centuries sternly refused all communion with 
the rest of the world, have suddenly called to 
us for light, and stretch out their hands to us 
for guidance along the path of national pro- 
gress. Are we prepared to shed upon Japan 
the true light? Can we, who have so much to 
learn, rightfully assume the sacred and solemn 
office. of teacher? 

I do not propose to sketch a plan for the 
university. That is not the work for an indi- 
vidual or for aspeech. Two or three features 
of such an institution, however, seem so prom- 
inent and so unmistakable that I will venture 
to mention them. 

And, first of all, I wish to protest that a 
national university must not be a new inven- 
tion for starving teachers. We have enough 
of hungry and pinched professors among us 
already. It should startle the nation to reflect 
that the destiny of this great Republic, the 
welfare of these millions, is committed to the 
control of free thought. Whether that thought 
be sensible or senseless, virtuous or vicious, it 
still sways the national course. We do cer- 
tainly know that if unwise and wicked influ- 
‘ences’ prevail the Republic must surely be 
wrecked. Yet knowing this, the faet remains 
that the teacher and the preacher, those who 
are especially charged with the care of. the 
minds and souls of men, are the men who live 
the nearest, to beggary of all who labor among 
us. ‘When we shall venture to lay the found: 
ations of a national university, let us endow 
it not meanly, but richly. Furnish it with the 
instructions of the best intellects of the age, 
and pay them as becomes a nation whose tem. 
poral salvation depends upon intellect. 

Second: commit the government of the uni- 
versity to a regency which shall represent 
every State in the Union. When the univer- 
sity speaks or steps, if it does not speak with 
the authority or move with the assent of all, 
Jet-it do so at least only after hearing all. 

Third: let not the national ùniversity be the 
rival of existing colleges. On the contrary, 
letits novitiate be the graduate of the colleges; 
let its course of study commence only where 
that of the colleges ends; let its course end 
only when the student shall have mastered 
whatever is known of science or of its appli- 


ie 


cation to the professional, the commercial, the 
agricultural, or the mechanical pursuits of life. 
Let it not be the rival of any college, but an 
inspiration to them all. 

To the founding of such a university we have 
this great inducement in addition to those I 
have mentioned: we have materials which do 
not exist elsewhere and which cannot be pro- 
duced elsewhere: a Library, an Observatory, 
a botanical collection, an Agricultural Burean, 
acollection of mechanical inventions, the Coast 
Survey, the Bureau of Education, and the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

Of ‘course such an institution cannot be 
supported without a considerable expenditure 
of money—without, in fact, an expenditure 
which, compared with any previous expendi- 
ture made for educational purposes, seems 
enormous. But when compared with our re- 
sources the expenditure would be absolutely 
insignificant. 

If we appropriated to the support of such 
an institution a million annually, the sum 
would be ample, and would seem large. Butif 
we were to levy that sum upon the forty millions 
composing our population, per capita, it would 
call for but two cents and a half from each 
individual. Our very paupers could contribute 
that sum and not know a deprivation. 

if we were to levy it as a direct tax upon 
the $30,000,000,000 making up our national 
valuation, it would cail for but the thirtieth 
part of a mill on a dollar, for but one mill on 
thirty dollars, for but one cent on $300, for 
but one dollar on $30,000. Such sums from 
such means would be very cheerfully contrib- 
uted; and I should be inclined to think that 
an easy way of raising the money, only I am 
told we have some citizens worth as much or 
more than thirty millions. Such unfortunates 
would be required, under the behests of a direct 
tax, to contribute $1,000. Of course we could 
not expect to collect such a tax without great 
difficulty. 

Perhaps the easiest way to get the money 
would be to raise the'tax on whisky. An 
additional two cents on the gallon would yield 
the amount, And a man who drinks whisky 
never complains of anything that enters into 
its cost, 

But, if I am asked how such an institution 
can improve our civil.service I answer it might 
be made to influence it in two ways: 

First, directly by its action upon the em- 
ployés in the Departments in Washington ; 
and, second, indirectly by its influence on the 
intellectual development of the people. 

We have in the Executive Departments at 
the capital nearly three thousand first, sec- 
ond, third, and fourth class clerks. Ont of the 
twenty-four hours constituting a day they are 
required to work butsix. If they were required 
to study six more, it would be all the better for 
them and for the Government which employs 
them. Many of the best clerks are those who 
are pursuing at the same time a course of pro- 
fessional study in the law schools of the Dis- 
trict. Every one of them might, if he possessed 
the energy and activity necessary for a good 
clerk, pursue at the same time the full course 
of study prescribed by the university. 

if, then, you will establish the university, 
open it to the graduates of colleges, securing 
to each State a number of its scholarships pro- 
portioned to its population, and preferring its 
scholars for clerks in your Executive Depart- 
ments, it seems to me you would secure these 
very desirable results: i 

1.- The university classes would, at least, 
number as many as your departmental clerks. 

2. You would fill your Departments with 
clerks, each of whose literary attainments 
would be attested by the faculties of the col- 
lege which graduated him, and of the uni- 
versity which admitted him. Such evidence 
of literary qualifications would be at least as 
satisfactory as the certificate of your examin- | 
ing board. 

8. As such clerks would generally come | 


fresh from the colleges to the Department you 
would have a pretty good guarantee that since 
they had been addicted to habits of study 
they had not acquired the habits of vagabonds; 
an 

4. As they would be required in- addition 
to their hours of labor to devote time enough 
to study to keep along with their classes in 
the university, you would have pretty good 
security against their becoming yagabonds, as 
too many clerks who employ only six hours a 
day in earning money and eighteen hours in 
spending it now do. 

5. You might in that case well reduce the 
pay of all clerks to that of the first class. 
Twelve hundred dollars per annum will amply 
support a student in the university, while the 
fourth-class clerk who undertakes to support a 
family and educate his children on eighteen 
hundred is brought near to starvation in the 
effort. So your university, while it improved 
the force in your Departments and gave them 
all comfortable support, would, instead of 
depleting the Treasury, actually save money 
to it. 

But the reflex influences of the university 
would be grander thar these. The university 
would bring up.to the capital annually a con- 
vocation of the best educators in each of the 
States of the Union. After a session in con- 
sultation with each other and with the faculty, 
comprising the best educators in the world, 
they would return to their several States, plant- 
ing there the ideas and the aspirations gath- 
ered at the convocation. 

And moreover, after the lapse of a few 
years required to graduate the first class, the 
university would send out into the world an- 
nually its thousands, not of mere bachelors of 
arts, but masters of all the learning which can 
illustrate the practical business of life, men 
who of necessity must be teachers—must be 
living lessons to all who come in contact with 
them. 

Thus, sir, from the direct influence of the 
university, you would have your Treasury re- 
lieved and the service in your Departments 
reformed. 

From its reflex influence you would have the 
people, more rapidly than we think, educated 
and elevated into an intelligent, thinking con- 
stituency, who would not elect blockheads to 
the Presidency, who would not send knaves 
to Congress, in whose presence I imagine the 
Senator from Nebraska, who served I doubt 
not with credit to himself and the service as 
chaplain of a volunteer regiment in the late 
rebellion, yet would not care to sneer at the 


j intellect of that great general who commanded 


a thousand regiments, who ied them uner- 
ringly to victory, and whose fame fills two hem- 
ispheres; in whose august presence I infer the 
honorable Senator from Illinois would not dare 
to divide his time between preparing Christ- 
mas presents for the unrepentant chiefs of the 
late rebellion and forging political anathemas 
against the illustrious chief who subdued them. 
Mr. COLE. I believe the pending question 
is on the amendment to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHER- 
MAN, ] reducing the appropriation to $25,000. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Maine, in the chair.) That is the 
pending amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is withdrawn, and 
the question recurs on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Have the yeas and 
nays been ordered on that question? If not, 
Task for them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought IT asked for 
them yesterday ; but we can order them again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were 
called for, but not ordered. 

The. yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I should like 


I withdraw that amend- 
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to have the amendment reported in its present 
condition. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was to insert on page 62, after line fifteen hun- 
dred and twenty-one, the following: 

To enable the President of the United States to 
perfect and put in force such rules regulating the 
civil service as may from time to time be adopted 
by him, $50,000. | 

Mr. CONKLING. | I shall vote and mean 
to vote for as much as is necessary of appro- 
priation or of power to enable a fair trial to-be 
given to what is sometimes denominated civil 
service reform. Whether the pending amend- 
ment comes within the range of that intention, 
I should be glad to know. Possibly when I 
have been absent from the Chamber, as I have 
been at times during the last two or three days, 
some member of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, or some other Senator, has stated the 
use to be made of the $50,000 now proposed 
to be appropriated. If that is so, I should be 
sorry to, put that same Senator, or some other, 
to the trouble of informing us. Ifno such state- 
ment has been made, then I think it might be 
agreeable to other Senators, as well asto me, to 
understand what isto be done with the $50,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, has 
the Senator from New York forgotten that 
this amendment is, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, of which he is primus 
inter pares; that it was considered there in 
the first place and the sum reduced from 

$100,000 to $50,000, and reported in order 
that the President might carry out, under the 
authority already reposed in him by law, the 
duties which the law imposes upon him of 
endeavoring to provide some way of improving 
the condition of the civil service—I do not 
say reforming it, because I do not think that 
is a proper statement? . 

Mr.CONKLING. Iowemy honorable friend 
from Vermont a debt of gratitude which would 
be churlish not to acknowledge if I cannot 
pay. He hastold me several things. He says 
Iam a member of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; that this subject was before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ; and he has even been 
so fall and satisfactory as to tell me that this 
appropriation of $50,000 is for the purpose of 
carrying out-thelaw. So the amendment says, 
aud this the Senator thinks is enough. The 
law is pretty scanty; it gives no clew to the 
particular application of the money, and there- 
fore it is more difficult than it would be in most 
cases to understand what is to be done with 
this $50,000. 

After all he has said I. shall be obliged to 
the Senator if he will tell us what is to be done 
with it; and I ask in the best of faith. I sup- 

osed | knew in part what was to be done, but 

Pan cast somewhat in doubt by a different 

understanding on the part of other Senators. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] yes- 

terday expressed his understanding or his sup- 

position of what was to be or might be done with 
the money. One suggestion that he made was 
new to me. If the honorable Senator from 

Vermont will tell us, if he knows, what is in 

fact, and in particular, to be done with the 

money, I should be glad to have that inform- 
ation. I say to the Senator again Í want to 
vote for. the whole of this amendment, if it all 
is necessary, and if it is not, then I want to 
vote for so much of it as is necessary. If he 
happens to know, orany other Senator happens 

to know, what in truth is to be done with it, I 

should-like to understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my honorable 
friend from New York has not supposed. that 
I doubted the faith which he says he has, be- 
cause he is.a Greek, and everybody has faith 
in the Greeks. History, poetry, and the arts 
have told us that the Greek faith is not to be 
impugned. Therefore, I cannot doubt the fidel- 
ity of my honorable friend from New York 
to the effort which the executive department 
of: the Government has been authorized and 
required to make in order to. improve, I do 


i fully investigated the subject know that. 


i 


not say reform, but improve the condition | 


of thecivil service; and I do not say ‘‘ reform” 
for the reason that the civil service from the 
time the President of the United States began 
his official career until now. has been reformed. 
From bad it has become good in a comparative 
sense. AH men of all parties who have care- 
But 
while it is good comparatively, it is not perfect. 
Therefore, we have passed a law authorizing 
and requiring him, as a matter of executive 
discretion, to adopt such rules and undertake 
such methods to accomplish a more perfect 
system of civil administration, in the way of 
improving the capacity and fidelity of the peo- 
ple who are employed, as shall on examina- 
tion seem just to him. i 
Now, the honorable Senator asks me what 
we are to do with the money. I am not the 
President of the United States. 
to know, except that he is to expend it under 
the law? His discretion is not mine; and the 
honorable Senator might just as well ask me 
what is to be done with the money that we 
bave appropriated in the Indian biil from year 
to year, where the expenditure is confided to the 
discretion of the President of the United States 
for the civilization and improvement of the 
Indian tribes. He may expend it possibly for 
gunpowder, but I think that would be an abuse 
of trust. He may expend it for plows; he 
may expend it in employing proper persons to 
go among the Indians and to pursuade them 
that the arts of peace are better than the arts 


l of war; I cannot tell. : 


I have no right to say what I suppose the 
President of the United States is likely to do 
with this money in any authoritative sense, as 
a member of a committee might report. ican 
only say that I have faith in the fidelity and 
honor and intelligence of the President of the 
United States, and when we have committed 
to him.the delicate and difficult trust of under- 
taking some method which shall improve the 
administration of the civil service in its details, 
in its selections and appointments of persons 
to office, in the scrutiny which should be im- 
posed upon them asto their fitness to discharge 
the functions to which they are called, the hon- 
orable Senator must not ask me how this 
money in detail is to be expended, because it 
is not I who am able to answer in the authori- 
tative sense. I can only say that under such 
advice as the President of the United States 
may think it fit to take, and upon his respon- 


sibility to us and to the people, I have no | 


doubt he will expend the money for wise and 
full experiments, if you choose so to call them, 
which shall test whether there be any possi- 
bility of bringing to the public service in mat- 
ters of detail and work the best talent, inform- 
ation, and fidelity of the country, independent 
of religion and politics and Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, such as the people desire. Ican- 
not tell you how he is going to doit. The 
Constitution and the law have reposed that 
discretion in him, and not in me. My way 
might not be his way; his way may not be 
mine; but that we can repose in him the dis- 
cretion to expend this money in trying this 
experiment in such a way as he shall bead- 
vised and shall believe to be the-best way to 
try it, I have no doubt at all. 

Mr. CONKLING.: The most improbable 
of all the statements made by the Senator is, 
that the Prtsident’s way may not be his way. 
I hope he is mistaken about that, because the 
Senator’s ways are all ‘ ways of pleasantness, 
and all his paths are peace.” 

The Senator has been telling us that I am a 
Greek. I can only account for the statement 
by the circumstance that the Senator came 
into the Chamber some moments ago with a 
rare-looking book under his arm, which I see 
is now lying before him. Whether he has 
been wandering in the sepulcher of buried 
epochs, whether he has been musing among 
Grecian traditions and recondite-lore or elas- 
sics, I do not know. It is possible that while 


How am I| 


H 


he was out he encountered some one, and 

found that í z 

“When Greek joins Greek, then was the tug of 
war.” 


To come to the matter seriously, the Sèn- 
ator need not doubt that I shall vote as liber- 
ally as he for everything just and suitable 
touching civil service reform, I think, de- 
spite the great reform which has been made 
during the present Administration of the civil 
service—a reform and improvement which: it 
would be difficult to overstate—that additional 
reform and improvement is possible; and if it 
is possible, I feel sure it will be attained. 

i may not be able to go as far as the Sena- 
tor from Vermont in admiration for all that is 
said in the name of civil service reform, On 
the contrary, very much is said on this subject, 
or in thisname, which disposes me to different 
emotions. Many statements and charges made 
ostensibly on behalf of civil service reform, 
remind me of the feeling of that gifted woman 
who, dragged through the streets of Paris, 
exclaimed, ‘Oh, liberty! how many crimes 
are committed in thy name!” . 

Mr. President, perhaps the highest claim 
of Christianity to authenticity, the highest 
proof it furnishes of divine origin, is the fact 
that it has for so many years survived the pro- 
fessions of hypocrites and the preaching of 
those who were not in earnest. Í am inclined 
to think that civil service reform, despite all 
the uses to which it is applied, despite: the 
many fictions uttered in its name, will vindi- 
cate its claims to respect. So believing, I 
assure the Senator from Vermont that I shall 
not be far behind him in giving such votes ‘as 
seem to me likely to advance honest, truthful 
experiments iu civil service progress. 1 agree 
with him that it is not well to call it civil ser- 
vice reform. co 

I shall vote for the pending amendment, 
proposing no motion to reduce the amount, 
and I shall do it knowing as little of the dis- 
position to be made of the money as the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont seems to know— 
for if he did know anything about it, I do not 
think him so secretive that he would be:as 
economical as he has been in imparting inform- 
ation. {shall vote for it, and rest my vote on 
this ground: I have entire confidence ‘in the 
probity and the common-sense of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and though, in some 
other instance, | should not feel justified in 
voting for such an amendment without speci- 
fication or understanding as to the use to be 
made of the money, I feel sure in this ease 
that no use will be made of it in excess, nor 
any use foolish, visionary, or unwise; and this 
simply because it is the accident and the good 
fortune of this occasion that the Chief Magis- 
trate of the Republic is one in whom we can 
safely confide. If 1 supposed that the money 
was to be devoted in ways Ihave heard sug- 
gested by other Senators, and that anything 
conveyed by the language of the amendment 
was to impose upon the Executive the duty of 
disposing of it in such ways, I might hesitate ; 
but I repeat that I am entirely willing to trust 
the discretion of a President who, beyond his 
predecessors, has reformed the civil service 
already, and who is intent upon continuing 
that reform. s 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am a little sorry that 


| my good friend from New York has seemed to 


intimate that there may possibly be some:ap- 
propriateness in connecting the word ‘t hypoc- 
risy” (if I do not misunderstand him) with 
anybody's action upon the subject of this 
amendment. I think that evéry person who 
has heard him and who has: heard me on this 
subject may possibly be inclined to believe 
that I vote for this amendment; this provision 
of money, because I believe in it, and think 
it can be appropriated ‘in a proper. way to the 
real improvement of civil service... My hon- 
orable iriend——— 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me ask 


the hon- 
orable Senator—— ~ ; 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. . Not just now, if. the 
Senator will pardon me. 

., The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont declines to yield. 

: Mr. CONKLING. Does. the Senator de- 
cline to yield? 3 

Mx, EDMUNDS. | Certainly. and entirely, 
at this moment. , 

My honorable friend seems to vote for it, 
not because he believes in the thing itself, but 
because he. believes in the person to whom the 
expenditure is intrusted. Now, which of us 
is justly entitled to the epithet of being guilty 
of “ hypocrisy,” I would leave, as other great 
statesmen have done, to posterity to decide. 
What our faith is in this thing will be judged 
probably by our works. 

Now, sir, having completed the sentence I 
was undertaking to deliver when. my friend 
interrupted me, I shall be very glad indeed to 
hear anything from him at this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is so accom: 
modating all around that I feel bound to avail 
myself of the interruption, although the par- 
ticular ogcasion for it has gone by. I suppose 
he ig aware that he has beeu fighting a wind- 
mill. . He rose probably for the purpose. 

- Mr, EDMUNDS. Oh, certainly, Lam aware 
of thate [Laughter, ] 

, Mr. CONKLING. He scems to be entirely 
aware of it. He sets out perhapsas the knight 
mentioned in that book which he has under 
his arm—I have not been able to find out what 
it is-— 


Mr, EDMUNDS. You will know pretty 


soon. 

Mr. CONKLING. There wasa knight, very 
likely mentioned in that book, who used to go 
out and fight windmills. Is it possible thas 
the Senator understood me to allude to this 
measure in respect to hypocrisy, and much 
more. to allude to him? . Not at all. I said 
that aa the Christian religion had vindicated 
itself in spite of all the hypocrisy connected 
with it, so I believed civil. service reform would 
survive all the uses foreign to its real purpose 
to.which its name was put. . If the honorable 
Senator from Vermont requires an assurance 
that Í did not refer to this amendmeut or to 
him, although I think that assurance can bardly 
be necessary, l have great pleasure in giving 
it to him. : 

„Mr, EDMUNDS. I know perfectly well 
that nọ assurance is necessary from my friend, 
whatever emphasis he may put upon the word. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, I have only a word further to 
say in reply to my good friend from New York, 
He has undertaken to suggest to the Senate, and 
very properly, that my allusion to anything in 
history must depend upon knowledge of a very 
recent date, It is not every man’s fortune 
to be born with all knowledge atiainable the 
moment he enters into this world, and £ must 
confess that that is one of the chief differences 
between my good friend. from New York and 
myself, Tle seems.to have knowledge from 
the beginnings- I get it. by daily studies; and 
among wy daily studies [happened to discover 
this morning in a Blackwood for 1839, which, 
instead of being Greek, I believe is Mnglish— 
if Lam wrong my friend will correct me—a 
little article on the subject of civil service and 
appointments to office; and, as rather apposite 
to this. precise case just now and the present, 
method of appointments to office, I should 
like to ask the pardon of the Senate and of 
my honorable friend from New York while I 
read perhaps a column of this account given 
by an Englishman who undertook to get ap- 
pointed an inspector of navigation under the 
commissigners of navigation in Ireland. Tt | 
ig 89 appropriate to this specific occasion and | 
the present. method of appointments. that I} 
thiak I am justified in reading it. This gen- | 
tleman was introduced into the presence of. | 
the appointing power, the lord lieutenant of 


Ireland, by a letter of introduction, not writ- 
ten by a Senator, for they have no Senators in | 


England, but written by a lord. He carried 
the letter over to the lord lieutenant, was 
received, and after the letter was read the 
lord lieutenant addressed him in this way: 


“* Hum—ha--exactly so—yes—just so. Hum—~your 
business—with—hum—ah—mc?’ inquired the Vis- 
count Oremona, as I entered his lordship’s study, 
having previously sent in my card. 

“*T have the honor to be the bearer of a letter 
from the Earl of Clangallaher to. your lordship,’ 
was my prompt reply, presenting at the same time 
my credentials.’ * * * * # *# # 

“*Hum—ha-—just so—exactly so—so I thought— 
yes—what do you want?’ inquired the viscount, 
flinging Lord Clangallaher’s letter contemptuously 
upon the study table, in a style that convinced me 
his lordship, though a nobleman, was no gentle- 
man—not in the remotest degree, i 

““T understand, my lord,’ said I, ‘your lordship 
is one of the commissioners of national navigation.’ 

“*Hum-—ha-~so I thought~—just so—exactly so— 
ha—hum!? 

‘**And I was led to believe, by the Ear] of Clangal- 
laher, that, on his account, your lordship might be 
disposed to take into your favorable consideration 
my application to bo appointed one of the inspectors 
under the board at which your lordship so ably 
presides.’ r r 

*' Hum-ha—take. a seat for a minute, will ye? 
Though—hum--I am rather engaged this morning— 
exactly so—just so—hum—ha—ha—hum !’ i 

"I hopo, my lord,’ continued T, ‘ that if I should 
be so fortunate as to obtain the situation through 
the generous interference of your lordship, I shall 
discharge my duty with zeal, fidelity, and’— 

“* Pooh !—hum-—he-~-just so-so I thought. Have 
youshum-~any other intorest ?—Eh~ha~hum !’ 

“< No interest at all, my lord, unless I succeed in 
having the advantage of securing success, in secur- 
ing that of your lordship.’ 

"‘Ham—ha—you see, mister—eh-~ah~oh, yes J— 
inister--hum—very well—you know—we don’t do 
these things on personal~hum—grounds, Now, my 
Lord Clangallahor~you see-—hum—ha-~—though per- 
sonally I have a great—hum—respect for—hum— 
him—cannot, you see, do us any good; and we, you 
see—I moan, you know~ hum-—that is, you under- 
stand—-ha, hum—give thesehum—places—in ex- 
change for—hum--support of another-—hum—sort. 
If youhum—could do us—you see, any. good—we, 
you see—it would, I mean, be another sort of a— 
hum—I moan—of a thing; but without parliament- 
ary~-hum—I mean interest, [can give you no rea- 
gonablo—hum—that is, hopes of a—a—any—thatis— 
(Here his lordship rose, motioning me to the door 
with his hand, and pau very low.) A—a—good 
maw--ning—imister, a--a-—(here his lordship touched 
the bell)—good maw—-ning. Eh !—ah{—hal—hum,’ 

**Woavons!’ said Ito myself, as the porter closed 
tho hall door after me, ‘was nature blind, d’ye 
think, or drunk, or in her apprenticeship, when she 
manufactured such a human urticle as that?”?’ 


This, Mr. President—and I should like to 
read the whole thing through, but my friend 
from New York would be tired of itis a 
little British illustration of thirty years ago, 
which I.was doing myself the pleasure of 
reading when my honorable friend imputed 
to me the fault or misfortune, and it may be 
both, that I had not acquired all the little 
information I possess in the earliest stages of 
my existence. I. commend this book to my 
friend. I hope he will read it all through, so 
far as, it reflects on the civil service of Great 
Britain, practiced upon the principle we now 
practice it; that is, of making appointments to 
office upon purely political considerations of 
political power and influence. 

If there is anything in this country which 
the people have been taught to believe is of 
value, it is education as the foundation of 
liberty, as the foundation of morality, as the 
ally of religion, as. the firm hope and basis of 
progress.  1f that be true of education, of that 
general information touching human. affairs 
and that general cultivation and discipline of 
the powers of the haman mind which we are 
taught, as, I have said, to believe. in, and if is 
to. be denied or ignored in the selection of 
public Servants, then let us understand it. If, 
on the other hand, this education that we all 
so much speak of, and boast of, and desire, 
is a thing which is essential and valuable in 
the administration of affairs, there must be 
some way. of bringing that into the publie ser- 
vice; and wedo know that now, in a. large 
seuse, it ig not the test of public employment. 
lt is the test. of private employment every- 
where, independent of: political or religious 
considerations, because it is. one of the noblest 
things in the social.sygtem. of. this American 
country of ours that when we leave the arena 
of legislation and the arena of politics, every 


man is in the real sense the brother of his 
neighbor, and of every other man; and when 
men are called upon to assist each other in 
the ways of business, religion and politics are 
put out of sight. 

In the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent that principle is carried into 
political operations also, for at this moment, 
(and it has been so ever since I can remem- 
ber,) the most honored among the judges of 
our supreme court, although they are elected 
annually, are men whose politics are as oppo- 
site to mine and as opposite to the poltics of 
three fourths of the people in my State as it 
is possible to conceive. Andso in every muni- 
cipality in the State, composing two hundred 
and forty-six towns, in the selection of the 
local representatives to carry on the business 
affairs of the people in those little republics, 
the question of politics is never brought into 
consideration, and the best men, they who best 
understand the public interest and the publie 
welfare, they whose purity and intelligence 
best commend them to their fellow-citizens 
and their neighbors, are selected to carry on 
public trusts. . 

I have only one word more to add, because 
the discussion here of the general merits of civil 
service reform may be somewhat out of place. 
I only wish to say now that in the illustration 
I have given of what we conceive in the little 
State that I in part represent to be the true 
method of carrying on affairs, I hope will not 
lead anybody to suppose that we are wanting 
in fidelity to Republican politicui principles. 
While in every practice of administration that 
ia not essentially political—that is, respecting 
those affairs that affect the political policy of 
the country—we know no politics, when you 
step beyond that to that part of our action 
which does relate to the real political interests 
of the country, L think everybody will give the 
little State of Vermont the credit to believe, 
whatever he may think of her opinions, that 
she is tolerably pronounced in expressing 
those opinions and in standing by them. 

Now, I should hope that in some way the 
nation might carry out its affairs in the same 
way; that wherever there is public duty to be 
performed which does not require political 
administration, great political principle, or 
political policy, but only requires the fidelity 
of the citizen best known for his virtue and his 
education and his capacity to fill that. trust, we 
might, as in the early days of the Republic, 
select him without asking him whether he 
believes in this or that particular political 
policy. Could we do that I think that the 
tone of the two Houses of Congress, the tone 
of the civil administration of the Government, 
and the progress of the country would be very 
largely enhanced. 

Now, I beg my honorable friend from. New 
York to believe that in what. we have said 
which may have. seemed to reflect upon the 
views of each other, I wish him to understand 
that I respect his opinions.. He believes, if I 
understand him aright, that this experiment 
which we are about to try will fail. I believe 
it-will not fail, and, while I respect his opinion 
entirely, [hope he will give me leave to believe 
that he will respect mine. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have been somewhat 
surprised by the remarks of the Senator from 
Vermont, surprised for some reasons which 
need not now be mentioned. I beg to say, 
however, to the Senator from Vermont, that 
if his ideas and understandings are as confused 
and erroneous in regard to this subject gen- 
erally as they are upon some points he has 
stated—I refer now to matters he has now 
stated for the first time, not. to those he has 
inculeated upon us. so often—if his ideas are 
as confased on this subject generally as. they 
are in. some respects, I think it might be well 
for him to undergo. some clarifying process. I 
have never said, I have never thought that the 
experiment of improving the civil service was 
to be a failure. . The Senator says be under 
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stands me to believe or expect that it will be 
a failure. He must have some strange psy- 
chological power. Ihave never expressed any 
such view; I have never had any such view. 
I bave had doubts, but those doubts I have 
not expressed, about the wisdom of some of 
the details of the plan submitted to us. I once 
did venture to say that I thought any system 
which undertcok to petrify men in office for 
life would encounter such objections that it 
would be stranded. The, present system, I 
believe, as far as it is proposed, contains no 
such suggestions. l 

If my recollection serves me aright, that is 
the only thing which might belong to civil 
service reform which I have ever commented 
upon in the sense of predicting its failure, and 
that feature, I repeat, does not belong to the 
system suggested tous; and yet the Senator 
says he understood me to expect the experi- 
ment to fail, ‘This only shows, as many 
another thing does, the breadth, depth, and 
capacity of my friend’s understanding. It is 
not the first time I have been impressed with 
these dimensions. I deem it right, however, 
to record this correction, and to say again 
that I think Iam quite as earnestly in favor 
of anything likely to improve the civil service 
as the Senator from Vermont: I do not think 
he monopolizes all the interest which prevails 
on that subject. 

I shall be as much disappointed as that 
Senator by any failure which may occur in 
any measure of reform, and my hope is quite 
as strong, my wish is quite as strong, in behalf 
of anything which seems to me to tend to hon- 
est reformation, improvement, or advance in 
the public interest, as is the hope or the 
wish or the expectation of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TIonly wish to say that 
Tam very gladI did my friend from New York 
injustice, (if the Senate will pardon such a 
solecism,) for it enables him to state that which 
gives me so much pleasure to hear. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam surprised to hear 
the Senator avow that he is glad he has done 
a fellow-member injustice. I- commend that 
to his reflection. He had better examine him- 
self and digest inwardly the ethics of the prop- 
osition. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire, Mr. 
President, concisely to state why I shall vote 
for this amendment. It is to enable the com- 
missioners further to inform us what are the 
evils in the civil service, and what is the rem- 
edy, for my opinion is that neither we, the 
President, nor the commission have yet ascer- 
tained the radical evil or the true remedy. I 
do not know that we want any better proof of 
the difficulties incidental to this reform than 
that after a few days’ trial the system of rules 
reported was necessarily suspended. 

There is a-number of evils charged against 
the service. 

One evil, we are told, is that Senators 
and Representatives interfere with official ap- 
pointments; and yet, sir, if in this great coun- 
try we take from the Government the inform- 
ation and advice which the Representatives of 
the people can better than any one else give, 
and which in many instances they alone can 
give, we shall do great injury to the Govern- 
ment, 

Another evil is stated to be the removal of 
persons from office before the-expiration of a 
given term; and yet there is noone carry- 
ing on a business establishment who. does not 
consider it essential to success that he should 
possess the power of removal and dismissal 
trom his service. 

Another evil charged is that employés un- 
der our system are deficient in knowledge; 
and yet we all know that there are aptitudes 
for these positions which all the examination 
in the world cannot evolve, and which all the 


learning in the world cannot supply when they |; 


are wanting. 7 
Still another evil, weare told, is-that officials 
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all know that there are many positions in the 
Government where it is of the first importance 
that the officer should hold opinions harmon- 
izing with the Administration, and where, at 
all events, a partisan opposed to the Govern- 
ment would be as objectionable as one in its 
favor. ‘ 

Still another evil stated; and it is the prin- 
cipal one, is that there isa close connection 
between party and office, and that great evils 


in the land undertakes to divorce that con- 
nection and make that a plank in its platform, 
the other political party will certainly make it 
a plank of their platform to unite party and 
office; and who will say which would be suc- 
| cessful? 

There are real difficulties on the subject ; 
and yet Iam satisfied that irregularities and 
evils exist which ought to be remedied. In 
my opinion the greatest evil of our civilservice 
is making official position dependent upon 
party service. This injuriously affects the set- 
vice by introducing improper persons, and it 
injures the country, in that improper motives 
control and affect our elections. 

What is the remedy? Idonotknow. Per- 
haps the remedy would betohave postmasters, 
revenue collectors, and assessors, under strict 
provisions as to qualifications and asto security, 
elected by the people. Jam by no means satis- 
fied that that would not be an important reform 
and improvement in the service. 

Another possible remedy would be to make 
the term. of office of all officials lap for two 


years the inauguration of the President, so 
that they will expire midway between two 
elections. Still another remedy would be 
that no official should ever be removed on the 
application of a Representative, Senator, or 
any one else, but only at the discretion of the 
head of a Department. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
friend if that is not the present condition of 
the civil service? Can the Senator, for in- 
stance, remove any man in the Interior Depart- 
ment without the approval of the Secretary? 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN. I did not state 
that I could. Y 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understood the Sen- 
ator that it would be a great reform to have it 
so fixed that he could not. 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN. I do not desire 
to enter upon that question of fact. It is 
asserted in this Chamber that many are re- 
moved at the instance of Representatives and 
Senators; but without discussing the question 
of fact, if the evil exists, I have suggested 
remedies for the evil. I do not assert that 
-Senators interfere; I have never interfered, 
and I do not suppose the Senator from Wis- 
consin has done so. 

Another evil which I believe exists is that 
| employés are removed from office without suf- 
ficient cause after they have become familiar 
with their duties, and thus the country is de- 
prived of their services when they are most 
most useful, and injustice is done to men who, 
having given up the other advantages of life, 
cannot avail themselves as readily of other 
opportunities of business when thus removed. 

İt may be that making the term of office lap 
the inauguration of the President would relieve 
this evil and prevent. removals; and another 
remedy, perhaps, would be found in a provis- 
ion that no person should be removed’ unless 
the head of the Department should give a cer- 
tificate that he does not discharge the duties 
as well as he should. 

But it is not my purpose to go into the sub- 
ject of what the reform ought to be. All that 
1 insist is that we oùght to vote this appro- 
ptiation, because we are not possessed of the 
requisite information to properly legislate. 
It ‘is an important and difficult subject. Sen- 
ators refer us to the peaceful and harmonious 
working of the Government in the times of 


Washington, Adams, and Jefferson. Why, sir, 


| are proscribed for opinion’s sake; and yét we | 


result therefrom ; and yet if one political party | 


I want to ask my |i 


i 


this Government was then a small éstablish- 
ment. Wehave more affairs and transactions 
now in a single day than they had then in fifty 
or sixtydays. We have now forty million peo- 
ple and sixty thousand Federal officeholders. 
fn twenty years we may double: our popula- 
tion. The necessity for a just system every 
year becomes greater. I would not now vote, 
or if I should vote I would expéct no good to 
come from it, for a law fixing rules for the 
civilservice. Those rules must havea gradual 
growth. ‘They“are not to be the work of a 
day or of a year. We can no more to-day 
enact a law properly regulating the civil ser 

vice, than the Parliament of England could 
have enacted the principles and customs of. 


, the common law, which grew up in the ex- 


periment and experience of life until, like the 


| atmosphere, it touched society at every point 


and chafed it nowhere. By having a commis- 
sion constantly giving their attention to the 
subject, finding out the evils and remedies, in 
the course of time a reform will be effected 
acceptable to the people and profitable to the 
nation. : 

This commission, in my opinion, should not 
sit down ata table and attempt to evolvea 
civil service from their own ingenuity. They 
should be thoroughly familiar with all the con- 
stitutional provisions relating to appointments 
to office. They should study the systems of 
other countries. They should have free inter- 
course with the heads of the Departments, 
They should confer with such leading men as 
are distinguished for ability and power in 
organization, some of whom I could readily 
name, Then they should determine the car- 
dinal ends to be obtained, one end being to 
preserve to the Government the benefit of the 
information and advice which Senators and 
Representatives can give, and preserving their 
responsibility, too, as far as possible. An- 
other end is to prevent patronage from being 
a source of corruption ; and still another to 
preserve to the Government the services of 
faithful officers, and to do them justice, and 
yet not to create a caste consisting of civil 
service officials. The nature of the examina- 
tion should be prescribed, that it may be a 
test, not of erudition, but of adaptation and 
practical ability; and, if possible, to make it. 
more serviceable as well as inexpensive, by 
being conducted by the officials of the Depart- 
ment rather. than by a board created for that 
purpose. The appropriation will enable the 
President to carry on this investigation, and 
probably in December we may be prepared to 


| take some step—not then to make a system; 


that will require years, by experiment, defeat, 
and experience, to perfect. 
Mr. CARPENTER. And $50,000 each 


year? : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is nothing 
in the amount of the appropriation, as my 
friend well knows. I do not suppose that this 
year the expenditure would exceed $10,000, 
and I would have no objection to having the 
sum now reduced to $25,000 or even less. We 
have confidence in the President that if the 
appropriation be $50,000 or $500,000, not a 
farthing more will be expended than the exi- 


| gencies of the service require. In his message 


he asks Congress to make an appropriation, 
and also that a law might be passed giving him. 
the power to make some compensation for 
their extra labor to those on the commission 


j who are, under existing laws, debarred from 
| drawing pay because they are already. in the 


service. ‘These reasonable requests I think 
Congress should comply with, and show their 
confidence in the President, and their earnest 
determination that by slow, but sure progress, 
a reform is to be effected in our civil service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the ‘ehair.) The question. is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. ; ene 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the vote is taken 
upon the amendment I desire to reply briefly 
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to the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. Howe. ] 

Two objections seem to be interposed against 
any effort at a reform of the civil service. One 
is to ridicule the effort, to talk about examin- 
ations, and to make fun of them, and try and 
laugh the thing down. The other is to assail 

; those who are making the effort to purify and 
improve the civil service—— 
r. POMEROY. Will the Senator yield 
foran executive session? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | it is immaterial to me. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are some messages 
from the President. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I will be governed by 
the wishes of the Senate. Ido not ask it on 
my account. Iwill yield to allow the motion 
to. be made, 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to take the 
sense of the Senate. There are some execu- 
tive messages from the President of the United 
States which ought to be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive busi- 

. ness. 

Mr. COLE. I know the motion is not 
debatable, and I ask my friend to withdraw it 
for a moment. f 

Mr. POMEROY. 
from Ilinois to yield for a moment, 
entitled tothe floor if anybody is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I yielded merely to 
ascertain what the sense of the Senate is. It 
is immaterial to me whether I go on now or 


not. 
Mr. COLE. I hope we may be able to get 
- through with this bill to-night. The Senate 
has agreed to adjourn until Monday. . 
Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 
Mr. COLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 14; as follows: 
: YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 


Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Cooper, 


Fenton, Ferryof Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hill, Hitchcock, tlowe, Johnston, Kellogg, 


Norwood, Nyo, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 


I only asked the Senator 
He is 


soy, Robortson, Schurz, Seott, Sprague, Stockton, | 


Tipton, Vickers, and Wright—34. 
AYS — Messrs. Anthony, Caldwell, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Kelly, Logan, Riee, Sawyer, Stevenson, and Win- 


om--14. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Corbett, 
Crogin, Davis of Kentucky, Davisof West Virginia, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, 
Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Trumbull, West,and Wilson—25. 


‘So the motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o'clock and thirty-five minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 8, 1872. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm:. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


~ RESERVATION OF THE UTE INDIANS. 
Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, from 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported as | 


a substitute for the joint resolution H. R. No. 
102, a bill (H. R. No. 1862) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to make certain nego- 
tiations with the Ute Indians in Colorado; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SHANKS. This billis simply to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to enter into 
negotiations for a part of the Ute reservation 
in Colorado. Task that it now be put upon 

_3t8 passage. 
The bill was read. It authorizes and em- 


powers the Secretary of the Interior to enter 
into negotiations with the Ute Indians of Col- 
orado Territory, for the extinguishment of 
their right to the south part of a certain reser- 
vation, made in pursuance of a treaty con- 
cluded. March 2, 1868, situate-in the south- 
western portion of said Territory of Colorado, 
and report his proceedings, under this act, to 
Congress for its consideration, the expense 
of such negotiations to be paid by the United 
States and to be hereafter appropriated. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read å third time. 

Mr. SHANKS. The bill has the unani- 
mous approval of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and is also approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I should 
like to hear some explanation as to the object 
of the bill. 

Mr. SHANKS. This reservation consists 
of fourteen million aeres. The number of 
Indians on the reservation is four thousand. 
They are situated on the north part of it. This 
refers to the south end of the reservation. 
Very valuable mining interests have been dis- 
covered in that part of the reservation, which 
is not required by the Indians for any purpose. 
Tt is desirable to put the title in the United 
States as soon as possible, that the mining 
interests may be developed. The Indians do 
not need it, and the bill involves no inter- 
ference whatever with their interests. 

Mr. CONNER. JI desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Has this bill been consid- 
ered by any committee? 

Mr. SHANKS. It has the unanimous as- 
sert of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
I have reported it as chairman of that com- 
mittee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF PITTSBURG. 


Mr. NEGLEY. Ircnew the request I made 
yesterday, that by unanimous consent the bill 
(S. No. 742) to amend section thirty-five of 
an act entitled “An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,” be taken from 
the Speaker’s table for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. It extends the privileges 


of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce internal, 


taxes, and for other purposes,” approved July 
14, 1870, to the port of Pittsburg, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, with the same effect as if it 
had been inserted in the thirty-fifth section of 
said act. 

There was no objection, and the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read three 
times, and passed. 

Mr, NEGLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, HARTFORD CONNECTICUT, 


Mr. PLATT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
ask that by unanimous consent the bill (H. 


i R. No. 1589) to provide for a building for the 


use of the post office, custom-house, pension 
office, United States circuit and district courts, 
and internal revenue offices at Hartford, Con- 
necticut, with Senate amendments, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be concurred in. The 
Senate have made merely slight verbal-amend- 
ments. 

There was no objection; and the bill (H. R. 


No. 1589) with Senate. amendments was taken 
from the Speaker’s table. 

The amendments of the Senate were read 
as follows: 


Page 1, line six, strike out “‘fire-proof.” | 
„Pago 1, line ten, after “constructed,” insert 

with a fire-proof vault extending to each story 
and. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER. These are merely 
verbal amendments, and there can be no objec- 
tion to concurring in them. : 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment is simply 
that instead of providing fora fire-proof build: 
ing the bill now provides that there shall be a 
fire-proof vault in each story. 

The amendments were concurred in, 


Mr. PLATT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments were concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, communicated 
to the House by Mr. Sympsoy, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House therein, 
a bill of the following title: . . 

A bill (S. No. 715) relating to the capture 
of the Albemarle. 2 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBURN. LI call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I ask permission to 
report a bill from the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad for consideration and passage at this 


time. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I object, and 
insist upon the regular order of business, 
BOUNTIES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour begins at twenty 
minutes past twelve o’clock, and this being 
Friday, reports from committees of a private 
nature are in order. The House resumes the 
consideration of a bill coming over from Fri- 
day last, being a bill (H. R. No. 1782) in rela- 
tion to bounties. l 

The bill, which was read, provides that 
every volunteer, non-commissioned officer, 
private, musician, and artificer who enlisted 
into the military service of the United States 
prior to July 22, 1861, under the proclamation 
of the President of the United States, of May 
8, 1861, and the orders of the War Department 
issued in pursuance thereof, and was actually 
mustered into any regiment, company, or bat- 
tery which was accepted by the War Depart- 
ment under such proclamation and. orders, 
shall be paid the full bounty of $100 under 
and by virtue of the said proclamation and 
orders of the War Department, in force at 
the time of such enlistment and prior to July 
22, 1861; provided that the same has not 
already been paid. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this a public bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was pending at 
the close of the morning hour of Friday last. 

Mr. COBURN. It is in such a condition 
that it can be put on its passage now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a single 
suggestion in regard to this bill. All will 
agree that some legislation is necessary to 
carry out the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon the subject of boun- 
ties. I wish, however, to suggest to my col- 
league [Mr. Copury] that both the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] and the chairman of the Committee on , 
Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] have agreed 
that this could be put upon some appropriation 
bill, perhaps upon some appropriation bill now 
pending in Committee of the Whole, which 
would render the passage of such a proposi- 
tion as this more certain. Bills of this class 
are not readily passed through Congress ag 
separate measures. I would therefore suggest 
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to my colleague that if this proposition be put 
upon an appropriation bill its passage would 
be rendered absolutely certain. I desire to 
call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. GARFIELD] to 
this subject for a moment. I understood the 
gentleman to say that this proposition might 
without objection be put upon an appropria- 
tion bill which would come before the House 
in a short time. f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I could not say 
that for the Committee on Appropriations, 
because the subject has not been before them 
for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman said he 
would not object to it upon an appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I said I would 
not object to it upon the ground I objected 
before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One other suggestion. 
Since the. subject was before the House day 
before yesterday, it has been suggested that 
if the bill should be passed to equalize boun- 
ties, that measure would accomplish the pur- 
pose of this bill and something more. If this 
pill is to pass, I would suggest to my colleague 
whether it would not be just as well perhaps 
to have it pass in the form I have suggested. 

Mr. COBURN. I do not know any way 
that could possibly accomplish the defeat of 
this proposition unless some such course as 
that suggested by the gentleman is adopted. 
This bill is now in a shape in which it can go 
through the House and Senate without objec- 
tion, and I predict it will if put through as it 
is. This bill, if tt shall become a law, will 
not largely increase the expenditures of the 
Government. Wehave made an approximate 
estimate, and the amount of these bounties 
under this bill cannot possibly exceed the 
amount contemplated by the proclamation 
calling for forty-two thousand men, of the 
President, of 1861, by $1,500,000. I am in- 
formed that in the Senate this bill is favorably 
received. Their attention has been called to 
it, and I have no doubt it will pass that body 
within a week afier it goes over. If it is 
tacked on an appropriation bill it may be 
dropped out somewhere and lost. I would 
rather a thousand times it should go through 
as an independent proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; let the bill 
pass as my colleague [Mr. Copurn] desires it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to move an 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. COBURN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend by in- 

serting before the word ‘‘ mustered,” in line 
nine, the words ‘‘before August 6, 1861.” 


That will cover the cases of those who enlisted . 


prior to July 22, 1861, and who were actually 
mustered in the service in pursuance of that 
enlistment. A whole regiment of Connecticut 
volunteers enlisted in the month of June, but 
they were not actually mustered in until July 
22, on account of the delay of the mustering 
officer, they having then been in camp for two 
months. Now, I wish to provide simply for the 


case of those who were within the scope of |; 


the decision of the Supreme Court; that is, 
those who actually enlisted before July 22, 1861, 
but who, from some delay of the mustering offi- 
cer, were not mustered in until after that day. 
I have fixed August 6, because that is the 
day when Congress ‘ratified the act by which 
those volunteers were mustered in. 

Mr. COBURN. Say ‘fon or before the 
22d of July. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I say ‘‘ actually mustered 
in before August 6, in pursuance of said enlist- 
ment.” It was agreed by the gentleman who 
reported the bill that this should be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ mustered,” on lne nine, insert 
the words * before August 6, 1861.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Do not soldiers who were 
enlisted after July 22 get that bounty? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No,sir. Under the terms 
of the law the enlistment must be prior to July 
22, 1861. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did these soldiers enlist 
for three years, or the war? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir, for three years; 
every one of them. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
bill as it will be with the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Ke.ioce. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That every volunteer, non-com- 
missioned officer, private, musician, and artificer 
who enlisted into the military service of the United 
States prior to July 22, 1861, under the proclamation 
of the President of the United States of May 3, 
1861, and the orders of the War Department issued 
in pursuance thercof, and was actually mustered 
before August 6, 1861, into any regiment, company, 
or battery which was accepted by the War Depart- 
ment under such proclamation and orders, shall be 
paid the full bounty of $100, under and by virtue of 
the said proclamation and orders of the War Depart- 
ment, in force at the time of such enlistment and 
| prior to July 22, 1861: Provided, That the same has 
not already been paid. 


Mr. HOLMAN. J think that this amend- 
i ment will in its effect go somewhat further 
than the gentleman from Connecticut supposes. 


I certainly, however, have no objection to it. 
I think that soldiers who were mustered in 
between July 22 and August 6, 1861, were 
mustered in under the provisions of the act of 
July 22; but inasmuch as there is a provision 
that those who have received the bounty shall 
not receive it again under the bill, there cer- 
tainly can be no ground of objection to the 
proposition, except that the whole matter 
would be more completely and fairly adjusted 
by the passage of a bill for the equalization of 
bounties. Such an act would do justice to 
these soldiers and to all others. 
Mr. COBURN. I wouldlike to know from 
my colleague how much he estimates the equal- 
ization of all the bounties would amount to? 
Mr. HOLMAN. It would require several 
million dollars to equalize the bounties, I pre- 


sume. 

Mr. COBURN.... How many millions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to my 
colleague. that an act like this, of manifest 
justice to the soldiers, ought not to depend 
upon the question whether it will take more 
or less out of the Treasury, provided that the 
Treasury will not be seriously embarrassed by 
the outlay. 


Mr. COBURN. The gentleman’s bill has 


estimate made as to the expense which it 
would entail upon the Government. It has 
been found if the bounties were equalized as 
he proposes $153,000,000 would be added to 
the expenditures of the Government. I ask 
him whether he would support a proposition 
which would take $158,000,000 out of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague will remem- 
ber one fact, that we have never yet submitted 
to either the- Interior or the War Department 
a question with reference to the expense of 
carrying. out a law of the kind without receiv- 
ing an estimate largely beyond the real facts; 
| for the officers of the Departments desire to 
place the amount at such a figure as cannot in 
any event be exceeded. I do not apprehend 
that anything approaching the sum mentioned 
by my colleague would be taken out of the 
Treasury by the equalization proposed; but 
if it took ever so much, I would free the coun- 
try from the existing ground of just complaint 
on the part of our soldiers that, as to the bounty 
received from the Government, their compen- 
sation has, in fact, been unequal. Some sol- 
diers who served only one, two, or three 


months have received bounties, while others 
who served two years and ten months, have not 
received one cent of bounty, or at best but 
fifty dollars, 


been submitted to the pay department, and at 


Mr. COBURN. This malter has -been 


thoroughly investigated by the. pay depart. 


ment, and a careful estimate made. - There is 
no question in my mind, nor I think in the 
mind of any one who has given fair considera- 
tion to the subject, that this estimate is cor- 
rect. Ihave no reason to doubt the honesty, 
the capability, or the exactness of the’ pay 
department in making these calculations. `f 
have no doubt their estimates are. about 
right, and the gentleman -cannot avoid the 
responsibility he takes in requiring this ouflay 
for the mere purpose of making some political 
capital out of a measure which his. notions 
of economy in other things would revolt at. 
The question is simply this: are gentlemen 
ready to authorize the Government to proceed 
to make this enormous outlay at this time? 
That is all to which I wish to call the attention 


| of the House. It is now before the committee, 


and under consideration and uncisposed of, 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, does not call for a 
large expenditure. If the gentleman from 
Connecticut will say in his amendment that it 
shall apply to those who enlisted on or before 
the 22d of July, I will yield to him to offer it. 

Mr. CREBS. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. COBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CREBS. Iam in favor of the bill offered 
at this time. If we cannot get a better one to 
equalize the bounties of soldiers I do not wish 
to throw any obstacles in the way of the. pas- 
sage of this bill. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if he has any idea of the amount of 
money already paid for bounties to soldiers ?: 
It is evident to my mind that a large portion 
of these bounties has already been paid. A 
bil} to equalize bounties passed this House, 
but failed to pass the Senate. The amount 
which would be paid under that bill according 
to an estimate I have made I—do not profess to 
know whether it is entirely correct, but it will 
be found that at least three fourths of the 
bounties have already been paid to the soldiers 
under bounty laws which we have already 
passed—I say according to my estimate the 
amount which would be paid under that bill, 
instead of being $150,000,0U0, if I am not very 
much mistaken, would not be more. than 
$20,000,000, and then we would have.a. per- 
fect equalization of bounties to soldiers, I 
am not certain my estimate is correct, but 
taking the number of troops we had in the 
field and the number .of. soldiers who have 
already received bounties—for nearly all have 
received some, but there are afew who have 
received no bounty whatever—taking the num- 
ber of soldiers we had in the field, and the num- 
ber who have received bounties, and estimating 
as nearly as I can from official data, it seems 
to me $20,000,000 would be all that coutd be 
asked under the. bill to equalize these boun- 
ties. Taking the whole time our soldiers 
served during the war, in my judgment, that 
amount would be all that would be required. 
If it took that amount, or even if ittook doulle 
that amount, if it be just, and I think no one 
can doubt that it is just, that these bounties 
should be equalized, then it is the duty of the 
Government to pass such a bill. There is no 
doubt all those who have received bounty were 
entitled to it, and itis equally just that those 
who have not yet received it should do so. 

Mr. COBUKN. I have here the estimates 
from. the War Departinent, which I will append 
tomy remarks. {have theestimate of the Pay- 
master General as to the bill of my colleague, 
[Mr. HoLmax,] and the aggregate of cost 
under that bill will be $163,543,000 in round 
numbers. Under the bill of my other col- 
league [Mr. Nizrack] the amount will be 
$17,275,000. I am not now saying that I 
would oppose any bill for this purpose, but 
Ido say before a thing of this kind is gone 
into-hastily gentlemen should know whatthey 
are doing. ‘These estimates I ask to be printed 
with my remarks. 


Y 
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The papers referred to are.as follows: 


Report af Paymaster General United States Army 
upon plans for equalization of soldiers’ bounties, in 
House bilis Nos. 89 and 240. 

a WAR DEPARTMENT, 
PAYMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
à WASRINGTON, D, C, January —, 1872. 
Sır; I have the honor to submit the following 
estimate of the approximate cost of effecting an 
equalization. of bounties at this time, based upon 
the provisions of House bills Nos. 89 and 240, as 
requested by the Military Committee of the House 

of Representatives under date of December 19, 1871. 
Under the provisions of Hon. Mr. NIBLACK’S bill, 

No. 89, the approximate cost of equalization is 

$187,975,105 94, determined as follows: 

I Number of enlisted men. of the regular Army 
who enlisted at any time between April 12, 1861, 
and April 19, 1865. and who served faithfully and 
wero honorably discharged, was............ +1046,379 
Average duration of service will approximate 29 

months, : 

2. Number of enlisted men of all classes of volun- 
teers, including those recognized for completing 
defenses of Washington and slaves who enlisted or 
were drafted between April 12, 1861, and April 19, 
1865, who served faithfully and were honorably 


discharged, was... sernecesnee dy 204,421 
Deduct substitutes... 123,191 
Deduct enlisted from captured pris- 
OMEYS Of WAL... cccessscecscsecesseceenneenes 1,5 
—— 124,782 
Bota ..csccseccessesees a death TETEE PEO 2,109,639 


Averago duration of servise in months, 28.7. 

3. Add number enlisted for not less than three 
years, and discharged on account of wounds, or 
while engaged ih the line of duty, (extra time not 
included in No, 2 above,) WASsesesssee verses sae: 59,500 
Average time of actual service to be credited was 

36 months—28.7-=7.3 months, 

The above, taken soverally at their average dura- 
tion of service in months. would give os follows: 
1. $8 33X29, monthsX 46,379 men = $11,208,258 33 
2. 833% 28.7 months X2,109,639 men = 504,555,327 50 
3. 833X T.3monthsX $0,600 men = — 3,619,583 33 

; _ 519,383,169 16 

Deduct gross amount of bountios paid E 

and payable under existing laws 

by the United States, namely: 


; between November 
1,1866, and August 31, 
BL. EO ve 14,460,334 18 
Extra bounties paid, 
aot July 28, 1866........ 62,278,129 04 
Extra bounties still 
PAYADICeceeceecsee 164,950 00 
———-----—— 382,108,063 22 
Total approximato tostas essene $137,275,105 94 


Under tho provisions of Hon. Mr. Horwax’s bill, 
No. 240, the approximate cost of equalization 
Wrassesseresensessssasenes deen iprona ossidasi nakjir piarsa $163,543,634 61 

Determined ns follows: 

1. Number of enlisted men of tho regular Army who 
enlisted nt any time between April 12, 1861, and 
May 9, 1865, and who served faithfully, and were 
honorably discharged, wWag,..........ssseeee ep. 40,67 
Average duration of service will approximate 29 

months, 

2. Number of enlisted men of all classos of volun- 
‘teers who enlisted or were drafted between April 
12, 1861, and April 19, 1865, and were honorably 
discharged, was, 2,234,421 

Deduct substitutes 

Deduct enlisted 
OË WAY secavscsnisnnniinte 


124,782 
2,109 ) 639 


Average duration of service in months, 28,7. 


545,651,697 83 
Deduct gross amount of bounties as 
vse en as oan neetaneassonessecennes S82 108,063 22 


BDOVE..-casseersene 


n 


Total approximate CoSb..ssisessseeccnnes $163,543,634 61 


In determining the soveral classes of enlisted men 
above, all unreturned and unpardoned deserters, 
all men dishonorably discharged, and all discharged 
for favor and for minority, as provided in the bill, 
have. been excluded, j , 

But in the credits of enlisted men,of volunteersin 


No. 2 are included 99,091 seamen and 2,931 marines; 
total, 102,022. ‘ 
Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
$ f BENJAMIN ALVORD, 
Acting Paymaster General. 
Hon. JOHN COBURN, Chairman Committee on Military 
Affairs, United States House of Representatives. 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, January 12, 1872, 

Statement showing the number of officers and sol- 
diers (regulars and volunteers) of the United States 
Army, during the rebellion of 1861-65, who entered 
the service for periods varying from three months to 
three years, together with the estimated cost to the 
Government should certain provisions of House bill 
No. 506, (second session Forty-Second Congress,) 
become law; furnished for the information of Hon. 
Jonn Coburn, chairman, Committee on Military 
Affairs, in compliance with his request, dated Janu- 
ary 5, 1872. 
The number of officers and soldiers was. 2,568, 556 


327,184 


They are accounted for as follows: 
Deaths.. 


Deserti 78,644 
Dishonora 1693 
Dismissed or cashiered. 2,697 
Honorably discharged. ,957,888 


TOA aaa 


To furnish certificates of indebtedness of $160 each, 
with interest at the rateof five per cent. per ann um, 
redeemable in five years, to 1,957,338 honorably dis- 
charged oflicers and soldiers of the Army, as pro- 
vided in section five of the bill, would cost $391,467,- 
600; and if in addition thereto the same benefits be 
extended to the heirs of 327,184 oflicers and soldiers 
who died in the service, the amount would be there- 
by increased $65,436,800, making an aggregate of 
$456,904,400, 

Tho office has no data ag to the number of seamen, 
marines, &c., who served in the Navy or in the 
Marino corps during the rebellion, consequently 
the information desired in their cases cannot bo 
furnished. 

Tho numbor of wagon-masters and teamsters em- 
ployod during the war has never been compiled, and 
it is estimated that the preparation of such a state- 
mont would involve the labor of twelve clerks for a 
period of two years. | 

Respectfully submitted to the Secreta ny. of War. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant General. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is conceded on all 
sides if my amendment shall be adopted it 
will provide only for a few cases of hardship 
where they were enlisted before the 22d of 
July and come within the scope of the decis- 
ions, but owing to the fault of the mustcring- 
oflicers in not sending in their reports they 
were not mustered in before that time. 


Mr. Knrtoae’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask my colleague to 
yleld to me to move an amendment for the 
purpose of equalizing the bounties of all sol- 
diers who enlisted and served during the war. 

Mr. COBURN. I cannot yield for that 
purpose. It would be unfair to take up this 
question now and in this way; let it come in 
its own time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are a number of 
soldiers who enlisted and served in the Army, 
and who were honorably discharged, who ought 
to be allowed bounty equal to that which has 
been granted to others. I submit that to give 
them a bounty of perhaps fifty. dollars would 
be reasonable. It would so completely do jus- 
tice that there would never hereafter be a 
ground of complaint, Ithink the country ex- 
pects such action on our part during the pres- 
ent Congress. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to submit the question to the House. 

Mr. COBURN. It would not be treating 
the House or the committee, or any one who 
has had this matter under consideration, fairly, 
to submit such a proposition for action at this 
time. ‘Let these matters come up in regular 
order. They are all under consideration by 
the committee, and will in due time be brought 
before the House. I decline to yield for the 
amendment, and demand the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill as amended. 

The previous quéstion was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill, as amended, was ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading ; and being 


engrossed; it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBUBN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid om the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF ARSENALS, ETC. 


Mr. SLOCUM. A bill, which was errone- 
ously printed, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs on Friday. I now report 
the bill from the committee in correct form, 
and ask that it be printed and recommitted. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1868) authorizing the 
sale of certain arsenals and other property of 
the United States was received, read a, first 


‘and second time, recommitted to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JOHN E. WOODWARD. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1424) to reimburse John E, 
Woodward for certain moneys paid by him. 

The bill was read. It provides that the sum 
of $8,629 72 be paid from the judiciary fund 
accruing from fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, to John E. Woodward, the same being 
the amount of money paid by him as dam- 
ages, interest, and cost on a judgment in favor 
of Samuel Fells, in the circuit court of Me- 
Cracken county, State of Kentucky, because 
of the sale by said Waodward of certain prop- 
erty during the war by the order of the Bice 
ident of the United States, the proceeds of 
said sale having been duly and faithfully 
accounted for to the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. This bill 
was agreed to unanimously and reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the last 
House, and failed for want of time. Itis now 
agreed to unanimously by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I askthat the bill be again 
reported. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If thereis areport accom- 
panying this bill I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no report, but the records and affidavits and 
all the evidence accompany it. i 

I have already stated that this was unani- 
mously passed by the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee of Jast Congress, and that it has been 
considered and unanimously reported by the 
Judiciary Committee of the present House, 
The statement is a very simple one. Mr. 
Woodward was an officer in the Army. He 
was ordered by the President to sell certain 
property. He did so, and accounted for the 
money, and it was paid into the Treasury. 
After the war a suit was brought against him 
by the owner of the property, who claimed 
that the order of the President was not a suf 
ficient justification, and recovered the sum 
mentioned in this bill, which Woodward had 
to pay. The proceeds have gone into the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There are several prece- 
dents for that. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF TIIE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1864) to 
extend the provisions of the act of April 10, 
1869, entitled ‘An act to amend the judicial 
system of the United States;"’ which was read 
a first and second time. 
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The question was on ordering the bill to 


he engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
provisions of section five of the act approved 
the 10th day of April, 1869, entitled “An act 
to amend the judicial system of the United 
States,” shall be extended to any judge of 
a United States court who resigned his office 
after the Ist day of January, 1865, and before 
the passage of the act referred to, after having 
attained to the age of seventy, having held a 
commission as such at least ten years; and 
such judge shall receive such salary as he was 
entitled to at the time he resigned his office, 
the amount paid to be computed from the date 
of such resignation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this a public bill? 

Mr. PETERS. It is reported upon the 
memorial of a private individual. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make 
a point of order upon this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is a public bill, 
yet I do not desire to make that point of order 
upon it if some explanation can be made. I 
suppose this bill is intended to apply to some 
particular case. 

Mr. PETERS. This bill is founded upon 
the memorial in bebalf of Ashur Ware, who 
was a district court judge in the State of Maine 
for forty-four years. He is now over ninety 
years of age; he is absolutely so infirm as to 
require the attendance of nurses day and 
night, and he is absolutely a poor man. He 
was a man of most eminent ability as a judge, 
and this relief is asked for by the judges of 
the Supreme Court, by the judges of all the 
other Federal courts, by the bar of Cumber- 
land county, Maine, and by the bar of the rest 
of Maine and elsewhere, wherever such a peti- 
tion has been presented to any person who 
has any knowledge of the subject. ‘The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have unanimously in- 
structed me to report this bill. Judge Ware 
resigned in 1865. Had he remained upon 
the bench until 1868 his case would have 
heen covered by the retiring act of that year. 
Upon examination it is found that by car- 
rying back the operation of that act to Jan- 
uary, 1865, it will cover the additional case of 
Judge Ware, and only one other, that of Judge 
Sprague, of Massachusetts, who resigned in 
1866 because he had become almost totally 
blind. He had remained for years upon the 
bench of Massachusetts while in that condi- 
tion, the bar of that State being unwilling that 
he should leave that high position even with 
all his infirmities. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this House and 
Congress made a very grave mistake in the 
enactment of the law proposing to organize 
a civil pension list. I think that is contrary 
to the spirit and genius of our institutions, 
but it has been begun. The case the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Perers] has presented 
I think is as meritorious as any, l certainly 
would not be justified in pressing the point of 
order on this bill if itis made to apply to 
these particular officers. It provides for a 
period of service of ten years. 

Mr: PETERS. Judge Sprague was on the 
bench nearly thirty years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itshould be made to re- 
quire more than ten years’ service. 

Mr. PETERS. It can apply only to these 
two cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It might cover other cases. 
Ten years’ service is certainly too low a limit. 

Mr. PETERS. Let the gentleman name 
some limit. A 

Mr. HOLMAN. Make it thirty years. 

Mr. PETERS. Ithink Judge Sprague was 
appointed in 1840, and left the bench in 1866. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then make it twenty-five 


ears, 
7 Mr. PETERS. Say twenty years, as I may 
be mistaken by a year or two. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Very well; I will move to 
strike out ‘ten?’ and insert * twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES T. MILLER. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill (H.R. No. 1865) for 
the relief of the sureties of James T. Miller, 
late collector and public depositary at Wil- 
mington, North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, releases and dis- 
charges from all liability to the United States 
the sureties of James T. Miller, late of Wil- 
mington, North Carolina, upon his bonds as 
collector and public depositary. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COURT RECORDS IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 
353, to restore the records of the United States 
courts in the northern district of Illinois. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was then read at length. The first 
section provides that in proceedings to restore 
the records of the circuit and district courts 
of the northern district of Ilinois, destroyed 
by fire on the 9th of October, 1871, under the 
act of March 8, 1871, entitled ‘An act relat- 
ing to records of the courts of the United 
States,” the notice required by said act may 
be served upon any non-resident of said dis- 
trict anywhere within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, or in any foreign country, the 
proof of, the service of such notice, if 
made in a foreign country, to be certified 
by a minister or consul of the United 
States in such country under his official seal. 
The second section provides that a certified 
copy of the official return of the district attor- 
ney, clerk of the circuit or district court, or 
the marshal of the northern district of Illinois, 
made in pursuance of law, and on file in the 
Department of Justice, relating to any cause 
in either of said courts to which the United 
States was a party, the record of which was 
destroyed in the fire, may be filed in the court 
to which it appertains, and shall have the same 
force and effect as if it were an original return 
made to the court; and in any case in which 
the names of the parties, and the date and 
amount of the judgment or decree shall appear 
from such returns, it shall be lawful for the 
court in which they are filed to issue the 
necessary process to enforce such decree or 
judgment in the same manner as if the 
original record was before the court. The 
third section provides that it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney for the north- 


may be necessary to restore the records and 
files of the circuit and district courts of the 
district which were destroyed by fire on the 
9th of October, 1871, andin which the United 
States is interested, so far as the judges ofthe 
courts, respectively, shall deem it essential to 
the interests of the United States that the 
records and files be restored; and the. judges 
of the courts, respectively, are authorized to 
direet such steps to be taken as, in their opin- 
ion, shall be deemed advisable to-restore the 
judgment dockets and indices of the courts, 


ern district of Illinois to take such steps as | 


and, for that parpose, may direct the perform: 
ance, by the clerks of the courts, and by the: 
United States attorney for thre district, of any 
duty incident thereto, and the clerks and the 
district attorney are to be allowed such com- 
pensation and disbursements for services ren- 
dered under this section (in cases where no 
compensation is now. provided by law for such 
services) as may be allowed by the Attorney 
General, and certified to be just and reason- 
able by the judge of the court.in which the 
services are rendered, and the amount so al- 
lowed is to be paid out of the judiciary fund. 
But the sum allowed the clerks is notto- exceed 
the sum of $12,000, and the entire compensa- 
tion of the United States attorney for such 
services is not to exceed the. sum of $6,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call the previous ques: 
tion on ordering this bill to a third reading. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the. opera- 
tion thereof, the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HANNIBAL AND ST. JOSEPH RAILROAD, ETC. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to take the judg- 
ment of the Speaker upon the question whether 
the report I am about to present is ofa private 
nature. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution 
appended to the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
discharged from the further consideration of ‘the 
said resolution, and that the same do lie upon the 
table, and that the Secretary of the Interior be 
notified hereof. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BrycHam] was about to submit a question 
to the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. This res- 
olution reports back, with a recommendation 
that no further action be taken upon it, a resos 
lution of the House requiring an investigation 
into the doings and the rights of the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph Railroad Company in regard ` 
to land grants; and also into the doings of the . 
Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany as regards a land grant. Those were two 
public grants of land to railroads for publie 
purposes. Now, I submit that it is not in 
order to report on private bill day the action 
of the Judiciary Committee on this subject, 
which is public in its nature. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the matter 
referred to involves simply a conflict of inter- 
ests between various railroad companies in 
respect to their right to certain lands hereto- 
fore appropriated by a public law. In the 
resolutiog referred to the committee, it was 
alleged among other things that a certain 
assignment made by the Hannibal and. St. 
Joseph Railroad Company to. the Central 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company was 
fraudulent and void, and the committee were 
instructed to inquire into the validity of said 
assignment. ari 

I desire to say. that in making this report 
recommending that the committee and the 
House be relieved from the further considera 
tion of the subject, and that the whole matter 
be referred back where it belongs—to the tri- 
bunals of. justice and the Executive: Depart- 
ments for settlement—we, decide: nobody's 
rights. The question, in my view, 18.30 every 
light a conflict of private interests arising 
under the laws of the United States. I shall 
be perfectly content with any decision which 
the Speaker may make on this point ; but it 
was a matter of great doubt in my own mind; 
notwithstanding the rulings of this House 
that railroad grants are to be considered public 
bills, whether a conflict between different rail- 
road- companies is-not as much a private ques» 
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tion asa conflict. between different individuals 
under the general land laws of the United 
States as to specific lands. That is the way 
in which I view it. 

-» Without arguing the question, as. the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Burter] will 
have. the right to make a minority report, I 
- am perfectly willing to take the decision of the 

Chair upon the point, so that the right of the 
committee to report the proposition either as 

private or public business will be secured. 

That is all I desire. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
to submit a single further observation. The 
point taken by the minority of the committee 
was that this land did not belong to either rail- 
road company, but did belong to the United 
States; that the grants to the companies had 
lapsed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur- 
LER] that they do not seem to be arguing a 
parliamentary point. As the Chair under- 
stands, the question submitted is a parlia- 
mentary one, whether on-a call for reports of 
a private nature from the Committee on the 
Judiciary this report may properly be made. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
the point. 

The SPEAKER. The constant ruling of 
the House, and in the judgment of the Chair 
a very proper ruling, is that bills granting 
public lands are, in all respects, public bills. 
They interest everybody, and are therefore 
public in their nature and must be treated ag 
public bills.. The Chair understands that the 
matter referred to the Judiciary Committee 
was a difference or dispute arising between 
two corporations which were beneficiaries of 
a public land grant, and that the disputo arose 
with reference to the construction of those 
land grants. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Another point sub- 
mitted was that neither of these corporations 
owned this land, but it balonged to the Gov- 
ernment, s0 that the United States is a party. 

The SPEAKER. Without waiving that 
point, which is in the nature of argumentrather 
than a parliamentary question, the Chair has 
no hesitation in saying that all reports based 
upon or disputes growing out of publie acts 
must in their nature be regarded as public, and 
cannot be received on private bill days unless by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That leaves us to make 
report on public bill days. That satisfies me, 


M&S. PRANCES A. M’ KINNEY, 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1866) 
for the relief of Mrs. Frances A. McKinney ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that there 
shall be paid, out of any appropriatign hereto- 


fore or hereafter to be made .for the payment 
of salaries and expenses of judges and courts | 
of the United States, to Mrs. Frances A. Me- 
Kinney, widow and relict of John W. McKin- 
ney, late judge of the United States district 
court for the soubhern district of Florida, who 
died of yellow. fever, October 13, 1871, con- 
tracted in the discharge of his official duties, 
the full amount of one year’s salary of the office 
held by her husband at the time of his death. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
bill unanimously recommended by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and is eminently a 
jast and proper bill, as we thought, in view of 
the facts of the case as set forth in the memo- 
vial, which are these: Judge McKinney was 
appointed judge of the southern district of the 
State of Florida in December, 1870. He was 
‘confirmed soon afterward, and went to hold 
the: first: regular term of the court at Key | 
“West, After that term was over he returned 
“home, and intended to remain there during 
< the. unhealthy: yellow fever season. Soon 
© after, or about the time he left, an immense i 


storm occurred upon that coast 
a large number of vessels. He was tele- 
graphed to return and hold court in order 
to settle the maritime questions arising out 
of the destruction of vessels. He held that 
court, dispatched that business, and started on 
his return home. On the vessel the yellow 
fever was developed in him, and he died in 
quarantinein New York city, October 18, 1871. 
He leaves a widow and four orphan children 
in almost utter destitution, having no property 
to support them, and the widow asks one 
year’s salary be paid her as some compen- 
sation for the services her husband rendered, 
and the risk he took in holding this court in 
that dangerous season. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion fo reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES T. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. ELDREDGE also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back House joint resolution 
No. 88, for the relief of James T. Johnston, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution, which was read, em- 
powers and directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, out of any money not otherwise appropri- 
ated by law, to pay to James T. Johnston, of 
Alexandria, Virginia, without interest, the 
proceeds of the sale for taxes due to the Uni- 
ted States of lot No. 168, on Prince street, 
Alexandria, Virginia, less all taxes, costs, and 
legal charges; said sale having been made by 
the tax commissioners of the United States 
under the laws‘for the collection of direct 
taxes. 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the point of order that 
this makes an appropriation, and should have 
its first consideration in Committee of Whole. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I feel assured that the 
gentleman will not insist on the point of order 
when he knows what the facts of the case are. 
When I have stated them very briefly I think 
he will admit that the bill is a very just one. 
I was about to suggest that it be amended, so 
as to make ita bit instead of a joint resolu- 
tion. ‘Lhis bill was recommended by the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the last Congress unan- 
imously. Jt passed the House, I believe, and 
failed for want of consideration in the Senate. 
The members of the Judiciary Committec have 
all examined the questions involved in this case 
and have united in the same report as was 
agreed upon by the committee of last Con- 
gress. The facts are briefly these. This old 
gentleman, James T. Johnston, a clergyman of 
the Episcopal church, is now over seventy years 
of age. He was patriotic during the entire 
war, and argued in favor of the Union and in- 
sisted upon its indissolubility, He was forced 
by his poverty to leave Alexandria just before 
that city was taken possession of by the Union 
troops. He went to South Carolina,.and from 
there he made repeated applications to be per- 
mitted tọ come back within the Union lines, 
but he failed for a variety of reasons and cir- 
cumstances in being allowed to return. While 
he was gone his property, his house and lot, 
his homestead, was sold for $48 60 taxes. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the point of 
order if the gentleman will dispense with mak- 
ing the balance of his statement. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam glad I have satis- 
fied the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Hoax, } but I am asked to state the case by 
some gentlemen near me. I had nearly con- 
cluded the statement. His property, as [ have 
said, was sold for $48 60 taxes, andthe money 
covered into the Treasury. There was a pro- 
vision for the redemption of the property and 
he effered to pay the taxes and costs, but the 
time for the redemption had expired, and the 


officers did not feel authorized under the law |! 


wrecking | to recéive the money and restore to him what 


had been paid in excess of taxes. He now 
asks to have paid to him the money which wag 
paid into the Treasury for the property sold, 
less the taxes, costs, and expenses. ‘That is 
the whole case. 

The joint resolution having been changed to 
abill (H. R. No. 1867) for the relief of James 
T. Johnston, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE nioved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bil! was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion way agreed to. 


BENJAMIN 8. BROOKS ET AL. 


Mr. MERCUR reported back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary the bill (H. R. 
No. 369) for the relief of Benjamin S. Brooks 
and others,.in relation to the island Yerba 
Buena, in the bay of San Francisco, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and 
that it be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIAS C. BOUDINOT. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1868) for the 
relief of Elias C. Boudinot, a Cherokee Indian ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. j 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
civil proceedings now pending in the name of 
the United States against the property claimed 
by Elias C. Boudinot, for an alleged violation 
of internal revenue laws, be discontinued and 
dismissed ; and that the property seized and 
taken from him, and thegross proceeds of the 
sale of any such property on account of 
alleged violations of said laws, be returned 
and restored to him by the proper officers of 
the Government. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would be very glad 
to have the concurrence of the House in this 
bill without any explanation on my part, I 
dislike very much to take up the time of the 
House, but it may perbaps be as well to make 
a brief statement of the facts and points in- 
volved. It isa measure which has been care- 
fully considered by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and has the support of every member. 
The trouble that is here sought to be remedied 
grew out of the conflict between a treaty of 
the United States with the Cherokee nation 
and an act of Congress. 

By the treaty with the Cherokees of 1866 
they were exempted from taxation on all arti- 
cles manufactured and sold in their country. 
The tenth article of that treaty reads as follows: 


“ Every Cherokee and freed person resident in the 
Cherokee nation shall have the right to sell any 
products of his farm, including his or her live stock, 
or any merchandise or manufactured products, and 
to ship and drive the same to market without any 
restraint, paying any tax thereon which is now or 
may be levied by the United States on the quantity 
sold outside the Indian territory.” 

It was not then claimed that under that 
treaty there was any tax imposed upon any 
article manufactured and sold in that Indian 
territory. Relying upon and acting under 
this provision, Mr. Boudinot established a 
tobacco manufactory in the Cherokee territory, 
and manufactured and sold tobacco there. 
The report of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which Í hold in my hand, explicitly states, as 


: do also the various decisions of the courts 


in regard to this matter, that there is no pre- 
tense that Mr. Boudinot ever sold a pound of 
tobacco outside of the Indian territory. with- 
out paying the tax upon it. He proceeded in 
his business of manufacturing tobacco, with- 
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out apprehension or doubt as to his right to 
manufacture and sell tobacco in the Indian 
territory without paying tax, until Congress 
enacted the revenue law of July 20, 1868, regu- 
lating the collection of taxes on liquors and 
tobacco. The one hundred and seventh sec- 
tion of this act of Congress is as follows: 
“That the internal revenue laws imposing taxes 
on distilled spirits, fermented liquors, tobacco, snuff, 
and cigars, shall be held and construed to extend to 
auch articles produced anywhere within the exterior 
boundaries of the United States, whether the same 
shall be within a collection district or not.” } 

The question arose at once whether this 
section of the law of Congress, which is very 
broad in its terms, extending as it does to 
the exterior boundaries of the United States, 
abrogated on that point the treaty with the 
Cherokee Indians. The records shows that, 
shortly after the enactment of this law, Mr. 
Boudinot applied to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue—at that time Hon. E. A. 
Rollins—to know if the said one hundred and 
seventh section, above quoted, was intended to 
extend the revenue laws in respect to liquors 
and tobacco over the Indian territory. He 
acted in good faith, The very moment he 
saw the law he applied to the proper officer 
for an explanation of it, seeing, as he did, the 
conflict between it and the treaty of 1866. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue passed 
upon the question, and in response to this ap- 
plication officially informed Boudinot that 

“Notwithstanding the language of said section 
the tax could not be collected upon tobacco manu- 
factured in the Indian country so long asitremained 
in said country; but, upon it being brought within 
any collection district of the United States, it would 
be liable to seizure and forfeiture unless it should 
be properly stamped, thus indicating that the tax 
imposed by law had been paid.” 

Now, as I have already remarked, there is 
no pretense that Mr. Boudinot took or offered 
for sale any tobacco outside of the Indian 
territory without paying the tax upon it. This 
letter of Mr. Commissioner Rollins is dated 
February 23, 1869. 

Upon the succession of Hon. Columbus Del- 
ano to the office of Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, it appears that Mr. Boudinot was 
anxious to obtain from the new incumbent an 
indorsement of his business, as he had pre- 
viously done while Mr. Rollins was in office. 

The record shows that Mr. Delano was more 
deliberate and careful in the expression of his 
opinion than was Mr. Rollins, for Mr. Delano: 
referred the subject to Judge Charles P. James 
for legal advice. After thorough examination 
of the Cherokee treaty, and the said act of 
Congress of July 20, 1868, Mr. Delano author- 
ized the following letter and opinion to be for- 
warded to Mr. Boudinot: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 


Orvicr or INTERNAL REVENUE, 
WASHINGTON, October 21, 1869. 

GENTLEMEN: This office does not propose to apply 
within the territories of the Cherokee nation the 
revenue laws relating to tobacco and spirits pro- 
duced there; but holds that section one hundred and 
seven of the act of 20th July, 1868, applies to the 
articles themsolyes, and will be enforced when those 
articles are carried into the States or Territories of 
the United States for sale. The grounds of this 
determination, and the instructions given to the 
revenue officers, are more fully explained by the 
accompanying. memorandum of opinion by Judge 
James, to whom the question was originally referred. 


Very respectfully, 
C: DELANO, Commissioner. 
Messrs. PIKE & JOHNSON, Counselors-at- Law. 


Accompanying this letter of Mr. Delano is 
the following from Judge James: 


In the matter of taxes on tobacco produced in the terri- 
tory of the Cherokee nation. 


Sir: I have examined the argument of Colonel 
Elias C. Boudinot, a citizen of the Cherokee nation, 
against the collection within. its territory of taxes 
upon tobacco manufactured there, and have the 
honor to make the following reply: >» 

The question, whether section one hundred and 
seven of theact of 20th July, 1868, intended that the 
revenue laws relating to tobacco and spirits pro- 
duced in “the Indian country ” should be extended 
into that country and there enforced, was submitted 
to mo by yourself about the 12th day of August last. 
Thad the honor to advise you that without any ref- 
erence. to existing treaties it was apparent, on the 
face of the statute itself, that Congress did not in- į 


tend to apply the revenue laws to the Indian coun- 
try itgelf, but to the articles produced there, and 
that the application could be mado only to such part 


of these manufactures as might be carried thence ; 


into the States or Territories of the United States. 
The action of your office was afterward taken in ac- 
cordance with this advice, and instructions to that 
effect were sent, as I was informed, to the revenue 
officers of Kansas, Missouri, and Texas. 
CHARLES P. JAMES, 
Counselor-at-Law. 
Hon. Cotumsus DELANO, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 


It will be observed that this letter of Mr. 
Delano is dated October 21, 1869. It was 
forwarded to Mr. Boudinot, who was at that 
time in the Cherokee nation, and received by 


him about the Ist of December, 1869; yet, | 


although he was thus fortified, for some rea- 
son or other, in less than thirty days after the 
reception by Boudinot of Mr. Delano’s letter, 
the tobacco factory of Boudinot, with every- 
thing pertaining thereto, was seized by the 
revenue officers of the United States. Mr. 
Boudinot was also arrested and held to bail 
in the sum of $2,500 to answer a criminal 


charge before the next term of the United | 


States district court for the western district of 
Arkansas. At the regular term of said court, 
which convened on the second Monday in May, 
1870, the court decided that although the treaty 
of 1866 clearly gave Mr. Boudinot the right to 
manufacture tobacco in the Cherokee nation, 
and sell the same in the Indian territory with- 
out paying tax, still the one hundred and sev- 
enth section of the act of Congress of July 20, 
1868, being repugnant to said treaty, abrogated 
the same pro tanto, and extended the provis- 
ions of the revenue laws relating to.liquors and 
tobacco over the Indian country, and that the 
decisions of Mr. Rollins and Mr. Delano were 
no protection to Mr. Boudinot. The judge of 
the district court, however, explicitly exoner- 
ated Mr. Boudinot from any attempt to defraud 
the Government, as the following language from 
the decision in the case will show: 


“In what Ihave said in reference to the frauds 
committed by those who might engage in the manu- 
facture of tobacco in that country, I do not wish to 
be understood as reflecting on the claimant in this 
case. There is nothing in this case, as submitted to 
the court and jury, to show that he was ergaged in 
any such practices. Heseemsto have acted in good 
faith, supposing the law to be ashe claimsit. In 
this he was mistaken, and his manufactory and 
tobacco is as much subject to forfeiture as if he had 
in fact acted with the most fraudulent motives.” 

The decree of the court was against him. 
He appealed from that decision to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. ‘The latter tribu- 
nal affirmed the decision of the district court, 
holding that a law of Congress abrogates an 
Indian treaty when it comes in conflict with it, 
and that the revenue laws of the United States 
were by the act of Congress extended over a 
country from which taxation had been inter- 
dicted by the treaty I have already cited. I 
hold in my hand the.opinion of the Supreme 
Court upon this question. I will not detain 
the House by reading more than a sentence or 
two, simply for the purpose of showing thatat 
every step the gentleman here to whom relief 
is granted is sustained by the highest authority 
as having acted throughout in perfect good 
faith. Ihave no quarrel with the decision of 
the court; neither has Mr. Boudinot. It was 
a grave question—one which ought to have 
been settled; and I am glad it is settled. 
Whether it has been settled entirely in accord- 
ance with my own opinion is of but little im- 


portance; but ithas been finally determined by | 
the Supreme Court of the United States that | 


a law of Congress, when it conflicts with an 


Justice Swayne delivered the opinion of the 
court; and he used the following language in 
reference to the claimant: . 

“We are glad to know that there is no ground for 


any imputation upon the integrity or good faith of || 


the claimants who prosecuted this writ of error- Jn 
a case not free from doubt and difficulty, they. acted 
under a misapprehension of their legal rights.” 


Mr. DAWES. Will my friend from -Indi- į 


ana [Mr. Voorness} state on what ground 


i 
i 
i 
| 
} 


H 
} 


i 


| 


il 


Indian treaty, abrogates that treaty pro tanto. | 


the Supreme Court undertook to say that a lawy ` 
of Congress can abrogate a treaty? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lhave thedecision here} 
and Ido not mean any discourtesy to the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] when 
I say that he will certainly be much better sat- 
isfied by an examination of it than by anything 
which I can give in the way of an epitome in 
the brief space I have on the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I only made the request 
because I have been held to a rigid account: 
ability here in this House a good many times 
for holding that doctrine. | 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will read an extract 
from the opinion. ? 

Mr. DAWES. I agree to the doctrine, and 
I am glad that the Supreme Court has àf- 
firmed it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am not standing here 
to say that I disagree with it; but I wish to 
dispose of this question as soon as possible, 
and of course I do not desire to occupy the 
time of the House in reading the entire opin- 
ion, because it does not control the equity of 
this case, except so far as it establishes the 
good faith of this claimant. However, as the 
chairman of our committee [Mr. Binenam] 
desires me to do so, and as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has called attention to the point, 

I will give the reasoning of the court.so far as 
it may be exhibited in this extract: 

“ But conceding these views to be correct, it is 
insisted that the section cannot apply to the Chero- 
kee nation, because itis in conflict with the treaty. 
Undoubtedly one or the other must yield. The re- 
pugnancy is clear, and they cannot stand, together. 

“The second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States declares that * this 
Constitution, and the laws of the United States which 
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
which shall be made under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States, shall be the supreme law of the land.’ 

“Tt need hardly besaid that a treaty cannot change 
the Constitution or be held valid if it be in violation 
of thatinstrument. This results from ihe nature and 
fundamental principles of our Government. The 
effect of treaties and acts of Congress, when in con- 
flict, isnot settled by the Constitution. Buithe ques- 
tion js not involved in any doubt as to its proper 
solution. A treaty may supersede a prior act of Con- 
gress, (Foster & Elam ves. Neilson, 2 Pet., 3l4,)and an - 
act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty, (Lay~ 
lor vs. Norton, 2 Curtis, 454; the Clinton Bridge, 1 
Walworth’s Reports, 155.) In the cages referred to, 
these principles were applied to treaties with foreign 
nations. Treaties with Indian nations: within: the 
jurisdiction of the United States, whatever consider: | 
ations of humanity and good faith may be involved 
and require their faithful observance, cannot, be 
more obligatory. They have no higher sanctity, and 
no greater inviolability or immunity from legisla- 
tive invasion can be claimed for them. Tho conse- 
quences in all such cases give rise to questions which 
must be met by the political department of the Gov- 
ernment. They are-beyond the sphere of judicial 
cognizance, Inthe case under consideration the act 
of Congress must prevail as if the treaty were not 
an element to be considered. , 

“If a wrong has been done, the power of redress 
is with Congress, not with the judiciary, and that 
body, upon being applied to, itis to be presumed, will 
promptly give the proper relief. 

“Does the section thus construed deserve thesevera 
strictures which have been applied to it? 

‘t As before remarked, it extends the revenue laws 
over the Indian territories only as to liquors and 
tobacco.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now ask my colleague 
on the committee to read the conclusion of 
the report. í d 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have in addition only 
to call the attention of the House to the con- 
clusion of the decision which I have already 
read. That decision gives the weighty save- 
tion of the Supreme Court to the integrity of 
Mr. Boudinot. sg : : 

Mr. SHANKS. I wish to ask my colleague 
a question. Does he regard the validity of. 
treaties with Indians as equal to the validity. 
of treaties entered into by this Government 
with foreign nations? : i 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Supreme Court does. 

Mr. SHANKS. : But do you? 

Mr. VOORHEES. “It is not necessary for 
me to argue that point.. In a proper case 
stated I might be induced to go into the argu- 
ment of that question. I have found in argu- 
ing cases in court that it is always better 'and 
safer to stay within the proper limits of my 
case, The Supreme Court decides what is the 
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law, and as a law-abiding citizen I stand upon 
‘their platform. ; 
` I will read now the conclusion of the report : 


"It will be noticed that, in the opinion of the 

court above quoted, Boudinot is advised to appeal 
to Congress in the following words : 
_ If a wrong has-been done, the power of redress 
is with Congress, not with the judiciary, and that 
body. upon being applied to, it is presumed, will 
promptly give the proper relief.’ 

“ There is one point in Boudinot’s casethat should 
not be overlooked; that is, that he had the official 
written authority of the Commissioners of Internal 

~ Revenuo for doing what he was doirg, up to within 
thirty days of the seizure of his factory, and that 
Mr. Boudinot received no notice that a different pol- 
icy would bo pursued. 

“Tho Supreme Court has settled the law to be 
against the right of Boudinot to manufacture to- 
bacco in the Chorokee nation without conforming to 
the revenue laws, but that does not affect. the equi- 
tics in his case; he was acting under the direction 
of the very officer authorized by law to advise and 
direct such business, It was due Boudinot, as well 
as the'good faith ofsuch officer, thatnotice should be 
given to Boudinot that theone hundred and seventh 
section of the act of July 20, 1868, had abrogated his 
rights under the tenth article of the Cherokeo treaty 
of 1806, and that thenceforward he would be required 
to conform to the revenue law the same as any cit- 

izen of the United States. : 

“Thero is no complaint that Boudinot ever sold, 
or authorized to be sold, a pound of tobacco outside 
of the Indian territory without the payment of tax 
required by law. Tho judge of the district court 
which decided: his case testifies to his good faith in 
every respect; the Supremo Court, afirming the 
judgment of the lower court, takes pleasure in tes- 
vifying to his good faith. í 

Thore is not the slightest doubt but Mr. Boudi- 
not is a Cherokco Indian, and a citizon of the Cher- 
okoo nation; ho was ono of tho recognized repro- 
sontatiyes or delegates from the Cherokee nation 
to the United States Government in 1868, and his 
name appears ussuch to the treaty of that year made 
by this Government with the Cherokee nation. 
Though an Indian, he claims no leniency on tho 
ground of ignorance; he has shown throughout a 
disposition to deal Bonoranly and justly with the 
Government of the United States in this mattor 
and pursued just such a course as any gentleman of 
intelligence and education would havo pursued 
under similar circumstances.” 


Mr. SARGENT. How much will this take? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Only a few thousand 
dollars. But it is absolutely right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope my colleague will 
now call the previous question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. in view of the facts I 
have stated, the Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States some time ago directed a nolle pro- 
sequi to be entered as to the indictment against 
Mr. Boudinot, I now demand the previous 
question, 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. VOORHEES moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


’ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERCE. The morning hour having 
expired, I now move the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. f 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the: rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the Post Office 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, relating to public business, 
takes precedence of that of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Purcs.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I havea section 
here which I ask to be read, and that unani- 
mous ecnsent be granted that it shall be con- 
sidered as in order in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to the Post 

ffice appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ean ask 
that in the committee. The committee. has 
the power to grant unanimous consent as well 
as the House. 

. Mr. PERCE. I object to everything which 
interferes. with our taking up the bill now 


pending in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar in reference to William 
and Mary College. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the general 
debate on the Post Office appropriation in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be limited to half an hour, unless there 
be a disposition on the part of the House to 
have a longer time. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to’ a question of order. 
I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the rnle which will be found on page 66 
of the Digest, to the effect that on Fridays and 
Saturdays the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar takes 
precedence of the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
paragraph in the Digest referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] And 
as the question is one likely toarise frequently, 
the Chair requests that members will give their 
attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“The House may at any time, by a vote of a ma- 
jority'of the members present, suspend the rules 
and orders for the purpose of going into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on tho state of the 
Union.”"—fule 104. [On Fridays and Saturdays, 
which, under Rule 128, are set apart for the con- 
sideration of private business, tho motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar takes precedence of the motion to go into 
Jommittco of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, but upon a failure of tho former motion the 
latter motion may be entertained on those days. |” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has before 
called the attention of the House to the con- 
sideration which removes this rule from hav- 
ing an operating cffect now. When the appro- 
priation bills have been reported, each of them 
has been made a special order on a given 
day and from day to until disposed of. Had 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
risen when that order was requested, and had 
Fridays excepted, his point would now be 
good. But by unanimous consent the opera- 
tion of this rule is waived when it is ordered 
that the bill should be considered from day to 
day. But the only effect is this : that the right 
of precedence for the Private Calendar on 
Friday having been waived, the gentleman 
who has charge of public business in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
has the right to have -his motion submitted 
first. Should that fail, the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar is submiitted next. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inguire of the Chair 
whether the order to which the Chair has 
referred has been made specifically in regard 
to the Post Office Appropriation bill? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It was made a 
special order for Wednesday six weeks ago, 
and from day to day until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
record of January 18, 1872, as it appears on 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“A bill (H. R.1070) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 30, 1873. Special order for Wednesday, 
January 24, after the morning hour, and from day to 
day until disposed of.” 


Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair hold that the 
words “from day to day” include only the 
days set apart for public business, or all the 
days of the session? 

The SPEAKER. The ruling of the Chair, 
he is informed by the-gentleman from ‘Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Sarceyr,]is nota new one. It 
has been the raling for many years. It gives 
the advantage of first making the motion to 
the gentleman who has charge of an appropria- 
tion bill, but the final decision rests with the 
majority of the House. - 

Mr. PALMER.. I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Porrer.] 

ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. POTTER. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests ‘that I! 


the usual arrangement be made for a session 
on Saturday, for debate only, no business ta 
be transacted. 

Mr. POTTER. Ihave no objection to mod- 
ifying my motion in accordance with that 
suggestion. 

Mr. PETERS. I object, unless it is known 
that gentlemen wish Saturday for debate. It 
is a great tax upon the Globe reporters and 
the employés of the House to come here for 
merely one or two explosions. {Laughter ] 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement can 
only be made by unanimous consent, and ob- 
jection being made, the question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Porrer,] that when the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL EMORY, 


Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to furnish this House with a copy of all 
the correspondence between the executive depart- 
ment and General Emory, commanding the United 
States army in tho State of Louisiana, from Decem- 
ber 20, 1871, to February 1, 1872. 


Mr. ARCHER also, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ;- which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secrotary of War beinstructed 
to transmit to this House a copy of all the corre- 
spondence between the War Department and Gen- 
cral Emory, commanding the United States forces in 
ren einin, from December 20, 1871, to February 1, 

(a, ‘ 

YERBA BUENA ISLAND. 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, in relation to Yerba 
Buena or Goat Island, in the harbor of San 
Francisco; which were ordered to be printed 
in the Globe. 

‘The resolutions are as follows: 


CHAMBER or COMMERCE, 
SAN FRANCISCO, Mareh 7, 1872. 
lon. A. A. SARGENT: 

Ata meeting of the Chamber of Commorce held 
this day the following preamble and resolutions 
were unanimously adopted, with instructions to for- 
ward the samo to you; — 

Whereas this chamber is advised that an effort is 
again being mado by the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company to obtain possession of Goat Island for 
railroad depot, dock, and warchouse purposes, and 
that a bill has been reported in the House of Repre- 
sentatives favorable to the granting of said island to 
the said railroad company by the Congress of the 
United States; now, therefore, the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of San Francisco respectfully rep- 
resents to the Congress of the United States that San 
Francisco is a city with a population exceeding one 
hundred and fifty thousand, and with a property 
valuation of $300,000,000 and upward ; that their con- 
tributions to the Federal Treasury in customs and 
excise tax since her existence have been fully 
$100,000,000; that the city is built upon the shore of 
& noble harbor capable of floating and accommo- 
dating the commerce of the world if preserved in its 
natural and just proportions; that our people.are a 
commercial people; that in view of the past, pres- 
ent, and prospective value of the land along the 
line of our water-front, our citizens have invested 
many million dollars in property and improvements 
at high prices, relying upon the legitimate and in- 
creasing trado and commerce of our port for remun- 
erative returns upon such investments; that Goat 
Island is located in our harbor,some three miles 
distant from our center of trade and commerce; 
that it overlooks and commands our harbor-and 
city. Itwasnaturally planted there to stand for- 
over as a military.sentinel and shield to defend the 
homes and property of countless numbers who will 
cluster about this grèat commercial center for ages 
to come, and of which we, in the present, are but 
an insignificant fraction; that said island contains 
one hundred and twenty acres of land; that it has 
bold shoreand deep-water surroundings,and could be 
made available for wharves, docks, and warehouses, 
and that said island has heretofore been held from 
public oceupation and settlement by the strong arm 
of the military power of the United States for pur- 
poses of defense and national use, and that now the 
control and occupation of said istand by the Central 
Pacific railroad would be equivalent to a twenty-mil- 
lion gift to a corporation already gorged and pleth- 
orio with national bounty, furnishing them with 
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the means and opportunity to improve said island 
and compete with the legitimate trade of our water- 
front as to reduce the value of property in our city 
scores of millions of dollars; and further, the build- 
ing of wharves and docks and bridges necessary to 
connect the island with the Oakland or opposite 
shore would so affect the water-currents of the har- 
bor as to shoal the entrance and obstruct its nat- 
uralchannels; the opinion of the chamber in thisre- 
spect being corroborated by official reports of emi- 
nent scientific gentlemen connected with the United 
States Coast Survey. Reasoning from the fore- 
going, the Chamber of Commerce respectfully sub- 
mit to the Congress of the United States that it 
would be wrong to destroy the military isolation. 
of Goat Island, that it would be wrong to jeop- 
ardize the usefulness of this great and only harbor 
on this coast for hundreds of miles north and south, 
by obstructing natural channels or shoaling the 
water upon the bar outside the heads, which bar 
even now affords depth of water barely sufficient to 
admit the entrance of the largest-class ships at low 
tide; that it would be wrong to give the Central 
Pacific or any other railroad the free use of a hun- 
dred acres of land with water-frontage to come in 
competition with lands and property of our citizens 
that cost them hundreds of millions in hard cash; 
that it would be a grievous wrong and an op- 
pression not in keeping with our republican 
Government to thus discriminate against the 
magses and in favor of a corporation that claims 
to own $100,000,000 of property, the greatest part 
of. which was 2 gift from the United States Govern- 
ment, besides a gift of $400,000 from the city, and 
sixty acres of valuable land on the water-front for a 
terminus: Therofore, _, 

Bett resolved, That this Chamber publicly asserts 
and declares there is no_private reason or public 
necessity for ceding Goat Island to the Central Pa- 
cific railroad, and it respectfully protests againstsuch 
cession as destructive to our commercial interests, as 
against personal and national safety, and in viola- 
tion of public justice as well as an outrago upon the 
vested rights of the property-holders of this city. 

Resolved, That this Chamber asks the Congress of 
the United States to ignore the bill now before that 
honorable body relating thereto, and that any 
further bill of like nature hereafter introduced may 
be treated with the hostility which selfish scheming 
against private and public rights deserves at tho 
hands of the congressional guardians of the people’s 
interests. 4 
_ Resolved, That the secretary of this Chamber be 
instructed to forthwith transmit printed copies of 
the preamble and resolutions to the President of the 
United States, the President of the Senate, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to 
each ofourdelegationin Congress. 

~ "RB. SWAINE, President. 
WASHINGTON BARTLETT, 
Secretary. 
LIGHT-HOUSE ON BULLOCK POINT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Febru- 
ary 21, 1872, in relation to a light-house on Bul- 
lock’s Point, Providence river, Rhode Island ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of February 28, 
1872, in relation to removing obstructions in 
the Missouri river ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to the resolution of the House of February 28, 
1872, in relation to property of the United 
States sold by the War Department since the 
30th day of June, 1865; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

G. W. WHITMORE Vs. W. S. HERNDON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
papers in the contested-election case of G. W. 
Whitmore vs. W., S. Herndon, in the first 
Congressional district of ‘l'exas; which were 
referred to the Committee of Elections. 

SENECA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in 
relation to an appropriation to aid the Senecas, 
mixed Senecas, Shawnees and Quapaws, 
and the confederated bands of Peorias, Kas- 
kaskias, &c., in carrying on their industrial 
pursuits in the Indian territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 


| 


CHIPPEWA CHIEF. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in 
relation to a reservation made to Red Bear, 
chief of the Chippewas, by provision of the 
ninth article of the treaty of. October 2, 
1863; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSACOLA BAY AND HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a letter from.the-Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a memorial of the mayor and 
city council of the city of Pensacola in relation 
to Pensacola bay and harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEW STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


_a letter from the Secretary of State, in relation 


to an appropriation for carrying on the work 
on the new State Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. McIwryre until Tuesday next. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Lamson until the 19th instant. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. BELL for two weeks. 


PHEBE SOFIELD. 


Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent to 
report from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812 the bill (H. R. No. 
1271) to amend an act entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Phebe Sofield, widow of 
Lewis Šofield,” and to ask for its passage now. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act 
entitled “An act granting a pension to Phoebe 
Sofield, widow of Lewis Sofield,’’ approved 
April 4, 1871, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so that said pension provided for in 
said act shall date from the 4th day of March, 
1848; and the Secretary’of the Interior is 
hereby directed to place the name of said 
Phoebe Sofield on the pension-rolls as of said 
date, and to pay her a pension at the rate pro- 
vided for in said act from said date ; provided, 
that no payment shall be made for any time 
for which payment has already been made 
ander the provisions of the act hereby amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to 
object to this bill until it is explained. It isan 
unusual bill. 

Mr. MOORE. My attention has not been 
called to this bill. From what committee 
does it come? a3 Le 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
it to be reported from the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Pensions and War of 1812, but the | 


committee will be called in its regular order 
in a few days. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. Let me say a 
word in explanation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, 
the bill will be considered as before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask first for the reading 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read the report. 

Mr. COBB. I suppose there is no further 
objection to the bill? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. House bill No. 
619 comes back from the Senate with amend- 
ments. I would like to have those amendments 
non-concurred in: -<< s 


į 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi 
ness ig demanded by a number of the gentle 
man’s own committee, and the Chair must 
enforce it. The regular order is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
PALMER, ]. that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the Post Office appropriation bill. . 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question was put, and the motion of 
Mr. PALMER was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union (Mr. WHEELER in the chair) and pró- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department for the year ` 


|| ending June 30, 1873. 


By unanimous consent, the first reading of 
the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr, PALMER. The amount appropriated 
by this bill, as it was originally reported and 
subsequently amended by the committee, is 
$28,254,450. The items are substantially the 
same as heretofore reported, year by year, in the 
Post Office appropriation bill, the increase of 
post offices and extension of mail lines being 
taken intoaccount. The estimated receipts for 


| the next fiscal year are about thirteen hundred 


thousand dollars more than for the preceding 
year. The estimated expenditures are about 
two million dollars more than for the preceding 
year. Theexcess of expenditures over receipts 
as compared with the present fiscal year are 
about nine hundred thousand dollars. This 
increase of expenditures over ‘receipts is ac- 
counted for in two items, namely, the item of 
increased salaries of postmasters, made neces- 
sary by the biennial readjustment, to take effect 
on the Ist of July, 1872, and the item of in- 
creased mail scrvice following the extension 
of mail routes. The last biennial readjust- 
ment of postmasters’ salaries increased the 
expenditures of the Department $481,000. 
During the last year the increase of mail routes 
increased the expenditures of the Department 
$644,000. Why the proposed appropriation 
for inland transportation is largely increased, 
may be seen by the rapid increase of railway 
mail service. +. ; LM ey 

On the 30th of June, 1868, the close. of the 
fiscal year, there were only 36,000 miles of 
railway mail routes. On the 30th of June, 1869, 
the increase over the preceding year was 3,500 
miles. On the 80thof June, 1869, the increase 
over the preceding year was 4,500 miles. On: 
the 30th of June, 1871, the increase over the 
preceding year was 6,107 miles. In the State 
of Iowa alone the increase in the latter. year 
was 725 miles—the largest increase of railway 
mail transportation in any State in the Union. 
For the three years enumerated the increase 
of railway mail routes was in the aggregate 
thirty-eight percent. For the last year named 
it was seventeen per cent. In the month of 
December last the increase was 968 miles.: In 
the month of January last there was anin- 
crease of 1,400 miles. It may be safely esti- 
mated that during the next fiscal year the. 
increase will be at least 10,000. This will | 
account in a great. degree for the estimated 
inerease of expenditures over receipts for 
the fiscal year ending on the 30th of June, 
1873. OF course this estimated extension. of. 
mail lines involves a corresponding expendi.” 
ture for additional postal railway clerks; mes: 
sengers, agents, postmasters, and. other em- 
ployés. bread 

I make this explanation thus fally that there 
may be no misunderstanding as. to the. dis- 
bursement of postal moneys. To those who 
have given any attention to this subject, there 
are some facts of interest. If there were not 
with us the necessity for. such rapid extension 
of lines as I have specified, instead. of there 
being a deficit at the end of each fiscal year, 
there would. be.a-largé surplus. Under the 


| English Government the. net revenue of the 
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post office department. is £1,500,000 per 
annum. Butin England postal routes are es- 
tablished—few extensions of linesareneeded— 
relatively, in the granting of ‘subsidies, and in 
the general administration of the post office 
department the English Government is more 
generous in its expenditures than the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

There is another: consideration connected 
with this subject. Since 1852, the year when 
cheap postage went into operation in this 


country, there has been but one year under ! 


any Administration when the postal receipts 
exceeded the postal revenues. The policy has 
been, and is now, to extend to all the people, 
however remote, within our borders, the largest 
possible advantages of postal communication, 
to the end that divers nationalities and classes 
scattered over thousands of miles of territory, 
but under one system of laws and under one 
national Government, might be brought into 
closer social, educational, and commercial asso- 
ciation. 

If you look at the table of postal receipts 
and expenditures for the last fiscal year you 
will find, as I stated in debate on this floor a 
_few days since, that there are only thirteen of 
the thirty-seven States which pay a surplus 
into the i 
count. Five of these States are in 
land, four are middle States, two are southern, 
and two are northwestern. In some of the 
extreme western States the excessof expend- 


itures over receipts was last year more than | 


$400,000. In some of the Territories it was 
more than $200,000. These expenditures were 
made necessary by our system of rapid set- 
tlement of the public lands, and the policy 
of extending mail routes along the track of 
the pioneer as quickly as possible, without re- 
‘gard to the question of present net receipts. 

I might amplify this branch of the subject 
` by showing the progress which the Department 
has made in extending postal facilities to the 


older States, but L-will not further occupy the | 


time of the committee. 

‘Ihave promised to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. L. Myers] a portion 
of my time. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Before the gentleman takes 
his seat I would like to ask hima question. 

Mr, PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. L. MYERS. [notice that, as the gen- 
teman: said, the Committee on Appropriations 
in this bill have very properly followed out in 
the main the items of expenditures in similar 
bills of former years, with certain exceptions 
that he has stated. In the item for letter- 
carriers, I believe, their pay is left as hereto- 
fore. Am I correct? If so, will the gentle- 
man be kind enough to explain why the request 
of the public for an increase of the pay of 
Jetter-carriers has met with no favorable re- 


sponse from the Committee on Appropriations? 
} There have been appli- | 
cations made from some of the larger cities | 


Mr. PALMER. 


of the country for an increase of the pay of 
` letter-carriers. The theory of the Committee 
on Appropriations, not only upon this bill, but 
also upon all the appropriation bills, was, that 
: it was uot advisable now to enter upon the 
policy of an increase of salaries. I believe 
that-up to this time it has not as a committee 
authorized the increase of the salary of any 
officer of the Government. It is in part for 
that reason that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions did not provide in this bill any increase 
of the pay now allowed to letter-carriers. 

But there is another reason why the commit- 
tee-did not do so, and why, in our opinion, the 
House should not provide for the increase. 
That reason is that this system of free deliv- 
ery of letters and newspapers in certain cities 
is not self-sustaining. There is still another 
reason: that the number of citizens who enjoy 
the benefit of. the free delivery of letters and 
newspapers is very limited, there being, I be- 
lieve, but fifty-two cities in the whole United 

States where thissystemisin operation. There 


nited States Treasury on postal ac- | 
ew Eng- | 


are a large number of cities which do not reach 
the minimum of fifty thousand inhabitants, yet 
which desire these facilities as much as those 
cities that have a population above the mini- 
mum. Now, if we adopt the policy of increas- 
ing the expenditures for this kind of service, 
we cut off those cities of less population from 
the advantages of thisservice. There are offi- 
cers of the Post Office Deparment who believe 
that if the salaries of letter-carriers could be 
reduced to $900 a year, this system could be 
extended to cities of fifteen thousand inhab- 
itants. I happen to live in a city of about 
fifteen thousand inhabitants, and the people 
there are as anxious for this free delivery of 
postal matter as are the inhabitants of New 


York, Philadelphia, Chicago, or any other | 


large city. If we increase the salaries of 
letter-carriers we must expect to postpone the 
day when the smaller cities can share with 
the larger ones the benefits of this free postal 
delivery. Those are some of the reasons why 
we have not reported the increase asked. 

Mr. BANKS. Allow me one word in regard 
tothis system of free delivery of letters. While 

do not advocate especially an increase of the 
salaries of letter-carriers, I can say to the gen- 
tlemen of the Committee on Appropriations 
that if that system shall be discontinued, espe- 
cially in the manufacturing towns and cities, 


the result will be a very large addition to the | 


rental in the post offices, more than enough to 
compensate these carriers. 
rence, in my district, the present postal facil- 
ities would be wholly insufficient without this 
letter-carrier system. 

Mr. PALMER. There is no proposition 
in this bill to change the law on that subject. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. D. 
Myers] asked me why the committee had not 
reported an increase of the salaries of letter- 
carriers. 

Mr. BANKS. I made the remark in answer 
to the suggestion of the gentleman that the 
letter-carrier system was not self-sustaining. 


It relieves the Government from a very large | 
burden which otherwise it would have to pay in | 


the way of rental. That circumstance should 
be taken into consideration. 

Mr. PALMER. The extent to which this 
system might be made self-sustaining is prob- 
ably a difficult problem to solve. But so far 
as Official figures seem to tell the story, it is 
now a.burden to the Department. 

Mr. BANKS, Certainly, where we do not 
take into. consideration the question of rents. 
Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. BANKS. That question should also be 
taken into consideration. 

Mr. KILLINGER. In order to increase 
the salaries of these letter-carriers, is not a 
change of the law necessary ? 

Mr. L. MYERS. I will answer that ques- 
tion in good time, . 

Mr. PALMER. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. L. Myers] 


j that when we reach the specified appropria | 


tion relating to this subject of letter carriers we 


can discuss the question more minutely than we | 


can do it now. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That maybe true; butat 
the same time it is difficult to discuss these 
questions under the five-minutes rule. I pro- 
pose to offer an amendment when we reach 
the section, but I propose also to say a few 
words now. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s premises 
being entirely wrong—and he speaks for the 
committee—his. conclusions are, of course, 
wrong. I did not intend to urge the fact that 
the free-delivery system is self-sustaining ; but 


I will say before proceeding, from an examin- | 


ation of the subject—which evidently the gen- 
tleman and his committee have not made—that 
it is self-sustaining, and I shall prove it. 

Mr. Chairman, the free-delivery system for 
letter-carriers was established in March, 1863. 
It has been established in fifty-two cities; and 
there are fourteen hundred and nineteen letter- 


Iu the city of Law- | 


| 


H 


carriers in all, So great were the advantages 

of the system that the Postmaster General, 

in his report of December, 1868, tho first re- 

port after its adoption, announced that it had 

already increased the receipts twenty-five per 
cent. He spoke of the great advantages 
resulting from it in England and elsewhere, 

It has increased the facilities for commercial 
and social intercourse, for manufacturing, 

mechanical, and every other business, and has 
proved to be a real hodn to the people—a 
blessing which perhaps only those residing in 

the cities where it isin operation fully realize. 

So in fact the gentleman [Mr. PALMER] 

seems to think, for he says this system is 
demanded by other cities; and I tell him there 
is nothing now in the law to prevent its being 
extended to them if the Postmaster General so 

directs. But let us reach the pith of the 

case. Can the gentleman tell me what is the 

salary of the letter-carriers? I would like to. 
hear him upon that point. 

Mr. PALMER. The salary of the letter- 
carriers is graded in this way: in a certain 
grade of cities the salary is $600; in another 
grade of cities or for another grade of services 
it is $800; and for another grade of services 
it is $1,000 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. Ihave before me the provisions of law 
on this subject. The fact is that the wrong 
done to the Government is in continually trav- 
eling in the ruts of usage. Because we make 
appropriations one year in a particular way, 
the Committee on Appropriations finds it 
easiest to go on year after year in the same 
rut. There is no fixed salary for: letter- 
carriers; and that is the main objection to 
the present system. The pay of the letter- 
carriers is optional with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral; it does not depend on the population of 
the cities. 

The act of 1863 provided that the salary of 
these carriers should not exceed $800 (the 
Postmaster General fixed it where he pleased 
at $600;) but that on satisfactory evidence 
of diligence, fidelity, and experience, be might 
increase it to $1,000. The pay is thus en- 
tirely optional with him. True, the act of 
1865 provided that the free-delivery system 
should be established in every city contain- 
ing a population of fifty thousand inhabitants 
within the delivery of the office, leaving it 
still optional with the Postmaster General in 
towns of less population. The great objec- 
tion now, I repeat it, is that these men can 
get no fixed salary; aud although the law at 
present fixes the maximum at $1,000, not one 


i| half the letter-carriers of the United States 


receive that amount. Let us, however, see 
whether any letter-carrier receives the max- 
imum intended by Congress. No sir, not one! 
By act July 27, 1868, the Postmaster General 
was authorized to prescribe a uniform dress to 
be worn by the letter-carriers at the several 
free-delivery offices. That dress, comprising 
a winter and a summer uniform, costs at the 
least, seventy-five dollars. Congress when 
passing the law never contemplated that the 
expense of this uniform should be deducted 
from the pay of the letter-carriers; yet it is 
deducted, so that when they are nominally 
allowed $1,000, the highest pay named, sev- 
enty- five dollars is deducted for uniforms. 
Mr. Chairman, that act, if it had the mean- 
ing. which the several Postmasters General 
have affixed to it, ought to have been enti- 
tled “An act to take seventy-five dollars from 
each one of the hard-working and poorly-paid 
letter-carriers.’’ That should have been its 
designation, and then it would have stated the 
truth. So much, then, for this law. I do not 
want to go over in detail all that these men 
are called uponto do. They work from twelve 


ij to fourteen hours every day.  Itis.a crime in 


the view of some gentlemen to increase -their 
pay. I do not say it is wrong to pay the 
clerks in the several Departments here from 
$1,200 upward. They earn what they receive, 


1872. 


They work, however, but six hours, and the 
opponents of this measure express no horror 
at the appropriation for them. 


During three Saturdays of the last six weeks: 


I saw in Philadelphia these letter-carriers 
going through driving sleet and rain and 
snow to deliver thosé missives which give such 
pleasure as well as advantage to the comfort- 
ably-housed people who receive them at their 
doors. Nor does this labor inure only to the 
business or richer classes. Its especial ben- 
efits are to the poorer people, who are thus 
saved the loss of perhaps half a day’s pay if 
compelled to walk a mile or two to the post 
office to inquire for or deposit their letters. 
In the larger cities many of these carriers 
must travel twenty miles a day. What did 
they get before the free-delivery system went 
into operation? One cent aletter. For what 
that would now give I have only to refer to 
page 17 of the Postmaster General’s report. 
There you will find that there were delivered 
in 1871, 172,688,806 letters, and if the carriers 
should now receive one cent per letter from 
the people, as they did under the act of 1860, 


their pay would reach the sum of $1,726,888. 


' That is about half a million dollars in excess 
of what is provided for in this bill, and for the 
fourteen hundred and nineteen carriers would 
give fully $1,200 each. 

Hundreds of newspapers have come to this 
Congress urging on behalf of the people of 
the cities where the carriers daily deliver 
these letters that they shall be paid a compen- 
sation more just and equitable than at present. 
Nor these alone, Boards of Trade and Cham- 
bers of Commerce in St. Louis, Chicago, Mem- 

his, and other cities have joined in the request. 
et the Committee on Appropriations propose 
to ignore this general sentiment. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. Patmer] answers 
his own objection, that the free-delivery sys- 
tem is not self-sustaining. He admits that the 
Post Office Department is not self-sustaining. 
It never was intended to be so. There are 
but two self-sustaining Departments under the 
Government, one the Treasury Department, 
which collects our internal taxes and the duties 
we levy, and the Patent Office, to which in- 
ventors pay their large surplus of fees, bat 
which was never intended as a means to raise 
money for the general expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. 

There are only thirteen States of the Union 
and this District of Columbia where the post 
office system pays its expenses. In the State 
of Iowa, from which the gentleman comes, the 
postal receipts are only $77,881 more than 
the expenditures. Several States represented 
by gentlemen who opposed this proposition 
last year are largely in arrears in this particu- 
lar. We pay out of the Treasury to make 
good the expenses in’ those States and appro- 
priate. many thousands yearly to extend new 
post office routes to those living in the interior. 
Yet their Representatives, session after ses- 
sion, oppose a proposition for the benefit of 
the people in the cities where free delivery is 
established, and where the receipts, as I shall 
show, are decidedly in excess of the expendi- 
tures, The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Tywer,] who made opposition last year, and 
who will probably do so: again, comes from a 
State which is $64,770 behindhand in its postal 
receipts. 

But, sir, I assert that the letter-carrier sys- 
tem is self-sustaining, and I have the figures 
here to show it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. L. MYERS. IfI have time the gentle- 
man may ask me as many questions as he 
pleases. Mr. Chairman, how much time have 
I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes remain. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Five minutes will hardly 
bs enough for the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The whole amount 
of local postage in the cities where this free 
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delivery is established is $758,000, while the 
expense is $1,352,928. How, then, ean the 
gentleman show that this letter-carrier system 
is self-sustaining? ; : 
_ Mr. L. MYERS. Itis all very well for the 
gentleman to mention the receipts from local 
letters alone. The whole expenses of the sys- 
tem are $1,353,923 23. The gentleman will 
see I give him the advantage ofthe odd cents. 
The local postage is $758,120 78. That is re- 
ceived from the drop or two-cent letters alone. 
So the people pay in this way all but $595,802 
45. Then the increase of mail letters from 
year to year has been wonderful, being far in 
advance of the increase of population, not to 
speak of the increase in box rents from the 
richer merchants who still send for their let- 
ters. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
gentleman allude to? 

Mr.L. MYERS. The box-rents, which have 
also increased largely under this system. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It must have pre- 
cisely the opposite effect. 

Mr. L. MYERS. There the gentleman dif- 
fers with the Postmaster General, who, on 
March 31, 1870, in answer to a resolution of 
the House, stated that these box rents for the 
year ending June 30, 1869, were $114,018 
greater than in 1868, notwithstanding the free 
delivery of letters. The increase on local let- 
ters proper in 1869 over 1868 was $190,185 06, 
and in 1871 over 1870, $76,256 08. As regards 
the cities of New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Washington, and Boston, I have made 
a comparison, and find the increase in letters 
delivered, local and other letters, amounts in 
those five cities between 1864 and 1871 to 
$1,486,000, which alone is more than is appro- 
priated for the carriers. New York and Phil- 
adelphia in 1871 paid in local postage alone 
$20,000,000 over all expenses. Look now at 
the workings of the system in Philadelphia. 
In 1867 six million mail letters were delivered 
there. This increased in 1871 to twelve millions; 
and between the same years the local or drop 
letters delivered increased from two and ahalf 
to six millions ; the newspapers delivered from 
seventeen hundred thousand to forty-five hun- 
dred thousand. The carriers there collected 
in last January fifty thousand letters per day, 
and handled one hundred thousand; and the 
whole of this service in Philadelphia in Janu- 
ary was $15,000, of which the drop or local 
letters alone paid $14,000, and it.is estimated 
these only exhibit five sevenths of the receipts 
attributable to the system. 

But the cash receipts give but a faint idea 
of its advantages. The frequent correspond- 
ence between the people it affords gives bene- 
fits, and frequently wealth, which no figures in 
the Post Office Department can ever reach. 

Before closing I would call the attention of 
the committee to still another proof. On page 
17 of the Postmaster General’s report, we find 
that last year there were fifty-seven more letter- 
carriers than in the previous year, and on the 
same page, a few lines below, the increased 
postage on local matter alone is stated to be 
$76,256, being more than $1,200 apiece for 
each carrier added to the service. 

Again, I ask, let us be just to these severely 
tasked public servants. With the deductions 
from their pay, not only for their uniforms, 
but for compensation to substitutes when 
their exposure brings on sickness, which is 
seldom less than one month in the year, their 
lot is not an easy one. A large proportion of 


What rents does the 


them of them, I learn, are soldiers. Many of | 
them have families to support, and if ever a | 


fair day’s wages should be paid for a full and 


riers who contribute so much to the benefit of 
the people. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for 
general debate has closed. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time for general debate 


Se 
be extended for half an: hour.. I. ask thig 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts: [ Mr. 
Dawes] may have an opportunity of address: 
ing the committee. — -> oo 

There was no objection ; andit was so ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. The chairman of the Com: 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. . GARFIELD] 
has asked that the time. for general debate 
be extended, in order. that some one may 
have an opportunity to call the attention of 
the Committee of the Whole to the general 
current of our action in reference to the ex- 
penditure of money, and to contrast it with 
the revenues of the country, so that at some 
early time a balance-sheet, if I may so cail it, 
may be presented for our consideration. He 
has yielded the floor to me, not with any idea 
that I understand tbe subject better than any 
one else, least of all better than the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and its able chairman, 
a committee as faithful in the discharge of its 
duties as any that I have ever seen. in this 
House ; one enjoying deservedly the confidence 
of the House more than any other Committee 
on Appropriations I have ever known; but 
it is because it so happens that along with the 
committee of which he ig chairman, and also 
the committee of which the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Bua] is chair- 
man, the Committee of Claims, the Committee 
of Ways and Means have continually. this 
balance thrust before their eyes. The whole 
business of that committee, like that. of the - 
Committee on Appropriations, is to look on 
the one side at expenditures, and on the other 
to the ways and means to meet those expendi- 
tures, : 

Without undertaking to stand up here and 
lecture anybody for any extravagant expendi- 
ture—for in many that this House has passed 
upon in the present Congress I confess to have 
participated as much as any other gentleman, 
and I jay no claim to any zeal more than that 
of any other member of the House in the line 
of economy—but solely for the reason I have 
stated, that my attention has been drawn to 


| these things, I desire to lay some figures be- 


fore members of this Housein order that they 
may consider when they come to vote expend- 
itures of money not absolutely necessary, how 
the balance sheet of the Treasury is changed 
on one side and on the other by almost.every 
day’s proceedings here in this House. 

There are certain appropriations which are 
absolutely necessary. ‘Ihe public faith 'to its 
creditors, to its pensioners, to those. with 
whom it has entered into contracts, is to be 
preserved at all cost. And whatever is neces- 
sary, even to the taking upon usa new burden, , 
should, and I doubt not will, cheerfully be met 
by any member in the discharge of all the 
obligations of the Government first and fore- 
most. Then, next in order, the current and 
necessary expenditures of the Government do 
not seem to admit of much curtailment, and 
they have also to be met, whatever may be the 
burden to be visited upon the tax-payer at this 
or at any time. These expenses, of course, 
vary. with every year; their constant tendency. 
is to increase from the growth of the country 
and from the enlargement of its operations, so 
weil illustrated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in his speech made 
sometimesince. Asageneralrule, we cannot 
cut them down much, but we can very wellhald 
them down. And it is only to impress. upon 
others what in common with all the members 
of my committee I constantly feel—>the neces- 
sity of holding the expenditures down to that 
limit which, in the growth of the country and 
the natural increase of its operations, we can- 


more than full day’s work, it is to these car- || not reduce, that I desire‘to call their atteution 


to that branch of the public expenditures. 
After these come expenditures which, al- 
though not absolutely necessary, are expend- 
itures which in a wise and liberal adininistra- 
tion of affairs, upon a general consideration 
of the whole subject, may. be economical. in 
the end.. In my opinion they are to. be con- 
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sidered very much in the light of the other 
side of the ledger, the means on hand by which 
we can meet them, or such means as may be 
commanded from the revenues of the country. | 

Back of all these is a ċlass of expenditures 
whichis usually too apt to be put in the front, 
expenditures which come not under the class 
of obligations of the Government, not under 
the: necessary expenditures, nor under those 
economical expenditures to which I have re- 
ferred; but they come from these feelings of 
ours to deal liberally in the line of salaries in 
the payment for public services. Into these 
four branches the public expenditures of the 
Government naturally divide themselves. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the 
House of Representatives, and through them 
of the country, to what must be denominated 
the absolutely necessary expenditures of this 
Government for the coming year. Then I de- 
sire to show from what sources, so far as our 
expenses are concerned, we shall be able to 
derivethe means to meet them. Now, to take 
an estimate of the public expenditures to start 
upon, no one, not even the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, hopes to bring 
the expenditures of this Government much, if 
any, below the estimates. A Committee on 
Appropriations that comes out of a Congress 
having kept the expenditures down to the esti- 
mates may well congratulate itself. Taking 
these estimates without any reference to any 

` provision for the public debt, they amount to 
$278,025,778. This is the estimate made at 
the Department, without any reference to con- 
tingencies or extra expenses, as the lowest limit 
at. which the expenditures for the coming year 
can be fixed. 

Now,. I want to call the attention of the 
House to what they have themselves added to 
this amount: 


Estimates for 1872-73, not including pay toward pub- 


Tic CeDt.ccissesserenenececatens meses $ 213,025,773 
To be added: i 

Q 

B i 

B | 

B 

B 000 

Buildings in Quiney.... 150.009 

Buildings in Trenton... 250,000 

Corporation tax to b 

fandele 2,500,000 


Pensions dated back up to 
and including 1873....... pea 10,664,685 
Washington treaty.....csccswee 310,000 


28,574,685 


ws $299,600,458 | 


The House of Representatives by its votes 
. has made these additions to the absolutely 
necessary expenditures of the Government. 
{ leave out from the present discussion all the 
reports that have been made from the Com- 
mittee of Claims; I leave out all the reports 
which have been made by the commission on 
southern claims. Those commissioners report 
that there have been submitted to them for 
tí material furnished in war’’ (for that is the 
language of the act prescribing their jurisdic: | 
tion) ten thousand separate claims, amounting 
in the aggregate to $26,000,000. I do not 
take those into account; nor do I take into 
account the claim for a refunding of the cot- 
ton tax; nor the claim of the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois for what is called the 
‘two per cent. fund,” amounting to at least 
$1,500,000, which I must confess [ do not see 
my way clear to resist as a claim upon the 
Government. There are other claims, sub- 
sidies pending in committees, large outlays 
pressing upon this Congress, upon which the 
House has not passed. I inelude in the pres- 
ent calculation only what the House of Repre- 
sentatives itself in the passage of bills has 
added to the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and these, added to the estimates for 
current expenses, makea total of $299,600,458, 
Sir, I invite the attention of the Houseto these 
items. Ifthere is any one of them that ought to 
be-deducted from the aggregate which Ihave | 


|| little over five million dollars. 


i 


submitted, I do not know which one itis. The 
House has passed all the bills to which I have 
called attention. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwish to call the attention 
of the gentleman to the fact that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce has never heretofore pro- 
posed, and does not expect to recommend this 
year, an appropriation for rivers and harbors 
of more than half—indeed not quite half~of 
the estimate. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that. 

Mr. CONGER. That will reduce the amount 
of such appropriations some five or six million 
dollars below the estimate. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that, and I propose to allude to it before I sit 
down. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to a statement which he makes 
in reference to the increase of the expenditures 
on account of pensions, which I believe he 
estimates at $10,000,000 as the result of a bill 
that passed this House. I think it is alto- 
gether unnecessary to include that item in an 
estimate of the probable expenditures during 
this year, as there is not the slightest proba- 
bility that that bill will ever be noticed at the 
other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust that several of these 
items to which I have called attention will 
share the fate which the gentleman antici- 
pates for his own bill. If anything I can state 
to-day in regard to the great aggregate which 
the House of Representatives has here made 
will contribute to that end, then much of what 
I desire will be accomplished. The House, | 
however, is responsible for this aggregate. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman | 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] has stated, that 
so far as the appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors are concerned they usually fall much be- 
low the estimates; and he indicates that such 
will be the result this year. Six million dol- 
lars, says the gentleman behind me, who does 
not seem to be in position to know as well as 
the gentleman from Michigan, but who desires 
to have his estimate in my speech. 

Mr. CONGER. The estimate was for 
$13,000,000, and the committee proposes a 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I inquired of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I take the experience of a good 
many years here, and making an allowance 
for what the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Concer] says, and no one will contribute more 
than he to the reduction, still no one who has 
been for any length of time here will contro- 
vert what I say, that substantially the esti- 
mates, when we get through, will be exceeded 
rather than we shall fall below them. That 
is what I desire to call to the attention of the 
House. In the matter of appropriations for 
rivers and harbors I do not think they will. I 
think the gentleman from Michigan has given 
the limit; but there is a vast margin elsewhere 
where the gentleman from Michigan cannot 
bring his estimate to bear. All he saves there 
upon the river and harbor appropriations will 
be lost, and more too, when the final aggregate 
comes to be made. However, I shall be glad 
if this statement of mine does not prove to be 
correct. 

I show what the estimates are, and that 
what the House of Representatives has added 
amounts to $299,000,000, including not one 
penny toward the payment of the principal of 
the public debt, although the paymentofthean- 
nual interest upon the public debt is included. 

Mr. Chairman, from what sources are we to 
meet these expenditures? The revenues of 
the country are derived from four sources, 
which are stated in the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. They are from cus- 
toms, from internal revenue, from sales of 
public lands, and from miscellaneous sources. 
From sales of public lands the House of Rep- 


resentatives has taken the entire amount to be 
applied to public expenditure, so that item is || 


out of consideration. The customs, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury estimates, will amount 
to $212,000,000. In that estimate of the 
Secretary there is an increase over last year of 
receipts from customs of some twelve million 
dollars upon the law of last Congress itself 
reducing $50,000,000. Whether it will be ulti- 
mately more or less is a matter of estimate, 
Last month, if that be taken as a criterion, 
would indicate the increase will be more. Look- 
ing, however, to the disturbances abroad, and 
the receipts during the present month, it may 
be less. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, taking last 
year and so much of the present year which 
has passed, estimates the amount to be re- 
ceived from customs for the purpose of de- 
fraying the public expenses at $212,000,000. 
The House of Representatives have stricken 
from that, by taking the duty off of tea and 
coffee, $19,292,093. They have further re- 
duced it by taking the duty off of salt and 
coal, which amounts to $1,709,845 ; making in 
all $21,001,938, which will reduce the receipts 
from customs, as estimated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to $190,998, 062. 

Mr. CREBS. What does the gentleman 
say the reduction will be on account of taking 
the duty off of tea and coffee? 

Mr. DAWES. Nineteen million two hun- 
dred and ninety-two thousand and nincty-three 
dollars. 

Mr. SARGENT. What is the reduction in 
consequence of taking the duty off of salt and 
coal? 4 

Mr. DAWES. One million seven hundred 
and nine thousand eight hundred and forty- 
five dollars. The receipts from internal rev- 
enue for last year were $144,011,176 24. In 
that is reckoned $15,401,184 15 from articles 
which are now exempted by law from the pay- 
ment of any internal revenue tax. In that is 
reckoned also a corporation tax of $2,500,000, 
which is now admitted by every one has been 
repealed. In that is also included the income 
tax, which the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates at $12,000,000. We have therefore to 
make a deduction of $29,901,184 15, which 
will reduce the revenue estimated from inter- 
nal taxation to $114,109,992 09. 

The other source of revenueis whatis known 
as miscellaneous revenue. In its nature it is 
a very uncertain item to rely upon. It arises 
not from any source fixed by law, but from 
incidental sources in the management of the 
affairs of the Government. It is shown in the 
balance of miscellaneous expenditures. The 
Secretary of the Treasury puts down in his 
estimate the receipts for the next year from 
this item at $18,000,000. The miscellaneous 
revenue for 1871 was $31,566,786 53. Ifwe take 
the miscellaneous revenue for last year to see 
whether that much can be relied upon we will 
find that the premium on gold of $16,594,502 68, 
which acerued from the sales of gold, has all 
gone. That may be one thing or another, 
The Secretary of the Treasury himself takes 
that out of his estimate for the miscéllaneous 
revenues for the next year. Look over the 
list and you will tind homestead and other 
land fees amount to $645,923 17. They have 
gone with the proceeds of the public land, and 
they are not to be reckoned on. So they are 
not to be recognized. You also find “ direct 
tax,” $580,355 37. That having been col- 
lected cannot be collected again. You also find 
‘proceeds of Indian trust lands,” $1,140,- 
120 28—those being the Indian trust lands 
that were sold by the Government, and which 
went to the other side of the ledger. They are 
no source of revenue for us during the next 
year. Then we have ‘accrued interest, sale, 
é&c., Indian trust,” $387,921 01. Then there 
are ‘‘reimbursements”’ to the United States 
for moneys advanced to meet interest on non- 
paying stocks, held in trust for various Indian 
tribes, $35,585. Take those out and you have 
from that source $12,181,379 01. 

OF course this cannot be figured out ex- 
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n 
actly. It depends upon the contingencies of i 
the Government. They may be more from 
unexpected sources, and they may be less. I 
take the last year’s miscellaneous sources 
and I deduct what is absolutely necessary, in 
the attempt not to say exactly what are our 
resources, but to show this House that there 
is nothing we know of which we can rely upon 
to add to this aggregate. 

These items, then, aggregate $317,389,- 
433 10 against expenditures of $299,600,458, 
leaving a balance of $17,788,975 10, without 
having paid one dollar beyond the interest 
toward the public debt. Now the law requires, 
us to pay into the sinking fund just as much 
as it requires us to pay for the improvement 


of a harhor, or to spend money anywhere else ; 
a great deal more so, because it is to sustain 
the public: credit. It requires us to pay 
$28,679,263 into the sinking fund, and we 
have but $17,788,975 10 to do it with. If, 
therefore, we do not receive revenue from a 
great and unexpected increase of imports 
beyond the estimate of their increase by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or from some other 
now unprovided source, and if our expend- 
itures are not brought down below the figures 
here stated, we shall be obliged to borrow 
nearly eleven million dollars to pay to the 
sinking fund, without one dollar going toward 
the principal of the public debt. And _ that, 
sir, is in the last of the four years of this Ad- 
ministration, the first three of which paid 
$300,000,000 of that debt, besides what was 
paid into the sinking fund. Sir, I know that 
these figures are subjects for just such crit- 
icism as the gentleman from Michigan very 
properly made in regard to one item of the 
estimates. But I know, too, that against them 
all stands the pressure of great public expend- 
itures that do not enter into the estimates of 
public expenditures, and which, in the end, I 
feel an apprehension that I cannot conceal, in 
common with all those who make these figures 
constantly their study, will overbalance all we 
can possibly save upon the ordinary expendi- 
tures. 

I have but a few more words to say, if I 
may be permitted to go a little beyond the 
half hour which the committee so kindly al- 
lowed me, and which is about out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no objection be 
made, the gentleman will be permitted to 


proceed. 
No objection was made. 
Mr. CREBS. Will the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] yield to me for a 
uestion ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; for a question only. 

Mr. CREBS. .I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Dawes] whether in his opinion, if the tariff 
on pig iron should be reduced, the revenue 
would not be increased ? 

Mr. KERR. Reduced to what rate? . 

Mr. CREBS. To five dollars per ton, I wiil 
say. I think the revenue would be increased | 
ten if not eleven million dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish I could see some 
point where I could change the figures I have 
given. Ido think ghat there is some reason 
to suppose that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has underestimated thé receipts from customs 
for the next year. But the larger those re- 
ceipts the more comprehensive becomes the 
business of the community, the more disturbed 
are our industries at home. And after all a 
very great increase in the receipts from cus- | 
toms sometimes checks itself, and brings about | 
a contraction by the very means of the increase. 
How much it may be I cannot tell, nor can any 
one. I want to ask members of the House 
of Representatives whether it: is very safe to 
go on with extraordinary expenditures of any 
kind, with no other reliance forthe means to 
meet them than some expected increase of 
this kind in the public revenue ? ; 

But I was about to say to members that 
while, according to this estimate, we could not | 


even meet the demands of the sinking fund 
in the last year of the four years of this Ad- 
ministration, without borrowing $10,000,000, 
the first three years of which were crowned 
with the success of having paid off $300,000,000 
of our public debt, or $100,000,000 a year 
on the average—I was about to say that this 
balance-sheet was not a pleasant one for us 
here to present to the country, when the peo- 
ple are about to be asked to pass judgment 
upon our course here. There ought to besome 
explanation of it that will satisfy the public 
judgment. And to these figures I invoke the 
attention of members of the House, that they 
may, if possible, ascertain wherein they are 
unsound, and wherein a better presentation 
may be made. i 

Ihave to say that it comes very far short of 
the promise with which this year was entered 
upon. The President of the United States, in his 
message to us last session, called our attention 
to the fact that we had paid this large amount 
ofthe public debt, and he said that the time 
had come when, by a curtailment of the cus- 
toms revenue, by the extinguishment first, 
of as many so possible of the internal taxes, 
and then of the tariff dues, we might be able 
to cut down our revenue $50,000,000, and still 
have a fair margin to meet the constant public 
demands and the public debt. He says: 

“I therefore recommend a modification of both 
the tariff and internal taxes. I recommend that 
all taxes from internal sources be abolished, except 
those collected from spirituous, vinous, and malt 
liquors, tobacco in its various forms, and stamps.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury calls our 
attention to the operations of the Government 
in this respect for the last three years, and 
says that the time has now come when we 
can reduce the revenue from internal taxes 
$16,000,000, and from the tariff $20,000,000, 
and still leave a margin by which we may pay 
not only the sinking fund but about twenty-five 
million dollars upon the public debt directly, 
making $50,000,000 in all of the public debt 
annually paid off. And he proposes that we 
strike off all the internal taxes except those 
upon spirituous and malt liquors, tobacco and 
stamps. Now, if that should be done, $10,- 
000,000 must be taken from this estimate of 
mine, for that estimate is based upon the laws 
as they now stand, and with the revenues of 
last year as the standard. Therefore if the 
proposition of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
preparatory to approaching a revision anda 
reduction of the tariff, should be carried out, 


|| there would have to be deducted $10,000,000 


and a little more from the resources side of 
this balance. Therefore, for some reason or 
other, we are not where the public had a right 
to expect we would be in regard to the means 
by which we are to meet these expenditures, 
or in regard to the expenditures themselves. 

I am not criticising any of these appropria- 
tions. AsI said in the beginning, I am, per- 
haps, as much responsible for them as any 
other member of the House. But E want to 
see whether, in the language of a distinguished 
Philadelphia statesman, it is not time to calla 
halt. I want to inquire whether, looking into 
these figures, you are not asking too much of 
your Committee of Ways and Means if, after 
what you have done with reference to tea, 
coffee, salt, and coal, you exact of them a 
measure which shall reduce the publie reve- 
nues by a redaction of the tarif burdens, and 
yet provide the means for meeting the current 
expenses as well as maintaining the sinking 
fand for the liquidation of the public debt? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the gentleman will 
yield for a moment I would like to make a 
suggestion. He has spoken of the action of 
the House placing tea and coffee upon the free 


list. 
Mr. DAWES. Iam not criticising it at all. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I understand that; but 
the gentleman will allow me to finish my sug- 
gestion. That action has been very much 
criticised. It has been criticised by Demo- 
crats, and by Democratic papers of the coun- 


è 


try; and it is claimed that if that reduction 
shall be made it will prevent the possibilityof 
any reduction of the duty upon pig iron-or any 
other species of iron. Hence it is argued that 
this movement in the House was made in the 
interest of the protectionists. Gentlemen on 
this side of the House who voted for that 
measure, (and I was orie of those who so 
voted,) have been criticised as having sup- 
ported a measure in the interest of protection. 
Now, sir, I am a free trader from the crown 
of my head to the sole of my feet; and be- ` 
lieving a tariff to be a tax upon the people, I 
support such a measure only because of the 
necessities of the Government with regard to 
revenue. 

Now, I want to put a question to the gentle- 
man. The tariff as it stands to-day upon pig 
iron is, as we understand, a protective tariff.’ 
A protective tariff, as we believe, is to a cer-, 
tain extent a prohibitory tariff. Now, if we 
bring ‘down the tariff upon iron to a revenue’ 
basis, does not the gentleman, as the organ of 
the House on this question, believe that we 
may take off the duty upon tea and coffee and 
yet have more revenue than we would have if- 
we should continue the present protective 
tariff upon iron? I mast say that it was with 
this understanding that I voted to place tes 
| and coffee npon the free list, supposing that 
the deficiency of revenue might be met in the: 
way I have suggested. 4 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I had but a 
word to say when the gentleman interrupted 
me; and what I was about to say will pretty 
much answer the gentleman’s inquiry upon 
that point. When the bill repealing the duty 
upon tea and coffee was presented in this House 
the Committee of Ways and Means struggled 
against it, believing that it was an invasion 
upon the work which had been assigned to 
them. ‘They struggled against it, not because 
they were opposedto the repeal of the duty on 
tea and coffee, but because they believed that 
to strike into the tariff in that way by a side 
blow, andthen ask the committee to be respon- 
sible for the general result after you had 
taken from the revenue $20,000,000, was ‘to 
impose upon the committee a labor which they 
would not know how to perform. . This is the 
excuse which I, as their organ, offer to the 
House for, perhaps, an undue zeal in begging 
of the House not to take the tariff question in 
that way out of the hands of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Allow me a word far- 
ther on that point. 

Mr. DAWES. Waitamoment. Mr. Obair- 
man, lam talking now in reference to what 
will increase and what will diminish the reve- 
nue; and in the few minutes allowed me it is 
utterly impossible to meet a question which 
involves the whole ‘theory of revenue and of 
protection. At some time, if the House will 
have patience, the committee will bring in'the 
result of their labors; and I trust they may 
have an opportunity to give the reasons for 
what they have done. They are trying to keep 
the balance-sheet of the Government in sach 
ashapé that we shall be able to meet All the 
necessary expenditures of the Government, 
ordinary and extraordinary, as well as main- 
tain such a sinking fund that we may during 
this year, as during the last three years, pay 
off a fair proportion of the public debt, some 
twenty-five millions, or something like that.: Tf 
the tariff could be adjusted by some financial 
head so that all parts would conform each to 
the other, and then be brought in'as a ‘whole, 
as the “budget” is brought before Parliament 
and submitted to its judgment, it would work 
as the gentleman from Wisconsin, ` [Mr Er 
DREDGE, | I doubt not, désirés to have it; it 
would produce the greatest possible amount 
of revenue with the least impairment of the 
| industries of the country, and with stieb inci- 
dental protection and aid to every interest as 
it is lawful and proper for the Government of 


| the nation te extend. That the Committee of 
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Ways and Means shall ever be able to reach 
that point I do not expect; but that is the 
point to which they are striving. 

- Ihave. thrown out these figures: for eriti- 
: “eism. If at any. point either side of this 
_- balance-sheet is found erroneous, it is better 
-we should know it, and know it as well as we 
ean from. day to-day, as bills come down to us 
from the other branch. While I have been 
speaking another bill from the Senate for the 
erection of a public building has gone upon 
~ your table. After we passed a bill the other 
day appropriating $300,000 to erect public 
buildings in the city of St. Louis, the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury met them in 
public meeting out there and told them if they 
would get asite for $300,000 he would put up a 
building costing $2,000,000. When they came 
before the Committee on Appropriations last 
year they told us that if we would give them 
$300,000 they would take the old site and put 
up the necessary public buildings without any 
further cost. 

I have given these figures and made these 
statements in order to arouse the attention of 
the House to this tendency, into which I fall 
just..as. much as any other member of the 
House, to add constantly and continually to 
these expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I supposed when the 
gentleman. from Massachusetts asked me to 
wait for one minute he did not mean to pre- || 
vent me from going on to put the inquiry to 
him which I designed. If he wishes to dodge 
the question he can do so. I want the oppor- 
tunity to ask my question, and I would have 
asked it before if I had not been prevented 
by his remark, and I want to give him an 
opportunity of answering it if he be so 
inclined -——— ; 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin if I have inadvertently 
deprived him of the opportunity of asking his 
question. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He has done precisely 

that very thing. 
: Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will allow me I will resume the floor for the 
purpose of hearing the question of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I was looking the gen- 
tleman in the face ;- but Ido not suppose he 
intended to cnt me off from asking my question, 

Mr. DAWES. It was not intentional on my 
part, I assure the gentleman. While I was 
speaking the matter entirely slipped my mind. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I kept looking the gen- 
tleman in the eye and begging him toallow me 
to ask my question. 

Mr. PALMER. This debate has wandered 
a long way from this bill. Iam not disposed 
to be ungenerous, however, and as the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin thinks he has been cut 
off from the opportunity of saying something 
on this subject, I move by unanimous consent 
that the general debate on this bill be extended 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Task the gentleman from 
Towa to allow me to ask general consent to 
make a brief statement as to the figures pre- 
sented by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I will consent to any limit- 
ation of time after ten minutes for the pur- 
pose simply of submitting some figures in addi- 
tion to what the gentleman has submitted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from 
Jowa has yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. TI rise to a point 
of order, that general debate has been closed 
on this bill and we are now under the five- 
minutes rule. ; 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Having been prevented 
from: putting a question to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I wish to know whether Iam 
“now to be denied the privilege which has been 
extended to me by the courtesy of the gentle- 
nian from Towa. 


Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Wis- 
: consin: seems to think he has been cut off from | 


replying to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and I have therefore proposed, in order to 
give him a chance to come in, that general 
debate be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have no objection 
to hearing the gentleman from Wisconsin ; 
but I make the point of order that. the Com- 
mittee of the Whole cannot extend the time 
fixed for the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may by unanimous 
consent, 

The Clerk proceed to read the bill by para- 
graphs foramendment, and read the following: 

For pay of letter-carriers, $1,425,000. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I move to strike out all 
after ‘“letter-carriers,”? and in lieu thereof to 
insert ‘‘at $1,200 each per annum,$1,702,800.”’ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order on the amendment. i : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state 1t. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I raise the point of 
order on that amendment. The law-provides 
as follows: 

“Letter-carriers shall be employed at such post 
offices as the Postmaster General shall direct, for 
the dolivory of letters in the places respectively 
where such post offices are established; and for 
their services thoy shall severally receive a salary, 
to be prescribed by the Postmaster General, not 
exceeding $800 per year: Provided, That on satis- 
factory evidence of their diligence, fidelity, and 
experience as carriers, the Postmaster General may 
incroase thoir respective salaries from time to time 
to any sum not exceeding $1,000,” 

The law prescribes that the salary of the 
letter-carriers shall not exceed a certain sum. 
This amendment is therefore in contravention 
of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the point of order is well taken. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union informally rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message from the 
Senate wag communicated by Mr. Symvson, 
one of its clerks, informing the House that the 
Senate had agreed, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested, to a resolution of the 
House to print extra copies of the first eight 
tables of the census report. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed a resolution, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, tendering 
the thanks of Congress to the people of the 
State of Connecticut for the statues of Jona- 
than Trumbull and Roger Sherman, and ac- 
cepting these works of art in the name of the 
nation. ; 

The message also announced thatthe Senate 
had passed, without amendment, bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) to issue an American 
register to the brig A. L. Palmer; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1538) for the construction 
of an addition to the United States court- house 
and post office building in Indianapolis, Indi- 
ana, and for the purchase of additional ground 
adjoining the site of said building. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a billof the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : : 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I offer another amend- 
ment to the pending paragraph. -I move to 
strike out the paragraph and to substitute for 
it the following : 

For salaries of letter-carriers, $1,702,800. 

Mr. CREBS. I make the point of order 
that that would be an increase of the salaries 
of letier-carriers in contravéntion of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the point of order is not well taken. -This 


does not change the law. The sum appro- 
priated can only be disbursed in accordance 
with existing law. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Ihave at last succeeded 
in getting this question before the committee, 
notwithstanding points of order, and I trust we 
shall have a vole upon it. 

Thavelittle to add to what I said in the general 
debate. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] has for two weeks had his speech 
ready to deliver on the William and Mary Col- 
lege bill, and the speech he has just delivered 
would have been as applicable to that bill as 
it is to this, and it is just as applicable to this 
bill as it would have been to that, having no 
possible connection with either. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts made a 
similar speech a year or two ago upon the 
League Island bill. He was not particularly 
opposed to League Island, so he said, but he 
had a discourse to make upon economy, and 
he thought he would make it when the League 
Island bill was before the House. In regard 
to that speech and the rest of his sayings, are 
they not written in the Globe, as this will be? 
It turned out, however, that his estimates of 
the expenditures of the Government, despite 
the declarations of the gentleman on that occa- 
sion, were not prophecies. 

The Republican party justly boast that not- 
withstanding the array of figures about the ex: 
penditures of the Government, year by year 
our resources have so developed that we are 
paying off rapidly the national debt. Last 
year, we are told by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and by the President, that we paid off 
$94,327,064, and from March 1, 1869, to De- 
cember 1, 1871, we paid off $277,000,000, 
and reduced the annual interest on the debi 
by $16,741,000. 

The prophecies, therefore, of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, in the face of the facts 
which we have before us, go for nothing, and, 
I say it with great respect, they have nothing 
whatever to do with the subject before the 
committee. 

There is one question, and only one ques- 
tion here involved. You have appropriated in 
the paragraph just before this a large amount 
for salaries for clerks, and nothing is said 
against that. You are appropriating millions 
upon millions for the necessary expenses of the 
Government, and giving the employés of the 
Government generally larger salaries than 
those contemplated by myamendment; and yet, 
in defiance of the request of the people, and 
in defiance of common justice, you want these 
letter-carriers to continue in a laborious em- 
ployment, an employmentof great trust, where 
they have to give bonds, where the cost of their 
uniforms is deducted from their salaries, where 
they have topay for substitutes, where they 
have to work twelve to fourteen hours a day in 
all weathers—you wish these men, who contri- 
bute to the happiness and convenience of the 
people as much as any class of men in the com- 
munity, toremain at miserable pay, too uncer- 
tain to be called a salary, upon which they can 
scarcely support their families respectably. 

I have said the sentiment of the country has 
come to us declaring unmistakably that thisis a 
false economy. I think its always false econ- 
omy as well as injustice to assert the laborer 
is not worthy of his hire. No sound reason 
has been shown the committee against the 
proposition to increase these salaries. Why 
is it that the Appropriation Committee do not 
seem to have studied this subject carefully ? 
It is admitted by the gentleman who reports 
the bill that they have simply followed the 
old plan because it was the old plan, and it 
is gravely asserted, without examination, that 
this free-delivery system is not self-sustaining, 
when I show by figures just the contrary. It 
is also said that the law confines the system 
to cities of fifty thousand inhabitants or more. 
That is. equally incorrect. By the acts of 
March 8, 1863, and July 1, 1864, it may be 
established in such cities as the Postmaster 
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General may prescribe. In 1865 we provided 
that he must so prescribe in cities of filty thou- 
sand inhabitants, leaving it optional with him 
as before in regard to towns with less inhab- 
itants, and really the great advantages of the 
free delivery of letters ought to be given to 
every city of twenty thousand inhabitants. A 
proposition of that kind has already been re- 
ported tothe Senate. The people of the larger 
cities cannot spare the time to go to the post 
office, and desire their letters brought to their 
doors. : 

The chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Offce and Post Roads [Mr. FARNSWORTH] 
stated just now that the local letters alone did 
not pay tbis expense. That is true, but he 
omitted to give the increase of mail letters, 
which, added to the drop or local postage, 
more than cover these expenses, not to speak 
of the increase of box-rents from the richer 
classes who send for their letters. Bat I 
repeat, and with that I close, that whether this 
system be self-sustaining or not is entirely 
foreign to a legitimate discussion of the ques- 
tion. We might as well stop payment for mail 
service in the twenty-four States whose ex- 
penditures for this service exceed its receipts, 
as many of them do very largely, for that very 
unsatisfactory reason. The Post Office De- 
partment is for the benefit of all the people, 
and this appropriation comes with an ill grace 
from the Kepresentatives of sections for whose 
postal facilities and accommodation the other 
sections of the country cheerfully tax them- 
selves, 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TYNER, The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. L. Mygrs,] in the general de- 
bate on this bill, took occasion to refer to me 
as one of the opponents of the proposition to 
increase the salaries of letter-carriers. He 
also took occasion to refer to the further fact 
that the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent has failed to pay the necessary 
expenditures forthe transportation of the mails 
within its limits. This induces me to respond 
first to the general proposition, and, if the com- 
mittee will bear with me, to recur to the par- 
ticular fact to which be has called attention. 

The argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is to me avery singular one. His 
attempt to show that the letter-carrier system 
is self-sustaining seems not to be supported by 
the figures in the case. Now, what are the 
facts? It seems from the reports of the Post- 
master General that in the fifty-two cities of 
the United States where this system has already 
been established, the expenditures amount, 
over and above the local postages that have 
been there collected, in round numbers to 
$595,000. How he can make it appear from 
these figures, official as they are, that this sys- 
tem is self-sustaining is more than I can com- 
prebend. 

If, however, I understand his further propo- 
sition, it is this: that the increase of ordinary 
mail letters, such as go into the mails at the 
rate of three cents each, has been sufficient 
during the existence of the letter-carrier system 
to pay this entire deficit. In response to that, 
I reply that a similar rate of increase has 
occurred in all the cities and towns and States 
of this Union. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
one question? 

Mr. TYNER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman state 
whether in that estimate is included the whole 
of the clerical expense of the post offices? 

Mr. TYNER. I reply to the gentleman 
by saying that I do not understand that any 
expenses whatever are included except those 
which are embraced in the salaries of the 
carriers alone. In other words, to be more 

. specific, the entire cost of the letter-carrier 
system, which simply includes the aggregate 
amount of. salaries of the letter-carriers, 18 
$1,353,000 in round numbers. No item comes 
into that amount except the salaries of the 


letter-carriers. The entire receipts from 
local postages amounts in round numbers to 
$758,000, showing a deficit of some five hun- 
dred and ninety-five thousand dollars, as I 
before stated. 

Now, sir, I turn for a moment to the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman from Massachn- 
setts near me, [Mr. Bangs, ] that if this letter- 
carrier system should be dispensed with the 
increase in the rents of the post offices in the 
cities where this system is now established will 
be enough to make up this deficit. I desire to 
call his attention to the fact that this system is 
already established in fifty-two cities of the 
Union, and that the $595,000 of the deficit 
which now exists would pay rents in all those 
fifty-two cities at the rate of $11,000 each. 
Now, if he knows anything at all about the 
question of rents for post. offices throughout 
the country, he is aware of the fact that in all 
the cities of, say, from twenty to thirty and 
forty thousand inhabitants $11,000 is more 
than sufficient of itself to pay the entire rent 
for post office purposes; while, upon the other 
hand, in the large cities of the country, like 
New York, Philadelphia, and Chicago, the 
Government furnishes the buildings without 
rent. That suggestion, then, of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts amounts, I appre- 
hend, to nothing. 

I desire to says further, that I am not preju- 
diced against this class of postal employés. I 
served five years of the best portion of my life 
in association with the employés of the Post 
Office Department, and I bear cheerful testi- 
mony to their fidelity and efficiency. I would 
not propose that their salaries should be cut 
down, or that we should refuse to increase 


them whenever justice may demand the in- | 
What are the facts, however, in this | 


crease. 
case? I ask the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, [Mr. L. Myrrs,] who seems to be the 
especial champion of this proposition, to tell 
me whether or not the present salary of letter- 
carriers does. not secure faithful and efficient 
officers? Is it possible that in any of the cities 
where this system has been established there 
is a failure to secure good men who will per- 
form their duties faithfully? a 

Mr. L. MYERS. As the gentleman says 
he isnot in favor of reducing the salaries of 
these officers, I ask him whether the act of 
July 27, 1868, does not in fact reduce their 
salaries to the extent of the seventy-five dol- 
lars which they are annually obliged to pay for 
their uniforms? 

[Here the hammer fell. j] 

Mr. L.MYERS. I withdraw my pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
I do it, sir, for the purpose of saying that 
there are, in my judgment, no public employés 
so badly paid as the letter-carriers; and that 
the minimum sum at which men can be em- 
ployed is not, as has been hinted, the true 
standard for a great Government to adopt in 
regulating official pay. But my especial pur- 
pose is to say to the House that it need not 
withhold the merited increase of pay from 
these laboring men (for such they are) by 
reason of the suggestion just submitted by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Dawss.] ‘The calculation by 
which he brings us to,a condition in which 
we shall probably be compeiled to borrow 
$10,000,000 next year to meet current ex- 
penses is based on assumptions of fact which 
have already been falsified by events. The 
basis of his argument is the Treasury esti- 
mates of the receipts, which are $3865,000,000 
for this year and $359,000,000 for the next. 
Are not these estimates unduly cautious? 
What have been the receipts for the first six 
months of the current fiscal year, and what 
do they prophesy for the remaining months 
of the year? The revenue received by the 
Government. during the first six months of 
the year was $187,319,250 22, with the whole 
year’s income tax, which the gentleman esti- 


I renew the amendment. | 
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mates at not less than $12,000,000, yet to:be 
collected. 7 
Sir, by the act of July 14, 1870, we repealed. 
internal taxes amounting to $55,000,000 an- 
nually, and duties on imports which had yielded 
$26,000,000 the preceding year. The repeal 
of the internal taxes took effect on the Ist of 
October, and that of the duties on the- 1st 
of January, making ‘together a deduction.of 
about fifty-five million doliars. for the fiscal 
year; yet the receipts of the first six months 
of this year show that the revenues of. the 
Government, in spite of those reductions, are 
to be larger this year than they were in the 
last year, during which those taxes and. daties 
were collected. Such is the expansion of 
our resources and industries, and such is our 
steadily increasing ability to consume dutiable 
goods, that the income of the Government for 
the present year will fall but little, ifany, short 
of $400,000,000. The income from customs 
duties will be largely in excess of $206,000,000, 
the amount collected last year; and notwith- 
standing the reduction of $27,500,000 by the 
repeal of internal taxes during the first aix 
months of the current year, the income of the 
year from this source is likely to exceed that 
of last year. On the first of the present month 
the receipts from this source amounted to 
nearly ninety million dollars; and the pros- 
pect is that for the year it will, including the 
income tax, be not less than $143,000,000. : : 
Sir, it is my judgment, formed after. a erit- 
ical scrutiny of the receipts of revenue since 
the commencement of this fiscal year, that we 
may, if we avoid injudicious and excessive 
appropriations, make a reduction in taxes and 
duties amounting to quite $70,000,000 with- 
out the risk of compelling the Secretary to 
borrow a single million from the $100,000,000 
average balance which he keeps on hand. 
Such areduction judiciously made would pro- 
duce such an expansion of trade and increase 
of prosperity as would make the remaining 
taxes and duties sti more productive of reve- 
nue. But be that as it may, the income ofthe 
present year, notwithstanding the large reduce- 
tions made by the act of July 14, 1870, is to 


| be from seventy to ninety million dollars in 


excess of the estimates and of probable: ex- 
penditures, including the required payment 
on account of the funded. debt. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ar 

Mr. CREBS. Mr. Chairman, I hopethatthe 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
is wrong, and that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KeLLeY] is correct as to the 


| income which the Government may hereafter 


expect; but I greatly fear that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is entirely mistaken in re- 
gard to the condition of our finances at this 
time. I hope he is correct, but I fear he is 
most egregiously mistaken. I find by the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
he claims, as is claimed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] a reduction of 
$277,211,892 16 from the Ist of March, 1869, 
to the 1st of December, 1871, the time he has 
been in charge of the Treasury ; yet I find this 
same Secretary asks for an appropriation, stat- 
ing it will take that amount to pay the interest 
on the public debt for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1869, of $180,694, 242 80. 

The same Secretary tells us for the year 
ending June 30, 1871, the public debt interest 
was $125,576,565 92, and this, too, while he 
states thatthe public debt had been paid to the 
extent of $277,211,892 16, so that the inter- 
est amount should have been reduced some 
$17,000,000, instead of only $5,117, 676 88.: 
We find it will require to pay the public 
debt, according to the estimate in the last 
report of the Secretary, some $8,969,118 43 
less than the amount which was necessary «to: 
pay the interest when the debt as reported 
by him was $277, 211,892 16 greater than 
it is now. -The only amount of reduction: 
in the interest account of the Government is 
$8,969,118 43, 
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I hope the. gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. Keniry] is correct, and that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is 
wrong. in. the position he takes before the 
House. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was one of. those 
who voted to take the duty off of tea and 
coffee. I also voted to take the duty off on 
salt-and-coal. I wish the duties taken off of 
all these articles, and the duty on the balance 
of the:articles, upon which duties are imposed 
reduced to a revenue standard. If that were 
done, in my opinion we would raise more 
money than we would with the continued 
existence of excessive tariff charges. On iron 
and various other articles the tariff we have 
now imposed is almost prohibitory in its char- 
acter. All over this country in almost every 
State, our people are building railroads. If 
we were to reduce the tariff on iron and bring 
it within reasonable limits I believe we would 
realize a revenue from iron as well as from 
other articles if the tarif were reduced upon 
them. so as not to be as it is now, almost. pro- 
hibitory, more than we did last year when we 
had a tariff on tea and coffee and on salt and 
coal. I think this can be demonstrated. I 
voted to take. the duty off of tea and coffee, 
salt and coal, as each one of these propositions 
was presented before the House, because it 
was the only tangible way in which I could 
secure a reduction of the tariff. I voted for 
that reduction because it was the question 
before us, and because I thought it ought not 
only to be done, but that at the same time we 
ought to go on reducing the tariff until we 
reached the proper revenue standard. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Ir. BURCHARD. I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
is pendin ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of 
the. gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. L. 
Myers] in reference to letter-carriers. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. And has all this 
tariff debate taken place onan amendment 
in reference to letter-carriers ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw his amendment | 
will renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been withdrawn 
and renewed, and debate is now exhausted. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to reduce tho 
amount; and I take the floor, Mr. Chairman, 
to male a suggestion in corroboration of the 
views presented by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes, ] and 
in advocacy of the position that this increase 
of expenditures ought not to prevail or be con- 
tinned. There was a tariff biil passed in 1857 
which was adjusted to raise an amount just 
sufficient to meet the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. . In 1860 there was a diminished 
importation. What was the consequence? The 
Treasury was short of the amount necessary to 
defray the national expenses, and the Govern- 
ment had to borrow to meet the deficiency. 

The indications in Europe at the present 
time are that such will be the case in regard to 
our customs receipts within the next two years. 
This has been a dear market to sellin while we 
have found foreign countries cheaper markets 
to buy from. Importations have consequently 
been very large. Prices abroad are now ad- 
vancing. Within the last few mouths the price 
of various commodities has advanced trom 
twenty to twenty-five percent, In consequence 
consumption will diminish, while theapproach 
of prices at home and abroad tothe same level 
will lessen the inducement to buy in the foreign 
market. There will be areduced importation. 
That, of course, is the natural result. I do 
not wish to anticipate the discussion of the 
tariff question, except so far as is necessary in 
support of my views on this occasion. ` Gen- 
tlemen will tell you whenever that subject is 
before the House that these prices have in- 
creased to.a large extent. In view of that fact 
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admitted, we may expect a less amount to 
come into the Treasury from customs than 
heretofore. ` 

Again, last year, or the year preceding June, 
1871, had been a year of unprecedented pros- 
perity in this country in regard to the amount 
of agricultural products. In the South the 
cotton crop was very large. We exported to 
Great Britain over one hundred and sixty mil- 
lion dollars’ worth of cotton, and we exported 
from sixty to eighty million dollars’ worth of 
grain. ‘The crops were exceptionally abund- 
ant and our purchases abroad were correspond- 
ingly large. Large production gives greater 
ability to purchase, Increased exports aug- 
ment importations and swell the customs rev- 
enue. But next year we may have a short 
crop. We are now providing the expendi- 
tures, not of the present time, but of the fiscal 
year beginning nextJuly. The point, therefore, 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania does 
not hold good, that these appropriations are 
to meet and liquidate present expenditures. 
The estimates are made by the various com- 
mittees, and the question now before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is how to meet 
the expenditures that you are here voting. 
You must estimate what amounts you are 
likely to receive during the ensuing year. 
You are calculating upon the exportation of 
the cotton crop that is not yet raised, and 
upon the exportation of grain products the 
seed of which has not yet been sown, to enable 
you to huy abroad those articles that are not 
yet imported, on which you are to raise your 
revenue. 

Under these circumstances, I say that the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means is wise, and the commit- 
tee ought to give heed to it. As that gentle- 
man remarked, you are anticipating what you 
do not have. Yon may find, as in 1861, that 
you have a bankrupt ‘Treasury, and that after 
appropriating millions of dollars you have not 
funds enough to meet those appropriations. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will the gentleman 
from Illinois yield to me for a suggestion? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Yes, sir. 


us to stop making appropriations, when we have 
already voted $8,000,000 to his State. 1f we 
voted in the same proportion to other States, 
there would be an aggregate of $200,000,000. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I would ask the gen- 
tleman whether he looks upon this as a general 
distribution out of the Treasury, in which each 
State shall get its exact share? If any sum 
has been voted to the State of Illinois or to the 
city of Chicago, or to any other part of the 
Union, which oughtnot to have gone to it, the 
gentlernen who voted for it. voted wrong, and 
if the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Hererorp] has so voted, he ought not to vote 
for this if this is wrong. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. L. MYERS and Mr. ELDREDGE rose. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I wish to make a verbal 
alteration in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Etpreper] was recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to oppose the 
amendment pro forma. I should not have 
sought this opportunity if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] whose candor is 
proverbial in this House, had answered the 
query which I put to him in good faith when 
he was making his speech. Ido not want to 
be disrespectful to my friend. I would not 
say anything which would seem to be dis- 
respectful to him. And yet constantly floating 
before my mind is the idea, when I see him 
making such displays as he made this after- 
noon, the idea of the ‘‘artful dodger.” I must 
say, and IJ say it with all due respect, and feel- 
ing a desire to compliment him, that-he is the 
best man to evade a question whom I can 
remember ever to have seen upon the floor of 
this House. The gentleman apologized some- 


Mr. HEREFORD. The gentlemar wants us |} 


what to me for not answering me, or allowing 
me to come in at the moment I expected, by 
telling me he was perfectly oblivious of the 
promise he had made. I feel complimented 
because the gentleman did not say he was 
oblivious of myself, ` 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when I voted to take 
the tax off tea and coffee, I voted in perfect 
good faith, and in accordance with principles 
that have amounted to convictions in my mind 
for many years. I did not believe that that 
vote would necessitate such resulte as were 
presented by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. I do not now believe that it will 
become necessary, in consequence of that vote 
of this House, to borrow ten millions of money. 
As is suggested by a friend of the gentleman, 
if we had to borrow that amount I do not 
know where I should go to borrow it unless 
out of the $105,000,000 of gold constantly 
held in reserve in the Treasury. I would tise 
that money, which has been there ever since I 
remember, to strengthen our credit. 

T put this question to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] a question which 
he respectfully declined to answer: whether 
the present tariff, being a protective tariff upon 
iron, as I believe is conceded by everybody, if 
we were to bring that tariff down to a strictly 
revenue basis, whether we would not derive 
enough additional revenue from that single 
article to make up the deficiency which would 
arise from the abolition of the tax upon tea 
and coffee? The gentleman declined to an- 
swer me. ; 

I do not know whether the Committee of 
Ways and Means are able to define precisely 
what would be a revenue tariff. The present 
tariff is conceded to be a protective tariff, and 
a protective tariff is a probibitory tariff; it 
must necessarily be so. Now, if the gentle, 
man has wisdom sufficient to devise a tariff 
which shall be strictly a revenue tariff, I will 
give him time out of my poor five minutes to 
say whether such a system would not supply 
the amount we would lose by the abolition of 
the duty upon tea and coffee? ; 

Mr. DAWES. I will give the gentleman 
the answer of Mr. Atkinson. 

Mr. ELDREDGK. No; give me your own 
answer, ` 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Atkinson says, in an 
article which he sent to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, over his own name, and 
which was published in the Evening Post of 
New York city a short time since, if you 
make absolute free trade in pig iron, the 
amount of additional importation would not 
be perceptible, because the high price of pig 
iron abroad and the scarcity of labor and the 
difficulty of manufacturing it there are such 
that they could not manufacture any percepti- 
ble increased amount to come here. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Whatisthe gentleman's 
answer to my question? I do not want him to 
give me Mr. Atkinson’s answer, or Mr. Ket- 
LEY’S answer, or the answer of any other pro- 
tectionist; I want him, as the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of this House, 
seeking for a revenue tariff, for the means to 
pay the indebtedness of the Government, for 
the means to meet our liabilities without bor- 
rowing money—I want him to answer my 
question. ý 

Mr. DAWES, I gave the gentleman what 
I thought would be to him a satisfactory an- 
swer. 

Mr. PETERS, 
free trade. 

Mr. DAWES. The great apostle of free 
trade gives him that answer, and if that be 
true, you would not help the revenue an atom 
by lowering the duty on pig iron, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is: neither a stu- 
dent nor an apostle-of free trade; but he 
stands here as the representative of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Meansof this House. If 
he wishes to put in here a free-trade answer, 


Of the great apostle of 
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which he himself will say is not true, and 
which he gives me simply because he wants to 
avoid giving us the information I seek, of 
course I must take his answer. But if the 


gentleman will candidly and fairly and honestly | 


give me an answer, I would like to have him 
do so to the question whether he.does not be- 
lieve that by reducing the tariff upon pig iron 


to a strictly revenue standard we cannot realize |i 


revenue enough to offset the amount we would 
lose by repealing the duty on tea and coffee? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not believe any such 
thing, and an hour’s study even of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin in the room of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means will show that that | 


isnot so. I put the most extreme case; even 
the gentleman from Wisconsin can see itby an 
hour's study in our committee-room. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman has told 
us what he does not believe; but he refuses 
to tell us what he does believe. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to modify my 
amendment by inserting some words that I 
omitted, ‘‘under the free-delivery system ;’’ 
so that it will read, ‘‘ for salaries of the let- 


ter-carriers under the free-delivery system, |: 


$1,702,800.” 

Before the debate is closed, I desire to say 
a few words more, and then I hope.the vote 
will be taken. The Committee of the Whole 
will bear in mind that in offering this amend- 
ment I have been in earnest. I have not been 
disenssing questions of tax or tariff. I have 
asserted that these men are heavily taxed, and 
I do not wish greater burdens to be put upon 
them. Ihave asserted that the act of 1868 
put a burden of seventy-five dollars on each 
of them by deducting that amount from their 


pay. 

In reply to what the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ELDREDGE] said I will say that 
there could be but one reason why we should 
not pass this amendment, and even that rea- 
son does not exist now.. If we were to be 
against protection as he is, and only fora tariff 
for revenue, or if we were, as he says he is, 
for free trade, and willing to bring the low 


wages of Europe in competition with our labor- | 


ers and mechanics, the result would be that 
the workshops of the country would be closed, 
manufactures would be at a stand-still, and 


large numbers of men, the bone and sinew of | 
the land, would be thrown out of employment, | 
and you could get letter-carriers for $500 a | 
I say, thank Heaven, that state of | 


year. 
affairs does not exist now. 

But I do not wish to wander from the point 
under discussion. Weare here debating an 
amendment which proposes that these men 
shall be paid a little better for the work which 
they do. We did pass in 1868 a law mak- 


ing eight hours a day’s labor for all workmen, | 


mechanics, and laborers in the employ of the 
Government. None work harder than these 
men do. True, they are not mechanics except 
of other men’s fortunes. They are, however, 
laborers in the sense of that law. But they 
work a great deal more than eight hours a day. 
What this amendment proposes is, as I have 
said, what the newspapers of all these cities 
advocate, what. the people ask, and what I 
think this committee will give—an increase 
of pay, although I have avoided the technical 
pointby naming the aggregate amount of pay 
which will be given to them under this sec- 
tion, and which will be construed accord- 
ingly, so that these men shall have an increase 
of pay commensurate with the good they do 
and the labor they perform. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. L. Myers] if adopted could do no 
good. Itproposes merely to enlarge the gross 
sum appropriated for the pay of letter-carriers ; 
it does not propose a change in the law which 
now fixes their salary. -If you appropriate two 


or three hundred thousand dollars more than : 


42D Cone, 2D Szss.—No. 98. 


} 
| 


1 


li become letter-carriers. 
| hard, itis performed by young men who are 


-isa deficit. 


| 
the salaries of all the letter-carriers in the Uni- 


ted States amount to, the result will simply be 
that it will go back into the Treasury. 

Mr.L. MYERS. ‘That is not the effect of 
my amendment. : 
_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. The amount reported 
in the billis I suppose the estimated pay of 


all the carriers in the United States at the | 


rates fixed by Jaw. The law provides that 
the Postmaster General shall pay these men 
not more than $800 a year, except that those 
of unusual diligence, fidelity, and experience, 
may have their salaries increased by him to 
$1,000. 


The letter-carriers are in the main, so far į 


as I know anything about them, a very merito- 
rious class of young men; but they get now 
as mnch wages as mechanics receive on the 
average in our cities. Their wages are more 
than those of bricklayers who work day after 
day at their trade. Many young men like to 
While the labor is 


nimble and spry, and can run up and down 
stairs. 

But the system is very expensive, as has been 
shown here; and it is atténded by no increase 
in the amount received as rent for letter-boxes 
or any other item. On the contrary, the rent 
of letter-boxes must diminish in proportion as 
this system is extended; for when a man’s 
mail is brought to his door he does not need a 
letter-box at the post office. Hence in all city 
post offices where the free-delivery system is 
adopted less room is required for letter-boxes. 
The gentleman suggests to me that the system 
produces an increase in. the number of letters. 
I have no doubt that the free-delivery system 
does increase the local correspondence; bus I 
doubt whether the correspondence between dif- 
ferent towns or cities is very much increased. 
As has been shown from the Postmaster Gen-. 
eral’s report there is not a city in the United 
States where the free-delivery system is self- 
supporting. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Thatisnot so. The fact 
is just the reverse, as I have shown by the 
figures. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr. Chair-s 
man, I have the figures right before me. 
Albany the entire amount of postage for local: 


| correspondence is only $5,000 annually, while: 


the expense of supporting the letter-carriers 
is $22,000. Without reading the figures as to 
other cities, I will say that the proportion is 
about the same all the way through the list. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that 
is nota fair test. True, it is not; and I will 
tell him why itis not. There would be some 
local correspondence if we did not have the 
free-delivery system. ‘This statement shows 
the entire amount of the local postage, and 
something should be deducted for the local 


correspondence (more or less in every city) | 
which there would be if you did not have a; 
That would make the | 


free-delivery system. 
deficit still greater. 


Mr. L. MYERS. Doesthe gentleman argue | 


that in cities where the free-delivery system is 
not in operation the receipts must equal the 
expenses? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh,no; nothing of 
the sort. I do not argue, and have never 
maintained since I have been connected with 
the Post Office Committee, that the Post Office 
Department ought to be self-sustaining. It is 
not logical to expect it. You cannot make it 
so; of course not. If so, you will have to 
abandon the postal system in the Territories 
and in most of the new States. You will have 
to abandon it in the State of Texas, where 
there is a deficit of some $400,000. You will 
have to abandon it in the State of Indiana, 
the neighboring State of my own, where there 
You will have to abandon it in 
the State-of Michigan, where there is a deficit 
also. - It is not logical to require that the 


“In: 


but I say you shold avoid these large: ex- 
penditures where there is not some corre- 
sponding benefit. We should avoid, as faras 
possible, burdening the Treasury. i 


| Mr. HOAR. I ask. the gentleman from 


; Pennsylvania to withdaw his amendment and 
I will renew it. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I withdraw it on that 
condition. 

Mr. HOAR. -I renew the amendment: I 
do not desire to detain the committee by occu- 
pying the five minutes allowed me under the 
rule, farther than to point out, as this matter 
has often been referred to by members of the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
| that the value of the letter-carrier system is 
not to be measured by the number of local 
letters carried where the system, exists. In 


|| the manufacturing as well as the mercantile 


portions of the country the value of the post 
office to business men consists in its prompt- 
ness and in their being able to reply to a cor- 
respondent in the same hour and almost in the 
same moment. If that cannot be done, the 
telegraph with all that kind of agency, with its 
additional exnense and uncertainty, will take 
the place of the mails. The value of the let- 


ter-carrier system, which it is impossible to 
overestimate in any compact mercantile or 
manufacturing community, consists in giving 
the business men opportunity for immediate 
reply, there being no delay at the office where 
the letter arrives. 

L:-Lelieve in all these fifty-two cities where 
this letter-carrier system prevails an accurate 
report of the statistics would show that it 
brings a revenue to the Government largely in 
excess of the expenditures; but the statistics 
do not show it, because in these cities clerical 
expenses which are incurred because these 
| are also distributing offices are included in 
almost all of them. They are nearly all dis- 
| tributing offices, 

i I understand that in Arkansas the entire 
| receipts from internal revenue for the whole 


i| State do not pay one third, or at least a very 


small portion of the deficit in the postal ser- 


whole Department should be ‘self-sustaining ; 


i 


| 
| 


vice for that State as compared with the postal 
expenses. - I do not grudge that State ‘the 
post office facilities which it has. Irepresent 
my constituents in advocating the latgest ‘ex- 
penditure for the purpose of multiplying postal 
facilities in allof the States of this Union. 
But I do not think it is fair for the gentleman 
from Indiana, whose State does not pay its own 
postal expenses, to bring that in as an objec- 
tion, when the business men of compact cont- 
munities desire liberal expenses for postal ser- 

vices, whose business, too, not only support 
its own post offices, but post offices'elsewhere. 

Mr. PALMER rose. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to oppose the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Towa was recognized. 

Mr. CONGER. He has general charge of 
the bill, and does not, I suppose, wish to 
occupy the floor on this amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, a year ago 
I took objection and opposed such a measure 
as this, and it was rejected by the House then, 
as I hope this will be now. The ground of. 
my objection to the amendment extends 
further than to the amendment itself, for. it 
extends to the principle of this letter-cartier 
system, which is confined to a few of the large 
cities of the Union. They insist there shall 
be special -private messengers, to'take free of 
any charge whatever, to and from ‘the post 
offices. in those cities, to’ acedmmodate the 
wealthy business men, all their letters and 
communications, while the citizens of every 
other part of the country are compelled to go 
at their own expense to the post office in their 
own town, or to the post office five or ten or fif- 
teen milesfrom their homes in the country, as 
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is the case in many of the sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country, where we are told we 
cannot: have these post offices because the 
expenses of the postal system are so far in 
excess of its receipts; we are not permitted to 
have post offices in the sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country nearer than from five to 
fifteen miles. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

» Hoar] in bis remarks urges that the salary of 

these let:er carriers shoujd still farther be in- 
creased, and the facilities of the letter-carrier 
sysrem still further extended, and why? No 
doubt, as the gentleman says, in the cities and in 
the manufactaring districts itisagreat conveni- 
ence to the wealthy business man that his valu- 
able time may uo! betaken up in going to the of- 
fice to get his mails, but may be saved to his busi- 
ness; for these special messengers can bring 
his papers and letters up stairs into his count- 
ing room and deposit them on his own table, 
so that not a moment’ s delay occurs. 

I claim tbai this whole legislation is in favor 
of the wealthy. It is taking off postage and 
postal expenses from the wealthy men in large 

cities, and diminishing the postal facilities 
which the rural. districts of the country ought 
tohave. IJsay, Mr. Chairman, that our postal 
system is not designed to be for the special 
benefit of business men, or to save them or 
their messengers from going to the post ofice, 
but our whole postal system is intended to be 
and shonld be for the exchange of letters of 
friendship and affection aud business between 
the people of all parts of the country, so that 
there shall be no region so remote, no settle- 
ment so far off, but that the United States mail 
sbould bring and return these messages of 
business and of affection between the people 
of the country. 

I say also to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the 
committee, that the salary which is given to 
these letter-carriers in the cities is greater 
than the laboring man receives over the whole 
extent of the country for a like amount of 

service. I say that members of Congress 
and other gentlemen who have the power to 

“recommend parties for appointment as letter- 
carriers in these cities are besieged day and 
night with applications for appointment at 
the present salaries. I know how my friend 
from Penusylvania (Mr. L. Myers] urges that 
these salaries should be increased. I know 
why those other gentlemen who represent 
cities urge that these salaries should be iu- 
creased. ‘These men are their constituents, 
and are a power in their cities and in their 
districts. They go to every man’s door, they 
carry the political messages of every man all 
through the district as weil as letters, 

Twill not make farther remarks upon this 
subject except to assert again that in my judg- 
ment the salaries of these letter-carriers are 
equal to the services performed in proportion 
to the pay generally for laboring men through- 
out the country. I oppose this because it 
brings privileges to a few chosen places of the 
nation, for which the rest of the country have 


to pay, as it is admitted by all who have 
spoken bere to-day except the gentleman from 
Peuusylvania, [Mr. L. Myers,| that this let- 
ter-carrier system in cities is not self sustain- 
ing. ; 

{| Here the hammer fell. 

the CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOAR. I-withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. FINKELNBORG. Irenewit. Isimply 
desire to correct what appears to me to be an 
erroneous impression. on the part of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] as to |! 
the true character of the letter-carrier system 
in the large cities. That gentleman has rep- 
resented it-as a boon to the rich, as a favor to 
a few privileged classes. I find from actual |! 
experience and observation that itis just the 
contrary. In the city of St. Louis I find that | 
the. bankers of whom the gentleman from i 


Michigan spoke, and other men having clerks 
in their counting-rooms, still retain their boxes 
in the post office, and they send their clerks 
to the post office to get their mails. They 
have the means of doing that. They can do 
it without any inconvenience to themselves. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is the laborer in the 
city, it is the mechanic who has not the time ‘ 
to go to the post office without losing half a 
day’s wages, who has his letters brought to his 
residence to be received by his family while 
he is away at his workshop. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman might in- 
clude the serving classes also. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Yes, sir, the same 
might be said of the class of servants in the 
ciues, who cannot leave their employments, 
and to whom it is a very great convenience to 
have their letters brought to them. It is to 
the great masses of the community, tothe men 
of small means, and especially to the poor, 
and not the rich, that this is a privilege. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. FINKELNBURG]) has said all I 
intended to say when I last tried to get the 
floor. I only desire to add one word more 
before the vote is taken, in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. Concer.] 1 find 
from the report of the Postmaster General 
that we pay $14,716 for the expenditures 
in the State of Michigan over the receipts 
from that State. The gentleman’s argument 
seems to be that those who live in the country 
should vote against this bill, because God made 
the country and man the town, and the dis- 
trict from which my friend comes bas not 
been fortunate enough to have a sufficient 
number of inhabitants in large cities. The 
fact is that the country needs postal facili- 
ties as well as the cities, aud we gladly give 
them to both. In 1860 the Post Uffice defi 
ciencies were $11,000,000, During the war 
they were very little. ‘he expenses for the 
southern States had been very great for years 
and years before, and now the deficiency for 
the States where this delivery system is not in 
Operation amounts to nearly $5,000,000. 

The deficiency in this bill is nearly that 
amount; that is what we give to them; and 
we submit that those who do. not live in the 
cities should recognize the fact that we should 
have something even if the system is not self- 
sustaining, and to recognize the further fact that 
there are poor men as well as rich in the cities 
who receive letters. 

Mr. BARRY. Will the gentleman 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. L. MYERS. If I have time. 

Mr. BARRY. Is it not possible to hire 
letter-carriers for the amount now paid them, 
who will be equally efficient with the present 
incumbents ? 

Mr. L. MYERS. Yes, sir, it is; and they 
will resign as soon as they can get anything 
better to do. 

The question was then taken upon the 
amendment offered by Mr. L. MYERS; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 27, noes 94. 

Before the resultof the vote was announced, 

Mr. L. MYERS called for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; and there were three in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of a 
quorum) tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. WHEELER re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, pursuant to the order of 
the House, had had under consideration the 
Union generally, and particularly the special 
order, being a bill (H. R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations forthe service of the Post Office. 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


permit 


REBEL IRON-CLAD ALBEMARLE, 


Mr. COGHLAN. Jask unanimousconsent 
to have taken from the Speaker's table for 
present consideration Senate bill No. 715, 
relative to the capture of the Albemarle. I 
believe there will be no objection to the pas- 
sage of that bill. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs of this House have had under consid- 
eration a similar bill, and have unanimously 
agreed to report it favorably to the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill was read. It provides that the prize 
ease of the rebel iron-clad man-ot-war Albe- 
marle shall be taken up and reéxamined by 
the proper United States court. so that the 
captors may obtain an appraisal such as is re- 
quired by the prize laws of Cougresa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that it 
would be well to have some time for consider- 
ing this bill. 

Mr. COGHLAN. ‘It has been considered 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has not been before this 
House at all. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I hope the gentleman 
will not make any objection. This bill simply 
provides for a proper appraisal in the courts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My objection is simply 
this: this subject has not been brought to the 
attention of the House before in this form, 
and I must object to its consideration at this 
time. 


FOREIGN COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce House bill No. 1748, for the encour- 
agement of the foreign commerce of the Uni- 
ted States; which was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that 
adjourn, 

ending the motion to adjourn, ` 


MEXICO. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York said: I ask 


unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at this time a preamble and resolution that I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. Before 
it is read I desire to say that should it be 
adopted, and should I be offered the place of 
chairman of the committee therein provided, 
I must beg leave to decline it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Mexico, a neighboring and conterminous 
territory, is and has been in a state of revolution for 


half acentury; and whereas on our borders there 
are constant raids and inroads-~—~ 


Mr. HOAR. [call for the regular order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] to object to having this resolution read? 
I will tell him that should he do so he will 
have a rough road to travel if he shall ever 
attempt to do anything here not strictly in 
order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Irise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to inquire 
whether, after the reading of a paper has 


the House now 


been commenced, it is in order for any mem- 
ber to object to its further reading ? 

The SPEAKER. It is, for the reading it- _ 
self is by unanimous consent. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is it in order to object 
after the reading of the paper has been com- 
menced and before it has been concluded ? 

The SPEAKER. Ie is, for the gentleman 
can see that if a paper must be read because 
its reading has been commenced, there might 
be some. paper presented here the reading of 
which would take two or three days. . . 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is true, but that 
would be for the discretion of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Iris forthe discretion of 
1 the House, 
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Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Iam much 
obliged to the gentleman. I now ask the Clerk 
to read the preamble and resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Mexico, aneighboring and conterminous 
territory, is and has been in a state of revolution 
now for half a century; and whereas on our borders 
there ure constant raids and inroads more or less 
destructive to life and to the property of the people 
ofthese United States, thus demanding from our 
Government protection and interposition; and 
whereas philanthropy, humanity, and Christianity 
thus shocked revolt from this continuous shedding 
of human blood in endless civil wars which are de- 
populating the country and reducing the people 
thereof to barbarism: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, (the Senateconcurring therein,) That 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the 
Ilouse of Representatives appoint a joint commit- 
tee, three from each body, to devise the wisest and 
best means for the pacification of Mexico and the 
establishment of law and order on our own borders. 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. This is a very grave sub- 
ject. I would like to have that resolution 
reported again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. COGHLAN. That looks to me some- 
thing like a protectorate, or an attempt to 
establish a protectorate over the republic of 
Mexico. I must object to its being considered 
at this time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Very well; I 
give notice that I will offer it on Monday next. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of 
Eli M. Dennison. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence for 
two weeks from Monday next was granted 
to Mr. RAINEY on account of sickness in his 
family. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of 
the report of the arbitrators selected under the 
act of Congress forthe improvement of water 
communication between the Mississippi river 
and Lake Michigan by the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CLEARING-HOUSE EXCHANGES, 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, 
reported from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency a bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the 
security of bank reserves, and to facilitate 
bank clearing-house exchanges; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommiltted. 

RECONSIDERATION OF REFERENCES. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which all bills and resolutions have 
this day been referred or recommitted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PETERS, (at 
four o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


; PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rules, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: . 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of James 
Pickett, late chargé d'affaires at Peru, asking 
a readjustment of his accounts. ` 

By Mr. DUKE: The memorial of Hamilton 


Boyd, of Lynchburg, Virginia, asking Congress. 


to reimburse him for one hundred and sixty 
bales of cotton seized by a United States Treas- 
ury agent in September, 1863, and sold for 
the benefit of the United States. f 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of A. H. Davis 
and others, that type may be placed upon the 
free list. 


_ By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The memo- 
rial of the heirs of Charles F. Sibbald, in rela- 
tion to damages sustained by reason of said 
Charles F. Sibbald being dispossessed of lands 
by the United States authorities. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of D. F., 


Ramsour, of Cherokee county, North Caro- | 


lina, asking the removal of his political dis- 


| abilities. 


By Mr. LOWE: The petition of David W. 
Brace and others, for an increase of duty on 
printing-types. 

Also, the petition of L. Songer and others, 
for an act of Congress enabling them to enter 
certain lands. : 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of soldiers 
of Maine, asking additional compensation for 
services rendered during the war of the rebel- 
ion. 

By Mr. MANSON: The petition of Jere- 
miah Kerney, publisher of the Crawfordsville 
Star, in the city of Crawfordsville, Indiana, 
asking that section one hundred and sixty-two 
of the revised codification of the postal laws, 
now before Congress, may be amended so as 
to read as follows: ‘‘that persons known as 
regular publishers and dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals may receive by mail such quan- 
tities of either as they may print, and pay post- 
age thereon as received, at the same rates pro 
rata as regular subseribers to publications 
weighing four ounces who pay quarterly in 
advance.” 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The remonstrance 
of A. T. McCready and 216 others, citizens 
of New Castle, Pennsylvania, against achange 
of the existing tariff laws abating or abolish- 
ing duties upon such articles as are success- 
fully produced in this country, and praying 
the repeal of all duties upon tea and coffee 
and such other articles of necessity or com- 
fort as cannot be produced in the United 
States; and further praying that duties shall 
be so adjusted as to encourage and defend 
every home industry, and to foster the honor 
and interests of the American laborer. 

By Mr. MCHENRY : The memorial of J. G. 
Wells, praying compensation for property lost 
in the war. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The memorial of S. N. 

Bond and others, of Jefferson county, New 
York, in favor of protection to American 
labor. 
By Mr. MOORE: A petition asking that a 
pension be granted to the widow of the late 
major of the eighth Pennsylvania cavalry vol- 
unteers. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of citizens 
of Homer, Louisiana, praying a donation of 
public land to the Homer Male College. 

Also, the memorial of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Louisiana Legislature, asking 
authority to close the mouth of Bayou La 
Fourche. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petitions 
of John ©. Drake and John M. S. Greene, of 
Upson: county, Georgia, asking the removal 
of their political disabilities. 

By Mr. STARKWEATHER: The petition 
of John T. Adams and others, of Norwich, 
Connecticut, asking a general reduction of 
tariff duties to a revenue basis, and a repeal 
of all duties on salt, coal, and pig iron. 

By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of A. C. 
Bailey and numerous others, citizens of Mon- 
roe county, Iowa, for a reduction of tariff. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of Carl 
Epping and C. B. Phillips, for compensation 
for property seized and appropriated by the 
United States Army. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the rule, 
and referred to- the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 


By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: A bill to |! 
| Committee on Finance. : 


establish a mail route from Ionia to Easton, 
: Mia } 


Michigan. - 
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Prayer by Rev. H. W. Warrex, D. D., of 
Philadelphia, : 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented rego- 
lutions of the Legislature of Maine, in favor 
of an appropriation for the construction of 
a canal around the falls of Niagara, on the 
American side; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ~ : 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the repeal 
of the bankrupt-law; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLE presented the petition of George 
D. Nagle, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained by him in furnishing brick used in the 
construction of a light-house at Pigeon Point, 
California; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, in favor of a semi-weekly 
mail route from Red Bluff, Yehama county, to 
Shasta City, Shasta county; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, in favor of the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Red Bluff to Yreka ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking the adoption of such 
treaties and legislation as will discourage Chi- 
nese immigration; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition 
of J. W. Burbridge & Co., Turner, Clay & 
Co., and Thomas Mitchell, praying for relief 
from. taxes on forty-nine barrels of whisky 
burned in January, 1868, while in a bonded 
warehouse in the city of New Orleans, Louis- 
iana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of Hughes 
& Allen, praying that publishers of and deal- 
ers in newspapers and periodicals be allowed 
to receive private matter weighing four ounces: 
on the same terms as regular subscribers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. Hurl- 
but, praying that he be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented two petitions of citi- 
zens.of Wisconsin, praying that J. Hurlbut be 
allowed a pension; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, asking the establishment 
of a port of delivery at La Crosse, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, asking a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of the Green Bay and 
Superior railway; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the repeal of 


| the bankrupt law; which was referred: to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. nE 
He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of a modifica- 
tion of the homestead law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. a 
Mr. RAMSEY presented-a petition of citi- 
zens of Minnesota, praying that if the duties 
be taken off tea and coffee, the law shall not 
take effect for atleast ninety days after the 
passage of the act} which was referred ‘to the 


Mr, FERRY, of Michigan, presented a pro: 
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test of citizens of Saginaw. valley, against the 
passage of the Chicago relief bill;. which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of the counties of Sanilac and Huron, Michi- 
gan, protesting against the passage of the Chi- 
cago relief bill ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of four 
hundred and fifty citizens of the State of 
Towa, asking Congress to pass a law to pro- 
hibit the sale, manufacture, or importation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM presented four petitions of 
citizens of Minnesota, late soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States Army, praying for a modification 
of the homestead laws; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

Mr. FENTON presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Onondaga county, New York, protest- 
ing against the repeal of the duty. on foreign 
salt; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Maine, in 
relation to our ship-building and mercantile 
interests; instructing their Senators and re- 
questing their Representatives to bring to the 
immediate attention of Congress a bill author- 
izing drawbacks of the amount paid upon arti- 
cles that enter into the construction of ships. 
Ido not know that there is any necessity for 
reading the resolves; I have stated their sub- 
stance. I move that they be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. T also present resolves re- 
lating to the shipping interests of Maine, in- 
viting the attention of Congress particularly to 
a bill which has been introduced into the other 
branch of Congress by the Representative of 
the fifth district of Maine. I do not know that 
there is any necessity for reading those reso- 

\Jutions, 1 move that they also be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of work- 
ers in the Moshannon Coal Company’s colliery, 
citizens of Clearfield county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a repeal of the duties on tea, cof- 
fee, and such other articles as cannot be pro- 
duced in the United States, and remonstrating 
against any change in the duties on articles 
which can be: successfully produced in this 
country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
the Shenango iron-works, citizens of New Cas- 
tle, Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, remon- 
atrating against a change of the existing tariff 
laws abating or abolishing duties upon such 
articles as are produced in this country, and 
praying for the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other articles of necessity 
and comfort as cannot be produced in the 
United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of workers in 
and about the Snowshoe bituminous coal mines, 
citizens of Snowshoe, Centre county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for a repeal of the duties ontea 
and coffee, and such other articles a3 cannot 
be produced in the United States, and remon- 
strating against reduction of duties on articles 
manufactured in this country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. OSBORN presented additional papers 
to accompany the memorial of Ellen C. Long, 
in the matter of the claim of her father, Gen- 
eral R. K. Call; which was. réferred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of 
citizens: of Ohio, late soldiers in the United 


States Army, praying the passage of an act | 


giving $8 33} per month for the entire: time 
served, deducting all Government bounty paid ; 
also asking that the twenty-fifth section of the 
act of July 15, 1870, be so amended as to allow 
bounty land to honorably discharged soldiers 


without the requirements of settlement and cul- 
tivation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Levi Childs, 
of Massachusetts, praying aid in consequence 
ofa wound received at the battle of Gettysburg ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I present concurrent 
resolutions of the Legislature of California, 
which have already been presented by my col- 
league. The resolutions instruct the Senators 
and request the Representatives in Congress 
from that State to use their best endeavors for 
the adoption of such treaty regulations and 
such legislation as shall discourage Chinese 
immigration. The grounds are set forth at 
considerable length, and if there be any virtue 
in party declarations they ought to be ‘grounds 
upon which the people of California are sub- 
stantially unanimous. The subject is one of 
special interest to that coast, but it is also 
one of general interest to the country. I 
therefore ask that the resolutions be- printed 
in the Globe, and be also printed for the 
information of the Senate. I understand that 
the reference made of the resolutions on my 
colleague’s motion was to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. ] 
that they should go to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, because they relate to our 
relations with foreign nations, and also our 
treaty stipulations. If he has no objection, I 
should like to change the reference. 

Mr. COLE. I have no objection whatever. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If they ask for 
legislation, they should probably go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; but if the Sen- 
ator from California desires them to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the resolu- 
tions will be so referred. ` 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the Pres- 
ident of the Senate that the resolutions ask 
for treaty stipulations as well as for legislation. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘he resolutions 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The Senator desires to have them 
printed in the Globe, as they relate to a-matter 
ofnational concern. If there be no objection, 
that order will be made. < 

The resolutions are as follows : 

Assembly concurrent resolution, instructing our Sena- 
tors and requesting our liepresentatives in Congress 


to obtain the adoption of such treaty regulations and 

legislation as shall discourage Chinese immigration. 

Whereas the presence in our midst of a large num- 
ber of Chinese, who are incapable of assimilation 
with our race, ignorant of the nature and forms of: 
our Government, and who. manifest. no disposition 
to acquire a knowledge of the same, or to conform 
to our habits, manners, and customs, is a serious and 
continuing injury to the best interests of the State; 
and whereas their employment under the plea of 
cheap wages is offensive to the exalted American 


idea of, the dignity of labor, detrimental to the į 


prosperity and happiness of our own laboring classes, 
and an evil which should be abated: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Assembly, (the Senate concur- 
ring,) That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and. our Representatives requested, to use their influ- 
ence, and urge upon the Federal Government the 
adoption of such treaty regulations and legislation 
a shall discourage their further immigration to our 
shores. 

Hesolved, That the Governor be requested to for- 
ward a copy of this preamble and these resolutions 
to our Senators and Representatives at Washington 


without delay. 
P. J. HOPPER. 
Speaker of the Assembly pro tempore. 
R. PACHECO, 
President of the Senate. 


Assembly concurrent resolution No.3. Passed the 


assembly January 8, 1872. 
GEORGE W. DIXON, 
Assistant Clerk of the Assembly. 


Passed the senate February 17, 1872. 
ROBERT FERRET, 
NSeeretary of the Senate, 


State or CALIFORNIA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I, Drury Melone, secretary of State of the State 
of California, do hereby certify thatthe annexed is 
a true, full, and correct copy of assembly concur- 
rent resolution No. 3, (passed the assembly January 


I suggest to him and to the Senate | 


8, 1872; passed the senate February 17, 1872,) now on 
file in my office. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State 
fn. .] 2t my office in Sacramento, California, the 

“>d Ist day of March, A. D. 1872, 
DRURY MELONE, 
Seeretary of State, 
By H. H. RUSSELL, 
Deputy. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying an extension of 
bounty and bounty land to all soldiers and 
sailors who served in the late rebellion ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

He also presented a memorial of citizens 
of Michigan protesting against the passage of 
the Chicago relief bill now before Congress, so 
far as it provides for the remission of duties 
on lumber; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also present a memo- 
rial of citizens of the counties of Sanilac and 
Huron, in the State of Michigan, with three 
or four hundred signatures of most influential 
and respectable gentlemen in those two coun- 
ties to the same effect, protesting against the 
passage of that bill. I move that it lie on the 


table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I likewise present a 


protest, in the form of resolutions adopted at 
a large public meeting of the lumbermen of 
the Saginaw valley, held at East Saginaw, 
which, if there be no objection, I would like 
to have read by the Clerk, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Protest of the Saginaw Valley Lumbermen’s Associa- 
tion against the Chicago relief bill. 

Whereas a strong effort is being put forth by a 
combination of interests at Chicago with numerous, 
and wealthy Canadian lumbermen and other for- 
eign importers and manufacturers, to. force the bill 
known as the Chicago relief bill through the United 
States Senate, (the same having already passed the 
House,) which measure practically amounts to a 
repeal of the tariff duty on foreign Lumber and many 
other articles, such as may be used in rebuilding 
the portions of said city burned in October last, theo 
principal business men and lumber producers of 
the Saginaw valley, fearing and feeling the passage 
of said bill will be a source of serious injury to the 
general business and prosperity of Michigan, and 
especially to the lumber and iron-producing districts 


| of the State, have assembled in this public meeting 


to enter their united and earnest protest against the 
passage of said bill, or the enactment by Congress of 
any measure of like character, 

Resolved, That we are opposed to this attempt as 
a precedent for supplying Government aid for the 
relief of particular interests or sections against 
casualties or conflagrations the result of natural or 
artificial causes, believing it far better and safer to 
rely upon the liberality and charity of the people, 
which has been so nobly and unsparingly exempli- 
fied toward the people of Chicago and sufferers from 
the same cause throughout the Northwest. Such 
legislation is not in accord with the letter or spirit 
of our Constitution or Government, and will prove 
dangerous in principie and introduce corruption in 
seeking and disbursing such aid. 

Resolved, That the method of relief proposed in 
this bill is not only unequal and unjust to other sec- 
tions of the country, but it is unwise and uncon- 
stitutional. It takes from one class of sufferers to 
relieve the wants of another. It practically makes 
Chicago a “freo port,” and discriminates in favor 
of its business, growth, and prosperity, against every 
other city in the country. It opens the doors forim- 
mense frauds upon the revenue, and. offers a direct 
premium for personal dishonesty and the violation 
of law. It will require the passage of additional 
laws to protect the revenue, and add largely to the 
general expenses, to confer a private benefit upon a 
few citizens. It makes the national Treasury and 
its officers instruments to oppress one portion of the 
people in assuming to aid another. It imposes upon 
two of the producing interests of Michigan, iron and 
lumber, unnecessary and onerous taxation to benefit 
the owners of real estate in another State and city, 


| It establishes a precedent for unlawful and unequal 


taxation in its most odious form, which if carried 
to. its logical conclusion should and will be applied 
under similar cireamstances.not only to cities, but 
to villages, towns, and individuals. 

Kesolved, That the small amount of duty on the 
lumber that will be required to rebuild the city of 
Chicago is the lightest part of the burden that will 
be thrown upon thejumbermen of Michigan. The 
general depression of the price, which the adoption 
of this bill will undoubtedly produce, foreshad- 


| ows ruin to the whole lumber interest of the State, 


We believe the loss of timber in this State by fire 
last year was not less than $25,000,000. To save all 
they could of the damaged stock, the lumberman 
have put into market a supply of nearly doublo 
that of former years, and at an enhanced cost of 
fully twenty-fiveper cent. over the average seasons. 
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This increased prelac will be an effectual prevent- 
ive to increased cost of lumber to Chicago and the 
country over former years, while yielding less profit 
to the manufacturers. To practically repeal the 
tariff duty on Canadian lumber by this bill will 
put the price below cost of production, and cause 
an additional loss of not less than $5,000,000 to be 
borne solely by the lumber-producing people of 
Michigan. While we sympathize with the afflicted 
people of Chicago, and have contributed liberally 
for their relief, we realize the truth that * true 
charity begins at home,” and therefore protest 
against this unjust burden in addition to our large 
losses from the same unforeseen and uncontrollable 
causes, 

Resolved, That we extend our hearty thanks to 
our Senators for their vigorous and able opposition 
to the passage of this bill, and request them and 
our Representatives in the House to use allreason- 
able and honorable means for its defeat. 

LUTHER WESTOVER, 
Chairman. 
Colonel Lockey, Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is now on the 
way a committee of nine appointed by this 
meeting of three cities upon the Saginaw river, 
who desire to be héard before the Committee 
on Finance. There is likewise another com- 
mittee now on the way, which will be here by 
to-morrow morning, and I desire that this bill 
may be recommitted to the Committee on 
Finance, in order that these two committees 
may be heard. It will be remembered that 
when this bill was first reeommitted there was 
a large committee here, but they could not 
spare the time and left and returned home, and 
there has been no representative of Michigan 
present to be heard before the Committee on 
Finance. TI ask that the bill be recommitted, 
in order that these committees may be heard. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The billis not before the 
Senate, I believe. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state that fact. The Senator from 
Michigan presents a protest from Michigan in 
regard to the Chicago relief bill, and asks unan- 
imous consent that that bill may be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. He 
states that a committee of citizens of Michigan 
are coming here to be heard on the subject. 
Both Senators from Illinois are out of their 
seats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw the 
motion for the moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying an equalization of boun- 
ties, and an amendment to the twenty-fifth sec- 
tion of the act approved July 15, 1870, so as 
to allow the soldiers and sailors to enter the 
Jand therein allowed without the requirements 
of settlement and cultivation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, praying that if the bill for the repeal of 
the duties on tea and coffee should become a 
law ninety days be given before it shall take 
effect; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. l 

He also presented a memorial of the council 
of Bridgeport, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the passage of a bill for the construction of a 
causeway across tbe west branch of the Ohio 
river, opposite the city of Wheeling, at the 
head of Zane’s Island; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of mer- 
chants of Davenport, Iowa, and of Moline, IHi- 
nois, asking that if the duties be taken off tea 
and coffee the law shall not take effect until 
after at least ninety days; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Sperry & 
Barker, publishers of the Iowa Voter, of 
Marion county, Iowa, praying that persons 
known as regular publishers and dealers in 
newspapers and periodicals may receive by 
mail such quantities of either as they may 
require in bulk, whether wholly or in part 
printed, and pay postage thereon as received 
at the same rates pro rata as regular sub- 
scribers to publications weighing four ounces 

-who pay quarterly in advance; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Maine, in favor 
of an appropriation for the construction of a 
canal around the falls of Niagara on the Amer- 
ican side; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Fredericksburg, Virginia, praying that 
the present duty on sumac may be retained ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. ` 

He also presented the petition of George E. 
Marshall, of Culpeper county, Virginia, pray- 
ing for the removal of his political disabilities; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND. REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordcred, That the petition and papers of Harriet 
W. Pond betaken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 646) to extend letters-patent 
heretofore issued to Joseph W. Fowle, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 346) for the appraisement and sale of the 
Kansas Indian lands, in the State of Kansas, 
and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the petition of Mrs. E. 
J. Brossman, requesting the refunding of cer- 
tain taxes paid to Captain F. J. P. Chilty, 
provost marshal at Camp Stoneman in 1865, 
submitted an adverse report; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 698) to provide for 
the farther endowment and support of colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, and the liberal and practical education 
of the industrial classes in the several pur- 
suits and professions in life, as established 
under an act of Congress, approved July 2, 
1862, reported it with amendments. 


PRINTING OF CENSUS TABLES. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution for print- 
ing additional copies of the first eight tables of 


the census, have instructed meto reportit back | 


with an amendment and recommend its pas- 
sage. The resolution as offered by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] proposed to print 
twenty-five thousand copies. We havealready 
printed twelve thousand; and twenty-five thou- 
sand were as many as the Superintendent of the 
Census thought it would be desirable to print. 
We have therefore thought it advisable to re- 
duce the number to twelve thousand, which will 
make the whole number or within a thousand 
of the whole number that the Superintendent, 
requires. It is likely that the tables may have 


some additions to them, and hence we think it | 


better not to order further numbers of the tables 
until they are perfected. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. The Committee 
on Printing proposed to amend it so as to 
read: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That there be printed in muslin covers twelve 
thousand copies of the first eight tables of the cen- 
sus report, of which three thousand copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate, six thousand for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and three thou- 
sand for the Census Bureau. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


“+ An act 


No. 779) for the relief of Thomas Mitchell; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 780) to provide for the redemption ‘and 
sale of lands held by the United States under 
the several acts levying a direct tax; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and: ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 781) to provide for completing the collec- 
tion of the United States direct tax apportioned 
to the several States and Territories of the 
United States by act of Congress, approved 
August 5, 1861; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
782) authorizing the establishment of ocean 
mail service between the United States and 
Otahiti and Marquesas islands ; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
783) to authorize the district court of the 
United States for the district of California to 
hear and determirfe upon its merits the claim 
of Pauline Weaver and others to the tract of 
land in California known as San Gorgonio ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 784) confirming the title of Louis Grignon 
toa certain tract of land at Green Bay, Wis- 
consin; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
785) providing for the erection of a building 
for the use of the courts ond offices of the 
United States in the State of Nevada; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
786) fixing the salaries of the district attorney 
and the marshal of the United States for the 
district of Nevada; which was read twice by 
its. title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
787) to provide for the improvement ot Wash- 
ita river above the city of Arkadelphia, in 
the State of Arkansas ; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 788) for the relief of Red Bear, a chief 
of the Pembina band of Chippewa Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to: 


i! the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. f 
Mr. FENTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce-a bill (S. 
No. 789) to relieve Levi S. Russell, of Chat- 
ham county, Georgia, of his political disabil- 
ities; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the select Committee onthe Removal 
of Political Disabilities, aud ordered to be 
printed. ; : 
Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S.No. 
790) to extend the provisionsof an act entitled 
for the relief of certain purchasers 
of lands from the legal representatives of Bar- 
tholomew Cousin,’’ approved February 18, 
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1871; which was read twice by its title, referred 
tothe Commiitee on Private Land Claims, and 
_ ordered to be printed. 
Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
, Consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
: No..791) to amend an act entitled “ An act to 
- amend an act approved May 31, 1870, entitled 
‘An act to enforce the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the several States of 
the Union, and for other purposes ;’’’ which 
"was read twice by its title, referred tó the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 792) in addition to an act toamend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act for the removal of causes in 
certain cases from State courts,’’ approved 
July 27, 1866, passed March 2, 1867; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be- 


printed. 
EUREKA MILLING COMPANY. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the consideration 
of the resolution which I submitted on the 
_ last day of the session of the Senate, referring 
` the memorial of the Eureka Milling Company 
of Bath, Maine, to the Committee on Investi- 
gation and Retrenchment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration at this time of a resolution 
heretofore offered by him referring certain 
complaints from Maine to the Committee on 
Investigation and Retrenchment. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Lask that that resolution 
lie over till to-morrow morning. I have just 
received a telegram which states to me that 
the petitioner himself has published a card in 
<2 Buth paper which will reach me this evening, 
and I should like to have the resolution lie 
‘until I see what his statement is. 
| Mr, BAYARD. Certainly; but I will state 
that my object in this matter was simply that 
if there was any wrong done to a citizen of 
any State it might be investigated and cor- 
rected, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, and I shall concur 
with the Senator in aiding him to have any 
wrong that has been done corrected. 

Mr, BAYARD. I withdraw my motion. 


MONROE LAND DISTRICT. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 437) authorizing the President of the 
United States to reëstablish the Monroe land 
district, in the State of Louisiana, made a 
report upon the same subject the other day, 
having reported back by mistake the Senate 
bill instead of the House bill. We now report 
“back this House bill, and I ask that it may be 
considered at once, and I withdraw the report 
which I before made reporting back a Senate 
bill just like this, . ` 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
487) authorizing the President of the United 
States to reéstablish the Monroe land district, 
in the State of Louisiana, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
. ` The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 

to a third ‘reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
NATIONAL EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its present considera- 
tion: i 

fesolved, That the arguments, circular, and bill 

or the exchequer submitted to the Finance Com- 

. mittee of the Senate on the 6th of December, by 

Daniel H. London, of New York, be printed for the 
use of the Senate., i 

This “is a very interesting subject... I have 
consulted with. the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance in relation to it, and as it isa 
matter of such general interest, now com- 
manding the attention of the country, I hope 


the document will be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 
The resolution was considered by unani- 


| mous consent, and agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Rales a few 
days since, and which was referred to that 
committee by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN. | 

Mr. CORBETT. I gave notice that I should 
ask to call up Senate bill No. 241 this morn- 
ing, and I should like to have that bill taken 


up now. 

Mr. POMEROY. We spend over half an 
hour every morning in the presentation of 
petitions, and the morning hour is the only 
opportunity we have to pass any bills, and if 
we could facilitate the disposition of petitions, 
it would give us more time for other matters. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Oregon that these 
notices are merely for information and do 
not give any right to the floor. The Senator 
from Kansas also gave notice sometime since 
of his desire to call up this report from the 
Committee on Rules. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resowed, That Rule 24 is hereby amended by 
adding thercto tho following: 

Petitions and memorials, other than the memorials 
of a State Legislature, shall hereafter be presented 
to the Secretary, andshall be entered on the Journal, 


and shall be referred or disposed of as tho Senator 
presenting them may request, 


-Mr. POMEROY. There is an amendment 
reported from the committee. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was in line two, to strike out the word 
“ hereafter ;’’ in line three, to strike out the 
words ‘‘ shall be,” and also to strike out the 
words ‘‘ disposed of’? in the same line, and 
insert the words “laid ‘on the table;”’ so that 
the resolution will read: 

Licsolved, That Rule 24is hereby amended by add- 
ing thereto the following: 

Petitions and memorials, other than tho memo- 
rials ofa State Legislature, shall be presented to the 
Secrotary, and shall be entered on the Journal, and 
referred or laid on the table, as the Senator present- 
ing thom may request, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is another amend- 
ment: to insert before the word “request,” 
the last word in the resolution, the words “in 
writing; ” so as to read ‘‘as the Senator pre- 
senting them may in writing request.” 

The VICK’ PRESIDENT. Is that from 
the committee also? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment. of the committee. 

ee SUMNER. When was this report 
made i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
was offered on the 5th of February by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Smunman,] and re- 
ported on the 4th of March. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then it is in order now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order. 
The first question is simply on the verbal 
amendment of the committee. Does the Sen- 
ator desire to speak on that amendment? 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to observe 
that it seems to me this change onght not to 
be made except after careful consideration. 


If after the attention of the Senate is called | 


to the proposed change it should be deemed 
expedient to adopt it, I, for one, shall not be 
against it. But itis a radical change; it isa 
departure from the original rule and practice 
of the Senate. I know that itis according to 
the rule of the House of Representatives; but 
the House came to that rule, not at once, but 
tardily, and with a view to economy of time. 


i 


The- question is whether any such economy of 
time in the Senate requires this considerable 
change. I have my doubts whether it does. 
I have my doubts whether filing petitions in 
the way proposed is not to a certain extent a 
departure from the original principle of our 
institutions. The Constitution secures the 
right of petition and gives to it the highest 
character, but that character can be completely 
preserved only where the petition is publicly 
presented. If itis simply filed, we all know 
that the petition loses much of its value. 

I make these remarks simply to call atten- 
tion to the, proposed change. The Senator 
from Kansas who makes the report has doubt- 
less considered it. I should like to hear from 
him his reasons in favor of the change. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘he committee gave this 
matter some attention. We had one meeting 
upon it. I omitted to call it up for several 
days because the Senator from Massachusetts 
was absent. I knew he had some views to 
present on this question, and I did not like to 
consider it in the Senate in his absence. So 
1 have called it up this morning on observing 
him to be in his seat. The reason for the rule 
is simply in this one thing which the Senator 
himself suggested, and that is, the economy 
of time. There would be no objection to 
spending as much time as any Senator might 
desire in reading and expatiating upon any 
petition that might be presented if the Senate, 
in the discharge of its public duties, had time 
for that purpose ; but we only have the morn- 
ing hour for the transaction of ordinary busi- 
ness. The appropriation bill is in order, and 
will be, I suppose, every day tbis session at 
one o'clock, and all we get is half an hour in 
the morning, and sometimes ten minutes after 
we have gone through the regular morning 
business, to. pass some little bills which re- 
quire no debate and no discussion. 

This is a proposition, as the Senator has 
himself suggested, simply to economize the 
time of the Senate. If it interferes with the 
right of petition that will present a grave and 
serious consideration; but it has for many 
years been the custom in the House of Rep- 
resentalives to have these petitions published 
in the Globe. A synopsis of each petition is 
written upon the back of each petition, and 
then it is handed to the Clerk, and in the Globe 
every morning the country have an oppor- 
tunity of seeing what petitions have been pre- 
sented, on what subjects, and who preseuted 
them, and there are also printed any brief 
remarks that the member himself may choose 
to make on the back of the petition. hat is 
the information which the public have and the 
information which the House have. I think 
we shall hardly be able to dispose of the cur- 
rent business of the Senate if we spend ail the 
morning hour upon the presentation of peti- 
tions, : 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I remind the 
chairman of the committee that according to 
the practice in the House, in order to bave the 
summary of the petition appear on the Jour- 
nal, it is necessary that a corresponding notice 
should be sent to the reporter. Unless that ig 
done by the member introducing the petition, 


it will not appear upon the records of the 


House, and therefore it would not appear 
upon the records of the Senate under the rule, 
unless the Senator himself gave the summary 
to the reporter. It will thus require the Sen- 
ator to do double duty, to present the petition 
and also to give a summary of it to the re- 
porter, 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the same publicity can 
be given to the presentation of a petition when 
it shall be presented to the Secretary as is now 
given when presented to the Senate, it seems 
to me advisable that it should be done. 

There is no Senator in this body who has 
better knowledge on this subject than the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and certainly the 
Senator from Massachusetts: knows that in the 
early days of his holding his seat here the 
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number of petitions presented compared with 
the number presented now was very small 
indeed. The great variety of important pab- 
lic questions on which we have been called to 
legislate during and since the war have neces- 
sarily invited here a vast number of memorials 
that would not otherwise have come. The 
result ig that half an hour nearly of each 
moruing is now taken up in the presentation 
of petitions, all of which was done in other 
days in from five to ten minutes. 

‘There will, therefore, be a very great saving 
of time by theadoption of this rule ; and when 
we look upon the condition of business in this 
body, and the condition of business in the 
House of Representatives, when we reflect 
that this body has no limitation of debate; 
when we see that but a single, unimportant 
appropriation bill has passed this body at this 
session, and the whole body of them are still 
behind us, God only knowing when they will 
pass, for no Senator can know, I think a little 
economy, if it be but half an hour a day, in 
the time of the Senate is of all things desirable. 

But the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Michigan is an important one. I would 
by no means agree to a rule that should allow 
or compel petitions to be presented ta this 
body without the fact appearing on the Journal 
and in the daily public proceedings of the 
Senate precisely as they now appear. That 
doue, 1 can certainly see no objection to the 
rule, but it does seem to me that we still save 
time, and in that way it ought to bedone. If 
it should be necessary to amend the rule so as 
to compel the publication of these petitions in 
the same manner that they are now published, 
then i suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that he so amend this rule that it will leave 
no doubt upon that point, and with that 
amendment I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before I introduced this 
amendment I had not only thought upon the 
matter considerably myself, based upon my 
own experience here, but I had consulted 
other Senators. The habit of presenting pe- 
titions and occupying time in explaining their 
contents has grown up of late. rormerly tive 
minutes was amply sutficieut to cover the time 
spent in presenting pelitions except in rare 
eases where by unanimous consent leave was 
given to explain them more at length. But 
now frequentiy we have three quarters of an 
hour cousumed in presenting petitions, many 
of them of a mere formal character; so that 
the babit has sprung up all over the country 
of printing petitions and sending them broad- 
cast over the land to be brought back here for 
presentation in the Senate, and not in the 
House. It seems to me, therefore, if we have 
any desire to economize time, this rule ac- 
complishes the purpose. By presenting the 
petisions, referring them in the proper way, 
spreading them upon the Journal, and spread- 
ing them on the Globe, everything is accom- 
plished without loss of time, and it will be 
just as easy fur Senators as the present mode. 
Ï trust, therefore, that this resolution wiil pass, 
and if a case should arise where a Senator 
desires the consent of the Senate to explain 
more fnlly the object of a petition, that con- 
sent will always be given. { do not wish to 
cousume the time of the Senate, because i 
know the morning hour is nearly over, and I 
hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr ANTHONY. I suggest to the chair- 
man of the committee to add after the word 
‘‘Legislature,’’ following the words of the 
present rule, ‘‘or.of conventions lawfully 
called of the respective States,” such as-con- 
ventions to consider constitutional amend- 
ments, i 

Mr. WRIGHT. From the expressions of 
Senators, and especially of those who have 
given attention to the subject, there seems to be 
a general disposition in favor of this amend- 
ment, It is, therefore, with the very greatest 
reluctance that 1 express an opinion averse to 
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it. I doubt very much the propriety of the 
proposed amendment. In the first place, it 
seems to me that these petitions, coming from 
the people to this body, should be presented 
to the body. I think it due to them; I think 
it isdue to us. So far as the saving of time is 
concerned, I think that we can very much bet- 
ter save time by cutting off debate than by 
saving time in this manner. 

In the next place, I do not concur at all 
in the proposition made here that a Senator 
bringing in a petition and thus referring it 
shall have the privilege of stating what he may 
think proper and have it appear in the Globe 
touching the petition. If he has anything to 
say on the subject let him say it here, that all 
may hear and all may have an opportunity of 
being heard upon the subject. 

Again, I do not think it comports with the 
dignity of this body, the highest deliberative 
body in this nation, or the world, that we 
cannot take up time enough each morning to 
hear the people upon their petitions if they 
present them. It does not comport, I 
with the dignity of the body, nor with what is 
due to the people, that their petitions shall be 
presented in this way and thus referred. I 
say if we cannot take up time on this subject 
we cannot upon any appropriately, and time 
would be more appropriately taken upon this 
subject than perhaps on any other. 

Yn the next place, I am opposed to it for the 
reason that Í think it is due to the body, due 
to its protection, and due to the people, that 
we shall know what petitions are presented, 


and not that it shall be left to the mere will į 


and pleasure of a Senator to present a peti- 
tion to the Secretary and have it referred, the 
attention of the Senate not being called to it. 
My own judgment is that if we amend this 
rule we shall be led into greater difficulty and 
greater confusion and more time will be taken 
up than if we had adhered to the rule as it 
now stands. 


ment, 
Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 


on the amendment reported by the commitiee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. We have not been able 
on this side of the Chamber to hear much of 
what has been going on either in regard to the 
amendments or in the way of remarks upon 
them. I ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment that is now under discussion, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Revision of 
the Rules. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be regarded as agreed to, as it is 
to perfect the phraseology of the resolution. 
The question on agreeing to the amendment 
of the rules is still before the Senate. 
other amendments have been suggested, one 
by the Senator from Kansas, to insert the 
words ‘‘in writing’? before the word ‘‘re- 
quest,” the last word in the resolution ; and 
the other by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. ANTHONY, ] to insert “ or of conventions 
lawfully called by the respective States.” If 


there be no objection, these amendments will | s pte 
i! out the last part of the existing rule. 


be regarded as agreed to, and the Secretary 
will now read ‘the proposed amendment as 
amended by the Committee on Rules and by 


the Senate, and the question will be on agree- | 


ing to it as amended. 
The Cuter Cerk. Rule 24, if amended 
as proposed, will read as follows: 


24. After the Journal is read, the Presiding Officer 
shall lay before the Senate messages from the Pres- 
ident, reports from the Executive 
bills and joint resolutions, or other messages from 
the House of Representatives. He shail then call 


‘or 

Petitions and memorials; 

Reports of committees; 

The introduction of bills; 

Joint resolutions; 

Resolutions ; . 
all which shall be received and disposed of in such 
order, unless unanimous consent shall be otherwise 
given; and every petition or memorial, or other 
paper, shall be referred of course, without putting 


say, ` 


I am opposed to any amend- | 


Two ji 


| desires to be heard. 
epartments, and j 


a question for that purpose, unless the reterence is 
ubjected to by a Senatur at the time such petition, 
memorial, or other paper is presented. And before 
any petition or memorial addressed to the Senate 
shall be received and read at the table, whether the 
same shall be introduced by tho Presiding Officer 
or a Senator, a brief statement of the contents 
of the petition or memorial shall verbally be made - 
by the introducer. Petitions and memorials; other 
than the memorials. of a State Legislature. or 
of conventions lawfully called of the respective 
States, shall be presented to the Secretary, and 
shail be entered on the Journal and referred or laid 
on the table, as the Senator presenting them may in 
writing request. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the appropriation bill is 
| before the Senate, upon which the Senator from 

Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] is entitled to the 


oor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the leave. of the 
Senator from Illinois, I desire to state that the 
tariff bill, as it is called, was made the special 
order for to-day. I do not know that I desire 
to consume the time of the Senate by inter- 
posing it against the pending appropriation 
| bill, if there is any likelihood of getting it 
through to-day; but I can make such a state- 
ment as I am sure will convince the Senate 
of the absolute necessity for immediate action 
on the tariff bill; but I do not desire to waste 
time in a contest as to the order.of business. 
If the Senator from California thinks we can. 
get through to-day with the appropriation 
bill, which has already consumed an unusual 
amount of time, I'am perfectly willing for 
one to make no effort to call up the tariff bill 
at this time. : 

Mr. COLE. Mr President—— 

i The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield for this colloquy, or 
i| does he claim the floor? 

' Mr, TRUMBULL. Ihave no objection to 
any momentary conversation, The Senator 
|| from California has charge of the appropria- 
tion bill. If he thinks proper to let is go by, 
|| very well. 

Mr. POMEROY. Can we not take a vote 
on this question about the rules? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent; but the Senator from Califoruia [Mr. 
CASSERLY] had risen apparently to debate the 
amendment to the rules, and is entitled:to the 
floor if its consideration is continued after the 
expiration of the morning boar. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think thatis a matter 
of too much consequence to be disposed of in 
the hurry and confusion of the morning hour. 
From the consideration I have been able to 
give the subject, I am totally opposed to the 
amendment as it now stands, and I should 
much prefer to have the matter go over for 
further consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has gone over 
unless by unanimous consent the appropria- 
tion bill sbou!d be informally passed over, and 
the Chair understands the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [ Mr. Coue] to object to that. 

Mr. POMEROY. As this amendment is 
now agreed to, the last part of the rule, as it 
now stands, being inconsistent with it, would be 
stricken out. If this is adopted, then we strike 


The VICE PRESIDENT. it will come up 
| at some other time. Unless the Senator from 
Kansas moves to postpone the appropriation 
bill now to proceed with its consideration, the 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. The 
Senator from Ohio has made a statement, and 
now the Senator from California [Mr. Cour] 


Mr. COLE. Ishall not consume the time 
of the Senator from Illinois more than a 
moment. [really expect that we shall be able 
to get through with this appropriation bill 
to-day, aud at an early hour of the day, I hope. 
There are, besides the pending amendment, 
only two or three, and they of very little. im- 


portance in my judgment, and upou which 
| probably there will be no debate, 


One relates 
| to the pay of the Capitol police, and I expect 
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the vote will be had upon that without discus- 
sion probably.” No discussion will be excited 
on this side of the question certainly. Another 
relates to the printing of the laws in the news- 
papers; and one very small amendment relates 
to the salary of the depositary in Arizona. I 
thiak we can get through with the bill at an 
early hour to-day, and I hope the Senate will 
not adjourn in any event until it is disposed of 
at this sitting. I appeal to Senators to remain 
in‘séssion to-day until this bill can be disposed 
of. I hope, however, it can be disposed of 
before the usual hour for adjournment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The tariff bill is the spe- 
cial order, and will be continued as the special 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itremains such 
at this precise moment, and will have priority 
of all other special orders to-day, as it is the 
special order for this precise time. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to call up the bill 
fixing the time for the election in the Territory 
of Idaho. Ido not think it will lead to much 
debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator having 
charge of the appropriation bill is willing, Í 
shall not object. 

Mr, NYE. Lunderstand the Senator from 
Oregon wants to make some motion about this 
bill. It is necessary, if the bill is going to pass 
at all, that it should pass very soon. 

Mr. CORBETT. I move that that bill be 
recommitted to the committee, as I wish to 
make some explanations to the committee 
about it. I was not aware that the bill was to 
be reported at the time it was, and desired to 
make some explanations to the committec as 
to facts which they did not have before them 
at the time they decided to report the bill 
favorably. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That bill is not 
before the Senate, and cannot, therefore, be 
recommitted. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered, the appropriation bill being informally 
passed over. : 

Mr. COLE. I should be very glad indeed 
to accommodate the Senator from Nevada; 
but I see that that bill will call forth some dis- 
cussion, unless it is to be taken up simply for 
the purpose of recommitting it, on which there 
will be no debate. 

Mr. NYE. That is not the purpose. The 
purpose is to pass it. 

Mr. COLE. Then I hope my friend will not 
insist on taking it up at this time, because that 
motion will be interposed and discussion must 
follow. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. It can only be 
by the Senator from Illinois giving way and 
allowing the motion to postpone the appro- 
priation bill to be made that this bill can be 
taken up. 

Mt. NYE. Then I give notice that I will 
call it up to-morrow morning, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrsr, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the act (S. No. 615) to 
reimburse certain soldiers for loss of clothing 
by fire at Chicago. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had.pdssed the bill (S. No. 442) 
supplementary to an act to provide for a 
building suited to the use of the post office, the 
pension and revenue officers, and the judicial 
officers of the United States in the city of 
Trenton, New Jersey, approved March 3, 1871. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The messege also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

TA bill (H. R. No. 1538) for the construction 


of an addition to the United States court-house 


and post office building in Indianapolis, Indi- | 


ana, and for the purchase of additional ground 
adjoining the site of said building; 

A bill (H. R. No. 880) to issue an Amer- 
ican register to.the brig A. L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1539) to provide for a 
building for the use of the post office, custom- 
house, pension office, United States circuit 
and district courts, and internal revenue offices 
at Hartford, Connecticut ; 

A bill (S. No. 742) to amend section thirty- 
five of an act entitled “An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes;’’ and 

A bill (S. No. 353) to restore the records 
of the United States courts in the northern 
district. of Hlinois. : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, statements 
of the expenditures at the Springfield armory, 
and the munitions of war manufactured, altered, 
and repaired thereat, during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1873, and for other purposes, the 
question being on concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole, inserting 
the following clause on page 62, after line 
fifteen hundred and twenty-one: 

To enable the President of the United States to 
perfect and put in force such rules regulating the 


civil service as may from time to time be adopted by 
him, $50,000 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I regret 
not to see the Senator from Wisconsin who 
addressed the Senate on Friday [Mr. Howe] 
in his seat. He seems to have left the Cham- 
ber within afew minutes. lt was my intention 
to say something in regard to some of the 
views advanced by him. I shall still do so, 
but perhaps not to the same extent as if he 
were present. I will first call the attention of 
the Senate to his closing remarks. Referring 
to the President of the United States, he used 
this language: 


“In whose august presence I infer the honorable 
Senator from Illinois would not dare to divide his 
time between preparing Christmas presents for the 
unrepentant chiefs of the late rebellion, and forging 
political anathemas against the illustrious chief 
who subdued them.” 


This was the concluding sentence of the 
labored speech of the honorable Senator. I 
should propound directly to that Senator if he 
were present the question whether he meant 
to intimate in any way that the Senator from 
Illinois had ever forged political anathemas 
against the illustrious chief who subdued the 
rebellion? As he is not here to answer that 
question, and ag there seems to be in some 
quarters a persistentattempt to maks it appear 
that certain members of the Senate, myself’ in- 
cluded, have some personal grievance or desire 
to make some personal attack upon the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States, I wish to say here and 
now to the Senator from Wisconsin, if he were 
present, and in the hearing of all the Senators, 
that no man, either in public or private, ever 
heard me forge. anathemas against the Presi- 
dent of the United States; no man here or 
elsewheré ever heard me speak disrespect- 
fully or unkindly of the President of the 
United States. : 

Sir, I have spoken of systems that I thought 
ought to be reformed, of abuses which I thought 
ought to be corrected; but in doing so I make 


no personal accusations, and have at no time | 


believed it necessary or proper in advocating 
measures of reform to assail individuals, and 
least of all to assail the Chief Magistrate of the 
nation. I have not occupied the time of the 


H 


Senate in pronouncing fulsome panegyrics upor 
the President. I bave not sought to curry 
favor by bending “‘ the pregnant hinges of the 
knee’? at the footstool of presidential author- 
ity. I have not thought it necessary to be- 
slabber with praise the President when I am 
discussing public questions. And, sir, I do 
not think that any person ought to or can rec- 
ommend himself to the favor of the President 
of the United States, one of whose most dis- 
tinguishing characteristics is his sound sense, 
by this fulsome adulation and praise upon all 
occasions. Ihave none of that feeling which 
prompts Senators to talk of the “august pres- 
ence’’ of the Chief Magistrate. Why, sir, I 
have known the Chief Magistrate ; he is one of 
the people; and I have none of that awe, nor 
am I so impressed with that ‘august pres- 
ence’’ that I must tremble and fawn whenever 
I have occasion to speak of public measures, 
in order to recommend myself to his favor; 
and, sir, if failing to do that subjects one to the 
imputation of hurling anathemas at the Presi- 
dent, then I am guilty, but in no other sense. 

This speech of the Senator from Wisconsin 
was remarkable in several respects. He pro- 
ceeded, as have several other Senators, to ridi- 
cule any reform in the civil service, to make 
fun of the examinations that have been pro- 
posed, and in referring to a measure which | 
had introduced at a former session of Con- 
gress, which I thought would tend to purity 
the system, he said that I simply proposed ‘to 
declare it a penal offense for a member of 
Congress to advise the President touching an 
appointment to office.’? The bill which J in- 
troduced provided -this, among other things: 
that no person should be appointed to ofice 
who obtained the recommendation of a mem- 
ber of Congress, either of the Senate or House 
of Representatives, for the office. I thought 
such a provision would be of itself a great re- 
form ; it would correct many existing abuses 
to which I shall have occasion presently to 
refer ; it would preserve the independence of 
Congressmen and the independence of the 
Executive Departments of the Government, 
and would do much to correct that abuse which 
now exists of using the patronage of the Gov- 
ernmentas if it were mere spoils for the ben- 
efit of certain individuals who happen to’ be 
elected to Congress. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin has discov- 
ered one great panacea for the evils in our 
civil service which I think has never been ex- 
celled by any discovery in politics at any time. 
It reminds me very much of Townsend’s sar- 
saparilla, which was to be a specific for all 
diseases of the human body. So the Senator 
from Wisconsin has discovered a great specific; 
and what is it? Itis a grand institution of 
learning, to be established at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, an institution of learning not for the 
people generally, but to which the graduates 
of colleges may come. He says, first of all, 

“ I wish to protest that a national university ”— 


After stating that we must have one estab- 
lished— 
“* must, not be anew invention for starving teach- 
ers,’ 


This is the first proposition, and the second 
is that- he will commit “ the government of 
the university to a regency which shall repre- 
sent every State in the Union.’’ 

“Third, Jet not the national university be the 
rival of existing colleges. On the contrary, let its 
novitiate be the graduate of the colleges: let its 
course of study commence only where that of tho 
colleges ends; let its course end only when the stu- 
dent shall have mastered whatever is known of 
science or of its application to the professional, tho 
commercial, the agricultural, or the mechanical 
pursuits of life.” 

Why what an institution thatisto be! Every- 
body who leaves it is to be master of all that is 
known of science or its application ; and that 
is to cure the civil service system! If you will 
only establish at Washington a great institu- 
tion, as a qualification to enter which a person 
must first have passed through some college of 
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the country, and then let him remain in this 
institution till he has mastered all that is 
known of science or in its application to any 
of the business of life, you will cure the civil 
service system! You must not starve the pro- 
fessors! No! Hesays for the purpose of main- 
taining this institution, ‘‘ I know no limit upon 
the power of Congress to levy taxes but the 
pleasure of the people.’’ Why, sir, I thought 
we lived under a constitutional government, a 
Government of limited powers, and that we 
could only levy taxes for purposes known to 
the Constitution of the country. 

But, sir, it seems that Iam mistaken. In 
order to sustain this great institution from which 
nobody is to graduate until he knows all that 
human knowledge can acquire, we can tax to 
any extent, and ‘‘if the people consent, Con- 
gress may safely levy a billion a year,” says the 
Senator. Why, what an omnipotent Govern- 
ment thisis! Would the czar of Russia ask any 
more power than to levy all the taxes that the 
people could or would bear? And Congress 
has that authority, according to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, to levy a billion a year if the 
people submit. That is the only limitation, I 
suppose, that in adespotic Government restrains 
the despot from taking the earnings of his sub- 
jects, but it is the first time I have heard that 
such a monstrous doctrine was ever enunci- 
ated in the Senate of the United States, and I 
think it could come from no person except a 
Senator who was awed by the ‘‘august pres- 
ence” of the President. 

I will not dwell upon this speech, but I wish 
to say a few words for the benefit of the other 
Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPENTER, ] 


who cannot discover anything wrong in the | 


civil service system, and is ready, as I know 
he is, to correct any abuses at all times. The 
janior Senator from Wisconsin tells us— 

“If it can be ascertained and pointed out to the 

°” Senate that any particular grievance exists, there is 
no one in the Senate who will vote more cheerfully 
to correct it than I will myself.” - 

I know that the Senator wants to correct it, 
but he cannot see the abuses. Hear how he 
gets rid of them all, Mr. President: 

‘But, sir, to take up the report made by the com- 
missioners who have sat to consider the subject, 
which denounces our Government and every Depart- 
ment of it and every officer of it, from the President 
of the United States down to the humblest subal- 
tern in the service as rotten and corrupt, and to 
legislate upon the assumption that such is the fact, 
strikes me as being rather a remarkable spectacle.’ 

He will not believe the commissioners. My 
friend from Wisconsin is in an unfortunate 
state of unbelief. Hesays, ‘‘I do not believe.” 
Well, but here is the testimony of these gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Iam quite willing to 
believe our commissioners; I should be quite 
willing to believe the Senator from Illinois if 
he would come down from gloomy rhetoric to 
point outa single particular. Ifhe can inform 
us that a single auditorship in the Treasury 
Department is unnecessary, that the salary of 
an officer is too high, or point out any other 
specific certain evil, L will vote with him to 
pass a bill to correct it in fifteen minutes; but 

. Í do not propose to indorse in general the 
recommendations of a committee who seem to 
me to have purposely ignored all the facts and 
to indulge only in dyspeptic melancholy on this 
subject. I hope the Senator from Ilinois now 
will not imitate their proceedings, but will 
come to details, descend so that a common 
man can. comprehend why it is that we must 
appropriate $50,000 to do something, and what 
that something is to be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall have very great 
pleasure in introducing a witness upon the 
stand after a little who will testify in reference 
to particulars, a credible witness, a witness of 
high character, and I shall hope to produce 
some impression upon the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin by the testimony. I believe 


it is said somewhere that by the testimony. of 
two or three witnesses every word may be 
established. Now we have the testimony of 
seven gentlemen. These gentlemen, he says, 
‘denounce our Government and every Depart- 
ment of it, from the President down to the 
humblest subaltern.” Who are these gentle- 
men? Mr. Curtis is the chairman of this com- 
mission, a gentleman of cultivation, of char- 
acter, of ability. He does not deal in gen- 
eralities altogether, and this report that he 
and the other six have presented to you con- 
tains numerous facts pointing out abuses in 
the civil service system. I fear the Senator 
from Wisconsin has notread it carefully. But 
whois Mr. Curtis? One of the warmest friends 
of the President of the United States, a gen- 
tleman as reluctant as any man who could be 
found in the country to say or do anything 
that could reflect upon the Chief Magistrate 
of the nation; a gentleman who is the editor 
of the weekly newspaper of the country that is 
doing more than any other publication in this 
land to give character to the administration 
of the present Executive and to sustain him 
personally. He is the political editor of Har- 
per’s Weekly, writing articles every week in 
support of the President. 

But the Senator says he isnot to be believed ; 
he is denouncing the President. Will the 


commission? Mr. Cattell, a former member 
of this body, one of the warmest admirers and 
most ardent friends of the President. Mr. 
Medill, of Chicago, is a member, another warm 
personal friend and supporter of the President. 
There are onit four other gentlemen, all equally 
his friends: Their reportis to go for nothing! 
Why, sir, it is not an attack upon the Admin- 
istration that these gentlemen have made. It 
is an honest and a sincere efforton their part to 
correct the abuses existing in the administra- 
tion of the Government in order to elevate the 
character and the position of the Chief Magis- 
trate of the nation, and to make him as illus- 
trious for the purity of the Government that 
he administers as he is already for skill and 
ability in the command of armies on the field 
of battle. It is a mistake that the Senator 
makes when he supposes that these gentlemen 
attack the President. Farfrom it. They are 
the best supporters he can have, for they point 
out to him the abuses which have crept into 
the public service, and call upon him to cor- 
rect them and recommend himself to the hon- 
est and good all over the land. 

But, Mr. President, I said I would introduce 
another witness; and the witness whom I shall 
call now to the stand for the benefit of the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senate and 
the country is a gentleman who also made his 

| name illustrious during the war by the services 
which he rendered to the country, has made 
his name illustrious in civil life as the Gov- 
ernor of one of the greatest States in the 
Union, where he discharged his duty to the 
satisfaction of the people, and then was invited 
into the Cabinet of the President of the United 


States, and administered one of the Depart- 
ments of this Government with ability, fidelity, 
and integrity. allude, of course, to Governor 
Cox, now a citizen in private life. Will the 
Senator question the truthfulness of what he 
says? ill he assert that Governor Cox states 
that which is false? His character forbids it. 
The reputation of his whole life is such that 
every word he states is to be received as the 
truth; and now I propose to introduce this 
witness upon the stand and hear what he says, 
In speaking of the abuses in the civil service of 
applicants for office, and of what takes place at 
the Presidential Mansion, he says: 

“His ante-room and halls are thronged by the 
applicants, the more fortunate or important of them 
pressing their Senator or Representative into the 
service, to introduce them and stand sponsor for 
their merits and claims. The facility with whic 


written recommendations are procured leads to du- 
plicity on the part of the person giving them ; and 


it ig no uncommon thing for one who has written a 


i high eulogium upon the. character. and acquire- 


country believe it? And who else is on that | 


ments of a place-hunter, to write: private note: 
begging that his formal indorsement may. not. be 
regarded of any weight, or to seek a private inter- 
view in which he will state that the person is quite 
the reverse of the picture drawn of him in the: tes- 
timonial filed.. With the knowledge of this duplicity 
and of the farcical hollowness of the whole business 
of giving recommendations and testimonials, tho 
President and his secretaries must receive the end- 
less tide of applicants, listening to the praises spoken 
by an official friend, with, perhaps, a note from 
the same official in the drawer of the table at which 
they sit contradicting every word of the high-flown 
panegyric so glibly poured into their ears, and with 
a feeling of wearied disgust at the necessity of re- 
ceiving with equal serenity the hypocritical praises 
and the furtive denial of them from the same lipas.” 


Is that any abuse? Does the Senator fro 
Wisconsin approve of that? i 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think it is a great 
abuse on the part of the. mau who does it, > I 
do not see how it affects the civil service. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I think it would affect 
it some if we had a law that no man recom- 
mended by a member of Congress could be 
appointed to office. Do you think they would 
do it then? 

Mr. CARPENTER, If we could pass a law 
to prevent all hypocrisy in polities, I think 
that would do a great deal of good. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We could prevent this 
much. If we cannot make it perfect, we could 
stop that sort of duplicity. 

In speaking ofthe time thatis taken up in this 
scramble for office, this witness further says: 


* If a month or two were all that is wasted in this 
employment, it would be bad enough; but the truth 
is that by far the larger part of the time of the Pres- 
ident and all the members of his Cabinet is oceu- 
pied by this worse than useless drudgery, during the 
whole term of his office, and it forms literally and 
absolutely the staple of their work.” 


Is that any abuse, to have the time of the 
Secretary occupied with this scramble? 


“It is therefore no figure of speech to say that 
administering the Government means the distribu- 
tion and redistribution of its offices, and that its 
diplomacy, finance, military, naval, and internal 
administration are the minor affairs which the set~- 
tled policy of the country has relegated to such odds 
and ends of time as may be snatched from the 
greater caresof office.” > * * * S 

** If, however, we add a purpose to make political 
capital or the means of personal advancement or 
profit by the use of the power of appointment, it be- 
comes at once apparent that what was before onlyan 
annoyance, and aclog to the transaction of public 
affairs, becomes a positive corruption, with terrible 
depths of abuse.” i 


Can we not correct that? 
“ Men were known to offer 7’— 


Here is a fact: 


“ Men were known to offer $5,000 for the influence 
which might secure an appointment to a gauger’s 
situation in the revenue service, where $1,500 was 
the limit of the pay that could be honestly earned, 
and when it was morally certain that the advent of 
anew Administration would terminate the employ- 
mentwithin a year.” * * O â EO % Z 8) 

“The proposition to which we must come is that 
the civil service of the country must be so organized 
that it shall be impossible for any Presidentto make 
use of the appointing power as a means of enforcing 
a policy, or of controlling votes in Congress or else- 
where.” r + + E + 4% * ka 

“When a President determines to use the patron- 
age at his disposal for a personal or party purpose; 
itresults practically in farming it out to mémbers 
of Congress. He may retain the right to favor spe- 
cial personal friends and retainers here and there, 
or allow his Cabinet officers to do thesame by theirs, 
but. this will all amount to buta drop in the bucket. 
The influences most useful and most formidable to 
the Executive are in Congress: If iogal selection or 
distribution is to be exercised, the Congressman is 
the person most fully advised as to the value of 
various loca] influences, and the importance of con- 
ciliating or rewarding them. He is also in most 
cases the most efficient and active coworker with 
the President, if he can be induced to accept a 
common purpose and labor for a common end. As- 
suming, therefore, a purpose to maintain what is 
known as a party rule, through the usual subordi- 
nations of rank and importance in the organization, 
the Congressman becomes almost inevitably the most 
active and powerful of the dispensers.of patronage; 
since he alone of the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment is in immediate contact. with: the people, 
and has a district to look after not too Jarge to per- 
mit a general personal acquaintance wit wall the 
more prominent and active citizens and politicians 
in it.” $ % 5% * * * Ed z EJ 
“What is popularly known as the Jeffersonian 
rule as to qualification and fitness seems to have 
been pretty fairly applied, and the traditions of 
the Departments at Washington affirm that A rer 
moval for a political reason was almost wholly 
unknown till after the close of the administration 


of the second Adams. 
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That was in 1829, but the Government had 
beeu in operation forty years, and up to that 

. time such a thing as a removal of an officer for 
apolitical reason was almost wholly unknown. 


» “The time came, however, when American poli- 
ticians adopted the war ory, ‘To the victors belong 
the spoils,’ and we have to confess with shame that 
its effect upon our polities was the same as tho cry 
of ‘Beauty and hooty’ upon an army entering a 
captured city.” oe ere ee eh eke 
" There have always been in Congress many men 
, of elevated character and purposes, who haye made 
a strictly conscientious use of their power and influ- 
ence. Thecountry wouldlong since have gone to ruin 
if this had not been so. But there bas also been a 
larger und growing class who have deliberately uscd 
their position and its influence solely to retain their 
seats and farther their purposesof personal ambition. 
This class of persons has gradually come to regard 
as their personal appanage an aliquot part of the 
public offices, equal to the proportion of one to tne 
whole nuinber of Congressmen, and have declared 
themselves robbed of their rights if it was not fully 
Recorded to them, They have used this patronage 
systematically and avowedly to retain their own 
places and strengthen themselves in their several 
districts or States. For this purpose, it has been 
manifestly neces-ary to treat a rival or an opponent 
within their own party as if he belonged to the 
opposing organization.” è 


< The former Secretary then proceeds to give 
a particular case, illustrating the truth of what 
he says: 


‘Runningdown the scale of honor and importance 
of places, wo find everywhere among self-seoking 
men the same eagerness to use the power they have 
to perpetuate their tenure of official lifo. Syco- 

hanoy, adulation, bribery, and all the rest of the 
oathsome catalogue of political vices, thicken as we 
descend till wo reach the ‘rough’ doing the ballot- 
stuffing or the curbstone fighting for his party, and 
making his gains by stealing the money 
ceived from some eandidate to ‘treat’? the indo- 
pendeat voters who muy be bought with a dram of 
whisky. 

“From top to bottom, the wholo class of politi- 
cians who avow the purpose of keeping up ‘the 
party’ by the appeul to the selfish desires for place 
and prefit are bound together by the common inter- 
estot the ‘ios’ tou keep themselves in and to keep 
all others out. Lhe term ‘log-rolliag’ has passed 
into our political vocabulary, because it so exactly 
describes the trading politician’s action on the prin- 

tiple of “help my scheme and PI help yours” A 
oorrupting distribation of patronage is the natural 
aod almost inevitable result of the common purpose 
of officeboldors to preserve their places; and if we 
ouce ádwmit that a President may use his appointing 
power as a party machine, or to influence his own 
reelection, an juexorabto logic carries us to tho con- 

u that it is admissible and proper for a Con- 
an to uso his share of the patronuge in the 

s way, and to perpetuate his power by the ostra- 

cism of every independent and self-respecting man 
in his district; while the whole favor and influence 
of the Government is given to the oircle of obsequi- 
ous foowers, who are prompt to wheel or face wuen 
they receive the order trom their commander. It is 
beginuing to be apparent that the American people 
think this is not the style of government they bar- 

gained for either it 1776 or in 1861. 

“Any one who reflects for a moment upon the nat- 
ural workings of cunning selfishness will comprehend 
how, out of the common purpose to keep themselves 
ia power, which rules the professional politicians, 
has grown the custom of levying assessments upon 
officehotders of alt grades. ‘Tue party’ has come, 
iu the main, to mean nothing but the organized 
colupany of placemen. Levies may be made upon 
the gencral public for votes, and a popular demand 
for any reform which does not tough tho officers 
may be zealously or even vociferously supported. 
Iris the prime characteristic of the true politician 
to out-LHerod tlerod in that way, otherwise the hon- 
est voters could not be led. with success.” 

# a + & a $ à & EJ $ 

“The first lesson ofa subordinate; thorefore, is that 
he owes his. place to influence. Second, that if he 
would preserve his place he must recognize and do 
homage to that influence. Third, that be must 
never let any sense of duty to the publie interfere 
with the plaus and purposes of those upon whose 
influence he 1s depeudent. Fourth, that in the in- 
{erests of his Leaders hc must do and pay what he is 
Lid, and ask no questions.” 

That is the system which the Senator from 
Wisconsin wauts to know what the-difficulty is 
with, 

Mr. CARPENTER. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. 
listening. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
nat get any informution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The first lesson of 
a subordinate is that he owes bis place to 
induence.”” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Whatof that? Does 
ha not copy jast aswell? Does he not do his 
duty? Does he get too much pay? Is he not 
necessary ? : 


clus 


I want to know yet. 
I hope the Senator is 


I ats listening, but do 


he has ro- į 


- Mr. TRUMBULL... I will show the Sena- 
tor directly that he does not do his duty so 
well. 

“Out of this kind of education comes the willing- 
pen ,{0 pay assessments on salaries without rebel- 

ion. 

In speaking of the contribution thus made, 
as it is sometimes called, but really the tax 
that is laid on the officeholder for partisan 
purposes, this witness says: 

“To liken this to the voluntary contribution to a 
fund in the hands of a committee of our own choice, 
is a simple addition of insult to injury; and when 
to these facts is added the other, that. itis generally 
believed and understood that the object of one of 


the most important of these committees is to secure | 


the reélection of the present Congressmen of their 
party, and isin fact as far as possible a mutual as- 
surance society for the preservation of place, the 
climax of the abuse of patronage has been capped. 
It becomes simply a machine for preventing a free 
representation of the people. 

“Tt matters little what the law may be as to the 
qualification, if the law-makers and the Executive 
havea common interest in reducing the statute to a 
dead letter. Thus there has been a law in existence 
many years directing that candidates for clerkships 
in the Departments should be subjected toa pre- 
liminary examination as to their intellectual com- 
petence. Yet this law from its very enactment has 
been habitually disregarded, or the form of an ex- 
amination under it made the veriest farce. Instances 
are told in the Departments of the sum total of the 
examination consisting of a single question, such as 
‘What did you have for breakfast?’ or ‘Who rec- 
ommended you for appointment?’ or ‘Where would 
yougoto get your pay at the end of the month?’ 
Nor are these fanciful burlesqaes; they are simply 
extreme instances of a laxity so general that it may 
bo fairly said that an examination has hardly ever 
stood in the way of the appointment of a person 
recommended ‘influentially.’ ”” 


Mr. CARPENTER. Now, if my friend will 
permit mea single sentence, I will give him some 
information, something that I believe. I ask 
the Senator if he wants to vote himself and 
have me vote with him to appropriate $50,000 
to continue that system of examinations? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not euch as that; but 
I was sorry to learn from the Senator from 
New Jersey the other day that the system of 
examination in the Departments here had been 
suspended, 1] want a fair examination: 

“Ifa politician has of right a certain number of 
clerkships assigned him as his share, it requires a 


very littlo addition to the theory to give him com- 
plete control of the question of capacity and fitness.’ 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply wish 
to say that the Senator from Ilinois misunder- 
stood me in saying that the examination had 
been suspended in the Departments. My state- 
ment was that some of these rules had been 
found impracticable and had been suspended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I stand corrected. I 
think myself it would be very difficult to en- 
force some of the rules. 

We now come to the information the Senator 
from Wiseonsin wanted: 
` “Such has been prostiealy the result, and the 
Departments have becn made the asylum for the 
worthless and incompetent dependents of persons 
‘of influence,’ who have often received their pay 
without giving any return for it, because the bead 
vf the division or bureau could not intrust them 
with the simplest elerical duty. ‘Ehis bas often 
extended to cases in which the grossest and most 
offensive immoralities have been shielded and pro- 
tected by that personage, so potential in Washing- 
ton, ‘ the member from his district.’ ” 

That shows that incompetent and worthless 
persons are put iuto office. 

“A very slight familiarity ’"—~ 

Remember this comes from a man who 
acted as Secretary of one of your Departments 
ander this Administration. 

Mr. CARPENTER. And made no com- 
plaint of the existing system until he was 
turned out. 

Mr. TROMBULL. Yes he did, and tried 
to correct it: 


_ “A very slight familiarity with the Departments 
is enough to convince any candid person ?— 


Now, I hope the Senator from Wisconsin 
will hear this testimony, for it is directly on 
the point as to which heis seeking for inform- 
ation: 5 i 

“A very slight familiarity with the Departments 
is enough to convince any candid person thas a 


minority of really competent officers are doing the 
work, obstructed, trammeled, and burdened uften- 
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times with the necessity of performing over again 
the work of the incompetents, who are prompt in 
nothing but their appearance at the pay-tuble at 
the end of the month.” 

There is a direct assertion on the authority 
of a gentleman in a position to know, a gen- 
tleman of unimpeached character, of irre» 
proachable reputation, who says the work is 
performed by a minority, impeded and ha- 
rassed and embarrassed by the majority being 
in their way. I hope the Senator from Wis- 
consin now has a fact upon which he can help 
us to reform the civil service system. 

Mr. POMEROY. I can state one fact to 
the Senator about that Department. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I bave no doubt the 
Senator can state a great many. Does he 
mean to controvert what this witness says? 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Cox? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POMEROY. He found great diffi- 
culty, it seems, in turning anybody out. His 
successor in four months turned out sixty-eight 
incompetents, 7 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This witness says, fur- 
ther: 

“Under any reasonably efficient system promotion 
ought to mean recognition of merit and capacity. 
Yet instance after instance could be given in which 
heads of bureaus have: declared that the greatest 
obstacle in the way of inspiring the clerical forco 
with new energy was the fact that the higher places 
were filled by incompetents, who had been arpointed 
and retained only by superior ‘influence? ” 

Mr. President, I-will not read more from 
this testimony, nortake up the time of the Sen- 
ate longer in exposing the corruptions and 
abuses existing in our present civil service 
system. Ithink I have read enough to satisty 
even the Senator from Wisconsin that some 
reform is necessary. What it shall be, is 
another question ; but how does the Senator 
propose to meet it? He begins by casting an 
Imputation upon Secretary Cox. He says he 
made no complaint till he was turned out. I 
suppose that he was not able to correct abuses 
although he made astruggic to introduce reform 
into the Interior Department; and this is the 
way that an attempt is made atl the time to 
prevent the correction of abuses and to prevent. 
reform. It will always be so. Yon never can 

ropose a reform of any existing abuse without 
beine assailed by those who are be efied by the 
abuse, and one of the means of making the 
assault is to attack those who expose the cor 
ruption, as if that was any answer to the tact 
that correption existed. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Morron] indulged largely in 
this the other day in retereuce to mysel”, and 
gave as an excuse for it thas he had been as- 
sailed and that his motives had been attacked. 

But he cannot be permitted to cover his 
assault upon me under any such assertion as 
that. I attacked the system as I have been 
attacking it to-day. I spoke of the abuses of 
hanging around the ante-rooms of the Presi- 
dent and the Secretaries, and so Mr. Cox tes- 
tifies is the fact. In doing this I made no 
attack upon the Senator from Indiana. or any 
other particular individual. I spoke of the 
system; of the same facts that are detailed 
here by the former Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Senator from Indiana immediately fol- 
lowing me, as soon as I had taken my seat, 
made an assault upon me in which he charged 
me with importuning for office, and stated that 
he had seen a tabulated statement by which it 
appeared that I had made one hundred and 
three recommendations for office during the 
present Administration. 

But he said he would not have referred to 
it if his motives bad not been assailed. The 
Senator was mistaken when he supposed that 
his motives any more than the motives of 
everybody else had been assailed by me. 
When I referred to what I regarded as a very 
pitiful, small—I was about to say contempt- 
inle—business, this prowling around the De- 
partments to ascertain how many recommend- 
ations had been made by a particular Senator, 
the Senator says he did not do that, and that 
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he would not* have referred to this matter 
except that his motives had been assailed. 
Sir, remarkable coincidences sometimes hap- 
pen. Is it not a little strange that that tabu- 
lated statement was made out in advance? It 
could not have been made out while I was 
speaking. ‘Lhe Senator had seen it. He did 
not mean to refer to it at all, but finds an 
excuse for referring to it in what I had said. 
The Senator may reconcile as best he can the 
factthat he had such a statement in advance 
if he did not intend to use it. But, sir, the 
Senator proceeded to say, and I will read his 
language that Í may not state him incorrectly: 

“I should not have referred to it except for the 
insinuations he had made in his speech in regard 
to myself and others ‘hanging on to the skirts of 
power for mercenary purposes,’ and I have a right 
to denounce hypocrisy wherever I find it. If any 
man comes upon this floor and casts insinuations 
upon me that I am seeking for. patronage, while he 
himself has gone as far, hasrecommended in writing 
and verbally, has gone to the Executive and de- 
manded personally the appointment of relatives and 
friends, has been persistent, has been importunate, 
such a man has no right to come upon this floor and 
cast imputations upon me.” 

When the assertion was made that he had 
seen ʻa tabulated statement showing that I had 
made one hundred and three recommendations 
to office, I stated, without having the means 
of knowing exactly how many persons I had 
recommended to office, that I did not suppose 
I bad recommended during the present Admin- 
istration a dozen persons. Afterward I ad- 
dressed a note to each of the Departments 
asking, not for a list of the reeommendations, 
that is, of the persons recommended, but ask- 
ing for a copy of all my recommendations. I 
wanted to see them. J kuew that I had had 
for years very little to do with offices, that 
since the first years of Mr. Lincoln’s adminis- 
tration, when a change of parties took place, 
I had very seldom interfered with appoint- 

. ments. I had been complained of all over my 
State for refusing to urge the appointment of 
gentlemen to office whom I knew to be com- 
petent and qualified, and had been charged 
with neglecting my own constituents. I had 
been told that other Senators and Representa- 
tives recommended persons in their respective 
States, and they were appointed, and that by 
my refusing to do so Illinois was ‘treated un- 
fairly. After having suffered these charges, in 
consequence of having abstained to a great 
extent from making recommendations, I was, 
I confess, a Jittle indignant at an accusa- 
tion coming from the Senator from Indiana 
that I had been chief among those who were 
seeking for patronage and hanging around the 
Departments for office. 

The practice prevails, and has for many 
years, for members of Congress, either the 
Representatives or the Senators, to recom- 
meud for local offices, and it is very difficult 
for any person, while this usage obtains, to 
refuse to comply with the requests of his con- 
stitueuts-in matters of that kind. Now, sir, 
J regard this personal accusation against me 
as rather small business, and I think it affords 
no reason why we should not adopt some sys- 
tem to reform the civil service. If all that the 
Senator from Indiana had said were true, and 
I had been the most importunate of all for 
office, and had hung about the Departments, 
that only affords a reason for areform. The fact 
that I was the individual importuning the De- 
partments and interfering with their business 
would not make the evil any the less than if 
somebody else had been the person. But the 
difticuity with the statement of the Senator 
from Indiana is, that it is not true in point of 
fact; it is not true even as to numbers.: My 
name does not appear in any shape or form in 
the Departments in connection with. one hun- 
dred and three offices. 

The most numerous class of cases with 
which my name does appear are those in the 
post office. In the State of Ilinois we have 
about two thousand postmasters. Several of 
the districts in that State are represented in 
the other House, and have been all the time, 


|; that these are cases of importunity ? 


‘what many other Senators have done. 


by Democrats. It has not been uncommon, in 
the case of a vacancy or a change taking place 
in a post office, that the persons petitioning 
for the change, or recommending a person for 
the vacancy, have sent their papers to me. It 
appears that I have received during the last 
three years some thirty such papers. On some 
of these papers, where I knew the individual, 
I have indorsed on the back a concurrence in 
the recommendation of the petitioners. Where 
I did not know the individual recommended, 
I have stated, if I happened to know the peti- 
tioners, that I knew them as reliable persons, 
without any reference to the person recom- 
mended. In other cases, I have simply re- 
ferred the papers, writing across the back 
“ respectfully referred to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral; sometimes ‘‘respectfully referred for 
favorable consideration.” 

Does the Senator from Indiana mean to say 
There is 
not one single case in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, except it is an indorsement on somebody 
else’s papers, or a signature with other par- 
ties. 1 will read two or three to show their 
character. I have sometimes joined with other 
parties. This isa sample, where I joined with 
my then colleague in this body in reference to 
a postmaster from a Democratic district: 

“We respectfully recommend A B”— 

I will not give his name, for I do not wish to 
parade the names of individuals here. I think 
it is not a matter of very much importance to 
the Senate, and I am sorry to take up any 
time with such a subject, and should not but 
for the wrong impression that the remarks of 
the Senator from Indiana seem to have created 
throughout the country: 

“We respectfully recommend A B for the ap- 
pointment of postmaster at » Illinois.” 

That is signed by Governor Yates and my- 
self. That is a case where there was a recom- 
mendation. There are three such in the Post 
Office Department, and only three out of the 
thirty-six cases put down as recommendations 
made by me. In twelve cases the indorse- 
ment is of this character, not precisely in the 
same words always, but substantially the same 
in all cases : : 


“Havana, Mason COUNTY, ILLINOIS, 
March 8, 1869. 


“Upon petition for reappointment of O, C. Easton, 
incumbent, Senator TRUMBULL writes as follows: 
‘The within is from reliable gentlemen, and I in- 
dorse their recommendation.’ ” 

Then there are fifteen cases of this char- 
acter, all being cases of indorsement upon 
papers on file: 

* Respectfully referred to the Postmaster General. 
The signers of the within are among the most prom- 
inent and influential Republicans at 12 

I say nothing about the party recommended 
at all. I know some of the persons recom- 
mending him. In five cases the papers are 
referred with this indorsement: 

“ Respectfully referred to the favorable consider- 
ation of the Postmaster General.” 

In one case there is a simple reference. 
Those are the cases in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. Can anybody say that these are impor- 
tunities for office? How could I do less than 
refer these papers transmitted to me to the 
Department? . 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will ask my friend 
to allow me to interrupt him fora moment. 
Judging from his statement of bis own con- 
duct it has been precisely what mine has been. 
Now, I want to know of the Senator if he | 
thinks there is anything corrupt in what | 
he has done, and I have done, which has 
been precisely the same thing; whether it is 
an evidence that Congress is rotten from top 
to bottom, and that the civil service ought to 
be. abolished or treated in some such severe 
way in consequence of what he and I have 


done? And Í presume what he has done is 
er- 


tainly I have. : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think there is 
anything wrong in what I-did-in-reference to 


these papers; but this is not the class of cases 
to which I had referred. I referred to -an en» 
tirely different class of cases—to the going to 
the Departments, and by importunities and 
pressure getting men appointed to office, as is 
detailed by the late Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Did the Senator ever 
do anything of that kind? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Nor did I; nor do T 
believe did any Senator. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In the Treasury Depart- 
ment there are, I think, some, sixteen cases 
where it is said 1 made recommendations. 
They are not very long. I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read them, that the Senate may see 
exactly what I said in those cases, and see how 
many recommendations I made. I will ask 
that all of them be read. First I ask that 
the Secretary’s letter be read, and then the 
indorsements made by me. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 1, 1872. 
_ Sir: In accordance with your request contained 
in your letter of the 27th ultimo, I have the honor to 
inclose herewith a statement of recommendations 
for office made by you since March 4, 1869. 
I am, very respectfully, 


GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. LYMAN TRUMBULL, United Staies Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Now I ask the Clerk 
to read the recommendations made by me in 
that Department. : 

The Secretary read as follows: ` 


ape B. Hamilton, surveyor of customs, Quincy, 
inois, 

Appointed, March 3, 1868. 

Senator TRUMBULL mukes the following indorse- 
ment upon a petition of citizens recommending the 
retention of Mr. Hamilton: 

“Respectfully referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. L. TRUMBULL.” 

* April 17, 1869.” 


(Retained. Still in office.) 

James Newman, appointed July 18, 1865, surveyor 
of customs, Alton, Ilinois, 

Under date of March 17, 1869, recommended for 
retention by W. C. Flagg, esq., and-other citizens of 
Alton, and indorsed by Senator TRUMBULL as foilows: 

“The signers of within are among the must promi- 
nent and influential of our friends in the locality, 
and I am satisfied there will be no cause for Mr. 
Newman’s removal, j . 

“ Respectfully, LYMAN TRUMBULL. 

** March 22, 1869.” i 

(Superseded.) 

Francis Munson; applicant, for 
toms, Chicago, Illinois. . s 

Recommended by Hon. J. D. Ward, State senator, 
and others, and indorsed by Senator TRUMBULL as 
follows: 

“ Respectfully referred to How. G. S. Boutwell, 
Secretary of Treasury. L. TRUMBULL, 

United States Senate. 

“March 11, 1869.” 


(Not appointed.) “ oe 
MEMORANDA. $ 
List of names of parties recommended for appoint- 
ment by Senator TRUMBULL, of Illinois. 

Collectors and Assessors.—B. F. Marsh, esq.. writes 
Senator TRUMBULL, under date of February 6, 1869, 
recommending J. W. Barnes for collector fourth dis- 
trict of Illinois. The presumption is that Mr. T 
filed the paper and verbally recommended the ap- 
pointment. There is, however, no indorsement in 
writing. 

(Not appointed.) F 

Willis Lord, writes Senator TRUMBULL, March 24, 
1869, recommending J. C. Grier for collector fifth 
Illinois, Mr. 'F. indorses the letter as follows: “ The 
inclosed is from Rev. Dr. Lord, and deserving of 
the highest consideration.” 

(Not appointed.) 

Senators TRUMBULL, Yates, and then Representa- 
tive, now Senator Logan, under date of March 19, 
1869, indorse Hon. A. C. Babcock for assessor ninth 
Tilinois, as follows: “ We respectfully recommen 
Amos C. Babeock, esq., for appointment as assesso: 
in the ninth district of Illinois.” : 

(Declined.) , 

Senator TRUMBULL, under date of August 28,1871, 
indorses a recommendation for the retention of 
James Fishback, assessor tenth Ilinois. as follows: 
“The within recommendations are from leading 
and influential citizens and Republieansof the tenth 
district, and entitled to favorable consideration. 

(Retained. Still in.) wpe Oe f z 

Collector N. M. Knapp, tenth Illinois, writes Sen- 
ator TRUMBULL under date of May 16, 1869, request- 
ing his influence to secure ‘his retention in office, On 
the 18th of same month Mr. TRUMBULL indorses his 
letter as follows: ‘Major Knapp, so far as: I-am 
advised, has given satisfaction to the public, aud is 
an upright and efficient officer.” 

(Retained. Still in.) ae 

J. A. Powell for assessor eleventh Illinois. Under 


‘collector of cus- 
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date of September 1,1870, Senator TRUMBULL writes 

: Commissioner Delano as follows: “Dr. J. A. Powell, 
of Olney, in this State, L am reminded since making 
an indorsement on the papers of Mr. Barbour, was 
previously recommended bysome of our most valued 
friends for assessor in the eleventh district in place 
of Mr. Biggs resigned, and I have been requested to 
‘call your attention to Dr. Powell’s recommendations 
now on file.” 3 

(Not appointed.) 

J. S. Poors writes Senator TRUMBULL, under date 
of April 22, 1869, protesting against the appointment 
of A. Neustadt as assessor twelfth Illinois. Fr Mr. 
TRUMBULL. indorses the letter as follows: “The 
writer of the within is a respectable citizen, and I 
especially commend his letter to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. April 28, 1869.” 

(Not appointed.) 

Under date of June 10, 1871, ex-Governor Koer- 
ner writes Senator TRUMBULL, recommending the 
appointment of Charles Stephani as assessor twelfth 
iltnois. Mr. TRUMBULL forwards the letter to Com- 
missioner Pleasonton with the following indorse- 
ment: ‘* Youmay rely on the statements of Governor 
Koerner as being entirely correct.” 

(Appointed.) 

Hon. Charles B. Lawrence, under date of June 8, 
1871, writes Senator TRUMBULL, recommending re- 
tention of R, H. Whiting, assessor fifth Illinois. Mr. 
TruamBuLt forwards his letter to Commissioner Pleas- 
onton with the following indorsement: “ The writer 
of the within is the chief justice of the supreme 
‘court of Illinois, and a gentleman of high oharac- 
ter, anda, Republican whose recommendation is 
entitled to consideration. His residence is Gales- 
burg, though he writes from Mount Vernon, where 
supreme court is now in session.” 

Retained.) 

A.C. Matthews, collector ninth Ilinois. Under 
date of May 27,1869, Senator ‘TruMBULL writes Com- 
missioner Delano as follows: “I am satisfied that 
Colonel A. C. Matthews is the choice of our friends 
for collector of internal revenue in the ninth dis- 
trict of Illinois, and that he ought to be appointed. 
Ho is a gentleman every way qualified for the posi- 
tion. Served with credit in the Army, and has the 
indorsement of Colonel A. C. Babcock, General 
Lippincott, and other loading Republicans of tho 
district, which is represented in Congress by Mr. 
McNrgxy, a Democrat. I recommend Colonel Mat~ 
thews’s appointment.” 

(Retained.) 

Thomas J. Kinney, assessor ninth Illinois. Under 
date of May 8, 1869, Senator TRUMBULL writes the 
President as follows: *' Colonel A. O. Babcock hav- 
‘ing declined tho appointment of assessor for the 
ninth, a, Democratic district of Illinois, and he and 
‘other friends having united in the recommendation 
of Colonel Thomas J. Kinney for tho place, I trust 
homay receive the appointment.” 

(Appointed.) 

W, II. Barlow, for assessor eleventh Illinois. On a 
letter addressed to tho honorable tho Secretary of 
the Treasury, by Governor Palmer and others, of 
Ilinois, Senator TrumpuLn makes the following 
indorsement: ‘Lhe gentlomen who have signed the 
within are prominent influential friends of the 
Administration, whose recommendations should 
receive favorable consideration, and I am not 
advised of any other applicant for the place.” 

(Not appointed.) 

Deputy commissioner of internal revenue. 
Sprinerizip, ILLINOIS, March 16, 1869. 

Drar Stn: I am requested by my friend, Hon. 
Jesse K. Dubois, to stato what I know of tho polit- 
ical history of J, G. Bowman, esq., of Vincennes, 
Indiana, whom I have known for many years. i 
have always undorstood Mr. Bowman to bo an earn- 
est and truo Republican since the organization of 
the party in 1856. Mr. Dubois has a, more intimato 
knowledge of Mr. Bowman’s activity in political 
affairs, and I am ready to vouch for the truthfulness 
of whatever Mr. Dubois may say in tho premises. 
For my own part, I never heard the Republicanism 
or fidelity of Mr. Bowman to the Republican party 


questioned. 
Very respectfully, LYMAN TRUMBULL. 


Hon, C. Detano, Commissioner Internal Revenue. 
‘(Not appointed.) 


SENATE or tre Unireo STATES, 
j COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
WASHINGTON, Vecember 1, 1871. 

I havo been personally acquainted with General 
B. J. Sweet for several years. He is a gentleman of 
high character, of great executive ability, and of 
capacity equal to any position to which he would 
BSP IT Ss i , LYMAN TRUMBULL. 

(Appointed.) 

«James B. Cahill, collector fourth Fllinois. Under 
date of February 8,1869, citizens of Hancock county, 
illinois; addressed Senator TRUMBULL, asking his 
influence to securo the appointment of Colonel 
Cahill. The Senator indorses the communication 
as follows: 

“Respectfully referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

(No papers on file for Dr. Lord.) 


Mr: TRUMBULL, Those are all the papers. 
I bad them all read that the Senate might see 
` the character of the indorsements put upon 


papers by me. The Senate will see that very 
few of them are recommendations for office. 
The one in regard to General Sweet is a state- 
ment not addressed at all to the Departments. 
When General Sweet called upon me, I told 
him distinctly that I would not make a recom- 
mendation for his appointment, but I could 
not refuse to vouch for his character and 
integrity and capacity. I did that without 
addressing my note to the Department at all, 
or indorsing it upon any papers going to the 
Department. 

It will take up too much time to read all the 
papers I have received in reply from these 
various Departnfents. I may state in reference 
to the War Department that there are but two 
persons with whom my name appears in any 
way connected with that Department. Oneis 
a gentleman who was mustered out of the ser- 
vice two or three years ago, in Texas. He 
wrote me, thinking he ought to be retained in 
the Army. I wroteupon the back of his letter, 
“ Respectfully referred to the Secretary of 
War,” and on another letter calling the atten- 
tion of the President to his case. The other 
case is that of a clergyman in a distant part 
of the country whom [ had known for several 
years. He wrote mea letter asking permission 
to refer to me for his character, and I wrote 
him this letter in reply : 

“You are quito at liberty to rofer to me as sug- 
posted in your note, and it will afford me pleasure to 

ear testimony to your reputation as a Christian 
minister and gentleman. 

“Very truly, yours.” $ 

That is all there is in the War Department. 
In the Navy Department there is not a single 
recommendation. In the Department of Jas- 
tice there are two persons with whom my 
name appears, and in the Department of State 
there are, as stated, twenty-six persons in con- 
nection with whom my name appears. 

Now, Mr. President, out of ail these it will 
be found there are very few—I do not remem- 
ber the precise number—where I have recom- 
mended the party at all, even in the indorse- 
ments, and there are not a dozen cases where 
I have asked the appointment of anybody. 
More than a year and a half ago I wrote a 
letter to one of the Departments stating this 
fact—I read from a letter written by me on 
the 6th of September, 1870, in reference to an 
applicant for office: 

“You are probably aware that I interfere very 
little with appointments to office, and never ask 
them as a personal favor; but I cannot refuse 
sometimes to bear testimony to the good reputation 
and character of those I know.” 

I then go on and speak of this gentleman 
who is an applicant for office, notifying the 
Department expressly that I never ask for the 
appointment of anybody to office asa personal 
favor to me. That occurred more than a year 
and a half ago, and the letter is on file in the 
Department. 

Now, Mr. President, it is very apparent 
that there is nothing in these papers to justify 
the statement made by the Senator from Indi- 
ana. But I ought not to pass over one other 
remark. He said that I had been importu- 
nate in urging appointments to office, and he 
spoke of relatives. In all this list of names 
furnished by all the Departments there is not 
one person a blood relation of mine. I have 
many such relatives, but not one that I-am 
aware of holds an office under the Adminis- 
tration. My son isthe clerk of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and acts as private secretary 
forme. That is an appointment made by the 
chairman of the committee. Of course there 
could be no importunity to the Department 
about that, because the appointment is made 
by the chairman of the committee. The only 
name of a relative in all this list, and that 
has been published in all the newspapers, is 
that of Dr. Jayne, a pension agent in the 
State of Illinois, who is the brother of my 
deceased wife.. I believe he is a compe- 
tent and proper officer, and I know no reason 
why he should not. have been appointed, or 
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why his relationship should have been any 
objection to him. I will say further in refer- 
ence to his appointment that his recommenda- 
tion was signed by others of the delegation 
as well as myself, not by me first, however, 
and his appointment was procured chiefly 
through the instrumentality of my then col- 
league, whose personal friend he had been 
for many years. That is the only name of a 
relation that appears on the lists from any 
of the Departments. I know not of any other 
person appointed to office by this Administra- 
tion, either blood relation or collateral to me, 
unless it be a clerk in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, who was a cousin of my deceased wife. 
That is the sam and substance of the relatives. 

Now, sir, with what justice could such a 
statement be made as that of the Senator from 
Indiana the other day? In the Treasury De- 
partment, with its thousands of clerks, not one 
is there at my instance, nor with whom my 
name is any way appears; nor is there one in 
the State Department, the Department of War, 
of the Navy, or of Justice. In each of the Post 
Office and Interior Departments there is one 
clerk whose recommendation, in common with 
others of the delegation, I signed, and they 
are the only two clerks in all the Executive 
Departments in connection. with whom my 
name in any way appears, Of the two thou- 
sand postmasters in Illinois my name appears 
in connection with only thirty. A very tew of 
these were recommended by me. Sir, I am 
sorry to have had occasion to allude to a mat- 
ter of this kind, but I was not willing that the 
broad statement made by the Senator from 
Indiana should be published through the coun- 
try, and the ‘statement in regard to my pro- 
curing the appointment of one hundred and 
three relatives and friends to office should go 
unchallenged. Having corrected it, that is all’ 
I desire to say on the subject. 

The matter under consideration is an appro- 
priation of money for the purpose of enabling 
the Executive to bring about a reform in our 
civil service system. I have already said, so 
far as that question is concerned, it is not to 
be affected by the particular person whic has 
importuned Departments one way or the other. 
The reform would be just as necessary if it had 
been true that I had made as many importuni- 
ties as anybody else. 

It is in the power of the President to intro- 
duce any reform that he thinks proper in the 
Civil service. We are somewhat hampered by 
the Constitution in the passage of laws on that 
subject. The Senator from Indiana made an 
argument at one time to show that we had no 
authority to pass such a law as I introduced 
prohibiting the interference of members of 
Congress with the appointing power. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, I think, the 
other day held that confining the Executive to 
the appointment of one of three persons who 
pass an examining board was of doubtful cpn- 
stitutionality. But the President is hampered 
by no such constitutional provision. That 
instrument vests the appointment of officers 
in the President of the United States by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, or 
else it authorizes them to be vested by law in 
the President alone, or in the heads of Depart- 
ments, or the courts of law. Congress has 
thought proper to surrender up to the Exec- 
utive all the power it has in regard to regulat- 
ing appointments. If we cannot interfere with 
the discretion of. the President to nominate 
whom he pleases for office, if we cannot 
limit the range of those from whom he is to 
select, he himself certainly has aright to adopt 
regulations on that. subject for his own gov- 
ernment. It is competent for the President 
of the United States to adopt a rule declaring 
that he will not appoint any person a post- 
master or nominate any one for postmaster 
unless he receives the vote of a majority of 
those doing business where the post office is 
established. l 

Mr. CARPENTER. . Will the Senator allow 
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me to interrupt him for the purpose of getting 
at the precise point on that question ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I know the Senator 
is able to discuss that point very ably and 
soundly, and I want to hear his views. about 
it. My opinion on that point I have stated, 
and it is this: of course the President may 
resort to such means of obtaining information 
as he pleases, but to say in advance that he 
will send three men out to Chicago to examine 
into the question of who shall be appointed 
postmaster, and then that he will appoint the 
man they say ought to be appointed, although 
he may know a dozen men there better quali- 
fied for the place, and may happen to know 
each one of the three men recommended to 
be unfit for the place—I say for the President 
to pledge himself in advance to such a course 
is to pledge himself to violate his duty under 
the Constitution, which is that he should exer- 
cise his discretion and judgment at the time 
he makes the nomination with all the inform- 
ation he can derive from all sources. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
from Wisconsin know that the President now 
appoints to all these local offices the persons 
recommended by the member from the district, 
if in accord with the Administration? ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not. On the 
contrary, I have requested repeated nomina- 
tions which were never made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is not a 
Representative. 

Mr..CARPENTER. I am a Republican 
Senator, and in our State we have a Democratic 
district that has no Republican member, and 
in which the courtesy of the Department would 
have extended to me the appointment. But 
what I desire to say in that connection is, not 
that I have not made recommendations, nor 
that appointments have not sometimes been 
made upon my recommendation, but what is 
false in the statement of that report, and false 
in the whole theory upon which this discussion 
proceeds, is that the member of Congress actu- 
ally or in substance controls the appointments. 
Of course, his recommendation is listened to 
with more or less consideration, but it does 
not control the appointment, so far as my 
experience goes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a. matter of fact 
which the Senator from Wisconsin and myself 
do not understand alike. I understand the 

rule to. be different, and I think the people 
understand it so, and I think the members of 
Congress understand it so. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Of course I only speak 
for myself and my own experience. I do not 
know what other Senators may do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My understanding is 
that as a rule the Representative in harmony 
with the Administration does control the local 
appointments of his district. There may be 
an exceptional case sometimes. Of course, 
if it was brought to the notice of the.appoint- 
ing power that the Representative recom- 
mended a man who was dishonest, or corrupt, 
or anything of that kind, he-would not be ap- 
pointed; but I do understand that the. selec- 
tion is left. to the Representative from the 
district. Why, sir, in my State at this very 


session of Congress, the collector and assessor } 


in one of our Republican districts have both 
been changed by the member from the district 
who succeeded the former. Republican mem- 
ber because they were not satisfactory. to him. 
They were not removed on charges at all, but 
the present member preferred having two other 
Republicans in the place of the two incum- 
bents who had been put there by his predeces- 
sor, and he has succeeded in having them both 
removed and two others put in their places; 
and I understand that to be the general rule. 

Now the Congress of the United States-in 
this act, which I will read, .has surrendered up. 
to the President. the entire control over this 
subject. Itis as follows: 

“That the President of the United States be, and 


he is hereby, authorized, to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the 
civil service of the United States as will best pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness 
of each candidate in respect to age, health, charac- 
ter, knowledge, and ability for the branch of service 
into which he seeks to enter.” : 

We have given to the President all the power 
that Congress has over the subject. All the 
authority which the legislative department 
of the Government has to prescribe rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into 
the civil service has been given to the Presi- 
dent. The President has under the Consti- 
tution all the power which belongs to the 
Executive. The whole powereto prescribe the 
mode of appointment to office is now in the 
Executive of the United States, and I say to 
the Senator from Wisconsin he may to-mor- 
row, if he thinks proper, promulgate a rule, 
that he will appoint, or have appointed, no, 
man to be postmaster who is not the choice 
of the people of the locality, to be ascertained 
by an election, if he thinks proper to adopt 
that mode, and I think it would be a proper 
one to adopt. 

I am in favor of allowing every locality 


| throughout the United States to select its own 


postmaster. That would take away. a vast 
deal of patronage. Why should not the peo- 
ple who send and receive mail matter at any 
place be permitted to select the person through 
whom they will send and receive it? And why 
may not the President under the authority of 
this law proclaim that he will not appoint 
anybody to be postmaster in any locality who 
does not furnish the evidence that he is the 
choice of those who receive their mail matter 
at the office? This would virtually allow the 
people to elect their own postmasters, and 
take away a vast deal of patronage. The 
President may not in his rules bind himself 
absolutely that he will appoint the person 
chosen. The power to vary the rules will 
always be in his own hands, so that he would 
not be compelled to appoint an unfit or dis- 
honest person even if elected; but he may 
establish a rule on which he intends to act. 


The whole authority to establish rules and’ 


regulations to correct, abuses in the civil ser- 
vice is now with the President. He has all 
the authority Congress can give him. Hehas 
all the authority that the Constitution of the 
United States has conferred upon him, and 
if the civil service system is not reformed, it 
is because the President has been unable to 
devise the means of doing it. He has called 
to his assistance seven gentlemen to help him 
to frame regulations which shall purify this 
system. The Sehator wants to know what 
this appropriation of $50,000 is-for. It is to 
pay the expenses of this commission, to pay 
the expense, if you please, of ascertaining the 
voice of the people, provided the President 
shall declare dhak be will submit the selection 
of postmasters to those interested. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to ask my 
friend whether such a thing would be prac- 
ticable without an act of Congress authorizing 
such an election to be held, without inspectors, 
and without proceedings to prevent all sorts 
of fraud? Such an election would satisfy 
nobody in a legal point of view. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It would be entirely 
practicable. He could make the regulations for 
it. It is difficult for us to legislate and do it. 
We are troubled with constitutional provis- 
ions; but he has called to his assistance this 
commission, and they may prescribe regula- 
tions for holding an election, which he can, if 
he thinks proper, adopt for his own guidance. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does the Senator 


vote twice? 


maintain that this commission could recom- 
mend and the President adopt a regulation 
authorizing an election in Milwaukee for post- 
„master and punishing any man who should 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not undertake to 
say that he could punish men who. should vote 
twice, but. he could-adopt regulations, and he 


i| granted to the Executive. 


regard the election. 


i 


| could say as part of those regulations that if ~- 


there was any fraudulent voting he would: not. 
It would require a law 

to punish crime. The President cannot adopt’: 
a criminal code; but the President can adopt, : 
under this law which gives him the express 

power to do it, such regulations as he thinks 

proper in regard to the admission of persons 

into the civil service, and he can say, ‘‘ I will 
admit nobody into the service as a postmaster 

until he presents to me the evidence to. be 
ascertained by a fair vote, and not by double 

voting, that he is the choice of the locality.’ 

There would be no sort of trouble in adopting 

such a rule. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
permit me, there would be the greatest pos» 
sible trouble in enforcing it. There is, of: 
course, no difficulty in writing down such æ- 
rule; but how are you to enforce it? Sup- 
pose you order such an election in Milwaukee, 
and people from Madison, a hundred miles: 
off, come and put their votes in the box. You 
cannot. keep them out unless you pass a law.to 
punish illegal voting, and that you cannot do. 
The Senator says we cannot do it because we 
are hampered with the Constitution, and as we 
are hampered with the Constitution, and can- 
not do it, we propose to confer the power on 
the President, and let him doit... I know the 
Senator is a practical man, and I want to vote 
for anything that is practical, and. I ask him. 
how we are to do the thing he wants to'do in: 
that way ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me a very 
simple thing todo. I have not said we could 
not pass a law to punish a man for illegal vot- 
ing under an election authorized under the 
laws of the United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
pardon me, can we pass a law regulating an 
election and punishing illegal voting for an 
officer that the Constitution says shall not be 
elected by the people, but shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate? If we may do that, 
the Senator from Illinois is going further to | 
centralize power in this Government than any 
Federalist that I ever heard of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Doesit centralize power 
to allow the. President of the United States to’ 
ascertain. through an election the’ voice of: the: . 
people in reférence to an appointment which 
the Constitution gives him? How doesitgive 
any more power? Has not the Federal Gov- 
ernment got the power to appoint postmasters:? 
Does it add any to that power in the opinion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin because. you 
adopt some machinery before you act? That 
is no assumption of new power. It is only 
regulating the exercise of power already ex- 
isting, and which is conceded to the General 
Government. 

Mr. CARPENTER. But the power under 
the Constitution is vested in the President, 
notin the people. Ifthe people were author- 
ized by the Constitution to elect a postmaster). 
that would. be the grant of power which would 
carry with it the incident to regulate the hold- 
ing of an election by law. But where you have 
not got the grant itself, can you have the inci- 
dent? If there cannot be an election by the 
people to the office of postmaster, can Congress 
punish: anybody for illegal voting at sach an 
election? zi 

Mr: TRUMBULL. Congress can regulate: 
the exercise of the appointing power just asiit: 
ean regulate all the other powers that are 
The Constitution 
of the United States expressly authorizes: Con- 
gress to pass all laws necessary‘and proper for 
carrying into execution any of the granted 
powers or any power vested inany department: 
of the Government, and the.power of appoint- 
ment to office is vested in the Executive, and? 
the Constitution in terms authorizes the: Con- 
gress of the- United: States. to pass all: laws 
necessary and proper to regulate that power. 
We cannot take it away; I agree to that; but 
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we can: regulate it, and always have regu- 
lated it. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. Not to regulate. We 
may pass such laws as are necessary to enable 
the President to exercise the power of appoint- 
ment, but the Constitution does not read as the 
Senator quotesit.. The Constitution says that 
Congress may make all laws necessary and 
proper to carry into effect the operation of 
powers vested in the Government and in the 
officers of the Government, not to regulate the 
exercise of that power by the President. That 
is not the way the Constitution reads. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We may regulate the 
exercise of the presidential powers. He is 
Commander-in-Chief of the armies of the Uni- 
ted States; ‘but the President can have no 
army unless Congress gives it to him. We 
organize it; we divide it into regiments; we 

. regulate how many officers it is to have, and 
all these things. The fact that the President 
is Commander-in-Chief of the Army of the 
United States does not give bim power to raise 
armies or to officer armies unless Congress 
gives him’ that authority. We regulate the 
whole thing, 

But this is getting off from the point I am 
discussing. Whether Congress could pass a 
Jaw. punishing a man for voting twice at an 
election for postmaster is not the question be- 
fore us. ‘Phe Senator says we cannot pass a 
law to regulate such an election, because the 
power of appointment is in the President. I 
answer, if the power is in the President, the 
President can make a regulation to regulate it, 
because we have given him the power to do it. 

Now, I will answer the Senator's practical 
question, how you are to have an election in 
Milwaukee. The President of the United 
States has got a commission here. I do not 
know that that would be the best. way to do it, 
but he may send any three of this commission 
to Milwaikee and direct them to give twenty 
orthirty days’ notice that an election will be 
held for the purpose of ascertaining the wishes 
ol’ the people in that city in regard to the per- 
son they will have for postmaster, and he may 
tell these commissioners, ‘* You will not receive 
any vote unless evidence is furnished to you 
that the person who offers it is twenty-one 
years of age, is a voter under the laws of Wis- 
consin, avd is in the habit of receiving his 
mail at the Milwaukee post office.” The com- 
missioners, will then decide whose votes to 
receive under the rules prescribed for their 
government. If men from Madison offer to 
vote, as the Senator says, these commissioners 
will not receive or count their votes. The re- 
sult will be that they will make a return of 
such votes as are cast by such persons as are 
entitled to vote under the regulations adopted, 
and the President then, if he thinks proper, 
may nominate the person receiving the highest 
number of votes to the Senate for postmaster. 

It is not necessary to have a law making it 
a crime to vote twice in order to have an elec- 
tion. It is only in the great cities where 
double voting takes place, where there is any 
attempt to vote twice. In nine hundred and 
ninety out of one thousand of the localities in 
which there are post offices in this country, in 


the ‘rural districts, the voting would be fair.. 


There would be no attempt ut double voting, 
and there would be no difficulty in ascertaining 
in the small towns and country places who 
the choice of the people was. If the President 
thinks proper, he may establish regulations 
which will virtually lead to an election of 
postmasiters, that is, to allowing the selection 
to be made according to the wishes of the peo- 
ple, instead of having it made according to the 
wishes of the Represeutative from the district. 
Let the President follow as closely the voice 
of the people in reference to their postmasters, 
as he now follows. the voice of the Representa- 
tive from the district, and the people will gen- 
erally have the person whom they want for 
postmaster. - 

Mr; : CARPENTER. Will the Senator 


allow me to make a single suggestion at that 
point? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. l 

Mr. CARPENTER. Of course an election 
held in that way would be a mere voluntary 
caucus. It would have no legal character. 
No law could be passed to regulate the exer- 
cise of the right of suffrage, to prevent double 
voting, and to punish perjury on the part of 
those who should offer evidence for qualifica- 
tion to vote, or anything else. It would stand 
then like any caucus. Now, ata caucus held 
in one of the cities of our State, aud not a | 
very large city, last fall this thing occurred : 
a gentleman was seen coming back from the 
polls, and it was suspected that he had been 
up several times, and some one said to him, 
“How many times have you voted?’ He 
replied, ‘‘1 have voted six times.” The 
other party said, ‘‘ You ought to be ashamed 
of yourself.” ‘t Ob,” said he, ‘‘I do not care 
about it; I live in St. Louis.’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, 
the more pity for the Senator’s constituents. 
I think there would be no difficulty ina vast 
majority of cases in ascertaining the clear wish 
of the people. It might not be advisable to 
adopt the elective system in the great city of 
New York, the city of Milwaukee, or other large 
cities, They might be excepted from it, if 
there is difficulty about elections in them. 
But I think there would be no difficulty in pro- 
viding for holding such an election in most 
places as would fairly ascertain the wishes of 
the people in regard to the person whom they 
desired for postmaster. Whatever regulations 
are necessary to adopt for that purpose, the 
President has authority to adopt, and Í am 
willing to give all the necessary means to 
enable bim to do it. 

Ido not believe a competitive examination 
is a sufficient remedy for the evils complained 
of. I know the Senator from Wisconsin has 
the happy faculty of making sport of these 
examinations, ridiculing them. I think they 
may be useful here in the Departments to 
some extent. I doubt if they would be useful 
in the selection of postmasters. ‘The want of 
scholarship is not the great evil. i 

The President can have no difficulty in pro- 
viding a remedy if the civil service is suscep- 
üble of reform, and I have read to you the 
testimony, which I think cannot be contra- 
dicted, to show that gross abuses exist. I say 
the whole power is now, by the law which we 
passed a year ago, vested in the President to 
correct those abuses, and I want to see it 
done. I do not know what sum is required to 
accomplish it. The President thinks some- 
thing is necessary, but whatcver may be needed 
I believe it an economical appropriation, and 
that we will save it a hundred fold in correct- 
ing the abuses that have crept into the civil ser- 
vice through the improper appointments that 
have been made under our present system. 

Mr. President, so far from this reform being 
an injury to the President, if he would pro- 
claim a regulation to morrow that henceforth 
no person would be appointed to office in this 
country who obtained the recommendation 
of a member of Congress, it would break up 
this whole system of dependence of memhers 
upon Departments and Departments upon 
members. And if he would add to that an- 
other rule, that henceforth active interference 
in the politics of the country by the officials 
of the Government would be regarded as 
cause for removal, he would stop these as- 
sessments for political purposes, he would 
stop the appointments from mere partisan con- 
siderations, and men would be appointed to 
office because of their qualifications, their fit- 
ness, and their integrity. Sir, the issuance 
of two such rules as those would enshrine the 
President in the hearts of all intelligent and 
right-thinking men in the country. 1t would 


elevate patriotism above -party and purity 
above plunder. ` 
Mr. PRATT. ‘I do not rise, Mr. President, | 


i 


for the purpose of replying to anything which 
has fallen from the distinguished Senator from 
Hlinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, ] who has just taken 
his seat, but simply to give to the Senate the 
reasons which will control my vote upon the 
pending amendment, and I will promise to be 
brief. 

I shall vote for the appropriation because 
the President of the United States asks it, and 
because we ought not to turn back at this 
early day and confess the experiment of civil 
service reform a failure. It has not been 
proven a failure yet.. It has scarcely been 
tested. It is but a year since Congress clothed 
the President with power to prescribe suck. 
rules for admission to the civil service of the 
Government as would best promote its effi- 
ciency, and ascertain the fitness of each can- 
didate for the branch of service into which he 
sought to enter. He has communicated to 
Congress, but only in December last, the rules 
and regulations devised by the commission he 
selected for that purpose. We have scarcely 
yet made ourselves familiar with them ; scarcely 
bave we mastered the report of the eminent 
gentlemen, selected by the President, co:n- 
posing the commission, when we are asked to 
come to a halt, to go no further in this direc- 
tion, nay, to turn back and abandon the un- 
tried system, 

The scheme which they present, and which 
meets the approbation of the President, hag 
these leading features: no person is to be 
admitted to any position in the civil service 
within the appointment of the President or the 
heads of Departments who is not a citizen of 
the United States, who is not competent in 
respect to character, health, and age, and 
who shall not pass a satisfactory examination 
in speaking, reading, and writing the English 
language. The positions in each branch of 
the civil service are to be grouped according 
to the character of the duties to be perfurmed ; 
and these groups are to be graded from lowest 
to highest for the purpose of promotion within 
the groups. When a vacancy occurs in the 
lowest grade, it is to be filled, after due public 
notice, from such applicants as present them- 
selves who have passed a public competitive 
examination to test knowledge, ability, and 
special qualifications for the performance of 
the duties of the office. The board conduct- 
ing this examination is required to prepare a 
list of the names of the applicants in the order 
of their excellence, beginning with the highest, 
and then certify to the nominating or appoint- 
ing power the names standing at the head of 
the list, not exceeding three, and from the 
names thus certified the appointment must be 
made. A vacancy occurringin any grade of a 
group of offices above the lowest is to be filled 
by a similar competitive examination of appli- 
cants from the other grades of that group. 
These rules do not apply to postmasters whose 
salaries are less than two hundred dollars. 
Lhe first appointmentis for a probagionary 
term of six months. That passed satisfac- 
torily, the officer is to be reappointed. The 
President is to designate three persons in each 
Department to serve asa board of examin- 
ers, which conducts personally, or by persons 
approved by the advisory board, all investiga- 
tions and examinations for admission into the 
Departments or promotions therein. 

Omitting details, these are the general fea- 
tures of the scheme which the President has 
announced will control-his appointments for 
the present, until he sees cause to alter or 
amend the rules. 

Sir, we are all agreed that the old system 
of appointments to office had its evils and was 
open to the gravest objection. Yetit is a 
system which dates back io the origin of the 
Government, and with all its evils it must be 
admitted that the nation has made wonderful 
progress while we have had no better. But 
the country generally demands areform. Yet 
all reforms must necessarily be experiments 
and progress slowly. The scheme proposed 
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should have a fair trial, which it has not yet 
had; and money is necessary to continue the 
advisory aud examining boards. 

itis evident that something must be done 
to lighten the burdens of the President and 
heads of Departments in the responsible and 
delicate duty devolved on them of filling the 
vacant offices with proper men. What was 
practicable in the early days of the Republic, 
when the Siates were only one third of their 
p:esent number, wheu the offices were few and 
our population but one tenth of what it now 
is, when the duties of the executive depart- 
ment were light in comparison with the pres- 
ent time, is vo longer so. Why, sir, we are 
told in this report of the commission that the 
President, with the advice of the Senate, 
makes appointiwents to three thousand offices. 
In this same report we are informed that the 
heuds of Departments fill by appointment fifty 
thousand more. I do not include the appoint- 
menis and promotions in the Army and Navy, 
but the offices ouly belonging strictly to the 
civil branch. Think of it, sir, a moment; how 
vast the labor must be of supplying the vacan- 
cies, as they occur, in fifty three thousand 
offices where care must be exercised in every 
se‘ection. Yet this is done ander a constitu- 
tional duty írom which there is no escape, In 
enumerating the duties of the President occurs 
the following provision in the Constitution : 


* He shall bave power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided 
two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and 
cousent of the Senate, shall appoint embassadors, 
other publie ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United 
States, whoseappuintiments are not herein otherwise 
poe for, and which shall be established by law; 

ut the Congress may by law vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers, asthey think proper, inthe 


President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads | 


of Departments.” 

Now, leaving out of view the offices of the 
Vice President and the two Houses of Con- 
gress, for filling which special provision is 
wade, all other appointments to office must 
preety from the President alone, or from the 

resident and Senate, or from the courts of 
law, or heads of Departments. Substantially 
the great mass of appointments is devolved 
upon the President and the members of his 
Cabinet. Consider for a moment, sir, what 
this implies; trace upon the map the bounda. 
ries of the Republic, and compute the area 
they include. Over this wide reach of terri- 
tory, where are clustered thirty seven States 
and nine Territories, these appointing powers 
are to till fifty three thousand offices with hon- 
est and capable men; and the selection is to 
be made, not from the mere handful when 
Washington was President, but from forty 
million people, scattered over four million 
square miles, extending through fifty-eight 
degrees of longitude from ocean to ocean, 
and through twenty-five degrees of latitude 
from the chain of the great northern lakes 
to the Gulf of Mexico. 

The problem is how shall proper men to fill 
these public employments be selected; what 
responsible agency shall bring them to the 
notice of the President and heads of Depart- 
ments; how shall these high officers of Gov- 
ernmeut discharge their maltifarious duties 
and yet fulfill this constitutional duty too, that 
of selecting the right men to fill these offices? 

Mr. President, [need not dwell on the old 
system, the one which has prevailed from 
the beginning. That>is but too fresh in all 
our memories. No one can forget the scram- 
ble for office which took place on the inau- 
guration of General Grant. No fitter illustra- 
tion could be cited of the evils of that system 
when appointments were made chiefly upon 
the recommendation of members of Congress. 
For weeks the public business was obstructed, 
and Senators and members thronged the 
rooms of the President and his Secretaries 
seexing places for their constituents. The 
mails were loaded with applications and rec- 
ommendations, Delegations.in great num- 


bers from the most distant States were here 
after office. Little was thought of or done by 
members of Congress but to weigh the merits 
of applicants and seek for them some unbe- 
stowed office. I recur to it, sir, as a horrid 
dream, and I hope never to be subjected to 
such humiliation of solicitation again. The 
system is all wrong. The peopleare deprived 
of the services of the men they send here to 
make laws, not to hunt for offices. The ap- 
pointing power is misled very often when com- 
pelled to rely upon the representations of 
members of Congress, made in good faith no 
doubt in most cases, but upon imperfect knowl- 
edge of the fitness of the candidates. Some- 
times these members are constrained by polit- 
ical influences brought to bear to make rec- 
ommendations against their own convictions 
of right. 

. What the people object to is that these pub- 
lic employments should be bestowed, notupon 
the most capable, trusted, and respected men 
in the community, but upon those whose chief 
claim is activity in party service, and the aid 
they have given in conventions, on the stump, 
at the polls, or otherwise, in promoting party 
success or the elevation of particular men to 
office. 
belong chiefly to this class, and make such a 
parade of party services, of sacrifices of time, 
and many are so clamorous for reward, and 
press their claims with such assurance and 
zeal, that modest men who can make no such 
exhibitare crowded into the back-ground; and 
thus it has come to pass that the people have 
become disgusted with a system which ignores 
real merit and fitness in the selection and 
rewards mere place- seekers. 

There are certain points in this controversy 
about systems upon which all are agreed. We 
agree that employment in the public service 
should be open to all citizens, that the men 
selected should be honest and fit for the office, 
that they should ‘be well affected toward the 
Government, and not its enemies, and that 
they should remain in office no longer than 
they are efficient and honest. But here the 
problem occurs, how shall the appointing 
power discover the proper men ? This is what 
the civil service commission, instituted by the 
President, has attempted to solve. The very 
first diffculty it encountered was a constitu- 
tional one. Ido not see that it is or can be 
overcome. Furnish what aids we may in the 
shape of advisory and examining boards to 
the President and his Cabinet officers, the 
duty and the responsibility still rest on them 
of making appointments. Itis a duty which 
may not be transferred or delegated. It is 
inherent in and must be exercised by the 
President and the heads of Departments, for 
so the Constitution reads, and it cannot be 
tortured to read otherwise. They may not 
simply ratify or authenticate selections made 
by others; they must appoint, and to appoint 
requires the exercise of judgment and will, as 
the Attorney General has happily expressed 
it in his letter; and Congress cannot with any 
decent regard to the Constitution enact a law 
which shall limit the power of appointment to 
any three or dozen men which a board of 
examiners unknown to the Constitution as 
sharing in this duty shall recommend as most 
capable and fit. We look in vain in that 
instrament for any such division of responsi- 
bility or any such limitation of the range of 
selection. It may be that Congress couid by 
general law in creating an office prescribe that 
the person who should fill it should possess 
particular qualifications. But even this power 
may be doubted in respect ‘to such offices as 
are enumerated inthe Constitution, and which 
are filled by the appointment of the President 
with the consent of the Senate. 

I doubt whether any limitation could-‘be 
placed on the President’s power to nominate 
embassadors, other public ministers, consuls, 
and jadges of the Supreme. court; but as to 
such. offices as are created by. law, L think it 


It is notorious that the office-hunters | 


but reasonable that Congress in establishing 
them should have the power of declaring. the 
qualifications essential to fill them. When 
this is done the power of selection must of 
necessity have no limitation save such as the: 
law imposes. Every man who possesses. the 
prescribed qualifications must have the right 
of submitting his claims to the appointing 
power, and that power cannot be restrained-in 
the selection to any three meh or any three. 
hundred men, While, therefore, a board of 
advisement or examination, or both, may be 
necessary instrumentalities to:aid the Presi-: 
dent or the heads of Departments in coming 
to a proper choice, they can only be advisers 
after all, and no law we can pass can orshould 
bind the hands of the appointing power, 

Therefore, Mr. President, i heartily approve 
of the scheme which furnishes to the President 
and the heads of Departments these boards of 
adviceand examination as convenient agencies 
to aid them in this most difficult duty of selec- 
| tion; but they can only recommend. . They 
can group and classify and grade and mark the 
| degrees of merit in the applicants, and regis- 
ter the States and localities whence they come. 
They can place before the appointing power 
the means of making proper selections ; but 
when they have done this they have exhausted 
all the power Congress can safely conter on 
| them. The power of the President still re-. 
| maing to reject their recommendations and 
install in office the crippled Union soidier, 
though the board bas placed highest on the 
list of qualifications an unrepentant. rebel, 
who for four years fought to overthrow his 
Government. 

I object to the principle that public em- 
ployment in tbe administrative or executive 

ranches of the Government should be perma- 
nent. The Government should have the same 
power which individuals and corporations pos- 
sess of dismissing its agents. Ido notsee how 
this power of dismissal can be safely restrained. 
We have not established life tenures to office 
in the civil service anywhere except in’ the 
case of judges. The wisdom of this policy is 
questioned every day.. Few of the States have 
adopted it. Why. in a Government of the 
people like ours, where the road to public ser- 
vice is opèn to all, should there be established 
a class with life tenures to block: the way. to 
aspirants? Why sbould the publie interests 
and the general want be held in abeyance until 
the death of an odious or inefficient office- 
holder comes kindly to the reliefof a dissatis- 
fied community ? 

Let me illustrate what I mean by the case of 
a postmaster whose salary exceeds two hùn- 
dred dollars, He is no better qualified for the 
office than a dozen men in the community, who 
may need its emoluments more than he; yet 
the civil service reformers make him a fixtare 
in the office until some cause potent enough to 
require his removal shall occur. I might mul- 
tiply illustrations. The truth is, the great 
majority of offices under our. system do. not 
require a high order of intelligence to fill them. 
The staple requirements are a good common 
education, common sense, honesty, application 
to business, and obliging manners. Few of 
the offices require special. or a high order of 
skill or learning. And the peopie, sir, who 
made this Government, who supply its daily. 
wants, who fight its battles, who have made it 
great on the lend and on the sea, and're» 
spected in every quarter of the globe- where: 
our flag bas been carried, demand ‘that: all its 
offices shall be open to honest’ competition 
for them and their children, and: that. no one” 
shall be cut off by any arbitrary rule from the 
opportunity of serving his country in such 
employment as he is worthy and competent 
to nt se A ` 

Therefore I object to the rule which limits- 
the selection. to arbitrary groups and arbi. 
trary grades ofa group. I object- to: ‘the 
rule which. seems to imply that. when an ‘ap- - 


pointee has: passed his probationary term of 
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six months, and is reappointed, he shall hold 
during life, if that is the meaning of the com- 
mission. ` 
¿I object to any rule which shall deprive the 
appointing power of the right of distributing 
the: offices among the people of the States 
according to their representation in Congress, 
We recognize that principle of distribution in 
the appointment of candidates to the Mili- 
tary and Naval Schools. Why should we 
ignore it in filling offices in the civil ser- 
vice?» If the people of the States are entitled 
to representation in Congress according to 
population, why should they not be entitled to 
a similar representation in the civil service? 
If direct taxes must be laid in the States 
according to population, can any man tell me 
why the men who pay the taxes should not 
invoke the same rule in the apportionment of 
the offices? Of course I am not speaking of 
the offices local to the States, but of appoint- 
ments in the Territories and beyond the 
national frontiers and at the capital of the 
nation. Here, at this seat of Government, 
there are probably four or five thousand offices 
in the different Departments, including clerk- 
ships.. Why should not each State and Terri- 
tory have its fair quota? 

But, sir, I did not rise to discuss this great 
question of civil service reform in its many 
aspects and bearings. The President, with 
the assent of Congress, has set on foot a plan 
to improve our past system of appointments 
to. office, one which will relieve him and the 
representatives of the people and the States 
of a great deal of care and responsibility, and 
afford to him and them more opportunity of 
attending. to the making and administration 
of the laws, The people have had no fair 
opportunity to judge it. It is open to great 
improvement I have no doubt. ‘lime and ex- 
perience will develop its defects, ‘Che Presi- 
dent asks an appropriation of money to enable 
him to test.it, It is to be applied in paying 
the men who aid him and the Departments in 
filling the offices with competent citizens, and 
in perfecting the plan he has set on foot. In 
one year more we shall have more light on 
this question; the experiment will have been 
tried, and we shall better understand the views 
of our constituents. We can then continue 
and improve the plan, or abandon it, as our 
experience shall decide. 

tr, SCOTT, Mr. President, I have sev- 
eral times felt tempted to speak upon this sub- 
ject of civil service reform; and I am not sure 
that I am wise at this late hour in yielding to 
the temptation, but I have taken considerable 
interest in the development of the subject 
since the law conferring power on the Presi- 
dent to adopt rules for its regulation was en- 
acted. ‘Thatinterest had its origin in the fact 
that Iwas present when the amendment to 
the appropriation bill was offered, and noticed 
the circumstances under which it was agreed 
to. It was offered as an amendment to an 
appropriation bill by the Senator from Lllinois, 
who addressed the Senate this morning, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL.] I was in conference at the time 
upon:that. side of the Chamber witha member 
of the Honse of Representatives from the 
State of Pennsylvania, Mr. Armstrong, and he 
called to my attention a joint resolution which 
he had offered in the House of Representa- 
tives conferring this power upon the President. 
We sent for the joint resolution and were look- 
ing at it; one or two amendments had been 
suggested that it would: be proper to add; 
when the Senator from Illinois, whose atten- 
tion had doubtless been directed to the same 
subject, offered the amendment which I was 
about to offer at the instance of my colleague 
in the House to whom I have referred. I have 
in my hand the joint resolution No. 481 of 
the Forty-First Congress, and it is identical 
in language with the section as it is now in- 

_ corporated in that appropriation bill, leaving 
oùt only the closing words, which were these: 

The: President is also authorized to prescribe | 


fees to be paid by all persons applying for appoint- 
ments, except such classes of honorably discharged 
soldiers as he may exempt, which fees shall be ap- 
plied to the payment of the expenses of making such 
inquiries,” 

That feature which required fees from the 
persons who were applying for appointments 
was dropped, and would not, of course, have 
met the approval of my friend from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. Ramsey, ] who made the inquiry the 
other evening as to what portion of this 
$50,000 was to be applied in paying the appli- 
cants for office who-came here to be examined. 

This circumstance led me to take an inter- 
est in watching the development of this sys- 
tem. I do not propose at this time to go into 
a general discussion of the merits of the sys- 
tem; but I have looked into it for the purpose 
of seeing if I can and reducing to as short a 
compass as possible what the actual com- 
plaint is, what the evil is that is to be reme- 

ied. 

Now, sir, let us look at the very narrow 
circle within which this appointing power is 
confined by the Constitution. I read simply 
that portion of it which regulates this subject: 
Article two, section two, provides that the 
President— 

“Shall nominate, and by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate shall appoint, embassadors, 
other publie ministers and consuls, judges of tho 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United 
States whose appointments are not otherwise herein 

rovided for, and which shall be established by law; 
bat the Congress may by law vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they think proper in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of Departments.” 

This contemplates the concurrence of the 
Senate in the appointment of diplomatic and 
consular officers, and of judges: whose tenure 
is for life, those of the Supreme Court. All 
other offices which Congress shall not when 
the office is created direct to be otherwise 
filled are also to be appointed by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. So that 
Congress has the absolute power of directing 
how all other officers shall be appointed, except 
diplomatic and consular officers, and the judges 
of the Supreme Court. 

In the report of the civil service commis- 
sioners—I believe that is their official designa- 
tion—we are informed that at present there 
are three thousand officers who are appointed 
by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate and fifty thousand who are otherwise ap- 
pointed. Does this give rise to a well-founded 
belief that the Congress is so avaricious of this 
appointing power that it holds on with death- 
like grasp to all that has been placed within 
its reach? The Constitution fixes thé mode 
of appointment of diplomatic and consular offi- 
cersand the judges of the Supreme Court only; 
and if you were to take up the Blue Book Ihave 
no doubt that these officers will not exceed 
in number three hundred; so that outside of 
these three hundred Congress has conferred 
upon the President, upon the courts, and upon 
the heads of Departments the absolute power 
over more than fifty thousand. 

Congress in conferring this power upon the 
President and heads of Departments has done 
exactly what is right. The Constitution con- 
templated not only that it should be vested in 
the executive officers, but also a division of 
powers among the judicial, the executive, and 
the legislative departments of the Government, 
and then independent action in each, The 
President is to execute, the legislative power 
is to enact, and the judiciary to expound the 
law; and it is proper that each should be 
independent in its sphere. 

What, then, is the complaint? The com- 
plaint is that the same department of the Gov- 
ernment which has delegated to the President 
and to the heads of the Departments all these 
appointments has, in violation of the proper 
balances of the Constitution, gone back to the 
Executive Departments and begged this patron- 
age from them, For, mark it, Congress could 
have required every officer not named in the 
Constitution to be confirmed by the Senate, 


and it would have been much easier for the 
members of the House of Representatives, if 
they had been avaricious of this power, to 
have controlled this patronage through the 
Senators from their States than by placing 
it absolutely in the hands of the Execative 
Departments. Bat they have placed it there, 
and now we have the complaint that they have 
become either so corrupt or so unfit for the 
discharge of their duties that they nominate 
to the President and to the heads of Depart- 
ments and demand the appointment of bad 
or unfit meñ. 

This being the evil, where are we to go for 
the remedy? In the very nature of things, 
the anomaly is presented that we are driven 
back for a remedy to the very power which is 
charged with having caused the evil. The mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives and the 
members of the Senate are charged with mak- 
ing improper appointments, with demanding 
from the Executive a surrender of his power 
for their benefit; and for the purpose of rem- 
edying that evil we are compelled to come 
back to the very source of the evil. 

This of itself would seem to reveal a defect 
in our Constitution; and if there be a wrong 
here, we are to inquire from whence does it 
flow ; why is it that this power is improperly 
‘exercised in the Government? The complaint 
amounts, then, to this, that the people them- 
selves have sent the wrong men to Congress 
and to the Senate. The whole power of reg- . 
ulating these appointments is in the House 
and Senate, except the few to which E have 
adverted. They have themselves regulated it, 
and it implies not only that the wrong men are 
in the House and in the Senate, but that the 
wrong men are also in the Executive Depart- 
ments, for if they hada proper sense of the 
duties aud responsibilities of their Depart- 
ments they would not permit executive duties 
to be wrested away from them by those who 
are charged only with legislative duties. But 
the evil does exist. There is no doubt of it. 
Whether it is to be traceable to Congress itself 
or to the people themselves, we are to look at 
it and ascertain what remedy there is for it. 
What is really the evil? 

I plead guilty to having surrendered, in a 
great degree, under the pressure of precedent 
and importunity, my idea of what were a Sen- 
ator’s duties upon this subject when I first took 
my place upon this floor. The first incongru- 
ity that struck me in reference to the existing 
system was this: I had been accustomed to 
look upon the discharge of the duties of a Sen- 
ator in confirming nominees to office as in 
some degree judicial; his advice and his con- 
sent were asked as to the fitness of a nominee 
to discharge the duties of the office for which 
he was nominated, and likening the discharge 
of that duty to judicial functions, it struck me 
that the judge who would permit himself to be 
consulted beforehand upon a case that was to 
be tried before him, was unfit for his station; 
and it naturally struck me that if I went to the 
President or to the head of a Department to 
advise him, before my advice was asked, as to 
who was the proper man to fll a foreign mis- 
sion or a judicial station, when that nominee 
came before me, I was in a very bad position 
to give advice to him or to my fellow-Senators 
when they came to me and asked me whether 
he ought or ought not to be confirmed, for, in 
effect, it was not the President’s nomination 
upon which I was sitting’ in judgment, but it 
was my own. 

This was not the only thing. I think every 
Senator here will agree, who has ever permitted 
himself to yield to that headlong torrent of pres- 
sure after office which swept us all away at the 
commencement of this Administration, who 
permitted himself to be taken to an executive 
department for the purpose of making arec- 


ommendation to office, thathe came away with 
a sense of humiliation. How-else could it be? 
We were intruding ourselves to give advice 
| before advice was asked, and if-the intrusion 
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was not resented, as perhaps it should have 
been, then one of two results followed: either 
the application was successful, or it was re- 
fused. If successful, did we not feel obliged? 
If refused, did we not feel resentful? And 
here comes in, Mr. President, the improper 
„influence of the Executive upon the legisla- 
tive department, and of the legislative upon 
the executive department. 

If an executive officer can so far yield the 
proper discharge of his duties as to appoint, 
at my solicitation and upon my knowledge 
only, a man to office, when he comes to me 
or sends his friend to me for the purpose of 
advocating a bill that is pending before Con- 
gress, may he not naturally consider it ungra- 
cious if I refuse to take his word as to the 
merits of his bill to as great a degree as he 
took mine as to the merits of the officeholder? 
We have all felt this, and many men have felt 
alike when their applications were refused, 
and when they were granted, that they would 
never submit to such a humiliation again. But 
the pressure came, and came from whence? 
Not because of the desire of Senators or of 
members of the House to contro! patronage, 
but from the clamorous demands of our own 
constituents for recognition. 

It is alleged that the men who come and 
demand this recognition are all unfit for office, 
and that none of them ought to be appointed. 
On that point Ienter my protest. There were 
doubtless hundreds of men who come here 
demanding office who are unfit for it; but it is 
my belief that unless we seek by our own con- 
duct as well as by our. words to disabuse the 
public mind-in this country of the idea that the 
mere entering into politics by any man is syu- 
onymous with defiling his character, we are 
not doing our duty as public men. The theory 
of our Government is that every citizen is in- 


telligent enough to understand every political . 


issue that is presented to him, and virtuous 
enough when he understands it to do what is 
right; and yet this clamor about. men who con- 
duct the interests of party being in all cases 
unfit for office gives rise to the idea that con- 
tact.with politics is of itself sufficient to destroy 
all private and consequently all publie virtue. 
It is a fallacy; and the public mind in this 
country must be educated up to the idea, not 
simply that it is not wrong to take an active 
part in politics, but that it is the duty of every 
good citizen to take such part, and if he has a 
good character it ought to be so good that he 
is not afraid to take it into politics with him. 

Look, Mr. President, at the consequences 
which have followed from this idea. I may 
illustrate it by pointing to the present condi- 
tion of two sections of our country. Whathas 
followed from it? Business men to a great 
extent in many communities, business men of 
all grades and descriptions, under the influ- 
ence of this sentiment, withdraw from active 
political life. How is itin New York? How 
is it in Philadelphia? How is it in most of 
our large cities? The men who control your 
commerce, who control your merchandise and 
your manufactures, and the large proprietors 
of land even in the thickly-settled States, all 
step back. When the primary election is held, 
the merchant or shopkeeper perhaps is sitting 
with his gown and slippers on, while the men 
around the corner, who he says have no char- 
acter, are holding the primary election, and 
putting up candidates for him to vote for; and 
then, when they are once nominated, he must 
incur one of two odiums, either of voting for 
a bad man or bolting the party ticket. Whatis 
the consequence? Tammany frauds in New 
York and the complaints that are coming up 
from all the other cities in regard to their bad 
municipal governments give the answer. Men 
who, by their intelligence and their wealth and 
their position and their interest in community, 
cught to take an interest in politics, refuse 
to do so, and they meet the consequences, and 
they learn the lesson that those who will not 
discharge their duties by taking their part iu 
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all the steps which make up self-government 
have in the end to bear and redress the conse- 
quences of bad government. 

Go to the southern States, and you see ex- 
actly the same thing resulting from an oppo- 
site cause. There the men who before the 
war owned the real estate and the slaves, who 
controlled public sentiment, were politicians. 
They filled the places in this Hall and in the 
other House. But when the rebellion was 
over, believing, or affecting to believe, as they 
did, that Congress was exercising unwarranted 
power over them, for that reason, and for 
other reasons which operated at that time, 
they did not take their part as they should 
have done where they were capacitated to do 
it in the public affairs of the southern States. 
They stepped back, and the consequence was 
that power drifted in too many instances into 
the hands either of the irresponsible men who 
had floated there for base purposes from the 
northern States, or into the hands of the un- 
educated negroes; and the consequences in 
some of the southern States, not in all, result- 
ing in large measure from that refusal to par- 
ticipate in politics, are the same, in a degree 
atleast, that ‘Tammany produced in New York. 

Now, sir, we must get rid of this idea that 
all men who take their part and do their 
duty in the affairs of Government by doing 
so lose their characters and become incapaci- 
tated to fill offices. 1 agree that the men 
who seek office habitually and persistently 
are in a large measure unfitted for it, and give 
evidence by the very clamor with which they 
seek it of their incapacity to discharge many 
of its duties. But the people should under- 
stand that it is largely through their own indif- 
ference and through their own neglect that 
these evils creep into the Government, and 
when they remedy this evil by their own activ- 
ity civil service reform will in a large meas- 
ure have done its work. If it be true thata 
member of Congress goes to the President or 
to the head of a Department and seeks the 
appointment of an unfit man, of a friend, 
simply because he has carried a primary elec- 
tion, or because he has been in a convention 
and voted for him, the remedy is for that 
constituency the next time to send a better 
man and one who will not do such things. If 
such men get into the Senate the remedy is 
with the constituency of the State to see to it 
that the next time they elect a Legislature 
they elect one that will not send such a Sena- 
tor, because, look at it as you may, this thing 
runs in a circle. The Constitution vests the 
power in Congress to regulate the mode of 
appointments to office with the exception of a 
very few. They have regulated it. But itis 
alleged that upon the President and heads of 
Departments these men exercise a Corrapt 
influence, and to remedy it you are forced to 
come back to the very men whom you charge 
with exercising that corrupt influence. , 

Now, sir, we have endeavored to prescribe 
aremedy. We have endeavored to authorize 
the President to lay down such rules as will 
enable him to exercise the power which we 
have conferred upon him. I intend to vote 
for the appropriation for this purpose. I in- 
tend to vote for it, if for no other reason, asa 
means of keeping this subject before the pub- 
lie mind. I have not, I confess, implicit faith 
in the idea that these rules are going to work 
out a reformation on this subject. I do not 
believe that to a large extent they will. Ihave 
no idea that the time will ever come when the 
people will give up the idea of local represent- 
ation in the Departments, aud of political recog- 
nition. Whatever we may say in looking back 
to the early days of the Republic, and how- 
ever much we may wish that we again. could 
have those halcyon days when honesty and 
capacity were the only tests for office, no man 
who understands the state of the political ther- 
mometer in these latter days can expect that 
political recognition will be driven out of the 
Departments. It cannot be. «| 


Why, I had an illustration of it a few. days. : 


as in any other portion of the State. : 
pened a few weeks ago that a very influential 
gentleman procured the. appointment: of: ‘a. 
Democrat to the position of storekeeper in'é 
still-house. That community had been. for 
civil service reform, and there was a position 
in which it was supposed, if any: one, there 
would be very little clamor about having ‘a 
Democrat. But there he was, and the factithat 
he was a Democrat brought to. me, for itisma 
Democratie district, more letters on-the sub- 
ject of that appointment as an outrage againat 
all propriety and all right than I received: 
about the assessor, the collector, the marshal, 
and the judge for the whole. western district, 
And what was the burden of the complaint? 
Why, here was a man appointed who. waa, in 
| the language of the letters—language I never: 
use—a copperhead, over men who had served 
the country inthe Army, to a position in a still- 
house. You cannot wipe it out, Mr.. Presi- 
dent. These political lines have been drawn 
across the hearts and the recollections of the 
| people in hues of blood, and you cannot wash 
them out in this generation, Local represent-. - 
ation in the Departments and political recog-, 
nition will continue in the appointments ' to 
office, and I hazard nothing in saying thatif - 
we could pass a civil service bill to-day which 
would keep these officers in position for life, 
if the not very probable event of a Democratic 
Administration coming into power should hap- 
pen, thirty days would not run after its inaugu- 
ration until the law would be wiped from’ the 
statute-book and the offices would be filled by 
men of the Democratie creed. We may make 
up our minds on that point. l 
But, sir, I wish to see the subject, as Ihave 
said, before the popular mind. I wish to see 
the public mind educated up to the idea that 
every man must take his part in politics and 
| that, the people themselves must be held re- 
i sponsible for bad men in office, I care .not 
whether it be in the seats of Senators and 


firmly fixed in the minds of the people, that 
they are to exercise their inherent right, that 
they may discard the men who seek office and ` 
select those whom they think most competent 
and send them here, we shall then be getting 
at civil service reform at the right end. We 
begin at the wrong end when we undertake to 
regulate it by rules here. All that is necessary 
here to cure the evil which is complained of is 
for every Senator and Representative to:say 
that he will neither sign a recommendation 
nor go to a Department, yet he cannot do that 
in all cases without refusing what is a matter 
of justice and what must. become necessary 
under these very civil service regulations. He 
ought to give the appointing power the benefit 
of his knowledge as to the character of the 
applicants when he has that knowledge, and it 
is asked of him. After these examining boards 
shall have examined an applicant and found 
him to be worthy, he may havea character 
which totally unfits him for that service. 

Į recall to mind an instance of an appoint- 
ment in the consular service of a gentleman 
who stands high in the community in which 
he lives, who brought here recommendations 
strong enough to have made him minister. to 
the court of St. James, and his nomination 
was actually sent into the Senate upon the 
belief on the part of the Department, on the 
part of the members of Congress from the 
region in which be lived, on the part of every- 
body, that he was an eminently fit appoint- 
mént to be made; and yet it turned out that 
this man, known only to a limited circle,. was 
badly ` afflicted with kleptomania; in- plain 
English, he had an uncontrollable propensity 


to stegl.. If you had a civil service board to 
examine such men you still have the right to 


ago, in the very heat and clamor: of this civil. © 
service reform, in a portion of my State where’: 
as much has been published and said aboutit = 
lt hap: 


Representatives, or in the minor departments: : ` 
of the Government; and when we get that idea 
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: call on. Senators and. Representatives, and it 


“<< awould be their duty to respond and give the 


: Departments the knowledge which they have 
of the character of the applicant. , 
=o e Lthink, then, that enforcing these rules will, 
af they are defective, be the best thing we can 
>. do-for the: purpose of verifying the wisdom of 
that statementof the President in his inaugural 
‘message, that the surest way to secure the repeal 
-oftan obnoxious law is rigidly to enforce it. 
- bet: them be rigidly enforced ; let the inutil- 
ity of this system, if it be inefficient, be dem- 
‘onstrated, and then let us not falter if the first 
plan fails, but go on to a thorough and reliable 
reform in. the civil service; perfect it will 
never be as long as we are in this world, we 
shall have to look to another Government for 
that; butI am willing to make this appropri- 
ation and fully test the experiment inaugurated 
to correct evils which we all agree exist. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, this appropri- 
ation of $50,000 for the use of the President 
of the United States to improve the civil ser- 
vice of the Government is asked for in pur- 
suance of a law which was passed a little over 
a year ago, and to that I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and then there will be no 
difficulty about. getting a vote, I apprehend. 
‘The last section of an appropriation bill passed 
Jast year reads as follows: 


“That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such rules and 
regulations for the admission of persons into the 
civil service of the United States as will best pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness 
of each candidate with respect to age, health, char- 
acter, knowledge, and ability forthe branch ofservico 
into which he seeks to enter; and, for this purpose, 
the President is authorized to employ suitable per- 


sons to conduct said inquiries, to prescribe their 

duties, and to establish regulations for the conduct 

of persons who may receive appointments in the 
” eivil service.” 


Last year to carry out the provisions of that 
law an appropriation of $10,000 was made. It 
is thought necessary to make a larger appro- 
© priation this year; or at least to put a larger 
“gam within the reach of the President, for the 
: purpose of carrying out this law in other por- 
tions of the country than that in the imme- 
diate neighborhood of the capital. 

» Now, this matter has been pretty thoroughly 
discussed by Senators, and L hope we shall at 
least obtain a vote upon it. There are only 
one or two other questions to be determined 
in connection with this bill, and then we shall 
be through with it. We are very anxious—not 
myself alone, but other Senators—that we shall 
get through with it to-night, and if there should 
bè- any further delay in the consideration of: 
this bill, [ again appeal to Senators to stand 
by the committee, and to remain in session 
until this bill can be disposed of. [‘* Vote!” 
“Vote!” ] Iam ready for a vote. The appeal 
to me for a vote is always very acceptable. 

‘Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, before the 
vote is taken, Idesire to say a few words in 
response.to the Senator from Illinois. i have 
just returned from the West. I came back in 
an excellent humor, and hoped to find the 
Senate going on with its business, and that 
the personal matter which had been involved 
in the discussion of the arms question had 
passed by; but to-day I find myself, I will not 
say rudely but somewhat bitterly assailed by 
the Senator from Illinois, and, as I think I can 
show, without any cause or just provocation. 

The Senator: says that in his speech to the 
Senate some two weeks and more ago made 
upon the resolution in regard to the sale of 
arms, a speech of some two hours and a half, 
in. which, however, he never referred to the 

sale of arms, but which wasentirely of a polit- 
ical character—he did not intend to impute 
anything to my motives or the causes of my 
political action. Without intending to contra- 
dict the Senator on that point, I must say that 
he was very unfortunate in his Janguage upon 
that. occasion, : 

The Senator came into that debate—I be- 

ievo-he had taken no part of it before; there 


scarcely had been a reference made io him in || 


the debate—and in an elaborate speech of more 
than two hours in length, which was directed 
almost entirely to myself, I thought he did 
impeach the motives of my political action and 
of those with whom I am accustomed to act on 
this floor, and I think those who heard that 
speech could understand it in but one way. 
The Senator began by a reference to myself, 
which I think is not sustained by the facts. He 
began by saying: j Lon 

“Chief among those who would subordinate the 
public welfare to party stands the Senator from 
Indiana, {Mr. Morron,} who, in the discussion of 
the resolution underconsideration, has devoted sev- 
eral hours in speeches made upon different days to 
party politics.” 

And then the Senator wént back to the time 
when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SUMNER] was removed from the chairman- 
ship of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
commented upon my course on that occasion, 
and imputed to me motives entirely of a parti- 
san character, wholly irrespective of the pub- 
lic welfare. I think he did me great injustice 
there. 

But, coming on further, the Senator put me 
in the position of opposing all investigations 
for frauds and crimes committed by officers of 
the Government, and used the following lan- 
guage: 

“And so, sir, when the country is reeking with cor- 
ruption, and an investigation is proposed to ascer- 
tain whether it exists among Government officials, 
we are mot with the ery of‘ party!’ ‘party !’ ‘party P 
and that is the speech heard from the Senator from 
Indiana in opposition to every inquiry.” 

No, sir, it is not in the memory of any Sen- 
ator, it is not recorded in the pages of the 
Globe, that I have opposed any inquiry or 
that I have resisted any inquiry by the ery of 
‘party.’ I did resist the proposition to 
appoint a joint committee of the two Houses 
to be appointed by the Presiding Officers ; and 
I gave my reasons, and I would do the same 
thing again; but I have shown that I am as 
free to vote investigations as the Senator from 
Illinois or any other Senator upon this floor, 
and I have voted for every investigation that 
has been proposed, and I shall continue to do 
so. I gave my reasons for voting against that 
committee, because I thought it would be from 
its organization an unfair committec, and 


because I thought under the circumstances we | 


should do gross injustice to the Administration 
to appoint a committee to hang upon it from 
that time to the election which, under the eti- 
quette of the two Houses, would in all prob- 
ability have a majority upon it of those who 
were unfriendly to the Administration. I will 
not go over all that ground again, but when 
the Senator charges me with opposing all 
inquiry by the ery of “party,” I appeal to the 
memory of every Senator upon this floor, I 
appeal to the Globe, as my vindication from 
that charge. There is no foundation for it. 


Bat, Mr. President, coming on down to the | saying on that subject, and I do not know at 


question of civil service, the Senator continu- 
ing with references to me, and taking occa- 
sion to criticise the conduct of no other Sena- 
tor on this floor in this speech, if I remember 
correctly, goes on to say: 

“The present civil service system is demoralizing 
to the heads of Departments and members of Con- 
gress. What more humiliating than to see the mem- 
bers of this body and of the other House dancing at- 
tendance in the ante-rooms of the Sccretarios, ask- 
ing to have appointed to office some favorite who 
had been active in the canvass in their behalf at 
some cross-roads, or among the members of the 
Legislature that returned them to this body ?” 

And then further on, and still addressing 
himself to me, he used the following lan- 
guage: ` 

“The Senator from Indiana, in his speech the 
other day, undertook to create the impression that 
I was opposed to civil service reform. Why, sir, I 


offered the very bill in this body which became a | 
law under which the civil service commission was | 


organized. I introduced bills here years ago in 
favor of a reform in the civil service, and especially 
to break up this running of members of Congress to 
the Departments begging for offices. In my judg- 
ment, there is nothing more disreputable or which 
interferes more with the proper discharge of public 
duty than this hanging around the skirts of power 
begging for offices for friends.” 


That this was an imputation upon me that I 
had been hanging upon the skirts of power, 
begging for offices for my friends, could not 
be denied, it seems to me, by anybody that 
heard it. - 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Was not that remark 
general as to members of both Houses ? 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator does speak 
in a general way ; but taking the whole con- 
text and the whole spirit of this speech, that 
it was intended for me I could have no doubt. 
I replied to it. I did not intend to east it up 
to the Senator from Illinois that he had done 
anything wrong in making recommendations 
for office. I do not consider it a wrong, I 
consider it the right of a man, whether he is a 
member of the Senate or a private citizen, to 
make recommendations for office. There is a 
duty resting upon him that be shall make good 
recommendations, or make none at all, and I 
consider that duty all the stronger as it rests 
upon a Senator or a member of the House. 
It is not a matter of shame to be denied; and 
so faras I am concerned, I am willing that 
every recommendation I have made shall be 
spread upon the Globe, that all may read. I 
consider that there is nothing wrong in it. 
But I took exception to the conduct of the 
Senator in this: that while casting imputations 
upon others for doing this thing, and saying 
that it degraded members of Congress, his 
conduct had not been consistent, that he had 
done the very thing he was charging upon his 
fellow-members on this floor, not only upon 
myself, but upon others. There is where the 
inconsistency comes in, and there is where the 
wrong comes in. i 

The other Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lo- 
GAN] the other day said when this matter came 
up that he supposed he had made two hundred 
recommendations, and he would make more 
if he was called upon ; he would recommend 
every decent man that asked him. I have acted 
somewhat upon the same principle ; I have no 
concealments on the subject; but if after hav- 
ing done this I should deny it and impute to 
others what I have done as a crime or as a 
political error, then I should hold myself amen- 
able to correction on this floor. In that con- 
nection, I said that I had understood that the 
Senator himself had made recommendations, 
and that I had seen a tabulated statement that 
he had made one hundred and three rec- 
ommendations for appointments during this 
Administration. 

I afterward had oceasion to say that that 
tabulated statement was not made out at my 
instance. That was the truth. I had only 
seen it on that very morning in the possession 
of a Senator on this floor. It had been shown 
to me, not with any view, I think, that I 
should use it, but it was shown to me in con- 
nection, with what the Senator himself was 


whose instance that statement was made out; 
but when the Senator had made the statement 
he did make, and I came to reply, I thought 
it nothing wrong to state what I had seen and 
what I had heard. If it was not true, it was 
for the Senator to deny it. Now I will read 
what took place in regard to that: 

“Mr. Morrox. ‘Never!’ What does he mean 
by "hanging on to the skirts of power?’ Hanging 
on to the Executive and asking him to appoint one’s 
friends. ‘That is what he means, and how long has 
it been sincehehas ceased to do that? Not more than 
fifteen months, I am advised, and I saw a statement 
which Tam told was made up from papers on file in 
the Departments, showing that during this Admin- 
istration, and between the time of Grant’s inaugu- 
ration and the time when this great change came 
over the Senator, he had made one hundred and 
three recommendations for office.” g 

If the Senator had done that, or anything 
approaching to it, it was perfectly legitimate 
for me to say so in that connection, and there 
was nothing personal about it. There was 
nothing that ought to be considered offensive 
for one moment. If it was untrue, he had a 
right to say so, and that would vindicate his 
consistency ; but if it was true, 1t was a proper 
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thing here to bring in in answer to the charges 
that the Senator had made against his fellow- 
members on this floor. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I will state to him that I have no means of knowing 
exactly how many recommendations I may have 
made for office; but I do not believe I have made a 
dozen in five years ”— 

The Senator has himself produced papers 
here that contain, I think, more than two 
dozen recommendations, as I shall have ocea- 
sion to show— 

“and I know it must be utterly untrue that I 
made any such number as the Senator states, and 
any such statement is not correct. I do not beiieve 
there are under the Government of the United 
States five persons in officeat my instance in five 


years.” 

The Senator was undoubtedly greatly at 
fault in his recollection on that subject, as his 
own papers show. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no means of 
knowing exactly; but I doubt whether there 
are five persons in office on my recommenda- 
tion. If the Senator looks at those papers 
he will see that the persons were recommended 
by others, and I indorsed papers signed by 
others. I have no reason to suppose that the 
appointments were at my instance when others 
indorsed them also. 

Mr. MORTON. I presume there are very 
few persons appointed who are indorsed by 
only one Senator. Applicants generally bring 
as many recommendations as they can get; 
and when | said I had seen a statement that 
the Senator had made one hundred and three 
recommendations, I did not mean to say that 


he had made these solely, that nobody else | 


had joined in the recommendations, for that 
very seldom occurs. A man who is applying 
for an appointment generally gets as much 
backing as he can; and the Senator is gen- 
erally the last person he applies to, and he 
expects that his recommendation will have 
more potency than all the others. But he 
gets recommendations often to secure the aid 
of the Senator. I think recommendations are 
brought to me as often to secure my aid as they 
are to influence the Departments, and perhaps 
oftener. And perhaps I have not madea single 
recommendation foran appointment during this 
administration in which 1 have not concurred 
with others; sometimes [ have united with 
two or three hundred; sometimes with half a 
dozen; but I think I have not made one in 
which I have not been sustained by somebody 
else. I did not mean to say that the Senator 
had made one hundred and three sole recom- 
mendations. He could not have so under- 


stood me. ; f 
That does not meet the point. I said: 
“Mr. Morton. Well, Mr. President, I shall 


make no issue of facts with the Senator; but I can 
only say, (and I am authorized to say this becau-e he 
has been making broad imputations on the motives 
of nearly everybody here)’— 

That was as I understood it at the time, and 
I think my fellow-Senators so understood it at 
the time— 


“that I am advised by those in whose veracity I ij 
have the utmost confidence, those who have the | 
means of knowing, that during this Administration | 


the Senator had made one hundred and three recom- 
mendations in writing for appointments, and I have 
heard it said, too, that A 

“ Mr. TrumeuLy, I should like to sce some evi- 


dence of that. I should like to see who it is that | 
I hope the Sena- | 


has recommended people to office, 
tor will offer a resolution and let us see the recom- 
mendations of persons to office by Senators.” 

‘The first suggestion of offering a resolution 
to find out how many recommendations had 
been. made was made by the Senator from 
Illinois. The Senator thought afterward on 
the Monday following, when the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Coxxtine] took him at his 
word, that it was a small business to find out 
how many recommendations a Senator had 
made. Now, I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the fact that he is the first Senator 
upon this floor, so far as I know, who sug- 
gested the propriety of a resolution upon that 
subject, and 1 think that when the Senator 


f 


| 


| from Indiana himself stated that a tabulated 


! the resolution amended 


from New York followed it on the next Mon- 
day, he was merely carrying out the idea of 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Had not the Senator 


statement had been made out of my recom- 
mendations before? _ 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I was not the first 
one. 

Mr. MORTON. I say the Senator is the 
first one who suggested the propriety of a res- 
olution, and I repeat that, and the Senator 
does not break the force of it by referring to 
what I had said before. I simply replied to 
that: 

“Mr. Morton. If the Senator will offer it, I will 
vote for it. 

`“ Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to see some evidence of 
this assertion. Isay this statement is not true. 

“Mr, Morton. Very well, I leave it just there. 
I give it as I have gotten it.” 

That was all there was on that subject at 
that time. Now, to follow this up a little, 
on the next Monday after that, if I remember 
correctly, the Senator from New York came 
in with a resolution to find out how many rec- 
ommendations had been made by the Senators 
from certain States therein named, one of 
which was the State of Illinois. The Senator 
from Illinois seemed to regard that resolution 
as offensive, undoubtedly forgetting that he 
had first suggested it himself, and in the course 
of that made some remarks which I under- 
stood he intended to apply to myself, although 
he did not say so. He said: 

‘Sir, I am entirely willing for the investigation, 
and I want it to go a little further. I want it to 
appear who the sneaks are that go around in the De- 
partments hunting after recommendations. I want 
so as to inquire at whose 
instance the Secretaries of the Departments have 
been engaged in making out tabular statements as 
to oneof the members of this body. I want to know 
who it was that called for the information. I want 


to know whether that tabular statement was made 
out in reference to all Senators or only in reference 


to one. 

* Now, Mr. President, Iam entirely willing that 
the resolution shall pass, and I trust that abuses and 
corruptions of the Government are not to be covered 
up by attacks upon those who seek to expose them, 
It is a matter of very little concern to the people of 
this country whether a Senator has recommended 
one or two thousand persons for office.” 

This was what the Senator said on Monday; 
it was a matter of very little importance 
whether a Senator had recommended one or 
two thousand persons for office. That would 
have come from me consistently, but coming 
from the Senator from Illinois it was very in- 
consistent with the fact that he had denounced 
Senators in bitter terms for this very thing 
only on the Friday before that speech was 
made. The Senator seems to have changed 
his views in regard to this question; it is a 
matter of very little importance, a thing not 
worth inquiring about whether a Senator has 
recommended one or two thousand persons 
for office. If I agreed with him upon that 
question, I might then ask him why talk about 
it; why impute to Senators bad motives; why 
talk about partisan purposes because we have 
made recommendations? He continues: 

“Tt is of great concern to the people of this coun- 
try whether improper men are put into office, dis- 
honest. and corrupt men, and whether men are 
placed there for personal, mercenary, and improper 
ends. Į want to see this resolution amended so as 
to inquire further. I want to know at whose in- 
stance the tabular statement referred to by the 
Senator from Indiana was procured. I want to 
know from the head of each Department. whether 
he has prepared such a tabulated statement in ref- 
erence to all the members of this body; and if pot, 
for what purpose it was prepared as to one of the 
members of the body. Let us have the whole of the 
facts; bring them out; and if anything is to be 
made out of it, let the Senator from New York and 
the Senator from Indiana who bring the matter 
here have the benefit of it. Butso far as I am con- 
cerned, I say to those Senators— 

“Lay on, Macduff, 
And damn’d be him that first cries, “Holid, enough,’’’ 
when the contest comes. Iam willing to meet all 
these attempts to shirk and cover up abuses of the 
Government by attacking those who come here to 
expose them.” : 


a 


The Senator falls into the error of suppos: || 


ing that he was attacked, forgetting that he a 


had made the attack and that he had first- z 


brought the subject before the Senate, not only. 
upon that occasion, but upon at least a dozen: 
others that are within my recollection. 
Then I come to what 1 said in reply. -E 
responded on the instant, and it may be that I 
responded somewhat in the spirit of the re- ; 
marks made by the Senator from Illinois. It* 
must be admitted that what he said was per- 
sonal enough. There could be no misunder- 
standing on that point, that he was personal 
in his remarks. But I beg to say in regard to 
this matter that I have no personal feeling 
whatever toward the Senator from Illinois. 
T did not speak from that stand-point at-all. I 
was replying to him, and if I went too far, it 
was because I followed him. I said: z 


“Mr. President, I will say to the Benator from 
Illinois that when [said on last Friday that I had 


i seen a tabulated statement giving the number 


of his recommendations, that statement was not 
made out at my request. I do not know at whose - 
request it was made out; but I had seen it, and I 
should not have referred to it except for the insin- 
uations he had made in his speech in regard to my- 


| self and others ‘hanging on to the skirts of power 


for mercenary purposes,’ and I have aright to de- 
nounce hypocrisy wherever I find it. If any man 
comes upon this floor and casts insinuations upon 
me that I am seeking for patronage, while he him- 
self has gone as far, has recommended in writing 
and verbally, has gone to the Executive and de- 
manded personally the appointment of relatives 
and friends, has been persistent, has been importan- 
ate,such a man bas no right to come upon this floor 
and cast imputations upon me, and I have a right 
without being criticised to cali his attention to what 
he has done himself.’’ : : 

Jn regard to what I refer to here, a personal 
solicitation or demand of the President, I had 
heard that the Senator—I am speaking frankly, 
and he has referred to this matter himself this 
afternoon—I had heard that he urgently urged 
upon the President the appointment of his 
brother-in-law, Dr. Jayne, as pension agent, 
which could only be accomplished by the re- 
moval of General Bloomfield, a wounded sol- 
dier against whom there was no charge. I 
had heard that repeatedly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
of the Senator from whom he heard it. 

Mr. MORTON. I had heard it, and I will 
ask the Senator now if he denies it. ey 

Mr. TRUMBULL.: I should like to: have 
the Senator’s information. : wh 

Mr. MORTON. Lask the Senato 
not true. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator has made: 
a statement and I call for the information on 
which he made it; I should like to know his 
authority. 

Mr. MORTON. | The Senator when he was 
on the floor referring to that matter did: not 


r if it is 


‘deny that he had personally urged upon ‘the 


President the appointment of Dr. Jayne, and I 
think he will not deny it now. I gave him the 
opportunity and will yield him the floor if he 
will deny it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will not 
be permitted to ask me questions to deny 
things. If he makes the assertion on his own 
authority, I will answer it very promptly: 

Mr. MORTON. I was not there; £ did not 
hear the personal demand for the appointment 
of Dr. Jayne. I stated that I had heard that 
he had made it, and I heard it from authority 
that I believed implicitly was to be relied upon; 
and now, if it is not true, the Senator can 
deny it. That is a short and easy thing for 
him to do, and it if very proper for him to do” 
it now. nae 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator sup- 
pose that he can come into this body, retailing 
what may be told him by irresponsible parties, 
and that I am to be put in the ‘position of ad- 
mitting or denying. If the Senator on his 
responsibility makes a statement that calls 
for an answer from me, ‘he will get it and very 
promptly. If he doesnot choose to take the 
responsibility of making the statement, let. him 
not shirk under the somebody who has said so. 
Let him state his authority for the statement 
he has made.” 
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‘Mr.. MORTON. Mr. President, tbe Sen- 
ator cannot avoid the propriety of his answer 
by saying that I must frst tell from whom I 
: heard this. J say I was not there; I presume 
nobody else was there when the demand was 
made; but I stated it as I had heard it; and 
as the Senator himself has personally referred 
to Dr. Jayne, I state that I believe that Sen- 
ator will not take the responsibility here or 
*élséwhere-of saying that he did not make that 
application to the President in person, and 
moore than: once, for the appointment of Dr. 
Jayne, which could only be accomplished by 
the removal of General Bloomfield. Under- 
Stand me, Mr. President, ÍI do not impute that 
to him as awrong. He has just as much right 
to apply for the appointment of his brother- 
in-law as he bas for the appointment of any 
other man, if his brother-in-law is competent, 
and I have no reason to suppose he is not com- 
petent. He has just as much right to apply for 
the appointment of his brother-in-law as to 
apply for the appointment of somebody else’s 
brother-in-law. The fault is not in the appli- 
cation; butif there is a fault itis after having 
‘made it to cast imputations upon others for 
having done the same thing; and that is all 
there is of it, That is the way I came to 
inake that reference. 

That, perhaps, is all that I need say upon 
that subject. I have read to you what the 
Senator said in response to me, that he had 
not, as he believed, made a dozen recom- 
mendations for appointments in five years, 
Now, the Senator has not said. here to-day 
that he has not made one hundred and three 
recommendations in the same form, but he 
attempts to break the force of that statement 
by saying that in many cases he had simply in- 
dorsed the character of others who had made 
recommendations. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator wishes 
me to make a statement on that point, 1 say 
simply that I never have made one hundred 


and three recommendations in any form. The 


“papers establish that, 

© Mr. MORTON. The Senator says one hun- 
dred and three. It may be only one hundred 
and two. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator is stick- 
ling about numbers, as he seems to be, I say 
to him distinctly that the papers do not show 
one hundred and three, or one hundred either, 

Mr. MORTON. It may be only ninety- 
nine. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not consider that 
it was a matter of great importance; but the 
Senator is dwelling on numbers. 

Mr. MORTON. I am not dwelling upon 
numbers except so far as the general aggre- 
gate is concerned. The Senator says he did 
not.make one hundred and three recommenda- 
tions, 1 say it may be only ninety-nine. He 
says he did not make one hundred; but will 
he say that he has not made from seventy to 
one hundred? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I say so. I 
have not made recommendations of any kind 
frora seventy to one hundred. It is no more 
a recommendation to refer a paper to a De- 
partment than it is to give a letter of introduc- 
tion to a gentleman. I do not recommend 
him for office. More than half of those are 
simply the references of papers. 

Mr. MORTON. Now the Senator is taking 
a little distinction as to what constitutes a 
recommendation. He seemed to take the 
distinction awhile ago thatif he recommended 
aman along with others that was no recom- 
;mendation. I think that distinction is not 
good. He now seems to think it is no recom- 
mendation unless he personally urges the 
appointment of a man; but I say to him that 
if he shall file a paper with the Secretary of 
State and say that John Brown, whose name 
is signed recommending the appointment of 
Johu Jones, is a good man, and that his rec- 
ommendation is entitled to credit, and ought 
to.be honored, that is his recommendation in 


broad common sense, and is so always under- 
stood. In looking over these papers [ see 
that the Senator has only brought papers here 
from two Departments. ‘There are papers that 
might come from them all. It is found that 
he has recommended and personally urged the 
appointment of the party himself, or that he 
has indorsed those who did recommend and 
say that their recommendations ought to be 
honored and that they are entitled to credit. 
Whenever I indorse a recommendation to 
the President, and say to him that the gentle- 
men whose names are signed to that paper 
are worthy of all credit, that they are good 
Republicans, and that their recommendation 
ought to be honored, I consider myself 
broadly, in all common sense, as having made 
a recommendation; and so does everybody 
else. What more could I say, especially in a 
case where I did not know personally the man 
who was recommended? 

I do not know how many there are here 
from the Post Office Department; but I think 
between thirty and forty from that Depart- 
ment; and I will call the attention of the 
Senator to some of these recommendations. 
I cannot read them all. Here is one for 
the appointment of a postmaster in Carroll- 
ton, Greene county, Illinois. Mr. TRUMBULL 
writes as follows to the Department: 

“So far as I am advised, the within represents the 
feelings and wishes of the people at Carrollton. 
The signers, many of them, are known to me as 
prominent Republicans.” 

This is one of the kind that I suppose he 
says is no recommendation. He says this 
appointment is according to the wish of the 
people of Carrollton, and that the persons 
whose names are signed are good Republicans. 
Now I want to call the attention of the Senate 
to the point that in this recommendation he 
recognizes political influence, be urges the 
appointment of this man because the persons 
recommending him are good Republicans. In 
his speeches upon civil service to-day and upon 
all other occasions he has denounced political 
influence ; he has said that these appointments 
ought not to be made because a man is of this 
politics or of the other; but the question is, is 
he honest, is he capable. But in this very first 
recominendation here he recognizes political 
influence and says the men recommending 
this man are good Republicans. 

I come down to Chicago, the most important 
post office in the State of INinois, and I invite 
the attention of the Senate to the Senator’s 
recommendation there. He writes, “I most 
cordially indorse and recommend the appoint- 
ment of Colonel Eastman.’ I suppose there 
is no doubt about that being a reeommenda- 
tion. No distinction can be taken by which 
the effect of that will be destroyed, and ifthere 
is any place in the world where a man ought 
to be appointed simply because he is compe- 
tent, without regard to politics, it is Chicago, 
Illinois. Tbe post office there is a-very large 
machine. ‘The Senator comes forward with a 
positive and very direct recommendation. 

Now I come to Duquoin, Perry county, Ii- 
nois, March 11, 1869. Mr. Trumsoun writes: 

“I am satisfied that the within represents the 
wishes of the people of Duquoin, and that Mr, Gass 
is a fit person for the place. I recommend his 
appointment.” 

I think comment upon that is hardly neces- 
sary. 

Then take Havana, Mason county, Illinois, 
March 8, 1869. Upon petition for reappoint- 
ment of O. C. Hastman, incumbent, Senator 
TRUMBULL writes as follows: 

. “The within is from reliable gentlemen, and I 
indorse their recommendation.” 

I suppose that is a recommendation. 

I come next to Litchfield, Montgomery 
county, Illinois, in which case the Senator 
writes : 

“Iam personally acquainted with Dr. Hood, and 


recommend his appointment. He is every way quali- 
fied and tit for the place.” 


Is there any objection to that as a recom- 
mendation ? 

Then coming down to Marshall, Clark coun- 
ty, Illinois, the Senator says: 

“Iam personally acquainted with several of the 
signers of the within, and know them to be promi- 
nentand reliable citizens of Marshall. I cheerfully 
indorse their recommendation, and trust the Post- 
master General may find it consistent with his sense 
of public duty to give Mr. Frost the appointment.’ 

Is that a recommendation? And I want to 
remark right here that when the Senator has 
made one recommendation, he has recognized 
the principle; and it makes no difference, so far 
as his example is concerned, whether he has 
made one or has made one thousand, when 
he makes one recommendation he recognizes 
the principle of it; and whether he has made 
one hundred or has made five hundred it is 
simply a question of degree, it is not a ques- 
tion of principle. The Senator has not only 
recognized the propriety of making recom- 
mendations, but, as I shall further show, of 
making them upon political grounds. 

Coming down to Pana, in Christian county, 
we find the Senator on the 8th of March, 1869, 
writing: 

I respectfully recommend Mr, Bird’s appoint- 
ment. 


If the Senator was to make an argument 
that nothing would be a recommendation 
unless the word ‘‘ recommend ”’ is contained 
in it, it would hardly be a sound argument. I 
call his attention io the fact that he uses the 
word ‘‘recommend’’ in all these which I 
have read. Then, again, he goes on to say in 
regard to this very thing, March 15, 1869; 

“Atthe time I indorsed Mr. Bird’s application 
for postmaster at Pana, Illinois, I had forgotten that 


Mr. Phillips was an applicant, and of my promise to 
indorse his application.” 


The Senator here recognized the propriety 
of making a promise, but he had got too many 
promises out in this case, or had recom- 
mended the appointment of Mr. Phillips and 
had forgotten.it, and subsequently signed the 
application of the other gentleman. Then he 
goes on to say: 

“Both are good mon, but so far as my indorse- 
ment is to have weight, Mr. Phillips is entitled to 
its benefit.” 

Why? Because he had first promised Mr. 
Phillips. Ido not think there was anything 
wrong in making the promise, and it was very 
easy to forget it; but the Senator places 
himself, it occurs to me, ina censurable posi- 
tion when he finds fault with others for doing 
just what he has done himself so repeatedly. 

I cannot read all, but I will read on a little 
while longer. We now come to Petersburg, 
Menard county, Illinois, in which case he 
writes; 


“I recommend the within to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Postmaster General.” 


The man was appointed, and I find that most 
of those were appointed that the Senator 
recommended. I forgot to notice that as I 
went on. I suppose that is a recommenda- 
tion. He does not say ‘I recommend this 
man to be appointed postmaster,” but only 
“I recommend the within to the favorable 
consideration of the Postmaster General.” I 
think that would be good as a recommenda- 
tion upon general demurrer. 

Now I come down to Pittsfield, Pike county, 
Illinois. Senators TRUMBULL and Yates write 
as follows: 

“We recommend Mrs. Louisa M. Gilmer for: 
postmaster at Pittsfield, Illinois. She is every way 
qualified and competent for the position, and we 
believe her appointment would be satisfactory to 
phos Interested. Pittsfield isin a Democratic dis- 

That gives the reason why the -Senator in- 
terfered. It is a Democratie district; it is 
not proper for the Democratic Representative 
to interfere in that case, and the business goes 
into the hands of the Senators. Therefore he 
recommends. Perhaps he does not consider 
this a recommendation because Senator Yates 
united with him! 

I come down now to Princeton, Bureau 
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county, Illinois, where upon a petition for the 
retention of the incumbent the Senator writes 
as follows: 

“Respectfully referred to the Postmaster General. 
The signers of the within are among the most 
prominent and influential Republicans of Prince- 
ton.” 

There is adistinct recognition of political 
influence. I suppose the Senator did not know 
this gentleman, personally, Mr. D. McDonald, 
but he knows that the men who recommended 
him are ‘‘ prominent. and influential Repub- 
licans.’? Will the Senator say that in all these 
recommendations he has not recognized the 
propriety of political influence, the very thing 
that he has imputed as a fault to other Sena- 
tors on this floor? 

Then I come down to Rushville, Schuyler 
county. I did not know there were so many 
places in Illinois. In this case Mr. Sweeney 
was the applicant and the Senator writes thus: 

“I recommend Mr. Sweency’s appointment.” 

I take it that is about as short and directa 
recommendation as could be made. 

In the case of the Vandalia, Fayette county 
(Illinois) post office, upon the letter of T. Ro- 
maine, recommending the appointment of J. 
N. McCord, the Senator writes as follows: 

“Mr. Romaine is one of the most efficient and 
reliable Republicans at Vandalia, and his recom- 
mendations deserve favorable consideration.” 

Again, upon another letter he says: 

“Vandalia is in a Democratie district. Mr, Ro- 
maine, the writer, is perhaps the most prominent 
and influential Republican residing at Vandalia. 
T should rely on his opinion more than that of any 
other person living there, and I do not hesitate to 
indorse his recommendation.” 

Here the Senator brings out in a very strong 
light his recognition of political influence. He 
indorses the recommendation of Mr. Romaine 
because Vandalia is a Democratic town; Mr. 
Romaine is an influential Republican, and he 
would rely upon his recommendation more 
than upon anybody else’s, and then says he 
indorses his recommendation. 

I now come to Westfield, Clark county, Illi- 
nois. Westtield is in a Democratic district. 

“Upon a letter of V.C. Robinson, recommending 
the retention of R. S. Briscoe, incumbent, Senator 
TRUMBULL writes as follows: ‘Westfield is in a 
Democratie district formerly represented by the 
writer, and unless there be reasons not stated by 
Mr. Robinson, I hope Mr. Briscoe will not be re- 
moved. The oflice is of very little importance,’ ” 

There is a recommendation for an officer 
not to be removed. I take it there is nota 
very great distinction in principle between rec- 
ommending the appointment of a new post- 
master or the retention of an old one when an 
attempt is made to bring about his removal. 

In the case of Theodore L. Holbrook, pro- 
moted to a third-class clerkship in the Post 
Office Department, May 16, 1869— 

“Senator TRuMBULL appears as one of the signers 
toa letter addressed to the Postmaster General in 
favor of Mr. Holbrook, which commences: *We 
desire to recommend to your favorable considera- 
tion Mr. 'T. L. Holbrook.’ Also, ‘ we believe he is 
capable of and deserving a better position.” 

This seems to be a sample, but I suppose 
it is not a recommendation because the Sen- 
ator unites with others in doing the same thing. 

Again, in the case of Joseph Gwin, appointed 
route agent September 27, 1870— 

“Senator TRUMBULL being asked by letter of Gen- 
eral Lippincott to assist in procuring the appoint- 
ment of route agent for Gwin, says: ‘General Lip- 
pincott, writer of the within, is the present auditor 
ofthe State of Illinois; was Doorkeeper of the House 
of Representatives of the Fortieth Congress, and isa 
gentleman whose recommendation deserves weight 
with the Department.’ ” 

These are from a single Department—the 
Post Office Department. I believe. the Sen- 
ator stated that there were twenty-six similar 
recommendations of about the same character 
as these Post: Office recommendations in the 
State Department. ` I think hedid not say how 
many there were in the Interior Department. 
There is a paper here containing some at least. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Twelve, 

Mr. MORTON.. Twenty-six in the State 


Department, and two, I think he said in the 
Department of Justice ; I do not know what 
he said in regard to the other Departments, 
but I think according to the Senator's own 
showing the number comes up to about a 
hundred. It may not be exactly a hundred 
and three or an even hundred, bat it is in that 
neighborhood, according to his own showing. 
These are the papers that he brought here 
himself that I am reading from. I find among 
those from the Treasury Department the fol- 
lowing: 

“James Newman appointed July 18, 1865. sur- 
veyor of customs, Alton, Illinois, under date of 


March 17, 1869, recommended for retention by W. 
C. Flagg, esq., and other citizens of Alton and in- 


dorsed by Senator TRUMBULL, as follows: ‘The sign- | 


ers of within are among the most prominent and 
influential of our friends in the locality, and I am 
satisfied there will be no cause for Mr. Newman’s 
removal,’ ” 

Here is a recommendation to retain Mr. 
Newman, based upon the ground that his 
recommendations come from our political 
friends. Again: 

“ Willis Lord writes Senator TRUMBULL, March 24, 
1869, recommending J. C. Grier for collector for the 
fifth district Illinois. Mr. T.indorses the recom- 
mendation as follows: * The inclosed is from Rev. 
Dr. Lord, and deserving of the highest considera- 
jon? ” 

Then again in regard to the appointment of 
James Fishback as assessor of the tenth dis- 
trict, the Senator indorsed the recommenda- 
tion as follows: 

“<The within recommendations are from leading 
and influential citizens and Republicans of the 
tenth district, and entitled to tavorable considera- 
ion, 

I call that a recommendation, and all of 
these. I never heard the distinction taken 
before. 

In regard to the appointment of Charles Ste- 
phani as assessor of the twelfth Minois dis- 
trict, he was recommended by ex-Governor 
Koerner, and the Senator forwarded the let- 
ter to Commissioner Pleasonton, with the fol- 
lowing indorsement, under date of June 10, 
1871—that seems to be pretty late: 

“You may rely on the statements of Governor 
Koerner as being entirely correct.” 

(Appointed.) 

Again: 

“ A. C. Matthews, collector ninth Illinois; under 


date of May 27, 1869, Senator TRUMBULL writes Com- 
missioner Delano as follows: ‘I am satisfied that 
Colonel A. C. Matthews is the choice of our friends 
for collector of internal revenue for the ninth dis- 


trict of Illinois, and that he ought to beappointed.’” 
‘That comes very near being a recommenda- 
tion. 
“He is a gentleman every way qualified for the 
position, served with credit in the Army, and bas the 
indorsementof Colonel A.C. Babcock, General Lip- 
pincott, and other leading citizens of the district, 
which is represented in Congress by Mr. McNwELY, 
a Democrat. I recommend Colonel Matthews’ ap- 
pointment.” 
In regard to the appointment of Thomas J. 
Kinney, under date of May 8, 1869, the Sena- 


| tor writes the President as follows: 


“Colonel A. C. Babcock having declined the ap- 
pointment of assessor for the ninth. a Democratic 
district of Illinois. and he and other friends having 
united in the recommendation of Colonel ThomasJ, 
Kinney for the place, I trust he may receive the 
appointment.” 

It will hardly be denied that that is a recom- 
mendation. i 

In regard to the appointment of W. H. 
Barlow for assessor of the eleventh district 
of Iilinois, on a letter addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury by Governor Palmer 
and others, the Senator makes the following 
indorsement : 

“The genilemen who have signed the within are 
prominent and influential friends of the Admin- 
istration, whose recommendations should receive 
favorable consideration, and I am not advised of 
any other applicant for the place.” 

The Senator thought then that the recom- 
mendation of the “ friends of the Adminis- 
tration” ought to receive consideration. F 
do not know whether he thinks so well now 
of the recommendation of the ‘friends of the 
Administration.” 


Here is a letter dated December 1, 1871: 


“T have been personally acquainted with General 
B. J. Sweet for several years. He is a gentleman 
of high character, of great executive ability, and-of 
capacity equal to any position to which he would 


aspire,” a 
That I think is about the strongest recom- 

mendation he has made. _Ishould consider that 

in the light of a very strong recommendation. 

But, sir, enough on this subject. From the 
papers presented by the Senator himself from 
two Departments only, from the Treasury and 
Post Office Departments, it appears very clearly 
that the Senator was mistaken when he said 
he had not made a dozen recommendations 
for five years and that not five persons were in 
office upon his recommendation. He admits 
that he made twenty-six to the State Depart- 
ment and twelve to the Interior Department: 
: I do not know how many to the Treasury 
Department; but here is a large number; Í 
have not read the half of them. There must 
be twenty or thirty in the Treasury. Thin 
there are thirty-odd in the Post Office, twenty- 
six in the State Department, twelve in the Inte- 
rior Department, two in the Department: of 
Justice, and I know not how manyin the War 
Department or the Navy Department. I there- 
fore submit that the Senator himself has sub- 
stantially sustained the statement that was 
made upon the floor of the Senate the other 

ay. S 
I can only say in conclusion that I never 
should have referred to this subject again but 
for what the Senator himself said to-day, and 
I never should have referred to it in the first 
instance but for what I regarded asa personal 
attack made some two weeks ago by the Sen- 
ator, on the occasion of a resolution offered 
by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COLE. I rise only to express the hope 
that we shall reach a vote. I hope Senators . 
will not indulge in making these political 
speeches, as they are supposed to be, although 
their character as such 1 can hardly see, but 
will allow us to take a vote on this bill. | It 
has been before us for a long time, and I 
really hope we may not be delayed in the final 
disposition of it any longer. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Seni 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morron] has ‘again’ ' 
occupied very considerable time in an éffort. ` 
to place me personally in à position that he 
thinks, I suppose, would be one of disadvan: 
tage. Admitting the propriety of everything 
that has been done, he at the same time takes 
up time to read these papers, and states that 
I have had reference to the Republican party 
in these appointments. I suppose I need’ not 
tell the Senator from Indiana or. the country 
that appointments aré made, and have been, 
from political considerations ; that that is the- 
general rule. Do we not all know that? And 
because I desire to make a reform and correc- 
tion of the abuses of the Government, is itany 
reason why it should not take place because I, 
in common with others, have favored the ap- 
pointment of Republicans to ofice? Undoubt- 
edly I did, and I never said anything to the 
contrary. 

The objection that I make is that a man 
should not be appointed simply because he 
is a Republican. If he is a competent and 
qualified man for the office. I think a Repub- 
lican Administration would be more likely to 
appoint him than they would a Democrat. 
What I object to is, not that Republicans have 
been appointed to office, but that a man is 
appointed simply because he is a Republican. 
If he is a qualified man, and a ‘competent 
person for the office, it has been the practice 
to appoint a person friendly to. the Adminis- 
tration in power. That is the general rule, 
undoubtedly ; but the abuse of it is when yoa 
appoint a man because: of his agreeing with. 
the party in power’ without reference to his 
qualifications, or for party reasons outside of- 
his political opinions. eee 

It will: be observed that most of the papers - 
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“which the Senator has had réad refer to in- 
dorsements which were made three years ago, 


-4 about the time thatthe present Administration 
~; came into: power, 


I dö not agree with the 

< Senator from Indiana that it is a recommenda- 
{ion of a man to office when his papers are 

_réferredtoa Department. A Senator or mem- 

“bex can do no less than that. Ifa petition 
came to me in favor of the. appointment of a 

; person to a post office, whether 1 was favorable 
to the person or against him, I would refer 
those papers to the Department. I do the 
same. thing in reference to a pension case; I 
do the same in reference to anything that may 
come to my. hands relating to business in any 
of the Departments. It is my practice to 
indorse upon the backs, ‘‘ respectfully referred 
to the proper Department,” or, ‘allow me to 
call the attention of the Secretary of State to 
the within ;”? but I never supposed that I was 
to. be regarded as recommending that claim for 
payment, or as recommending that pension to 
be allowed. I supposed it was a proper duty 
to perform to a constituent, and without any 
examination or knowledge as to the correct- 
ness of his claim, I hold that it is proper to 
refer it to the Department, However others 
may understand it, I never understood it as 
carrying with it a recommendation at all upon 
my part. Those things must be understood 
according to the intention of the persons who 
make the indorsements. The Senator from 

_Tndiana may have considered them as recom- 
mendations. I never did, 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator will allow 
me, such a reference as he speaks of I would 
not consider a recommendation; but I have 
read none of that kind. 

: Mr. TRUMBULL. There are several of 
that character, simple references. The Sena- 
tor of course selected those which he wanted 
to read, Nor do I consider it a recommend- 

“ation of a party for an office if I indorse his 

` character, not in reference to any office. The 
Senator has read a paper within a few min- 
utes, not addressed to any Department, and 
which was given to the gentleman at the time 
with the distinct understanding of a refusal on 
my. part to recommend him to any ofice. 
Where | know persons, and they apply to me 
for letters vouching for their character and 
standing in the community, I never refuse to 
give a statement of that kind. But because E 
do that, that is not hanging about the Depart- 
ments. 

Now, what is the point of controversy? Did 
anybody ever complaim of the reference of 
papers to the Departments? Have L made 
any complaint of that as an abuse of the civil 
service? The complaint which I have made 
is: that members of Congress--not all mem- 
bers but some, as is testified to by Mr. Cox— 

haunting,the Departments, press the appoint- 
ment of persons who are not qualified, asking 
it.as.a favor to them, and that they even write 
recommendations of that kind when they have 
written other papers asking that the recom- 
mendation be not regarded. 

The Senator dwelt at some length upon the 
paper.in reference to the post office at Pana, 
where a second note was written by me. 
There were two sets of petitions. One of 
the applicants had spoken to me about his 
papers, and I had said that I would indorse 
them, The other party came before I had 
done so, and I had forgotten the previous 
promise, both being good men, and I indorsed 
his papers. Then, on being reminded of my 
first promise, I wrote a uote stating the fact, 
and stating also that they were both good men. 
Ido not think there was any impropriety in 
that one way or the other. 

‘Then. the Senator comes into. the Senate 
with another matter and undertakes to detail 
conversations between the President of the 
United States and myself. I should like to 
know, and I pressed the Senator to find out, 

“if he comes into this body to detail conver- 


sations had with the President, and if the 
Senator is authorized here to state what con- 
versations take place with the President of 
the United States, and if he has been to the 
President of the United States making inqui- 
ries as to what I have said to him or not 
said to him. I do not think it proper to reply 
to the questions of irresponsible persons. If 
the Senator from Indiana will make the state- 
ment on his own responsibility, or if he will 
make it on the responsibility of the President 
of the United States, if he thinks proper to 
come here and make a statement from him, I 
shall be prepared to answer it. It then will 
have .a responsible source; but I certainly 
shall not allow the Senator from Indiana to 
ask me in reference to reports that he will 
neither vouch for himself nor give the author- 
ity for. 

The Senator says that one recommendation 
recognizes the principle. Ihave never said that 
I never recommended anybody for office; but 
I think it is a system that ought to be broken 
up. Ido not know but I do wrong to abstain 
from recommending as much as Ido. While 
the system obtains, is it inconsistent in me to 
advocate a change of the system and yet con- 
form to it while it prevails? Ihave not done 
so to any considerable extent. More than a 
year and a halt ago, one of the letters read 
here shows that Í wrote to the Department 
that I never asked the appointment of any 
person as a personal favor. The mostof these 
papers, nearly all of them, relate to transac- 
tions that occurred about three years ago. 

But is there any such inconsistency as the 
Senator from Indiana seeks to fasten upon 
me in my conforming to the practice while it 
prevails? Suppose [ did, until we can legis- 
late and get a better one, or until the Presi- 
dent will adopt a better one, am I to stand off? 
Although I have generally done so, I am not 
sure that there would be any inconsistency at 
all in taking as much part as the Senator from 
Indiana does in appointments to office; and 
it is pretty notorious I think, without going 
into the Departments to inquire—and [ will 
state that I have made no inquiries as to his 
course; { have made no inquiry as to. how 
many men he has hud appointed- 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator will allow 
me, he imputes to me the use of large 
patronage. — 

Mr, TRUMBULL. 
inquiry on the subject. 

Mr. MORTON. I think I can makea state- 
ment which will be borne out by the records, 
that the number of men appointed to Federal 
oflices from the State of Illinois as compared 
with the number appointed from Indiana, 
according to the relative population of the 
two States, is at least one half greater from 
Illinois than from Indiana. I have done very 
little of this business. I do not know how 
many recommendations I have made; bat at 
the same time I have no concealment about 
the matter. I do not think itis any disgrace ; 
I do not think there is anything wrong about 
it. I would just as soon admit that there were 
three hundred as fifty, if that were the fact; 
but I think it will turn out that the Senator 
from ]llinois has made as many as I have. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: Well, Mr. President, 
as I have said once or twice before, I think it 
isa very small business to be engaged in. I 
have not undertaken to ascertain andam not 
prepared to say how many appointments the 
Senator from Indiana has had made, but the 
country understands pretty well in reference 
tohim and myself both, probably, in regard to 
appointments. A 

The Senator said that he had returns from 
but two of the Departments. I- bave the 
others here if he wants to read them. I 
thought it would take up too much time. 
There is one from the War Department, where 
my name is mentioned in connection with two 
recommendations. 


I said I had made no 


Mr. MORTON. The Senator did not furnish 
me any papers except from two Departments. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then there are two at 
the Department of Justice; in the Navy De- 
partment one. I think I stated in reference 
to all of them. I did not take up the time of 
the Senate in reading all these papers, and [ 
confess I owe an apology to the Senate for 
reading any of them. 1 only brought them 
here in consequence of the statement made 
by the Senator from Indiana in reference to 
myself personally. I called for those papers, 
being satished that it was a mistake when the 
Senator, in connection with recommendations 
to office and importunities, left the impression 
that I had made importunities in one hundred 
and three cases. I knew it must be a mistake, 
and I therefore called for the papers them- 
selves, and on getting them [ found it to bea 
mistake. It is not even true as to the number, 
thatmy name appears in connection with that 
number in any shape; and it is only true as to 
very few that there are any recommendations 
made. However the Senator from Indiana 
may consider it, and I do not wish to go into 
a discussion of that subject, it was not consid- 
cred by me as a recommendation to oflice 
when I referred papers to the Department or 
when | indorsed the character of the persons 
who made the recommendations. I did not 
suppose that that was a recommendation of 
the individual himself, and it certainly does 
not come at all within that category of which 
we are complaining. 

Now, what is the complaint? The com- 
plaint is that members of Congress lose their 
independence by asking appointments as per- 
soual favors to them, which are granted by the 
Departwents, and that they get incompetent 
persous into office; that the Departments are 
occupied in hearing these applications, that 
their time is taken up, and the public service 
suffers, Have those cases any application at 
all to the reference of papers asking the ap- 
pointment of postmasters? Do they come at 
all within the category of the complaint which 
I have been making against the manner in 
which the civil service is carried on? Why, 
sir, itis another matter entirely, But in order 
to correct what is au abuse in regard to appoint- 
ments, | think it would be better to cut off the 
whole system, so that we should have nothing 
to do with the papers in any shape. 

The Senator says that in several of these 
papers, in the indorsement I have stated that 
tbey are in reference to local offices in Demo- 
cratic districts. Does not the Senator know 
that the practice obtains of appointing Repub- 
licans in those districts? Would it have doue 
any good for me to recommend Democrats for 
ofice? Is thatthe understanding? It is not 
the understanding; it is not the usage of the 
Government. If you can find persons who are 
in harmony with the Administration, the usage 
and the custom is to give them the appoint- 
ments where they are competent and qualified. 
That has been so all the time, and E have acted 
and conformed to that usage. But that does 
not reach the subject of the complaint, as I 
have already said. 

I do not wish to prolong this matter, which 
is of entirely a personal character, raised by 
the Senator from Indiana upon me. I may 
conclude by stating that there are I think about 
sixty thousand civil offices in this Govern- 
ment; there are more than two thousand in 
the State of Ilinois; aid in reference to all 
of them for more than three years, neither by 
reference or otherwise does my name appear to 
the extent of one hundred even, and in refer- 
ence to recommendations it is not a fourth of 
that.. I do not think there is one single case 
in all these papers where I have made or exer- 
cised any personal influence in obtaining the 
appointment. I do not believe there is one 
case of them all where ‘he appointee owes his 
appointment to any personal influence of mine, 
unless it should be in the indorsement of other 
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parties where the Departments became satis- 
fied from what I had said in reference to them 
that they were persons to be trusted and upon 
whom they could rely. i 

It will appear from this statement that I 
have had very little to do comparatively with 
appointments for several years. I have been 
here, as is known to you; sir, for many years, 
and when I come to answer this personal 
attack which has been made upon me, it turns 
out that my name has appeared in compara- 
tively few cases, and those unimportant. Do 
you see how unimportant these cases are? 
Little post offices, some collectorships and 
assessorships. Is there onc office of any im- 
portancein them with which my name appears? 
hey are comparatively insignificant offices, 
and mostly merely the references of papers, 
to give the Departments the benefit of such 
information'as | happened to have in regard 
to the appointment which was sought. 

The Senator says they were generally 
appointed. I have not counted them over to 
see whether they were generally appointed or 
not. I had no personal interest in them 
beyond serving the public good, and prob- 
ably never knew in most of the cases whether 
the persons were appointed or not. I gave 
such information as I possessed, acting upon 
the usage which has obtained, and I have 
given that sparingly. 

Now, sir, as far as I am concerned, I am 
willing to leave this matter. I hope that I 
may not have occasion again to call from the 
Department in reference to myself papers for 
the purpose of setting right an impression 
which the remarks of any Senator may make 
in regard to my action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. Let us get through 
with this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on. the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. ANTHONY called for the yeas. and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, of Maryland, 
Hamilton, of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Spencer, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton, and Vickers—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michgan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, 
Keliogg, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Trumbull, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—3l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fon- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill, 
of Vermont, Patterson, Pool, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, and Tipton—20. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 


recurs on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole in regard to the 
civil service. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On that question I cali 
for the yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. RICE. On thisquestion I am paired 
with the Senator from New York, [Mr. Fey- 
ton.} Ifhe were here he would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 
and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SCOTT. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Car- 
PENTER.} If he were here he would vote 
against this amendment, and I should vote 
for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis. of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Johuston, Kellogg, Kelly, Mor- 


rill of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Pratt, Schurz, 
Sherman, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wilson—25. 


NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Chandler, Clayton, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Spencer, Sprague, West, 
Windom, and Wright—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Conkling, Cra- 
gin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Patter- 
son, Pool, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Scott, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thar- 
man, and Tipton—27. x 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. COLE. An amendment was proposed 
on page 32 of the bill, after line seven hun- 
dred and seventy-nine, which I now desire to 


renew. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. which 
was to insert after line seven hundred and 
seventy-nine, on page 32, the folllowing: 

Office of depositary at Tucson, Arizona: 

For depositary, (in addition to his pay as post- 
master,) $1,500. 

Mr. COLE. I have a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury on this subject, 
which I do not think it worth while to read 
now, unless it is called for by some Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. On reading the letter 


from the Secretary, I think the amendment ! 


‘is right, although I opposed it the other day. 
I hope we shall adopt it now. 
Mr. HILL. We cannot finish this bill to- 


night. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Several Senators. No, no; let us finish 
the bill. 


Mr. COLE. I think we can finish the bill 
in a few minutes now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Georgia will withdraw that motion. Let us 
pass one bill at this session and have done 
with it. 

Mr. HILL. How long will it take? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know. If the 
Senator does not wish to stay, I hope he will 
let the rest of us stay and finish it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Georgia withdraw the motion? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HOWE. I should like to hear tbat 
letter read from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COLE. I think my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Sawyer] has the letter at this 
moment; I do not find it on my file. . I will 
pass the amendment over for a moment, if the 
Senator desires it. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to know if the Secre- 
tary recommends this appropriation ? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir; he does. 

Mr. HOWE. Can the Senator state upon 
what. grounds the recommendation is made? 

Mr. COLE. On the ground that the depos- 
itary, who is the postmaster at that place, has 
to give bonds in the sum of $200,000, and is 
constantly charged with the possession of from 
seventy-five to one hundred thousand dollars 
of the public money, for which, unless this 
amendment is passed, he will get no corapen- 
sation, and there are no banks or other exist- 
ing depositories except the post office at this 
place. - I have one recommendation here, but 
since this was written I have received another 
from the Secretary. This one is as follows: 

“T also desire that the sum of $1,500 be appropri- 
ated for salary for the depositary at Tucson, Ari- 
zona, in addition to his pay as postmaster, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis 
on the amendment offered by the Seuator from 
California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. On page 15 there wasan amend- 
ment reserved at the request of the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy,] relating to 
printing the laws in the newspapers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thisisan amend- 
ment that was discussed at some length in 
Committee of the Whole, and then reserved 
in consequence of the committee being thin, 
so that a-vote might be taken upon it in the 
Senate. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert on page 15, line-three hundred > 
and forty-four, after. the word “dollars,” the 
words ‘and all laws requiring the publication.. 


of the laws-and treaties in the newspapers’ are, © 


LRA 


hereby repealed. Pae 
Mr. MORTON. Ihopé that amendment will > 
not pass. : Chas 
Mr. COLE. I am willing to have a vote - 
upon it without debate. a E 
The VICE PRESIDENT. An agreement 
was made in committee that a vote should be 
had in the Senate on this amendment. hefore 
the passage of the bill. It is now pending. 
Mr. POMEROY. There are two objections 
to this amendment. The first is thatthe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have undertaken in 
an appropriation bill to repeal a law, which is. - 
bad legislation ofitself. The committee gener: 
ally resist all such amendments of their own 
motion. It is certainly a singular place to find 
the repeal of a statute, in an appropriation 
bill. Itis a vicious way of repealing laws, in 
the first place, to put that repeal in an appro- 
priation bill; and this is proposed now from 
the Committee on Appropriations for the first 
time. hardly ever knew before of a recom- 
mendation from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to repeal an existing statute in an appro- 
priation bill. I have seen the committee 
resist measures of that kind very successfully, 
But to come to the merits of the question 


itself, I want to know why it is that we resist: 


the publication of the laws in the States? It 
was stated the other day that there are other. . 
means by which the people can know the laws, 
that they are in volumes, that they are in libra- 
ries, that lawyers have them; but that is not 
furnishing them to the people. You require 
the people of this country to know the laws. . 
It is a presumption that they do know them. 
Every criminal goes into court with a sup 
posed knowledge of the law. From time im- 
memorial we have had a system in this country 
that has put a knowledge of the laws within 
the reach of the people by providing that they 
should be published in every State. Now, for 
the first time in the history of this country, at 
least for a great many years, the Committee 


on Appropriations propose to repeal the lawy: i; 
and thereby take away from the people a: 


knowledge of the law. I object. to that.) I 

objected to it in Committee of the Whole. 
The Senator from California waived: a’ vote 

then; I thought he gave it up; but now he has: 
renewed it again and insists that we shall vote 

now, as we have come into the Senate, on an 

amendment which was not concurred in and 

did not meet the approval of the Senate when 

it was in Committee of the Whole. | : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the 
Senator inform us what will be the probable 
cost of this publication? 

Mr. POMEROY. The chairman of the 
committee stated what it was the other day.. I 
do not remember-the precise cost. at 

Mr. COLE. I will state it when you are 
through. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it was somewhere 
between sixty and seventy thousand dollars, 
but I am not certain as to the cost. I only 
know that the publication of the laws in the 
newspapers is a very cheap way of publishing 
them. Our papers generally do not seek their 
publication. The Government do’ not pay 
enough to make it any great object. They 
merely pay enough for setting up the typeand 
for the paper. But the people value this pub- 
lication. There are several newspapersin my” 


| own State that publish the laws for-no purpose 


that I know of except to have it said that they 
publish the laws, aud therefore the people. 
subscribe for their papers; and-they: get. a 
better circulation. It is one of the cards they 
use to obtain circulation, that they publish the 
laws of Congress; and the people who want to 
know what new laws are passed take those 
papers. Ifwewère to rely upon.our statutes 


“necessary to carry out existing laws. 
-the very object of the Committee on Appro- 
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t6-know what laws are passed, it would take 
atleast six months. and sometimes a year 
before we should get the laws in a convenient 
form. 

«Phen again, it is only the general laws that 
there is any provision for having published now 
inthe: newspapers.. Last year we settled this 
Matter in committee that we would not publish 
the special acts, those that were merely of a 


_: private nature, but would publish such as were 
of general application, that everybody wants 


to: know about, and we have provided that they 
shall be. published. : 

Now the Committee on Appropriations come 
inon an appropriation bill and propose to re- 
peal that law and get rid of the appropriation. 
Lhe fact is, there is no appropriation in the 
bill, and they thought they would dodge the 
question of appropriation by repealing the 
aw, ; 

» The Senator from California comes in and 
says,‘ If you do not repeal the law you will 
have.to make an appropriation.” Of course ; 
and so we shall have to make an appropria- 
tion. to carry out every other existing law. It 
isthe duty of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: to report those appropriations that are 
That is 


priations. . They are to see that what is re- 
quired by the law is put into the appropriation 
bills... Now the committee come in, and with- 
out. making any appropriation on this subject, 
simply propose to repeal the law. 

 Lsubmit to the Senate, without at this late 
hour going into the subject in detail as we did 
in Committee of the Whole, that this is a 
vicious way. to legislate; that the thing in 
itself is a wrong thing to do. We ought. to 


.. ‘publish the laws; the people ought to have 
them; and we ought to pay for the publica- 


tion. the reasonable price we have been in 


the habit of paying. 


g 
» Mr. COLD: Tho Senator from Kansas is 


surprised that this matter should have been 
“brought up again. 


He remembers distinetly, 
Dhave no doubt, that there was an agreement 


when we were in Committee of the Whole 


- lic, ia my judgment. 
. these statutes ; that is, thè masses of the peo- 


that this amendment should be reserved, and 
that we. should take a vote upon it as a new 
proposition when the bill should be reported 
to the Senate, and that is what we are doing 
now, ‘Lhe Senator certainly, therefore, has 


no ground of surprise or complaint that we 


ave asked.to take a vote upon it. 
» One word further. : Inquiry has been made 


~as:to. how much appropriation will be required 


if this amendment is not adopted. I have in 
my hands a letter signed by the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Fish, to the effect that it will be 
necessary to. make an appropriation of $72,000 
to pay for these publications if the amendment 
now proposed is not adopted. The House, it 


~Beems, neglected to put on the amendment 


that: is now: proposed, it being their intention 
not to make the appropriation, but to repeal 
the law so far as it required the appropriation, 
and I have been applied to by members of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House to-put it on here, they stating that it 
was an inadvertence on their part thatit was 
not incorporated in the bill before it was sent 
here.» I-hope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I only desire to say one 
word. This appropriation for the publication 
of the laws in newspapers is a mere pension to 
sickly newspapers. That is all it amounts to. 
The publication is of no sort of use to the pub- 
The people do not read 


ple. : They do not affect the general interests 
of the masses of the people, and the little that 
is read out in Kansas relates to some Indian 
tribe: or something there, and is published in 
their newspapers there and telegraphed long 
before they get. the official report of it. Be- 
sides, we publish a large edition of these laws 


- Sud distribute them. all over the country every. 


session. I repeat, this is a mere pension to 
certain sickly newspapers that cannot live 
without it. I hope the Senate will adopt the 
amendment, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to say but a 
word. - I shall not detain the Senate. It is 
no nse fighting against the general judgment 
of the Senate. My opinion is that there is 
no money the Government spends that is more 
completely thrown away than this for printing 
the general laws in the newspapers. All the 
laws that are of any sort of public interest are 
not only published in the newspapers when 
they are passed, but the progress of the laws 
is kept before the people in the newspapers. 
The people through their newspapers know 
when the law is introduced, when itis amended, 
and what is done with it, and how it is disposed 


of. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is more than the 
Senate know; Senators themselves do not know 
that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [think the man of my 
acquaintance who. knows the most of the pro- 
ceedings of this body lives on Block Island, 
where there is mail communication but once a 
week ; and he is the only man I know of that 
reads the Globe. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POMEROY. Where is Block Island ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is an island; so it 
cannot be in Kansas. [Laughter.] Itis true 
we do not get very well posted in regard to all 
of the laws, but the people who care anything 
about them have the information in their tele- 
graphic reports every morning. I am not 
going to waste the time of the Senate in dis- 
cussing this subject. I have given my opinion 
upon it whenever it has been before the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table, 

Mr. MORTON. Task the Senator to with- 
draw that motion fora moment. 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON.: The argument against the 
publication of the laws I think would be a 
pretty good argument against newspapers alto- 
gether. Ít would be better if the laws could 
be published in all the newspapers, and thus 
placed before the great body of the people, 
but that is impossible. Then it is better to 
publish them in two newspapers than to pub- 
lish them in none. It affords the people of a 
State the means of getting the laws if they 
have the curiosity to do so by sending to the 
newspaper offices and getting any particular 
law they want. In that way there is a general 
knowledge of the laws diffused, which would 
not be the case if they were sent out only by 
bound volumes from here as they are called for. 
If you dispense with the publication of the 
laws in the newspapers, then the publication 
in bound volumes for distribution ought to be 
greatly increased ; so that there will be very 
little saving in expense, 

There was a certain lawgiver of antiquity 
who became infamous in all history because 
he had the laws engraved upon tablets and 
placed so high that the people could not read 
them. ‘They were bound by the laws, but had 
no opportunity of seeing what they were. 

Mr. COLE. Those were the laws of one 
of the most infamous of the Roman emperors, 
not the benign laws of the United States. 

Mr. MORTON. I take it the objection to 
the system of that infamous Roman emperor 
is good everywhere and in regard to all laws. 
It seems to me the publication in two news- 
papers in a State is a small enough publication 
of the laws. Ithink the cost of the publica- 
tion is not very important compared with the 
importance of giving the people some means 
of knowing what the laws are. I shall vote 
against this amendment. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I renew. my motion to 
lay the amendment.on the table. 

Mr. CASSERLY. On that motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Cor- 
bett, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Harlan, Hitehcock, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, West, 
Wilson, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Clayton, Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Pratt, 
Scott, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Windom—22, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, 
Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Patterson, Pool, Robertson, Sauisbury, Sawyer, 
Sohurz, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, and Vick- 

So the Senate refused to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. I made the motion to 
lay on the table because I thought it would 
be an easy way to dispose of the discussion 
of this matter. There are several reasons 
why this amendment should not prevail which 
have not yet been given at all, and I suppose 
this is a good time to give them. The only 
reason I moved to lay on the table was that I 
thought the Senate was tired of the discussion. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator is right in that. 
The Senate is tired of the discussion. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think when it is under- 
stood by the Senate that this is an innovation 
on the established policy of the Government, 
when they come to understand that it is against 
an agreement and compromise that was en- 
tered into last year, they will fail to change the 
law as it now is. The idea that this Govern- 
ment cannot afford to pay for the publishing 
of the general laws in two papers in a State is 
a preposterous and ridiculous idea. Further 
than that, it cannot be the case, as has been 
argued by the Senator from Illinois, that there 
is no utility in it. The people are anxious to 
know what laws Congress are enacting. 

Our people are not indifferent to the Jaws. 
There is no people on the earth that reverence 
law as the American people. We bow before 
the majesty of the law Law is the only power 
that we acknowledge in this Government, and 
the people are only too glad to know the law. 
We have our conflicts at elections; the people 
are terribly excited sometimes; but when the 
law comes in and declares such a man to be 
elected, we bow before it. The law is the end 
of controversy in this country, and the people 
want to know it. Our constituents are only 
waiting day by day to see what laws we are 
passing. Many of them care very little about 
our discussions. We can have a discussion 
about arms here for two or three weeks; we 
can have a personal discussion about ourselves, 
and the people care nothing about it; but 
when we go to the people, they want to know 
what we have done; not so much what we 
have said, not so much. what speeches have 
been made, but what acts have been performed, 
what has gone on to the statutes, what old laws 
have been repealed, and what new ones have 
been enacted. 

Now, suppose they wantto inquire in regard 
to this very matter, they may take up the 
statutes. when you get through with this ses- 
sion, and they cannot find where this law was 
repealed ifthis amendment should pass. There 
will be no index to show that it was repealed 
at all. You may get the volume of laws of 
this session, if this amendment shall be enacted, 
and there will be nothing to show that this law 
was repealed, and why? It will be a clause 
stuck in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, where nobody would think 
of looking for it. I remember that. several 
years ago we had up in the Senate a bill in 
reference to the internal revenue of the coun- 
try. It wasa bill to reorganize. the: internal 
revenue department, and on that- bill there 
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was put a section not appearing in its title, 
not contained in the original bill, but there 
was slipped into that bill a section distribut- 
ing the banking capital of the country. among 
the States in a certain way. 

When | was asked if we had passed any such 
jaw, I said no, I did uot remember the passage 
of any such law. E think it was a month be- 
fore we could find that that was the law. The 
people of my State complained that they did not 
get their share of banking capital and that we 
had passed a law which apportioned it among 
the States in such a way that they could not 
get it. No, said I, we did not pass any such 
Jaw; but after awhile it was found out that in 
a statute from the title of which you could 
draw no such conclusion (and there was noth- 
ing about it in the index) there was such a 
section, and the southern States and the west- 
ern States under that provision lost a large 
amount of banking capital which’ they were 
clamorous to have, and which they ought to 
have had. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would sug- 
gest to my friend whether it is not the fact 
that the laws published in the pamphlets are 
not issued until three or four months after 
we adjourn? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are issued within 
five days. They are printed up now. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But those print- 
ed for distribation are not printed until two or 
three months after the session. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have never been able 
to get mine until I came here the next session, 
whether the recess or vacation was long or 
short; if other Senators have been more for- 
tunate, it is their good fortune. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? I want to know 
how long it is before these laws appear in the 
newspapers. I remember some papers being 
exhibited here when we had a discussion of 
this subject before, showing it was six months 
or nearly a year before they were published 
in the papers. 

Mr. POMEROY. I can answer the Sena- 
tor pretty well about that, because my atten- 
tion has been called to it. The laws of this 
session are published up to last week. We 
have commenced it on this session already, 
and an act that was passed last week is 
printed in the newspapers that publish the 
general laws. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I will say to the Senator 
that I want to vote for this motion, but I do 
not want to stay here. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will yield to a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BOREMAN, 
adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | Does the. Sen- 
ator from Kansas yield for that purpose? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
West Virginia moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 23. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not intend to pro- 
long any discussion on this subject, or to make 
along speech. I never do that, and I do not 
want to do it now. . I never intend to speak 
on any question that.is not before the Senate; 
and I am ‘only speaking now. directly to the 
point that is in this amendment; so that I 
hope no Senator will think I intend to occupy 
any unnecessary time. aa 
~ Tam sincerely in earnest on this question, 
believing that it is a measure which we ought 
nottoadopt. Iam only speaking in the interest 
of the people that I represent-here in part, 
and [think I represent fairly the: rural dis- 
tricts of the whole country. I do not know 
but that in the-cities, in New York, Washing- 
ton, Philadelphia, and. the large centers of 
business and influence, and intelligence and 
commerce; the people know. the. laws, and do 
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not-read them if they are published. I know 
very well they do not obey them. 

There are several reasons why they should 
know them better than they do, and if it would 
enforce obedience to the laws any better, I 
think certainly they ought to be published 
even in those cities. But I know that in re- 
mote districts of this country, in Oregon, in 
California, and in the mining districts, this isa 
matter of great importance. I have had sev- 
eral letters within the last few days urging me 
not to give up the idea of publishing the laws 
in the newspapers, because the people want 
them. They want to see what new law Con- 
gress has enacted; and this dispensing with it 
this year for the first time in the history of the 
country.is open to grave suspicion. It tells 
the people of the country that we are about 
to do something that we do not mean to have 
published until after election. It is open to 
all sorts of suspicion. It has got. the foulest 
look upon it of anything we have done at this 
session. It does seem to me that Senators 
want to do something this session and not 
publish it, and keep it out of the newspapers 
for fear it will have some bad effect on the 
election. i; 

I am confident that this is a measure which 
we ought not to adopt, because we. ought not 
only to have all the investigations that are 
called for, but we ought to put into the papers 
every act that we do. If we pass a law of 
any kind we ought to be willing to meet it. I 
do not believe in this dodging around a statute 
until after election. We ought to be willing 
to face the music of the statute, as it may 
appear in the newspapers, and read all the 
comments of the editors upon it. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to ask my friend 
a question. Would it not be as well to wait 
till we pass some law before we provide for the 
publication of it? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. POMEROY. If we pass no laws we 
do not need to provide for the publication ; 
but if you keep an appropriation bill before 
the Senate week after week, and if you puta 
repeal of all the obnoxious statutes in that 
appropriation bill, I should like to know 
when you will pass the appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask the Senator a 

uestion?’ I do not want to take up time but 
T should like to ask the Senator whether the 
very law that authorizes this publication in 
the newspapers is not itself in an appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. WEST. May I ask the Senator from 
Kansas to yield to me a moment? 

Mr. POM@ROY. I will answer the Sena- 
tor from Vermont if I am allowed to proceed. 

Mr. WEST. There are several matters in 
connection with the appropriation biil to be 
yet considered; there is one matter that my 
colleague has urged; and I am satisfied we 
cannot come to a conclusion to-night. I 
ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me 
that I may make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEST. I make the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment. I will 
give him an opportunity of renewing it if he 
desires. 

- Mr. WEST. - I withdraw it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI trust the Senate will 
not adjourn until we finish this bill. I wish 
simply to present a little record that I have 
prepared at my desk, and I do it at this late 
hour of the evening because I suppose it is 
one of those things that nobody will know 
anything about. [Laughter.] It is one of 
the laws that my friend from Kansas seems to 
fear will never be published. 

The Senate spent three weeks in the early 
portion of the session in debating a resolution 
to appoint a committee of investigation. They 
spent three weeks in defeating an amnesty bill. 
They spent three weeks on a resolution for the 
investigation of the sale of arms. No.con- 


tested bill bas been. passed this session: in the > : 


Senate with the probable exception. of. the 

apportionment bill, but that was scarcely cont- 

tested. No important bill has been passed.” 
Neither tax, tariff, amnesty, nor appropriation ` 
bill has been passed. The only thing that has 

passed is a resolation providing for a day of 

adjournment. On the other hand, the House 

of Representatives without debate provided 

for both the investigations we have provided: 

for, and for others beside.’ A railroad bill 

has passed the Senate, I am told. 

Mr. KELLOGG, For Wisconsin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House have passed 
eight appropriation bills, I have been informed 
by a member of the House to-day, all but one 
of the general appropriation. bills, and they 
have passed an amnesty bill anda tariff bilt 
and are nearly ready to propose a revenue. 
bill. They hold our resolution to provide for 
an adjournment until we get through our de- 
bates. I hope that under these circumstances 
we shall pass this bill to-night, the first of the 
appropriation bills we have been acting upon 
in the Senate, and get it out of the way, aud 
then go on with the regular business. of the 
session hereafter. 

I trust the Senate will pardon me for taking 
so much of its time against the motion to 
adjourn. My friend from Louisiana kas kindly 
withdrawn the motion. i nE 

Mr. WEST. No, sir; I yielded to theSen- 
ator for a moment to give him an opportunity: 
to make a speech. Peavy Beeb 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust we shall finish 
this bill to-night and go on to-morrow with 
other important bills that are pending. “hea 

Mr. WEST. I renew the motion that the: 
Senate adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 16, noes 18; no quoram voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There is a quorum here. 

I ask the President to count the Senate. and 
see if there is not a quorum here. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
gHONY in the chair.) The Chair will count 
the Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The quickest way is to | os 


call for the yeas and nays. ie ike 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion. 
is that the Senate adjourn, upon which, the 
yeas and nays are called for. 2 cre 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Casserly, Goop- 
er, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton: of 
Maryland, Harlan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Spencer, 
Stockton, Tipton, and West—20, ` : 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Ramsey, Scott, Shernan, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, Wilson, Windom, 
and _Wright—18, i 
ABSEN'T—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, Buck 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morriilof Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Stew-. 


art, Sumner, Thurman, and Vickers—~d5. 

So the motion was agreed to; and. (at six 
o’clock and eight minutes: p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 11, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. Butter, D. Do 
The Journal. of Friday last was. zead and 
approved. | oon 
ORDER. OF BUSINESS. Ee 
The SPEAKER. This ‘being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills avd joint resolutions 
for reference to their. appropriate committees, 
not to be brought. back into the. House by 
motions toreconsider. : Under this cali memo- 
rials and resolutions of State. and territorial 


«the Committee 
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Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
- reference.’ The morning hour now begins at 
-13 thirteen minutes after twelve o'clock. 
o 8..D. COCHRAN, 

_ Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
187Q) for the relief of. S. D. Coċhran ; which 
i was read a first and second time, referred to 
: of Claims, and ordered to be 
os printed, ea 3 

PCs INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

“Mr. FRYE also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the. State of Maine, in 
relation to Indian affairs; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
> SHIP-BUILDING, ETC. 

Mr. FRYE also presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Maine, 
in relation to ship-building and mercantile 
interests; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee. on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
. Mr. FRYE also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Maine, relat- 
ing to shipping interests; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. : ; 

re NIAGARA SHIP-CANAL. 

= Mru FRYE also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Maine, in 
relation to the Niagara ship-canal; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i ALMONT BARNES. 

Mr. SMITH, of Vermont, introduced a bill 

H. R, No. 1871) for the relief of Almont 

arnes; which was read a first and second 
' time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. MORRIS. 

Mr, BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1872) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
‘ior to. place the name of Mary A. Morris, 
widow of Major General William W. Morris, 
upon the pension-rolls at the rate of fifty dollars 


“per month ; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW FREEDMEN, 


; Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill. (H.-R. No. 1873) for the relief of the 
freedmen of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations; which. was read: a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Freedmen’s 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES SIIIP WYOMING. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER introduced a bill 
(H, R. No. 1874) for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States ship Wyoming ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

: ; JAMES C, PICKETT. 

_Mr. DUELL introduced ‘a bill (H. R. No. 
1875): authorizing the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to revise and adjast the 
account of James C. Pickett, late chargé 
d'affaires to Peru; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HANNAH W. SUMNER. : 

Mr. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. RB. 
No. 1876) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Hannah W. Sumner, widow of Major General 
Edwin V. Sumner, who died March 21, 1863, 
while in command of the department of the 
West; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tọ the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. ` > 

HEIRS. OF CAPTAIN S. SAMSON, DECEASED. 

Mr. DUELL also introdaced a joint reso- 
lution’ (H. R. No. 109) -conferring upon the 

‘Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and de- 


termine the claim of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Captain Simeon Samson, 
deceased, of Homer, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. f 
D. B. VANDERSMITH, 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1877) granting a pension to D. B. Van- 
dersmith, late captain of company C, twenty- 
first regiment Pennsylvania cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FRANK M. ASHTON, 


Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 110) authorizing the Pres- 
ident to permit Frank M. Ashton, late second 
assistant engineer of the Navy of the United 
States, to withdraw his resignation of that 
office; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS M’ LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. McJUNKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1878) granting relief to Thomas McLaugh- 
lin, late a major in the one hundred and sec- 
ond regiment Pennsylvania infantry volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PATUXENT ILARBOR, 


Mr. MERRICK introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1879) providing for the survey of the har- 
bor at the mouth of the Patuxent river; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK also submitted a joint reso- 
lution of the General Assembly of Maryland, 
relating to survey of harbor at the mouth of 
the Patuxent river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


VIRGINIA’S QUOTA OF ARMS. 


Mr. CRITCHER presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the General Assembly of Virginia, re- 
questing Congress to furnish Virginia her 
quota of arms; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF ARMS. 


Mr. TERRY introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 411) to‘authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to distribute arms and mili- 
tary equipments under the act of 23d of April, 
1808, and the acts amendatory thereof; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOUN G. WATTS. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1880) for the relief of John G. .Watts, late 
postmaster at Wilmington, North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HUNTSVILLE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 


Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1881) 
to pay the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church at Huntsville, Alabama, for the Toss 
by fire of their church building occasioned by 
its occupation by soldiers of the United States 
Army in 1864; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. -ENTERNAL TAXES. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced -a bil (H. R. No. 
1882) to redace internal taxes; which was 
read a first and second :time,-referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. a oS eg 


COLUMBUS .AND DECATUR RAILROAD. 


Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1883) authorizing the Columbus, Fayette 
and Decatur Railroad Company of Mississippi 
and Alabama to enter public lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF H. FULENWIDER. 


Mr. SLOSS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1884) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of: Henry Fulenwider, late of the 
State of Alabama, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIP-CANAL THROUGH FLORIDA. 


Mr. SLOSS also presented the joint memo- 
rial of the General Assembly of the State 
of Alabama to the Congress of the United 
States, relating to ship communication be- 
tween the waters of the Gulf of Mexico and 
the Atlantic ocean by ship-canal through the 
Florida peninsula; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDWARD LI, WILSON. 

Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1885) for the relief of Edward H. Wilson; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed, 


MONROE AND OKLAHOMA RAILROAD, 


Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1886) to incorporate the Monroe, Fulton, and 
Oklahoma Railroad Company ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


HEIRS OF GILEAD MOORE. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced. a bill (H. R. 
No. 1887) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Gilead Moore, late private company 
I, sixty-second Ohio volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN PRESTON. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1888) for the relief of John Preston; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 


Mr. PECK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1889) granting a pension to Robert Patter- 
son; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GRADES OF ADMIRAL, ETC. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1890) to abolish the grades of Admiral, 
Vice Admiral, and rear admiral, and to correct 
other abuses in the Navy; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 2: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1891) to amend an: act entitled 
“An act to establish the Department of Jus- 
tice, and for other purposes; ’’ which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REPAIRING DAM IN OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. CROSSLAND introduced a bill (Hi. R. 
No. 1892) making an appropriation for repair- 
ing the dam in the Ohio river at the mouth 
of the Cumberland river; which: was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and. ordered’ to be: printed. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. McH ENRY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1898) authorizing the erection of a bridge 
over the Ohio river at the city of Henderson, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. ADAMS introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 112) to construe a joint resolu- 
tion for the relief of certain officers of the 
Army, approved July 26, 1866; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 


Mr. RICE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1894) to provide for the collection 
of a tax on incomes in excess of $2,000; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GARRETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1895) to amend section two of an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending 
June 80, 1872,” passed March 8, 1871; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. CLARA IDA GRASS. 

Mr. GARRETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1896) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay, out of any money not other- 
wise appropriated, to Mrs. Clara Ida Grass, of 
Nashville, Tennessee, the sum of $1,850, as full 
compensation for property taken and destroyed 
by the Army of the United States during the 
war of the late rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STRAWBERRY PLAINS HIGH SCHOOL. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1897) for the relief of Straw- 
berry Plains High School, of East Tennessec ; 
which was read a first.and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INDIANA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE. 

Mr. COBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1898) to extend the time for providing a col- 
lege under an act entitled ‘‘An act donating 
public lands to the several States aud Terri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the ben- 
efit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862, in the State of Indiana, 
to March 1, 1873; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

W. T. BOWERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill 
(H: R: No. 1899) for the relief of W. T. 
Bowers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to tbe Committee -of Claims, 
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. H. ANDERSON. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1900) granting a. pension to William H. 
H. Anderson, late a private in company B, 
first heavy artillery voluntéers, of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to be 
printed. 

A. E. COWLES. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1901) forthe relief of A. E. Cowles; 
which was read a first and second time,- re- 
ferred tothe Committeeof Claims; and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID SERGEANT. 


- Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 1902) for the relief of David Sergeant ; 
which was read afirstand second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


TELEGRAPHIC AND POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1908) to connect the telegraph with the postal 
service, and to reduce the rates of correspond- 
ence by telegraph ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


©. S. MOOERS. 


Mr. PALMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1904) granting a pension to C. S. Mooers, 
of Des Moines, Polk county, lowa; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


M’GREGOR AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. DONNAN, by request, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1905) to grant the right of way 
through the public lands and other aid to the 
McGregor and Missouri River Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LA CROSSE A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for the establishment of a port of delivery at 
La Crosse, in the State of Wisconsin ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR IN MENOMONEE RIVER. 


Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing an appropriation fora harbor at the mouth 
of the Menomonee river, between the States of 
Wisconsin and Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GREEN BAY AND SUPERIOR RAILWAY. 

Mr. SAWYER also presented the memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
asking for a grant of land to aid in the con- 
struction of the Green Bay and Superior rail- 
way; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAWS. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, presented 
a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws of the United 
States, and ordered to be printed. 

FARM MORTGAGERS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the General Assembly of the State of 
Wisconsin, instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representatives from that State in 
Congress to use their best endeavors to secure 
a grant of land for the benefit of farm mort- 
gagers; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NIAGARA SHIP-CANAL, 

Mr. ELDREDGE also presented a memo- 
rial of the General Assembly of the State of 
Wisconsin, relating to a ship-canal around 
Niagara falls; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMBESTEADS, 

Mr. ELDREDGE also presented a joint 
resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of Wisconsin, for a homestead law for 
officers, soldiers, and seamen of the Army 
and Navy of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. l 

: MILWAUKEE HARBOR. : 

Mr, ELDREDGE. Lexpected my colleague 
from the Milwaukee district [Mr. MITCHELL] 
to present a memorial of the General Assem- 


bly of the State of Wisconsin, ‘asking Con: 
gress tó refund to the city of Milwaukee-cer- 
tain moneys advanced for the construction of < 
the straight-cut harbor at Milwaukee. . As he 
has been detained from the House I will prè- 
sent it for him, and ask that it be referred to, ~ 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to. | 
be printed. ee Bae 
The motion was agreed to. 


ARKANSAS AND ROCKY MOUNTAIN: RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. Rs 
No. 1906) to incorporate the Arkansas Valley 
and Rocky Mountain Railroad Company, and to 
grant the right of way through the public lands 
to the same; which was read a first and.second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HOUGHTON also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1907) to make San Diego, in the 
State of California, a port of entry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred: to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered. to 
be printed. : 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. HOUGHTON also presented joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, instructing the Senators and. request- 
ing the Representatives of that State in Con- 
gress, to urge upon the Federal Government 
the adoption of such treaty regulations. and 
legislation as shall discourage further immi- 
gration of Chinese into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed, © - 


MAIL ROUTES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. COGHLAN presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Catifornia, asking for the 
establishment of a mail route from Red Bluff 
to Yreka, California; which was referred. to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Pos 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. ue 

Mr. COGHLAN also presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of California, asking 
for the establishment of a mail route from” 
Red Bluff to Shasta City, California; which .. 
was referred to the Committee on. the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered tobe ` 
printed. : Palas a Oa E 

HASTINGS AND DAKOTA RAILROAD." 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1908) to grant the right of way through 
the public lands and other aid to the Hast- 
ings and Dakota Railroad Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. H 

ARMY PROMOTIONS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1909) to repeal section six of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations, for 
the support of the Army for the year ending 
June 30, 1870,” approved March 3, 1870; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TUALATIN VALLEY, ETO., RAILWAY. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1910) granting the right of way for a railway 
from Tualatin valley to Tilamook bay, Ore- 
gon; which was read a first and second: time, 
referred. to the Committee on the . Public. 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. i 


CAPITOL BUILDINGS FOR COLORADO. 


Mr, CHAFFEE presented 4 joint memorial 
of the Legislative Assembly of Colorado Ter- 
ritory, in relation to. capitol buildings in. said 
Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to:be 
printed. Shas, 

WAGON-ROAD IN COLORADO. 


Mr. CHAFFEE: also presented: ‘a joint 
memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Colorado, for the construction of 
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: a, wagon-road to White river Indian agency, 
< in Colorado Territory; which was reférred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and. ordered 


< toi be printed. 


T INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS [IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R- No. 1911) to encourage internal improve- 
ments in the Territories; which was read. a 

. first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to. be 

printed. 

; -GOVERNMENT OF MONTANA. 


“Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1912) to amend section seven of an act 
to ‘provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Montana, approved May 26, 
1864; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL CORPORATIONS. 


` Mr. JONES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1918) in reference to incorporation in the 

Territories, &c:; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 

> , the. Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

. © $ SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK RESERVATION, 
“Mr. JONES also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1914) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with the chiefs and head 
men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of 
Indians for the relinquishment of a portion 
of their reservation in Wyoming Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
‘ordered to be printed. 


FOUR MILLION LOAN, 


| < Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1915) to define the meaning of the four 
million loan act, passed by the Legislative 
‘Assembly for the District of Columbia; which 


-| Was read a first and second time, referred to 


‘the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
god ordered to be printed. 

: o POINT LOOKOUT RAILROAD, 

. Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1916) to authorize the Washington 
City and Point Lookout Railroad Company to 
extend a railroad into and within the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. i 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE OF PATENTS.. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R, No. 1917) authorizing the Commissioner 
of Patents to sell the official regs at cost in 
certain cases; which was read a first and sec- 
<: ond time, referred to the Committee on Pat- 
| ents, and ordered to be printed. 

pa - PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 

“Mr. CHIPMAN also. introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1918) to authorize the issue of patents 
to lands in cases of private land claims; which 
was read a first and: second time, referred to 


the Committee on Private Land Claims, and. 


ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1919) to repeal several acts which pro- 
vide for the survey of ‘confirmed private land 
claims at the expense of the claimants; which 
was read a first: and second time, referred to 

_the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed: : 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


‘The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 
ries having been called for bills on leave and 
joint resolutions, they will next be called for 
resolutions, and the pending bill under this 
; calicis: the bill (H. R. No. 1647) supplement- 
ary tò an act entitled An act to protect all 
citizens: of the United States: ia their civil 
: vights, and to. furnish the means for their vindi- 
; cation.’ 


<Mr. ELDREDGE. For the purpose of con- 


sidering «that bill, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, The pending question is 
on a motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. NigLacK,] that the bill be laid on the 
table. Pending the consideration of that 
motion, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ELDREDGE} moves that the House adjourn. 

On the motion, there were—ayes 51, noes 85. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I eall for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELDREDGE 


}and Mr. STARKWEATHER were appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 42, noes 74. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman merely 
wishes to exhaust the morning hour, his last 
motion is not necessary, as a single call of the 
roll will do it. p 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If that will do it I with- 
draw the motion. I only wish that we. may 
have time to consider this bill. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 12, nays 156, not voting 
72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Crossland, Du Bose, 
Eldredge, Ely, Garrett, Morgan, Niblack, Read. 
William R., Roberts, Van Trump, and Wood—12. 

NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Brax- 
ton, Bright, George M. Brooks, James Brooks, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner 
Crebs, Critcher, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, Donnan, 
Dox, Duch, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Farwell, Fink- 
elnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Harmer,, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hereford, Hill, Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kelley, Kerr, King, Lumport, Lansing, each, 
Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Marsha l, McUlelland, McCor- 
mick, McCrary, McGrew,McJ unkin, McKee, McKin- 
ney, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitch- 
ell, Monroc, Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley. Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 


Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, Poland. 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, 


Jobn M. Rice, Ellis If, Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Secley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, 
Sypher, Taffo, Terry, Washington Townsend, Tur- 
ner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Warren, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
Williams of New York, Joremiah M. Wilson, and 
Winchester—156, . 

NOT VOTING—Messra, Ames, Archer, Barnum, 
Barry, Bell, James Q. Blair, Boles, Campbell, Car- 
roll, William T. Clark, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, 
De Large, Dickey, Duke, Eames, Elliott, Forker, 
Honry D. Foster, Griflith, Hale, Hanks, George 
E. Harris, Herndon, Hibbard, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Manson, 
Maynard, McHenry, McIntyre, MeN eely, Merrick, 
Moore, Morphis, Packer, Hosea W., Parker, Peters, 
Porter, Rainey, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sco- 
field, Sessions, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Sla- 
ter, Slocum, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Steven- 
son, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Vaughan, Wallace, 
Walls, Whitthorne, John T. Wilson, and Young—72, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The morning hour having expired the bill 
went over. 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE RAILROAD, 

Mr. LOWE. I offer the following bill, and 
ask. unanimous. consent to consider it at this 
time. It is a bill to extend the time for the 
completion of the Atchison, Topeka, and 
Santa Fé railroad, and to secure lands to 
actual settlers. 

The bill, which was read, provides in the first 
section that the time for the completion of 
the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, 
as prescribed by an act entitled ‘An act for a 
grant of lands to the State of Kansas, in alter- 
nate sections, to aid: in the construction of 
certain railroads and telegraps:in said State,” 
approved March 8, 1868, be; and the same is 


| hereby, extended to. March 3, 1877; provided, 


that said railroad company shall complete its 
railroad and telegraph from the city of Atchi- 
son, on the Missourt river, to the crossing of 
Pawnee Fork, near Fort Larned, by the Ist 
day of January, A. D. 1873. The second 
provides that the lands granted by the act 
of March 8, 1868, and lying west of the point 
at which said road and telegraph shail be 
constructed subsequent to March 8, 1873, 
(excepting only such as are necessary to re- 
serve for the use of the company,) shall be 
sold to actual settlers only, and in quantities 
not more than one hundred and sixty acres to 
any one person, under such restrictions and 
regulations‘as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at such prices as will 
secure to said company, its successors, or as- 
signs, au average price of not more than 
$2 50 per acre for the land actually certified 
for each completed section of twenty miles of 
said railroad, subject to the foregoing condi- 
tions and limitations. Said company, as fast 
as each section of its road shall be competed, 
shall receive patents, as provided in said act 
of March 8, 1863, for such odd sections of land 
as may be necessary to make up deficiencies 
in said section, or onany other completed sec- 
tions of said road, and which may be situated 
within the indemnity limits prescribed in said 
act of March 8, 1868. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. I would like to 
ask the Speaker whether the proposition is to 
put the bill upon its passage ? 

Mr. LOWE. I hope I will be permitted to 
make three minutes’ explanation. I do not 
think anybody will then desire to object to the 
consideration of this bill, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not un- 
derstand the request is to put the bill upon its 
passage, but merely to introduce it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. LOWE. I move, then, that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L[ trust the motion will be 
amended so that the rules may be suspended 
to have the bill brought before the House for 
consideration. ‘This is a grant which was 
made ten years ago. 

Mr, LOWE. will accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Indiana, and move that 
the rules be suspended to bring the bill before 
the House for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What length of time does 
the gentleman from Kansas propose to give 
for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. LOWE, All the time the House may 
desire for the consideration of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman will 
not call the previous question ? 

Mr. LOWE. I will state to the House that 
I do not desire to prevent the House from con- 
sidering it to the fullest extent it may desire. 

Mr. SHANKS. The scope of this bill will 
interfere with the Osage reserve lands, and [ 
wish to prevent any such interference. 

Mr. LOWE. I do not propose to limit 
debate on this bill to an hour, but: will agree 
to further time if the House should: desire it. 
I will not interpose any obstacle to whatever 
consideration of the bill the House may desire, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
three hours for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LOWE. I want to have a vote on it 
to-day. 

Mr. LOWE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Houman and 
Mr. Lowe were appointed. 

The House divided; and’ there were—ayes 
65, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted, 
although the Chair is satisfied that a quorum 
of members is in the Hall. * As no quorum has 
voted, the only motions in order are a motion 
to adjourn or a motion for acall-of the House, 
either of which the Chair is ready to:entertain. 

Mr. POTTER. I move that. the: House do 
now adjourn. priz 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot pro- 
ceed to.entertain any business until-a quorum 
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is ascertained to be present. The Chair will 
indicate the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Porter] and the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Kinzincer] as tellers on the motion 
to adjourn, and until a quorum is reported to 
the Chair he will entertain no motion what- 
ever, except a motion for a call of the House. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, the House divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 26, noes 103; more than a 
quorum having voted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LOWE. I wish to say in regard to the 
bill which I have presented that, although I 
regard it as a very just measure, inasmuch as 
the House does not seem disposed to entertain 
it to-day I withdraw it for the present. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and the following resolu- 
tion adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Whereas certain charges have appeared in news- 

apers of large circulation published in the city of 

ew York and elsewhere calculated to affect injuri- 
ously the reputation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and to cast doubts upon the integrity of his admin- 
istration of the Navy Department: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be 
appointed to investigate any irregularities charged, 
and to inquire generally into the administration of 
the affairs of the Navy Department during the 
incumbency of the present Secretary, and report 
the same to this House; and that the said commit- 
tee may hold sessions by a quorum or by sub-com- 
mittees of such number asthe committee shall del- 
egate; and that they have power to send for per- 
sons and papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, 
and to employ a clerk, with such stenographic assist- 
ance as they shall find necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Withthe consent 
of the House, I will yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr, Bayxs. ] 

Mr. BANKS. I send to the desk a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, and ask that 
it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, March 8, 1872. 


Dear Sir: Isee by the Globe that a resolution 
was offered for the appointment of a committee to 
investigate the management of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and that you feltit to bo your duty under the 
circumstances to object to its consideration. 
course I cannot pretend to dictate the action of 
members of the House, but I think it right to say to 
you that if any allegation of wrong is made or sug- 
gested from any respectable source against the Navy 
Department or myself, I shall be glad to have an 
investigation ordered, as this seems to be the only 
means of defense and justification at the command 
of a public officer who is attacked. 

Therefore, while I do not seek to control your 
ideas of official duty, I shall be glad if you would 
either renew the motion yoursolf, or withdraw your 
objection should it be made by any one else. 

Very truly, yours, 

GEO. M. ROBESON. 
Hon. N. P. Banks, House of Representatives. 
° 
The question being taken, the rules were 
suspended, and the resolution adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] is recognized fora motion 
to suspend the rules. But the Chair asks the 
gentleman to withhold that motion long enough 
to allow gentlemen who were not in their seats 
during the call of States to present the bills 
which they desire to have referred. 

MARTIN ZEEB. 

Mr. KTLLINGER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1920) granting a 
pension to Martin Zeeb ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred-to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF CLAIM AGENTS, 

Mr. BECK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bili (H. R. No. 1926) to regulate the 
compensation of agents and attorneys prose- 
cuting claims or demands before Congress and 
the Executive Departments of the Government, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SURETIES ON MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1921) to authorize the 
Postmaster General to accept new sureties on 
contracts for carrying the mails; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL NICHOLAS HERKIMER. 


Mr. POTTER also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1922) to appro- 
priate $5,000 for a monument to General 
Nicholas Herkimer; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT. 


Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1923) to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States ;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws of the United Siates, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ILLEGAL TAXES ON PASSENGERS. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1924) to punish the 
collection of illegaltaxes on passengers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 1925) to promote immigration to 
the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, recommitted to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS RIDGEWAY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1927) for 
the relief of Thomas Ridgeway; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPENSATION FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. AVERILL, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Indian Affairs were 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1528) to provide for the 
auditing and payment of claims for compen- 
sation for Indian depredations; and the same 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. AVERILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid on the table; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1928) for the removal 
of the political disabilities of certain persons ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FOREIGN COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LYNCH. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. No. 1748) for the encouragement of the 
foreign commerce of the United States, with 
the amendments reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, were recommitted to that com- 
mittee, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be 
entered. 

MEXICO. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move that 
the rules be susperded for the purpose of adopt- 
ing the following resolution: 

Whereas Mexico, a neighboring and conterminous 
territory, is and has been ina state of revolution 
now for half a century; and whereas on our borders 
there are constant raids and inroads more or less 
destructive to life and to the property of the people 
ot these United States, thus demanding from our 


Government decided action; and. whereas philan- 
thropy, humanity, and Christianity thus shocked 
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revolt from this continuous shedding of ‘human blootl 


in endiess civil wars which are depopulating the: = 


eountry and reducing the people t 
barista: Therefore, el 
Beit resolved, (the Senate concurring therein,) That 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives appoint a joint commit- 
tee, three from each body, to devise the wisest and 
best policy to be pursued in reference to Mexico and 
for the establishment of law and order on our own 

borders. $ 

The question was put. upon suspending the 
rules; and there were—ayes 52, noes 78. °° 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call for the 
yeas and nays. 5: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were+— 
yeas 72, nays 88, not voting 80; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Arthur, Barnum, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James 
Brooks, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, 
Carroll, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Critcher, 
Crossland, Dox, Eldredge, Farwell, Garrett, Getz,” 
Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, Holman, 
King, Leach, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, MeCor- 
mick, McHenry, McKee, Merrick, Benjamin}, 
Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Niblack, Pendleton, Bli 
Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Sargent, 
Sheldon, Slater, Sloss, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Terry, Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Williams of New York, Winchester, 
and Wood—72. S 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. But- 
ler, Freeman Clarke, Conger, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Finkelnburg, Frye, Gar- 
field, Halsey, Harmer, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Kelley, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, 
Marshall, McCrary, McGrew, MeJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, Orr, Packard, 
Palmer, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Poland, Prin» 
dle, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, . 
Tatie, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twicheil, Fy- 
ner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard. Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah . 
M. Wilson, and John t. Wilson—88, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beck, Bell, 
Biggs, Boles, George M. Brooks, Campbell, William 
T. Clark, Coburn, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Crocker, 
De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Duke, Eames, Elliott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. 
Foster, Wilder-D. Foster, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, 
Hanks, George E. Harris, Havens, Herndon, Hib- 
bard, Houghton, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Maynard, Mcintyre, McKinney, 
MoNeely, Moore, Morey, Morphis, N egloy, hacker, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 

Porter, Rainey, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Roose- 
velt, Scofield, Sessions, Shellabarger, Sherwood, .. 
Shober, Slocum, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Steven- ; 
son, Stowell, St. John, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, : 
Tathill, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, Whitthorne, and 
Young—80. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TRENTON, NEW JERSEY, 

Mr. HALSEY. I move that the rules be 
so suspended. that Senate bill No. 442,..to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
a building suited to the use of the post office, 
the pension and revenue officers, and the judi- 
cial officers of the United States in the city 
of Trenton, New Jersey,” approved March 8, 
1871, be now taken from the Speaker’s table 


and passed. 

The bill, which was read, limits the entire 
cost of the building heretofore authorized . to 
be constructed at Trenton, New Jersey, in- 
cluding the site thereof, to the sum of $250,000; 
and appropriates $150,000 in addition to the 
amount heretofore appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not ctherwise appro- 
priated; and provides that the said building, 
instead of being constructed strictly. fire: proof, 
shall have a fire-proof vault extending to each 
story ; and that all money heretofore and here- 
by appropriated shall be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who shall cause proper plans and estimates to 
be made, so that no expenditureshall be made 
or authorized for the full completion of said, 
building beyond the amount heretofore and 
hereby appropriated ; provided that no money ` 
heretofore or hereby appropriated shall be 
used or applied for the purpose until'a valid 
title to the land for the site of such building 
shall-be vested in the United States, and until 


ereof to bar- 


Peters, 
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the State shall also duly release and relinquish 


tö the United States the right to tax or in any 


Way assess said site, or the property of the 
United States that may be thereon, during the 
: time that the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof. ` 
i) The question was taken upon suspending the 
< yoles; and (two thirds voting in favor thereof) 
© the rules were suspended, the bill taken from 
: - the Speaker’s table, and passed. 
=o MIXED. SCHOOLS, ETC. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit for consideration at this time a 
preamble and resolution that I send to the 
Clerk’s desk.to be read. 

'.. The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is one of the fundamental principles 
of our form of government that Governments derive 
their just powers from the consent of the governed: 
Therefore, . ; 

Be it resolved, That it would be contrary to the 
Cosistitution and a tyrannical usurpation of power 
for Congress to force mixed schools upon the States, 
and: equally unconstitutional and tyrannical for 
Congress to pass any law interfering with churches, 

ublic. carriers, or innkeepers, such subjects of 
iegislation belonging of right to the States respect- 

Vely. f 

-Mr. PERCE. I object. - 

-Mr. HEREFORD. I move that the rules 
“be suspended and the resolution adopted, and 

on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask a single question? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Very well. 

' Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Does the 
gentleman mean that Congress cannot inter- 
fere by law for the protection of life and travel 
on steamboats by requiring safe boilers and 
life-boats? i 
Mr, HEREFORD. Thatis already provided 
Ors. 

Mr. W. H. ROBERTS. I object to debate. 
of The question was then taken upon the motion 
. Of Mr. Hererorp, to suspend the rules; and 
> there were—ayes 61, nays 86, not voting 98 ; 
ag follows : 

. YRAS—Measrs. Acker, Arthur, Beck, Biggs, Bird. 
Braxton, James Brooks, Caldwell, Comingo, Conner, 
Orebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, 
Eldred ze, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Harper, John T. Harris, Hereford, 
Hill, Kerr, King, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, Merrick, Bonja- 
min F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Bli Perry, Potter, 
Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Shober, Slater, Sloss, 
Storm, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Voorhees, War- 
ron, Wells, Whiteley, Winchester, and Wood—6l. 
NAYS— essrs, Adams, Beatty, Beveridge, Bing- 
ham, Austin Blair, Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin If. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan. 
Dannell, FinkeInburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Fostor, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Harmer, Hawley, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W., Hazelton, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Lamport, Lansing. 
‘Lynch, McGrew, McJunkin, Melee, Mercur, Mer- 
“yiam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Poland, Prindle, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Secley, Shanks, Sheldon, 
hoemaker, H, Boardman Smith. Jobn A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smitb, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Speor, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, 
gbor Tafe, Washington Townsond, Turner, Tyner, 
ipson, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Wheeler, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. 
‘Wilson---86, i 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Archer, 
Averill, Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Bell, Bigby, 
James G, Blair, Boles, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
Campbell, Carroll, William "T. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Coghlan, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, De 
Large, Dickey, Duell, Duke, Eames, Elliott, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Grith, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Hanks, George E. 
Harris, Havens, Hay, Hays, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Holman, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, 


Kinsella, Lamison, Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, Me- | 


Intyre, McKinney, MeNeely, Mitchell, Moore. Mor- 
his, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Peters, Porter, 
ainey, Randall, Ritehie, Robinson, Rogers, Sar- 

gent, Scofield, Sessions, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 

Slocum, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, 

Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight 

Townsend, Tuthill, fwichell, Vaughan, Waldron, 

Wallace; Walis, Willians of Indiana, Williams of 

New York, und Young—$93. 


So (two thirds uot voting in the affirmative) | 


the rules were not suspended. 
"During the.call of the roll, 
<1 Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts, said: On 


this question I am paired with Mr. McNzzty, 
of Illinois; if he were present he would vote 
“ay,” and I would vote ‘‘no.’? 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. My colleague, Mr. R. 
Minron Sreer, is detained from his seat by 
reason: of sickness in his family; if present 
he would vote ‘‘ay.” ; 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porrsr, his Private Secretary ; 
who farther announced thatthe President had 
approved and signed House bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 218) to authorize the 
issuing of a certificate of registry to the brig 
Michael and Anna; 

An act (H. R. No. 383) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river at or near St. Joseph, Missouri ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1074) to provide for the 
survey of the harbor and river at Washington, 
District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 1260) to provide for the 
admission of paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphs for exhibition free of duty ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1333) to amend section 
thirty-five of an act entitled “An act to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes ;”’ 

An act (H. R. No. 1842) supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act to prevent the exterm- 
ination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska ;” 

An act (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief of 
George W. Morse; 

An act (H. R. No. 1669) authorizing an 
American register to the British brig Isadore, 
owned by Edwin M. Fowle, of Newton, Mas- 
sachusetts ; and f 

An act (H. R. No. 1760) to repeal the par- 
agraphs of schedule C of the internal revenue 
acts imposing taxes on canned meats, fish, 
and certain other articles. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, UTICA, NEW YORK. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move to suspend 
the rules to take from the Speaker’s table and 
pass a bill (S. No. 376) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the post office, circuit and 
district courts, and internal revenue offices, at 
Utica, New York. i 

The bill was read. It authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
to be constructed a suitable building, with a 
fire-proof vault extending to each story, at 
Utica, New York, for the accommodation of 
the post office, United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts, and internal revenue offices; and 
for this purpose there isappropriated, outof any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $200,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall cause proper plans and 
estimates to be made, so that no expenditure 
shall be made or authorized for the full com- 
pletion of the building and payment for the 
site thereof beyond the amount herein appro- 
priated. None of the money appropriated is 
to be used or applied for the purposes men- 
tioned until a valid title to the land for the site 
of such building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State-shall also duly re- 
lease and relinquish to the United States the 
right to tax or in any way assess the site, or 
the property of the United States that may be 
thereon, during the time that the United States 
shall be or remain owner thereof. 

Mr. FYNER. I think that this bill ought to 
go to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. I know of no pressing necessity that 
justifies action at this time, and ifit isiu order 


| L will move that the biil be so referred. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent only to say that Utica. is the chief 
city of four congressional districts; that it is 
therefore a very large distributing post office. 
It is besides a point at which are held the terms 
of the United States courts for the northern 
district of New York, embracing eighteen con- 


gressional districts and two million people. 
This bill was reported from the Senate com- 
mittee and was passed in the Senate without 
material objection. A bill substantially the 
same has been before the House committee; 
and I have the authority of the chairman of 
that committee for saying that a large majority 
of the committee favor the bill. I therefore 
ask that the rules may be suspended and the 
bill passed. 

Mr. TYNER. If I may be heard for a 
moment I desire simply to say that though a 
proposition of this kind has been before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
there has been no consideration of it which 
will enable any one to say what the views of 
the several members of the committee may be. 
Iam not prepared to say even that I would 
myself oppose the passage of the bill. But 
this House and the Senate have passed one 
bill providing for the erection of a public 
building at Albany at a cost of $300,000; 
some further appropriations will be required 
to prosecute the work on the post office and 
court-house building in the city of New York, 
and there are several propositions before the 
committee for the erection of buildings at 
different localities in that State.. Before any 
action is taken on the subject it seems to me 
entirely proper that the committee should 
have the opportunity of examining all these 
bills with reference to the State of New York 
and other States, and to determine which they 
will recommend the House to pass. I hope 
that the House will not sustain the motion to 


[| suspend the rules and pass the bill, but that it 


will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I do not desire to 
go over the ground suggested by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Tyyer, | but—— 

Mr. KILLINGEK. I object to debate. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, there were—ayes 66, noes 
40; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. E. H. Ros- 
ERTS and Mr. Tyner were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes sixty-one, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the motion of Mr. E. H. Rosenrs 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. TYNER. I ask consent that the bill be 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to. 


. PUBLIC BUILDING, ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I,ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
619) appropriating money for the purchase 
of a suitable site and erecting a building 
thereon in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, to 
be used for the purposes of a custom-house, 
post office, and other Federal offices. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the 
Senate amendments, as follows: 

Page 2, line ten, after the word “‘ authorized,” in- 
sert the words `‘ for the site exceeding $509,000, nor p? 
so it will read, ** Provided, That no expenditure shall 
be made or authorized for the site exceeding $500, 000, 
nor for the full completion of said building exceed- 
ing $2,000,000,” &e. oan 

On page 2, line eleven, after the word “building,” 
insert ‘site ;” so it will read, “for the full comple- 
tion of said building and site.” : 

Page 2, line eleven, after “$2,000,009,” insert 
“$250,000; so it will read, “$2,250,000.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved that the 
amendments of the Senate be non-concurred 
in, and the House ask for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER announced the following as 
the committee under the resolution of the 
House passed this morning, ordering an in, 


1872. 


vestigation into the affairs of the Navy Depart- 
ment: Mr. BLAR of Michigan, Mr. SARGENT 
of California, Mr. Perers of Maine, Mr. 
Voornees of Indiana, and Mr. Warren of 
New York. 


SENECA, SHAWNEE, QUAPAW, ETC., INDIANS. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous con- 


sent to report back from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry 
into effect the fourth article of the treaty of 
February 23, 1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, 
Quapaw, and other Indians, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to suspend the 
rules in order to bring that bill before the 
House and pass it. 

The preamble recites that by the fourth 
article of the treaty of February 28, 1867, with 
the Shawnee, Quapaw, and other Indians, the 
strip of land belonging to said Quapaws lying 
within the State of Kansas was sold to the 
United States, and intended, by the amend- 
ment to said article, to be sold to actual set- 
tlers, under the preémption laws of the United 
States; but by the manner of insertion of 
said amendment, the said lands are left with- 
out any provisions for their disposal ; and that, 
therefore, for the purpose of carrying out 
the intention of the treaty and of its amend- 
ment, additional legislation is necessary. 
The first section of the bill provides that the 
said amendment shall not be construed as 
authorizing or providing for the disposal of 
the lands of the said Quapaw Indians, which, 
by the fourth article of the said treaty of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1867, were sold to the United States at 
$1 15 an acre, and lying and being within the 
boundary of the Indian territory, but said 
amendment shall refer to, and be construed to 
autborize and direct, the disposal of the strip 
of land theretofore belonging to said Indians, 
lying and being within the State of Kansas, 
and which, by the aforesaid article of said 
treaty, were sold to the United States for 
$125 an acre. The second section of the 
bill provides that the said: strip of land within 
the State of Kansas, so ceded to the United 
States by the said Quapaw band of Indians, 
be declared open to entry and preémption, 
under the preémption laws of the United 
States, at the price of $1 25 an acre, and all 
such preémptions shall be paid for in the law- 
ful money of the United States, at the proper 
land oflice of the United States, within one 
year from the date of settlement, or where set- 
tlement was made before the passage of this 
act, then within one year from the passage of 
the same; provided that in case. any settler 
has entered upon and improved an entire tract, 
not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, a 
part of which is embraced in said . Quapaw 
strip and a part on the Government strip, so 
called, his entry of the part on the Govern- 
ment strip, under the preémption laws, shall 
not prevent the entry of the remainder of his 
tract upon said Quapaw lands under this act. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is it pro- 
posed to pass that bill at this time? _ 

The SPEAKER, ‘That is the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trast that bill will be 
again reported, as the first portion of it was 
not understood. i 

The bill was agaiun read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The provisions of this 
bill were provided for by the fourth article of 
the treaty of February 28, 1867, with the Shaw- 
nee, Quapaw, and other Indians, but by subse- 
quent amendments to the treaty those pro- 
visions were inadvertently repealed. The bill 
applies to lands almost wholly occupied by 
actual settlers, and they cannot get title to 
their holdings unless this is passed. I move 
to suspend the rules to bring the bill in and to 
pass it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
77, noes 15. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will have some 
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explanation of the bill and not pass it in this 
hurried way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state for the in- 
formation of the House that I have letters from 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, and from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recom- 
mending the passage of this bill. If necessary 
I can have those letters read. f 
Mr, HOLMAN. I hope the letters will be 
read. : ý 

Mr.SHANKS. . This has the entire sanction 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The position of the matter is this: the 
Quapaw Indians sold to the United States a 
tract of land lying within the State of Kansas, 
bordering on the Indian territory. But in the 
description of the lands, owing to an amend- 
ment made by the Senate to the treaty, the 
lands are made to appear as if they were in 
the Indian territory. This is an error in the 
description which it has become necessary to 
rectify. The bill also provides that the land 
shall be open to preémption. Every part of the 
transaction isinstrict conformity with the treaty. 
The bill is required because the Department 
is not willing to give a title to land in the de- 
scription of which there seems to be an error; 
and the people who are there on the lands 
want them thrown open te preémption. 

The SPEAKER. Is further count de- 
manded? 

No further count was demanded; and the 
rules having been suspended (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


~- Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] is recognized by the 
Chair for a motion to suspend the rules. But 
before that motion is: made, the gentleman 
yields to allow several gentlemen to ask unan- 
imous consent. 

COOSA AND TENNESSEE RIVERS. 


Mr. DOX, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, requested to transmit to the House, as soon 
as convenient, the report of the engineer in charge, 
during the year 1871, of the survey of the Coosa 
river, in the State of Alabama; also the report of 
the engineer in charge of the improvement of the 
Tennessee river; also the report of the engineer 
having in charge the survey of the route of a canal 
to connect the Coosa and Tennessee rivers. 


CHESAPEAKE SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. SWANN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to communicate to Congress any information he may 
have upon the subject of the construction of a ship- 
canal from the waters of the Chesapeake to the 
waters of Delaware bay, and to state how much time 
would be saved by such improvement in the passage 
of ships from Baltimore to Liverpool and other for- 
eign ports, and whether the building of such canal 
would not materially advance the interests of com- 
merce. 

SURVEY OF BROADKILN RIVER. 


Mr. BIGGS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to cause to be made an examination and survey of 
Broadkiln river, in the State of Delaware, with a 
view to ascertain the practicability of dredging and 
improving the same, so as to afford greater protec- 
tion and facilities to commerce, and that he report 
upon the feasibility of making such improvement, 
and the probable cost thereof, to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

CLARENCE KING’S REPORT. 


Mr. BEATTY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to inform this House how many volumes of Clarence 
King’s report of the geological exploration of the 
fortieth parallel have been printed by order of the 
War Department, and also as to the entire expense 
of publishing the same, ineluding engraving, com- 
position, paper, presswork, and binding, and also 
as to what disposition has been made of such vol- 
umes, 4 


INTERNAL REVENUE SYSTEM. 


Mr. GETZ. I move that tho rales be gus: 
pended, and that the resolution which I send 
to the desk be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter: 
tain that motion, the gentleman from. Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BUTLER] having been recognized ` 
for a motion to suspend the rules. cs 

Mr. GETZ. Then I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce the resolution and have it passed, 
I presume there will be no objection. . 

The Clerk read as follows: ` : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be, and are hereby, instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of repealing all. existing laws relating 
to the internal revenue, and abolishing the Inter- 
nal Revenue Bureau, and all offices connected there- 
with, and providing as a substitute therefor that the 
revenues requiring to be raised from domestic 


| sources be assessed upon the several States and cote 
lected under the authority of the same in such 


manner as their Legislatures shall determine, accord~ 
ing to the intent of paragraph three, section two, of 
article one of the Constitution of the United States, 
which provides that ‘Representatives and direct 
taxes shall be apportioned, among the several States 
which shall] be included within this Union aceord- 


ing to their respective numbers,” &c. z 


There wàs no objection, and the resolution 

was agreed to, j 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1985) 
to remove the disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the . 
United States from Gilbert S. Meem and nine ` 
others; which wasread a first and second time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I ask that the 
bill be now put upon its passage. in 

Mr. DU BOSE. I desire to offer an amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who have 
names to offer, as amendments to the bill, will 
please send them to the desk, and they will be 
inserted, if there be no objection. a 

Mr. SHANKS.. What if the name of Jef- 
ferson Davis should be inserted, and the bill 
should pass with his name in it, without our 
knowledge? si 

The SPEAKER. The enrolling clerk will 
give notice to the Chair if that should happen 
[Laughter.] l E R 

Several amendments. for tbe insettion of: 
additional names, offered by Mr. Du Boskand. - 
others, were sent to the Clerk’s desk and incor- 
porated with the bill. ; ne 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and béing 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The bill was then passed, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. i 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask unanimous consent to 

offer the following resolution: ` 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, requested to inform this House . 
whether or not the various railroad companies men- 
tioned in the act of Congress entitled “An get to aid. 
in the construction of railroad and telegraphic’ lines 
from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1862, have complied with the provisions of the 
twentieth section of said act; and in case said com- 
panies have made the reports to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury required by said section, he is hereby re- 
quested to furnish the House of Representatives with 
all the information contained therein. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The word “ requested -is 
not the word to use in this case. It should be 
| “ directed.” 

Mr, LEWIS. I will accept that 


modifica- 
tion. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I suggest 
that the gentleman amend the resolution 80 as 
to use, instead of the words ‘‘ with the provis- 
ions of the twentieth section,” the words “alk 
the requirements of the twentieth section.” 

Mr. LEWIS. I have no objection to that 


modification. i : . 
The resolution, as modified, was received by 


unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


y SALE OF ARMS, ETC, 

“Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following preamble and resolution: 

- Whereas it is obvious, from the response of the 


‘Secretary of War laid before the House on the 8th || 


‘of March last, in_reply-to the resolution passed on 
the 28th day of February, 1872, asking information 


ag bo the’ amount and value of public property sold [| 


by the War Department- since July 1, 1865, and the 
disposition made of the proceeds of such sales, that 
the Secretary, having, as he states, been able to 
ascertain not only the amount of appropriation 
necessary to enable him to comply with the resolu- 
tion and the time it will require to do so, but that 
all sales of said property have been made “in strict 
‘accordance with the statute,” can at least inform 
this House as to the amount and character of prop- 
erty sold by the Department, by whom sold, and 
what has become of the money received therefor by 
the Department and the officers thereof: Therefore, 
Resolved; That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, directed to give to the House full informa- 
tion as to the amount and character of the public 
roperty soldor otherwise disposed of by the War 
Be artment since July 1, 1865, and the amount of 
such sales, by whom made, and the disposition made 
ot the proceeds of sales, stating how much, if any, of 
said money was covered into the Treasury, and how 
‘much has ‘been spent by the Department without 
reappropriation by. Congress. 


Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman will allow 
me`a few moments I will not object to that 
resolution, otherwise I will have to object to it. 
‘Mr. BECK, I have no objection to the 
gentleman occupying any time he desires. 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object 
anyhow, 

Mr, DAWES. I should like to show to the 
House the utter impracticability of obtaining 
the information called for, and to show to 
what extent it would be perfectly easy to the 
Department to answer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state 
that he has been endeavoring to promote a 
good deal of unanimous consent business, while 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur- 
LER] is really entitled to the floor. This res- 
olution will give rise to some opposition, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
«Kentucky [Mr. Beck] as the next member’ to 
move a suspension of the rules. 
` ‘Mr. BECK, If it is permitted me, I will 
then allow the gentleman from Massachusetts 
‘{Mr. Dawes] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire merely to show to 
the gentleman how it is impossible to get this 
information by the phraseology that he uses, 
and how he can get all he wants under differ- 
ent phraseology without any great expense or 

“consumption of time. That is all I want. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot allow 
debate in this way. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Kentucky to move a sus- 
; pension of the rules in a moment. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT. 


Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 1929) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a uniform system of 
“bankruptcy ‘throughout the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1867, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, recommitted, and ordered 
to be printed, with the understanding that it 
should not be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider. 
: BEAVER LAKE. 


. On motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penn- 
sylvania, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 616) to rélease to the State of Indiana the 
land known as the bed of Beaver lake, in 
Newton county, in said State, was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 
TENUANTEPEC EXPEDITION, 


Mr. PENDLETON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back without amendment Senate resolution 
for the printing of extra copies of the report 
‘of the Tehuantepec expedition, as follows: 


` Resolped, (the House of Representatives concur- 
‘Ting,) That there be printed seven thousand addi- 
tional copies of the report and accompanying maps 
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of the Tehauntepes expedition, of which two thou- 


thousand copies for the use of the House, and one 
thousand ‘copies for the use of the Secretary of the 
avy. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department be authorized to em- 
ploy a clerk during so much of the present session 
as his services may be required, at $4 80 per day. 


CLAIM AGENTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the following section may 
be considered in order as an amendment to 
the Post Office appropriation bill when its 
consideration shall again be resumed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and that the amendment 
be also printed: 


Seo. —..That it shall hereafter be unlawful for 
any person who has held an office in any executive 
department of the Government, to which he was 
appointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to act as attorney, solicitor, or agent in the 
prosecution of any claim against the United States 
in such Department within two years after the date 
at which he ceased to besuch officer; and itis hereby 
made the duty of the headsof the several Executive 
Departments to enforce the provisions of thissection. 

Mr. HOAR. If consent shall be given to 
have thisamendment offered to the Post Office 
appropriation bill, will it also be in order to 
move as an amendment to the amendment 
any matter which may be germane thereto? 

The SPEAKER. Anything would be in 


order as an amendment thereto that is ger- 


mane. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the provisions of 
this section are correct. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, communicated 
to the House by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, a House bill of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 437) authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to reéstablish the 
Monroe land district in the State of Louisiana. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, and requested the concur- 
rence of the House therein, a resolution to 
print extra copies of the first eight tables of 
the census report. 


POST OFFICE CONTRACTS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roadsa bill in reference to 
contracts for carrying the United States mails. 
I desire permission to say to the House that it 
is very important to the Post Office Depart- 
ment and to the Treasury that this bill may 
be passed now, in order that the Department 
may have the benefit of it at its lettings of the 
lst of next month. The bill has been agreed 
to unanimously by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and I ask that it may 
now be received for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections will be in order. 

Thebillwasread. The first section provides 
that any person or persons bidding for the 
transportation of the mails upon any route 
which may be advertised to be let, and receiv- 
ing an award of the contract for such service, 
who shall willfully refuse or fail to enter into a 
contract with the Postmaster General in due 
form to perform the service described in his 
or their bid or proposal, shall be. deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding twelve months. 

The second section provides that each bid for 
carrying the mail shall hereafter have affixed 
to it an oath of the bidder, taken before a per- 
son qualified to administer oaths, that he has 
the ability pecuniarily to fulfill his obligations, 


i 


| and that the bid is made in good faith, and ` 
sand copies shall be forthe use of the Senate, four || 


with the intention to enter into a contract and 
perform the services in case his bid is accepted, 
and that the signatures of his guarantors are 
genuine, and that he believes said guarantors 
pecuniarily responsible for and able to pay 
all damages the United States shall suffer by 
reason of the bidder’s failing to perform his 
obligation as such bidder. i 

The tbird section provides that any post- 
master who shall affix his signature to a cer- 
tificate of sufficiency of guarantors before the 


| guarantee is signed by the guarantors shall be 


deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall on 
conviction thereof be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding one year, or both, and shall be forth- 
with dismissed from office. 

Section four provides that no bidder for 
carrying the mails shall be released from his 
obligation under his bid or proposition, not- 
withstanding an award be made to a lower 
bidder, until a contract for the designated ser- 
vice shall have been duly signed by such bidder 
and accepted, and the service entered upon by 
the contractor to the satisfaction of the Post- 
master General. 

The fifth section empowers the Postmaster 
General to reject bids for mail service which 
shall appear to him upon due investigation to 
be exorbitant, fraudulent, or fictitious ; but in 
all such cases he is to report his action, with 
the reasons therefor, to Congress at its next 
session thereafter, 

The sixth section provides that after any 
regular bidder or contractor for the transport- 
ation of the mails upon any route shali have 
failed to enter into contract and commence 
the performance thereof as herein provided, 
the Postmaster General shall proceed to con- 
tract with the next lowest bidder for such ser- 
vices, who shall enter into a contract and per- 
form the same, unless the Postmaster General 
can contract upon better terms for the Gov- 
ernment with some other responsible party, in 
which case he is authorized so to do. 

The seventh section repeals the provision of 
the fourth section of the act of March 8, 1871, 
requiring certified checks or drafts to accom- 
pany bids. 

The eighth section provides that in case of 
the sickness or unavoidable absence from his 
office of the postmaster of any money-order 
post office, he may, with the approval of the 
Postmaster General, authorize the chief clerk, 
or some other clerk employed therein, to act 
in his place, and to discharge all the duties 
required by law of such postmaster; provided 
that the official bond given by the principal of 
the office shall be held to cover aud apply to 
the acts of the person appointed to act in his 
place in such cases; and provided further 
that such acting officer shall for the time 
being be subject to all the liabilities and pen- 
aities prescribed by law for the official mis- 
conduct in like cases of the postmaster for 
whom he shall act. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be considered as passed. 

Mr. POTTER. Before the bill is passed, I 
desire to make a suggestion to the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, [Mr. Farnswortu.] The existing law 
provides that for sufficient reasons the Post- 
master General may release the sureties of a 
postmaster and accept new sureties; but there 
is no such provision in respect to the sureties 
of persons who have contracted to carry the 
mail. { desire, therefore, to suggest to the 
gentleman that the following provision be 
added to his bill as a new section: 


Src. 9, And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General, whenever he may deem it consist- 
ent with the public interest, may accept new surety 
upon any contract existing, or hereafter made, for 
carrying the mails, in substitution for and relcase of 
any existing surety. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Porrex} has shown me this 
amendment, and I think it eminently proper. 
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I have no authority from the committee to 
accept it as a part of this bill, but I certainly 
shall not object to it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New York will be considered as incor- 
porated in the bill, and the bill so amended 
passed. 

There was no objection; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1930) was passed. 


CONSOLIDATION OF STAFF DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Cospurn,] chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, which committee is 
now examining the question of the consolida- 
tion of the staff departments of the Army, 
asks that his committee have leave to report 
on that subject in print. The Chair hears no 
objection; and the permission is given to the 
committee to have the testimony printed, and 
to make report in print. 


SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
move to suspend the rules in order to pass the 
bill to hasten the return to specie payments. 

The bill was read. It provides that from 
and after April 1, 1872, the Secretary of the 
Treasury be authorized and directed to colleet 
and receive one third of the amount of cus- 
toms duties assessed upon imports in legal- 
tender notes of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
House give me unanimous consent to explain 
the effect of this bill? 

Mr. DAWES. If my colleague [Mr. Bvr- 
LER, of Massachusetts] has an opportunity to 
speak upon the bill I would like to say a few 


words. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to inquire whether 
an amendment is in order, 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to pass 
the bill under a suspension of the rules, and 
that motion is not amendable. 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague object to 
having the bill referred either to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency or to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I modify 
my motion, and ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be received for consideration. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. [renew my 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
49, noes 71. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw my motion, and now move to suspend 
the rules to bring the bill before the House 
for consideration at present. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object to that at this 
time. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 
86, noes 40. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, demanded 
tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hooper, of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. Buruer, of Massachu- 
setts, were appointed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We under- 
stand it; itis the people against the banks; that 
igall. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 46. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it in order to move to 
refer this bill to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency? ! 

The SPEAKER. Not now. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 89, nays 68, not voting 
83; as follows: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Averill, Beck, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, George M. 
Brooks, Bunton, Benjamin F, Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Caldwell, William T. Clark, Cobb, Coburn, 


Coghian, Conger, Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Dar- | 
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rall, Davis, Dox, Dunnell, Eldredge, Finkelnbarg, 
Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Handley, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Havens Hay, Hays, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Holman, Hough- 
ton, King, Lansing, Leach. Lewis, Lowe, Manson, 
Marshall, McCiclland, McCrary, McHenry, Me- 
Kinney, Merrick. Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morey, Morgan, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, 
Auron E, Perry, Peters, Piatt, Price, Prindle. Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Sargent, Shanks, 
Sheidon, Shober, Slater, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Sypher, 
Taffe, Twichell, Warren, Wells, Willard, Williams 
of Indiana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and Wood—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, Burchard, 
Freeman Clarke, Comingo, Crebs. Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Farwell, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Garrett, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Hawley, 
HiH, Hooper, Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lynch, McCormick, McGrew, MeJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Orr, Packard, Palmer, Peck, Eli Perry, Randall, 
Eilis H, Roberts, Wiliam R. Roberts, Sawyer, Sher- 
wood, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Sprague, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Suther- 
land, Terry, Washington Townsend, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wheeler, 
John T. Wilson, and Winchester—68. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Biggs, Boles, James Brooks, 
Buckley, Burdett, Campbell, Carroll, Cotton, Cox, 
Creely, Crocker, De Large, Dickey, DuBose, Duke, 
Eames, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D. 
Foster, Garfield, Griffith, Hale, Hancock, Hanks, 
George E. Harris, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Hoar, Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamison, Lam- 
port, Maynard, McIntyre, McKee, McNeely, Moore, 
Morphis, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Rainey, Ritchie, Robinson, Rogers, Roose- 
velt, Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shellabarger, 
Slocum, R. Milton Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Stowell, St. John, Swann, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, Whitthorne, and 
Young—83, 


So (two thirds not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended for the 
introduction and consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it now in order to 


move to refer the bill to the Committee on | 


Banking and Currency? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The bill is not before the 
House. : 
SALE OF ARMS. 


Mr. BECK. I move to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of passing the following reso- 
lution; and I understand it will not be ob- 
jected to by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is obvious from the response of the 
Secretary of War, laid before the House on the 8th 
of March last, in reply to the resolution passed on 
the 28th of February, 1872, asking information as to 
the amount and value of public property sold by 
the War Department since July 1, 1865, and the dis- 
position made of the proceeds of such sales, that 
the Secretary having, as he states, been able to as- 
certain not only the amount of appropriation requi- 
site to enable him to comply with the resolution, 
and the time it will require to do so, but that all 
sales of said property have been made “in strict 
accordance with the statutes,” can at least inform 
this House as to the amount and character of prop- 
erty sold by the Department, by whom sold, and 
what has become of the money received therefor by 
the Department and the officersthereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to give the House full information 
as to the amount and general character of the public 
property sold or otherwise disposed of by the War 
Department since June 30, 1865, the amount of such 
sales, by what bureau the sales were made, and the 


disposition made of the proceeds of sale, stating how ; 


much, if any, of said money has been covered into 
the Treasury, and how much has been spent by the 
Department without reappropriation by Congress. 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to say in connection 
with that resolution that I have examined it, 
and find it less objectionable than the resolu- 
tion which the gentleman offered some time 
since, which required such a detail of statement 
as to each particular that it was obvious it 
would take a long time to answer; forinstance, 
requiring, as it did, a statement of every par- 
ticular item of property that was sold, and 
what was done with the proceeds. So that if 
an officer out in Sitka or Arizona had occasion 


to sell an old horse or an old harness, his |; 


accounts, which had been audited four or five 
years ago and gone into the Treasury, would 
have had to be hunted up and turned over 
in order to arrive at the particulars of the trans- 
action. The inquiry would have ran over the 
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accounts of Mr. Secretary Stanton, Mr. Sec- 
retary Schofield, Mr. Secretary Grant, ‘and 
Mr. Secretary Rawlins, as well as the present 
Secretary. Ít would have been utterly impos- 
sible to have given the details required with- 
out going over all the books of the Depart- 
ment. I think, however, the Secretary of War 
will be able to comply with the resolution 
which the gentleman has now moved, and to 
give him the substance of all the information 
that he requires. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to submit an amendment to which I think the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] will 
have no objection. I offer it with the view o 
getting the information speedily. tae 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from. Mas- 
sachusetts asks the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] to modify his resolution by adding 
the words which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And he is authorized to employ a sufficient num= 
ber of extra clerks for this purpose. . 

Mr. BECK. There is no necessity for that. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the addition sug- 
gested by my colleague [Mr. BUTLER] is not 
necessary. On consultation with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Brcx,] I think 
his resolation in the form in which he has put 
it is quite sufficient, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


! tucky [Mr. Beck] declines to modify his reso- 


lution as suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER; | and on a mo: 
tion to suspend the rules, no amendment can 
be admitted except by consent. f 

The question being taken, the rules were 
suspended, (two thirds having voted in favor 
thereof,) and the resolution offered by Mr. 
Beck was adopted. 

DISPOSITION OF PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of this House the 
policy of granting subsidies in public lands to rail- 


' roads and other corporations ought to be discontin- 


ued, and that every consideration of publie polity 
and equal justice to the whole people requires that 
the public lands should be held for the: purpose of 
securing homesteads to actual settlers, and for'eda- 
cational purposes, as may be provided by lawe : 


MISSOURI STATE MILITIA OFFICERS, 


Mr. COMINGO. I move that the rules be 
so suspended as to allow the introduction and 
passage of a bill granting three months’ extra 
pay proper to the officers of the Missouri State 
militia below the rank of brigadier general 
who continued in the military service during 
the late rebellion after the 8d of March, 1865, 
and were honorably discharged after. the 9th 
day of April, 1865. 5 

The bill was read. It provides that all offi- 
cers of the Missouri State militia below the 
rank of brigadier general who were in said 
service on the 3d day of March, 1865,. whose 
resignations were presented and accepted, or 
who were mustered out at their: own request, 
or were otherwise honorably discharged from 
service after the 9th day of April, 1865,-shalt 
be entitled to and shall receive three months’ 
extra pay proper in the same manner as such 
pay was allowed to officers of volunteers by 
section four of an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1865, entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending the 80th June, 1866:27.: 

Mr. COBURN. I object to the present.con- 
sideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Courneo] is that 
the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 

Mr. COBURN. The bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs before action is 
taken on it in the House. : 

The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, it was not agreed to, two 
thirds not voting in favor thereof. : 

Mr. COMINGO. Iask unanimous consent 
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to introduce the bill, and have it referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection ; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1931) was introduced, read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordéred to be printed. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I move 
that the rules be suspended and the following 
resolution adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be, and hereby is, instructed to report a bill to the 
House at the earliest opportunity for the repeal of 
the law known as the bankrupt law. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 
Pending the motion to adjourn, 


BAR AT MOUTH OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1932) providing for 
the transit of merchant vessels of heavy draft 
across the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi 
river, and for other purposes; which was read 

` a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
NAVIGATION OF OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. NEGLEY also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1983) to improve 
the navigation of the Ohio river; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RESURVEY OF GALVESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. CLARK, of Texas, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
418) providing for the resurvey of Galveston 
harbor, Texas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CROW RESERVATION IN MONTANA. 

. Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1984) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with 
the chiefs and head men of the Crow tribe of 
Indians for the surrender of their reservation 


in the Territory of Montana; which was read | 


a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 853) to restore the records of 
the United States courts in the northern dis- 
trict of Ilinois ; 

A bill (8. No. 742) to amend section thirty- 
five of an act entitled “An act to reduce inter- 
nal taxes; and for other purposes;’’ 

A bill (H. R. No. 880) to issue an American 
register to the brig A. L. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1588) for the construction 
of an addition to the United States court-house 
and post office building in Indianapolis, Indi- 
ana, and for the purchase of additional ground 
adjoining the site of said building; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1589) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the post office, custom-house, 
pension office, United States circnit and dis- 
trict courts, and internal revenue offices at 
Hartford, Connecticut. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Presidant of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report dated 5th instant, 


received from the Secretary of State, in compliance 
with a resolution of the House of February 28 


ultimo, 7. S. GR 
. WAStONGTON, March 11, 1872. y SANT, 


‘The SPEAKER: The communication is in 
relation to the consular and diplomatic ser- 


vice, and will, if there be no objection, be 
referred: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. 
ELECTION CONTEST—CESSNA VS. B. F, MEYERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of Elec- 
tions give notice that to-morrow they will call 
up the contested-election of Cessna vs, B. F. 
Meyers. 

The question was taken on Mr. KILLINGER’ S 
motion, and it was agreed to; and the House 
(at three o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: Resolutions of the Ma- 
chinists’ and Blacksmiths’ Union, No. 5, of 
Massachusetts, against the abrogation or repeal 
of the eight-hour law. 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of Elizabeth 
King, widow of Captain Herbert King, com- 
pany FE, third Kentucky infantry, praying that 
a pension be allowed her. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of 
Joshua Baker and 88 others, merchants and 
ship-masters of Boston and Cape Cod, Massa- 
chusetts, praying the erection of a light èn 
Block Island. 

Also, the petition of Barnabas Davis and 
81 others, in aid of the petition of Joshua 
Baker and others. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Avery, of Ply- 
mouth, Massachusetts, praying such legislation 
as will remove the tariff on type. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Texas: The memorial of 
the mayor and board of aldermen of Galves- 
ton, Texas, praying an appropriation for the 
permanent improvement of Galveston harbor, 
- By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of W. N. 
Burdick and others, citizens, asking the estab- 
lishment of a mail route between Jackson- 
ville and Cresco, Iowa, via Pond Valley. 

By Mu. DUELL: The petition of William 
N. Stone, Oren Eddy, W. W. Legg, and 81 
others, citizens of Borodino and Spafford, in 
the county of Onondoga, New York, praying 
Congress to preserve inviolate the great guar- 
antees of religious liberty now contained in 
the Constitution of the United States, and 
protesting against an amendment of the Con- 
stitution by incorporating in it a recognition of 
‘God as the source of all authority and power 
in civil government,’’ for the reason that such 
an amendment would tend to revolutionize the 
Government of the United States and over- 
throw the principles of religious liberty. 

Also, the petition of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Captain Simeon Samson, 
deceased, of Homer, New York, for relief. 

By Mr. DOUNNELL: The petition of E. L. 
Brounell and 65 others, of Minnesota, late of 
the Union Army, asking an equalization of 
bounties. 3 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The memorial of the 
city of Sheboygan, for the appropriation of 
the full amount of the sum recommended by 
the engineer department for the completion 
of the Sheboygan harbor, in the State of Wis- 
consin. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Schleis- 
ingerville, in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
Congress to devise measures to reduce the 
tariff to a strictly revenue basis, to remove as 
fast as possible all duties imposed upon one 
man for the benefit of another, or one class 
for the benefit of another class, and especially 
to abolish all duties upon salt, coal, and iron. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
Herman Kraut, for pay as major of engineers. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan : The petition 
of sundry soldiers, asking an equalization of 
pay by an allowance of $8 334 per month for 
all actual service, less all bounties paid. 

Also, the petition of Charles H. Taylor and 


39 others, asking that all tariff be taken from 
pig iron. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The memorial 
of Nancy E. Pugh, widow of David H. Pugh, 
late captain twenty-seventh regiment United 
States colored infantry. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Coughlan and 
75 others, citizens of Crawford county, Ohio, 
praying the repeal of protective duties and 
of duties on salt, coal, and pig iron. 

Also, the petition of M. Wilson, of the El- 
more (Ohio) Courier; of William Stansberry, 
of the Genoa (Ohio) Enterprise; of W. W. 
White, of the Clyde (Ohio) Independent; and 
of Ames & Holgate, job printers, Clyde, Ohio, 
praying the removal of duties on type. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petitions of M. 
Talbot and 52 others, citizens of Refugio 
county, Texas; and of Thomas Moony and 
60 others, citizens of Caldwell county, Texas, 
praying that the tariff may be reduced to a rev- 
enue standard. f 

By Mr. HANDLEY: A memorial and joint 
resolution of the General Assembly of Ala- 
bama, in relation to C., E. Thomas, A. H. Dan- 
nen, G. H. Ellison, S. H. Brice, and O. S. 
Homes, incorporators under the name of the 
Mobile and Perdido Canal Company for the 
purpose of constructing a canal from a point 
on Bonsecours bay, a tributary of Mobile bay, 
in Baldwin county, State of Alabama, to Bay 
La Lanch, a tributary of Perdido bay, which 
canal will be six miles long, nine feet deep, and 
fifty-five feet wide. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. Roberts & 
Richards, proprietors of the Opelika Locomo- 
tive, Opelika, Lee county, Alabama, and the 
La Fayette Reporter, La Fayette, Chambers 
county, Alabama, asking Congress to place type 
on the free list. 

Also, the petition of E. W. B. Bayzer, pro- 
prietor of the Elmore Republican, Wetumpka, 
Elmore county, Alabama, asking Congress to 
place type on the free list. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The memorial of Gail 
Borden, president of the New York Condensed 
Milk Company, asking that a duty be imposed 
on preserved condensed milk manufactured in 
Great Britain. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The address of East- 
ern Pennsylvania Distillers’ Association, and 
citizens of that State, calling attention to and 
praying relief from the existing unfair and 
partial character of the laws governing the 
distillation of whisky. 

Also, the memorial of 800 workingmen of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, remoustrat- 
ing against the reduction of duties on coal and 
iron in the interest of labor, and the main- 
tenance of home industry. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of F. M. 
Morris, J. H. Cansler, James Alexander, F. 
S. Dunnig, C. A. Brash, M. B. Brown, C. S. 
Parker, and 95 others, of Crofton, Kentucky, 
all soldiers in the late war to suppress the re- 
bellion, praying the speedy enactment by Con- 
gress of House bill No. 452, introduced hy Mr. 
Manson, to grant bounty lands to soldiers who 
served in said war, and to the widows and 
children of such as have died. 

By Mr. MeJUNKIN: The petition of 
Charles F. Aldinger, T. J. Craig, Andrew 
Moore, A. Barnhart, A. S. Miller, J. Mc- 
Michael, and 79 others, citizens of Butler 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that there may 
be no further extension of the Longstroth bee- 
hive patent. 

Also, the petition of William Watson, of 
Buffalo township, Butler county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying the passage of an act granting 
him a bounty of $100. 

Algo, the petition of James Archibald, Adam 
Ekas, William Barker, David Kelly, and 24 
others, citizens of Buffalo township, Butler 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the passage of 
an act granting a bounty of $100 to William 
Watson. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of D. J. 
Darfey and 144 others, citizens of Licking 
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county, Ohio, praying Congress to pass impar- 
tial pension laws for the benefit of the officers 
and soldiers, and especially the militia, who 
served any time whatever in the war of 1812 
against Great Britain. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Missouri: The re- 
monstrance of the North Missouri Bee-Keep- 
ers’ Association, against the renewal of Long- 
stroth’s patent bee-hive. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of C. W. Evers, 
editor and proprietor of the Wood County Sen- 
tinel, to place type on the free list. 

By Mr. RICH, of Illinois: The petition of 
John G. Smith and 88 others, on behalf of 
Joseph Rutherford, of Macoupin county, IHi- 
nois, asurvivor of the war of 1812, and who 


sent to the late war for the Union nine sons ! 


and fonr sons-in-law. 

By Mr. RICH, of Kentucky: The petition 
of John Patton, late lieutenant company C, 
twenty-second Kentucky volunteer infantry, 
asking pay as first lieutenant of twenty-second 
Kentucky volunteers from July 14, 1864, to 
January 20, 1865. ; 

By Mr. ROGERS: The memorial of Brid- 
get Lee, widow of John Lee, a revolutionary 
soldier, asking arrearages of pension. 


By Mr. SHOEMAKUR: The petition of | 


David Wolf Bruce and James Lindsay, praying 
that the duty on printing type may uot be 
repealed. 

Also, the petition of Robert Bauer, and 
Adams & Ayerman, praying that printing type 
may be placed on the free list. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Scott and others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking bounties and 
land warrants to soldiers of the wars of 1812 
and 1861. 

By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of M. B. 
C. True and 48 others, citizens of Tama county, 
lowa, in opposition to any reduction of duties 
on articles manufactured in this country, and 
favoring the repeal of duties on tea and coffee. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The protest of the 
Saginaw Valley Lumbermen’s Association 
against the Chicago relief bill. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Obio: The petition of 
Elizabeth Saylor, widow of Jacob Saylor, de- 
ceased, who was a soldier of the war of 1812, 
praying for a pension. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. CLARK, of Texas: A bill to estab- 
lish a post route from Cameron, Milam county, 
to Giddings, Washington county, Texas. 

By Mr. DONNAN: A bill to establish a 
post route from Jacksonville, Iowa, via Pond 

alley, to Cresco, in same State. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: A bill to establish 
certain post routes across the East and North 
rivers, in the State of New York. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 12, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. S. M. Hartsock, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a joint resolution 

of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking an ap- 
` propriation for theconstruction of a ship-canal 

around the falls of Niagara on the American 
side; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He‘also presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota, asking that the act of 
Congress of July 15, 1870, granting soldiers 
of the late war the right to select homesteads 
of one hundred and sixty acres, spall be so 
amended as to extend the privileges of that 
act to volunteers who had prior to the passage 
of the same availed themselves of the provis- 


ions of the acts of 1862 and 1864, by taking 
eighty acces of land, and who are now excluded 
from the benefits of the act of July 15, 1870, 


by the raling that in consequence of the former |} 


filing they have exhausted their homestead 
rigbt; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of 
Albert Towle, praying for relief on account 
of a robbery of the post office at Beairice, 
Nebraska; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of a law taxing distilleries accord- 
ing to their actual capacity, such capacity to 
be ascertained by practical men; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the memorial of 
Fielder R. Dorsett, sr., and Elizabeth M. 
Fiere, heirs of William Dorsett, deceased, of 
Prince George county, Maryland, praying 
indemnification for spoliations committed by 


the French prior to the year 1801; which was | 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of L. A. 
Delime praying for a modification of the tax 
on spirits obtained by the fermentation of 
grain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Virginia in favor of the 
restoration of the quota of arms to which that 
State is entitled; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented 
additional papers relating to the claim of 
Charity Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons, 
No. 111, Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, for 
rent of their building used by the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Eli 
S. Shorter, of Alabama, praying the removal 
of his political disabilities ; which was referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Politieal Disabilities. 

He also presented the petition of the guard- 
ian of Mary Ann McKeever, praying that she 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Nancy E. 
Ammons, praying for bounty and back pay of 
her late husband, Ephraim G. Ammons, third 
regiment North Carolina infantry ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of shoe mayu- 
facturers of Hudson and Marlboro, Massa- 
chusetts, protesting against the reissue of a 
patent for making and selling copper and 
silver shoe-tips; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FENTON presented the memorial of 
Samuel Gardiner, jr., of the city of New York, 
protesting against the passage of the bill (S. 
No. 756) making an appropriation of $2,500 
to test,on some of the lamps on the public 
grounds in Washington, a certain invention for 
lighting and extinguishing gas in street lamps 
by electricity; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented two 
memorials of citizens of Michigan, protesting 
against the passage of the Chicago relief bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
E. M. Dennison, praying for an increase of 
compensation as crier of court in the District 
of Columbia from April, 1863, to December, 
1865; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition of 
Judith Williams, widow of Eli Williams, of 
Cumberland county, Kentucky, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion ; which was referred tothe Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MORTON. Ipresent a petition which 
is signed by more than three thousand soldiers 


of Indiana. The. number of signatures jus- 
tifies me perhaps, in stating the points. of the 
petition: 

We, the undersigned, surviving soldiers of the 
late war, for ourselves, and widows and heirs of. 
deceased comrades ask your honorable body 

Yo amend the homestead law so as to change the 
said law to be without settlement, and to issue to 
every honorably discharged soldier’ of the Union 
Army a land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of Government lands, to be located or disposed. 
of for our use and benefit. > i 

2. To pension all surviving soldiers and widowsof 
soldiers of the war of 1812. 7 

3. To amend the pension law so that every disabled 
soldier will draw pension from date of wounds, 

4, To equalize all bounties so that each soldier 
shall receive $8 333 per month’s service in the Union 


rmy. 
5. To establish a bureau similar to the labor 
bureau for the interest and protection of soldiers. 
I move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 696) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Booneville, Missouri, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1762) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
allow the printing of impressions of currency 
notes and bonds, &c., for the use of Heath 
& Co.’s counterfeit detector, to report it back 
with a unanimous recommendation that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. It was the 
practice under a former administration of 
the Treasury Department to allow this to be 
done at the Treasury Department, but under 
the present administration it has not been 
allowed. It appears to the Committee that 
it would be wrong for the Government to go 
into any sort of business or partnership, by 
contract or otherwise, with any parties in 
relation to the publishing or printing of these 
impressions of the plates of notes and bonds; 
that it would be wrong to wear out the plates 
for any such purpose; and that. it would be 
wrong to give this company a prestige and 
rank over all other publishers of counterfeit 
detectors throughout the country, which we 
should do unless every counterfeit detector 
should be allowed to have the same privilege. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 
The bill is indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. AMES. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 322):to - 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the owners the proceeds of certain cotton 
seized in violation of instructions from the 
Treasury Department, have instructed me to 
report it back and recommend that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Should the bill pass in its present form large 
sums of money would be taken from the Treas- 
ury, and as important legal questions are in- 
volved this new reference is recommended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Committee on Finance will be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to. be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. In the 
absence of the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 1 will state for that committee that we 
had a similar bill before us, I think, the other 
day, and it appeared to us thatit was strictly æ 
claim. Although this bill may involve legal 
questions, the Committee on Claims alwaya 
consider legal questions relating to claims. I 
think, therefore, it ought to go where the other 
bili went which we decided to refer to that 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont moves to amend the motioa by strik- 
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ing out ‘* Committee on the Judiciary,” and 
inserting “ Committee on Claims.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was referred to the. Committeo on Claims. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1854) to authorize Rev. Jeremiah Moy- 
niban, of New Orleans, to import one set of 
marble altars free of duty, have directed me 
to report it adversely,'and ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

..The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. KELLOGG subsequently said: I have 
just come into the Chamber, and I am in- 
formed that the Senator trom Ohio has re- 
ported a bill from the Committee on Finance, 
in which I am interested, recommending its 
indefinite postponement. I should like to 
know if that is the fact. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the 
bill? 

Mr. KELLOGG. A bill allowing Rev. 
Jeremiah Moynihan, of New Orleans, to im- 
port a set of altars free of duty. 
~ The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill was 
indefinitely postponed, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask that it be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. <A Senator de- 
siring it, the usage of the Senate has been 
that a bill reported in this way be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report unless 
some Senator objects. That will be done in 
this cage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
773) to provide for the refunding of taxes paid 
by State officers on their salaries, have directed 
me to report the bill back adversely. This is 
a bill to refund the income tax to State officers 
other than judicial officers. I desire to state 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
general powers granted him by law, is, under 
the decision of the Supreme Court, refunding 
to the judicial officers of the States the taxes 
they have paid in the nature of income tax. 
This bill proposes to extend the principle of 
that decision to all State officers, executive 
and judicial. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The court itself makes a 
distinction, and the committee are of the 
opinion that there is a broad distinction, be- 
cause judicial officers are protected by most 
of the State constitutions, as well as the Con- 
stitution of the United States, from a diminu- 
tion of their salaries. ‘here is no such pro- 
vision in rogard to any other officers, so far as 
I know of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
indefinitely postponed if there is no dissent. 

Mr. OSBORN. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the bill— 

Mr. PRATT. I should like toinquire what 
is Hey pull that has just been indefinitely post- 

oned? 

p The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Cur Currx. A bill (S. No. 773) to 
provide for the refunding of taxes paid by 
State officers on their salaries. 

Mr. PRATT, I hope the bill will not be 
indefinitely postponed, but be allowed to go 
upon the Calendar. 1 wish to submit some 
remarks in support of it. I will state that the 
Supreme Court have already decided that the 
tax upon judicial salaries is unconstitutional ; 
that it is beyond the power of Congress‘to 
assess a tax upon the salaries of the judges of 
the States. Ido not see why that rule should 
not.apply to all officers of the States belong- 
ing to the executive or administrative depart- 
ments. The principle is the same, I intro- 
duced that bill in good faith, believing that 
the principle decided by the Supreme Court 
. ofthe United States would sustain it. I hope, 


Where is the distinc- 


t 


| 
therefore, that the bill will not be indefinitely 


postponed, but be placed on the Calendar to 
be considered by the Senate when reached. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
the bill being placed on the Calendar. I have 
already stated, though the Senator did not hear 
me, that the Committee on Finance was of 
the opinion that there was a distinction between 
the two classes of officers; but I have no objec- 
tion to the bill going on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be placed 
on the Calendar, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And when it 
comes up, | give notice that I shall move to 
refund all taxes collected during the war, as 
they were a very grievous burden, as goon as 
possible. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom were recommitted the petition and 
papers of John Thompson Mason, asking to 
be relieved from liability for a judgment con- 
fessed to cover the detalcation of one of his 
clerks, have again had that subject under con- 
sideration, and have instructed me to report it 
back with a request that the committce be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

Mr. VICKERS. I ask that that report be 

laced on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It isa report, 
nota bill. The Senator can introduce a bill 
and have it placed on the Calendar. ‘The com- 
mittee will be discharged. i 

BENJAMIN VANNIMAN. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was referred the 
bill (HL. R. No. 73) for the relief of Benjamin 
Vanniman, to report it back without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it pass. 
It is a bill simply authorizing the issue to the 
person named of two ten-forty bonds in lieu 
of two that were destroyed by rats. I ask the 
present consideration of the bill, as it is an act 
of justice, and it will take but a moment to 
pass it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,,as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue to Benjamin Vanniman, of 
Greene county, Ohio, two ten-forty bonds for 
$500 each, with interest coupons, falling due 
after September 1, 1864, under act of March 
8, 1864, in lieu of two ten-forty bonds of like 
amounts, with coupons, &c., numbered 4322 
and 4323, issued under that act, and which, as 
the property of Benjamin Vanniman, were, 
between the 1st and 15th of September, 1864, 
destroyed by rats; but before issuing the new 
bonds, the Secretary of the Treasury is to re- 
quire a sufficient bond of indemnity securing 
the Govornment against the presentation of 
the bonds alleged to have been destroyed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of the 13th of March, 
1871, proposals which have been made to him 
for establishing iron-shipbuilding yards and 
docks; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval ‘Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


RAILROAD IN FLORIDA, 


Mr. OSBORN. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up Senate bill No. 754, granting the 
right of way through the public lands for the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph in 
Florida. ‘The bill has been read, and all that 
is required is simply a vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no. objection, if 
the Senator will allow. morning business to 


go on. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Florida asks unanimous consent to take up a 
bill granting the right of way through the pub- 


lic land for the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph in Florida. It requires unanimous 
consent at this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should be very sorry 
to make any objection to the request of my 
honorable friend from Florida, but I had 
hoped that this morning I might be allowed 
to call up a resolution which has been lying 
on the table for some time, and to have a vote 


on it, 

Mr. OSBORN. There is nothing to be done 
in this case but to take the vote. It will only 
occupy a moment if the Senator will allow the 
vote to be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Itrequires unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not make objec- 
tion, though I am very anxious, if I can, to get 
a vote on the resolution I have referred to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection this bill will be taken up, subject to 
demand for the regularorder. Itis before the 
Senate, no objection being made. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Florida to say he would give way 
for morning business. 

Mr. OSBORN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thè Chair will 
continue the call for reports from committees. 
CHARTERS AND CONSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution; 
which was read three times, and passed: 


Resolved, That there be paid. from the contingent 
fund of the Senate such sums as may be expended 
under the direction of the Committee on Public 
Printing for the compilation of colonial charters 
and State constitutions made by order of the Senate, 


BELLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 798) to amend an act approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1871, amending an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union, and for 
other purposes ;’’ which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 794) for the relief of the 
trustees of Charity Lodge, No, 111, Free and 
Accepted Masons, of Harper’s Ferry, West 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINDO Masked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 795) to prevent the destruction of timber 
on lands of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public, Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 796) to provide for an adequate supply of 
circulating medium to the States needing it; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
797) to provide for the payment of claims 
for rent arising in States declared in insur- 
rection; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 798) authorizing the construction of a 
public building at Fall River, in the State of 
Massachusetts; which-was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to. be 


printed. . 
Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
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bill (S. No. 799) to amend an act to regu- | 
late the foreign and coasting trade on the north- 
ern, northeastern, and northwestern frontiers 
of the United States, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with a 
memorial on the subject, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 1192) 
making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
80, 1873, and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1823) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RAILROAD IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further morning business, the bill called up by 
unanimous cousent on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Florida will be taken up. 

Mr. OSBORN. The bill has been read. 
An amendment was offered by the Senator 
from Vermont which I have accepted. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
754) granting the right of way through the 
public lands for the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph in Fiorida. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe an 
amendment was offered by me on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. OSBORN. Laccept it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. This billis before 
the Senate reported by a committee, and a 
Senator cannot accept an amendment without 
the consent of the Senate.’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the 
bill read. > 

The bill was read. 

The amendment of Mr. MORRILL, of Ver- 
mont, was to strike out the following words 
in section two: 


Said company shall be authorized and empowered 
to mortgage, in the usual manner, their franchise, 
road-bed, and all property belonging thereto, to an 
amount not to exceed $30,000 per average mile for 
the road and branch; and such mortgage, and all 
bonds issued_under such mortgage, shall be regis- 
tered in the Department of the Interior, under such 
regulations and restrictions as the Secretary shall 
prescribe. 

So that if amended the section will read: 

That said road shall be a post-route and a mili- 
tary road; and Congress at any time, having due 
regard for the rights of said company, may fix rates 
of tariff for transportation of troops, materials of 
war, and mails, and may add to, alter, or amend 
this act. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understand 
that the Senator from Florida accepts the 
amendment proposed by me. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now move 
to amend section one. It appears here that 
this company are allowed to have forty acres 
of lund at each station. It seems to me that 
is a very large amount, I do not know how 
many stations they might multiply. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thatis the smallest legal 
sub-division we have of public land. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is a very 
large amount, it seems to me, and they may 
multiply their stations to any extent. N 

Mr. POMEROY. They would not multiply 
their stations oftener than they wanted them 


| grant for the roadway is two hundred feet on 

| each side, making four hundred feet roadway, 

| which seems to me rather large. I merely 
call the attention of the Senate to these two | 
provisions. It strikes me that they are liberal, | 
and I think extravagant. 

Mr. OSBORN. Forty acres is the smallest 
subdivision known to the surveys of the Uni- 
ted States, and the right of way for four hun- 
dred feet is the entire length of the road | 
through a forest, an unsettled country entirely. 
I really thought that the committeee had 
reported a bill granting as little as it was pos- 
sible to grant and give the right of way. 

Mr. MORBILL, of Vermont. I move to 
insert ‘‘one’’ in lieu of ‘‘two,’’ in Ine four- 
teen of section one; so as to read, ‘‘one 
hundred feet in width on each side.”’ 

Mr. OSBORN. I think that is a very use- į 
less amendment, but I willsumbit to the action 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
I am quite reluctant to interpose an objection 
or to say avythiug in a general way which 
might be construed to interpose an objection to 
the desires of my honorablefriend from Fiorida; 
but I have an impression that it would not be 
well for the Congress of the United States at 
this session, or indeed at any session, to go 
much further in the direction in which we have 
been going since 1866, and particularly not at 
the rate we have been going. If I do not greatly 
misunderstand the legislation of the country 
in these years on the subject of land grants, 
when it comes to be understood precisely in 
its significance and in its extent it will be 
found to furnish the most extraordinary chap- 
ter in the history of legislation in this or any 
other country upon auy subject, and particu- 
Jarly when you consider that we are legislating 
in regard to the most precious rights that any 
people, especially in a country like ours, can 
possibly act upon. Why, sir, since that period, 
since 1866, we have probably conveyed by land 
grants to railways, and for other purposes, an 
amount in square miles and in acres double 
the amount of the original territory of the 
United States; and I believe it will be found 
upon examination to-day that there are upon 
the tables of the two Houses bills for laud 
grants for various purposes, for railroads and 
other purposes, covering at least hundreds of 
millions of acres of the public domain proposed 
to be granted for entirely new schemes. 

But I do not now rise to enlarge upon that 
particular subject; but in this legislation, that | 
which I think is particularly pernicious, and 
for which some day we shall be called to an | 
account, and which will inevitably affect the 
public credi to this country at home and 
abroad, is the extravagant manner in which 
we have made these grants. I do not rise so 
much to criticise this bill as offensive, but as 
it illustrates the general system that I regard | 
as pernicious and:‘as affecting the public in- 
terests in the most injurious manner, to draw 
attention to it, and to this whole class of 
measures. 

Now what are we about to do? We are 
about to confer certain rights and privileges | 
upon a company chartered by a State. What 
is that State charter? Whatis that enterprise 
which we are about now to give our counte- 
nance to, to which we are to give the right of 
way through the public domain of the country 
wherever they choose to go, with such branches 
as may hereafter be deemed expedient? 

Mr. OSBORN. One branch. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Well, onebrauch, 
What is that public highway which we are now 
called upon toindorse? Does anybody know? ; 
Does anybody know the terms or limitations | 
of the charter? Is there any map or any plan? |! 
Tf I vote for this bill, can I tell where the road | 
begins and where it ends? Of course we can- | 


for the mere sake of getting forty acres of land 
at a station. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


Then the il Where doesit begin? Nobody knows. 


not. It is to indorse a road called the: Great | 


Southern railway, somewhere in Florida. | 


Where | 


doesitend? Nobodycantell. Through what 
portion of the public domain does it go? No- 
body knows. When was it chartered? No- 
body tells. What are the conditions of the 
charter? None of us know? What are the 
obligations of the charter? We cannot tell.’ 
Is it of any use to the people of that State or 
tous? Nobody knows. 

I do not think this is peculiar to the present 
bill; but I take occasion to say that it illus- 
trates a great deal of the legislation since 1866, 
which Congress some time or other will be 
held amenable for; and when the people of 
this country open their eyes to the facts as 
to what we have been doing with the public 
domain, and when they are told that. the west- 
ern country is covered all ‘over and being 
covered all over where there is an acre of 
land which for any consideration you can lay 
your hands on through a corporation, either 
State, territorial, or national; that your pre- 
emption laws are set aside and suspended for 
indefinite periods, while men go about ‘the 
country at home and abroad with the bonds 
of sham corporations, to a very great extent, 
in their pockets to raise the wind, and that, 
| too, under the credit of this Government—so 
far as we countenance them here by our in- 
fluence—I mistake not if it do not create sur- 
prise. So faras we give enormous land grants 
to these enterprises, and thereby give them 
credit, we are responsible for their actions; 
and this responsibility will come back to us, 
and it will come back to us in many ways. If 
you do not hear the wail of an indignant peo- 
ple whenever they awake to the stupendous 
effect of this class of legislation in regard to 
the public domain, I shall think then they are 
insensible to their most vital interests, 

That is not quite to my purpose now, how- 
ever. Iam discussing—— 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 do not like to interrupt 
the Senator, but he has made a statement 
which I never heard of before. I want to 
know where the preémption laws have been 
set aside. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Everywhere 
that you withdraw the public lands. 


Mr. POMEROY. No, sir; no preémption 
law has been set aside at all. i a) 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Are not. the 


lands withdrawn from sale the moment the 
grants are made? 

Mr. POMEROY. There never was a grant 
made yet that did not except every preémp- 
tion and homestead settler at the date of the 
grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Existing preémptions; 
but you withdraw the lands. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I think I know 
something about this matter; but I am on 
another point now. è 

Mr. POMEROY. Not intending to reply 
to the Senator, I want to say—— 

fr. MORRILL, of Maine. And you. had 
better not interrupt me either. [Laughter.] 
But I have no objection to yielding. 

Mr. POMEROY. Go on, if you do not want 
to be interrupted. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Of course the 
lands are always withdrawn the moment the 
grant is made. What is the object of a rail- 
way grant? Itis to get the alternate sections, 
and if they are not withdrawn, how does. it 
get them? If they are not withdrawn from 
sale and occupation, how are they gotten? 
There is notbing more common than to get a 
grant of land for ten years; that is to. say, 
the grantees may hold the land for ten years, 
and then come in and ask ‘a renewal or exten- 
sion of the grant. But I do not care to be 


| diverted to that point; I did-not rise to dis- 


cuss that; I rose to discuss the impropriety 
of legislating further’in this direction at the 
present time, and especially in this way at all. 

I was saying that we are asked to give a 
right of way here to a railroad, said to be 


i| incorporated by a State, about which we have 


not the first particle of evidence as to whether 
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it ‘was a proper thing for the State to do; 
whether that corporation has any means to 
build the road; whether they are sham men, 
paper men, or real men who want to engage 
ina bona fide enterprise for the benefit of 
the State; whether it is somebody who has 
gotten up a paper charter and desires now to 
get a backing by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, and then raise the wind here or 
abroad, I do not know, nor do any of us 
know; and I say that is the objection to all 
this kindof legislation, When Congress is 
asked to aid an enterprise in a State, there 
ought to be an enterprise to be aided, and it 
ought to be a valid enterprise; it ought to be 
such a one as will commend itself to our judg- 
ment. There ought to be a charter and a 
survey. It ought to be such an enterprise as 
that we can say it is a proper thing for the 
Government of the United States to lend its 
aid to. We ought to be informed upon that 
subject. 

Now, let me go a little further. My honor- 
able friend from Vermont has called attention 
to the fact—and I do not mention to criticise 
it except in the same direction—that four hun- 
dred feet, two hundred feet on each side of 
the road, are to be granted for right of way. 
Does anybody mean to say that, in any other 
sense than a disposition to cover over just so 
much land as you can with these corporations, 
anybody would think of asking for twenty-four 
rods of road-way simply for one single track 
railway? Everybody knows that is absurd. 
Four or six rods, you will find, is the extent 
of your road-ways for railroads running all 
through the States. Why is this addition 
necessary here? Simply to cover up theland. 

Then we are told the company must have 
forty acres at each station. Why? Because 
that is the least amount of land that is known 

-to exist in our surveys. Would it be unlawful 
to take a less amount of land than that? I 
suppose it would not. If an acre or two acres 
would answer the purpose, it is not absolutely 
necessary to take forty. I only mention it in 
passing to show that all these things are gotten 
up in the idea of spreading just as much over 
the public lands as is practicable. 

Now look at the second section a moment, 
and see whether we are disposed to go into a 
thing of that sort: ‘Said company shall be 
authorized aud empowered to mortgage ”’ 

Mr. OSBORN, That is stricken out. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Maine. The second 
section? 

Mr. OSBORN. That provision as to mort- 
gage is stricken out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
section of the bill stricken out? 

Mr. OSBORN. All excepting the last few 
lines making it a post route. 

> Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Is what I am 
reading stricken out: ‘said company shall be 
authorized and empowered fo mortgage ?”’ 

Mr. OSBORN. Allis stricken out down to 
the word ‘*preseribe.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask that the 
Secretary read the second section as'it stands. 

The Cuer Cherx. Section two, asamended, 
now reads: 

That said road shall be apost routoand a military 
road; and Congress at any tine, having due regard 
for the rights of said company, may fix rates of tariff 
for transportation of troops, materials of war, and 
wails, and may add to, alter, or amend this act. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then the remark 
I was about to make would be gratuitous, I see. 
I was looking at the printed bill as it was 
before me, reported by the committee. 

Mr. OSBORN, The road-way is also re- 
duced to two hundred feet. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I understand 
that; but, Mr. President, if attention had not 
been called to these points, you would see the 
predicament in which we should be. I only 
remark upon it to-show the necessity there 
is of paying some regard to this class of legis- 
lation.. I have had occasion within a few 


Ts the second 


months to. examine'this matter, and our stat- 
utes are full of precisely such legislation as 
this, where Congress has undertaken to say 
what a corporation may or may not do, under 
a State charter; a thing so absurd that it would 
strike the legal sense of the Senate as per- 
fectly ridiculous. : 

Just let us considera moment: ‘ Said com- 
pany shall be authorized and empowered to 
mortgage in the usual manner their franchise, 
road-bed,’”’ &e. That is to say, the Congress 
of the United States undertakes to tell some 
gentlemen who have gone to the State of 
Florida and obtained a charter what they may 
do under that charter, just as if the Congress 
of the United States had the power to enlarge 
the powers of the corporators under a State 
charter. This thing is frequently done; we 
are doing it all the ime; and we have got in 
this loose way of doing these things, so that 
almost anything in the way of a bill for a rail- 
road improvement may go through this Senate 
in the morning hour, and nothing is more 
common. I venture to say that if gentlemen 
will look at the legislation in regard to the 
great southern trauscontinental railways, the 
bills for which were passed, one in 1866, and 
another one ata later period, in 1870 or 1871, 
they will think it most extraordinary that such 
bills as those could have gone through the 
Congress of the United States and challenged 
no opposition; and they will be more aston- 
ished still when they wake up to the fact that 
there are two great railroads across this coun- 
try, starting at points not very far apart and 
running parallel to each other, both of them 
claiming to be southern roads, and endowed 
as no railroads ever heretofore were endowed, 
except that on the extreme north, the Northern 
Pacific. 

But, Mr. President, I shall have accom- 
plished all I desire if L call the attention of 
the Senate to this sort of legislation, and I do 
it because I think it is high time that the Con- 
gress of the United States gave to this subject 
precisely that calm consideration which we 
are accustomed to give to subjects that involve 
very much less interest than these subjects do. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only want to say in a 
single word, because I do not like to occupy 
the morning hour, that the criticisms on the 
land grants which have been made are unjust 
in one respect. There is no such amount of 
land granted as is represented. There is now 
peuding on the table, reported by another 
committee, one bill that grants more land 
than all the land that has been patented by 
the United States to all the railroads since the 
country was settled. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. What bill is 
that? 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor has reported a bill giving a 
million acres to each agricultural college in 
the United States. If there is only one in a 
State, that would make thirty-seven millions, 
and there are some States that have got more 
than one. Twenty-six million acres is all 
the land that was patented up. to the last year 
to all the railroads, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
been granted to railroads? 

Mr. POMEROY. We cannot tell what is 
absolutely granted for this reason: you mul- 
tiply the length of the road by the number of 
acres granted per mile, and you have what is 
nominally granted; but they get no such 
amount of land. It was reported to Congress 
last year that a roadin my State had received 
seventeen hundred thousand acres because the 
person making the calculation took the whole 
length of the road and multiplied by the num- 


Bat what has 


| ber of acres, but when we came to go to the 


office to find out what they really had got, they 
had less than one thousand acres, because the 
land was taken-and occupied before the grant 
was made. : : 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Allow me to 


know that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office reports upon a resolution of the 
House of Representatives calling for such a 
report that the land grants amount to two hun- 
dred and eighty-six million acres granted ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I do; and I know that 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
had his attention called to it, and it was found 
that there was no truth in the report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. No truth in it? 

Mr. POMEROY. None. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Were there not 
any lands granted ? i 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir; but there wa 
no truth in the report that so much was granted 
as there was estimated. He simply put the 
resolution in the hands of a clerk, and he took 
the length of the roads and multiplied that 
quantity by the number of acres granted per 
mile, and in that way made the estimate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the 
Senator a question. I ask whether the rail- 
road companies do not postpone taking out 
their patents when they are fairly and really 
entitled to them for the express purpose of 
avoiding taxes and not bearing their share of 
the expenses of local government? I ask 
whether that is not the reason? 


Mr. POMEROY. That may be true. Ido 
not know anything about that. 
Mr.SHURMAN. Task whether that is not 


the reason why so little has been patented 
while so much has been granted? 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator knows 
that fact, he knows more than [ do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator if it 


s not so? 

Mr. POMEROY. I never heard of it be- 
fore. Twenty-six million acres up to last fall 
were patented, and yet the Senator goes on 
and speaks about hundreds of millions being 
granted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Is not that true? 

Mr. POMEROY. we cannot tell; nobody 
can tell how much is granted until it is ascer- 
tained what each road gets on its line when it 
comes to building. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Does the Sena- 
tor mean to say that I have exaggerated the 
amount of lands granted? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir, not,by the report 
that was made to the House of Representa- 
tives; it is precisely as the Senator has said. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then what do 
you mean to say? 

Mr. POMEROY. I meant that that report 
does not show the state of facts, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That report I 
undertake to say (from as careful an examina- 
tion as the Senator has made, I venture to 
assert) does show the fact. | 

Mr. POMEROY. I took the report to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office 
myself, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
undertakes to avoid the force of it by saying 
that these lands have not been patented. L 
made no statement about the lands being pat- 
ented. I understand that matter perfectly. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Senator used the 
words ‘patented to railroads.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Iused no such 
words. I said they were granted. Lam speak- 
ing of land grants; and the Senator from 
Kansas knows very well (because, through his 
instrumentality, as much as that of anybody 
else, those lands have been granted) that what 
the road does not get within the limits of the 
grant it is permitted to pick up outside of the 
limits of the grant. 

Mr. POMEROY. Within prescribed limits 
always, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Yes, within pre- 
scribed limits, but limits so largely extended 
that there is no apprehension that the full 
amount granted will not in the end be ob- 
tained. That is true; there is no donbt about 
that; the Land Office so understand it, and it 


i 


ask my honorable friend whether he does not !! is understood by the railroads that it is to be 
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so; that the full grants allowed are to be made 
up. That is my statement. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know myself of no 
company that ever got the full amount. of the 
grant; but there may be such a case. If the 
Senator knows it, he knows more than I do. 

I do not want to occupy the time but only 
to make one other remark ; and that is that 
in grants of this character of the right of way 
each State provides for the right of way over 
private property; and now when you come to 
the public lands, what does a company want? 
Simply the right of way through them. There 
is no State law that will give a company power 
to get the right of way on the public lands. 
We used to have a general law allowing any 
railroad company the right of way on public 
land. There is no good landlord in the world 
but would give anybody the right of way over 
his unoccupied lands to construct a railroad 
which would improve their value. The grant 
that the Senator has made this speech upon is 
simply of the right of way over public lands 
to a company that have an opportunity of get- 
ting the right af way over private lands under 
the State law ; and they have no way of getting 
the right of way over public land excepting 
by a law of Congress. Ido not want to take 
any time. 

Mr. OSBORN. Tshould like to have the 
vote taken on this bill before the morning hour 
expires. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. This is one of 
those things that my friend should have no 
impatience about. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
offer another amendment, which I think the 
Senator from Florida will accept, and if he 
does not I think the Senate will. On page 2, 
line twenty-three, after the word ‘‘located,’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘and shall complete said road 
within five years from the passage of this act.’’ 

Mr. OSBORN. Say ten. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
sufficient. 

Mr. OSBORN. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. My attention 
was called to some extraordinary features in 
this bill, one of which was the one to which I 
adverted in section two; butit has been re- 
lieved from that objection. That was that we 
had undertaken to say what the corporators 
might do in regard to a franchise conferred by 
.a State. Then it has been mitigated in some 
other respects ; and now this bill, I agree, is 
not open to the general. remarks which 1 made. 
I stated in the beginning that I proposed to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
we were doing in regard to our public domain 
and public Jand grants most extraordinary 
things, and that this bill was in some respects 
of that character, and illustrated the careless- 
ness with which we were legislating on this sub- 
ject. As the bill now stands, it is granting the 
right of way to a road which is proposed to be 
built in the State of Florida. So faras grant- 
ing the right of way is concerned, that may be 
an indifferent thing. The second section being 
stricken out, which undertakes to confer extra 

*powers, that objection fails. I have there- 
fore accomplished my purpose, which was to 
call the attention of the Senate to the way in 
which we are legislating upon the subject of 
the public Jands of the country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 23, 


Five years is 


1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1980) relating to pro- 
posals and contracts for transportation of the 
mails, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1936) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois. 


ELECTIONS IN WASHINGTON AND IDAHO. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Senate resumes the 
consideration of thelegislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. NYE. If the honorable Senator from 
California will allow me a minute, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1030) that I called up yesterday morn- 
ing, relating to the time of holding electionsin 
Idaho and Washington Territories, it is agreed 
all around shall be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate 
elections in Washington and Idaho Territories 
will be recommitted to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 


EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENT TELEGRAPIING. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following 
resolution ; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate, if not incompat- 
ible with the publicinterest, what amount of money 
has been expended by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States during the last three years for telegraph- 
ing by ocean cables, and the different sums paid to 
pase respective company, and what were the rates 
paid. 

FORT KEARNEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senate to 
take up Senate bill No. 645. It will take but 
a moment. It isa matter of mere local inter- 
est, reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. COLE. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to have 
the bill read. I will withdraw it if it gives 
rise to any objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be reported, subject to 
objection or to a demand for the regular order. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 645) 
to confirm the title to certain lands on the 
Fort Kearney military reservation, in Frémont 
county, lowa. 

Mr. COLE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to state 
that this bill has been reported twice by the 
Committee on Public Lands. It has hereto- 
fore passed the House. The Commissioner 
of the General Land Office recommends it. 
There is no possible objection to it, and no 
adverse claim to these lands. 

Mr. COLE. It is a very long bill, and of 
course will excite more or less discussion, and 
I desire to know how many more days are to 
be consumed on this appropriation bill before 
bills of that kind are brought up. I have no 
objection to their being taken up during the 
morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the appropriation bill is now before th 
Sénate. ; ‘ 

NATIONAL EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
enter a motion to reconsider the motion made 
yesterday for the printing of a memorial which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. I 
consider the printing of these memorials, espe- 
cially memorials for financial projects, as ex- 
ceedingly vicious. If we once commence the 
practice, there will be no end to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont enters a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which, on the motion of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Stevenson] yesterday, certain 
documents submitted by Daniel H. London to 
the Committee on Finance were ordered to. be 
printed, 0 oe tat 


i 


Mr. STEVENSON. Ihope the Senate will 
not reconsider it. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot. þe 
considered at the present time, The motion 
to reconsider will be entered, which will sus- 
pend the printing for the present, gi 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the Senator 
will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORRILL, of. Vermont. 
allow it to remain for the present. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that Friday next 
be set apart for the consideration of bills report- 
ed from the Committee on Commerce. There 
are some twenty or thirty bills reported from 
that committee, and almost every Senator on 
this floor is interested in some one of them. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that Friday 
next be set apart for the consideration of busi- 
ness reported from that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot consent to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then I makethe motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can only be 
done by laying the appropriation bill on the 
table or postponing it. í 

Mr. COLE, I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be laid aside 
informally. 

Mr. COLE. We cannot do that. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects to its being laid aside 
informally. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, the 
question being on the amendment of Mr. Coxe, 
to insert on page 15, line three hundred and 
forty-four, after the word “ dollars,” the words 
‘Cand all Jaws requiring the publication of the 
laws and treaties in the newspapers are hereby 
repealed.” 

Mr. COLE. After an adjournment from 
time to time, it is almost absolutely necessary 
that we should take an observation to know 
exactly where we stand in regard to.any par- 
ticular pending question. In regard to this 
amendment, 1 bave a remark or two to make 
which will consume not to exceed two minutes. 

Last year, in the regular appropriation bill 
for legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses, for the publication of the laws iu the 
newspapers, an appropriation of $50,000 was 
made, and in the pending deficiency bill for 
the deficiencies of the present current year 
there is a demand for something more than 
thirteen thousand dollars for the publication 
of these laws. J have in my band a commun- 
ication from the Secretary of State on this 
subject, from which I propose to read for the 
information of the Senate: 

“By the terms of the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation act of 1871-72 it is made the 
duty of the Sceretary of State to select laws of a 
general nature for publication without delay in the 
newspapers. In the legislative, &c., appropriation 
bill for the year ending June 30, 1873,” — 

Which is the present bill— 


“the appropriation for the publication of the laws 
in the newspapers is omitted. As no provision is 
mado to meet the expenses unavoidably occurring 
under the authority of law as it now stands, it is 
respectfully suggested that the sections of the sct 
cited and the t 


I prefer. to 


ird seciion of the act of March 9, 
1868, in relation to the promulgation of the laws, 
and all other acts authorizing the publication of the 
laws in the newspapers, be repealed immediately, 
and that the appropriation required by the Depart- 


| montto meet the expenses occurring in the fulfill. 


mont of the implied contract for the publication of 


a 


the laws of the present session be. made. i 
That. is, he asks that the appropriation in 
the deficiency bill of some thirteen thousand 
dollars shall be made, and of course taere will 
be no alternative on. the part of the Senate or 
Congress but to make that appropriation, He 
also, however, respectfully suggests to. the 
Senate the repeal of the laws, in. other words, 
the adoption. of the amendment that is now 
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pending, in order to relieve him from the 
necessity which he will be under otherwise of 
furnishing the laws to the newspapers in the 
several. States and Territories without delay. 

Now, I believe the Senate understand the 
question precisely ag it is, and I hope we may 
reach a vote. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. I stated last night in a 
thin:Senate my objections to this amendment. 
I do.not intend to repeat them now, but merely 
to call attention, as the Senate is somewhat 
fuller than it was last night, to this case ex- 
actly as it stands, as I understand it. 

We are now considering this bill in the Sen- 
ate. In Committee of the Whole we made no 
amendment. on this subject. The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations has moved 
an amendment in the Senate, which is the 
repeal of a law in an appropriation bill, which 
F thought was extremely unwise and a bad way 
of legislation, even if the thing proposed ought 
to be done, 

But the second point I want to raise is, 
ought it to bé done? We have provided here- 
tofore for publishing the laws in newspapers 
to a limited number in each State, so that the 
people in the remote parts of the country may 
early get a knowledge of the laws we pass. 
Last year we made an amendment by which 
we authorized the Secretary of State to select 
such general laws as he deemed proper, and 
publish them in that way. Now the construc- 
tion which the Senator from California puts 
upon hig letter is that the Secretary of State 
suggests that that law be repealed, or else an 
appropriation made to meet it. Of course 
that is so; but it is well enough to remind the 
Secretary of State that we are the law-making 

ower, and the Secretary of State and other 
‘heads of Departments are to execute the laws 
we make, If we make it legal to publish the 
Jaws, it will be our duty to see that there is an 
appropriation provided to meet the expense 
of it. That is our part of the contract. 
‘Now, I think it is bad policy at this time to 
take the publication of the laws away from 
these newspapers. ‘hey are desired more 
particularly in the Territories and remote por- 
tions of the country, and in the South and 
West, where they do not have access to libra- 
ries, and where the laws in any other form do 
not reach the people. The Committee on 
Finance, it is possible, may report a bill, and 
we may pass it, making ıt a penal offense for 
a. person to manufacture or sell whisky, or 
beer, or tobacco without a particular kind of 
stamp on it. I understand they are going to 
report such a bill as that, making it a penal 
offense. 

If on the 1st day of July that law is not pub- 
lished, and on the 2d day of July some man 
is arrested for violating that law, and the ques- 
tion goes to the jury and that man gets up in 
court and says*“ I did not know that the law 
had been changed, consequently I had not any 
means of knowing,’’ what isto be done? Of 
course the presumption is that everybody 
knows the law, but it is a very violent pre- 
sumption where you withhold all means of 
knowledge of the law. It is an imposition on 
the country to make them obey a law on the 
2d of July which goes into effect on the 1st 
of July, and yet has not been published, I mean 
published in such a form that the people can 
get it. Myopinion isthatif the Senators were 
in the jury-box they would not find a bill of 
indictment against a man for violating a law 
that he had never heard of, that had never 
been published. 

. I think it is a dangerous precedent for us to 
begin at this period of our history and reverse 
the policy of the Government from the begin- 
ning. This Government is the law. That is 
all there is to the Government. We magnify 
the law, we worship the law, we bow to its 
majesty.. Now, why keep it from the people? 
Why; at this time especially, cripple those 
-hewspapers that are struggling into existence 
in the remote Territories and in the South and 


West by taking from them the means of pub- 
lishing the laws to a people that have no other 
means of getting them? 

I stated my views at considerable length 
yesterday. Ido not intend to repeat what I 
then said. It is enough for me to call the 
attention of the Senate to it. I think this 
amendment is impolitic, unwise, and wrong in 
itself, and ought not to be agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to eall the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee to one 
point in connection with this question: that as 
a matter of simple justice and good faith, if 
the law authorizing this publication is to be 
repealed, it should be done prospectively, to 
take effect at the beginning of the next year, 
and not to affect the publication for this year. 

Mr. COLE. Iwill state that that is pre- 
cisely what we are doing. We do not expect 
that this clanse will take effect in reference to 
the publication for this year, and we make an 
appropriation of $13,000 in the pending defi- 
ciency Dill to continue the publication up to 
the end of the presentfiscal year. ‘hig bill 
applies to the next year, 

Mr. MORTON. What is the amendment? 

The Corer Crurx. ‘he amendment is to 
insert on page 15 of the bill, after line three 
hundred and forty-four: 

And all Jaws requiring the publication of the laws 
and treaties in newspapers, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. MORTON, Where isthe saving clause 
as to this year or this session of Congress ? 

Mr. COLE. That can be added, if neccs- 
sary ; but this is an appropriation bill for the 
next fiscal year. 

Mr. MORTON. But the repeal takes place 
immediately, I understand, and there is no 
authority after its passage to publish the laws 
asingle day. The newspapers that have been 
selected to publish these laws have made their 
arrangements to do it. It requires changes in 
the oitices of many of them. They have to 
make preparation for it, and it is a matter of 
contract. The letter read here by the chair- 
man of the committee admits that it is a mat- 
ter of contract, and I understand that the 
Atiorney General has given an opinion that if 
the proper officer has selected a newspaper to 
publish the laws, he cannot change the appoint- 
ment, upon the ground that it is a contract. 
That is the opinion of the Atiorney General, 
and it is admitted in the letter which the chair- 
man of the committee read from that it is a 
contract. If a contract has been made by the 
Government with newspapers in all the States 
to publish the laws, I ask if we have a moral 
right to violate the contract, or if there is any 
necessity for doing it? If this change is to be 
made, let it be a prospective change made 
after the laws of this session of Congress have 
been published, and after the present contracts 
have been performed on both sides. 

It seems to me that upon every ground this 
amendment ought not to pass in its present 
form. As I said yesterday, I am opposed to 
its passage upon general principles. Instead 
of not having the laws published in two papers 
in each State, if it was not for the expense I 
would have them published in all the papers. 
The point just put by the Senator from Kansas 
is that the people have no means of knowing 
what the law is. The five hundred thousand 
business men who may be affected by the rev- 
enue law have no means of knowing what it 
is; it isa thing that cannot be anticipated ; 
it cannot be guessed at; and they cannot con- 
form their business to the law without know- 
ing what the law is. There are not enough 
publications in the form of pamphlets or vol- 
umes to enable the business men of the coun- 
try to find out what the-law is; but when 
once the laws are published in one paper they 
are copied into other papers, extracts are | 
given, and in that way a general knowledge 
of the new law gets before the public. To 
indict men or to prosecute them for violating 
a law when that law has never been published, 
and the newspapers, the ordinary channels of || 


information, contain nothing upon the sub- 
ject, isa matter of simple injustice. 

Mr. COLE. Iam willing that the amend- 
ment may be modified by adding at theend of 
it the words, ‘‘such repeal to take effect on 
the Ist day of July, 1872. 
an POMEROY. Let us have a vote on 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment willbe read as it would stand if modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

All laws requiring the publication of the laws and 


treaties in newspapers are hereby repealed, such 
repeal to take effect on the Ist day of July, 1872. 


Mr. MORTON. That does not cover the 
point. Congress may be in session until the 
Ist of August. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest that instead of that 
language we say, ‘‘after the general laws of 
the present session shall have been published.” 
There is an existing contract for them, and it 
may take a month or two after the time fixed 
to complete it. 

Mr. COLE. Isupposed we could get through 
with this session in time to have the laws all 
published before the end of the fiscal year. I 
had some hope, until we got to this bill, that 
we should get through in a reasonable time, 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Committee on 
Appropriations keep moving amendments they 
need never expect to finish the bill. 

Mr. COLE. I have not yielded the floor 
yet. Ifthere is no likelihood of getting through, 
and the Senate are impressed with that idea, 
I do not know but that the suggestion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is a very good one, 
and I have no objection to adopting his amend- 
ment in place of the one I suggested, but still 
I should like to entertain the hope that we shall 
get through in a reasonable time, so that the 
publications may be completed before the end 
of the present fiseal year. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from California if these contracts have 
not already been made for the ensuing year? 
I understand the law to be, and I know the 
practice is, that the representatives of the 
State are asked to designate the newspapers 
of their State in which they will bave the laws 
printed. It is generally done with reference 
to their localities, so as to make the circula- 
tion as extensive as possible, and ag uniform 
as possible. That designation hus been made 
for the coming year. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
this entire Congress ? 

Mr. NYE. Yes, the designation is made 
for the Congress. This is no new subject to 
me. We have had this struggle here for sev- 
eral years as often as the appropriation bills 
have come in. I am opposed to this whole 
amendment, and opposed to it upon a prin- 
ciple which, to me at least, is convincing. I 
know that taking the State in which I live, our 
settlements are mining settlements, and some- 
times two or three hundred miles apart, with, in 
the intervening distance, not asettlement, and 
the only conveyances that are seen are those 
which are used about the mines in transport- 
ing provisions and supplies and machinery, 
and the single stage that winds itself along 
with the mail once a week. It is quite im- 
portant that in these distant settlements the 
people should know what the law is. When 
we are told that everybody is presumed to 
know what the law is, I make a different asser- 
tion, that the presumption is that we do not 
any of us know exactly what it is. It is im- 
portant to these distant inhabitants of the 
State that they know what the law is; and 
penalties are attached, and embarrassments 
of every kind may surround one, and yet he 
be in the most perfect ignorance of the law 
and acting in the greatest honesty, and the 
first intimation is that these poor people who 
live at these distant places are involved in dif- 
ficulties. They are answered by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that everybody is presumed to know 
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what the law is. Sir, the best lawyers get 
involved in difficulties, and they get mistaken 
often when the laws are published in the 
papers; but because they do I hope you will 
not take from the attentive and careful reader | 
in the distant mining camps of my State the 
privilege and the right of ascertaining through || 
the newspapers what the law is, 

These laws are read to a far greater extent 
than honorable Senators seem to think. I 
was quite surprised to hear as good a lawyer 
as my honorable friend from Wlinois [Mr. | 
TRUMBULL] last night say that it was a fraud 
upon the people of this country to pay for this 
publication, that it was so much money lost, 
paid out to hold up weakly newspapers. Sir, 
if there is a class of papers that needs holding 
up, it is the weakly papers. Papers that are 
represented in this gallery need no holding up; 
they can hold themselves up and all of us, too, 
and sometimes they hold us up in a most 
ridiculous light. [Laughter.] But it is these 
little papers that are in the country that need 
sustaining; and what are they there for? To 
enlighten the,community in which they are 
located. Shall thedistant miner or the distant 
agriculturist in Nevada or Oregon, or Idaho 
or Washington, or Dakota or Colorado have 
all avenues for knowing what the laws are cut 
off because this Government wants to save 
$50,000? My friend from California [Mr. 
Cote] says he does not care about the laws, 
any way ; but these other people do, and how 
can they observe them if they do not know 
them? 

Mr. COLE. The Senator misquotes me. 

Mr. NYE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. COLE. 1 did not intend to interrupt 
him; but my inquiry was, what do they there 
care about the laws any way? 

Mr. NYE. What do we care about the laws 
out there? 

Mr. COLE. Not the Senator himself. 

Mr. NYL. No; but when you speak of my 
people you speak of me, and | feel it as sensi- 
tively when spoken of them as though it was 
spoken of me, 

Mr. HILL. There is one question which I 
should like to hear the Senator from Nevada 
answer. It frequently happens that Congress 
passes an act of a purely local character; and 
Í would ask the Senator if he thinks it of any 
momenf*to the people of Nevada to know what 
sort of a statute is passed in regard to a grant 
of land to a railway in Florida, or Alabama, 
or anything of that sort? 

Mr. NYE. The honorable Senator from | 
Georgia is fishing behind the net. That is 
provided for already. The Secretary of State 
selects laws of general interest for publication. 
That is the law now. Now, sir, I insist upon 
it that it is the meanest streak of economy that 
I have seen this Government undertake to 
practice, to dry up these rivulets upon our 
mountain sides, from which a thirsty people 
drink and learn the laws. 1 do think it is the 
meanest exhibition of attempted economy that 
I ever saw. I stand here to keep that provis- 
ion as it is, giving those people the right 
through their little newspapers to know what 
the law is if you hold them amenable to it. 

Sir, gentlemen say circulate more of the 
Jaws in volume frm. Take, for instance, 
to-day a settlement in our country that num- 
bers thousands, a new settlement, and it will 
be next September a year from now before the 
laws are printed so that you can circulate them 
there. Inthe mean time the people there are 
starving for want of knowledge, and to give it 
all costs this great Government the immense 
amount of $50,000 a year! Sir, I like econ- 
omy; I have to practice it as close as any man 
in the world; but I would not practice my 
economy upon the absolute needs of your own 
distant settlements on the frontiers. I know 


; objection to admitting any other principle of 


gentlemen here who revel inlaw, and can very 
well.understand what it is; but itis these dis- 
tant citizens, it is these distant settlements, it 


is these weekly papers, if you choose, that | 
the honorable Senator from Illinos so con- 
temned yesterday, that need support; and it 
gives the people the manna for which they hun- 
er. 

Now I hope my honorable friend from Cali- 
fornia, liberal as he is himself, will bring his 
conscience up to the sticking point and let the 
Government pay $50,000 for scattering among 
the people what is its very life, its laws. 

Now, sir, I have said all I desired to say. I 
am opposed to the amendment entirely and 
in toto. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I was 
conversing a few days ago with one of the cir- 
cuit judges of the United States in Chicago. 
He complained that he was frequently called 
upon as a judge to construe a statute which 
he had never seen, and which it was impos- 
sible for him to obtain. We meet here in 
December; we commence passing general 
laws; we have not passed them very rapidly this 
session, but still we might have passed one on 
the first day of the session; it becomes a law, 
and is in force by the middle of December, 
and yet, apart from the publication in the 
newspapers, there is no publication of that 
law made for six months. Our bound Globes 
do not come out until long after the end of 
the session, and when we publish pamphlet 
editions, of course they do not come out until 
after the end of the session, and a judge on 
the bench on the 20th of December is com- 
pelled to construe a law passed, if you please, 
on the Ist of December, when he cannot ob- 
tain a copy of it except by sending to the 
State Department and paying the regular fees 
for a certified copy. 

He suggested that in addition to the publica- 
tion of the newspaper, which was now the only 
means of obtainivg the laws which the offi- 
cers of the Government had, a law should be 
passed requiring the Secretary of State, imme- 
diately on the deposit of a bill, signed by the 
President, in the State Departme nt, to publish 
copies of it and transmit them to all the 


judges, marshals, and district attorneys of the į 


United States. I simply allude to this, not 
for the purpose of offering any such bill, but 
as illustrating the necéssity of at least as 
prompt a publication as is now made through 
the newspapers. If there never had been a. 
law authorizing the publication of the laws in 
the newspapers, it strikes me that there should 
be one immediately passed; but that is the law 
at present, and I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations discounte- 
nances all general legislation upon the appro- 
priation bills, and yet he proposes here by an 
amendment to sweep down existing laws, 
practically changing an important feature in 
the practice of the Government in regard to 
the publication of its laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I suggest to my 
friend from Wisconsin that this very provision 
requiring. this publication got into the laws in 
an appropriation bill, and it is now in the 
appropriation statutes, Therefore, the com- 
mittee thought it not unreasonable to take it 
out in the appropriation statutes in the same 


way. 

Mtr. CARPENTER. In other words, if one 
error has been *committed let us balance it by 
committing another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
recting it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The only objection in 
the first instance to putting this newspaper 
provision into an appropriation bill, the only 


No; balance it by cor- 


general legislation on such a bill, is that in the 
appropriation bills such provisions will not 
meet that consideration and discussion which 
their importance may merit, owing to the cir- 
cumstances that always attend the passage of 
appropriation bills. That reason applies just 


as forcibly to a law repealing existing statutes 
as it does to incorporating them in the first 


place into appropriation bills.. Both: are im- 
proper, and the impropriety of one does not 
cure the impropriety of the other. 

Mr. COLE. I think the remark made with 
regard to the consideration of appropriation 
bills hardly applies to any matters: in this bill 
or connected with it. Every matter that has 
been suggested in regard to it has been. very 
fally discussed and considered. I think ‘the 
rule that general legislation should not go on 
an appropriation bill for want of consideration 
hardly applies to this bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not know that 
any general principles do apply to this bill at 
all. I have understood, however, that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
aud all the members of that committee ‘were 
earnest and strenuous in appeaiing to other 
Senators to stand by them and confine these 
appropriation bills simply and purely to what 
they should be--appropriations of money for 
legal objects, for purposes already secured and 
established by law. 

I think that is an important principle, and 
should be adhered to, and L think it should 
be adhered to in this instance. Ifthis subject 
needs consideration, if the policy of the coun- 
try isto be changed about it, bring in a bill 
and let us discuss it at length, and not stop 
the appropriation bills; or, what is more per- 
tinent still, let these amendments be piled. up 
and go to a committee of conference in the 
last night of the session, and then be smug: 
gled through—I do not use the word ‘‘smng- 
gled” in any offensive sense—passed through 
without five men in either House knowing 
what itis. ‘Smuggling’? may not be parlia- 
mentary, but it is true. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I care very 
little about this amendment any way; but I 
have been struck with the fact that there is no 
abuse, however venerable, which, when it is 
proposed to be abolished, will not find eloquent 
and even witty defenders in this body. 

Now, Mr. Presideut, just look at the pre- 
tense—for Í can hardly dignify it as anything 
more—that the people at large are to have any 
knowledge of the laws of the United States 
in consequence Of their publication in news- 
papers. In the first place, every Administra- 
tion takes these advertisements: for its own 
party friends. Therefore, one half of. the | 
country is excluded, to begin with. Then, 
distribute them as you may, they are only dis- 
tributed to a small number. In my State, out 
of over forty papers, only two have this job ; 
and I am informed by the Senator from Rhode 
island [Mr. ANTHONY] only two in any State. 
Take it, now, for the State of New York, with 
four million people, and only two papers have 
the publishing of the laws. Those two papers 
probably do not circulate beyond the precincts 
of their own counties. What an inconsider- 
able number of the whole people are to obtain 
any knowledge of the laws on account of the 
publication in those newspapers. Why, Mr. 
President, the thing is absolutely absurd. 
And then, again, as to its being any support 
to these papers, the amount of compensation 
is so meager that not one of them would 
regard it with any grief to be deprived of the 
privilege of publishing the laws. Many of them 
absolutely refuse to take the laws into their 
columns, because it excludes reading matter, 
lumbers up their papers with matter that is 
of no sort of interest to their general readers. 
The sum here proposed to be curtailed is 
small; but we all know that the cost of print- 
ing has increased, and if there is‘ any spot or 
place where we can put the knifé properly, let 
us not fail to do it. . z 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I had not intended to 
submit any remarks, but my friend sitting 
near me [Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont] says 
those who are opposed to. the repeal now ‘pro: 
posed entertain an absurd idea. I think that 
might be qualified, and I think that my friend 
might. well recollect. that there is a difference 
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as to location in this mighty. country. I am 
gratified to know that the Senator is living in 
the close settlements, where the people are 
compact.and comfortable, with railroads, tele- 
graphs, and everything that a great and happy 
people admire and should enjoy. 

Gentlemen, however, have got up here and 
have-given their views, absurd though they 
may be supposed to be, who live upon the 
. frontier to some extent, in Nevada and other 

western States. I can testify for Texas. 

Things are not exactly in one region of this 
country as they are in another. I wish they 
were, I am grateful to know that we are 
upon the line of prosperity. I had thought 
this was aday of progress. It seems not to 
be.so, however, in this particular. : 

Something is said occasionally about the 
amount required. Ail agree that it is a large 
sum. That, however, is not the consideration 
for legislators on this occasion. ‘The question 
is, ig it proper? If it be, it is scarcely neces- 
sary to look to the dollars and cents. The 
Government has the ability to make the appro- 
priation, and in doing so she will do that which 
she has heretofore regularly done. 

Why, sir, this may be illustrated, after so 

much has been said, wisely and wittily too, if 
you. please, by a trial I once witnessed in a 
court, A Methodist preacher, a very genteel, 
clever gentleman, as they usually are, I am 
glad to testify, had got into some little diffi- 
culty; he was assaulted; and he was told by 
his friends to go to the grand jury and pre- 
sent his grievances. The case came up for 
trial, The young gentleman was placed upon 
the stand to testify. He stated that the assail- 
ant had assaulted him with brickbats, rocks, 
or something or other. He was required to 
show their relative positions at the time, and 
he did so. The opposing attorney asked him 
what he was doing. He said he was advance- 
ing. ‘‘Advancing!’’ exclaimed the attorney. 
t Yes.” Said the lawyer, ‘Show us how you 
advanced.” ‘*Well,’’ he replied, “I was 
advancing backward.” [Langhter. ] 
_. Now, the proposition here this morning is 
for the Senate to advance backward. It is 
not a progressive measure. We had been real- 
izing substantial benefit from this publication. 
I kuow that in my country, where libraries are 
not so plenty, where facilities are not as they 
are in those happy regions in other portions of 
the country that have undertaken to describe, 
the lawyers practicing through that State 
secure the publication of the laws regularly in 
the authorized papers. Sometimes they are 
copied into.other newspapers that thereby wish 
to extend their circulation. The lawyers quote 
from the laws thus published in court. The 
question is asked by the counsel on the oppo- 
site side perhaps, ‘‘Is that an official paper?’ 
If it be an official paper it is recognized, and 
in this way the benefits of the law are realized 
at an early period, If it is not an official 
paper, the attorney says, ‘‘ Oh, sir you cannot 
put that on me; that is a newspaper story ; 
tbat will not answer the purpose.” J tell you 
it isa wholesome provision, and we are receiv- 
ing substantial benefits from it that I should 
very much regret at this hour to see ignored, 
particularly in Texas. 

- Mr. CORBETT. These papers have been 
designated forthe Congress, I believe; that is, 
the Congress commencing on the 4th of March 
last, for two years. Therefore the repeal of 
this law, to take effect from the Ist of next 
duly, would be improper. ‘These papers have 
made their arrangements for the publication 

-of the laws, and perhaps have been estab- 
lished in some instances or continued owing 
to the fact that they had obtained the publica- 
tion of the laws. 

This subject may not be of so much import- 
ance to large States like New-York-and those 
upon thesea-board and those near the seat of 
Government, where the laws are published by 
the principal. newspapers ; but it must be ob- 


served that those papers do not circulate in the 
distant States and Territories. The State which 
I have the honor in part to represent is some 
three thousand miles distant from here. It is 
as large as all the New England States and 
New York put together ; and over that-vast ex- 
tent of country the people are settled more or 
less. The principal paper at the seat of gov- 
ernment is one of those designated for the pub- 
Heation of these laws, with one other in our 
State, and those papers are taken very exten- 
sively throughout the State for that reason, 
owing to the fact that the laws are published 
in them. 

I trust that the small expense of fifteen 
hundred or two thousand dollars a session or a 
year for the publication of these laws in two 
newspapers in each State will not be deemed 
a sufficient reason for the repeal of the law. 
If we cannot afford to appropriate $2,000 for 
the publication of the laws in each of the 
States, it seems to me we ought to stop the 
appropriations that we make for many other 
objects. I think we ought not to commence 
cutting down at this point. The people in the 
mining districts in our State take the papers 
in which these laws are published, file and pre- 
serve them, and refer to them. In many in- 
stances they are the only copies of the laws 
that our lawyers have to refer to. We do not 
publish enough of the laws in pamphlet form 
to enable us to send them even to the lawyers 
and the principal people throughout these dis- 
tant States. Here the laws are published in 
Boston and New York, and the lawyers procure 
the laws from there, and our pamphlet edition 
printed here is not preserved by them particu- 
larly. It is circulated, it is true, through the 
distant Territories and States, but not in suffi- 
cient numbers to give the people a general 
idea of the laws. ‘The idea that we are to pass 
laws and require the people to obey those laws, 
and yet not publish them to the people, so that 
they may know what they are, I think is wrong. 
We should continue the publication of. these 
laws. J am opposed to the amendment as pro- 
posed to repeal the law, or even if it should 
be modified in the form suggested that we may 
publish the laws for this present session. I 
think it ought not to be repealed or changed 
at all. 


Mr. LOGAN. I think there is a principle 


‘involved in this matter that I have not heard 


suggested which ought at least to have some 
weight in the minds of Senators in reference 
to this publication of the laws. It is a pre- 
sumption of the law that every man is pre- 
sumed to know the law, a very violent pre- 
sumption, it is true, yet that is the presumption 
of the law, That being the case, it strikes me 
that it is the duty of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government to afford every facil- 
ity to the people that they may acquire that 
knowledge which they are required in law to 
have but in fact donot have. That strikes me 
as being the point in this case that requires 
the publication of the laws in the newspapers 
of the country. 

As far as the reasons for it are concerned, 
there are one or two very good ones, it seems 
to me. The laws as published, I presume, 
will not be read generally by the people, 
although, us I have said, they dre presumed to 
know the law; yetin order that lawyers and 
judges shall keep pace with the law, they must 
of necessity read the statutes as they are pub- 
lished. It is a great waste of time in lawyers 
aud judges of courts to have to wait until the 
laws are published in large volumes and then 
sit down and read them all at once. It is im- 
portant, in order that the judges of the dif: 
ferent courts may acquire the proper knowl- 
edge of the laws and give a proper construc- 
tion to the laws, that they should be afforded 
every facility for obtaining them as they are 


i enacted. Certainly, all the facility that ean be 


afforded by the legislative department should 
be given them to obtain a knowledge of the 


law. This publication is more important to 
the legal profession than itis to the majority 
of the people, because it is through that pro- 
fession that the people themseives have the 
adjudication of their rights in reference to the 
aw. 

Hence, I deem this publication a principle 
that ought to be carried out, and one that the 
legislative department should not deviate from 
at this time. Inasmuch as it has been the 
practice to publish the laws in the newspapers 
for the purpose I have suggested, I think it 
would be a bad course of policy at this time to 
refuse to continue that publication, which is 
intended to give this information. 

These suggestions are all that strike me as 
being importaut in connection with this sub- 
ject; but they are of sufficient importance to 
at least require me to vote for the continuation 
of the publication of the laws in the news- 
papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) If there be no 
objection the modification suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will be regarded as accepted. 

Mr. SPRAGUE and Mr. POMEROY. I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. POMEROY. In the first place, the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives selects 
these papers for a Congress, not for a session, 
which expires it may be in May or June, and 
if that modification is accepted, then the papers 
already designated are cut off at the end of this 
session. 

Mr. MORTON. And it violates the con- 
tract. 

Mr. POMEROY. Of course the Senate can 
notacceptthat. The Senator himself does not 
want to move it. 

Mr. COLE. <A question was asked by some 
Senator awhile ago as to whether there was 
not some contract existing that would extend 
beyond the present fiscal year. 1 have no 
knowledge upon that point, but I do not believe 
there are any such contracts. If there were 
such contracts, it is not at all likely that the 
Secretary of State would have overlooked them 
in the letter which I hold in my hand in which 
he suggests the abolition of this law. * I think 
there is not the slightest danger, therefore, of 
Congress interfering with any existing contract 
by adopting this amendment. . 

Mr. NYE. When does he say that the now 
existing arrangements with the newspapers 
expire? 

Mr. COLE. He does not speak of any con- 
tracts at all. 

Mr. NYE. Then it is an omission on his 
part. Because he does not speak of con- 
tracts is not any reason why they do not 
exist. 


Mr. COLE. He says: 


“Tt is respectfully suggested that the sections of 
the act cited, and the third section of the act of 
March 9, 1868, in relation to the promulgation of the 
laws, and all other acts authorizing the publication 
of the laws in newspapers, be repealed immedi- 
ately.” 

If there were any existing contracts, clearly 
the Secretary of- State would not have made a 
recommendation of that kind. That is all the 
answer I have to make to the inquiry that was 
put, I believe, by the Senator from Nevada, 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator in reference to the mode 
of doing this business. I do not know any- 
thing about the letter of the Secretary of State. 
I understand that the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives is authorized to designate cer- 
tain papers in each State in which the laws are 
to be published. After that designation is 
made, it is then. sent, as I understand, to the 
Department of State, where the order is made. 
These designations have already been made, 
as Í understand.. So far as my own State is 
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concerned, I know they have been, and have 
been for some time. ‘bey were made in 
accordance with thelaw. By implication there 
is a contract existing now between the Govern- 
mentand those newspapers. I donot think there 
is any question about that at all.. There may 
not be a formal contract between the parties ; 
but under the law a designation is made of 
different papers, and they are to receive so 
much for the publication. That is the way it 
is done; that is the contract; and that is all 
there is about it. I think that is complete so 
far as the contractis concerned. It is the law 
‘now, and has been for some time, 

Mr. CORBETT. I had occasion to call on 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives on 
this subject some little time ago with regard 
to a change in the designation of a newspaper 
to publish the laws, and L understood him to 
say that it could not be done, as the news- 
papers had been designated for the Congress, 
and I supposed, therefore, the arrangement 
must be in the nature of a contract. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia is in a hurry to close the debate ; and I 
moye that this amendment of his lie on the 
table, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator move to lay the amendment, or the 
amendment to the amendment, on the table? 

Mr. POMEROY. I moveto lay the whole 
subject on the table, the amendment and the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas, 
that the original amendment and the amend- 
ment to the amendment be laid on the table, 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows: 


YEBAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Chandler, Cor- 
bett, Forry of Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 


Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 


West, and Wright—22. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of 
Vermont, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, and Windom—21, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton. Conk- 
ling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ireling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott. Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Wilson—30. 

So the motion to lay upon the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. On page 15, at the end of line 
three hundred and forty-four, I move to insert, 
“and in newspapers, $50,000." 

Mr. POMEROY. There is no objection to 


that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to Jay on the 
table that proposition to pay $50,000 to news- 
papers. i 

Mr. COLE. Willthe Senator withhold that 
motion for a moment? ; . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. y 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. I will withdraw it to 
enable the Senator to make a statement, 

Mr. COLE. I have a communication from 
the Secretary of State, from. which I read yes- 
terday, of about even date with the one which 
I read to-day, in which he sets forth that it 
will be necessary, if this law is not repealed, 
to make an appropriation; and he asks for it in 
these words: “ And in newspapers $72,000 ;”’ 
$50,000. was the amount appropriated _ last 
year, and I propose, having consulted with a 
sufficient number of the committee to author- 
ize me to do so, to move that the appropria- 
tion made last year be repeated this year. I 
think it is really necessary. If it is not 
adopted now, it will necessarily go into the 
deficiency bill of next year, and 1 wish to avoid 
as much as possible throwing anything into 
the:deficiency bill. I-think the better way 1s 


to appropriate directly, and not wait. for a. 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have had two or 
three votes about making this expenditure. 
Last night the Senate voted against laying this 
amendment on the table, and we know the 
Senate was very thin; no more, I think, than 
forty-two or forty-three votes were cast, and 
there was a difference of only one vote. I 
cannot think that the Senate will deliberately 
throw away $72,000 annually that does no 
possible good to anybody. As the question 
now comes up again on making this appropri- 
ation, I hope the Senate will refuse to make 
it, and that before we adjourn we shall have 
another opportunity to vote on repealing this 
law. It is for that reason that I make the 
objection to the appropriation, hoping that as 
the Senate is now fuller than it was when the 
vote was first taken, the Senate will refuse to 
make the appropriation, and if it does I hope 
the Senate will then reconsider the vote by 
which we disagreed to the amendment repeal- 
ing the law by simply one vote. The propo- 
sition carried last night, and it is becanse the 
Senate has been worn out with it and is thin 
that a change has taken place this morning. 
If we lay this proposition on the table and 
then some Senator will move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote just taken, we can save the 
Government $72,000 that is merely wasted 
and does no possible good. I do not want to 
discuss the matter. 

Mr. COLE. It is a question of time as to 
when the money will have to be paid; but on 
the statement of the Senator from Illinois, I 
am willing to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand the 
Senator that if we repeal the law it is neces- 
sary to make this appropriation? 

Mr. COLE. Not in that case; but that 
question has been determined by the Senate 


now. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It bas been determined 
both ways. a 
Mr. COLE. The later determination will 
probably have a little more weight than the 


first. r 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not believe it 
would in a full Senate. I should be willing 
to acquiesce in a vote of a full Senate, but the 
Senate voted differently Jast night. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator can have no objec- 
tion to my withdrawing the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; I hope the Sena- 
tor will withdraw the amendment, and I hope 
that in some way we may get another vote on 
this question. 

Mr. NYE. I renew that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot 
renew it. 

Mr. NYE. Why not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It 
any committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. It comes under that por- 
tion of the rule which allows amendments to 
carry out the provision of an existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California is withdrawn. 

Mr. NYE. I renew that amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I raise the question of 
order that it is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Nevada present it as an amend- 
ment from a committee? 

Mr. NYE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair will rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Chair will 
allow me to make a statement first. This is 
in pursuance of an estimate from the head of 
a Department, which is provided for in the 
rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. POMEROY. No; amendments to 
carry out recommendations from the heads of 


does not come from 


; Appropriations.” 


Departments do not have to be referred. to: 
that committee, l ae 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ibegthe honorable Sen- 
ator’s pardon. If he will do himself the pleas-: 
ure. to read the thirtieth rule, which he. has 
read before, he will sec that they do. ; 
Mr. POMEROY. As this is a question be- 
tween the Senator from Vermont and myself, 
I will read the thirtieth rule: 
* All amendments to general appropriation. bil 
reported from committecs of the Senate, proposing 
new items of appropriation, shall, one day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee oo 
Appropriations.” d 

This amendment is not reported from a com- 
mittee. The Senator from Nevada moves itto 
carry out the recommendation of a head of 
Department. I will read what the provision 
of the rule on that subject is: ; 
_ ‘No amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions shall be received.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Kansas will let us go on in order. The rules 
require that the amendment of the committee 
first be acted on. 

Mr. POMEROY. That I have no objec- 
tion to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must remind the Senator from Kansas that 
the Senator from Nevada did not present this 
amendment in the hearing of the Chair as from 
a Department. If the Senator states that, th 
Chair will entertain it. ; be 

Mr. NYE. Ido now. I renew the amend: 
ment upon the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to see 
the evidence of the recommendation of the 
Department. J 

Mr. NYE. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to read it. He has 
got it in his hands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the amend- 
ments of the committee must first be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is true 
in Committee of the Whole, but we are not 
now in Committee of the Whole; the bill is 
ia the Senate. i pare 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate cannot. act 
on anything until they dispose of the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole. They 
have not all been acted on yet. ake 

Mr. POMEROY. There is no rule to'that 
effect; it is a mere practice of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is following the practice of the Senate. There 


i is no rule which governs the case. The Chair 


will now hear the estimate from the Depart- 
ment, if the Senator from Nevada. presents 
his amendment as based on a recommendation 
from the head of a Department. : 

Mr. NYE. Iask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to read the recommendation. ‘ 

Mr. COLE. There has been no notice, I 
believe, given of this amendment. 

Mr. NYE. It does not need any notice. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The thirtieth 
rule requires that— 

“All amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 


new items of appropriation, shall one day before 
they are offered be referred to the Committee on 


This amendment has not been reported from 
a committee. It is now moved by the Senator 
from Nevada in pursuance of an estimate of :a 
head of Department. If the Senator willsend 
up the estimate the Chair will rule-doubtless 
as the temporary occupant of the Chair has 
done. ; 

Mr. COLE. The letterof: the Department 
states hypothetically that such would be the 
necessity. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not an 


| estimate. tae 


Mr. NYE. Let us see what he does: Say 
The chairman, of; the committee. stated that 
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this is-what. the Secretary of State would re- 
quire. I do not know whether he quoted him 
right or not. - I have uo access to his Depart- 
ment at all. E 

i The: VIOE PRESIDENT, (after examining 
the letter of the Secretary of State.) The 
Chair thinks this is an amendment ‘in pur- 
suance of an estimate from the head of some 
of the Departments.” The Chair thinks this is 
aù estimate by a Department. The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations has sent 
up a letter addressed to him officially as the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
by the Secretary of State, which states: 
>The bill making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1873, now 
before your committee, appropriates (lines three 
hundred. and seventeen and three hundred and 
eighteen) ** for publishing the laws in pamphlet 
form, $12,000.” It makes no appropriation for pub- 
lishing the Jaws in the newspapers. Existing stat- 
utes require the publication in not less than two 
newspapers (to be designated by the Cierk of the 
House of Representatives) in each State and Terri- 
tory of all treaties and laws of. a general nature, 
This publication is directed to be made without 
delay, and the laws are forwarded to the newspapers 
for immediate publication after their enactment. 

“It is undertsood that the Committee of Appro- 
priatiogs of the House of Representatives omitted 
making the appropriations estimated for the public- 
ation in the newspapers with the intention of rec- 
ommending the repeal of the present laws requir- 
ing such publication. Ofthe policy of such repeal 
Congress is the judge, and I abstain from the ex- 
pression ofan opinion. But until they be repealed 
the newspaper publications must continue. Ithere- 
fore respectfully suggest that the bill now before 
Four communi iter be amended by inserting in line three 

undred and seventeen, instead othe word ‘twelve,’ 
the words ‘and in the newspapers seventy-two.’ ”? 

This, therefore, makes this amendment in 

order under two branches of the thirtieth 
rule: 
* “No amendment proposing ‘additional appropri- 
ations shall be received to any general appropriation 
bill, unfess it be made to carry out the provisions of 
some existing law ”’— 

It appears from this letter that this is to 
carry out the provisions of some existing law 
not yet repealed-— 

“or.moved by direction of a standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate’’— 


It is not moved in that way now— 
torin pursuance of an estimate from the head of 
some of the Departments.” 

The Chair thinks the amendment is in order 
under two branches of the thirtieth rule. Does 
the Senator from Illinois move to lay it on the 
table? ; - 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Yes, sir; with the view 
of testing the question in a full Senate I move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That motion is 
not debatable, 1 

Mr. CORBETT. T believe I have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
informed that the Senator from Illinois had 


withdrawn the motion, and the Senator from, 


Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CORBETT. I desire to state that the 

papers engaged in this work were designated 
at the commencement of this Congress for the 
Congress; that is, for two years. Therefore, 
an appropriation must be made for that pur- 
pose, otherwise we shall be left with a defi- 
ciency. The only proper way to repeal this 
law would be to repeal it to take effect two 
years from the 4th of March, 1871, If we lay 
this amendment on the table, the result will 
be that we are indebted at all events for the 
publication of the laws for these two years. I 
think, therefore, the Senator will see the im- 
portance of letting the appropriation be made 
for this session of Congress. The only proper 
way isto repeal the law from the 4th of March, 
1878. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Hlinois to move 
to lay the amendment on the table? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will withdraw that 
motion and change it so as to get a direct vote 


of the Senate. E will move to amend this: 


amendment by striking out all after the first 
word and inserting in lieu thereof— 


AJl laws authorizing the publication of the laws 
in the newspapers of the country be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed from and after the 4th day of 
July next. 


Mr. POMEROY. That is the question that 
has just been laid on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; ‘‘the 4th day of 
July next’’ is different. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The pending question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, I believe. I only rise before the vote 
is taken to correct the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, who spoke unadvisedly, I 
think 

Mr. CORBETT. Imadethestatement from 
a conversation I had with the Clerk of the 
House. I desired to know whether the desig- 
vation of a paper could be changed, and I 
understood him to say that it had been desig- 
nated for the Congress, and therefore could not 
be changed. I-regarded it in the nature of a 
contract. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. I speak from 
the statute, (which is perhaps of a little higher 
authority than the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives,) which does not make any 
such provision at all—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. IftheSenator from Ver- 
mont will allow me, I also inquired of the 
Clerk of the House on this subject, and I un- 
derstood him to say that he had thought he 
had no diseretionin the matter ; thathe under- 
stood the Secretary of State regarded it as an 
implied contract, and therefore it ran through 
the session; but he would be very glad if in 
some cases brought to his attention he could 
reconsider designations made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have 
here the statute on the subject of designations 
by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
passed in 1867. It was then passed for the 
rebel States, and has since been extended 
without changing the phraseology. If the 
Senate wishes to take the time I will go to all 
the extensions; but this is the organic act, if I 
may use such a term, which reads as follows: 

“That it shall be the duty of the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to select in Virginia, 
South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Ark- 
ansas, one Or more newspapers, not exceeding the 
number now allowed by law, in which such treaties 
and laws of the United States as may be ordered for 

ublication in newspapers according to law shall 
ha published, and in some one or more of which so 
selected all such advertisements as may be ordered 
for publication in said districts, by any United 
States court or judge thereof, or by any officer of 
such courts, or by any executive officer of the Uni- 
ted States, shall be published, the compensation for 
which, and other terms of publication, shall be 
fixed by said Clerk at arate not exceeding two dol- 
Jars per page for the publication of treaties and 
laws, and not exceeding one dollar per square of 


eight lines of space for the publication of adver- 
tisements,” &e. 


Mr. MORTON. I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that that was simply an 
amendment of the law, changing the person 
who had the right to select the newspapers. 
presume the other law fixes thé time for which 
they were to publish them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana mean to say that he believes 
that the law preceding this, when this discre- 
tion was vested in the Secretary of State, 
required the Secretary of State to designate 
them for a Congress? 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; Imean to say that 
that is‘an amendment to a preéxisting law, 
and it does not show what the other law was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, then, I will take 
up the time of the Senate in showing, if the 
honorable Senator makes that point, what the 
other law was. But no matter what the other 
law was, we have here a specific and distinct 
provision which declares how this selection 
shall be made, andithas no such requirement as 
that intimated, that the selection shall be made 
for a Congress or for a session, or for a day. 
itis left to the discretion of the Clerk of the 


House of Representatives, and it was intended 
to be left to his diseretion, to change the pub- 
lication—the patronage, if you please—as often 
as he thought fit. 

It was my fortune (and it is rather a bad 
fortune, I confess) to have been one of the 
committee of conference in the year 1867 on 
that very bill. The Honse of Representatives 
had this provision inserted for the publica- 
tion of the laws in the rebel States in this 
way, in substance, and the Senate disagreed 
to it. There were two or three other points 
of disagreement between the two Houses of 
great consequence. I do not now remember 
what they were; but they were amendments 
that the Senate had made that affected the 
public interest largely. The House had dis- 
agreed to them all. In that conference this 
subject was discussed, and the thing was left 
as to this point in the way I have named, by 
the Senate conferees giving up this discretion, 
which it was claimed ought to be left to the 
Clerk of the House instead of the Secretary 
of State, for the reason of the peculiar con- 
dition of political affairs between the Admin- 
istration and Congress at that time, and as a 
compensation (because that is the real name 
of it) to the Senate for giving up this against 
our judgment we saved the other two or three 
provisions of great importance, that [ do not 
now remember, to the bill, although we yielded 
this against our judgment, 

Therefore, | happen to know personally that 
the ground upon which this language was em- 
ployed was to give the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives who was in favor of liberal 
reconstruction, in favor of having the socie- 
ties down there built up under liberal auspices, 
the opportunity to select his papers according 
to the way they behaved as to loyalty. Ido 
not say as to party, but as to loyalty and 
fidelity to the Government, from day to day, 
if necessary, in order that they should not be 
made the vehicle and built up as the power 
that should oppose the Government. 

Now, then, if the honorable Senator from 
Indiana doubts what is the true construction 
of this section—TI only speak of it as a matter 
of Jaw and construction; I am not saying a 
word about its policy now—I will go back and 
show him that there never was a law which 
required the Secretary of State to designate 
newspapers for this purpose for any specific 
length of time. The Secretary of State could 
change under the old law as often as he thought 
fit to change, according to the exigencies of 
the public service, or, as it might be at times, 
according to the exigencies of party advan- 
tage. 

Mr. MORTON. I have not read the law 
myself, but the letter here from the Secretary 
of State speaks of the selection as a contract, 
and I understand that the question of changing 
the selection was once referred to the Attorney 
General, and he decided it could not be done 
for a period. I have not seen that opinion; I 
have only heard of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend has any 
doubt that the meaning of the law is not what 
I have said, I will look up that law and see 
what it is. Let me reply to my friend’s in- 
quiry as to acontract. ‘The Secretary of State 
declares that he considers this to be for the 
time being an implied contract; that is to say, 
if a designation is made for publication this 
session, if you please, and a printer goes on 
and gets ready, as my friend once said and 
with a good deal of force, I was inclined to 
yield and to-carry out what might be said to be 
the fair implication, not to stop off the work 
he might legally do, but still to do the fair and 
proper thing. What he means by an implied 
contract is that.the selection being made and 
the printer being ready, we ought not to. stop 
the publication instantly, but let him publish 
those laws we are about to enact, if we ever 
get far enough to enact any at all. 

Mr. CORBETT. Let me ask the Senator 
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from Vermont if he would think it proper, 
after the designation of the papers, to change 
that designation until after the session of Con- 
gress should close for which they were desig- 
nated, when he considers that people have 
subscribed to those papers with a view to the 
fact that they published the laws? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very easy to answer 
that question. Whether itis right to change the 
designation of a particular newspaper, depends 
upon the particular circumstances of the case. 
If a newspaper, for instance in the State of 
Vermont, being designated, should fail, so that 
it could not carry on its business, it would be 
a very proper ground for changing the desig- 
nation. It a newspaper in the State of Ver- 
mont, (if you could presume such a thing,) 
supposing we had a difficulty with Great Brit- 
ain, should take the British side of the ques- 
tion and should be employing the public money 
received in this way in printing a newspaper 
which is publishing treason, I should think 
that would be a good reason for changing the 
designation. And that was the very ground 
on which we put, in this seventh section of 
the act of 1867, the discretion in the Clerk 
of the House, in order that if any southern 
newspaper, which the Government was build- 
ing up by paying it money for this kind of 
publication, should become disloyal to the 
Government, and advocate a new secession 
or a new rebellion, the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, in whom the people who 
were responsible for the Government had con- 
fidence, could stop it. So it must depend 
upon the circumstances of each particular 
case. 

But, as I have said, in cases where there are 


now designations for publications of the laws | 


at this time, 1 entirely agree with the sugges- 
tion made by the chairman of the committee, 
that it may be the fair thing to continue the 
publications through this Congress, to treat 
everybody liberally and generously ; but when 
you go beyond that, itis a different question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to lay the amend 
ment to the amendment on the table. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were sixteen. : 

Mr. POMEROY. There will evidently be 
no quorum voting. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Sprague. ] : 

Mr. HILL. I was requested by my col- 
league s[ Mr. Norwoop] to state that he was 
too unwell to be here to-day, and he is absent 
on that account. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Harlan, Hitchcock, Logan, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, 
Spencer, Stewart, West, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

NAY5—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Cole, Cooper, 
Davis of West. Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Saulsbury, Scott, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and_Windom—23. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine. Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Sprague, and Sumner—~26, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nyx. ] - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish to say to 
the Senator from Indiana, whom I do not see 
in his place, bat I will say it to the Senate, 
that I have the act which he supposes requires 
the Secretary of State to designate these papers 
for a Congress or for some specific time. In 


order to show him that he is greatly mistaken 
Iwill read it. Itis the act of 1818: 

“ At and during the session of each Congressof the 
United States the Seeretary for the Department of 


State shall cause the acts and resolutions passed by 
Congress at such session to be published, currently 


‘as they are enacted, and as soon as practicable, in 


not more than one newspaper in the District of Co- 
Tumbia, and not more than three newspapers in each 
of the several States, and in not more than three 
newspapers in each of the Territories of the United 
States. And he shall also cause to be published, in 
the like manner, in the said newspapers, or in such 
of them as he shall for that purpose designate, the 
panies troatios entered into and ratified by the Uni- 
è es?” 


The Senate will see, therefore, that there is 
no foundation at all for the idea thatthe desig- 
nation must be made for any particular length 
of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment, and declared that the 
noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. POMEROY. Icall for the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAWYER. My pair with the Senator 


from Rhode Island [Mr. SPRAGUE] extends to 
this whole subject. If he were present he 
would vote for this appropriation, and I should 
vote against it. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Kellogg, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, 
Tipton, West, Windom, and Wright—29. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Cole, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, John- 
ston, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Saulsbury, Scott, 
Stockton, Thurman, Trumbuil, and Viekers—17. 
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Biair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Iowe, Lewis, Morrillof Maine, 
Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Sohurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Sumner, and Wil- 
son—27. 


So theamendmentof Mr, Nyx was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move io add to the 
amendment just adopted this proviso, in order 
to test the sense of the Senate on the question 
whether, after publishing these laws for this 
Congress, we shall continue this appropriation 
of $100,000 a year for the publication of laws 
in the newspapers: 

Provided, That after the publication of the laws 
of the present session of Congress-——- 

Mr. POMEROY. Present Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; Į am reading my own amendment: 

Provided, That after the publication of the laws 
of the present session of Congress, the publication 
of the laws in newspapers shall cease. 

This amendment enables the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to carry out his 
existing arrangements, whatever they may be, 
for the publication of the laws that we shall 
enact at this session, and treat all parties fairly. 
Let them finish up their jobs. Then they will 
have nothing more to do untilnext winter, and 
T have shown by the law that there is nothing 
which authorizes or requires any permanency 
in this designation. It becomes a question, 
therefore, having provided for this session of 
Congress, whether we shall continue hereafter 
to expend $100,000 a year for this purpose. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the words ‘‘ses- 


sion of,’’ so that it will end with the present | 


Congress, because if these contracts are worth 
anything, they are good for the Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They are no contracts 
for anything at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
the amendment by striking out ‘session of;” 
so as to read: 


Provided, That after the publication of the laws 
of the present Congress the publication of the laws 
in newspapers shall cease. 


It is proposed to amend jj 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. To compose 
my friend, who I know is an economist, if that 
will satisfy him, and he will go for it, I will 
take that. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I donot know whethe: 
it will satisfy me, but it is right. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS... If it is right it ought to 
satisfy him. 

„Mr. POMEROY. It makes the contracts 


right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 


Mr. COLE. I have but one more amend- 
ment to offer. Itis on page 5, relating to the 
pay of the Capitol polis: The Clerk can 
read the variousitems together, as they depend 
one upon another, and it will be necessary to 
put the whole question at once. I do not wish 
to discuss it at all. It was discussed in Com: 
mittee of the Whole, and I think we can have 
a vote without further debate. I move the 
amendments that were reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The Cmer Crerx. The amendment is to 
strike out lines one hundred and one, one 
hundred and two, one hundred and three, one 
hundred and four, one hundred and five, one 
hundred and six, one hundred and seven, one 
hundred and eight, and down to and including 
the word ‘ dollars,’’ in line one hundred an 
nine, and in lieu of those words to insert: |’ 

For one captain, $1,800; two lieutenants at $1,500 
each; twenty-five -privates at $1,200 each, $30,000; 
and eight watchmen at $1,000 each, 88,000; making 


in all, $42,800; which sum shall be the compensation 
of the officers in this clause named. 


Mr. MORTON. Will the Secretary read 
the provision as it came from the House of 
Representatives, so that we can see the dif- 
ference? 

The Cuier CLERK. The bill as it came from 
the House read: i: 

For one captain, $2,088; three lieutenants at 
$1.800 cach; twenty-seven privates at $1,584 each, 
$42,768; and eight watchmen at $1,000 each, $8,000; 
snaking in all, $58,256. - 

Mr. MORTON. It proposes a reduction of 
the force from twenty-seven to twenty-five pri- 
vates, and from three to two lieutenants; and 
a reduction of the salaries of all. I hope it . 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
anybody’s salary. 

Mr. HILL. I concur in the wish of the 
Senator from Indiana that this amendment 
shall not be adopted. I have taken a little 
pains to ascertain the labors of this police 
force. There are three details, as-I amin» 
formed, and they perform duty for twelve 
hours at a time. That duty embraces the 
night as well as the day, as a matter of course. 
They are here during the recess of Cougress, 
and as much on duty as while we are here. 
It requires close and unremitting attention. 
They are required by the regulations tô be 
uniformed, which is done at theirown expense, 
and, as I am informed, cannot be done short 
of $100a year. If youcompare them with any 
other police, say for example the city police, 
their duties are severerthan those of any other 
police yuu can find in the city of Washington; 
the time of service is more prolonged, the 
members of the city street police being on duty 
for six hours and then relieved, whereas these 
men are on for twelve hours. ; 

Besides, I think it proper for a great Gov- 
ernment like ours to improve the character of 
the police; and Į am very happy to say, from 
what I see of these police at present, that itis 
deserving of the Government. Among their 
duties they are even taking upon themselves 
to perform offices of politeness to strangers. 
If a stranger is wandering about this Capitol, 
and is seen by one of these policemen to bein 
search of whatever is curious or desirable to 
be seen, it-is made a part of the duty of the 
policeman to take him and carry him to points 
of thegreatest interest and explain them to him, 


It is nota reduction:of 
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That -strikes me to be something in accord- 
ance with the dignity of the Government, and 
even for such capacity as this something ought 
to be allowed. For the mere purpose of sav- 
ing to the Government $16,000, which is the 
difference between the House bill and the pro- 
vision of the Senate committee’s amendment, 
my impression is that there should be no change 
: made ‘in the appropriation recommended by 
the House. 
»Mr. MORTON. There is not nearly that 
amount of difference. 
.' Mr. HILL. The difference in actual money 
is $16,000, though I know the amendment 
reduces the number in some degree. I under- 
stand they are detailed in squads of nine with 
an officer—some one is detailed as the officer 
in charge of the police for every twelve hours. 
When we take into view the expenses of living 
and the general appearance the police are 
expected to make, 1 cannot think that the com- 
pensation as voted by the House is too great, 
aud I think the Senate can very well afford 
not to be outdone in liberality toward a service 
which is so essential to the Capitol. 

Mr. COLE. The pending amendment 
wonld place the compensation and organiza- 
tion of this force where it was put by the 
appropriation bill of last year, which I have 
before me; and the object is to put it precisely 
where it was last year in the appropriation bill 
of that year for the current fiscal year. Can- 
dor requires me state that several times Con- 
gress has in the deficiency bill added to the 
salary of this force. The purpose last year 
was to put it at a certain rate of compensa- 
tion, and to keep it there, if possible. The 
question is now before the Senate whether 
they will keep it where it was placed in the 
appropriation bill of last-year, or whether they 
will add about twenty per cent. to the salaries 
of all and increase the grade of some of the 


orce. 

- Mr. WRIGHT. I should be very glad to 
have information from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations on one point. 
Suppose we should provide in this bill an aggre- 
gate sum to be paid to the captain and privates 
of the Capitol police force, I should like to 
know under the law how much they would get, 
each one. 

Mr. COLE. I do not understand the ques- 
tion. Will the Senator please repeat it? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Suppose, instead of pro- 
viding that the captain and the lieutenants 
aud the privates should have so much, each 
individual, we should appropriate an aggre- 
gate sum to be paid them, 1 want to know 
bow much each private would get under the 
law as it now stands. 

Mr. COLE. It would depend very: much on 
the amount appropriated. F cannot tell with- 
out- knowing that. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ihave suggested the con- 
tiugency of making an aggregate appropriation ; 
and* in that event, under the law as it now 
stands, how much would each one get? 

Mr. COLE. Iam not aware that the law 
fixes thesalaries any differently from what they 
are in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Would the privates get 
$1,820, or would they get $1,584? 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. One thousand three han- 
dred and twenty dollars. 

Mr. WRIGHT. . That is the very question 
I want to have settled, and upon which I think 
the Senators are mistaken. {understand that 
by the statute of May 2, 1828, the compensa- 
tion'of these officers was left to the Presiding 
Officer of this body and the Speaker of the 
House; and under that statute—and by refer- 
ence tothe Statutes-at- Large, volume four, page 
266, you will find that that was the law—they 
fixed the compensation of the captain of police 
at $1,740, and of the privates at $1,100. Then 
L-understand that by theactof April 23, 1854, 
twenty per cent: upon the compensation pro- 
vided: by these officers was added. 

, Mr. COLE, If I may be allowed to inter- 


rupt the Senator now, the attempt is made to 
add another twenty per cent. j 

Mr. WRIGHT. Wait until I get through, 
and the Senator will see where we land. You 
added twenty per cent. by the act of April 20, 


1854, to the compensation fixed by the action- 


of the Presiding Officers of the two Houses. 
That made the compensation $1,820. That 
you find in the Statutes-at-Large, volume ten, 
page 276. Then, by the act of July 28, 1866, 
(Statutes: at-Large, volume fourteen, page 223, ) 
you added twenty. per cent. to that. And 
twenty per cent. to $1,320, and that makes it 
$1,584. Thatis where the law stands to-day, 
if I understand it. 

Mr. MORTON, That is right. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Now, it is proposed by this 
amendment, instead of leaving the appropri- 
ation as the House left it, carrying out the 
existing statute, to reduce it. That is the 
way the law stands. I am opposed to the 
amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator if the 
enactment giving twenty per cent: in each 
case was not an appropriation act just like this, 
and if it ig not competent for us to-day either 
to add to or subtract from the compensation 
in the same way it was added to before? 

Mr. WRIGHT. It does not make any dif- 
ference whether you fixed their compensation 
in an appropriation bill or in an act that was 
not an appropriation bill. My proposition is 
that the compensation of these officers is fixed 
by the law, and was fixed by the last law add- 
ing twenty per cent. to the $1,820. Now you 
propose by your appropriation bill here to say 
that you will appropriate to them so much; 
and when you have done that, before this Con- 
gress adjourns, or at the next session of this 
Congress, you will have a deficiency bill to 
make it up, just as you did at the last session 
of Congress, 

Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator think 
that these persons would have a just claim 
against the Government if in this appropria- 
tion bill we should fix the salary of a private 
at $1,320? Would the private then have a 
just and legal claim on the Government for 
any larger sum? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Does the Senator put the 
question to me? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. If we in this 
appropriation bill appropriate $1,320 as the 
annual compensation of a private on the Capi- 
tol police, I wish to knowif the Senator thinks 
that, notwithstanding that was all the appro- 
priation made for his annual compensation, he 
would still have a claim against the Govern- 
ment under the law for any additional amount? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I say that that very thing 
has occurred, that you made an appropriation 
at one time upon a basis less than they were 
entitled to, and afterward Congress in a defi- 
ciency bill made provision to make it up. 

J answer the Senator’s question by putting 
this one to him, as I did to the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations: if you 
provide in your law an aggregate sum to pay 
these men, say $50,000 or $100,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, and leave 
your law in that way, how much will be paid 
to these men? 

Mr. SAWYER. In answer to that question 
I want to get the opinion of the Senator 
whether he thinks that now by law they are 
entitled to a fixed sum. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I most certainly do. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then Lask him again if 
in this appropriation bill it is not quite com- 
petent for Congress to fix the salary which 
they shall receive? 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is most certainly com- 
petent to change the law; but my point was 
this: I understood the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to base his amend- 
ment upon the theory that they were not en- 
titled to this pay under existing law; now I 
say that this amendment is a change of exist- 
ing law. 


Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to call his attention to the law as it stands? 
- Mr. WRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. At the first session of the 
Thirty-Ninth Congress this act was passed, 
(July 28, 1866,) which is a continuing act: 

*' That there be allowed and paid to the officers, 
clerks, committee clerks, messengers, and all other 
employés of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives, and to the Globe and official reporters of 
each House, and the stenographers of the House, 
and to the Capitol police, and the three superin- 
tendents of the public gardens, their clerks and as- 
sistants, and to the Librarian, assistant librarians, 
messengers, and other employés of the Congres- 
sional Library, an addition of twenty per cent. on 
their present pay, to commence with the present 
Congress; and the amount necessary to pay this 
allowance is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


That had the effect to put the pay of the 
captain at $2,088, of the lieutenants at $1,800 
each, and of the privates at $1,584 each. 
That is the way the law stands now. There- 
fore this amendment would have the effect of 
changing the salaries fixed by law. An ap- 
propriation bill should simply appropriate the 
amounts required by existing law; but this 
amendment seeks to change the legal salary 
and fix a new salary by way of making a 
smaller appropriation. ‘That is all. 

Mr. COLE. Not that alone, If the Sena- 
tor reads the whole amendment he will find 
that afier naming the total sam of $42,800, it 
proceeds to say, ‘‘which sums shall be the 
compensation of the officers in this clause 
named.” That is a part of the amendment, 
Now I think we can take the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 11, noes 22; no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not mean to take 
up time, but only to say that the compensa- 
tion which it is proposed to give these gentle- 
men for duty in-doors eight hours a day, (not 
twelve hours a day, as has been stated, ) is fifty 
per cent. larger than that which is given to the 
highest paid policemen in the country, who are 
obliged toencounter storms and walk rounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much pay is allowed 
to the Capitol police? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The pay allowed the 
Capitol police as I consider the law now is to 
privates $1,820. This bill, if you refuse to 
agree to our amendment, will pay them $1,584; 
and the pay*of a policeman in the city of New 
York (which gives the highest pay of any city 
that I am acquainted with) is $1,000 a year. 

Mr. MORTON. More than that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it is $1,000 a year. 
Now, compare the exposure to the weather; 
compare the risks and dangers to which police- 
men thereare exposed to what these gentlemen 
are here, and then undertake to tell the people 
of this country that it is right to pay these gen- 
tlemen $1,600 a year apiece, when people who 
perform the same sort of service, only much 
more severe and dangerous, are glad to obtain 
employment at the rate of $1,000a year. That 
is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the Senator from 
Vermont if he can tell us what the chief of 
police in New York gets; whether his salary 
is not more than $1,000 a year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, I 
cannot say what he gets, but he is chief of 
rather more than twenty-five men inside of a 
building where all is order and peace and 
good will. He is the head of a thousand men, 
covering a territory of fifteen or twenty square 
miles, and a population of more than a mil- 
lion people. 

Mr. HILL. And because he is the head of 
a thousand men, I take it that chief is never 
exposed to any bad weather himself. He is 
always within doors, where he is accessible, 
and giving direction to the affairs of that great 
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city. To a certain extent there is a dignity 
about these offices, and I would not have a man 
at the head of this police who would take it 
for $1,000 a year. He should not have it with 
my vote or permission, for he would not be a 
fit man. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We give him $1,800. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, I have but 
one word to add. The argument in favor 
of the proposed reduction now is put upon the 
ground of the sufficiency of the proposed com- 
pensation. I confess that I am a little sur- 
prised that the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations should insist upon a vote here 
in the Senate after this matter was voted upon 
in Committee of the Whole, and that after the 
expression of the Senate he should still insist 
on calling for the yeas and nays on this ques- 
tion. It is a little remarkable that these are 
the only officers around the Capitol whose 
compensation is proposed to be reduced; and 
yet they have to remain here the entire year. 
They have reliefs, as has been stated here, 
and perform night service every other night, 
an hour of work in the night being counted as 
two hours in the day. You require these men 
to do this work; and you do not reduce the 
compensation of a single officer about this 
Capitol except the police officers. I say if the 
compensation allowed to others is not extrav- 
agant, in view of the services of these men, 
and the character of these men, it does seem to 
me that the chairman of this committee ought 
not to insist longer that there shall be a 
reduction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
California, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. f 

Mr. THURMAN. I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 


Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hdmunds, Fenton, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 


elly, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Stevenson, and Vickers—I8. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Car- 


penter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Seott, Sherman, Spencer, Stew- 
art, Tipton, Trumbull, and Wright—28. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cameron, Conkling, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Morrill of Maine, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Pratt, Robertson, Schurz,Sprague, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, West, Wilson, and 
Windom—27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now offer the follow- 
ing amendment as an additional section : 

That from and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 
1872, the annual salaries of the Assistant Secreta- 
ries, and also of the Second Comptroller, the Regis- 
ter, the Auditors, the Commissioner of Customs, and 
the supervising architect of the Treasury. Depart- 
ment; the Assistant Postmasters General of the Post 
Office Department; the superintendents of the 
money orders and foreign mails; the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
ofthe Interior Department, shali be $4,000, and such 
sum as is necessary to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of this section to the end of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether this amendment has been 
reported from a committee and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; it is reported 
from the Committee on Finance, and I had it 
referred myself. Ido not know whether the 
Committee on Appropriations got ıt or not. 
I desire to state precisely the effect of this 
amendment, because I offer it with some re- 
luctanee f ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a point of 
order. I ask the Chair whether that amend- 
ment has been reported from a committee and 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
We never heard of the amendment before, as j 


far as I can learn. Of course the Secretary 
will know; the records will show. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator from Ohio states that he reports it from 
a committee of which he is chairman—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator was here, 
I could remind him that some days ago at the 
end of an executive session I moved that the 
doors be opened for the purpose of allowing 
me to propose an amendment to this bill, and 
it was done. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I ask the Chair to | 
let us see the amendment which was thus 
reported and referred, because we cannot find 
any such amendment on our files. We have j 
not received any, as I understand, from the 
chairman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not the custodian 
of the files of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Secretary is tbe 
custodian of the files of the Senate, and the 
Journal must show whether such an amend- 
ment was offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The record | 
shows that on the 5th of March the Senator | 
from Ohio gave notice that he would offer an 
amendment. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Giving notice: of offer- 
ing an amendment does not comply with the 
rule, I respectfully submit to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment was sent up at the time the notice was 


iven. 

S Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I should like to 
see that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is rather technical 
when Senators around me on the Committee 
on Appropriations themselves say they re- 
member it. My friend behind me {Mr. Saw- 
YER] remembers it. ‘There can be no doubt 
about it, because I remember it distinctly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal 
shows that on the 5th of March, just before 
the adjournment at four o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m., ‘Mr. SHerman offered an in- 
tended amendment to the bill H. R. No. 
1060,’ which is this bill, ‘‘referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations,” which is in 
the writing in brief of the clerk who keeps the 
Journal minutes. ‘Intended amendment”? 
is the language. The Chair thinks that com- 
plies with the rule which provides that— 

“All amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 
new items of appropriation, shall, one day before | 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations.” 

Of course an “intended amendment’ could 
not be offered because the bill was not then up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want no more squabble 
in reference to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer this amendment | 
with some reluctance for this reason: although 
I believe these salaries ought to be raised, I | 
‘dislike very much to offer the proposition as | 
| 
f 
H 


an amendment to an appropriation bill, because | 
I have resisted as much as any member of the | 
Senate the habit of loading down the appropri- | 
ation bills; but this particular subject-matter | 
has been three times put upon an appropriation | 
bill by the Senate and sent to the House of | 
Representatives. It is to correct a glaring | 
injustice that has existed for a considerable | 
length of time, and the Senate has tried sev- | 
eral times to correct it. Bills have been passed | 
separately raising the salaries of these offi- | 
cers. A bill was referred to the Committee on | 
Finance in the early part of the session, as | 
appears from the printed bill before me, on | 
the 11th of December, it was considered by the | 
Committee on Finance and reported back on 
the 19th of December, raising the salaries of į 
these bureau officers. I was also directed by | 
the Committee on Finance, in my discretion, 
to move it as an amendment to this appropria- ; 
tion bill, and I have done it in pursuance of | 
notice given by me. 


ih 
Ht 


Mr. President, there are twenty-three officers 
of this grade, all told. They. are among. the 
highest and most important: officers. of the 
Government. They are really the heads- of 
the Executive Departments, because our Goy- 
ernment has grown to be so great that the 
Cabinet ministers cannot do much else than 
transact Cabinet business and supervise the 
leading ideas of their Departments. The heads 
of bureaus are substantially the executive 
officers of this Government.: Take the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, the 
Second Comptroller, the Auditor, all these 
great bureau officers control matters that affect 
the interests of the people of the United 
States to the amount of millions, and in some 
cases tens and hundreds of millions of dollars. 
They are called upon to live in this city of not 
only ‘‘magnificent distances,” but great ex- 
penses, at a salary of $3,000 a year. This sum 
is absolutely inadequate to support a family 
during a good part of a year. very Senator 
knows that. It is not worth while for me to 
comment on it. Some of these salaries were 
fixed as early as 1817, when a dollar was worth 
asmuch as three dollars is now. The pay of the 
clerical force in the Departments of all the 
other officers of Government has from time 
to time been increased; but these heads of 
bureaus, for some reason or other, I never 
could understand why, have been left at the 
old salary. Other bureaus have been created, 
like those of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
and many others of that kind, and the salaries 
of their incumbents were fixed at a reasonable 
rate at the time of the creation of the offices ; 
and yet the salaries of the old bureau officers 
have never been raised. 

This isan inequality and injustice that ought 
to be corrected. While I am opposed to load- 
ing down appropriation bills, I think this is 
one of those glaring cases of injustice that the 
Senate ought to correct. The Committee on 
Finance directed this amendment to.be re- 
ported increasing the salaries to $4,500 a year, 
but I have modified it, with the consent of such 
of the members as I could see, to $4,000 a 
year, adding simply $1,000 a year to: the salary 
of these bureau officers. There are'twenty- 
three of them. ‘This involves an addition to 
the annual expenditures of the Govenment 
of $23,000, a sum which, in comparison with 
the duties of these officers, their responsibili- 
ties, and the necessity of paying them fairly, is 
absolutely inconsiderable. 

Why, sir, the amount saved by the Second 
Comptroller in the honest discharge of. his 
duties would sometimes reach a million doł- 
lars inasingle decision. So with the Auditors; 
they pass upon all the expenses of the. Gov- 
ernment; and to pay them at the rate of 
$3,000 a year is simply to allow a beggarly 
compensation for such duties. At the time 
the salaries of these heads of bureaus were 
fixed a clerk in the Departments got. $700. a 
year. That bas now been raised to $1,200, 
$1,400, $1,600, and $1,800, according to 
grade; and yet the salary of these heads of 
bureaus remains the same... It is one of those 
things that ought to be corrected. 

Iam as much opposed to high salaries as 
any member of the Senate, but when you 
come to officers of this character, men fitted 
to discharge these important duties, and require 
them to live here year after year, without any 
hope of promotion or any hope of preferment, 
discharging high and responsible duties, at-a 
salary of $3,000 a year, it is unjust... I know 
it is impossible for men like them to live in an 
independent and proper way in this city on 
such a salary. For this reason I, for one, 
yield, from a sense of justice,.t0 a violation 
of a rule that I have. so often urged upon the 
Senate; that is, that we should not change. . 
salaries or pass:salary bills on an appropria- 
tion bill. : 

I think thatthe Senate ought, as they have 
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lveretofore done in two or three. cases almost 
by: a unanimous, vote, propose again. to the 
House of Representatives the increase of these 
salaries, and let the other House reject it if 
they will. As a matter of course we can do 
nothing farther, 

Mr. RAMSEY.. T ask the Senator whether 
the chief of-the foreign mails is included in 
the amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; all the beads 
of bureaus are in, except the Commissioner 
of Education. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was about to move to 
amend by inserting “the Commissioner of 
Education.” ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection, but 
it is to be said at the same time that the office 
of Commissioner of Education is not so im- 
portant as these other offices are. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves to amend the 
amendment by inserting ‘‘ the Commissioner 
of Education.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to state that when 
the Department of Education was created by 
the‘act of the 2d of March, 1867, the salary 
was fixed at $4,000, and that for the year end- 
ing 80th of June, 1869, the salary was $4,000, 
and that it was cut down on the 80th of June, 
1870, to $3,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance if the 
chief of the bureau connected with marine 
hospitals is included in his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It strikes me that the 
head of the marine hospitals is an officer of 
the naval service. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. I willstate the rea- 
son why I ask the question. That bureau was 
created not very long ago, and the salary was 
fixed at $2,000. The Secretary of the Treas- 


‘ury thought he could detail an officer from the’ 


“Army to run the bureau, and undertook to 
do it. Whether he had authority to make a 
‘detail of an officer of the Army for a civil posi- 
‘tion, is a question which it is not necessary to 
decide now. However, on examining the law, 
-he concluded that it was necessary to make an 
appointment, and it was done. Ne appointed 
a very scientific gentleman at the head of that 
bureau who is drawing $2,000 a year, and he 
has to travel all over the United States to 
‘every marine hospital in the United States to 
examingit. He has done it, and the evidence 
in the Department to-day shows that within 
the last six months that officer has reduced 
the expenses of the marine hospitals over forty 
thousand dollars, and reduction is going on 
now in a greater ratio. The Secretary him- 
:self says that the change he has made in that 
service is almost marvelous. ‘The head of that 
service is getting but $2,000 a year, which does 
‘not pay him at all. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has twice, I think, recommended to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House an 
increase of his salary. Ido not remember the 
amount he suggested, but I think something 
like the amount mentioned. in this amendment. 


F recollect well the recommendation made by. 


‘the Secretary of the Treasury, though not the 
precise amount, and I have talked with him 
on the subject, and he is anxious the salary 
should be raised. I hope the head of that 
bureau will be included. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can state to the Sena- 
tur from Illinois that Ihave included all the 
heads of bureaus properly so called. I do not 
know the rank or position of the officer re- 
ferred to by him. Every Cabinet officer to my 
certain knowledge earnestly desires the passage 
of this measure, which gives these bureau ofi- 
cers one half their own salaries; but I wonld 
not like to extend the list beyond the heads of 
bureaus who have independent duties to dis- 
charge. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the amendment name 
the bureaus? 


Mr, SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 


j 


. Mr. LOGAN. Then it excludes those that 
are not named ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Hence I desire to insert the 
name of this bureau. It is certainly a bu- 
reau, though I do not know that it is so called 
in the law. I will state the workings of it. 
The head of this bureau has charge of all the 
marine hospitals in the United States, and 
on his recommendation all appointments are 
made to those hospitals. He has the regula- 
tion of the prices, everything in connection 
with them. His report is made to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the same as that of any 
other head of bureau in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Itis necessary to name the heads of 
bureaus whose salaries are to be raised, and 
you exclude those not named. Itis as much 
a bureau as any other and ought to be named, 
whether it is called a bureau or not, be- 
cause its duties are entirely separate and dis- 
tinct from those of any other department or 
division of the Treasury. x 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisnota bureau in law, 
because the law defines and organizes the dif- 
ferent bureaus of the Executive Departments, 
If the Senator will look at the law and show 
me that this gentleman is the head of a bu- 
reau Í will include him. He is the head of a 
division, I am informed by a Senator near me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Istated a moment ago that 
I did not know thatit was called a bureau. [ 
am not aware that the law designates it as a 
bureau; but if I understand what abureau is, 
this is a bureau, It is entirely separate and 
distinct from any other matter connected with 
the Treasury Department. Its business has 
no connection with any other portion of the 
business of the Treasury Department. Its 
chief communicates directly with the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and not through any one, 
and he performs all the functions of a bureau 
officer, whether it be denominated in law a 
bureau or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have now before me 
the law. This officer is not a bureau officer. 
He is simply a clerk you may say, the head of 
a division, ‘‘assigned asclerk having the direc- 
tion of the marine hospital’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
What is the date of the law that he is reading 
from? 

Mr. SHERMAN.. The law was handed me 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Scorr, ] 
the law organizing the marine hospitals. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not the law which 
now prevails. The business was formerly 
done by a clerk detailed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and who was merely to accept the 
requisitions from the marine hospital surgeons 
and supply them with medicines; and that was 
about all the duty that was performed. by the 
officer. Since that time—I cannot call to mind 
the date; I had it on a memorandum, but it 
has been lost while I was absent—a law bas 
been passed changing that and authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a 
head to the marine hospital service, and the 
name of this officer is the superintendent of 
mavine bospitals, I think. He is designated 
as such by a law passed a few years ago, but I 
do not remember the date of it now. He has 
charge of all the marine hospitals of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It was passed last year or 
the year before. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know a law was passed 
providing for this officer. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have some 
recollection about the law as to the supervision 
of the hospitals. That business was originally 
attended to by a clerk; but I remember that 
some two or three yearsago or more there was 
a proposition to have an independent superin- 
tendent who should stand by himself, not asa 
clerk, and last year that was accomplished ; 
and so this man is simply a superintendent of 
marine hospitals, whose duty Í understand to 
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be precisely as the honorable Senator from 
Illinois has stated. He goesabout, supervises 
and superintends the hospitals. 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator from Maine 
will allow me, I will read the law to which 
the Senator from Illinois has referred. It is 
alaw passed in June, 1870, an act to reor- 
ganize the marine hospital service. The sixth 
section is as follows: 

“Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to appoint 
a surgeon to act as supervising surgeon of marine 
hospital service, whose duty it shall be, under the 
direction of the Secretary, to supervise ali matters 
connected with the marine hospital service, and with 
the disbursement of the fund provided by this act, 
at a salary not exceeding the rate of $2,000 per an- 
num, and his necessary traveling expenses, who 
shall be required to make monthly reports to the 
Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the law. ‘‘ Travel- 
ing expenses’’ are merely what he spends him- 
self, and the settlement of the accounts ig 
made in that way, so that he has nothing but 
the $2,000. Gentlemen seem to look upon 
this as a mere kind of clerkship. I do not 
think they understand the duties this officer 
performs. As the marine hospital business 
was formerly conducted, I suppose there was 
no service under the Government more neg- 
lected than that, and there is no service in the 
country to-day that requires.a skillful man to 
have charge of it more than this does. It ig 
at present organized under the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as authorized by that law, the 
same as the internal revenue service is. 

The orders of this superintendent go to his 
surgeons under him at all the different places ; 
he approves the requisitions; he makes the 
contracts; he communicates directly to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; he does all this 
duty; and I venture to say further that he 
has saved more money to the ‘l'reasury of the 
United States.in the last six months, since 
he has been appointed supervising surgeon of 
the marine hospital service, than any head of 
bureau you have got, and he has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
an increase of salary, as the Secretary has 
recommended it in the case of other heads 
of bureaus. I do not care what you call it, 
it is a bureau as much as any other, and per- 
forms precisely similar duties, communicating 
directly with the Secretary, and you cannot 
obtain a first-class surgeon and physician, 
which this man is and of necessity must be, to 
preside properly over that department, any- 
where in this country for any such meager 
salary as that, and there is no man in any 
bureau that works harder than he does or has 
to work harder than he does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This officer gets now 
$2,000 a year. He is about the rank of prob- 
ably one hundred and fifty other officers who 
are agents to travel around the country, per- 
forming important duties. I am making an 
effort to secure a little increase of compen- 
sation to a class of officers that have never 
bad the benefit of an increase of compensa- 
tion, whose duties are immeasurably beyond 
the duties of this officer, however important 
they may be. This office was only created a 
year or two ago, in 1870, and then was put 
at $2,000 a year. ‘That was the price put 
upon his labor when the office was provided 
for. Now, the idea that he should be ele- 
vated up to the position of a $4,000 office, to 
occupy the level of those who have been dis- 
charging the highest duties of the Government, 
it seems to me cannot be entertained. If that 
kind of amendment is to be put on here, every 
Senator can suggest officers whose salaries 
ought to be increased, and you load this down. 

i appeal to the Senator from Illinois to 
allow this proposition to stand by itself, and 
not to seek to load it. down by putting on other 
officers, however meritorious they may be. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not seek to load it 
I went to one of the Committee on 
Appropriations in reference to this matter, 
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and he asked me to let it lie untilthe question 
came up in reference to increasing the pay of 
other officers, and I did so. 

Iam satisfied the Senator from Ohio does 
not understand the workings of this depart- 
ment. He says this officer is like one hundred 
and fifty other clerksin the Departments. He 
is unlike any other officer in the Departments 
except the heads of bureaus. I know it is 
generally understood that the Committee on 
Appropriations and the Committee on Finance 
understand all about these things, and I pre- 
sume they do; at least they ought to do so; 
but when the Senator from Ohio calls this a 
mere clerkship, I see he does not understand 
the operation and working of this bureau. 

What are the functions of our bureaus? 
They expend money; they approve bills; they 
make appointments; they regulate all the 
affairs coming within certain particular limits. 
A great many who have not examined this 
marine hospital service think that perhaps it 
amounts to nothing. It amounts to a great 
many hundred thousand dollars in a year. 
This officer has té make all the contracts, has 
to approve all the accounts, has to examine 
all the hospitals all over the United States, 
and I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
there were more frauds committed in the hos- 
pital service according to the amount.of money 
appropriated for carrying it on than in almost 
any service in the United States while it was 
run as formerly, by merely having a clerk at 
the head of it. All that has been thoroughly 
changed.. You are appropriating money for 
marine hospitals, for building them in all the 
cities of the United States near the oceans or 
great rivers; you must have a man to super- 
vise that whole service. Do you call hima 
clerk? I know the chief of that particular 
business here. There is not a finer surgeon 
in the United States to-day. -He is a man 
who can make four times the money in his 
practice. He was called to this position be- 
cause of his ability as a physician and surgeon. 
He was recommended by the scientific men 
of the country. He was a professor in a med- 
ical university. He took the place as the head 
of a bureau, as he understood it; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury understands it to-day 
to be a bureau, although not designated in law 
as such. I say to you that the service that this 
officer performs is as important to this coun- 
try as that of the Commissioner of Internal 

Revenue in detecting frauds and protecting 
the Treasury of the United States. 

It does seem to me that when a position of 
this kind is occupied by a man entitled to 
credit, at least for hisability and capacity, and 
for what he has done in reorganizing this ser- 
vice, he ought to have his salary increased as 
well as any other bureau officer, because that 
is what he is. I shall offer an amendment to 
the Senator's amendment increasing his salary 
to the same amount with the other heads of 
the bureaus. ; i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina is: now 

ending. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iunderstood the Senator 
from Ohio to accept that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the original 
amendment was offered by authority of the 
Committee on Finance; and therefore he can- 
not accept an amendment to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The important question 
now, the broad question, is whether we shall 
enter at the end of this bill on the question of 
readjusting the salaries of officers of the civil 
department of the Government; because, un- 
less we are disposed io do glaring injustice and 
to base our action upon mere favoritism or 
mere lobbying, we cannot stop at the precise 

. spot where the honorable Senator from Ohio 
has stopped, but we must take up every other 
case that is presented or that we can think of 
where justice may seem to require itand read- 
just these salaries. It will not do to say yes 
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to the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, be- 
cause he is an eminent man and our friend, 
and a skillful and faithful officer, and to say 
no to the Commissioner of Education, or say 
no to the superintendent of marine hospitals, 


one of the most valuable and efficient officers 


in the Government, of very large responsibil- 
ity. It will not do to say no to the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture ; it will not do to say 
no to twenty other officers whose names [ 
have marked here, that we must consider if 
we consider these. We have already by the 
assent of the Senate refused to increase the 
salaries af sundry officers of the Government 
upon the ground that we would confine this 
bill, so far as increasing went at any rate, 
to providing the salaries already fixed by law, 
and we have refused to increase the salaries 
of sundry officers in the assay office at New 
York, which were plainly just in themselves, 
and which we cannot justly refuse now to 
increase if we are to go into the subject of 
increasing salaries of important officials on 
this bill, 

We must therefore, if we entertain this 
amendment at all, add to it amendment after 
amendment, each one of which may commend 
itself to the judgment and justice of the Sen- 
ate, so as, if we are to dispose of this subject, 
to dispose of it justly to all. You cannot stop 
at the mere whim of my honorable friend from 
Ohio and say that his committee shall pick out 
fifteen or twenty gentlemen, and that their sal- 
aries. shall be raised, leaving unprovided for 
a great number of other gentlemen equally 
worthy, equally meritorious, and equally in 
need of further compensation from their point 
of view and from the point of view of those 
who know what the duties they have to per- 
form are. We are only, to use a homely ex- 
pression, by taking this step, jumping out of a 
small inequality that may now exist, where 
two or three officers are above the general 
level, by putting up a dozen or two more and 
leaving thirty or forty others still unprovide 
for, making complaint and heart-burning and 
a just feeling of resentment and injustice much 
broader than it is now. 

The very amendment that is offered now is 
really a bill reported by the Committee on 
Finance to regulate these salaries. Why does 
not the honorable Senator from Ohio and his 
committee, who always command the attention 
of the Senate in taking up any bill they please, 
call up this bill and let us consider the subject 
of salaries upon its own basis, and upon its 
own merits, and not undertake, by way of 
amendment to an appropriation bill, to pro- 
vide for a couple of dozen of favorites, or a 
couple of dozen of people who deserve justice 
and whose eases have been specially pressed 
upon Senators, leaving everybody else who has 
not devoted his time to lobbying and log-roll- 
ing us, but has devoted his time to the per- 
formance of his public duties, unprovided for? 

No, Mr. President, this course of action will 
not do. If we are to act upon this subject at 
all, we must act upon if in a catholic and gen- 
erous spirit; we must go into every Depart- 
ment, and if we find a man whose compensa- 
tion is only $1,200, and he is a mere clerk, 
he is entitled to have it raised, and we must 
raise it, because the fact that a man occupies 
an humble position is no ground why he should 
not have equal justice here; if his salaryis too 
low, we must raise it; and therefore it will not 
do in justice or in honor to say that we will 
select eminent officials as the recipients of our 
favor and our justice, and we will turn our 
backs upon the small men and the humble 
men who have not the influence or the time 
to approach us. We must look through it all; 
we must consider it all; we must equalize all, 
for in that way only can we do justice to all. 

This is so obvious that I should hope that 
the Senate would adhere to the determination 
it has hitherto expressed in acting upon this 
bill, and not entertain these amendments at 


all. I shall be glad, if the honorgble Senator 
thinks fit to bring it forward the moment this 
bill is over, or in a day or two, when we can 
look through these various branches of ‘the 
public service, to take up his bill, if he thinks 
it a wise thing to do, and to consider it, extend 
it, amend it, equalize it, s0 as to do justice to 
everybody; but it is evident that we cannot, 
without a waste of time, in this indirect, inci- 
dental way, do this justice. Therefore, Mr. 
President, Lam going to move—it may be inef- 
fectual, but my responsibility will have been 
discharged—in order to test the sense of the 
Senate on the subject of going into this class- 
ification of salaries now, to lay this amend- 
ment on the table. I make that motion, 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like the honorable 
Senator to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps I ought to yield 
to the Senator from Ohio, rather, it he wishes 
to say anything. : ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think if the debate on 
the amendment is to be closed, I ought to 
claim the rignt to be heard. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we go into debate as 
to particulars we must all have a fair chance 
and treat each case on its merits. My. object 
in making the motion is not to embarrass any- 
body, but to test the sense of the Senate about 
going into the subject at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to a 
vote on that motion, . 

Mr. POMEROY. I inquire of the Chair 
whether a motion to lay the amendment on 
the table carries both amendments? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to lay both the 
amendment to the amendment and the amend- 
ment itself on the table. j 

Mr. POMEROY. Is it in order to move to 
lay ae amendments on the table at the same 
time 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is—the whole subject... 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment to the amendment could not be pend- 
ing unless the amendment was pending. ‘They 
are therefore both pending amendments. No 
doubt the amendment to the amendment could 
be laid on the table separately; but the Sen- 
ator from Vermont includes both, exactly as 
a bill and pending amendment may be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the. yeas 
and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames,- Blair, Boreman, Colo, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Kelly, Pomeroy, 
Sauisbury, Sawycr, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, 
Vickers, Windom, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Harlan, Hill, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, 


Scott, Sherman, and West—23. 
. AB 


SENT—Mesers. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Conk- 
ling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Morrill of 
Maine, Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Robertson, 
Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Trumbuil, and Wilson—238. | 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, to insert the ‘‘ Commissioner 
of Edueation.’’ 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is it in order to-move 
to lay that on the table ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. j 

Mr. CARPENTER. I make that motion, 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The Senator 
from Wisconsin moves to lay the amendment 
to the amendment on the table. That em- 
braces the Commissioner of Education alone, 
and the Senator demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Carpenter, Cole, 
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Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hitchcock,Kelly, Morton, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, 
and Vickers—21. 

. .NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Cameron, Cooper, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Harlan, Hill, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 

: wont, Osborn, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Trumbull, West, 
Windom, and. Wright—22. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuy- 
sen; Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Morrill 

« of. Maine, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Wilson—30, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment, inserting the Commissioner of 
Education. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before offering the amend- 
ment I intended, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio one question. Is the super- 
vising architect of the Treasury included in 
this proposition ? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I want the gentleman 
to explain to me whether his office is a bureau 
or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been so regarded. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is it a bureau by law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot state without 
looking at the statute. I will look up the law 
if the Senator desires. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not necessary. It would 
be well enough for us to know these things in 
advance. I do not know that it is my busi- 
ness to look it up; but the Senator need not 
hunt it up for me. I do not think it is a 
bureau. merely suggested it, so that we 
might have uniformity in this thing. I am in 
favor of the supervising architect having his 
salary increased. I merely asked the ques- 
tion, inasmuch as that objection had been made 
to the amendment I suggested. 

- I maintain, as I said before, that the super- 
vising surgeon of marine hospitals is a sepa- 
rate and distinct officer, reporting directly to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, having charge 
of a particular business—the affairs of the 
marine hospitals of the United States, in num- 
ber amounting to one hundred and thirty-five, 
disbursing a large amount of money, and hav- 
ing the general supervision and regulation of 
them.. It is recognized by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as a bureau, the same as is super- 
vising architect; and if we are to go by his 
recommendation, he has recommended the 
increase of this salary according to my propo- 
sition. I move to amend the amendment 
by inserting “the supervising surgeon of the 
marine hospital service.” 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois to the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the yeas were eighteen. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, We must have the yeas 
and nays to get a quorum. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. I wishtosayaword. It 
1s very easy, as a matter of course, for Sena- 
tors who are. opposed to this proposition, by 
voting for all amendments that may be offered, 
to load it down.. As a.matter of course, if we 
go beyond the real lines drawn by this amend- 
ment, it will certainly be voted down. Now, I 
appeal to the Senator from Hlinois. Here are 
officers whose offices have been established 
from the foundation of this Government. The 
Comptrollers, and some of the Auditors, are 
the oldest officers in the Government. In 1805 
and 1817, when the pay of these officers was 
finally fixed, the head of a Department got 
$6,000, and the head of a bureau was fixed at 
$2,000. The salary of the Second Comptroller 
was fixed in 1817, and certainly that of some 


of the Auditors was fixed as long ago as that, 
at $3,000 a year. 
to pass upon every claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, upon every dollar 
of money expended, upon every warrant drawn. 
They are heads of bureaus, defined by law. 
Their salaries have been the same for fifty 


‘years, during which time the dollar of value 


has entirely changed its relative character. 
Here is an officer who receives $2,000 a year, 
who sought the office two years ago. He 
ought not to have been appointed, in my judg- 
ment, because up to that time an Army officer 
ora naval officer had done duty as surgeon of 
marine hospitals, and aboard of directors and 
a clerk discharged the ordinary duties; but 
then this civil surgeon, seeking this office, 
was appointed at $2,000 a year and his travel- 
ing expenses. 

Now, when an effort is made to raise the pay 
of these old acknowledged officers, the pay of 
all around them having been raised, it js pro- 
posed to raise a $2,000 officer, created within 
two years, up to $4,000, and ail. Senators 
opposed to the proposition, including the two 
Senators from Vermont, vote to do this. 
What for? Because they desire this thing to 
be done? They do what I have often done—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the honorable Sen- 
ator ask me a question to be answered now or 
by and by? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By and by. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do what I have often 
done in a parliamentary body and what all 
of us have done sometimes when we desire to 
defeat a proposition—vote for amendments to 
load it down. Now,I ask the Senator to an- 
swer at leisure whether he desires, and would 
vote as an independent proposition, to raise 
the salary of this surgeon, now receiving 
$2,000 a year, to be $4,000? If that proposi- 
tion stood by itself, would he vote for it? He 

ywill say, I have no doubt, in due time that he 

would not, and that he is opposed to this in- 
crease of salary. That opposition is proper, 
and I have no complaint to make of it. 

I appeal to those who desire to see the 
original amendment pass not to go beyond 
the limit we have strictly defined. {could go 
to any of these Departments and pick out 
worthy officers who are not receiving in my 
judgment enough pay, whose pay is recom- 
mended to be increased; but instead of that, 
we have confined ourselves to those who are 
heads of bureaus. 

The reason I did not answer the question 
of the honorable Senator from Illinois about 
the supervising architect is this: formerly 
the chief engineer of that department was a 
bureau officer, butat one time he was legislated 
out of office, and then a supervising architect 
was appointed, and really it is a question of 
doubt whether or not the supervising archi- 
tect is at the head of a bureau ; but it is to be 
remembered that he has the custody of over 
sixteen million dollars a year of expenditure; 
that he is a scientific architect, and the Senate 
by a very close vote refused to raise his salary 
to $5,000 a year on this very bill. Indeed, 
among all those who arenamed, probably, he 
is as deserving of this increase of $1,000 as any 
one. ‘The position ofthe supervising architect 
of the Treasury extension and of all the pub- 
lic buildings, now involving an annual expense 
of about sixteen million dollars, the plans of 
which he must prepare, of which he has the 
general superintendence, employs a multitude 
of officers and a multitude of agents. It is 
avery different office indeed from the mere 
supervising of hospitals. The head of that 
business goes around, visits a hospital, sees 
how many cases of small-pox there are, how 
many of fever, how many of this and that, 
and makes his monthly report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. To compare these two off- 
cers, it seems to me is to compare a mountain 


to a mole-hill. All of them are important, of 


They are officers who have. 


course in a certain sense. But I hope those 
gentlemen who are really desirous of increas- 
ing the pay of the leading bureau officers of 
the Government will confine this small addi- 
tional increase to them, because if they go 
beyond that line, we might as well abandon 
the proposition and end it here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to tell the Senator 
from Ohio that I have opposed this amend- 
ment as a whole, as I have stated before and 


‘often, not upon any consideration of whether 


it was right in itself orwrong. I have opposed 
it upon the ground that it has no place in the 
consideration of this bill for the appropriation 
of public moneys; and the honorable Senator 
knows that just as well as Ido. I have seen 
him successfully when he had charge of bills 
of this character in the Committee on Finance 
resist exactly such-raids as he is now making 
upon this bill. Buta change of times makes 
a change of men, and therefore the same Sen- 
ator who convinced the Senate over and over 
again when he had charge of these bills that 
they ought not to be ridden by amendments 
of this character, the moment that he is re- 
lieved from individual responsibility for them 
turns around and makes a similar raid him- 
self. Idare say that is consistent, but it is not 
consistent according to the humble notions of 
consistency that we have in the northern part 
of the country. That, however, is an affair 
for Ohio and not for Vermont, and therefore 
I do not complain. 

Now, the Senator asks me whether I would 
vote for this proposition to increase the com- 
pensation of the gentleman in charge of the 
marine hospitals of this country as an inde- 
pendent proposition. J answer him with en- 
tire frankness that I would. Iwould not doit 
at this session. I would not do any one of 
these things at this session, The Committee 
on Appropriations, to whom a bill almost ex- 
actly like this that the Committee on Finance 
has reported, and I do not know but the same 
bill, was referred, have reported adversely to 
it at this session, and upon the ground that it 
was not broad enough in its scope to equalize 
and readjust payments and salaries, putting 
some down and others up, and that this was 
not the time, in the present financial condition 
of the country, to fix permanently salaries not 
already fixed by law, and that we ought to wait 
until we get to the hard-pan of real money, 
and to the hard-pan of fixed and regulated 
prices before we undertake to readjust this 
question of salaries. 

Upon that ground we reported against that 
bill; on that ground the Senate, without a dis- 
senting voice or a division, consented to its 
indefinite postponement; but now upon all the 
bills that it ought not to be on we make great 
haste with fresh zeal to straddle this thing. 
The Senate has decided that it will consider it 
in connection with this bill. It has refused to 
lay it on the table. Inasmuch, then, as we 
are forced to consider the subject, I say we 
must consider it in the light of justice, and 
every officer in any Department of the Gov- 
ernment whose case is brought to our atten- 
tion who is justly entitled to an increase of 
pay ought to have it here as well as the others. 
You cannot distinguish. Ifit is right for one, 
it is right for the other whom justice entitles 
to an increased compensation. You cannot 
say, as I remarked a little while ago—and I 
appeal to the honorable Senator from Ohio 
whether he can say—that if it is right to raise 
the salary of one officer in the Treasury De- 
partment because he deserves it, it is not right 
to raise the salary of a clerk in the Treasury 
Department because he deserves it. Upon 
what ground of justice in the appropriation 
of public money is it that it is only for the 
great and the high and the influential that 
adequate compensation, as you call it, is to 
be made, and uot for the humble and the 
lowly whose families are just as large, whose 
wants are a thousand times greater than those 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1603 


of these high officers, as much pinched as 
they may be? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator that the pay of “the humble and lowly” 
officers has been twice raised, while the sala- 
ries of the bureau officers have not been raised. 
At the time the salaries of the bureau officers 
were fixed at $3,000a clerk got but $700. The 
latter have been raised up through gradations 
to from $1,200 to $1,800.. These bureau off- 
cers have been neglected while all the rest 
have been raised; therefore it is a case of 
injustice; this is a demand for equality. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not suppose the 
propriety of the quantum of salary a man 
ought to have depended on the number of 
times it had been changed. I supposed it 
depended on the amount of work he did, and 
the amount of necessity he experienced to 
support himself and family. I never before 
heard of computing a man’s salary by looking 
over the statutes and seeing how many times 
it may have been changed. That is new logic 
that may hold sway where the honorable Sen- 
ator lives; not where I have been accustomed 
toreside. The real truth is that it depends on 
the desert of the officer and the importance and 
responsibilities of the duties he has to per- 
form. Therefore, if you find one class of off- 
cers to whom it may be admitted, if you please, 
thatincreased compensation ought tobe made, 
normally speaking, and if you find another 
class, be they higher or be they lower, in the 
same branches or in any other branch of the 
public service, looking at whose compensation, 
looking at whose services, you are obliged to 
say that they are underpaid, then you cannot 
say I will give to one and refuse to the other. 
Hence, as [ have suggested, you cannot draw 

into consideration this question of increasing 
salaries by the dozen, without also necessarily 
drawing into question the compensation of all 
similar officers, whether they are greater or 
whether they are less; and that is the objec- 
tion to it here. No doubt at an appropriate 
time, as I have stated; at the next session of 
Congress, when we shall have come nearer to 
knowing where we are in regard to receipts 
and expenditures, the whole subject of salaries 
ought to be readjusted and corrected anda 
just and uniform scale ought to be adopted 
which shall treat everybody alike. 

Why, Mr. President, look at the gross in- 
justice which we shall have perpetrated if we 
adopt this amendment in the form the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has offered it upon officers 
already in this bill. In the case of one of 
the officers in the New York assistant Treas- 
ury, in order to equalize we have reduced in 
fact the compensation we have been accus- 
tomed to pay one officer by the sum of $500. 
Then in the New York assay office the Senate 
has agreed to reduced from $4,500 to $3,000 
the salary of the deputy treasurer, in order to 
put him on an equal footing with the assayer 
and the melter and refiner in the same estab- 
lishment. There would be extreme difficulty, 
there would be an absolute impossibility, if 
we raised the point upon that very section in 
undoing what we have done in that respect. 
Probably we have already agreed to it beyond 
the hope of recall. Now, what sort ofappear- 
ance are we to present to the country reducing 
the salary of the deputy treasurer of the assay 
office in New York, who is responsible for 
millions, whose labors are great, whose merit 
is great, and increasing this bunch of officers, 
who happen to have undergone the favorable 
consideration and have been brought to the 
favorable notice of the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. President, we cannot defend such in- 
justice. I only speak of this as one instance. 
If, therefore, we are to go ou with this amend- 
ment, it will be necessary, unless we choose 
to expose ourselves to the jast charge of caprice 
and favoritism, to go back over this bill and 
rectify these cases where we have undertaken 
to bring about harmony in the way that we 


have. We must not only do that, but we must go 
back and increase salaries in those cases where 
the committee was satisfied that in and of itself 
an increase ought to be made, but did not re- 
port it for the reason that we believed the Sen- 
ate from having acted with us when we reported 
a bill on the subject adversely would stand by 
the committee not to increase salaries upon 
this bill. Here is one instance under my eye. 
The melter and refiner in the assay office at 


New York has saved the Government, as the | 


official papers show in the last year, more than 
fifty thousand dollars—I think in a year—and 
I have made the statement very small. I only 
speak from recollection, but he has saved very 
large sums every year by a process invented 
by him applied in the assay office in saving the 
wastage as it is called, the gold dust that is 
worn off and dropped upon the floors in the 
processes of the office, and turned into the 
Treasury. In that instance we were all satis- 
fied it would be just of itself that this gentle- 
man should have a largely increased compen- 
sation; but in obedience to what we under- 
stood to be the judgment of the Senate ex- 
pressed in the bill we reported upon adversely, 
the very bill in substance now offered as an 
amendment, and which we took pains to ex- 
plain to the Senate in respect to the grounds 
on which we reported against it, we thought 
it right not to increase his salary. That is 
another instance. 

Now, what are we to do? Are we io tell 
the officers of this Government, except these 
two dozen, that we do not care for them, that 
we will not do justice to them, while we take 
pains to go out of our way to provide an in- 
crease for the few who happen to be close to 
us, and who bring influences to bear upon us 
of one kind and another? We cannot stand 
upon any such ground as that. 

Therefore, I say, as we are to go into the 
business, it appears, I am for the amendment 
of the honorable Senator from Illinois, not as 
the honorable Senator from Ohio has imputed 
to me, in order to break the original amend- 
ment down; but inasmuch as the Senate has 
decided to consider this subject now, let us 
consider it upon real and just grounds, and 
wherever there is a worthy officer whose salary 
ought to be increased let us increase it, Iam 
satisfied from my information that this officer 
is one of that class. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely de- 
sire to respond to an intimation of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, that a vote was given by me in 
order ultimately to defeat the entire amend- 
ment proposed by him from the Committee on 
Finance. I desire to say that it was from no 
such purpose. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio was agreed to in com- 
mittee by me, and I shall support it at any 
time as a bill, and I shall not vote against 
it when presented here as an amendment to 
this bill, for the reason that it has been pre- 
sented here for the last five or six years, I 
think, and the general sentiment has been 
that these officers ought to have their salaries 
increased ; that they would command in pri- 
vate employment a larger sum than is paid 
them atthe Treasury Department. I take it 
that if we vote this increase of salary we shall 
not add anything perhaps to the burdens of 
the Treasury. In this very bill $22,000 is 
appropriated to be allowed to be paid out by 
the Secretary of the Treasury as he may see 
fit, in addition to the compensation that clerks 
and other employés of his Department receive. 

Now a word in relation to the amendment 
inserting the Commissioner of Education. 
Out of mere spite or something else the salary 
of that officer was reduced last year from 
$4,000 to $8,000. It was only proposed by 
the Committee on Education that that should 
be raised to its former position. In relation 
to the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, I must say that he has convinced me by 


his statement that his was a meritorious amend- |: 


ment. I maybe mistaken, but it struck me 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois was a just and proper one. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. <I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate for a moment to one or two 
points that seem to meto be, not intentionally, 
however, misrepresented all the time by the 
Senator from Ohio. He speaks of this proposi- 
tion slightingly, and treats it asa trivial matter. 
He says in reference to this officer that he 
merely goesaround. Thatis not quite the way 
to speak of officers who perform their duty, 
especially when you put into your increase a 
Similar officer and call him a bureau officer, 
when the law does not authorize him to be so 
designated. When I first suggested my amend- 
ment I understood the Senator from Ohio to 
say that his amendment applied only to bureau 
officers, and his objection to my proposition 
was that the officer was not a bureau officer. 
When I asked the Senator from Ohio if the 
supervising architect was included he said he 
was. I then asked him if ‘‘he was a bureau 
officer.” He replied to me, “I will hunt the 
law for the Senator from Ilinois.” I merely 
asked him if it were so, simply to see whether 
he was including only bureau officers or putting 
in those who were not. It was not necessary 
to reply to me in that way about hunting the 
law. I asked as politely as I knew how for 
the information. I am notso totally ignorant 
as the gentleman may suppose, because I ‘can 
find laws for myself when it is necessary for 
me to examine them, and probably as readily 
as the Senator from Ohio. l f 

But so far as this amendment is concerned 
he says it was moved in opposition to his 
proposition. That statement is not correct as 
applicable to me. 1 have supported the prop- 
osition from the beginning; I voted against 
laying it on the table and I shall do so again. 
I shall vote for the supervising architect's 
salary being raised. I think it ought to be 
raised. Why? Because he is a meritorious 
officer and entitled to more than the law now 
gives him. That is the reason for it; not 
because he is from Ohio or because he is not 
from Ohio, but because he iy a meritorious 
officer. The reason I offer the amerdment 
for the supervising surgeon of marin’: hos: 
pitals is because he is a meritorious officer 
and entitled to increased pay, and because his 
duties are onerous. He does not merely 
travel around like a circus, but he sits in his 
office and works night and day, works as hard 
as the supervising architect, has charge of one 
hundred and thirty-five hospitals, and I will 
inform the Senator from Ohio~no, I will not 
say that I inform him, because he needs no 
information—but I will say to the rest of the 
Senate, that he has charge of the buildings 
that the supervising architect constructs, and 
the additions that are made to them are made 
on the recommendation of the supervising 
surgeon of hospitals. Every change that is 
made is on his suggestion; all the furniture 
that is procured for these hospitals is pro- 
cured on the recommendation of this surgeon, 
Everything in connection with these hospitals 
is looked after by him. He is not merely to 
travel around like some of your inspecting 
agents that you talk about, but it is an office 
where a man is required by the duties thereof 
to be there constantly almost, night and day. 

Now, let me say to the Senator from Ohio 
that he misunderstands the facts, or at least 
did not intend to say what he did say in refer- 
ence to detailing officers from the Army to 
perform this duty in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Surgeons. 

Mr. LOGAN. Surgeons of the Army are 
officers of the Army. Now let us see whether 
that can be done or not. ‘Can the Secretary 
of the Treasury, a civil officer, issue an order 
to an Army officer'detailing him to perform 
duty under him? Is not that absurd? Does 
not everybody: Know that there is no such 
power, and never has been? And doés not 
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the Senator from Ohio know that at the time 
- the Secretary of the Treasury detailed an Army 
officer for this business he violated the law? 
He had no right to detail him, and the. officer 
had no right to. respond to the order, more 
than.the Senator from Ohio had. 
<Mr, SHERMAN, I hope the Senator did 
not understand me as saying that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury could detail an Army or 
a. Navy officer. I said under the previous law 
an Army or Navy surgeon could be detailed. 


‘Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Can that be done by law | 


now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not by the Secretary of, 
the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By anybody? 

Mr. MORTON. I thought the duty was 
performed by a clerk in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
I know all about this service. I have ex- 
amined it thoroughly. It was first performed 
by a clerk in the Treasury Department. . The 
Senator from Indiana that far is correct. But 
afterward the Secretary detailed a surgeon ‘of 
the Army to perform the duty, and two years 
ago a surgeon of the Army was performing 
the duty. Two or three years ago I had 
occasion to investigate the whole thing for my 
own satisfaction and for my own information, 
and I think I understand this service as well 
as any gentleman on this floor. I examined 
it most thoroughly, and examined it for the 
purpose of ascertaining what the law was and 
by what authority a surgeon of the Army was 
detailed in the Treasury Department. 

After that the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommended to the Congress of the United 
States that authority of law be given him that 
he might continue this Army officer in charge 
of the marine hospitals. Congress refused to 

ive him that authority ; but Congress did in 
lieu of that provide that he might appoint at 
a certain salary a head of that division, depart- 
ment, bureau, or whatever you may call it. 
That is the history of this service. 

Now let us go a little further. Some Sena- 
tors think it unimportant. Let us see the his- 
tory of this bureau previously. I could give 
items, but I will not do it. While we had a 
clerk detailed there, requisitions were made 
on him for medicine for different hospitals that 
were perfectly absurd; but he, not being a 
surgeon or physician, knew nothing about the 
requirements of hospitals and approved requi- 
sitions of that kind; and at one time there 
was opium enough purchased by the United 
States Government for these hospitals to have 
poisoned half the people ofa State; what for, 
nobody could tell. That was a fact, and I 
state it as a fact. The running of this bureau 
was so ridiculous and absurd that it became 
necessary to have a man who understood his 
business: there, and the law which has been 
read was passed for that purpose, and an 
appointment was made by the Secretary under 
the law. 

Who was appointed? One of the most sci- 
entific men in the United States, a man who 
had a fine practice, a man who stands high in 
his. profession. Why was he appointed? Be- 
cause the service was of such acharacter that 
the Secretary of the Treasury saw that the 
seamen of the United States when they were 
in sickness. and placed in these hospitals 
should have as good care taken of them as 
anybody else if we expected to have them 
cured. Hence, taking the right view, he ap- 
pointed a good man, one who is a benefit to 
the service, a scientific man, a man who was a 
professor at one time occupying one of the 
principal chairs in one of the leading medical 
colleges of the United States, a man who can- 
not live on $2,000 a year; and I say to the 


Senate that whenever you value the services | 
of the head of the marine hospital service of | 


the United States at only $2,000 a year, you 


will get some quack who will amount to noth- il Jakes. 


ing. This man cannot stay there at that sal- 
ary, nor any man who stands well in his pro- 
fession. I merely ask the increase because 
the recommendation has been made that his 
salary should be increased. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has made that recommendation 
twice, but it has not been done. 

Tam wel! acquainted with this surgeon; I 
have been. in his office frequently, and he has 
shown me the manner in which he keeps his 
books, and explained the whole matter to me; 
and I say to the Senate to-day that there is not 
a man in the Treasury. Department who has 
more laborious work than this chief surgeon of 
the marine hospital service. You have one 
hundred and thirty-five marine hospitals inthe 
United States; you have all the property to 
take charge of; you have to provideand pur- 
chase medicines for a great number of sick 
people. All these things have to be done. 
You must necessarily have a man to under- 


stand the business if you do justice to the 


seamen and do justice to the Government of 
the United States. . 

Now, let me read a portion, and a very 
small portion of a report made to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury by this chief surgeon of 
the marine hospital service, showing what has 
been done in the last six months. I will only 
read the close of the report, giving the number 
of hospitals, the number of patients in them, 
how long they have been treated, the cost per 
diem, and the expénses of the different hos- 
pitala in the United States. He sums it up. 
thus: 

* Number of patients treated in hospitals in 1871, 
7,257. Number of days of hospital relief, 199,854. 
Percentage of deaths, three per cent, Expenditures 
incurred for care and treatment of sick and disabled 
seamen, $195,109 04. Cost perdiem for each patient, 
ninety-soven cents. Diminished expenditures dur- 
ing m six months ending December 31, 1871, $40,- 
In six months the report of this surgeon 
shows that he had diminished the expenses 
$40,000 from what they were during the corre- 
sponding six months of the preceding year, 
when the hospital service was managed in the 
manner the gentleman refers to, when they 
had a man who merely did travel around: 

‘Number of ports where hospital relief was far- 
nished, 75. Number of ports where hospital tax was 
collected, 119.” 

If you can give charge to a man of that 
number of hospitals, and he takes proper 
charge of the furnishing of the: buildings, of 
the purchase of medicines, and he sees to the 
number of patients to go in and the number 
to go out, examines their books, makes in- 
spections, employs proper surgeons, and keeps 
that many going, you have had a work done 
that no man can do for $2,000 a year, 

Probably some persons may say that I have 
more feeling about this man than I ought to 
have. I will tell you the reason why that is 
the case, if ithe so. I know something about 
hospitals. Forfour years I had them with me 
all the time, where thousands of people were 
sick and distressed. I saw the necessity of a 
good man in charge of them. I saw the ne- 
cessity, time and again, of employing men 
that had some respect for life, that valued a 
man’s life and cared what he gave him andthe 
kind of treatment he applied to him; and that is 
the reason [have a feeling in reference to this. 

Many times in the Army during the war men 
were employed where you might as well have 
employed poison and given it to the patient; 
but when you had good surgeons that did their 
duty, you preserved the lives of thousands of 
men that would otherwise have gone to death ; 
and so it is in this service. Ispeak of it asa 
measure of humanity to these poor seamen 
that to-day are unfortunate, and will be as long 
as this Government stands, and have to be 
treated and have medical aid, medical treat- 
ment in New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
and all around the coast, and in the interior 
on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers and on the 
At Chicago and all the main cities on 


the lakes you have got to employ proper men, 
and you cannot do that unless you have a 
proper man at the head of the Department 
that does employ them,and knows when he 
employs a scientific man, and you cannot, 
secure that kind of man at $2,000 a year; you 
cannot at $2,000 a year keep one who is a 
proper man to have charge of this number 
of patients, of the disbursing of this amount 
of money, and of the number of buildings and 
furniture that there are in the hands of this 
man, i 

I speak knowingly in reference to the ability 
of this gentleman ; but I do not ask it on that 
account particularly; I merely mention that 
to show you that you do not cheat the Govern- 
ment when you raise his salary, but only do 
justice to the service, not particularly to the 
individual, because if you do not retain him 
you will have to get somebody else worthy of 
the place and position, that cares for the ser- 
vice, and feels with it and administers to the 
wants of these men in a proper manner. 

Now, one word more. J am in favor of rais- 
ing the salary of every one of these bureau offi- 
cers where the salary is not now fixed ata proper 
amount. I do not care whether it comes in 
piecemeal or altogether; I would prefer it 
altogether; but I shall vote for it whenever it 
comes up, for I-think it is just and right. I 
think the Senator from Ohio should have put 
in the head of the Agricultural Department 
or bureau or agency, or whatever you may call 
it. Itis a bureau, call it what you please. It 
is a separate, independent machine, and there- 
fore it is a bureau in the strictest sense and 
meaning of the word ‘‘ bureau,” as applicable 
to an office. So it isin reference to this ser- 
vice, and sq it is in reference to the architect's 
bureau, or whatever itis. That is the mauner 
in which I look upon it in order to decide 
whether it is a bureauor not. In the strictest 
sense these are bureaus, and the salaries of 
their heads ought to be raised. If you raise 
one you ought to raise the others. The archi- 
tect and the supervising surgeon run side by 
side; one makes buildings and the other takes 
care of them, so far as the hospitals are con- 
cerned. (This view is not applicable, of course, 
to post offices and others.) They both ought 
to be raised. 

Mr. MORTON. According to my under- 
standing of the duties of this supervising sur- 
geon of hospitals, it comes about as near being 
a sinecure or a pleasant traveling office as 
any in the Government. The duties were 
formerly performed by a clerk in the Treasury 
Department. I was urged two or three years 
ago to vote to create this office, urged repeat- 
edly, with a view of providing a place for an 
excellent man, who was said to be out of a 
place. I think I did not vote to create the 
office. 

I know I should not vote for it upon that 
consideration. I think there are three hun- 
dred clerks here, who are called clerks and 
paid as clerks, who perform more labor and 
have a great deal more responsibility than this 
officer. I may remark here that there is a vast 
deal of humbug about the marine hospitals. 
There are at leastone half too many 

Mr. LOGAN. I would like to ask the Sen- 
ator one question. Would the Senator from 
Indiana, if he was a seaman, which he is not 
by any means, and was sick, as he sometimes 
has been, like to havea clerk that knew noth- 
ing about medicine more than he did himself 
suggesting what remedies should be taken in 
reference to his ailments, and directing the 
man who should give it to him and appointing 
the physician? Would he like that? 

Mr. MORTON. Why, Mr. President, Iam 
surprised at the question of the Senator. This 
supervising surgeon does not prescribe for any- 
body. Hach hospital has its surgeon. He 
does not tell any surgeon to go toa sick marine 
or sailor—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not say he preseribes ; 
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I say he directs the physician that does pre- 
scribe for the sick man. 

Mr. MORTON. Ob, no. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the gentleman’s par-- 
don, for he does. I know all aboutit. He 
employs the physician; he employs every 
physician in these hospitals. My. statement 
was, would vou like aclerk who knew nothing 
about medicine to suggest the physician who 
should prescribe for you? The Secretary 
appoints of course, but he appoints on the 
recommendation of this surgeon, and bas ap- 
pointed every man on his recommendation. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say that I would 
much sooner vote to abolish the office than to 
increase the salary. I remember one argu- 
ment that was used in favor of creating this 
office, that it was necessary to have some one 
to go around to the hospitals to prevent their 
drawing greater supplies than they ought to, 
and there were some abuses alleged to exist 
of that kind which would be prevented by a 
visiting officer; and I think that his principal 
duty is in traveling about pleasantly, having 
searcely anything to do where he goes, and 
getting his expenses paid for him. 

I was about to remark that there are more 
than twice the number of these hospitals to-day 
that there ought to be. I happened to hear 
that question canvassed some two or three 
years ago, and it was then alleged that at least 
two thirds .of them ought to be abolished, and 
now I hold in my hand the report of this officer 
for the last year, and I think that more than 
half the hospitals put dowa for the month of 
June, 1871, and for the corresponding month 
of 1870, (and as that would be a sickly season, 
perhaps it would fairly represent the whole 
year, ) had not a single patientinthem. Others, 
again, had five, and nine, and another, one. 

ere is one in Boston that had sixty-eight, and 
there are some others in Massachusetts that 
had not a patient in them. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not the fault of this 
surgeon. These hospitals were erected by 
Congress and provided for by Congress, with- 
out having a surgeon to recommend, but if the 
Senator will talk with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, he will find that this very supervis- 
ing surgeon has recommended not only a 
different arrangement from this, but the abo- 
lition of many hospitals. In fact he recom- 
mends pavilion hospitals and changing the 
whole system in order to save, probably, mil- 
lions of dollars to the Government for build- 
ings. Itis true that many of these hospitals 
have no patients and have not had; some of 
them never did have a patient in them; but 
the property is in the charge of this man until 


something is done with it by the Govern- 


ment. : 

Mr. MORTON. The report gives the num- 
ber, rarely above a dozen, in any hospital; in 
a great many none at all; others have one; 
and the duties cannot be very laborious of 
supervising these hospitals. 

. Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will look at 
the whole number of patients he will find that 
they amounted last year to seventy-two hun- 
dred and fifty-seven. a 

Mr. MORTON. That is the whole number 
throughout the year; but I find, taking any 
single month, the highest number given was 
less than a thousand scattered through all the 
different hospitals. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly they are scattered. 

Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator allow me 
to proceed? I do not want to occupy the 
attention of the Senate but a very short time. 

The whole. amount of money disbursed by 
this officer, so loaded down by responsibility, 
last year was $192,000. 1 think I might 
safely say that there are three or four hundred 
clerks getting $1,400, $1,600, and $1,800 a 
year here in Washington whose responsibili- 
ties are ten times greater in every sense. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis not the responsibility 
of disbursing money; it is the responsibility 
of life. The disbursing of money has nothing 


to do with it. He disbursed that amount; but 
the Senator will see by looking at the report 
that in disbursing that money he saved over 
forty thousand dollars in six months. The 
Senator will find that $40,000 was saved from 
the expenditures of the previous six months 
with the same number of patients by reducing 


the price per day of patients and by changing 
the surgeons in the different hospitals. That 
much money was saved to this Government by 
this officer in six. months on the mere question 
as to whether you will treat sick people with a 
physician or with a clerk. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to make a siate- 


ment in relation to the report of this officer. 
It is certainly calculated to mislead the Senate. 
When I heard the Senator from Indiana speak 
of Massachusetts, and refer to eight or nine 
hospitals in Massachusetts, I knew at once 
there was some error in it, because my knowl- 
edge made me acquainted with the fact that 
there was but one marine hospital in Massa- 
chusetts. When I took up this document and 
referred to it, I found there were some twelve 
or fifteen marine hospitals put down in the 
State of Maine. There are no such thing, and 
Ido not imagine that the gentleman who made 
this report meant to convey that idea, though 
certainly the Senator from Indiana was enti- 
tled to draw precisely that inference from what 
was Said. Now, I desire to say that there is 
one marine hospital in Maine; there is one 
marine hospital in Massachusetts; and there 
is but one in each of those States. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me 
a moment, I think I can explain that so that 
he can understand it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think I understand all 
about it, and I got up for the very purpose of 
explaining ittotheSenate. That was the very 
object of my getting on my feet. [Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, there is one marine hospital in 
Maine. In Bangor, the place where I reside, 
I find here a report ‘‘in hospital, June 80.” 
There is no hospital there. Now; what is the 
practical method of treating and taking care 
of your infirm seamen, or those who, in the 
language of the law, are entitled to hospital 
supplies? J will take this very case. I 
reside one hundred and thirty miles from the 
hospital in Maine. There were two sailors, it 
seems, there at some period of time who fell 
into such a condition that they wanted relief, 
and the collector of that port provided that 


them. ‘To-morrow two other sailors will want 
relief, and he will relieve them. They are not 
chronic cases; they are cases where but a litile 
medical treatment and a little supply is wanted, 
and he furnishes the supplies temporarily. If 


they were chronic cases, he would send them 
to Portland. That is precisely what this long 
list of hospitals means. It does not mean 
hospital buildings, but it means that sailors 
are-receiving hospital supplies at these various 
ports; and that is all it means. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not know that any per- 
son misunderstood the report. I was going to 
say this: I know how it is in my own State; 
we have a hospital at Galena, and one at Chi- 
cago, and at Cairo we have a marine hospital; 
but in regard to many of these sick persons, 
the supervising surgeon employs certain per- 
sons to take care of them at so much a day, 
and furnish medicines, &c. So it is, I sup- 
pose, in Bangor. In reference to the collect- 
ors, they are instructed by the supervising 
surgeon, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to furnish supplies to certain 
persons, and board, and so on, and the ac- 
counts are audited by this surgeon; and that 
is what they calla hospital. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Precisely. 

Mr. LOGAN: They are hospitals, not hos- 
pital buildings. .There isa very gréat differ- 
| ence between a hopital building and a hospital. 


relief for them; he provided for:quarters for’ 


—— 


Mr. HAMLIN. I do not know what con- 
stitutes a hospital in the Senator's view. 

Mr. LOGAN. A hospital may be out in 
the open air; it may be under a tent; it may 
be in a barn; it may be anywhere, It only 
means a place where you take care of sick ; 
that is all the word “hospital” means. It 
does not mean a house. A hospital is just as 
much a hospital out in the open air as any: 
where, if you can take care of the sick there. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I suppose by thatall 
of God’s broad- domain is a hospital, [langh- 
ters] and that being the case, the Government 
need not hereafter have any marine hospitals 
in New York or any other large port. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, if all of God’s people are sick at the same 
time and cared for, then all of God’s domain 
is a hospital. That is all there is to that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I rose for the purpose of 
explaining an error which I think the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Morton] almost necessa- 
rily fell into in reading this report, that there 
was established at each of the ports of entry 
and delivery in the State of Maine a hospital, 
by which I mean a hospital building; but all 
there is in it is simply this, that at those points 
the sailors are provided for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think 
this matter has been debated long enough to 
enable every Senator. to make up his mind 
upon it. I therefore move that the amend- 
ment to the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator to with- 
draw that motion for a moment to enable me 
to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pomer- 
Roy in the chair.) The Senator from Ohio 
moves that the amendment to the amendment 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Indi- 
ana appeals to me to withdraw the motion, 
and I will do so for the present. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Maine 
says that I fell into an error in giving the 
number of hospitals. If it is an error, the 
error is upon the part of this officer whose 
salary it is sought to raise, because he begins 
his report thus: ‘* Location. of hospitals.” 
That is the head of the column. Then he 
goes on to give in Massachusetts some twelve. 
He gives in Maine some twelve; and the 
Senator from Maine says there but two in,tbe 

tate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. But one. 

Mr. MORTON. But one in the State. And 
he gives one in my State, and I think, so far 
as I know, at the place where that hospital is 
put down there has been none for five years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the amendment to the 
amendment lie on the table. 

The question being put, a division was called 


for. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. ‘That will save the necessity ofa count. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LOGAN. I desire to,inquire if my 
amendment is an amendment to an amend- 


ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understands. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then the motion of the Sen- 
ator is to lay my proposition on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio now moves to lay the Senator's 
amendment to the amendment on the table. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Chandler, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hitchcock, Kelly, Morton, Pomeroy, Sauisbury, 
Scott, Sherman. Stockton, and Vickers—1b. 

NAYS— Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Clayton, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry.of Michigan, Flanagan, Har- 
lan, Hill, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Osborn, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Tipton, West, Windom, and Wright—29. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
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Brownlow, Buckingham, Casserly, Cole, Cragin, 
Davis of. Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Johnston, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, 
Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, and Wil- 
son—29, : 


_ So the. motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. Itrust we shall 
get through with this bill to night. 
- The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and fifty-eight minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tunspay, March 12, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr.. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the further read- 
ing of the Journal was dispensed with. 


HURMANN RASTER, 


Mr. FINKELNBURG, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committeeof Ways and Means 
reported a bill (H£. R. No. 1986) for the relief 
of Hermann Raster, collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of Ilinois; which 
was read a first: and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The preamble to the bill recites that the 
great conflagration in the city of Chicago, on 
the 8th and 9th days of October, 1871, de- 
stroyed the custom-house and post office build- 
ing in said city, in which was located the office 
of the collector of internal revenue for the 
first district of Illinois, and that a consider- 
able quantity of internal revenue stamps, as 
well as books, papers, and assessment lists 
belonging to said office were lost or de- 
stroyed. ‘lhe bill authorizes and directs the 
Commissioner of Tnternal Revenne and the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment upon receiving from said collector satis- 
factory proof, by affidavits or otherwise, of 
the amount in value of the stamps so de- 
stroyed, to credit, or cause to be credited, on 
said collector’s account, such amount as to 
equity and justice may seem right. And they 
are also authorized and directed, on being 
satisfied, by affidavits or otherwise, that the 
said collector has paid into the Treasury all 
the. moneys by him collected on the assess- 
ment lists, prior to the September list of 1871, 
to credit, or to cause him, the said collector, 
to be credited, with the amounts uncollected 
on the lists destroyed as aforesaid; or if, in 
the judgment of the said Commissioner, he 
considers it best, he may abate the said taxes 
uncollected on said lists in such mauner and 
on such proof as can be made uader the circum- 
stances and as may be consistent with the rules 
of equity and justice; provided that nothing 
{n this act shall be construed to bar the right 
ofthe United States to collect any of the taxes 
aforesaid in case the same shall become col- 
lectible. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TH! MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McCRARY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1937) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi, at Fort Madison, lowa, and to estab- 
lish the same as a- post road; which was read 
à first and second time, referred to the Com- 


| their action. 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
"MARY M. CLARK. 


Mr. McGREW. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table, for 
consideration at this time, Senate bill No. 230, 
for the relief of Mary M. Clark, widow of 
Leonard Clark, deceased. - 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read; 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read. It appropriates to Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased, 
late of Harrison county, West Virginia, the 
sum of $1,202, in full payment for services 
rendered by said Leonard Clark as a scout in 
the employ of General J. J. Reynolds, and 
for the period of his captivity in the rebel 
prisons from July 30,1861, until his exchange, 
March 18,1868. ` 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
taking up this bill for consideration at this 
time? 

Mr. COBURN. I think it should first be 
considered by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McGREW. I hope the gentleman will 
allow this bill to be passed now. It has already 
passed the Senate, and I think there is no real 
objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the bill be 
referred. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Ithink it should be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and con- 
sidered by them. 

Mr. McGREW. This bill passed both 
branches of the last Congress, passing the 
House only a day or two before Congress 
expired, but for some reason or other not 
known to me it failed to reach the President 
to receive his signature. It has passed the 
Senate during its present session, and is now 
upon the Speaker’s table. I hope there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I must insist that this bill 
shall be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs before it is brought up in the 
House for consideration, 

Mr. McGREW. Very well; let it be re- 
ferred, though I do think that under the cir- 
cumstances this bill should be passed now. 

The bill was accordingly taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour now begins at 
eighteen minutes past twelve o’clock, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 1553) in relation to the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, which comes over 
from the morning hour of Thursday last. 
Upon this bill and the pending amendments 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. WauELer] 
has called ‘the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will withdraw the call 
for the previous question and yield the floor 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. SAR- 
GENT} for such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I confess 
the surprise with which I read the resolutions 
of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco 
which I presented to the House on Friday last. 
I deemed it my duty to lay before Congress 
The opinions of any respecta- 
ble body of men on any matter of public im- 
portance are not to be ignored. Although the 
Chamber of Commerce is not a representative 
body except in a limited sense, and its reso- 
lutions show that it treats the matter only in 
a local sense, yet, as indicating the opinions 
of merthants and property-bolders in our chief 
city, their action is worthy of notice. 

They are unquestionably correct in holding 
that the enforced transshipment of goods on the 
wharves of San Francisco or by lighters in the 


| ive head against foreign competition. 


harbor is a gain to those owning wharf prop- 
erty, and to those handling the goods. If 
every pound of freight entering the Golden 


-Gate or leaving it, every pound of tea imported 


and every bushel of wheat exported, pays a 
transshipment tax in the way of wharfage dues, 
lighterage, cartage, &c., some one must tem- 
porarily gain by it, even if through it commerce 
is greatly restricted and driven away. But I 
doubt if these gentlemen consider sufficiently 
that San Francisco is not a necessary entrepôt 
for Pacific commerce; that there is a sharp 
rivalry by foreign steam lines and sailing ves- 
sels by the Isthmus, the Suez canal, and the 
Cape of Good Hope; that New York has great 
facilities for the entrance and distribution of 
products, that are aided by every obstruction 
placed or continued at San Francisco. This 
view of the case is not new on this side of the 
continent, and the recent movement of the 
Panama Railroad Company to compel ship- 
ments from China by way of the Isthmus to 
‘New York, and to that end to stir up the New 
York members to oppose this bill, shows that 
they understand the effect the passage of this 
bill will have in directing the great stream of 
Asiatic commerce into San Francisco. 

No sane man can fail to see that it is more 
for the benefit of San Francisco to have alarge 
fleet of ships in our harbor to move our great 
grain crop to the markets of the world; to have 
China and Australian steam lines, with grow- 
ing service, to take our manufactured goods 
of all descriptions to meet the needs of the 
islands and the East, than to enrich a few men 
along the water-front by high charges on a 
little commerce.. To build up San Francisco 
it must have manufactures of all kinds, not 
merely for-its domestic and interior markets, 
but for export. It looks out on China, with 
its hundreds of millions of people, and Japan 
with thirty-five millions, just beginning to ap- 

reciate our articles of use, and is favorably 
ocated to get in advance of the world in sap- 
plying these vast wants. Every great east- 
ern city is great not merely by its trade but 
by creating the elements of trade in itself. 
Being a mere toll-gate cannot make San Fran- 
cisco great. It must allow commerce to flow 
in strong tides through its harbor, to draw in 
and carry along its own contributions and 
mingle them in the common stream. 

To gentlemen around me I need not urge 
considerations like these. Not one of you, 
with the great promise of Asiatic commerce, 
unfettered, entering your principal port, but 
would gladly bid it welcome; not one but 
would say that such avast wheat product as 
ours should have facilities to reach the ocean, 
and home expense be saved to make more effect- 
If it 
costs two dollars a ton to handle goods at any 
port, including wharfage, &c., that is either 
an export or import tax, and must drive off 
the foreign trade to points where it can be 
escaped, or prevent the export of products 
that have small margin of profit against for- 
eign competition. On behalf of the grain- 
growers of California, who must have outlet 
to foreign markets, I contend for some facili- 
ties that shall relieve them from onerous costs 
of getting their products to sea. On behalf 
of all the great business that grows up from 
furnishing, refitting, and repairing steamships 
and sailing vessels in an active port, I contend 
for measures that will draw these vessels to 
the port of San Francisco. On behalf of our 
manufacturing establishments, that need the 
eastern markets for unlimited expansion of 
their business, I have spoken for this bill. I 
still believe the better opinion of San Fran- 
cisco is with me, as I know its best interests 
are in the direction I indicate. 

But these gentlemen depart from the argu- 
ment to join in the popular abuse of those who 


i are to be the utilizers of this gift to trade. I 


was sorry to. read that they thought it an ob- 
jection to the donation of-the use of one half. 
of Goat Island to the Central Pacific Railroad 
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Company thatthese parties boasted that they 
are the owners of $100,000,000 of property, 
and are ‘‘gorged and plethoric with public 
bounty.” I do not know of the boast referred 
to, but Ido know that the liabilities of that 
company to its bondholders and the Govern- 
ment are enormous, and probably fully equal 
to the value of the railroad. 

But why this bitterness of denunciation for 
the advantages gained by this company by 
public grants? Every legislative step for the 
benefit of the compauy was hailed by these 
gentlemen and by San Francisco with appro- 
bation, and front the time the first shovelful 
of earth was moved in the presence of a vast 
crowd at Sacramento to the celebration of 
driving the last spike at Promontory the 
enterprise was cheered on. At its inception, 
and for several years, the completion of the 
road was not believed possible. In the Thirty- 
Seventh Congress the great obstacle to be 
overcome was the incredulity of members 
that the grants would build the road. That 
incredulity prevailed on the Pacific. It was 
hoped but not expected that the road would 
be built. There were crises in its history 
when defeat in the great project seemed inev- 
itable. In the hands of most men there would 
have been disastrous failure. It is easy now 
to look at a completed work and talk about a 
monopoly, a gorged corporation, &., as I 
have heard for a week past on this floor; but 
I ask, has any monopoly been created not pro- 
vided for by law? Has any money been 
taken from the Treasury not expressly appro- 
priated? Could the work have been exe- 
ented except by a corporation? I approve 
the energy that kept unfalteringly on against 
obstacles of nature and financial embarrass- 
ments. No greater work was ever achieved 
by human enterprise than the building of the 
Pacific railroad. The men who accomplished 
the mission that we put in their hands are 
worthy of credit for executing it, and will 
have it from history, rather than contumely 
and denunciation. The fact that it is to be 
used by the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany is no objection to this privilege if it 
is otherwise beneficial, while the expenditure 
of millions in utilizing the part of the island 
referred to in the bill gives us higher security 
for our second mortgage. 

The only doubt that has been in my mind 
in this matter is whether a price for the fee 
ora rental should be put on this property. 
The fee of the property probably had better 
remain in the Government, and therefore we 
will not sell it. To set to and improve the 
part of the island the use of which is allowed 
will cost $8,000,000, interest on which at ten 
per cent. is $300,000 per annum, in itself a 
large rental, which cannot be got back in 
vents by the company, for the bili excludes 
such use. It can erect its depots and ware- 
houses, for facilitating commerce, and its 
return can only be in the increased business 
of the road and consequent freights. 

As a Pacific coast member, if the enterprise 
is really for the benefit of our commerce, I 
can see no advantage in adding burdensome 
money conditions to be paid by our citizens, 
that might defeat the project, and yet it may 
be worth while to recommit to the committee 
to further consider that matter, and I make 
that suggestion to the- chairman. ` 

For military purposes, as I said in the 
former part of this debate, the sixty acres 
reserved to the Government are ample, even 
if military science would direct the placing of 
defensive works so near to the object, attack 
of which is dreaded. It would be like putting 
a cannon on a door-step. War vessels, to save 
San Francisco, must be arrested before they 
would be within range of the guns on Goat 
Island. Butif this is otherwise, the portion 
of the island reserved is ample, and I say this 
‘on the judgment of the highest military au- 
thority. 

The objection that it will injure the harbor 
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to build a pile-bridge from the mainland to 
Goat Island is very strongly stated in the dis- 
patch; but the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey does notconeur with these gentlemen, 
and I think theyare mistaken. The authority of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey is very 
high, and he says, in his report of 1870, that 
he sees no reason to apprehend injury to the 
harbor by an open work across the space from 
the mainland to Goat Island. ButI under- 
stand the leading San Francisco press and the 
Chamber of Commerce are in favor of bridg- 
ing the bay into San Francisco. This isthe way 
they propose that the grant in Mission bay 
shall be utilized by the company. To bridge 
half way to Goat Island cannot be a greater 
injury to the harbor than to bridge all the way 
to Mission bay. I do not believe either would 
be an injury to the harbor ; but certainly those 
who favor the bridge as an alternative project 
cannot object that the half bridge will slow 
the currents, and thereby form shoals at the 
Golden Gate. 

The sixty acres of land granted as a term- 
inus, referred to in the dispatch, are on Mis- 
sion bay, and not on the water-front. They are, 
in fact, as I understand, several blocks from 
the water-front. The bridge to which I have 
referred would connect with these lands, but 
would not free the overland commerce or the 
interior wheat trade from expenses of trans- 
shipment, though it would reduce its burdens 
considerably. 

Up to the present time the papers of San 
Francisco, except the Alta, an extract from 
which has been read, so far as I have seen 
them, do not share in the anxiety of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, though the blockade may 
have kept back more recent expressions. In 
December last the Bulletin had an article 
recommending in strong terms a bridge across 
the bay as a better project, but holding that 
the Goat Island project was better than the 
present condition of things. Suchismy mem- 
ory of the article. In an article a day or two 
after the Alta publication, it speaks of the 
objections to warehouses being built on Goat 
Island as unfounded. I speak only from mem- 
ory of the impression left on my mind by the 
article in question. Thefurore raised so sud- 
denly in San Francisco over this bill is, as I 
have said, a surprise to me. ‘The bill was 
voted on in the last Congress, and came within 
oné of carrying, and I do not remember that 
there was any adverse ‘criticism in San Fran- 
cisco. There certainly were no adverse reso- 
lutions of the Chamber of Commerce or any 
other body. 

T believe in the future of San Francisco, 
and desire to labor intelligently in its behalf. 
I would not by act or vote injure its prosper- 
ity. If any course of mine can foster its com- 
merce, give wealth and trade to its peopie, 
and hasten its high destiny, I wish zealously 
to pursue that course. And I do not ignore 
its right to be consulted as to the measures 
necessary to its welfare. But where its high- 
est interests are at stake, and the commerce 
of the whole State and country are involved, 
some independence of judgment must exist 
on this floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, it is evi- 
dent from the discussion on this bill, as well 
as from the remarks made to me individually 
by members of the House, that there are many 
who think the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany should pay some compensation for the 
use of this island which is granted by tbis bill. 
The committee have not thought, nor has the 
company, that it ought to pay anything, be- 
cause it is believed the Government will derive 
more benefit from the use of this island than 
will the railroad company. Inthe first place, 
it would confer the most benefit upon the com- 
merce of the country, which is now paying & 
tax of two dollars per ton more in the harbor 
of San Francisco than it pays in any other 
port in this country. It is to-day paying that 
tribute to individual interests in the city of 


San Francisco, which individual interests have 
been heard in this House through the remon- 
strance sent here from the Chamber of Com- 
merce. : ; ; 

The committee have also felt that the Gov- 
ernment would derive great benefit from this 
grant, inasmuch as there would be constructed 
from the mainland a highway to this military 
position, enabling it in case of war, if the har- 
bor should be blockaded, to reach the island 
from the mainland, and enabling it also to 
place its arsenal, in case of war, in the shel- 
tered position which would be created by the 
blasting down of the island—a work which this 
company would have to perform in order to 
prepare the site for warehouses, docks, &e. 
So confident are the committee, and so’ confi- 
dent is the company in this position, and that 
no fair commission would award that the com- 
pany should pay anything in the way of rental 
for the use of the island, that the company 
have advised me, and I now make the propo- 
sition tothe House, to recommit the bill to the 
committee, with liberty sorto amend it as to 
provide that the President of the United States 
shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
hear the proofs and. allegations of all parties 
interested and report what sum, if any, this 
company shall pay for the rental of the island. 
I submit the proposition in writing, in order 
that the House may fully understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, with liberty so to amend the 
same as to provide that within one month from the 
passage of the bill the President of the United States 
shall appoint three commissioners, who shall be au- 
thorized, at the expense of the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company, to hear the proofs and allegations 
of all parties interested in the subject-matter of this 
bill, and shall within three months of their appoint- 
ment award such sum for the use of said one half of 
said island, granted by this bill, as in their judgment 
shall be deemed just and equitable, which said award 
shall be paid by the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany before it shall avail itself of this grant. 

Mr. WHEELER. Before moving the pre- 
vious question on this question I wish to 
say—— 

Mr. KERR. If the gentléman will allow 
me, I wish to. make an inquiry. Will he not 
withhold his motion long enough to suffer:the 
proceedings of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco to be read to the House? | 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot yield : for that 
at this point. I believe that document has 
been published in the Globe. 

Mr. KERR. I am not aware that it has 


been. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was published in the 
Globe, by order of the House, on Friday last. 

Mr. BANKS. I think it should be read. to 
thé House also; aad there are other docu- 
ments which should also be read. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire, before moving 
the previous question on the motion which has 
been read by the Clerk, to reply to a remark 
which fell from the gentleman from Massa- 
chusefts [Mr. Bangs] the other day in relation 
to this bill. What I refer to was not a state- 
ment supported by argument, but a simple 
declaration. But we all know that the char- 
acter of that gentleman in this House gives 
even to his declarations great weight. It was 
to this effect, that if this grant were made it 
would work the destraction of the harbor of 
San Francisco. Did I rightly understand the 
gentleman? : 

Mr. BANKS. What I said was that. this 
bill, if passed, would injure materially, if not 
destroy the harbor of San Francisco, i 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire, in reply to`'that, 
simply to plage before the House: the state 
ment of the Superintendent. of the United 
States Coast Survey in his report for 1870, 
which I send to the. Clerk's desk, and ask: to 
have read. wa 

The Clerk read.as follows: 

“If the open bridge should be buiit, I see no rea 
son to apprehend. that the augmentation of flow 
through the máin channel will at any time be so 


great as to increase sensibly the present inconven- 
lence. of the anchorage, either directly by causing 
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vessels to part their chains, or indirectly by scouring 
away, the present patches of excellent holding 
ground. That the structure will close to future use 
anavigable avenue, is an objection that must be 
weighed by the commercial public in the balance 
with the immediate advantages of the railway ex- 
tension, and as far as I can see, thisis the only ques- 
tion that need be entertained, since no serious 
disturbance of the physical order, affecting other 
portions of the bay, can be predicted.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. Speaker, Ido 
not desire to enter upon a discussion of the 
merits of this bill farther at this time. Of 
course that can be done when the bill is re- 
ported back. I now call the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WuesrerR] to allow me to say 
a word on the subject of the report which has 
been read, -J will not occupy three minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman for that purpose, but L cannot yield 
further. 

Mr. BANKS. The veport which has been 
read from one of the officers of the Coast Sur- 
vey is from a person who was there one month 
only to study this question of the effect of 
these structures upon the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco. I take no risk in saying (and I make 
no imputation upon the judgment or capacity 
of that officer when I say it) that such a time 
is wholly insufficient to give him opportunity 
or capacity for determining the question with 
even approximate correctness; and in oppo- 
sition to what he says, there is a distinct dec- 
laration of Professor Davidson, who has been 
upon that coast for twenty-two years, and who 
has given his time to the study of the character 
of the currents in that bay. Hestates distinctly 
that in his judgment these structures will not 
only impair but will tend to destroy the com- 
mercial capacity of the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco. Two other officers of the Coast Survey, 
each of them holding a position equal in rank 
to that of the writer of the dispatch which has 
been read, take the same ground as Professor 
Davidson. T undertake to say that it is im- 
possible to convince any man who gives proper 
attention to this subject that the structures 
which are contemplated, together with those 
which it is sure will follow them, will not 
injare or destroy the harbor of San Francisco. 
In the face of these numerous dispatches 
received from the Chamber of Commerce and 
from other portions of the people of San 
Francisco, condemning the bill on this ground 
and denouncing it as a great public wrong to 
the Pacific coast generally, as well ‘as to the 
city of San Francisco, we cannot fora moment 
entertain the idea that the project will not 
prove prejudicial. 

Mr. WHEELER. Although I do not think 
debate upon this point material at this stage, 
t will simply say, in reply to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bangs, ] that lamin 
the habit of relying upon statements of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey rather 
than upon those of his subordinates. ` 

Mr. BANKS.. I have a letter from the 
Superintendent himself, in which he reaffirms 
what I have stated. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have caused to be read 
au extract from his report. 

Mr. BANKS. I have a letter from him sus- 
taining me in what I say. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WHEeLer] demands the previous 
question, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. BANKS. Iask the gentleman from 
New York to allow a dispatch to be read 
which has not been printed at all. 

The SPEAKER, Doesthe gentleman from 
New York yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not. see that it is 
material to continae this discussion further. 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman will allow 
this dispatch to be read, he will see that it is 
material. 

Mr. WHEELER. It may be material when 
we come to. discuss the bill. 

~The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 


the gentleman from New. York as declining to 
ield. 
7 Mr. BANKS. Tdo not so understand. 

Mr. WHEELER. I must decline to yield. 
I£ I yield to my friend from Massachusetts, I 
must yield to my friends on the other side. 

Mr. BANKS. Then let us vote down the 
previous question. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not wish to discuss this 
question at all; but I ask to have read the 
proceedings which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

On the motion there were—ayes 62, noes 73. 

Mr. BANKS. Teall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


DISABILITIES OF Z. B. VANCE. 


The SPEAKER. Before the vote is taken 
by yeas and nays on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] the Chair 
desires to call the attention of the House toa 
matter of some importance. Members are 
aware that during the last few weeks amnesty 
bills have been allowed to be filed at the Clerk’s 
desk for passage by general consent, without 
the reading of the names. This has been done 
under the implied obligation that there should 
not be inserted in any bill the name of any 
person against whose relief the House had 
distinctly yoted. On the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Acker] the 
House refused to pass a general amnesty bill; 
and it likewise refused on the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] 
This House has on two occasions passed an 
amnesty bill excepting from its provisions 
those who, while members of Congress, with- 
Grew therefrom and aided the rebellion, and 
also officers of the Army or Navy of the Uni- 
ted States who, being above the age of twenty- 
one years, left said Army or Navy and sided 
the rebellion. The Chair has understood, and 
he supposed every gentleman in the House 
understood, that the liberty to put in names 
of persons to be relieved of political disabili- 
ties was confined within the conditions twice 
aflirmed by a vote of the House. The Chair, 
therefore, regrets to, find (and. he is glad he 
does not know who put the names in, or even 
from which side of the House they came) 
that on yesterday some gentleman put in the 
names of more than one person falling within 
the classes named, and particularly the name 
of Mr. Z. B. Vance, of North Carolina, the. 
question of whose relief has been a matter 
of very considerable discussion, elsewhere. 
The Chair regrets this as in violation of the 
good faith of the House, and he believes the 
gentleman who did it must have done it igno- 
rantly or thoughtlessly. 

Mr. SHOBER. I do not know by whose 
authority the name referred to was inserted in 
the bill; but the gentleman in question does 
not come within the category to which the 
Speaker refers. 

The SPEAKER. Has he not been a mem- 
ber of Congress? 

Mr. SHOBER. He was a member of Con- 
gress, but he did not resign his seat to take 
part in the secession movement. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the point. 
The question is whether while he was a mem- 
ber of Congress he withdrew therefrom and 
aided the rebellion. 

Mr. SHOBER. He did not withdraw until 
on the 4th of March, 1861, his term expired, 
and he was a candidate for reélection at the 
time North Carolina seceded from the Union. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he Chair was misin- 
formed, then, as to the precise facts of the 
case. The disposition of the House has been 
and is most génerous, and the Chair has been 
extremely anxious that this might not be 
abused. : 

Mr. SHOBER.. I presume some one. of 
my colleagues inserted the name of Governor 
Vance in the bill in the spirit which the Chair 
seems to intimate. 


. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair is entirely un- 
informed what gentleman put it in. 

Mr. KIELINGER. Would it be in order to 
make. a motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would hope 
that the gentleman who put thé name in would 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw it. 

Mr. KILLINGER. If that be not done, I 
hope I may be permitled to make a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
in consenting to this general ‘shuffle,’ (for 
that is the proper word,) I considered it in- 
cluded everything and every one. 

Fhe SPEAKER. The Chair cannot see 
how the gentleman could have so understood 
it, when the House twice this session has voted 
not to include the names embraced in those 
two classes. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The House 


| is more charitable at one time than another. 


Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, am I mistaken 


ia thinking that the House has directed the: 


Committee on the Judiciary to prepare and 
bring in a general amnesty bill, including the 
names of all those making application for 
amnesty, without distinction or exception? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis mistaken 
in thinking the House has ever passed an am- 
nesty bill without the exceptions indicated, 
The House has distinctly refused upon a yea 
and nay vote to do so. 

Mr. POTTER. True, sir, but subsequent 
to such refusal the House directed the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to bring in a bill which 


would embody amnesty to every gentleman, 


without exception, who had made application 
to Congress for it. 

‘The SPEAKER. Non constat that the 
House would pass such abill. The gentleman 
will observe that the House has not committed 
itself at all on that point. 

Mr. POTTER. No; but the House having 
directed the Committee on the Judiciary to 
prepare a bill including the names of all who 
had made application to Congress for amnesty, 
there was no longer any reason for any gen- 
tleman on the floor to refrain from adding any 
man’s name who had applied for amnesty to 
any of those special bills which the House 

assed without reading. 

The SPEAKER. But it does not follow the 
House will pass a bill embracing the two classes 
indicated. The House has twice refused on a 
yea and nay vote to pass a general amnesty 
bill. 

Mr. POTTER. True; but the House hav- 
ing subsequently directed the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to bring in such a bill I am at a loss to 
see how any gentleman could suppose the 
intention of the House was not to include in 
these ‘bills so hastily passed any of these 
persons, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot 
infer, from the instructions of the House to 
the committee to bring in such bill, that the 
House would pass it. 

Mr. POTTER. But Mr. Speaker, I should 
say that when the House directs a bill to be 
brought in without distinction, it was fair to 
infer that the House does not intend longer to 
insist on the distinctions it had theretofore ` 


made. 

The SPEAKER. That isa large inference 
not warranted by anything which the House 
has done. 

Mr. POTTER. If I were to exercise my 
own judgment, I should conceive thé infer- 
ence fully warranted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I think this Con- 
gress has granted relief in cases like that of 
Mr. Vance, of North Carolina. I believe Con- 
gress has already relieved from political dis- 
abilities several men who were members of 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. All the Chair desires is 
to call the attention of the House to the sub- 
ject of the general privilege of putting in 
names without having them read. It was his 
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understanding when that privilege was ac- 
corded no names should be obtruded into any 
of these bills belonging to either of the two 
excepted classes already indicated. The Chair 
must insist that was his understanding, as well 
as the understanding of the House generally. 

Mr. WADDELL. I should like to say a 
word. 

Mr. WOOD. I beg leave respectfully to 
suggest to the Chair that this name was in- 
serted under the general and liberal invitation 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has refrained 
from making the slightest imputation on any- 
body, as he presumed it was done without 
thought, or ignorant of the previous legisla- 
tion of the House; and the Chair repeats that 
he does not know what gentleman inserted the 
name, but he begs whatever gentleman it was 
to withdraw the name. 

Mr. WADDELL. I desire to say one word, 
as I am one of the North Carolina delegation 
here. I do not know who inserted the name 
of Mr. Vance; whoever did insert itin the bill 
has not so far as I know violated any under- 
standing, tacit or otherwise, of the House. The 
House has instructed the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report an amnesty bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not de- 
sire argument upon that point. The question 
of amnesty is not now before the House. 

Mr. WADDELL. Mr. Vance, however ob- 
noxious he may be personally to gentlemen, 
does not come within the. provisions of the 
law. He did not withdraw from his seat in 
Congress and take part in the rebellion. His 
term had expired, and he was a candidate for 
reélection at the time the State seceded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman well 
knows that had it been stated yesterday, when 
acall for amnesty bills was made, that the 
name of Mr. Vance was included, it would 
have elicited discussion and objection in the 


House. 

Mr. WADDELL. Ido not know that it 
would have defeated the bill at all. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. What opposition has 
the House made heretofore to Mr. Vance? 
AN the opposition to him has been in another 

ace. . í 

Mr. DICKEY. Iwant to give notice that 
this thing of amnesty bills. ceases from this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets that 
if the gentleman is present who put in the 
name of Mr. Vance he does not avow it. 

. Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that the 
gentleman who put the name in is not in the 
House. Iam so informed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels that he 
has discharged his entire duty in calling the 
attention of the House to this matter, and the 
Chair gives notice that hereafter, under the 
rules, except by unanimous consent, no am- 
nesty bill will be entertained by the Chair 
unless the names are read in detail, and the 
Chair regards this proceeding, whether igno- 
rantly done or not, as an abuse of the priv- 
ilege conferred by the House. . 

CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Houtman, to lay on the table the bill (H. 
R. No. 1558) in relation to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, upon. which the yeas and 
nays had been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 73, nays 94, not voting 
73; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buffiinton, Caldwell, Carroll, 
Coburn, Crebs, Crocker, Crossland, Davis, Donnan, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Garfield, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McIntyre, 
McKinney, Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, Pendleton, 
Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Jobn 
. Rice, Robinson, Roosevelt, Shanks, H. Board- 
[man Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 


Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry. Tyner, 
Upson, Van Trump, Waddell, Waldron, Whiteley, 
illiams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Jobn T. 
Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—723. 
NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, James_Brooks, 
Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman 
Clarke, Coghian, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Critcher, 
Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Gar- 


rett, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, Lamport, 
Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, McGrew, McHenry, Mc- 
Junkin, McKee, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, 
Palmer, Peck, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, See- 
ley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, John A.Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
Thomas J. Speer, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, Tafe, 
Turner, Twichell, Voorhees, Wakeman, Warren, 
Wells, Wheeler, Willard, and Williams of New 


ork—94, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barber, 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Boles, Burchard, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Campbell, William T, Clark, Cobb, Conner, 
Cox, Creely, De Large, Dox, Du Bose, Eames, Eld- 
redge, Elliott, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Golladay, 
Griffith, Hale, Harmer. George E. Harris, John W. 
Hazelton, Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Leach, Maynard, McCormick, Mc- 
Crary, MeNecly, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morphis, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, 
Perce, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ritchie, Ellis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Scofield, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Starkweather, Stevens, Steven- 


of the bill the President of the United States shall 
appoint three commissioners who shall be author- 
ized, at the expense of the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company, to hear the proofs and allegations of all 
parties interested in the subject-matter of this bill, 
and shall, within three months from their appoint- 
ment, award such sum for the use of said one half 
of said island (Yerba Buena) granted by this bill, as 
in their judgment shall be deemed just and equita- 
ble, which said award shail be paid by the said Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company before it shall avail 


itself of this grant. 


The previous question. was then seconded, 


there being upon a division—ayes 79, noes 54, 


The question was, ‘‘ Shall the main question 


be now put ?”’ 


Mr. BANKS. Upon this question I eall 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. ; 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the House shall refuse 
to order the main question, will the motion 
to recommit with instructions be open to 
amendment? l 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 94, nays 67, not voting 79; as fol 
lows: 

YEHAS—Messrs. Averill, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, 


son, St. John, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 


lace, Walls, Whitthorne, and Young—73. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon 


the table. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. McKINNEY. My colleague, Mr. Lami- 
sox, is paired with Mr. Leaca, of North Car- 
olina, on all questions affecting this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that Mr. 


Cox is paired with some gentleman, I do not 


know whom; but if here ke would vote ay” 
on this motion. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Upon this bill I 


am paired with my colleague, Mr. W. R. 
Rozerts. If he were present he would vote 
tay; and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. 


quéstion I am paired with Mr FORKER, my 
If he were present. he would vote 


colleague. 
‘ ay,” and I would vote “no.” 
Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 


would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. CALDWELL. My colleague, Mr. 
WuittHorns, is paired with Mr. Morras, of 
Mississippi. My colleague, if present, would 
vote ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. 
question I am paired with Mr. Barnum, of 
Connecticut, who if present would vote ‘‘no,’’ 
and I would vote “ay.” 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. . 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
for the previous question upon recommitting 
the bill to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the previous question 
shall be voted down, will this bill be subject 
to still further amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will still be 
before the House, the pending motion being 
to recommit. Should the previous question 
be seconded and the main question ordered, 
the first vote will be upon the motion to recom- 
mit, which, if decided affirmatively, will take 
the bill from before the House. Should the 
motion to recommit be decided in the negative 
the bill will be left before the House under 
the operation of the previous question until 
the third reading of the bill. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that my motion to 
recommit be again reported to the House, 

The Olerk read as follows: 


That House bill No. 1553, with the pending amend- 
ments, be recommitted to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroad, with liberty so to amend the same as 


| to provide that within one month from the-passage 


* 


ri 8 Wash- 
ington Townsend, Tuthill, Vaughan, Walden, Wal- 


On this 


Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Csr- 
roll, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo,. Conger, 
Cotton, Critcher, Dawes, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Wildér D, Fos- 
ter, Fryd, Garrett, Getz, Goodrich, Harmer, Harper, 
Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, McGrew, McHenry, McJunkin, McK ée, Mer- 
riam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, Nóg- 
ley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 
‘Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, 
Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Hf, Board- 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Stowell, Sutherland Sypher, Tafe, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Pwichell, Upson, Voor- 
hees, Wakeman, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Willard, 
and Williams of New York—94, > 
NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Arthur, Banks, 
Beatty, Biggs, Bird, James @. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Buffinton, Caldwell, Coburn, Crebs, Crocker, 
Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Donnan, Charles Foster, 


Garfield, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, John T. Harris, Hay, ao 
ing, 


On this ques- 
tion Tam paired with Mr. McNusty, of Illi- 
nois, who would vote ‘‘ay,”’ if present, and I 


On this 


ford, Herndon, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, 
Leach, Lewis, ‘Manson, McClelland, McIntyre, Me- 
Kinney, Marrick, Monroe, Morgan, Potter, Ran- 
dali, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Shanks, Snyder, R. Milton Speér, 
Stevens,. Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry, 
Tyner, Van Trump, aldron, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—t7, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ainbler, Amés, Archer, 
Barber, Barnum Beck, Bell, Boles, Burchard, Bèn- 
ie F. Bytler, Campbell, William T, Clark, Cobb, 

Sonnet Cox, Creely, De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du- 
Bose, Eames, Hildredge, Elliott, Ely. Forker, Henry 
D. Foster, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, George E. Harris, 
John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hill, Hooper, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kinsella, Lamison, Lynch, Marshall, May- 
nard, McCormick, McCrary, McNeely, Morcur, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morphis, Hosen W. Parker, 
isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, Porter, Price, 
Prindle, Rainey, Ritchié, Ellis H. Roberts, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Scofield, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shober, John A. Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, St. John, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Vaughan, Waddell, Walden, Wallace, Walls, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, and . 
Young—79. 

So the main question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the motion to re- 
commit; and being taken, it was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege, and call up the contested-election casé 
of Cessna vs. Meyers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to move to récon* 
sider the votë by which the House has recom- 
mitted House bill No. 1553 to the Committee 
on the Pacific railroad; and also moye thatthe 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. _ 

Mr. LEACH. I desire to have a few min- 
utes to make a personal explanation. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. © Without know- 
ing the subject of the remarks the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Lzacu] desires to 
make at this time, I will inquire of him how 
much time he desires? 2 

Mr. LEACH: Ithink not more than three 
minutes. 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I. move that 
the gentleman be allowed three minutes. 

No objection was made; and leave was 
accordingly granted. ` 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. LEACH... Upon coming into this Hall 
this morning, after the House had met, I was 
informed by. my colleagues that some excite- 
ment had grown out of the announcement of 
the fact that the name of Governor Z. B, 
‘Vance, of North Carolina, appeared among 
the names presented on yesterday for incor- 
poration in a bill for the removal of disabili- 
ties. And it was stated by yourself, Mr. 
Speaker, as I understand, that you were sorry 
the member who presented that name was not 
present to avow it and ask to have it with- 
drawn. Sir, I presented that name, and I did 
soin view of what I thought to be the duty 
that devolved upon me as a member of this 
House. ` ; 

It is a fact known I suppose to the whole 
House that Governor Vance is not one of 
those excluded by any law that has passed 
Congress, or by any rule or vote of this House. 
He was a member of Congress with me before 
the war, and we remained here acting and 
voting as Union men until the expiration of 
our term and the inauguration of the late 
lamented President Lincoln. ' 

This House has by three fourths or four 
fifths majority passed not less than four or five 
bills removing the disabilities of Governor 
Vance. More than that, sir, his relief is 
recommended by ex-Governor Holden, of 
North Carolina, and also, I have understood, 
by the present Governor, Governor Caldwell; 
and I believe all five of the Republican judges 
of the supreme court of my State.. In addi- 
tion to that, the Legislature of North Carolina, 
embracing one hundred and seventy members, 
and containing a very large Republican minor- 
ity, passed, with but nine or ten dissenting 
votes, a resolution which was sent to this Con- 
gress asking for the removal of the disabilities 
of Governor Vance. 

These, sir, are facts which stand upon rec- 
ord; and I take occasion to say now and here 
that those who know me know I am incapable 
of any conduct incompatible with the charac- 
ter of a gentleman or of taking any improper 
advantage in any matter of this kind. 

Now, sir, as this House had passed several 
bills for the removal of the disabilities of Gov- 
ernor Vance, and as he was not embraced in 
the classes which have been excluded in the 
general bills, [hada right to present his name 
in the manner I did as that of a warm personal 
friend and a generous-hearted man; and in so 
doing I was representing the people of my 
State. “I know that I was representing nine- 
teen twentieths of more than two hundred and 
twenty thousand voters of North Carolina of 
both parties and both races. I know, sir, 
that Governor Vance, with whom I am well 
acquainted, would be the last man in the world 
to have his name standing in a bill as an 
obstacle to the removal of the disabilities of 
anybody else. . 

In the simplicity of my nature, in the hon- 
esty of my heart, with a sincere purpose to do 
what I thought right, and what Ttnought jus- 
tified by the bills which this House passed 
last spring and again last winter, and I believe 
again this spring by four fifths majority forthe 
removal of Governor -Vance’s disabilities, I 
introduced his name in’ the bill presented yes- 
terday; and in doing so I do not understand 
that I have committed any unpardonable sin. 
If I had supposed it to be in conflict with any 
‘understanding agreed upon in this House, I 
certainly would not have done so. I would 
not upon any consideration have introduced 
the name of any man whom I understood to 
be embraced in the excluded classes. 

Feeling that in making this statement I have 
discharged my duty in this regard, and regret- 
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ting that I was not present when the question 
was brought up, I thank the House for indulg- 


‘ing me in this explanation. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [I have no doubt that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Leaca] 
acted in the utmost good faith; but in order 
that the sense of the House may be taken on 
this question, I enter a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 1935) 
was passed. 3 

The SPEAKER. One remark made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina might imply 
that. he had misunderstood what the Chair 
said. The Chair endeavored carefully to ex- 
clude all possible idea that any gentleman had 
inserted this name with any intention of will- 
fully evading the will of the House on this 
question, The Chair had no conception that 
any gentleman had introduced the bill from 
any improper motive whatever. 

- Mr. LEACH. I did not mean to imply 
that the Speaker had made such an imputa- 
tion. I have very great respect for the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair endeavored 
very carefully to exclude any such inference. 
The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts {Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yields to me that 
I may enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company was 
this morning recommitted. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. ADAMS. I notice that in the proceed- 
ings of the House yesterday, as reported in 
the Globe of this morning, my name is re- 
corded in the negative upon the motion of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hererorp] 
to suspend the rules in order to adopt his res- 
olution declaring that ‘‘ it would be contrary 
to the Constitution and a tyrannical usurpa- 
tion of power for Congress to force mixed 
schools upon the States.’? In point of fact I 
was notin the House when the vote was taken 
upon that question ; and if I had been present 
I would have voted in the affirmative. I find 
from examination of the Journal of the House, 
kept by the clerks, that the same error seems 
to have been made by them. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Journal be corrected in 
that regard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the correction of the Journal will 
accordingly be made. The Globe reporters 
will take notice and make their own correc- 
tions. i 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts yields to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. WHEELER] to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Central 
Pacific railroad bill was recommitted with in- 
structions. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hotman] rose almostat the same time to move 
to reconsider and lay upon the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not yield for any other 
purpose than to enter a motion to reconsider. 

The . SPEAKER. .The gentleman from 
Massachusetts yields to the gentleman from 
New York to enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI rose as soon as possible 
to move to reconsider and lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table, and I believe it has 
been almost the universal practice to enter- 
tain such a motion on the part of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana claims that he rose to move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table, and the 
Chair recognizes the fact that the rules of the 
House allow the majority to govern in such 
cases. The gentleman from Indiana can there- 
fore raise the question whether or not the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts shall proceed. 


i 


Mr. HOLMAN. I do raise the question. 

Mr. HOAR.. I suppose the Pennsylvania 
election case of Cessna vs. Meyers will be dis- 
posed of without debate, and, if the gentleman 
will permit, I hope it will be disposed of before 
he raises his question. 

The. SPEAKER. The point at issue is 
whether the motion to reconsider and lay upon 
the. table shall be entertained. The Chair 
recognizes the fact that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was recognized in advance of 
the gentleman who now makes the motion to 
lay upon the table, but at the same time the 
rules of the House prescribe a way of proceed- 
ing. Itis not for the Chair to interrupt the 
will of the majority. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do insist on my right to 
make a motion to lay upon the table. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. WHEELER, | 
who has charge of the bill, desires at some 
opportune moment, later in the session, to test 
the sense of the House on the amendment 
with which the bill was recommitted to his 
committee, and for that purpose he entertains 
a motion to reconsider to be called up at some 
time when the business and leisure of the 
House will allow. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motion the gentle: 
man from New York sought to enter, was 
made long after I had made the motion to 
reconsider and lay upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ob- 
serve that the motion which the gentleman 
from New York enters might be entered at 
any time during the day, or it might be entered 
to morrow, for it is merely a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I sought to anticipate that 
motion according to the uniform practice of 
the majority in this House. 

The SPEAKER ‘The Chair understands 
that, and if the gentleman insists on his mo- 
tion, to the exclusion of the gentleman from 
New York, he has the right to do so. When- 
ever the gentleman from New York calls up ` 
the motion to reconsider it will be in order 
then to move to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I insist on my motion to 
lay upon the table now asa duty | owe to the 
majority of the House who recommitted that 
bill, aud who intended it should be recom- 
mitted to thal committee. 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuse to 
consider the Pennsylvania contested-election 
case called up by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, the Chair will then entertain the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana to 
reconsider and lay upon the table. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to inquire whether, if 
that contested-election case can be disposed 
of in two minutes, we had not better dispose 
of it at once? 

TheSPEAKER. That would require unan- 
imous consent, for afterward the gentleman 
would have no right to enter his motion to 
reconsider and lay. upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hopeunanimous consent 
will be given, so that I may make my motion 
to reconsider and lay upon the table after that 
contested-election case has been disposed of.- 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to this 
question being raised by the gentleman from 
Indiana after the election case has been dis- 
posed of? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly, 

ELECTION CASE--CESSNA VS. MEYERS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask that the resolution 
reporte by the Committee of Elections be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Benjamin F. Meyers is entitled to 
retain the seat which he now holds from the sixteenth 
congressional district of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. KILLINGER. Let me make an inquiry 
before the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
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Hoar] proceeds with his argument. Mr. 
Cessna is not now in the city, and I simply 
desire to inquire whether he is aware that his 
case will be called up before the House for 
action to-day? 

Mr. HOAR. In answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kiu- 
LINGER, ] I will say that this case has been 
delayed for about six weeks, from time to 
time, at Mr. Cessna’s special request. I saw 
him a fortnight ago yesterday, and he desired 
that it should be delayed further a week or ten 
days, to which I agreed. Last week I sent 
word to him by a friend, who I have no doubt 
communicated to him the announcement, that 
the case would be called up to-day. Ido not 
understand that Mr. Cessna desires any con- 
test in regard to the case whatever, but that 
he simply desires to have some hearing before 
the committee in regard to the question of 
expenses. 

Mr. Speaker, this case involves an examin- 
` ation upon evidence separately of the right to 

vote of 681 persons. There are quite a num- 
ber of interesting and important questions of 
law involved. And in order to argue the case 
properly before the House, even for consider- 
ation of the legal questions, it would require a 
statement of the evidence in regard to each of 
those cases. As I do not understand that 
there is to be any controversy about the case, 
itis not.my purpose to discuss it at all, but 
simply to leave it upon the very full and elab- 
orate report which the committee have sub- 
mitted. 

I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. ARTHUR,] a member of the committee, 
who desires to ask leave to print some remarks. 

Mr. ARTHUR asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to print in the Globe į 
remarks upon the pending case. [The speech 

‘ will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I now move the previous 
question on the resolution reported ‘by the 
committee. i 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof, the resolution reported. by the 
committee was adopted. : 

Mr. HOAR moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid. 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The question will now be 
tested upon the point raised between the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WanEELER] 
and the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hot- 
MAN.] The gentleman from New York desires 
to enter a motion to reconsider, and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana desires to move to recon- 
sider and lay on the table the vote whereby 
the House recommitted the bill in relation to 
the Central Pacific railroad. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire simply to say 
that I trust the House will grant what I have 
asked, as it is questionable when the commit- 
tee may be again. called. If again called it 
‘will be at a late period of the session. I 
desire the action of the House on the question, 
and I trust. the House will conclude not to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WHEELER] explain why he 
moves a recommittal, instead of taking the 
sense of the House on what he proposed as 
instructions to the committee? 

Mr. WHEELER. It was simply because 
there were two other amendments pending, 
and I could not introduce this one without 


unanimous consent. 

Mr. BANKS. I think the House voted for 
the recommittal of the bill, with the under- 
standing that it would not be brought back by 
a motion to reconsider. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There is one. 


thing to which I desire to call the attention | 


of the House. If by this means, and by means 
of special orders, we block up many daysahead 
during the session, it occurs to me that we 
shali find considerabile difficulty in getting on 
with the appropriation bills. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not propose to 
make this a special order. | l 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have aiready 
another bill in the same position, brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not ask to have the 
bill made a special order, and I am -willing to 
promise that it shall not be reported back at 
any time when it shall militate against the 
public interest. $ 

Mr. BANKS. It is a special order if it be 
made in order at any time. 

The question was on the motion of Mr. 
Homan, to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote recommitting the bill to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
68, noes 70. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 68, nays 80, not voting 
92; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Arthur, Banks, 
Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Brax- 
ton, Bright, Buffinton, Burchard, Carroll, Coburn, 


I ask for the yeas and 


Crebs, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Donnan, Wilder | 


D. Foster, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, John T. 
Harris, Hay, Hereford, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, 
King, Lewis, McClelland, McIntyre, McKinney, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyors, Morgan, Packer, 
Pendleton, Potter, Randall, Read, Edward Y., Rice, 
John M. Rice, Robinson, Shanks, Shober, R. Milton 
Speer, Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, 
Terry, Tyner, Van Trump, Whiteley, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
Winchester, and* Wood—68. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Barry, Beveridge, Bigby, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William T, Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Critcher, 
Duell, Dunnell, Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Frye, 
Garrett, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, Havens, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kelley, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, McHenry, 
McJunkin, McKee, Merriam, Moore, Morey, Leon- 
ard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Palmer, 
Peck, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Po- 
land, Prindle, Rogers. Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, 
Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, Worthington 
C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stowell, 
Sutherland, Taffe, Washington Townsend, Twichell, 
Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wells, Wheeler, Wil- 
lard, and Williams of New York—80. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs: Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Barber, Barnum, Beck, Bell, Boles, James Brooks, 
Burdett, Caldwell, Campbell, Cobb, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, 
Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Far- 
well, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry | Foster, 
Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, George E, Harris, Hawley, 
John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Leach, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, 
Marshall, Maynard, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, 
McNeely, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, Morphis, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Porter, 
Price, Rainey, Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Scofield, Shellabarger, Sher- 
wood, Slater, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, John 

Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, St. 
John, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, Wal- 
lace, Walls, Warren, Whitthorne, and Young—92. 


So the House refused to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider. 


During the call of the roll, . 

Mr. LEACH said: On all matters pertain- 
ing to this bill I am paired with Mr. Lamr- 
son, of Ohio. I am for the bill, and he is 
against it. ; 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The House having re- 
fused to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider, that motion is still pending. Does the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wueevzr] 
desire to have the question taken now? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not desire to press 
it now. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] 


entering on the Journal the motion to recon- I 


7 
sider? It will be so entered if there be. no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


SIGNAL STATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the letter from the Secretary of War in re- 
lation to the establishment of signa! stations; 
and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

E. G. WHEELER. 


On motion of Mr. PETERS, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on the Library was 
discharged from the further consideration. of 
the memorial of E. G. Wheeler, assignee of 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton, praying for relief; 
and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts, 


IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. No. 1926) to promote immigration to the 
United States was yesterday recommitted to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER, The motion will be en- 
tered. ' i 
CONTRACTS WITH POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master General, in compliance with the act of 
July 17, 1862, in relation to contracts made 
i| by him for supplying his Department with 
stationery, wrapping-paper, cotton and hemp 
twine, and letter-balances, for one year from 
the 1st of February, 1872; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


|| JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Attorney 
General,in answer to the resolution of the 
House of February 29, 1872, in relation to the 
inadequacy of facilities for the trial of offenders. 
against the laws of the United States in the 
southern district of New York; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. ; ; 


FORT TOMPKINS, NEW YORK. 


- The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War,in answer to the resolution of 
March 1, 1872, in relation to Fort Tompkins, 
New York harbor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. Oe 
DESTRUCTION OF SOLDIERS CLOTHING. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the destruction of 
clothing of company B, fourteenth United 
States infantry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military.Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SURVEYING SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in relation to an ap- 
propriation required for the surveying service 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
-priations, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 

The SPEAKER algo, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the memorial of 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, in relation to 
the repeal of the bankrupt Jaws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws of the United: States, and ordered to be 
printed. noe 

COMMERCE OF THE SCHUYLKILE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 

sent, laid before the House resolations of the 
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March 12, 


select and common councils of the city of 
Philadelphia, in rélation to a bill to regulate 
the commerce ofthe Schuylkill river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL, IJ askunanimous consent 
that those resolutions may be printed in the 
Globe. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolution of request to the honorable the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States 
,of America. 

Whereas a bill is now pending before the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America entitled “A bill to regulate the com- 
merce of the Schuylkill river,” (file of the House of 
Representatives, No. 1542,) the effect of which, if 
passed, will be to interfere very materially with the 
convenience of the citizens of Philadelphia in the 
use and enjoyment of the Penrose ferry bridge and 
Gray’s ferry bridge across the river Schuylkill, and 
to subject this city to enormous expense; and 
whereas the said Gray’s ferry bridge has been built 
since the year 1838, and the Penrose ferry bridge 
Was built A. D, 1858, with special reference to the 
convenient navigation of said Schuylkillriver, with 
a draw of the width of. over eighty feet in the clear 
hetween the piers at low water, and in exact accord- 
ance with the expressed wishes of the Schuylkill 
Navigation Company to that effect; and whereas 
the said Penrose ferry bridge was well and suffi- 
ciently repaired with pickets, fenders, and ali other 
appliances for the convenience and safety of vessels 
navigating said Schuylkill river in the year 1871, at a 
cost of over forty thousand dollars to the city of Phil- 
adelphia, and under the superintendence of the 
chief engineer thereof, and the same is now in com- 
plete repair; and whereas the free and convenient 
navigation of said river has never been impeded by 
tho said bridges, and the commerce of the river 
Schuylkill does not require the removal or rebuizd- 
ing of said bridges or either of them, ascontemplated 
by the provisions of said bill: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Select and Common Councils of the 
city of Phila elphia, That tho honorable the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America be, and the same is hereby, respect- 
fully requested not to pass said proposed act of Con- 
gress, as, in the opinion of councils, the wants of 
the community and the commerce of the port of 
Philadelphia and of the river Schuylkill (as em- 
braced therein) do not require the passage thereof, 
and tho convenience of the community at large will 
be greatly. prejudiced thereby. , h 

Resolved, That the clerks of councils be directed 
to transmit a copy of the foregoing preamble and 
resolution to tho Speakers of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, 


ELECTION CONTEST—WUITMORK VS. HERNDON. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
additional papers in the contested-election case 
of Whitmore vs. Herndon, from the first con- 
gressional district in the State of Texas ; which 
was referred to the Committee of Elections. 
A LEAVE OF ABSENCH. 

Mr. FARWELL was granted leave of ab- 
sence for two weeks. 

Mr. WALLACE was granted leave of ab- 
sence for fifteen days. 

Mr. VAUGHAN was granted leave of ab- 
sénee for twelve days, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

‘Mr. SHERWOOD was 
sence for five days, 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PALMER. I now move that the rules 
be suspended and the House resolve itself into 


granted leave of ab- 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. WaerLer in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, 


being the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appro- 


priations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 80, 1873. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For wrapping paper, $30,000. ; 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move toamend this bill 
by inserting after the clause jast read, ‘‘ For 
uniforms of the letter-carriers, $106,425.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to a point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
state it. 

Mr: FARNSWORTH. My point of order 


The gentleman will 
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is that there is no law authorizing this amend- 
ment. : 
Mr..L. MYERS. Yes there is, and I have 
the law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is a law au- 
thorizing these uniforms, but there is no law 
authorizing an appropriation to pay for them. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Then this is the proper 
place for it. The act of July 27, 1868, pro- 
vides as follows: 

“The Postmaster General is hereby authorized to 


prescribe a uniform dress to be worn by the letter- 
carriers in the several free-delivery offices.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The law does not 
provide that the Government shall pay for 
these uniforms. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I shall trespass but ashort 
time on the attention of this Committee of the 
Whole. On Friday of last week, when the 
House was hardly half full, the proposition to 
increase the pay of letter-carriers was voted 
down. I am willing to abide by that judgment 
if no fairer attempt can be had to obtain the 


true expression of the will of the House upon- 


that subject. The proposition I now make, 
however, I think gives a fair chance to do at 
least some justice to these hard laboring men. 

The objection made on Friday last to the 
proposition to increase the pay of these letter- 
carriers was that the law authorized the pay- 
ment of only a certain amount to those men. 
But the amount is not fixed; some of them 
are to have $600 a year, some $800, and some 
$1,000 a year, the maximum being $1,000. 
Very well; for the present let us accept that. 
Now, are not gentlemen willing to increase the 
compensation of these letter-carriers? After 
the law fixed this maximum for the compen- 
sation of letter-carriers, the law I have read 
was passcd authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eneral to prescribe a uniform ; he might do it, 
or he might not doit. The Postmaster Qen- 
eral did prescribe a uniform to be worn by the 
letter-carriers, and on October 31, 1868, the 
first order was issued for their winter uniform ; 
and on April 23, 1869, a second order was 
issued for the summer uniform, caps, cape, 
buttons, and a certain style of dress, none of 
it to be obtained by the carriers. Their wives 
could not make up these uniforms ; they are 
to be furnished by the Government, but the 
expeuse for the same is to be deducted from 
their pay. The amount to be deducted from 
the pay of each carrier for this uniform has 
been fixed at seventy-five dollars a year. 

Now, the gentlemen who the other day said 
they wanted to conform to the law and to give 
these letter-carriers what the law said they 
should have, if they vote to take this amount 
off their pay will vote against the law as they 
state it to be. Now, the appropriation pro- 
posed by my amendment comes nominally out 
of the Treasury, to the amount of $106,425, 
being seventy-five dollars for each of fourteen 
hundred and nineteen carriers. And really, 
if my amendment shall not pass, all the Post- 
masters General having neglected to send in 
an estimate for the amount since this law was 
passed, the injustice to these carriers will be 
continued as heretofore. That is not known 
generally to the public, not known generally 
to the members of this House. 

invite upon this point the attention of mem- 
bers from the rural districts, where there are 
no letter-carriers. If gentlemen want to eom- 
ply with the law in letter and spirit, and allow 
to these carriers what the law contemplated 
should be given to them, I ask them not to 
vote any longer to allow the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, who, L suppose, imagines he is doing 
right in the matter, to deduct seventy-five dol- 
lars from the pay of every one of these carriers 
for this uniform. They are forced to wear 
this uniform; they are obliged to get it in 
accordance with the direction of-the various 
postmasters ; and the expense of itis deducted 


| 


from their pay. I think this fact is not gen- 
erally understood by the country, or by the 
House, and especially members who represent 


. districts where this free-delivery system is not 


in operation. If the Postmaster General 
would send in his estimate for the full amount 
of the salaries of these carriers, and if the full 
amount required should be appropriated, no 
provision such as I propose would be neces- 
sary. 

Certainly this proposition is a fair one. 
Certainly its adoption is a meed of justice 
which will be acceptable to these men, who 
ought in fact to have more. If gentlemen 
have listened to my statement I think the vote 
will disclose that a majority of the House are 
in favor of doing this act of justice. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I ask my 
colleague whether this uniform which the 
Postmaster General directs to be worn by 
these carriers is more expensive than the 
ordinary clothing which the carriers would 
otherwise have to wear? ? 

Mr. L. MYERS. The uniform which the 
Postmaster General directs to be worn is in 
excess of the ordinary clothing of these men. 
They cannot visit—they cannot spend: their 
evenings (the little that is left of them) with 
their friends—in these gray uniforms with their 
brass buttons. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it not expected 
that the letter-carriers should at any rate wear 
clothes when they are on duty? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. L. MYERS. I do not know how it 
may be in the gentleman’s district; he knows 
that better than I do, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. L. 
Myers] whether he does not think it rather 
expensive for the Postmaster General to order 
suits of clothes with brass buttons, &c., which 
are unfit to be worn in the evenings? $ 

Mr, L.MYERS. I suppose that when the 
gentleman himself goes out he does not desire 
to be graced with brass buttons, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I did not know the gen- 
tleman was opposed to brass buttons. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I believe it 
is understood by every one that the salaries 
of these letter-carriers range from $600 to 
$1,000 per annum. i 

Mr. DICKEY. Seven hundred to one thou- 


` sand dollars. 


Mr. MOORE. From $700 to $1,000 per 
annum. Now I submit to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that the majority 
of mechanics in his distriet who work hard, 
men who support as large families, and who 
have equal qualifications and intelligence with 
these letter-carriers, do not earn larger sal- 
aries than these carriers receive. 

Now, in this country, as everywhere else, 
we pay, as a matter of course, for talent. But 
all that is necessary in order that these men 
may perform their duties is that they shall: be 
able to read the inscriptions upon the letters, 
and to find their way to the places where they 
are to be delivered. I feel perfectly confident 
that the salaries now paid them will sécure to 
the Government of the United States all the 
service that it requires in this direction; and it 
does seem to me that the Government has the 
right to follow the same policy that people do 
in private business—to pay simply such sal- 
aries as will secure the proper performance 
of the service required. Now, I know that 
in my section of the country it requires a 
very industrious, hard-working mechanic to 
earn $1,000 per annum. 

Mr. L. MYERS. These letter-carriers do 
not get that, : i 

Mr. MOORE. I have further to say that 
if these young men who carry letters regard 
the service as hard, it is the easiest thing in 
the world for them to step out, There are 
hundreds and thousands of others who are 
equally intelligent, and not earning this money, 
who would be glad to have these places. 
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One word, Mr. Chairman, in reference to 
the letter-carriers’ uniform. It is a matter of 
fact, sir, that the only difference is in the color 
of the clothing prescribed by the Post Office 
Department. It is as suitable for them in 
their every-day and Sunday wear as any other. 
cloth. If these gentlemen have the proper 
suit of clothes, which I contend they have, in 
the uniform which they wear in carrying let- 
ters, it makes no difference what sort of but- 
tons an honest man wears whether on Sunday 
or any other day. He need not cut those 
buttons off or arrange to have different but- 
tons on Sunday from what he wears during 
the week days. 

It seems to me that it is not wise on the 
part of the Government to be offering salaries 
to men for small services which are not neces- 
sary in order to command those services. 
You can have an additional number, you can 
have double the number, ay, you can have 
treble the number of. men to come in under 
the employ of the Government, to do the same 
service as these letter-carriers, at the salaries 
these men now receive, and men of equal intel- 
ligence. I therefore oppose the proposition 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois a question. Is he in favor 
of giving these men the salary fixed by law, or 
is he in favor of decreasing that salary by the 
reduction made by compelling these men to 
pay for their own uniforms? 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman’s motion is 
to increase their salary, and I am in favor of 
leaving it as it is, not increasing or decreas- 


ing it. ; 

Mr. L. MYERS. Ido not propose to in- 
crease their salaries, but to prevent any 
decrease of them. 

Mr. MOORE. I think these salaries ought 
to be satisfactory as they are, and they now 
command readily all the service the Govern- 
ment requires at the hands of these letter- 
carriers. : 

Mr. L. MYERS. My objection isthat these 
men do not receive the salary which the law 
lias guarantied, and my proposition is to pre- 
vent any further decrease. 

Mr. MOORE. I can furnish fifty men from 
my district, wanting employment in the sev- 
eral Departments of this Government, who 
would be glad to accept a Post Office position 
at fifty dollars per month, and I have no doubt 
there are some who would be glad to take a 
position at much less. 

Mr. L. MYERS. . Ihave no doubt I could 
secure more than fifty men from the gentle- 
man’s own district who would be glad to take 
his place at a much lower salary than that 
which he now receives. A 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask my colleague to 
withdraw his amendment, and I will renew it. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I renew it. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is not my mission here to recommend 
any increase of the public expenditures on the 
part of the majority of this House, but I deem 
it no more than justice to say in reference to 
these letter-carriers, so far as my own observa- 
tion hag gone, that they are the least paid of 
any of the employés of the Government con- 
sidering the onerous duties which they dis- 
charge. They receive. only from seven hun- 
dred to one thousand dollars a year, while 
they are upon their routes going from morning 
to night, If my information be correct, they 
average at least fourteen hours a day, all the 
time being on their feet receiving and deliv- 
ering letters. ` You can, of course, get men to- 
day to do this for something less, but that is not 
an argument against the present proposition, 
to my mind. 1 can get, as was said by my col- 
league, many men in my district to take my 
place in this Hall without any salary at all. 
I think we should pay our. public agents what 
we consider liberal compensation, and what 
they deserve, considering their services. 


i 


In the first place, Mr. Chairman, these let- 


They have to be men or should be men of in- 
tegrity. They are intrusted with valuable let- 
ters, and I maintain if there be any agents of 
the Government improperly or badly paid they 
are these letter-carriers, who do so much and 
receive so little. I hope the proposition will 
be adopted by the House. 

Mr. PALMER. This is only another form 
of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, which was voted down on Fri- 
day last. It is the same proposition, but 
coming before us in an indirect way. This 
order for uniforming these letter-carriers went 
into operation three and a half years ago. 
Those who occupy these places at present have 
accepted them with all the conditions attached 
to theirservices. They have furnished uniforms 
and paid for them themselves, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


“The committee informally rose, and 
A message was received from the Senate by 


| Mr. Sympsoy, one of its clerks, notifying the 


House that that body had passed without 
amendment a bill (H. R. No. 78) for the relief 
of Benjamin Vanniman. . 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 754) 
granting the right of way through the publie 
lands for the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph in Florida ; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Porrsr, one of his 
Seerétaries, notifying the House that he had 
approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1745) to provide for the 
designation of a chief medical purveyor; 

An act (H. R. No. 436) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Nevada; 

An act (H. R. No. 1834) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief of 


M Francis A. Eastman, postmaster at Chicago, 


Illinois ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1534) to authorize the 
construction of a fire-proof building at Albany, 
New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 1540) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building at 
Cincinnati, Ohio; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1668) authorizing the 
Warren National Bank, of South Danvers, in 
the State of Massachusetts, to change its 
name to the Warren National Bank, of Pea- 
body, Massachusetts. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘This free-delivery system 
is only partial at best; itis in operation in 
only fifty-two cities of the country. Cities 
having a population below fifty thousand do 
not have the privilege of having this free de- 
livery, and yet inasmuch as it is not self-sus- 
taining they are compelled to share the bur- 
den of the deficiency. That is the cause of 
expenditures over receipts in these cities, 
which is something over a half million dollars. 
The inhabitants of these cities which do not 
reach the minimum population of fifty thou- 
sand have to bear the expense of this benefit 
to cities numbering a larger population. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman claim 
that the expense to the Government is ascer- 
tained by merely comparing the expenses of 
the letter-carrier system with the receipts from 
drop letters? I understand that the number 
of mail letters is increased by the letter- 
carrier system very largely. 

Mr. PALMER. I will explain that to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Boar.] 
There is a provision of law which requires the 


Post Office Department to keep a separate 


ter-earriers have to be men of intelligence. 


account of the receipts from what is called 
local postage in the cities where the system is 
in operation, so that there can be made abal- 
ance of receipts and expenditures under the 
letter-carrier system. ; 

Mr. HOAR. You understand that itis an 
ingenious method of keeping that account, to 
include simply the receipts from drop. letters? 

Mr. PALMER. I will state to the gentle- 
man that it is a provision of law that the Post 
Office Department shall keep-an account of 
the local postage in these cities and the cost 
of.free delivery. If the gentleman will look 
at the report of the Postmaster General he 
will find it there in tabulated form. As I have 
said, it shows a deficiency of something over 
half a million dollars, . 

Mr. HOAR. Is it the opinion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, [Mr. PALMER, ] as a gentle- 
man of experience on this subject, that these 
letter-carriers deliver and receive more than 
mere drop letters? Do they not do a large 
portion of the general business of the post 
office? 

Mr. PALMER. The account is kept of let- 
ters received within the delivery to each of the 
post offices in these cities, fifty-two in num- 
ber, and the postage on these letters is what 
is called the local postage of any of these 


offices. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. ; 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, I move tò 
strike out the last word. It will be observed, 
Mr. Chairman, that this is a proposition to 
appropriate over one hundred thousand dol- 
lars for the purpose of purchasing uniforms 
for the letter-carriers. ow, the sense of the 
House was taken last week upon the object 
really sought to be accomplished by this amend- 
ment, and it was given decidedly against the 
increase of the salaries of letter-carriers.. It 
is urged now that this is a matter of substan- 
tial justice to them, because the Postmaster 
General has required that they shall be uni- 
formed ina particular way and at a certain 
expense, but it should be remembered that the 
regulation of the Postmaster General is such 
that the uniform really costs the letter-carriers 
less than the ordinary clothing which they 
otherwise would have to wear; so thatit ista 
matter of economy to them, and not a matter 
of additional expense. ji 

And again, these uniforms have already 

been purchased. The expense has already 
been incurred. The regulation of the Post- 
master General has. already been complied 
with. And therefore this proposition, were it 
adopted, will be simply reimbursing them. for 
expenses already incurred. 
- Now it should not be forgotten that these 
positions of letter-carriers are positions which 
are sought by very many persons in our cities. 
There are a large number of applicants who 
cannot receive appointments. ‘They are not 
appointed on account of any talent or of any 
peculiar qualification they may have. ‘There 
are no peculiar abilities required to enable 
them to fill the position. Itis one simply of 
manual labor, requiring the exercise of com- 
mon' honesty. We have all over this country 
men who labor, and sweat, and toil from day 
to day for one half the pay which these letter- 
carriers receive. Our mechanics all through 
the country do not make $1,000 a year; men 
who have large families dependent upon them, 
who labor from daylight to dark, and at hard 
work, too, many of them as intelligent and 
honest as these letter-carriers, and: many of 
whom would be glad to haye these positions at 
the present compensation. - `: me 

It seems to me thatas a matter of justice 
these men are already properly and sufficiently 
paid. They would have to clothe themselves 
if they did not purchase uniforms, and the 
expense to which’ they are put for. the pur- 
chase of them is not an additional expense. at 
all. Theyare simply required to supply a cer- 
tain kind of dress instead of supplying a more 
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expensive dress,:and therefore I think- the 
committee should not adopt this amendment. 

The tendency of things here is to extrava- 
gance; to an unlimited. expenditure of the 


public money, and it becomes us here to watch |; 


carefully each and every proposition of this 
character that attempts to put its hand and 
arm: into the: public Treasury. We want to 
retrench the expenses of the Government, to 
keep down the appropriations to the lowest 
amount possible consistent. with justice to the 
employés of the Government and consistent 
with the welfare of the people. J think that 
there is nomeritin this proposition, and I hope 
that it will. be voted. down. I withdraw my 
amendment tothe amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN... The question cannot 
be put upon that motion so long as an amend- 
ment to the paragraph is pending. The ques- 
tion is upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. Myers. ] 


The question was put; and there were— | 


ayes thirteen, noes not counted. 
` So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred upon Mr. CONGER’ S 
motion, to strike out the paragraph, 

Mr. CONGER. ` I will simply remark that 
I made that motion because of all these mo- 
tions to increase the salaries of these officers. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I rise to a point of‘order. 
The paragraph has been passed on, and my 
amendment was to come in at the end of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It could not have been 
passed on if theamendment could attach to it. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The amendment was a 
new paragraph, and was not attached to the 
original paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It must of necessity 
have been attached to it. The motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I was wondering how the 
gentleman could attach his amendment to a 
paragraph which was not within reach. 

Mr. L. MYERS... I did not propose to attach 
it to this paragraph. Jt is not so written. 

Mr. CONGIER. Iwas about to say that I 
make this motion to strike out the paragraph 
because day after day and year after year those 
who are enjoying this free letter-carrier system 
are not satisfied without still further encroach- 
ing upon the rights of the rural districts all 
through the United States by depriving them 
of: mail: facilities which they ought to enjoy 
in order to extend the benefits to the cities, 
which are better able to pay their postage than 
we are in the country; but after the vote just 
taken upon the motion last made, and not 
desiring te embarrass the action of the com- 
mittee, I will withdraw my motion for the 
present; but if such motions are renewed 
again, J shall insist on taking the sense of the 
House upon it. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I offer 
the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the paragraph: 

Provided, That whoever shall require the delivery 
of letters at his houso or place of business shall pro- 
vide a box or other suitable receptacle for such 
letters so delivered at the place of delivery, under 


such regulations as the Postmaster General shall 
prescribe. 


I have offered that amendment for the pur- 
pose of endeavoring to facilitate the delivery 
of letters without expense to the United 
States. I have talked to the postmaster of 
one of the cities where the free-delivery system 
prevails, and he assures me that more than 
half of ihe entire cost of delivering letters 
within his post office delivery comes from the 
necessity of the letter-carriers waiting at the 
door after ringing the bell or knocking at the 
door, to get an answer from those within. He 
has to come to the door and ring the bell and 
then wait until some not over-industrious ser- 
vant gets ready to answer the door. More 
than half the time of the delivery is so con- 
sumed, whereas by the expenditure of a dol- 
lar or two in making suitable boxes in which 


z 
the letters could be put, he would be able to 


pass on and go about his business, and there 
can be twice as many letters delivered by the 
same carrier as there can be now. 

This amendment, as gentlemen will readily 
see, only provides that where a man requires 
letters to be brought to his house he shall pro- 
vide the means for their prompt delivery. I 
can see no objection to that amendment. 
have putin the words ‘‘under such regulations 
as the Postmaster General may prescribe.’’ 
Now, he can easily prescribe the use of a box 
that will be perfectly safe. A business man 
would be very glad not to be interrupted at 
his place of business by being called upon 
about his letters. $ 

Again, my amendment is in favor of the 
householder. Why, sir, Ihave been in ahouse 
where the servant was called away from wait- 
ing upon the dinner-table, or from some other 
service, to answer the ringing of the door-bell, 
or to go and answer the postman’s knock. 
Therefore it will be a saving on both sides, as 
well to the householder as to the letter-carrier. 
We giveagreat boon, as my friend from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Concer] says, to cities by this free- 
delivery system. Why not require them to 
take a little pains to have it done as expedi- 
tiously as possible? Many men do so at their 
places of business; many householders do so, 
and find ita great convenience. But many 
others are careless; they do not care how much 
time the letter-carrier may be compelled to 
take. I think I have heard the remark made, 
when the ring or the knock was given, ‘‘ Oh, 
it is only the letter-carrier ; pass the soup and 
let him wait.” (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CREBS. Will the gentleman allow me 
a montent to ask a question? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Whatisit? 

Mr. CREBS. Does the amendment of the 
gentleman provide that there shall be such a 
box as the person himself may select, or such 
as may be prescribed by the Postmaster Gen- 


eral? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No; I 
do not require that the Postmaster General 
shall prescribe the kind of box, but that the 
party shall put up his box at some place under 
such regulations as the Postmaster General 
may prescribe, not on the back side of his 
shed, but at some convenient place that the 
Postmaster General may designate or pre- 
scribe. 

Mr, CREBS. Doesthe amendment mean 
such a box as the Postmaster General may 
prescribe? $ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No; to 
be placed under such regulations as he may 
prescribe. 

Mr. CREBS. If the regulations are to be 
as to the place, and not as to the kind of box, 
that is all right. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
suggest that where a great number of boxes is 
required the Postmaster General may easily 
have a given kind which shall be cheap, made 
of tin or iron or something of that kind. 

Mr. TWICHELL. I trust my colleague 
will modify his amendment so as to require 
the mail-carrier to put locks on these boxes, 
with a different key for each box, and that he 
shall carry all the keys in his pocket: 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
means. 


Mr. TWICHELL. There is no other safe 


way. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I beg 
the gentleman’s pardon. How does he get 
his letter into the post office when he puts one 
in? Does he carry a key to the box in 
his pocket, by which to unlock the receptacle 
for letters, or does he merely shove it into 
some safe place, the key to which is held 
by the postmaster. on the other side? The 
key to the box which my amendment would 
require a man to provide would be in his 
own pocket, and not in the pocket of the 
letter-carrier. 


By no 


| 


The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu- 
setts; and, upon a division, there were—ayes 
80, noes 82; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. PALMER, were 
appointed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to under- 
stand this amendment, and ask that it may be 
read again. 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 


After line thirty-two insert the following: 

Provided, That whoever shall require a delivery 
of letters at his house or place of business shall pro- 
vide a box or other suitable receptacle for letters so 
delivered at the place of delivery, under such regu- 
lations as the Postmaster General shall prescribe. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Whatis to become 
of all the poor people and boarders who have 
no residence, who live at hotels and boarding- 
houses, who Have no doors where to put up a 
box, and whose letters are delivered to them ; 
servants, hired men, transient persons who 
have directed that their letters shall be deliv- 
ered at a particular house, or a particular 
hotel, while they are sojourning in a particu- 
lar city? They are passing through the coun- 
try, and they have given directions that their 
letters shall be sent to particular places. Now, 


! they cannot carry boxes along with them and 


stick them up on their doors. They have no 
doors upon which to put boxes. ‘hey have 
no local habitations. It is unfair to provide 
that nobody shall receive the benefit of the 
free-delivery system except those who may 
provide in some way a box with a slit in it 
for the reception of letters. 

The committee again divided upon the 
amendment of “Mr. Buriyr, of Massachu- 
setts; and there were—ayes twenty, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As mem- 
bers in voting seem to make this a party ques- 
tion, I do not propose to insist upon a further 
count. 

So the amendment of Mr. Burier, of Mas- 
sachusetts, was not agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was in session upon this 
bill on Friday last, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] pre- 
sented—probably very opportunely—a state- 


ment—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I insist that 
the rule be observed, and debate confined to 
some pending amendment. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam now speaking in accord- 
ance with the custom of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
remind the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop ]—— 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his point. If there was 
any mistake in the figures which I submitted 
the other day, I would be glad to know it. 

Mr. WOOD. In speakingat this time I but 
follow the example of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires that 
there shall be no misunderstanding in this 
matter. The point of order having been raised 
by the gentleman from Ohio, the Chair must 
remind the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] that as this bill isa special order his 
remarks must be confined to the measure under 
consideration. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would remind 
the gentleman from New York that the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] were made the other day before 
the consideration of the bill by paragraphs 
had been begun ; general debate was then pro- 
ceeding. But now that we have taken up the 
bill by paragraphs, debate must be confined to 
the specific items under consideration, 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
the very remarkable statement which has ema 
nated from the Committee of Ways and Means 
through its organ, the chairman, as to the 
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probable receipts and disbursements of the 
Government, showing a deficit of $10,000,000, 
should be corrected, which I propose to do. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I withdraw the 
point of order for the present. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that I shall have 
an opportunity to reply to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thereitis! I 
must insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York is aware thatthis bill being aspecial 
order, debate must be confined to the measure 
under consideration. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam aware of the rule; but 
I am also aware of the practice. I know that 
in Committee of the Whole upon bills of this 
character we are in the habit of discussing 
everything of a revenue character. Such has 
been the practice of the House for the. last 
thirty years to my knowledge. I will remind 
the Chair that this discussion, commenced 

-by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes, | was continued long after we had pro- 
ceeded to take up the different items of the 
bill. The point was not made against him; 
and I regret to find it made against myself. 
However, I defer to the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
say in his own vindication that he has no dis- 
position to cutshort the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York; but when the point of 
order is made, he must decide it in accordance 
with the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] that he may 
move to raise some of these items, and then 
his remarks might be pertinent if he sup- 
ported his amendment by showing that we 
have more money in the Treasury than has 
been supposed. 

Mr. WOOD. Then I move to increase the 
pending appropriation to $35,000. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, acting 
upon what he deemed a sense of daty, and 
who was probably entirely accurate from his 
stand-point, presented to the House a very 
remarkable statement as to the receipts and 
disbursements of the Government,.and after 
going through details he concluded with the 
most extraordinary declaration: that there 
would be a deficit of $10,000,000 if we were 
to pay $28,000,000 into the sinking fund. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point that the fact that we may have money 
in the Treasury is no reason why we should ex- 
pend it on this item. I ask that the gentle- 
man’s remarks be confined to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the 
gentleman from New York to bear in mind 
the rule, and keep as nearly within the line as 
possible. ` 

Mr. WOOD. I will not press the matter 
further at this time. The gentleman from 
Ohio deprives me of tbe opportunity of saying 
what I desire to say, and therefore I shall wait 
for a more fitting opportunity, when I shall 
not be interrupted continually by these frivo- 
lous and technical questions of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For manufacture of stamped envelopes and news- 
paper-wrappers, $453,000; Provided, That no envel- 
ope, as furnished by the Government, shali contain 
any lithographing or engraving, and no printing, 
ercopt a printed request to return the letter to the 
writer. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order against that proviso 
that it is new legislation, and therefore not in 
order to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PALMER. The identical appropriation 
was made last year in the same language. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been usual on 
these appropriation bills to attach limitations 
of this character. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But you cannot 
inaugurate new legislation upon this appro- 
priation as to the kind of envelopes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 


Mr. STRONG. I move an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “provided,” in line 
forty-six, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 
“That no name whatever shall be printed or lith- 
ographed on any envelope furnished by the Gov- 
ernment.” ; 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, the effect 
of the amendment which I offer is to stop the 
Post Office Department furnishing what are 
called ‘‘ special request’’ envelopes. Itis well 
known that the Department at the present 
time, through the various post offices in the 
country, receives orders for printing upon en- 
velopes a request that the letter, if not called 
for within ten days, shall be returned by the 
postmaster to the writer, stating in full his 
address, &c.; that those orders are transmitted 
by postmasters to Washington, and sets of 
books are kept especially for them in the Post 
Office Department. The entry of such orders 
requires the employment of several additional 
clerks and creates considerable of a bill of ex- 
pense. After being duly recorded, they are 


| transmitted to New York, where the envelopes 


are manufactured. From thence immense 
quantities of envelopes, with the requisite 
printed matter thereon, are sent all over the 
country without charge for transportation. 
The amendment I offer cuts off the business 
of furnishing special-request envelopes, but it 
does not-prevent the Department from furnish- 
ing envelopes with the printed request thereon, 
the name to whom return is to be made being 
omitted. This would leave it for parties to 
stamp their own names on the envelopes or 
to employ printers to print them thereon, if 
they should deem it best so to do. Should 
this system be adopted, stamped envelopes 
would always be furnished postmasters with- 
out the necessity of special orders, and the 
Government would thereby be saved great 
expense. 

Sir, there is just cause of complaint against 
the present system. It is-truly and forcibly 
urged by the stationers, printers, and envel- 
ope manufacturers of the country that Gov- 
ernment departs from its legitimate functions 
when it embarks in this business of furnishing 
special-request envelopes. They claim the 
legitimate business of the Post Office Depart- 
ment is to furnish mail facilities to the people 
and not to help parties advertise their business 
by gratuitously printing their special requests 
upon envelopes. They allege that the Post 
Office Department in this way breaks down 
and destroys the business of envelope manu- 
facture, and that it enters into unfair and un- 
just competition with the printers and sta- 
tioners of the country. I learn from the sta- 
tisties which I hold in my hand that the Post 
Office Department during the year 1871 sold 
stamped envelopes and wrappers to the extent 
of one hundred and four millions, the average 
weight of which was fifteen pounds per thou- 
sand or seven hundred and eighty tons, or two 
and ahalf tons per day. 

Now, then, this great business of furnishing 
these stamped envelopes to the country by the 
Post Office Department loads down our mails 
to the extent of two and a half tons per day. 
The Post Office Department has repeatedly 
and properly called the attention of Congress 
to the importance of relieving our overbur- 
dened mails from a large amount.of matter 
now transmitted through them to the people 
of the country. Itis proposed to do this by 
abolishing the franking privilege, and I agree 
with the Postmaster General that it ought to 
be abolished. But should the mails be light- 
ened by abolishing the franking privilege sim- 
ply for the purpose of loading them down again 
with special-request envelopes? 

- For one, sir, I do not believe it right for 
Government to use the mails for breaking 
down any legitimate business. That, however, 
is the certain result in this case. “Look for a 
moment at the injustice of this special-order 
envelope business. —The.Post Office Depart- 
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ment receives these orders, executes theni at 
the expense of the people, and carries the 
envelopes thus printed upon all over the céun- 
try free from transportation charges. How can 
envelope manufacturers and printers competé 
with the Government in the sale of envelopes? 
They cannot send them all over the country 
free of charge. Transportation costs them 
money. Shall Government be allowed, at the 
expense of the people, to destroy trade by 
such competition as this? It seems to me that 
every reasonable man must acknowledge the 
injustice of this whole business, All that the 
trade asks is fair play, and itis entitled to that. 

I trust that the statistics which I hold in my 
hand, and the petitions which have been re- 
ceived in great numbers against the contin: 
uance of the system of furnishing these special- 
request stamped envelopes, may receive the . 
favorable consideration of the House. 

The ordinary three-cent stamped envelope weighs, 
per 1,000, seven and a half pounds; weight of wood 
cases and iron straps for same, per 1,000, estimated 
at seven and a half pounds; making total weight 
of each 1,000, if two thirds were boxed and one third 
in packages, average, say, fifteen pounds. 

Cost of transportation of 1,000 envelopes, weight 
fifteen pounds, at 16 cents per pound, $2 40. 

Cost of transportation of 1,000 envelopes, weight 
fifteen pounds, at $1 25 per pound, $18 75. 

The Post Office Department sold in 1871 of stamped 
envelopes and wrappers 104,000,000, the average 
weight of which was fifteen pounds per 1,000, or 780 
tons, or 23 tons per diem. : 

The estimated cost of transporting. the above 
104,000,000 envelopes, if at $2 40 per 1,000, was (cost 
of document matter) $1,249,600. i 

The estimated cost of transporting the ‘above 
104,000,000 envelopes, if at $18 75 per 1,000, was (cost 
of letter matter) $1,950,000. 

As all the above were sent as registered matter, it 
cost much above the estimate, 


DY AE EER AEAT 750, 


10 BAY vecevececasactsaes eieaa dea Casaedesveuccuewniabids r... 1,600,000 
25 cases of 2,000 to 10,000 each, amounting to, Ao 


aeeessedsvacansevs baxersetenasossdsns:oatesebecsensarsvesuioee 660.900 


Total number of envelopes and wrappers....3,090,000 
estimated to weigh over twenty tons. 

The estimated cost of transporting the above at, 
say, 16 cents per pound, or $2 40 per 1,000 envelopes, 
gives as the cost of the free matter for one day the 
amount N over (estimated cost as document mat- 

er. 19; 

Nearly the same amount as above was sent Jan- 
uary 11, 1872. : 

On January 15, 1872, there were sent from the New 
York post office the following: 


40 eases of 25,000 envelopes, and over, o: 


say 
465 packages of 2,000, and less, or say... „000 
27 cases (to St. Louis) of 25,000, and over, 
GON E EAE I S NTA - 600,000 
Total number of envelopes.. csser sesssssnese 2,290,000 


This is an estimated weight of over fifteen tons. 

Letter-size three-cent post office stamped envel- 
opes cost Department at New York $3 75 per 1,000. 

Letter-size three-cent post are sold all over the 
United States at $3 80 per 1,000. 
_ Actual salaries paid superintendent and clerks 
in New_York and Washington engaged in keeping 
stamped-envelope accounts, $26,300. 

Estimated cost of blank books, &e., used on. ac- 
count of stamped-envelope bureau, $8,0 s 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to oppose the 
amendment. The whole subject of the manu- 
facture of stamped envelopes with the printed 
request upon them has been very thoroughly 
examined by the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads of the House. A number of 
manufacturers and stationers appeared before 
the committee, as did also the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and the gentleman who has the contract 
for furnishing the envelopes, and the whole 
subject was very thoroughly discussed. 

The petition of the envelope manufacturers, 
which has been referred to by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. STRONG, ] supposes that 
it costs the Post Office Department to transmit 
létter envelopes through the mail for distribu- 
tion as much‘as the value of the stamps which: 
would have been required to send that weight 
of envelopesaccording to the postal law. But 
every man knows that the railroads would 


| charge not one cent less for transporting the 
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mails if these envelopes-were not transported 
in the cars.. And. no appreciable difference 
would be made in the contract of the Post 
Office Department for carrying the mails if 
the, envelopes were not distributed, so that it 
‘ig entirely a fallacy to suppose that there is this 
charge made against the Treasury for trans- 
miting these stamped envelopes through the 
mail. ` 

So far as printing requests upon the en- 
velopes is, concerned, that, Mr. Chairman, is 
of. recent origin, but it saves to the Post Office 
Department a large number of clerks who 
would otherwise be required in the dead-letter 
office. These requests save hundreds of thou- 
sands of letters from going to the dead-letter 
office, thereby burdening the mail, and re- 
quiring the services of numerous clerks there 
at. salaries to return these letters to the writers. 
Where the request is printed upon the letter it 
is returned to the writer without going through 
the mails to the dead-letter office at Washing- 
ton, and being returned thence to the writer.. 
All that expense is saved. 

Nor isit true that the Post Office Depart- 
ment manufactures the envelopes or prints 
‘them. The Post Office Department adver- 
tises and lets. the contract tothe lowest bid- 
der who will manufacture these envelopes, 
and the printing of the request costs the De- 
partment nothing. Printers in the country 
do that. The envelopes are not made here in 
Washington by the Department. The em- 
ployment of mechanics is not prevented. Just 
as many are employed in the preparation of 
the envelopes with printed requests ag if the 
Government did not give out these contracts. 
The system does not prevent competition. 
Even the very man who has the contract for 
supplying the Government with these postal 
envelopes, manufactures millions upon mil- 
lions of envelopes besides those which he 
manufactures for the Government, 

It is not true, either, that it is diminishing 
the number required to be manufactured by 
private companies. Theincrease in the num- 

er of envelopes manufactured and used has 
been enormous, so that there is not an envel- 
ope manufacturer in the United States but has 
required additional facilities for carrying on 
the manufacture. In every department of 
business, upon your street railway cars, for all 
manner of fancy purposes, for weddings,- for 
advertising agents, for every conceivable thing, 
envelopes are required; and this system has 
not diminished in any respect or lessened the 
requirements of the.country for those that are 
used in ordinary business. As I said before, 
‘the very man who has this contract manufac- 
tures millions on his own account for sale 
other than those for whieh he contracts with 
the Government. 

Now, really, Mr. Chairman, while I have 
great respect for this committee of envelope 
manufactures and stationers, I am bound to 


say that they are wrong in this matter, en- | 


tirely wrong. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads came to that conclusion 
unanimously after considering the matter. 

hey simply ask—for it resolves itself into this 
at last—they simply ask that we shall tax the 
great body of the people who require and use 
these envelopes, and impose a little protection 
upon every envelope they use for their bene- 
fit, in order that they may be able to ask and 
obtain a little higher price. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question being taken on the pending 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, is it in order 
to move to increase this appropriation to 
$1,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is. 

Mr. WOOD. Is it in order for me te dis- 
cuss the question whether the money will be 
in the Treasury at the end of the next fiscal 
year with which to pay this increase in the 
‘appropriation? I make this inquiry so as to 
‘Avoid interruption. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
proceed in the line of his remarks, and if he 
should be out of order the Chair will rule 


upon it. 
Mr. WOOD.. I propose to increase the ap- 
ropriation to $1,000,000 for this purpose, and 
I propos to show tbat instead of a deficit of 
$10,000,000 at the expiration of the next fiscal 
year, on the 30th of June, 1878, we shall have 
a balance of over $100,000,000, plenty where- 
with to pay this appropriation, and reduee 
taxation besides. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order on that line of remark. 

Mr. WOOD. I await the decision of the 
Chair on the point of order before I proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman con- 
forms himself to the line he has indicated the 
Chair will rule him to be in order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is it in order 
to argue that because there is money in the 
Treasury, therefore we ought to increase the 
appropriation? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
is a logical argument. The gentleman pro- 
poses to increase this appropriation so far as 
the condition of the Treasury will warrant him 
in doing. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts,[Mr. Dawes, ] in hisspeech 
on Friday last, made an estimate of the re- 
ceipts and disbursements of the Government, 


, showing the reasoning and the figures by which 


he came to the conclusion he then announced. 
I have made a tabular statement of his esti- 
mates, to which I invite the attention of the 
House: 

Hetimated receipts and disbursements of the Govern- 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, accord- 
ing to Mr. Dawes, 


Expenditures. 
$273,025,773 00 


re- 


unded. pesee 2,500,000 
Pensions dated back a 

and including 1873, «10,664,685 
Washington treaty.. . 810,000 


—— 26,574,635 00 
299,600,458 00 
Receipts. 

From Customs... ana $212,000,000 00 


Deduct from tea, coffee, 
salt, ANG COAL... eee 21,001,938 00 


_ 190,998,062 00 

From internal taxation. 114,109,992 09 
From miscellaneous 

12,181,379 01 


SOUTCOS,seroorensorsesse reese 
—— 317,389,433 10 


$17,788,975 10 


For sinking fund... cscs ssesceseeeees « $28,679,623 00 


This is the. balance-sheet. as presented by 
the chairman of the Ways and Means. I will 
not detain the committee in showing the 
‘guesses’? contained in it, the assumptions as 
to what may happen, but take it as it is, with 
all ‘‘its imperfections on its head.” I take 
issue with the gentleman in his conclusicns; 
and in the basis of my calculation I do not 
rely on mere assumptions and unwarranted 
estimates. I propose to show tbat we shall 
have all we require for an economical admin- 
istration of the Government after deducting 
about fifty million dollars from duties and 
internal revenue, and then leave a much larger 
balance than we should have in the Treasury. 
I present to the House as the basis of my esti- 
mate an official statement sent to me by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, showing the actual 
receipts from all sources received by the Treas- 
ury down to the Ist of March, This does not, 
of course, cover many of the reported items 


which haye not yet been received into thé 
Treasury, which would increase the total. 
That statement is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. O., March 6, 1872. 
Sır: In compliance with the request made in 
your letter of the 2d instant, I have the honor to 
inclose herewith a statement showing the receipts 
from customs and other sources, by warrants from 
July 1 to December 31, 1871, and as reported but not 
yet covered into the Treasury for the months of Jan- 
uary and February, 1872 ; 
Vory respectfully, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary. 
Hon. Ferxaxoo Woop, Mouse of Representatives. 
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It will be thus seen that the aggregate sum 
covered into the Treasury will be $250,508,- 
888 59. This is for the first eight months of 
the present fiscal year. The same ratio of 
increase (it will be larger) for the remaining 
four months of this fiscal year would produce 
$125, 254,944, and although the probabilities 
are that-it would be increased from’ customs 
revenue, but taking the present rate a total 
income would inure to the Government of 
$375, 764,882 88. Of this sum there will be 
about two hundred and twenty million dol- 
lars in coin, which should produce a further 
sum of about two and a quarter millions in 
premiums. 

Now, as to the expenditures: the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury told us in his report sent 
in with the President’s annual message at 
the commencement of this session, that he 
would require $301,705,036 99. This includes 
$28,000,000 for the sinking fund and estimates 
for War and Navy, which should be largely 
decreased. I have no doubt that a large de- 
duction canbe. made. One has been intimated 
here by the Committee on Commerce which 
will decrease the appropriations for rivers 
and harbors about eight million dollars. This 
would leave a balance between the absolute 
necessities and the almost certain receipts of 
the Treasury of $82,059,795 89. When weadd 
to that amount the coin and currency which 
the Secretary reports in the Treasury on the 
ist of March, of. $124,868,745, and part of 
which is coin worth ten per cent, per annum 
when changed into currency, but without add- 
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ing this, there will be an aggregate of $206,- 
928,541 74 on hand June 30, 1873. Task the 
attention of thé committee to a table prepared 
by me of the receipts and disbursements accord- 
ing to these figures: 
Receipts and dishursements for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872. 
Receipts. 


Actual receipts from all sources, ‘as per official 
statement, for the eight months ended March 1, 
1872. .-+ $250,509,888 59 


7. "195;254'944 29 


Total receipts for present fiseal year, 375,764,832 88 
[Probable increase for the next fisca 
year.] g 
Expenditures. 
Estimated expenditures as per Bec- 
retary’s report to the 30th of June, 
1873... pesses ooepoa ses sese aesseee$301,705,036 99 
Less deducted fromriver 
and harbor estimates, 8,000,000 00 
———-——-—— 203,705,036 99 


82,059,795 89 


Balance APEA E ANE ONPE A 
In the Treasury March 1, 1872, in coin 
and CUITENCY...csseccrersseersrsseressenesassere 124,868,745 85 


$206,928,541 74 


Now, in my opinion, we can take the duty 
off tea and coffee, $19,292,093 ; off salt and 
coal, amounting to $1,709,845; off iron and 
manufactures of iron, amounting to $13,766,121; 
the income tax amounting to $12,000,000; in 
all, $46,768,059, and still have in the Treas- 
ury, after paying all necessary appropriations, 
one hundred and sixty-odd million dollars. 
We can thus relieve the great body of the pro- 
ducing classes of the country of the heavy 
burdens now imposed upon them and have 
more left in the Treasury than we should have 
under.a sound financial policy. Certainly 
gentlemen should not be deterred by this state 
of things from relieving the people of undue 
imposts. 

We can appropriate all required to sustain 
the public credit, to pay pensions, to defray 
the expenses of the Government, and liquidate 
something of the public debt. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr.. Dawes] desires to 
curtail the expenses of the Government. 
am with him in this; but let him avoid these 
large subsidies and grants of money asked for. 
But when he attempts to lecture the House 
because, as was its right, it deducted from the 
tariff the $19,000,000 collected from tea and 
coffee, I say we have a right to judge what it 
is proper to deduct from the tariff without 
reference to any report from the Committee 
of Ways and:Means. I say that we can make 
this deduction and still have all the revenue 
we require to conduct the Government on an 
economical basis, leaving a large surplus in 
the Treasury. 

When the tariff is properly before the House 
I shall discuss the question of reduction. 1 
think I can fully sustain my vote in favor of 
placing tea and coffee on the free list, not only 
on a strictly revenue ground, but also as what 
it isright and proper to do under the circum- 
stances, and that in that reduction we do not, 
as argued, necessarily justify the retention of 
high. protective duties on iron, steel, wool, 
woolens, or other articles of popular consump- 
tion. We shall have a large surplus after 
losing any revenue which may be taken by 
those reductions. 


Mr. DAWES. I ám sorry the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. Woop] took as a lecture. 


the remarks which I made on Friday last. If 
I ever offered any remarks here in the entire 
absence of any disposition to lecture anybody 
for anything he had done which I thought he 
ought not to have done, and of which I did 
not take my full share and responsibility, it 
was on that day, _ : 

I stated then that my object was to show 
that if we carried out what ail of us seemed to 
desire, a reduction of taxation, we must re- 
duce our expenditures, or at least hold them 
down to where they arë. As the géntleman 
from New York has ‘not controverted a single 
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item of expenditures enumerated by me in the 
remarks I then ‘made, it is not necessary for 
me to reply on that point. I concluded my 
remarks the other day upon items of expendi- 
ture, which the gentleman does not controvert, 
with this statement: f 
. “If, therefore, we do not receive revenue from a 
great and unexpected increase of imports beyond 
the estimate of their increase by the Secretary. of 
the Treasury, or from some other now unprovided 
source, and if our éxpenditures are not brought 
down below the figures here stated, we shall be 
obliged to borrow nearly eleven million dollars to 
pay to the sinking fund, without one dollar going 
toward the principal of the public debt.” 

Not one word of that statement, either in 
letter or in spirit, hasthe gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] controverted by what he 
has said here to-day. He has given the re- 
ceipts for the last six months, ending on the 
1st day of January. In my remarks I said 
that every gentleman would be at liberty, 
according to his own sanguinc expectation, 
to put the increase of receipts above the fig- 
ures given by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and to put itat just such figures as he pleased. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
has improved upon the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Ketiey] by morethan one hun- 
dred million dollars. [asked the House, how- 
ever, to consider whether it was exactly wise 


for us to go on with extraordinary expendi- 
tures with no other resource to meet them 
except an unexpected increase in the public 
revenues. . 

Now, I will take the first six months of this 
year, not of next year, but the first six months’ 
receipts of this year into the Treasury of the 
United States, without deducting therefrom 
anything that ultimately must be deducted 
for all the drawbacks that come out of the 
Treasury upon goods that are imported into 
this country for exportation, and all that. 
Take the whole of that, and multiply it by 
two, and you will have about $368,000,000, 
against the Secretary’s estimate iu his book of 
$359,000,000. He estimates for $359,000,000 
of revenue. Now, taking as a basis for the 
year’s receipts the amount actually received 
into the Treasury for the first six months of 
the present fiscal year, without allowing any- 
thing for drawbacks and ail that, and you will 
have in excess of the Secretary’s estimates 
the difference between $359,000,000 and $368,- 
009,000, or some $9,000,000. How much of 
that will be taken for drawbacks, &c., I can- 
not tell. Whether the receipts for the next 
six months will equal those of the last six 
months my distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. Woop] cannot tell. 

All I desire of this House is this: if mem- 
bers want, what I suppose every gentleman 
here as well as every man in the country de- 
sires, a reduction in internal taxes, in duties 
upon imports, and in burdens of every kind, 
then it will be absolutely necessary for us to 
adhere to the most rigid economy in the pub- 
lic expenditures. I think the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the receipts of 
this year will exceed the receipts of last year 
by $12,000,000, is too low an estimate; 1 hope 
it is; I have great expectations of benefit to be 
derived from a revival of commerce, resulting 
from relief from taxation. But I again repeat, 
is it wise for us to go on with extraordinary 
expenditures, with no hope in the world of 
being able to meet them except our own ex- 
| pectations of an increase in the public revenue? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WOOD. One word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] I 
must remind him that the official estimates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which I have 
presented him, are of a later period than the 
first six months of the present fiscal year; 
they come down to the first day of the present 
month of March. f 
“Mr. DAWES. The gentleman presented 
estimates of what was actually received in the 
| Tréasury for the first six months of the pres- 
Fent fiscal year, and what had been reported for 


the next two months thereafier, without a 
allowance for drawbacks, &c.. 1, too! 
actual receipts for the first’ six months 
multiplied the amount by two, and I find 
the estimate of the Secretary of the Treas 
for the year is only $9,000,000 short of twiée ` 
the amount which was brought into the Treas- 
ury for those first six months. aes 
Mr. WOOD. I would remind the gentl 
man that of this amount $146,000,000 has 
been paid in coin. That coii at the minimum 
premium would yield $14,000,000 to the Gov- 
ernment if turned into currency. , k 
Mr. DAWES. Then we are going into ex- 
penditures trusting to the premium on gold. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must arrést 
this discussion, as it is irrelevant to the | = 
ing amendment. +f aa Bee 
Mr. DAWES. Think the gentleman from 
New York had better adhere to. economy.: 
Mr. WOOD. 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, I 


withdraw my amendment. f 

The Clerk read as follows : 

For mail depredations and special agents, $130,000. 

Mr. PALMER. On behalf of the Commit: 
tee on Appropriations, I move to amend” by 
adding after the paragraph just read ‘‘ and for 
ten additional special agents at rates of com- 
pensation now provided by law, $26,950,”?.. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to -héar some 
explanation of this increase. eT es 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the réason 
for this proposed amendment, which has been» 
authorized by the committee after a careful 
examination of the facts, is that the number 
of special agents is far less than the necessi», 
ties of the Department require. The gentle- 
man who has charge more especially of this 
branch of the Department came before, the 
Committee on Appropriations and represented. 
the facts in the case. There aré in all some 
fifty-five special agents of the Post Office De- 
partment. One of them acts as superinténd- 
ent of the raiiway transportation of the coun- 
try. He has six assistants, who have an 
amount of work to perform which they cannot 
perform well with the territory that is now: 
within their several divisions. For inst ni 
one man, as assistant superintendent o : 
portation, has charge of all the New England i 
States. Another bas chargé of the States of 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Dela» 
ware, and. Maryland; another of Virginia,’ 
West. Virginia, North Carolina, South: Caro» 
lina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and. Missis: 
sippi; another of Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, and 
the northeastern States. ee 

In order that there may be efficiency. in the 
service, the amount of territory over whieh 
these special agents have jurisdiction, must 
necessarily be limited, and for this purpose 
there must be an increase of force. [here are 
forty-two special agents delegated to attend 
to the business of depredations upon the mails, 
There are gentlemen upon this floor (and oné 
whom I have now in my eye has. been in, this 
business practically) who know how large a 
saving to the Department there is by having 
an efficient force to overlook this kind of busi- 
ness. Many men holding positions as post- 
masters are guilty of irregularities through 
ignorance; and a proper supervision of. this 
branch of business by a careful special agent.“ 
may save not only the Government from: loss, 
but the individual officers from the inadvertent 
or ignorant violation of law. It.is for. this 
reason that the committee have approved: the 
employment of these ten additional special 
agents. l ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Onbehalf of the commit- 
tee, I move to insert as an additional para - 
graph ‘‘for chief of division for the office of: 


mail depredations, $2,500.” le 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is this an office now exist- 

ing? a 0 e te A 

Mr. PALMER. I will explain tò thé gen- 


I propose to adhere to. the < 
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tleman. This comes under the division of 
_ spécial agents. The number of special agents 
that the Post Office Department shall have is 
-i not limited; that matter is within the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster General, the only limi- 
ation being in the amount of appropriation. 
This amendment simply gives a larger amount 
to àn officer who may be the organizing force 
of these special agents, devoted entirely to the 
_ subject.of mail depredations. a: 
"Mr, HOLMAN, Bat the salary is now fixed 
by law. 

Mi. PALMER. The law fixes the pay of 
_ & special agent at $1,600, together with his 

‘traveling expenses, and an allowance, in the 
discretion of the Postmaster General, not ex- 
ceeding five dollars per day. Three dollars is 
the amount generally allowed. 

“Mr. HOLMAN. Does this exceed the salary 
allowed ? ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is only that some 
man shall remain in Washington and supervise. 
‘Mr. HOLMAN. There is no such man 
known to the law by this name. 

‘Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is none. : 

: i Mr. HOLMAN,  Itis then virtually creating 

Bnew office. : 

<| «Mre PALMER. By the custom of the De- 
` partinent there is such an officer; but there is 

' nó such officer known to the law. — 

Mr: HOLMAN. Very well, let it go; and 
we will have a vote on it in the House. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows; 

For miscellaneous items, $1,500. 

“Mr. HOAR. Idesire to move an amend- 
ment to the bill at this place, to which Ido not 
. think there will be any objection, It is for 
: the purpose of removing a doubt, 

` The Clerk read as follows: 

|t Thé bond of any married woman who may be 
: ` postmaster shall be binding upon hor and hor sure- 
i-i ties, and she shall be liable for misconduct in office. 
; ‘asitshe were sole, 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH, I desire to offer 
two sections which I send up to the Chair, and 
which I have been unanimously authorized by 
: my committee to report, but which I do not 
_ think I shall have the opportunity to report in 

a separate bill, They relate to the money- 
order business, and are very necessary. 

` The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 9, That the postmaster of every city where 
branch post offices or stations are established and 
‘in-operation, subject to his suporvision, is hereby 
authorized, under the direction of the Postmaster 
General, to issue, or to cause to be issued, by any of 
his “assistants or clerks in charge of branch post 
offices. or stations, postal money orders payable at 

_ bis own or at any other moncy-order office, or at any 

‘branch post office or station of his own or of any 
-other money-order oflico, as tho remitters thereof 
may direct; and that the postmaster and his sureties 
shall in every case be held accountable upon his 
official bond for all moneys received by him, or his 
designated assistants or clerks in charge of stations, 

from the issue of money orders under the provisions 

of thig act, and for all moneys which may come into 
his or: their hands, or be placed in his or their cus- 

_tody by reason of tho transaction by them of money- 

order business; and all the provisions of law now 
in force respecting the issue and the payment of 
money orders, and the disposal of money-order 
fonds in the custody of postmasters, shall apply to 
all. money orders issued under the authority given 
by: this act, and to all moneys received from the 
issue thereof. 

8x0. 10. That the Postmaster General ig heroby 
authorized to canse to be placed to the credit of tho 
Treasurer of the United States, for the service of 
the Post Office Department, the net proceeds of the 
money-order business, and that the receipts of the 
Post Office Department, derived from this source, 
during each quarter, shall he entered by the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post Office Department in 
the accounts of said Department under.the hoad of 

- “revenue from money-order business,” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the reception of the amendment? 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was received and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as foliows: © 

Sec. 2. That the following sums, or so much there- 
of as.may be necessary, be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1873, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, namely: 

4, For steamship. service between San Francisco; 

Japan, and China, $500,000, Pk 


Mr. CONGER. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to move the following 
amendment : 


In line two, page 5, strike out all after the word 
“China,” and insert in lieu thereof “$1,000,000: 
Provided, The steamship company shall perform 
said service semi-monthly in ships of American 
eonstruction,”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. cs 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point is there is no 
law authorizing this increase of compensation 
to this mail steamship line. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to submit this remark, that this 
does not come under the rule in reference to 
carrying on a Department of the Government. 
I have before me the law authorizing the appro- 
ptiation of $500,000 proposed to be appro- 
priated by this bill. By the terms of that law 
the sum is limited to $500,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would call the aitention 
of the Chair to the rule on page 16 of the 
Manual. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have read the 
law under which the appropriation is now 
made, so that the point may be fairly presented. 
I submit that this does not come under the 
rule referring to appropriating money for car- 
rying on the Departments of the Government, 
for the appropriation is made under a specific 
law which limits the appropriation to $500,000. 
The law will be found on page 180 of volume 
thirteen of United States Statutes-at-Large. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Beit enacted, dèe., That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to invite prop osals 
by public advertisement, for the period of sixty 
days, in one or more newspapers published in the 
cities of Washington, New York, Philadelphia, Bos- 
ton, and San Fancisco, respectively, for mail-steam- 
ship service between the port of San Francisco in 
the United States, and some port or ports of the 
Chinese empire, touching at Honolulu, in the Sand- 
wich islands, and one or more ports in Japan, by 
means of a monthly line of first class American sea- 
going steamships, to be of not less than three thou- 
sand tons burden each, and of sufficient number to 
perform twelve round trips per annum between said 
ports, and to contract with the lowest responsible 
bidder for said service for aterm of not more than ten 
years, to commence from tho day the first steamship 
of tho pro posed line shall depart from the port. of 
San Francisco with the mails for China: Provided, 
‘hat no bic shall be considered which shall amount 
to more than $500,000 for the twelve round trips per 
annum, nor unless the same is from a citizen or citi- 
zons of the United States, and accompanied by an 
offer of good and sullicient sureties (also citizens of 
the United States) for the faithful performance of 
such contract.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point I submit is that 
the present appropriation is only allowable in 
an appropriation bill, because it is expressly 
provided by law. That law limits the appro- 
priation to $500,000, and there is no law 
authorizing au appropriation above that sum. 
The general rule in reference to carrying on 
the Departments of the Government has no 
application to the specific carrying out of alaw 
which fixes the amount to be appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has nodoubt 
as to the decision to be given upon the point 
oforder. This is in continuation of an appro- 
priation for a public work now in progress. 
It is also, in the judgment of the Chair, one of 
the appropriations for carrying on one of the 
Departments of the Government, to wit, the 
Post Office Department. The Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order. . i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ivery respectfully appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. The question 
is of such vitalimportance that I feel impelled 
to take that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana [ Mr. Hormax] has appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee? 

The question being taken, there were— 
ayes eighty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not insist on further 
count. 3 

So the decision of the Chair stood as the 


i] judgment of the committee. 


| 


Mr. WOOD. May I ask the Chair whether 
I correctly understood him to jay down as a 
rule that where a salary or the amount of a 
contract was fixed by act of Congress it was 
competent in an appropriation bill to increase 
or decrease the amount? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled that 
this was a continuation of an appropriation 
for a public work now in progress, and that it 
was also an appropriation for the contingen- 
cies of one of the several Departments of the 
Government, to wit, the Post Office. 

Mr. WOOD. Does the Chair hold that a 
line of steamships is a public work? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that 
carrying the mails of the United States is a 
public work. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California, [Mr, Sargent. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that no more 
interesting proposition than this can be brought 
to the attention of the American Congress, 
There are four hundred million people across 
our western or Pacific sea just feeling the 
need of all the appliances of civilization, our 
manufactured articles, and our food. Our 
geographical position peculiarly fits ns to seize 
upon that vast trade. The plan by which thig 
is to be done is not an experiment. For in 
1867, under the legislation of Congress, a line 
was authorized and an appropriation made 
for the benefit of that line from San Francisco 
to Hong Kong via Yokohama, a distance of 
seven thousand miles, the ships being from 
four thousand to four thousand five hundred 
tons regisier, ‘This line was imm ediately pat 
in operation, and bas developed an enormous 
commerce between this country and the ports 
of China and Japan. 

Six months after that main trunk line was 
established a branch line was run without 
further subsidy on the part of the Government, 
showing the great amount of this trade, and 
its capacity for development. This was a line 
from Yokohama to Shanghai, touching at 
ports of the inland sea, a line of thirteen hun- 
dred miles with vessels of twenty-five hundred 
tons. Atfirst they ran only once in six weeks; 
in 1868, once a month, and this branch line is 
now run weekly without further subsidy, thus 
establishing a connection with the ports in 
northern China, and it hasdriven off the Eng- 
lish and French lines, which before held pos- 
session of that line of trade. 

Within the last year and by the same com- 
pany another branch line has been established 
from Yokohama to Hakodadi, on the island 
Yesso, the northernmost of the Japanese 
group, a distance of five hundred and fifty 
miles, and this has been done, as I have said, 
without further subsidy. 

Now as to the future connections of this 
line: for being brought in connection with 
these great peoples we have an opportunity 
for the peaceful subjugation or conquest of 
the Hast. Within a year after the establish- 
ment of semi-mouthly service there will bea 
line from Shanghai touching at all ports on 
the China coast, by way of Hong Kong and 
Singapore to Calcutta, a distance of thirty-six 
hundred miles, with vessels of three thousand 
tons burden; also a line from Hong Kong, by 
way of Manilla, to Singapore and Batavia, 
touching at Saigon in Cochin-China, thus 
securing their trade in spices, tobacco, hemp, 
&c., a distance of sixteen hundred miles, the 
trade to be carried on by vessels of two thou- 
sand tons burden. 

As Ihave said, this is only the beginning 
of the peaceful conquest of the East, for this 
trade is capable of indefinite expansion. Ifa 
semi-monthly service is put on within two 
years, a tri-monthly main line can be put on 
without further subsidy by Congress, and two 
years after that a weekly line without the need 
of further subsidy, because the subsidy now 
asked for will secure the contractors in the 
possession of the route, 

Now, a word with reference to our ship- 


1872. 
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building interests. In order to carry out the pur- 
poses of this amendment, and to put upon these 
several lines the steamers which are necessary, 
it would be needed to build immediately in this 
country four large iron screw steamships of 
from five thousand to fifty-five hundred tons’ 
burden. Within five years twelve more of 
them will be needed; and as many more, of 
from two thousand to twenty five hundred 
tons’ burden, for the branches. 

Now, then, astofreight. These steamers gen- 
erally bring to San Francisco from two thou- 
sand to twenty-five hundred tons of freight. 
One steamer, in October last, brought thirty- 
three hundred tons of tea, silk, porcelain, &. 
While as outgoing freight they carry flour, 
quicksilver, fruits, and vegetables, manufac- 
tured articles of all kinds, and large quantities 
of ginseng from Ohio and Baltimore. One 
hundred tons of clocks went out in one steamer. 
Tron and iron manufactures, sewing-machines, | 
steam fire-engines, carriages, and all the mis- 
cellaneous articles which our manufacturers 
are able to produce, are exported by this line. 

Why is it necessary that this line should have 
a subsidy? The monthly line is now a stable 
institution to the extent to which it is run. 
When it was first put on in 1867, the line be- 
tween Panama and San Francisco was still | 
running profitably, the surplus profits of which 
each year amounted to $2,000,000. That 
amount was sunk to sustain the line between 
China and Japan. Thatresource is now taken 
from the company by the completion of the 
overland railroad, which has brought the pas- 
sengers and freight that formerly went by that 
line, and now prevents the realization of those 
profits which were applied for this purpose. 

Bat, furthermore, this trade isa matter of 
development. Although to put on this addi- 
tional service would cost about ninety-five per 
cent. of the amount which it now costs to run 
the steamers, yet the trade being a matter of 


developement, the extra expenses cannot for 


| made to the ‘Treasury, to say nothing of the 


several years be received from the profits of 
the trade. ? 

The advantage of this route, from its geo- 
graphical position, as against the Suez canal, 
is this: the time of a round voyage is seventy- | 
two days, or foar trips a year. - From Shang- 
hae to London or Liverpool and back, the 
time is one hundred and fifty days, or two trips 
a year. In fact it is less than that number of 
profitable trips, because the tea season lasts 
or only a portion of the year. There is now 
only the freighting business on that English 
line, as the mails and passengers go by the 
Peninsular and Oriental line. The English 
subsidy to this latter line is £450,000, or 
$2,250,000 a year, or seven per cent. upon 
the capital invested, whilethe company pays 
but five or six per cent. of dividends. Jt 
is by means of these subsidies that England 
has been able to build up and make strong 
these great lines which carry its manufactured 
articles to all parts of the world, and bring 
back enriching tides of commerce among her 
own people. The first contract with that 
Peninsular line was made in 1845. The last 
was made in 1870, and does not expire until 
1880. 

Now, sir, there is a financial side to this 
question, so far as our Treasury is concerned. 
it is shown by the statistics that the amount 
of increase of duties or customs at San Fran- 
cisco alone, while the customs from such 
sources have not decreased at our other prin- 
cipal ports, have been $3,256,998, while the 
whole amount that the Government has paid 
out during the five years this subsidy has been 
paid is only $2,500,000. So that the profit 


great advantages which have accrucd to our 
people in an outlet for their manufactures, has 
been $756,998, showing that the Treasury itself 
has been replenished by making this subsidy. 
The following table shows the financial re- 


sults to the Government: 


| double the subsidies already paid by the Gov 


Received back from the line in h 
the shape of—- 1867. 1868. 1869. 1870. 1871. Total. 
Increased duties on customs at San : 
Francisco alone, currency... + $600,000 |- $504,000 | $650,000 | $1,130,000 - 
Gross receipts, stamps, &c $35,000 45,000 60,000 12,000 10,000 ~ 
3,556 9,990 15.327 21,285 19,596 - 
7,000 10,000 15, 17,000 19,000 - 
8,325 11,385 16,000 16,555 > 19,075 - 
53,881 676,375 610,332 716,840 1,199,571 3,256 998 
Expended for mail transportation... 333,333 16,666 500.000 500,000 500,000 | 2.500,000 
Government profit... - - - - - 756,998 
*Tnappreciable. 


In 1871 the United States inland rates on 
foreign mails in transit were reduced one half, 
which accounts for the less postage, and 
yet the figures show the great comparative 
increase. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WOOD. IfI were to consult the inter- 
ests of those who are the most prominent and 
enterprising capitalists in the city of New 
York, I should support this proposition. IfI 
were to féllow the impulses of my own feel- 
ings, laying aside my duty as a Represent- 
ative, I would freely second the proposition 
go ably supported by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, {Mr. Sarcenr.] But believing that I 
am here as one of the frustees of the public 
Treasury, that I have been placed here to dis- 
charge a high official trust, I cannot, consist- 
ently with my oath of office and my own sense 
of duty, vote to give another $500,000 a year 
to this steamship line. . 

I recognize the great importance of this 
ateamship line; I recognize the fact that it is 
one of the finest lines that to-day float upon 


either the Atlantic or the Pacific ocean; F| 


recognize the fact that it is opening up to this 
country a valuable trade, which in time will 
become- of great importance, probably of as 


4 


, much importanceas is now the European trade 
to the Atlantic coast. But in view of the fact 
that the people of this country are already 
borne down by taxation; in view of the fact 
that this is but the pioneer subsidy proposition, 
but the entering-wedge into the public Treas- 
ury, which is to precede a multitude of similar 
propositions from all kinds of lines, running 
on the Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico, as 
well as on the Pacific, for bounties and subsi- 
dies also, I cannot, consistently with my views 
of duty, vote for this proposition. 

. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] hag told us of the importance of this 
trade. He has told us of the freights from 
which we already derive large revenue on ac- 
count of our trade with Japan, China, and the 
East Indies. He has established by his own 
argument that this line must already be in 
receipt of enough income from a legitimate 
source, over and above any aid from the Gov- 
ernment. We havealready given them: $500,000 
a year; we have done that hy act of Congress. 
And here, surreptitiously, improperly, and un- 
justly, it is sought to put in an appropriation 
bill for the ordinary and legitimate expendi- 


tures of the Post Office Department what is 
tantamount: to. the passage of a new law to | 


ernment. Gee 

Now, if we are to grant these favors, let us. 
grant them universally. Let us give evety 
private interest in the country money from the. 
public Treasury. Let us give aid to the agri?” 
cultural interest, to the trading interest, to the 
interest of the laboring men, to the manufac: . 
turing interests, as well as to the great navi- + 
gating interest. I am. in favor of the com-. 
merce of my country; but J. remember. that 
ships are but articles of manufacture and con- 
struction as houses are; that while they do 
the carrying trade of the country, they have 
no part or parcel in the great foreiga. com: 
merce of the country. : 

I make a distinction between the carrying 
trade and the great commercial importing: 
and exporting elements of industry. Sir, this 
proposition is wrong in principle; it is danger- 
ous as a precedent; it is in contravention of 
our oath of office; it is a profligate, wasteful, 
unjust, and I had almost said dishonest, appro- 
priation of the public money. I hope that the 
House will not sanction it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. : 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move, pro 
Jorma, to amend the amendment by adding 
to the amount one dollar. Mr. Chairman,.t 
regret to differ with my colleague, [Mr. Woop,] 
with whom I so seldom disagree. | In this:casé 
Iam sorry that his judgment. did not accord 
with his feelings. He told us that his feelings 
were in favor of this appropriation, ‘I shall 
address myself now not only to his feelings 
but to his head. : 

I go for this subsidy in behalf of my coun- 
try. The struggle is one for the trade of 
635,000,000 human beings—85,000,000 in 
Japan, 400,000,000 in China, 100,000,000 in 
India, 100,000,000 in Borneo, Sumatra, the - 
Phillipine and other islands of the great 
Indian ocean. ‘The question is between us 
and Great Britain, our commercial enemy, as 
to which shall have this commerce. Great 
Britain appropriates $2,500,000 to subsidize 
her steamers running from the port of South- 
ampton to Yokohama in Japan, to China, and 
throughout all the Indian ocean. The. ques- 


tion is whether we shall yield this commerce . - 


to Great Britain or whether we shal 
for it. A i 

Sir, war is not by arms alone. It is not 
carried on merely by guns, or cannon, or sword, 
or bayonet. There are wars more dignified 
and far more noble than those of artillery. 
There are wars of ships, of commerce, of 
trade, of navigation. The struggle now is for 
the supremacy of the ocean. ‘ Britannia rules 
the wave;” and it is only our country that can 
wrest the trident from her grasp.” ‘In this war 
of our country with Great Britain for the trade 
of 635,000,000 human beings, my feelings, to 
say nothing of my judgment, prompt. me to 
stand on the side of my country.. Hence I 
differ with my colleague on this subject... 

Sir, it was my fortune, or misfortune, to see 
something of the struggle which has. been 
going on upon those seas during the last sum- 
mer. Our flag on this steamship line already 
floats from San Francisco to Yokohama and 
the inland seas of Japan and China, and is 
carried thence almost to the very gates.of: 
Pekin, while throughout all Japan it floats, 
without an appropriation whatever, as far north 
as Hakodadi, and with a tendency to stretch: 
to the waters of the Russian sea... -o oso." 

I beg the House, without distinction of party, 
to look upon this question not only as a mere 
question of money or of subsidy, but as a 
struggle for the supremacy of the eastern sea. 
Such is the superiority of our ships and our 
sailors, and the captains who command them 
in the Bast, that if we do not. allow ourselves 
to be borne down by the subsidies of England ; 
if you will give-this enterprise, not $2,500,000, 
which the British Government gives ità- com- 
pany, but.less than one half that sum, I pledge 


I struggle 
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‘you! the: belief of all our countrymen in the 
co East that the American flag will ride triamph- 
“cant through all those mighty lands, and -soon 
<- briag to our ports, especially upon the East, 
> the commerce of those six hundred and thirty- 
 fiveomillion human beings. 
<4 Here the hammer fell. ] 
wot Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose 
this'amendment. — I desire first to express my 
-profound ‘regret that in this way and at this 
`< abne this great question of subsidies has been 
-= oguere to come before the House for con- 
‘sideration. . I agree with my friend from New 
York [Mr. Woop] that it is out of place here. 
It'is no proper part of this bill, and ought 
not to be considered now. It is prematurely 
thrust npon the House. Nobody had notice, 
except its friends, that it was to be pressed 
upon the House for settlement now. We 
ought to have time for its consideration and 
discussion, 
‘Tt is a question of immense importance to 
the people of our country. . It affects at once 
their rights, their pockets, and the public rev- 
enues. It is not important alone to the few 
: men engaged in commerce between this coun- 
: try.and Japan; but, in my judgment, it pro- 
“poses only to contribute to their pecuniary 
gains, not to those of the people. Itis apro- 
“position in the interest of A B and C D, mere 
Private citizens or corporations, who have 
come here in the persons of their friends, and 
now demand that all the people of the country 
shall by law be compelled to contribute of the 
fruits of their hard earnings to increase the 
earnings and gains of the favored gentlemen 
engaged in this commerce. There is an air 
of ‘sublime assumption as well as cool selfish- 
mess in the proposition. 
: We are told it is a great struggle for the 
ecommerce of the Hast. Mr. Chairman, it is 
“+ "one ot the common tricks of monopoly to 
“ magnify its importance. It is time the honest 
‘men of this country should come to know that 
they. have:not money enough to purchase suc- 
cess th the struggle for supremacy in the car- 
. rying trade of the world. ftis not necessary 
for us to attempt any such Quixotic scheme. 
‘We should repeal insane laws and leave the 
people free to reéstablish our commerce. We 
are not ready to enter ‘into any contest, by 
subsidies or by levying tribute upon all our 
citizens, with Great Britain or any other na- 
tion for. the commerce of the world. Our 
Treasury isnot long enough, our people have 
hot money enough, they are too poor; and I 
say itis an outrage for their Representatives 
here to attempt to compel them to pay to these 
gentlemen who want to carry on commerce 
upon the Pacific ocean in this kind of way. 
Lhe: million of dollars this bill proposes to 
take from the Treasury does not belong to 
youwor me, butit is the property, the revenue, 
ofall the people, intrusted for honest expend- 
iture tó us: ut we have no right to confer 
it as a benefaction, a gratuity, upon anybody, 
under. any plausible pretext whatever. It is 
dangerous, unjust, and outside the ‘proper 
functions of government.: All the arguments 
made here in advocacy of this proposition are 
readily answered. They are the old and pre- 
tentious prayer of the few, the aggregated 
wealth; or the rich corporations, for extorted 
contributions from all the people. These con- 
tributions: are: for their individual pecuniary 
benefit. The country will gain nothing by 
them. Commerce will become no cheaper. 
The charges on freights will not be reduced. 
The:demand for imports will not be built up 
by them. 
: ° How. should commerce come, Mr. Chair- 
man? -What is commerce? Is it some mys- 
terious, indefinable thing that we must entice 
to our shores by the payment of subsidies to 
ship-owners? Does it require us to go out 
upon the oceans of the world and buy it? Or 
hagitits fountain and origin in the wants of 
ithe people of the country? Commerce comes 
atter population “and production. It is the 


i| irom our country. It will come here naturally 


offspring of the great law of demand. We 
are a great country, with innumerable wants, 
great activity, wonderfal productive capacity. 
These facts prepare the way for commerce, for 
exchange, and they will come without the aid 
of such laws as this, and withoutsubsidy. The 
commerce of the East cannot be kept away 


because it is wanted, and because the Hast, 
wants our products.. Just like commerce be- 
tween man and man here in Washington, the 
trade will spring up out of mutual wants and 
interests. In like manner external commerce 
must arise. Thus it has arisen. No law of 
Congress can put it down, or reduce it, or 
accelerate its growth. We may as well sub- 
sidize every railroad or steamboat line, or 
other common carrier inside our country. 
They are all engaged in honorable and useful 
commerce. ‘They are all entitled to equal 
favor of the Government, to complete and fair 
protection, no more. That England or any 
other country gives subsidies is no business of 
ours. We are not to follow their bad exam- 
ples. The gentlemen engaged in the shipping 
business between California and Japan liave | 
embarked in that business for gain, volun- 
tarily, under the guidance of the great law 
of intelligent self-interest, and they were wise 
and sagacious in doing so. It is a rich and 
magnificent field of enterprise. They know 
it; they are making fortunes in it; it grows 
daily; it will extend indefinitely; its future 
cannot be estimated. It will never leave our 
shores unless our people die out, or our civ- 
ilization goes backward. Letit grow and gain 
strength and wealth under the operation of 
God's great law of fair play, of open and free 
competition. It is time for all National Gov- 
ernments to abandon the hateful support of 
monopolies, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and I will renew it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I renew it for 
the purpose of submitting a few observations. 
[abais Chairman, Ido not doubt that the word 


subsidy is a hateful one to the American mind. 
Jt is a word which brings to my mind ideas 
not altogether compatible with my sense of 
the dignity and freedom of our institutions, 
When the pending proposition was first sug- 
gested to the Committee on Appropriations, 
all the sentiments | had entertained and cher- 
ished on the general subject to which it relates 
inclined me to oppose it. But the subject 
being properly and legitimately before the 
committee {I was bound to consider it; and 
after a careful study of the facts in the case I 
have reached the conclusion that itis my duty 
to support the amendment. I shail try in 
the few moments given*me to state some of 
the reasons which have led me to that conclu- 
sion. In doing so Ido not abandon my gen- 
eral sentiment of opposition to granting sub- 
sidies hy the Government, for generally they 
are invidious and partial, and help one class 
of citizens at the expense of the rest; bat I 
believe there are special and exceptional facts 
connected with the trade of the Pacific ocean 
which we cannot in view of the situation 
safely neglect. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that all the great 
achievements of civilization from the remotest 
period have been grouped round some one of 
the great seas. The Mediterranean sea was 
the center round which the great civilization 
of the ancient nations were grouped, and the 
great event which marks the boundary between 
| ancient and modern: history was the passing 
from the Mediterranean tothe Atlantic ocean 
as a center of commerce. and art... When the 
current of European life turned from Athens, 
and Rome, and Carthage, the. coasts: and 


islands of the Atlantic ocean. became its new 


| center of activity. On that ocean the great 4 


forces of modern civilization have been play- 
ing for a thousand years. 

But I venture the prediction, Mr. Chairman, 
that in the near future the other great theater 
of commercial activity, the third and last in 
the history of this world’s work, will be the 
Pacific ocean; and just now the whole cur- 
rent of public thought, the whole current of 
public and national activity is turned toward 
that great sea, and the momentous question is, 
who shall be its master? We have never 
possessed, and can hardly hope to possess, 
the control of the Mediterranean sea; and the 
sad events of the lest twelve years have led 
me to fear that we have lost, perhaps irre- 
trievably lost, the control of the Atlantic 
ocean—the great historic sea of to-day. Our 
hope is in the great historic sea of the future. 
If we lose that it will be a lasting disgrace to 
our statesmanship and a measureless calamity 
to our people. We now occupy the largest 
and noblest portion of its western shores, 
Our islands in the northwest reach more than 
a thousand miles of the distance from this 
continent to Asia. 

We have already established the only line 
of steamers that ply between the oldest of the 
empires and the youngest of the great nations. 
Six hundred millions of human beings that 
live on the western border of that sea are 
looking to us for commerce, for science, and 
the arts. We are their nearest eastern neigh- 
bors, and they now ask our friendship, seek 
our shores, and offer to pour their commerce 
in our lap. At this critical and interesting 
momett we are in danger of losing our grasp 
upon the commeree of that great ocean, ‘The 
other maritime nations are ready to snatch the 
prize from our hands unless we at once secure 
it. The increased service provided by this 
amendment will hold the trade in our hands 
and put it on-a basis where it will soon grow 
to independence, so that. no further aid will 
be needed. 

Never has there been a time in the history 
of any nation when such a prospect was opened, 
when such a future was clearly attainable. 
For these reasons, I am ready to make an ex- 
ception in this case, and to do what I can to 
make the commerce of this great ocean our 
own, and to make our eountry the teacher, 
the guide and friend of the great peoples of 
Eastern Asia. This measure can be no pre- 
cedent for the score of schemes now pressing 
for recognition, for it stands alone in the great- 


ness and importance of its consequences. = / 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I propose to dwell, not on words, 
but on things. I propose to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that all the money 
that goes into the Treasury of the United 
States is wrung by taxation from the people 
for the purpose of carrying on: their Govern- 
ment, aud for no other purpose under heaven, 
and that we bave no right as the trustees of 
the people to appropriate that money for the 
advancement of any cause, however good, 
however high, however noble, other than that ; 
and for a stronger reason, we have no right 
to appropriate it to any commercial specula- 
tion. We have no right to appropriate it for 
anything else but for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment. : 

This is a proposition that, with the money in 
the Treasury of the United States taken from 
the people by taxation, we shall go into a com- 
mercial speculation, in which we are to bear 
all the losses, and in which some private com- 
pany are to have all the gain. In a private 
partnership I should be. opposed to such an 
unequal compact, and I am opposed diamet- 
rically, with all my might, with all my judg- 
ment, with all my strength, to the idea of sub- 
sidizing any lines whatever.. When you begin 
once you know not where to stop: Fido not 
believe that it is a good business. proposition 


for any set of men to build up any great enter- 


prise.on a subsidy by the Government. 
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The only time when this Government at- 
tempted to subsidize a line of steamers, the 
great Collins line, we not only lost our money, 
but we ruined those whom we undertook to 
aid. That has been the history of subsidies 
so far as this country is concerned. And, so 
far as confidence in my judgment may induce 
any man to regard my words, I warn my friends 
not to embark here and now this great Gov- 
ernment in’any such undertaking, when we 
-have two thousand millions of debt and taxes 
more grievous than are upon the necks of any 
other people. These burdens, I agree, they 
are quite willing for proper purposes to bear, 
but 1 say they are not willing to bear those 
burdens for the sake of enabling the Govern- 
ment to go into commercial speculations, how- 
ever roseate their hue or however grand the 
conception. It is no part of our business, it 
is no part of our duty to go into such things. 
THe money is not raised from the people or 
put into our hands by the law for any such 
urpose.. I repeat that it is put into our hands 
in trust for a single purpose, and for no other. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
amendment. 
Mr. DAWES. I renew it. Tn continuation 
of the remarks I made last Friday, and as 
auxiliary to the purpose which I then had, I 


I withdraw the 


lend my feeble voice in support of this prop- | 


osition. In looking over the means by which 
we are to realize the anticipations of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. KELLEY, ] 
J know of no such just and proper appropri- 
ation of money as that which will open up the 
channels of trade, and gather in at the custom- 
house of this’ country those revenues which 


will otherwise go to other nations to enrich 
their treasuries and their households and their 
people. 

No man can stand on the wharf at San Fran- 
cisco and see one of these magnificent steamers 
come in with its treasure from the Hast, which 
would otherwise go round the other way to 
European parts, and then see it going out 
bearing the products of the manufactures and 
the industry and the enterprise of this country 
into those new markets, without being im- 
pressed with the great truth that commerce is 
not all on one side, that every dollar that we 
take to foreign ports comes back to us and 
enriches us, that commerce, when sustained, 
enriches those who sustain it on one side and 
the other. 

What has been the result of this trade? 
The one single article of tea brought in for 
local consumption at the port of San Fran- 
cisco itself, since 1864, amounted to 17,016,- 
020 pounds, bringing into the custom-house 
at Sau Francisco $11,240,793. 

I invite the attention of the committee to a 
detailed statement of imports from China and 
Japan. 


Imports from China and Japan combined for San 
Francisco local consumption and duties. 


Total value : 
Pounds of tea. of imports. Duties. 
see, 624,216 $2,210,670 $1,199,461 
-2,336,059 2,332,347 1,340,805 
1,789,130 2,108,143 1,242,593 
211.499 2,229,630 1,700,693 
020,453 2,883,477 1,661,224 
120,800 2,748.095 1,857,361 
13,863 5,795,067 2,238,636 
17,016,020 $11,240,793 
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Authority: San Francisco custom-house. 


Imports, reéxports, and consumption of tea in the United States for fiscal years ending June 
80, 1862, to June 30, 1871, inclusive. 


Duties. 
š 5 ë ts. nsumption. 
Years. Imports Reéxports Consumption Rates a 
pound. ; 
Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Cents. 

24,739,983 1,431,444 23,308, 25% $5,827,135 
_ 29,761,037 2,739,997 27,021,040 25* 6,755,260 
37,229,176 1,378,154 35,851, 0: 25 8,962,755 
18,595,314 2,597,216 15,998,098 25 3,999,524 
42,978,596 481, 41,497,306 25 10,374,326 
89,892,658 543,084 39,379,574 2 9,844,893 
37,843,612 2,217,749 35,625,863 25 8,906,465 
43,754,354 2,944,329 41,810,025 25 10,452,506 
47,408,481 868,010 42,540,471 25 10,635,117 
51,364,419 6,469,974 44,894,945 25 & 15t 8,322,994 
Total sacssssseassccssnssenaccnenionns 377,567,630 = ~ - $84,080,975 


* Assumed for comparison. 


Actual duty was ad valorem and lower. 


+To January 1, 1871, the duty was 2 cents per pound, and after that 15 cents. 


Imports of raw silk into the United States. 


3,017,958 

5,789,052 
$23,475,486 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Do not interrupt me in a 
five-minutes speech. | I am in favor not alone 
of this class of appropriations, but I am in 
favor. of a judicious expenditure of money, 
even for bounties for fishermen, to build up 
and strengthen this country in all its parts 
and in all its arms, and in all its enterprises, 
whether it be the fishermen of the eastern 
coast, or the men who are struggling for com- 
merce on the western coast of this country. 

Sir, there is, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] has said with great pro- 
priety, a mighty struggle upon the Pacific 
ocean whether all these treasures shall come 
through our ports, a large proportion of them 


to be distributed among our people in return 
for all that we can produce for that market, 
and then carried through our country to Buro- 
pean ports, or whether they shall go round to 
European ports. 

Sir, I cannot agree with my honorable friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that we should make 
no roads, construct no harbors, erect no cus- 
tom-houses; that we should expend no dollar 
of money that.shall contribute to increase the 
commerce of this nation; that we should look 
to nothing but perfect emancipation, such as 
the Indians in their primitive state enjoy, of 
all regulations, all rules.of trade, and of all 
Jaws of commerce and industry. Sir, I can- 
not go back to that state and condition of 
things, even under the cogent arguments of 
my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the _gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] lec- 
tured the House but a day or two since on the 
subject of economy, and now he supports this 
pioneer subsidy bill, involving the most per- 
nicious form of public extravagance, the, end 
of. which cannot be foreseen. This -is.a pio- 


neer measure. The gentleman. from Massa- 
chusetts. well knows that a flood. of measures 


of this character have been originated, appro: 
priating millions of the public money for-sub=~ 
sidizing special interests. EREE 

Mr. Chairman; I tremble when an influen- + 
tial corporation comes before this House. 
demanding money out of the Treasury. - The 
demand is generally irresistible. But here aré 
not only the influential gentlemen owning this 
Pacific mail steamship: line which is to receive ` 
the direct subsidy of $500,000, but two’ other 
great corporations, the Gentral Pacific: Rail 
road Company and the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, whose business this: subsidy is in- 
tended to enlarge- Here, sir, is a combination 
of absolute power, a power created: by Con: 
gress by its system of subsidies and now.used 
in demanding more. You have given. these 
gentlemen $500,000 a year to add to the. 
profits of their business ever since 1866; iñ 
this China trade, and instead of being after 
these six years satisfied with the $3,000,000 
you have paid them, they demand a sum out 
of your Treasury actually exceeding the value ` 
of their entire exports. Their entire exports 
are less than a million a year, as shown by the 
revenue reports. ; : 

The gentleman says, and I am astonished .- 
at the proposition, that by the facilities of 
transportation of this Pacific line, sustained 
by money drawn from the Treasury, we are 
increasing our revenue. Does not the gentle- 
man know that the articles of tea and silks to 
which he refers can come, aud do come, as 
cheaply by way of the Isthmus or around. the 
Cape or by the Suez canal, as by this Pacific 
route, and that just ås much of these articles 
would come by these other routes as will come 
by way of the Pacific ocean and San Francisco 
under this subsidy? You do not increase the 
revenue at all; you but change the routes for 
the importation of the articles on which the 
tax is imposed, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts knows that. It is not a question 
of commerce, but a mere question of the car- 
ryingtrade. Theamountof tea consumed and 
silks used in this country will be neither more 
nor less whether you give or refuse this sub- 
sidy. Whether it comes through one channel 
or another is a matter of no consequence to | 
‘my constituents or to the 
uents. of 


Sir, there is no defense for these subsidies. ve 


I see in the early future anew and well-defined 
line of division between the political parties 
of this country, between those who would sub- 
sidize special interests and build up princely 
fortunes at the expense of the common indus- 
try of the whole people, and those who’ will ; 
demand that the revenues drawn from: the; 
people by taxation shall be applied for the- 
legitimate purposes of Government and forno 
other purposes; that labor shall not be taxed 
on the specious pretense of public enterprise 
when private fortunes and individual aggran- 
dizement are the real purpose. That lin 
of division is being distinctly drawn. peso 
Here is but. a purpose to increase and! en- 
hance the wealth of a favored few, organized 
into two or three corporations of ship-carry- 
ing and railroad-carrying interests, who are 
demanding this half a million annually. This 
is the pioneer bill of the series for money sub- 
sidies, and upon the vote on this bill the future _ 
policy of gentlemen will be clearly indicated. ~ 
This is the least plausible of the subsidies pro- 
posed. Gentlemen who are willing to build 
up the wealth ofa handful of people, who have 
the hardihood to ask it, by taxing their’ con» 
stituents and the whole people, and those who 
demand that their constituents ‘shall bear no 
other burdens than the legitimate burdens. of 
Government, will clearly define their positions 
on this vote. Seah . ; 
This is the entering wedge, the pioneer: of 
this system of money- subsidies. These adven- 
turers who seek to amass fortunes out. of other 


men’s. labor Have pretty-well. exhausted: your 
public lands and now turn upon the Treasury. 


gentleman’scoŭstit- 
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If this measure shall be forced through Con- 
gress it will drain millions from your Treasury. 


> [flere the hammer fell.] 


Mr. DAWES. [I withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. KELLEY. . I renew it, and express the 
pe ‘that it. will be adopted. I indorse all 
that was said by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes, ] and 
vam happy to be able for once to agree with 


: my colleague from New York, [Mr. Brooxs, ] 


-+i onthe committee, and indorse ail that he has 
: “said. upon the subject. 


eae 


: Ci England grants subsidies amounting to more 


than $6,000,000 a year to her mail and other 
steamers, and maintains her supremacy upon 
the sea. by a system of liberal protection. 
This is the mode by which she fosters and pro- 
tects her manufacturers, thus paying largely 
the freight on their productions to foreign 
markets and on raw material brought them 
from the distant East and the tropics. I hope 
we will grant sufficient subsidies to secure fre- 

uent mail service between this country and 
Tran and China, and between this country 
and Brazil and all the States of South Amer- 
i They are the people with whom we 
‘ought to promote trade. They produce what 
we need tor food and manufactures; they need 
what we produce from the field, the forest, 
and: the workshop. Between us and them 
trade may be maintained that shall be mu- 
tually profitable. Not so between us and the 
manufacturing nations of the world. Imports 
from the countries of the [ast and those 
within the tropics come to supplement and 
augment our industries? but those from the 
manufacturing nations of Europe come to 


_ Contend with, undermine, and overthrow them. 


:; The Pacific ocean is the field on which we 
‘are to achieve commercial supremacy. Gen- 


-tlemen talk about freights we are paying to 


British carriers since the destruction of our 
commerce by her privateers. The amount is 
heavy.;: but the day is now come when Eng- 


` Jand and continental nations begin-to pay us 


freight... If we promote direct trade with 
China and Japan the balance must soon turn 
in our favor. Crossing the great iron highway 
of the continent, last summer, I read a dis- 
-patch received by an officer of the road, who 
was upon the train, to the effect that a contract 
had that day been made for the transportation 
sof nine hundred and thirty tons of tea, ninety- 


three car-loads paying first-class freight to the 
; American people. 


But for our great highways 
this money would have gone to swell the prof- 
its of British commerce and confirm English 
supremacy upon the ocean. 

It is more than a quarter of a century since 
Tuttered the prophecy that those who then 
heard me would live to see the day when Eng- 
land’s mail from the Orient would cross the 
ron, ways of this country. I had not then fore- 
Been: the completion of the Suez canal. Yet, 
in spite of the completion and success of that 
magnificent: work, the day is coming when 
England shall pay tribute to us for the carry- 
ing of not only much of her trade, but of por- 
tions of her mails, if we shall have the sagacity 
and courage to avail ourselves of the opportun- 
ities open to us through our ports on the Pacific, 
Should we have mail service more than once 
a mouth with the four hundred and twenty 
millions of. China and the forty millions of 
Japan, just coming forth from seclusiou and 
splendid barbarism into European life and the 
civilization of. to-day, choosing «wisely from 
among the institutions and the appliances of 
all the advanced nations of the world ; or shall 
we restrict ourselves to occasional inter- 
course with them, or to mail service but once 
a month? 

Sir, there is not a laborer in the workshop, 
there.is not an owner of a grain-growing field, 
or of a mine yielding mineral substances, that 
would not be benefited by promoting the fre- 


-quent and active interchange of thought and 


trade between our Pacific ports and the great 


West that lies before us in the East of earlier 
times. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. I am not surprised by any 
arguments that I have heard on the other side 
in defense of this proposed subsidy. They are 
precisely such ag the people of this country 
must naturally look for and expect.: They are 
just such as are suggested always by the self- 
seeking few of this country and of this world, 
who have power to move the legislation of the 
country, and to direct it for them and in their 
interest. All this plea for subsidies comes 
from the few who are organized in corpora- 
tions and control the wealth of the country, 
who desire to reap princely fortunes, and 
who want all the people by the power of 
statutes to be made to pay tribute to them. 
It comes from corporations, it does not come 
from the people. They are not here asking 
that you shall subsidize lines of steamships. 
They do not come here and ask you to subsi- 
dize railroads all overthe country. They want 
nobody subsidized. They want everybody to 
be left free and equal. All that they asx at 
the hands of their Representatives is equal and 
honest laws, which shall give the same privi- 
leges to all the people. 

My frieud from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, regrets that he cannot agree with me; 
and, Mr. Chairman, tenfold more do I regret 
that I cannot agree with him, I cannot con- 
cur in any of his assumptions of fact, no more 
than I can in those of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Krruey.] These state- 
ments are unsupported by proof. The gentle- 
man says there have been imported into San 
Francisco seventeen million pounds of tea 
for local consumption alone. How did he dis- 
cover that fact? Where is the evidence that 
it was brought there for local consumption 
alone? Where is the evidence that it would 
not have come there without the aid of sub- 
sidies at all? How does he know it will not 
continue to come without the aid of any sub- 
sidy? Why does it come at all? Because 
the growth of population and business there 
create a demand for precisely what is brought 
there by these steamship lines, without which 
demand none of this commerce would ever 
come. Not a dollar’s worth, not a penny’s 
worth would come without the aid of that 
originating demand which constitutes the 
spring and the source of all commerce. Con- 
gress did not send.the people there, or build 
up the cities, or open the farms, or create the 
wealth, intelligence, or civilization. Neither 
did subsidies do these things. They came 
rather in spite of Congress. The pretense that 
the existence of this steamship line created 
all that commerce is delusive, it is sham, and 
not true. It was the preéxisting wants of that 
country and of Japan, the self-executing laws 
of human intercourse, that brought into being 
that line of ships. So came most of our rail- 
roads, and so spring up all the great enter- 
prises of men. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Kerey, j] in his customary vein of laudation 
of extorted tribute, says that England has 
made herself the mistress of the seas by liberal 
protection to her steamship lines. But, sir, 
he knows, and every intelligent man in this 
country is rapidly coming to know, that Eng- 
land’s power, not alone in her shipping, but in 
all her commercial relations, and in her mighty 
domestic production and trade, arises out of 
her sensible, her honest, and rational system 
of free trade—free trade in ships, free trade 
in woolens, free trade in cottons, free trade in 
leather, free trade in salt and coal, free trade 
in every industry that can engage the atten- 
tion or the hands of a human being. 

Mr. KELLEY. The people of New Hamp- 
shire will show. you to-day what they think 
about that. ae 

Mr. KERR. The people of this country are 


coming to understand that England has built 
up her magnificent triumph in the commerce 
of the world by making iron free and steel free, 
by removing all manacles from the hands of 
toil. Yes, even pig iron free, and everything 
else that enters at all into the construction of 
a commercial marine. Hence her command 
of the commerce of the world. *‘ Protection,” 
as defined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KeLLeY] was for a century the bane and 
curse of England. Her prosperity and grand. 
triumph came only with the adoption of free 
trade. When England restored personal lib- 
erty to her citizens in the great pursuits of 
human industry and trade, then her power 
became firmly anchored and her success com- 
plete. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post 
Oftice Department. for the year ending June 
30th, 1873, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act S. No. 442 to amend.an act entitled 
‘* An act to provide for a building suited to the 
use of the post office, the pension and revenue 
oflicers, and the judicial officers of the United 
States, in the city of Trenton, New Jersey,” 
approved March 3, 1871. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio, (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.,) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ACKER: The memorial of William 
H. Brangan and 32 others, workers in various 
industries, citizens of Montgomery county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of the duties 
on tea, coffee, and such other articles as can- 
not be produced in the United States, and 
remonstrating against any change in the duties 
on articles which can be successfully produced 
in this country. 

By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of Clark 
Hall, of Steubenville, Ohio, praying the pas- 
sage of an act allowing him back pension as a 
soldier of the war of 1812. 

By Mr. DUELL: The remonstrance of E. 
P. Howe, J. R. Pharis, H. H. Boone, and 30 
others, citizens of Onondaga county, New 
York, protesting against the renewal of letters- 
patent to L. L. Langstroth and R. ©. Otis for 
Langstroth’s patent bee-hive. 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of Jonas Kel- 
ler, George S. Miller, and 34 others, citizens 
of Berks county, Pennsylvania, for a modifi- 
cation of the present unfair and partial laws 


j regulating the distillation of whisky, so that 


distilleries may be licensed according to their 
actual capacity, such capacity to be ascer- 
tained by practical men. 

Also, au address of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
calling the attention of Congress to the exist- 
ing unfair and partial character of the laws 
governing the distillation of whisky, and rec- 
ommending such modifications as will pro- 
tect small distilleries from being crushed out 
of a legitimate business by large and wealthy 
monopolies. ; 

By Mr. HALDEMAN: The petition of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


merchants and citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of reducing the tariff to a 
strictly revenue basis. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Joseph 
Nock, asking Congress to restore the sixth 
section of the act of August 29, 1842, or enact 
some equivalent thereto, and also to pass a 
bill granting him, as partial compensation for 
the use by the Government of the United 
States of his patent inkstands during the last 
seventeen years, and for the loss, injury, and 
suffering caused him by the repeal of said 
sixth section, the sum of $100,000. 

Also, the remonstrance of 104 printers, type- 
founders, binders, gold-beaters, and paper- 
makers, against the passage of an international 
copyright law. 

By Mr. KERR: The petition of Bela C. 
Kent, Simon Reiley, R. P. Main, and 16 
others, citizens of New Albany, Indiana, for 
a uniform tax on tobacco. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of J. H. Ford 
and others, for an act of Congress granting a 
land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres 
of land to each officer and soldier of the Gov- 
ernment in the late war. 

By Mr. MANSON: The petition of John 
H. Fenee, John Stout, George N. Brown, M. 
L. Halcom, Michael Daily, James Hollen, 
George Tates, and 185 others, of Somerset, 
Kentucky, all soldiers in the late war to sup- 
press the rebellion, praying the speedy enact- 
ment by Congress of House bill No. 452, intro- 
duced by Mr. Manson, to grant bounty lands 
to soldiers who served in said war, and to the 
widows and children of such as have died. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of Charles 
Doerr, John Van Volkenburg, J. C. Walker, 
and others, citizens of Fort Madison, Iowa, 
praying the passage of a bill to provide for 
bridging the Mississippi river at that place. 

By Mr. B. F. MEYERS: A petition of 
70 citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylva- 
nia, against a protective tariff and in favor of 
a tariff for revenue only, so framed as to col- 
lect the needed sum with the least cost to the 
people as a whole, and praying especially that 
the determination of Congress to abolish du- 
ties known to be for protection (so called) and 
not for revenue may be shown by the imme- 
diate repeal of duties upon salt, coal, and pig 
iron. 

Also, the petition of D. B. Vondersmith, 
late captain of company C, twenty-first Penn- 
sylvania cavalry, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: A petition 
of 1,600 citizens of Albany, New York, pray- 
ing that salaries of letter-carriers be increased 
to $1,200 a year. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of Thomas 
J. Stewart and others, ship-owners of Maine, 
for a light-house on Block Island, Long 
Island sound. 

By Mr. POLAND: The protest of Mrs. 
Clara A. Wilcox and other women, of Iowa, 
against the extension of the right of suffrage 
to women 

By Mr. ( 
E. Hoskinson and D. J. Follett, asking for 
the removal of the tariff on type, and that the 
same be placed on the free list. 

By Mr. SEELY: The petition of citizens 
of Cayuga county, New York, to continue the 
duty on salt. $ 

Also, the petition of citizens of Seneca 
county, New York, to repeal the duty on salt 
and pig iron. 

By Mr. SLOSS: The. petitions of Messrs. 
White & White, publishers. of the Moulton 
(Alabama) Advertiser, and T. H. Caruthers 
& Co., publishers of the North Alabamian and 
Times, of Tuscumbia, Alabama, asking the 
passage of the bill introduced on the 29th day 
of January, 1872, by Hon. Danie W. Voor- 
HEES, for placing'type on the free list. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of Charles Knight, of Lowndes county, Geor- 
gia, askiug the removal of his political dis- 
abilities. 


‘SAWYER: The petition of George | 


By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of Abi- 
gail F. Barton, widow of a soldier of the war 
of 1811, for pension. i 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of 36 merchants of the city of Buffalo, 
New York, and vicinity, in favor of a modifica- 
tion of the tariff on sugar by establishing a 
specific and uniform rate of duty on same. 

Also, a petition of 20 masters and owners 
of vessels trading to Escanaba, asking for an 
appropriation sufficient to establish a light on 
Poverty Island at the entrance to Green Bay. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following bill was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: A bill to establish | 
a post route from New Brighton, via Brush | 
Creek, to Barrisville, Pennsylvania. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 13, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
MAN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives yesterday, were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred as indi- 
cated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 28, 
1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1980) relating to pro- 
posals and contracts for transportation of the 
mails, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1986) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Ilinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sents resolutions of the board of supervisors 
of the city and county of San Francisco, in 
regard to an effort now being made to grant 
possession of the Yerba Buena or Goat Island, 
in the bay of San Francisco, to the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. As that, bill has 
not yet’ passed the House of Representatives, 
the-resolutious will be laid upon the table, and 
if the Senator from California desires to have 
them printed in the Globe he can ask for it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask to have them 
printed in the Globe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, these resolutions will be printed in 
the Globe, as they relate to a matter of national 
concern. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


San Francisco, CALIFORNIA, 
7 ‘arch 11, 1872. 
To the Vice President, and the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled : ` 


The following resolutions were adopted at a meet- 
ing of the board of supervisors of the city and county 
of San Francisco, State of California, held on the lth 
instant: 

Whereas an effort is now being made to grant pos- 
session of Yerba Buena or Goat Island, in the bay 
of San Francisco, to the Central Pacifie Railroad 
Company; and whereas we are profoundly con- 
vineed that such a concession by the United States 
Government would cause serious and permanent 
injury not only to the interests of this city and 
county, which represents nearly one half of the tax- 
able property and one fourth of the population of 
the State of California, but also to the commercial 
interests of this State, and of the whole Pacific coast; 
and whereas prominent scientific officers of the Uni- 
ted States corps of engineers and the United States 
Coast Survey have oflicially reported condemning 
the project of constructing a wharf-bridge or other 
obstruction from the Oakland or Alameda shore to 
said island, as tending so to operate upon the tidal 
currents of the bay as to lead to, the formation of 
shoals, and eventually result in the shoaling of the 
waters on the bar at the mouth of the harbor-to an 


extent that would rend er the harbor inaccessible to 
deep draught vessels: Therefore. neS 

Resolved, That this board régardsthe preservation 
of the harbor of San ey 
fare of this city, the State of California, the United. 


commerce of the world this the one safe and com- © 
modious harbor in a distance of about thirteen hun- 
dred miles of American sea-coast on the Pacific 
ocean, extending from San Dieg» to Puget sound. 

Resolved, That in the name of commerce, trade, 
and ¢tvilization, this board does respectfully. and 
earnestly protest against any action on the part of 
the Congress of the. United States which threatens 
to impair the usefulness of the bay and harbor: of 
San Francisco. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in 
the Congress of the United States be, and are hereby, 
respectfully requested to oppose the passage of any 


i| act having in view the granting of either, perma- 


nent or temporary possession of Yerba Buens. ör 
Goat Island, or any part thereof, to any corpora- 
tion or corporations for terminal or any other pur- 
poses, as the interests of the port of San Francisco, 
i State of California, and the entire Pacific coast will 
i suffer thereby, not only from the impending dangers 
| and damage as above recited, but our commercial 
trade will also be restricted and paralyzed by 
placing a monopoly of commercial facilities in the 
hands of a single corporation or a few individuals. 
Resolved, That the clerk of this board is hereby 
| authorized and instructed to telegraph these resolu- 
tion forthwith to the President and Vice President 
of the United States, to the Speaker of the House of. 
Representatives, and to our several Senators and 
Congressmen at Washington city, as respectfully 
expressing the views and wishes of the great major- 
ity of the tax-paying citizens of California, 
JNO. A. RUSSELL, ‘Olerk. 


Mr. WILSON presented the petition..of 
Elien Barrigan, widow of Keran Berrigan, late. 
private in company D, second regiment. Mas- 
sachusetts volunteers, praying the enactment 
of a law granting her a pension, and also back 
pay and bounty due her husband; which. was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented a memorial 
of citizens of Connecticut, praying indemnifi- 
cation for spoliations committed by the French . 
prior to the year 1801; which was ordered.to 
lie on the table. i ae 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented the memorial 
of United States district judge for the distret 
of Nebraska, asking increased mileage to wit- 
nesses and jurors attending United States 
court; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. hts 

Mr. SCOTT. I- present the memorial of. 
Mrs. E. R. Ames and three hundred'andninety-. 
six other women, three hundred and fifty-seven 
of whom sign themselves as workingwomen, 
of Philadelphia, protesting againstan extension 
of suffrage to women. I move its reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ee 

The motion was agreed to. f 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of 
David 8. Walker, of Leon county, Florida,. 
praying the removal of his political disabilities; `- 
which was referred to the select Committee! 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. . of 

Mr. BLAIR presented a letter of Robert A. 
Hatcher, of New Madrid, Missouri, in relation: 
to the removal of his political disabilities’; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. a, E 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Daniel Sullivan, of the District of Columbia, 
praying for an increase of pension ; which was 
refe rred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COLE. I present a protest of the board, 
of supervisors of the city and county of Sau 
Francisco, relating to the same subject as the 
memorial that was sent here of that city, to 
wit, the cession of Goat Island to the Central, 
Pacific Railroad Company, which I ask may 
be printed and lie on the table, as the matter. 
is not now before this body, and the protest.18 
addressed to this body. cree 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The Chair pre- 
sented a similar series of resolutions, sent to 
him, at the opening of the session, and they 
were or dered to be printed in the Globe at the 
suggestion of the Senator's colleague. 

Mr. COLE. ‘Then I withdraw this paper. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
grocers of Quiticy, Uinois, praying that.if.the 
duties be taken off tea and coffee; the law 
shall not take effect for at least ninety days 


Francisco as vital to the wel- 4 


States, and to the cause of commerce at large; and: z 
that it is the duty of this city to preserve to the == 
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after the passage of the act ; which was referred | 
~~ to the Committee on Finance. . 


| »He also presented the petition of R. C. Hol- 
tou,’ publisher of the Danville Weekly Argus, 
- of Vermilion. county, Ilinois, praying that per- 
sons known as regular publishers and dealers 
~ ‘newspapers and‘ periodicals may receive by 
Mail such quantities of either as they may 
i require, in ‘bulk, whether wholly or in part 
"printed, and’ pay postage thereon as received 
‘at the same rates pro rata asregular subscribers 
‘publications weighing four ounces who pay 
‘quarterly ‘in‘advance ; which was referred to 
the. Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
ae PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 
Ordered, That W. J. S. Golladay have leave to 


withdraw from the files of the Senate his petition and 
papers. 


‘On motion of Mr. COOPER, it was 


` Ordered, That the memorial of the surviving chil- 
dren of Colonel Samuel Hammond, praying to be 
: Allowed commutation pay for the services of their 
father.in the reyolutionary war, be taken from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionaty Claims. 
‘a On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 
dered, That the Committeeon Military Affairs 
_. be discharged from the further consideration of the 
pi petition of George T. Wiggins, praying compensa- 
' tion for damages sustained on account of the seizure 


Si: 


bythe United ‘States, for a hospital, and that it be 
referred to the Committce on Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mt. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 770) to erect two new land districts in 
the State of Nebraska, reported it without 
amendment. | : 

Mrs WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
` tary’ Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 

` No. 468) to enable the Président to appoint a 
Paymaster General of the Army, reported it 
without amendment. 

oi  He'also, from the same committee, to whom 
‘was referred the bill (S. No. 778) to provide 


of the Leighton House, in the city of Keokuk, Lowa, | 


E for the’payment of women nurses during the 


wat, reported it, withont amendment. 

_. * “He also, from the same committee, to whom 
`; was referred the bill (S. No. 758) to confirm 
the purchase of the site at Fort Houston, near 
Nashville, Tennessee, and to donate the same 
to the trustees of Fisk University for educa- 
tional purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, ` 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
108). granting condemned cannon for the erec- 
tion óf a soldiers’ monument at Mound City, 
Illinois, reported it without amendment, 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 26) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to. pay to the claimants the proceeds 

: of certain cotton seized in violation of instruc- 
tions from the’ Treasury Department, and which 
have been erroneously covered into the Treas- 
ury, asked to be discharged from its. further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

» “He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was. referred the bill (S. No. 492) to confirm 
certain bona fide titles, reported it adversely, 
the subject-matter having been settled’ by a 
decision of the Supreme Court; and it was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R, No. 1867) for the 
relief of James T. Johnston, reported it with- 
out amendment. f 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1228) for the relief of R. Nelson Gere, 

` feported it with amendments. 
` Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the claim of Dr. S. S. Lockwood, praying 
compensation fora horse and buggy taken by 
an officer of the Army at Charleston, in the 
year 1865, reported adversely thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Seott W. Harring- 
ton, praying compensation for the loss of a 
horse while in the military service of the Uni- 
ted. States, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved that the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw his papers; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William W. Ward, 
praying compensation for the use by the Gov- 
ernment of his patent bullet-machine, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved that the peti- 
tioner have leave to withdraw his papers; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Matilda Barnett 
and sister, of Fredericksburg, Virginia, pray- 
ing compensation for property destroyed by 
the Army in 1864, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Washington. D. 
Glenn, praying compensation for property 
destroyed at Winchester, Virginia, during the 
rebellion, reported adversely thereon. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I am directed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 792) in addition to an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act for the removal of causes in certain 


i cases trom State courts,’ approved July 27, 


| 1866,’’ approved March 2, 1867, to report it 
back without amendment, and to ask that it 
may be considered at this time. It merely 
provides for a reciprocal right of removal be- 
tween aliens and citizens, the alien now hav- 
ing the right, and under the Constitution it is 
reciprocal, and there is a need for the imme- 
diate passage of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the right of 
removal of a cause created by the act of 
March 2, 1867, shallextend to and be enforced 
in all suits heretofore or hereafter commenced 
in any State court in which either the plaintiff 
or defendant is or shall be an alien, and in 
which the other party is or shall be a citizen 
of any of the United States; which removal 
may be applied for and had under the regula- 
tions in the act provided for the cases therein 
mentioned, A 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SURVEY OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to take 
up this morning the bill providing for running 
the boundary line between the British prov- 
inces and the United States, which came from 
the House almost at the beginning of the ses- 
sion, and which it will only take a moment to 
pass. I have been trying for six weeks to get 
it up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
of reports of committees, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up the bill indicated by him. 
Is there objection? Several Senators have 
risen with morning business, which is in the 
nature of an objection. 
an CAMERON. Nobody has objected 
though. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, it will be reported. ` 

Mr. POMEROY. I presume the Senator. 
will give way after he gets his bill up to the 
regular morning business? - 

Mr. CAMERON. Of course. 

Mr. CONKLING. In lieu of making an 
objection, which I never make to the Senator 
from Penusylvania, I wish to say that I hope 
when this bill is disposed of it will not be 
taken as an objection to any Senator if I in- 
sist on taking up, if the Senate will indulge 
me,a resolution which I have tried two or 
three times to get up, which has been up twice 
in the morning hour and gone over under 


— 


debate. I want if.I can to get a vote upon it, 
and it is very awkward to do that without ob- 
jecting to some Senator. I give notice now. 
that when my honorable friend from Pennsy}- 
vania has concluded, I shall ask the Senate to 
take up the resolution, and I hope that will 
ne: be considered an objection to. anybody 
else. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1056) authorizing the 
suryey and marking of the boundary between 
the territory of the United States and the pos- 
sessions of Great Britain, from the Lake of 
the Woods to the summit-of the Rocky mount: 
ains. 

The bill authorizes tbe President of the 
United States, by and wilh the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to codperate with the 
Government of Great Britain in the appoint- 
ment of a joint commission, in accordance with 
the plan and estimates of Brigadier General 
A. A. Humphreys, chief of engineers, sub- 
mitted November 23, 1870, for determining 
the boundary line between the United States 
and the British possessions between the Lake 
of the Woods and the Rocky mountains; but 
engineers in the regular service of the United 
States are to be employed exclusively as engin- 
eers in the performance of the duties con- 
templated by this act, without any additional 
salary, and the Secretary of War is directed to 
make the necessary details of engineers for that 
purpose. The bill also appropriates $50,000, 
or so much thereof as may be req ired, to 
carry into effect the object of the joint com- 
mission. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE. 


Mr. CONKLING. I nowask that theresolu- 
tion’I referred to be taken up. I am willing, 
after it shall be taken up, to yield for regu- 
lar morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks unanimous consent to take up 
the resolution in regard to recommendations 
to office by Senators, stating that when it is 
taken up he will yield to the regular routine 
morning business. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the resolution is before the Senate. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from 
New York to give way that I may ask the Sen- 
ate that Monday next be set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That will be in 
order when Senate resolutions are in order, 
but will be subject to a single objection, throw- 
ingit over one day. The Senator from Mich- 
igan asks unanimous consent that Monday 
next after one o'clock be assigned to the 
business of his committee. Is there objection? 

‘Mr. COLE. I must object. 

NOTICES FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. MORTON. I desire to give notice that 
I shall ask the Senate to-morrow morning to 
take up the bill to provide for constructing 
bridges across the Ohio river. Į desire to give 
that notice now. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I simply rise to say that 
to-morrow morning, after the morning busi- 
ness, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to take up Senate bill No. 41, not for the pur- 
pose of taking action upon it, but to enable 
me to submit a brief statement in regard to 
it, which will probably occupy fifteen or twenty 
minutes, no longer. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimons con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
800) relating to the collection of the revenue; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
“ consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, 
No. 801) granting aright of way.to the Mobile 
and Alabama Grand Trunk Railroad Company 
through and over lands owned by the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave tointroducea bill (S. No. 802) 
appropriating a certain sum of money to be 
expended in the erection of a building for the 
purposes of a. United States court-house and 
post office at Huntsville, in the State of Ala- 
bama; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 808) to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in certain States 
and Territories; which wag read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTAGE LAKE SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask unan- 
imous consent to take up the bill (H. R. No. 
1761) extending the time for the completion 
of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior ship- 
canal. The bill has passed the House, and I 
believe has the unanimous concurrence of 
the Committee on Public Lands; ahd I trust 
there will be no objection to putting it on its 


passage. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is a resolution 
up already. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sometime since, 
while the Senator from Michigan was probably 
absent, the Senator from New York [Mr. 
CoxxLine] obtained unanimous consent to 
call up a resolution which bas been heretofore 
debated, in regard to recommendations to 
office by various Senators, stating that he 
would give way to the current morning busi- 
ness. The Senator from Michigan, however, 
asks unanimous consent: to. consider the bill 
indicated by-him. : 

Mr. POMEROY. Let.that bill come up after 
the Senator from New York gets through with 
his resolution. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. When that res- 
olution is disposed of, I should like to have 
this bill taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not tell whether it will be finished before the 
morning hour expires or not. 

REPORT ON IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted the following 

resolution; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate twenty-five hundred copies of the report on 
immigration by the Bureau of Statistics. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its present considera- 
tion: 


Resolved, That Monday next after one o'clock be 


set apart for the consideration of business reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the -present consideration of the reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I give notice that 
ĮI shall call it up in the. morning. 

ATCHINSON, TOPEKA, ETC:, RAILROAD. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment iù- 
tended to be proposed to the bill. (S. No. 676) 
to extend the time for the completion. of the 
Atchinson, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the resolution of the Senator 
from New York. 


Mr. CONKLING. | It. has. been reported 
heretofore, and need not be reported again. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Hlinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] gave notice of an 
amendment to it. ; 

Mr..CONKLING.. I am-awareof that, and 
I want to modify my resolution: i 

Mr: CASSERLY. Willthe Senator allow 
me a moment in reference to.a matter of morn- 
ing business ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
completed the call of morning business. 

Mr. CONKLING. Unless it is something 
very pressing and special I wish- the Senator 
would defer it until to morrow morning. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wish to ask to 
have the memorial of the board of supervisors 
of San Francisco printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection, that order will be made, instead of 
printing it in the Globe. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask for both, asa means 
of communicating that document to Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Thatis not usual, 
but the Senator desires, on account of the im- 
portance of this matter, that the paper referred 
to be printed, not only in the Globe, but also 
as a Senate document. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I objected 
yesterday morning to the printing of a memo- 
rial, and in order to be impartial { must object 
in this case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent at the present time, and objec- 
tion is made. It will be printed in the Globe, 
as already ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I offer the resolu- 
tion for printing to-day, and will call it up to- 
morrow. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed 


over until to-morrow. 
SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OFFICE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. CoxKLING, on the 
26th of February, in relation to recommenda- 
tions for office. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not wish to con- 
sume a moment in debate. l wish instead 
to appeal to the Senate to allow the resolu- 
tion to pass, to allow a vote to be taken ‘now. 
It has twice been debated to the exhaustion 
of the morning hour. The other morning, 
when I was not in the Chamber, the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] gave notice of 
an amendment, the material parts of which I 
wish to accept, and to modify my resolution 
accordingly. The same Senator proposed an 
amendment previously which I at once ac- 
cepted, and now I take the material portion 
of the amendment of which he gave notice, 
and having added to it somewhat, I ask to 
modify my resolution accordingly. I wish to 
say to the honorable Senator that the portion 
of his proposed amendment which I have 
omitted is that portion which is already em- 
braced in the resolution, and one additional 
provision by which the whole resolution would 
be snowed under and swamped. The Sena- 
tor proposes to call for the names of all per- 
sons not Senators who have made recom- 
mendations, in which Senators have joined, and 
as petitions sometimes contain not only hun- 
dreds but thousands of names, of course, if 
they were all to be recopied, it would send 
here a great bulk of useless papers and require 
a great while. I ask leave to modify my reso- 
lution by adding what I send to the Secretary, 
and which will, I believe, enlarge the inquiry 
as much as the Senator from Illinois proposes 
upon every material point. 

This being done, and I refraining from any 
reply to the speeches which have been made 
against the resolution, I hope we may vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom 
from New York modifies the resolution by 
adding what will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And whether appointments or removals have jin’ ©- 


any instance been made at the suggestion or request 
of any third party, who has acted as a go-between 
between either of said Senators and the appointing 
power, or represented, or in any manner caused it to 
be understood, that such appointments or removals 
would be agreeable to; or were desired by, any Sen= 
ator, and if so, giving the name of the Senatorand 
of the person who so represented or caused it to be 
understood; and particularly whether any such ap- 
pointments or: removals have been made at the sug- 
gestion of Roswell Hart; an assistant superintend- 
ent of mail service in the State of New York, or of 
A. H. Laflin, naval officer of the port of New York, 
or of A. B. Cornell, surveyor of the port of New 
York, they, or either of them, professing. to repre- 
sent any such Senators; also, whether any persons 
speaking for or on behalf of any such Senators 
have approached the executive department or any 
of its branches with proposals to. arrange. or com- 
pose the dissatisfaction of any of such Senators on 
the basis of patronage or by means of patronage; ». 
also, whether any of such Senators have made ap- 
plication or suggestion in regard to the award of 
any contract provided by law to be let to the lowest 
bidder, and if so, what Senator, and the name of the 
bidder in whose behalf the suggestion was made.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say that I 
should not feel at liberty to embrace ‘the nameg 
of the three gentlemen mentioned there, ex‘ 
cept that I have reason to know that they 
themselves wish an inquiry as to whether they 
have done any such thing as was suggested by 
the amendment. Therefore, I venture to let 
their names stand. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator ‘from 
New York has modified his resolutiot as'has 
been read by the Secretary: and the question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska, [Mr. Trpron,] which is to strike 
out the words ‘New York, Missouri, Illinois, 
and Nebraska,” and in lieu thereof to‘insert 
‘ several States of the Union.” 

_ Mr. TRUMBULL. When an amendment 
is pending is it competent for a Senator to 
modify his resolution by adopting a part of 
that amendment? , pes 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sip- 
poses so. That is the parliamentary law at 
any rate. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is an amiend- 
ment pendingalready. The Senator from New 
York proposed to modify his resolution with- 
out reference to that amendment. The Sen: 
ator from Nebraska’ had moved an aniend: 


ment. ; 
“The VICE PRESIDENT, 
reads as follows: 
“And any motion may be withdrawn”— 


And the parliamentary law shows ‘that this 
language includes ‘‘ modified’’— 

“by the mover at any time before a decision, 
amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays, except 
a motion toreconsider, which shall not be withdrawn | 
without leave of the Senate.” aes 

It does not say ‘‘before the moving of an 
amendment,” but ‘before an amendment.” 
That is to say, if a proposition has not beea 
amended, it is in the power of the mover to 
withdraw it or modify it. But the Chair is 
now informed that upon the 26th of February, 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska, the yeas and nays’ were 
ordered. That would prohibit the modifica- 
tion. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not remember 
that, and I do not remember it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It had passed 
from the recollection of the Chair, but it ap- 
pears by the Secretary’s record that on the 
26th of February, on the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska, the yeas and nays 
were ordered, oe 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I give notice that 
I will move to amend the amendment when 
the time comes so as to embrace the additional 
inquiry suggested. aE 

The VICE PRESIDENT.: The Chair will 
state that the pendency of an amendment does 
not prevent a Senator from accepting the whole 
amendment or a part: of it; but after it is 
amended it passes from his power. The ques- 
tion now ison the amendment of the Senator 


The tenth rule 


: lous. 


from: Nebraska, upon which the yeas and nays 
: have: been ordered. 

<- Mr NYE. How will the resolution read if 
amended? . 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
read the regolution as it will. stand if 
ended. 

‘The Crier Cumrx. That portion of the res- 
olution which it is proposed to amend reads: 
Resolved, That the President be requested, if in 
` hisijudgment not. incompatible with the public in- 


habs terest, to inform. the Senate of. the number of rec- 


ommendations for appointment to and removals 

: from: office, so far as can: be ascertained, made to 
the present Administration by the Senators from 
the States of New York, Missouri, Illinois, and 
Nebraska, respectively, &c. 


It is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘New 
York, Missouri, Illinois, and Nebraska,” and 
in lieu of these words to insert ‘‘ the several 
States of the Union.” 
sMr.. LOGAN. This question is up for action 
at this time, I suppose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 
Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to discuss it 
. but. merely to say a few words. I cannot un- 
derstand, nor have I been able to learn since 
this resolution and the amendments were of- 
` fered, what the purpose is.. An investigation 
is’ proposed as to. how many persons have 
een. recommended for office, who has been 
appointed, and by what Senator recommended. 
‘Why, sir, what is the object of an investiga- 
tion? It is to ascertain if law has been vio- 
lated, if some improper conduct has been ex- 
hibited by some person, something immoral, 
something wrong. Is there any wrong in the 
recommendation of persons for office? Is 
there any wrong in obtaining the appointments 
of persons to ottice unless they are corruptly 
obtained? And there is no such charge here. 
Ido-not like to characterize this resolution 
and the amendments as being ridiculous; but 
I think anywhere. else,except in this Senate 
Chamber, they would be considered ridicu- 
I have no question of that. 
As far as I am concerned individually, I 
gare nothing about it. I am willing that my 
State shall be investigated so far as I am 
concerned, because the investigation will 
show that I have made a great many recom- 
mendations, and have had a good many peo- 
ple appointed, though not so many as I had 
hoped to have. That has been my misfortune 
and theirs. I have made different recommend- 
; ations to office of persons from different States, 
of all colors, all complexions, all kinds, except 
“bad. characters. J did once recommend to 
Colonel Babcock, who is at the Executive 
Mansion, that he.allow an old Irish lady here 
to build a pen and put a cow in. | Laughter. | 
Whether that recommendation was for the 
benefit of the lady or the cow I do not know; 
but J made the recommendation and he granted 
it like. a gentleman. I was glad he did. 
“These things strike me as extremely ridic- 
ulous. An investigation is not going to stop 
me from recommending, because Í will recom- 
mend every day. Ido recommend every day 
some gentleman or some lady or somebody for 
office, a clerkship or something, no matter what. 
Trecommend people forlaborand employment, 
: too. Anything I can do fora poor person Í 
will doif [think itis right. Iam willing to 
go before the country and defend myself so 
far as recommendations are concerned, and I 
expect I have made as many as any man in 
‘the Senate, and perhaps got less appointed. 
The feeling that is sometimes exhibited here 
between Senators seems to me to be strange 
` fora body of this kind. Iam sorry to see it. 
Ihave no such feeling against any Senator 
that I want him investigated unless he has 
done something corrupt, something very wrong. 
Ido not know why this feeling should exist, 
or why it.should be exhibited here in the 
Senate Ghamber. I think the true way for the 
Senate isto consider the proposition a ridicu- 
lous one and to lay it on the table. That is 
ty notion about it, and I make that motion, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is 
in order. The Senator from-Illinois moves to 
lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator with- 
draw the motion so that I can make an inquiry ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It must be with 
the consent of the Senate, as the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. The Senator from 
Ilinois asks consent to withdraw the motion 
temporarily, to allow the Senator from Ohio 
to make a statement. 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to make 
an inquiry, because it will govern my vote. I 
ask the Senator from New York if he deems 
this investigation necessary for his own vindi- 
cation?” If he does, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Necessity compels me 
to say to the Senator that I do. I have so 
often been charged with having an undue 
share in obtaining patronage, that after the 
exercise of what I think isa commendable de- 
gree of patience, I want the Senate to know 
the facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I will add is this: I 
say to the Senator from Illinois that I think 
with him this proceeding has gone far enough, 
and that it ought to be abandoned, and I will 
not vote for this further than simply to vindi- 
cate a Senator who thinks he needs this inform- 
ation for his own vindication. To that extent 
Tam willing to go, but no further. 

Mr. NYE. Will the Senator from New 
York allow the resolution to be modified so as 
to apply to him alone? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from New 
York will confine it to his own case, I will 
agree to it at once. S 

Mr. CONKLING. How would that cast 
any light upon the point at issue? I want to 
abstain from debate; I would not even in 
answer to questions be drawn into debate now. 
I do not wish to refer to anything to provoke 
debate and cause delay. 

I wiil, therefore, answer merely that three 
members of this body, repeatedly, sometimes 
in prepared speeches, speaking of me, or at 
me, and in contrast or comparison with them- 
selves, have imputed to me a certain line of 
action which they condemn, and from which 
they say simply they are free. I ask simply 
that the records of the accusers and of the 
accused be laid side by side before this body, 
and I say to the Senator from Illinois now on 
his feet, [Mr. Locan,] that i have never inti- 
mated that I thought it was discreditable to 
him or any other Senator to make proper 
recommendations for office; far from it. I 
have’ made them myself. I want the Senate 
and the country to know whom I have recom- 
mended ; the facts and the names; and the 
same facts as to those here who have arraigned 
me. I want, if I can, to reach a time when 
there shall be an cud of groundless charges, 
which truth would answer, if truth could get 
out. The assertions I refer to have done 
harni—not to me alone, that would be of little 
importance to others; they have done injury 
beyond this. The simple facts laid before the 
Senate will, I think, remedy the whole dif- 
culty, and probably it will never be necessary 
to comment on them; certainly I do not wish 
to do so now. 

This is a measure of justice, and that only. 
I have seen—I do not know who inspired it— 
a statement, apparently by authority, since & 
recent amendment was noticed here, that per- 
sons had acted as my tools and go-betweens 


The Chair hears no | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


at the Departments, that my requests were į 


made through agents. I want to. know how 
that is. Ithink 1 have a right to know it now 
since the Senator from Illinois -has proposed 
it as part of the inquiry. I bave seen it stated 
that Senators, whom I will not mention, were 
going to offer such a resolution in order to 


i 


“March 13, 


show the great number of appointments ob-. 
tained by me. The suggestion of a resolution 
was never made in this body until it came 
from a Senator now in his seat, which it did 
before I offered it; but it was mentioned ag 
long ago as the holidays that a resolution was 
to be offered, and the mover was mentioned, 
in order to bring evidence here showing the 
great patronage 1 had controlled, 

I say to my honorable friend from Nevada ` 
the truth wrongs nobody, and the simple rec- 
ord of each of these Senators who stand as 
accusers or accused can dono injustice, and I 
earnestly hope the Senate will allow the reso- 
lution to be adopted. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should understand from 
the remarks of the Senator from New York 
giving his reasons for having this resolution 
extend beyond himself that all embraced in 
it had been aceusers of his, Have I ever been 
his accuser? 

Mr. CONKLING. Very far from it. My 
honorable friend will see that I could not, 
without a personal impropriety, distinguish in 
the resolution between himself and his col- 
league. JI employed in’ the resolution the 
words ‘persons now Senators,’’ and I did so 
fora reason. I am very glad the Senator has 
reminded meofit. His predecessor, who was 
here during the present Administration, has 
gone, and is on a bed of sickness. One of 
the Senators from Nebraska has gone, and is 
no longer among us. One of the Senators 
(Judge Drake) who was here from Missouri 
has gone out of political life, and is a judge 
on the bench. {Í first drew the resolution 
‘Senators from the States.” Then it oc- 
curred to me that I should be including three 
absent persons, and I changed it to ‘‘ persons 
now Senators,’’ not because I wanted to in- 
clude my honorable friend from Illinois, who 
now asks me the question, but simply because 
I could not omit him without using language 
which I feared might be considered discour- 


_teous or discriminating. 


Mr. LOGAN. T have no objection, so far as 
I am concerned, to being investigated every 
morning before breaktast, because I am will- 
ing to confess everything in reference to my 
recommendations and their success without 
any investigation. But investigations here 
carry with them always an impression that 
there is something to investigate. When noth- 
ing criminal, corrupt, or immora] has been 
practiced, I cannot understand why investiga- 
tion should be ordered. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to interrupt him to make a suggestion? I 
entirely agree with him that in the former his- 
tory of the Senate an investigation being 
ordered presupposed that there was something 
to be investigated; but let me suggest to that 
Senator that that has long since ceased to -be 
the fact. Ordering an investigation in the 
Senate now raises no presumption that there 
is anything wrong or that there is anything to 
be investigated. 

Mr. LOGAN. That may possibly be so far 
as the gentleman’s mind is concerned, but it 
might be different with others. Every one I 
believe is recognized as havinga right to judge 
for himself.. Hence the right is accorded to 
the Senator from New York to judge for him- 
self. If it is desirable to investigate him, let 
that be done, but I do not see what harm he 
can have done by making recommendations 
or by getting appointments for his friends. I 
do not think there is any wrong in that. I 
cannot see where the wrong is. 

Mr. CONKLING, Wilt the Senator allow 
me a word? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to put to the 
Senator a case for illustration. Suppose there 
were a Senator who had made fewer recom- 
mendations—I do not say there is such a Sen- 
ator—than any other member; suppose he had 
less in every sense to do with the dispensation 
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of patronage than any other Senator, and had 
had fewer friends put in office; and suppose 
that Senator ‘should he selected in the Cham- 
ber, and by independent newspapers, and 
talked about as a henchman, as a huckster of 
patronage, as clinging to the skirts of power 
and the like; suppose he should be told by a 
Senator that he knew how he could get pat- 
ronage too if he would do as he did; does not 
the Senator think the time would come when 
it would be natural and just that the man I 
have supposed should want to know, and have 
others know, the truth between him and those 
so free in talking about and at him? How is 
that? I put it to the Senator’s sense of fair- 
ness. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer in this way. 
I know that it cannot be myself thatis accused 
of making fewer recommendations. ‘The Sen- 
ator’s remark cannot apply to me. IJ presume 
that it applies to the Senator from New York, 
from what he has said. I suppose from his 
remarks that he has made few recommenda- 
tions. Probably few of his friends have been 
appointed, and I presume that is the case, 
from what he has said. If so, it is very easy 
for liim to ascertain that fact by asking for 
the facts or by having them investigated. I 
will say this, however, if I had recommended 
none of my friends for office since I was elected 
Senator, I do not think I would want it invest- 
igated; I do not think I would want my 
friends to know it; I do not think it would 
encourage a man’s friends very much to know 
that he never recommended his friends. 
(Laughter. ] 

I do not think an investigation like this will 
turn out of any advantage to anybody. That 
is my notion about it. lt will produce prob- 
ably a discussion, it may be an acrimonious 
one, one that willbe of no advantage to any- 
body in the world, that cannot possibly lead 
to good. The Senator from New York can 
apply to the Departments and get a certified 
statement as to all the recommendations he 


has made and have-it published in the news-. 


papers. It is the simplest thing in the world, 
easy to- be done, without raising committees 
to rummage through papers to examine. -It 
would take a committee three months to find 
out how many recommendations I have made, 
for I have recommended postimasters for four 
districts in my State, Democratic districts, and 
nearly every one appointed in those districts 
I was asked about. The Postmaster General 
asked me to accommodate him by finding out 
who would make good postmasters, and L did 
so. It will be a troublesome matter to find 
out what I have done, I think. Taking it 
as a whole it is a matter of no importance, 
and a matter that the Senate ought not waste 
its time in examining into. ‘That is my opin- 
ion about it, not from any feeling I have in 
reference to it or any injustice that I want to 
do anybody ; but I believe injustice is done 
to the Senator himself by ordering an investi- 
gation that must show, not that he is guilty 
of any wrong, but that he is smarting under 
something. . He wants the record to show 
something that will do no advantage to him 
before the country. I know 1 am not capable 
of giving advice, but that is my view as to it. 
T hope the Senate will lay the whole matter 


on the table as being entirely frivolous and | i 
| from personal experience; and I say that all 


out of place fora body like this, unless it is 
going to reduce itself to what it is now being 
called by some-of the writers-or-scribblers in 
the country. If this Chamber is going to be- 
come a Chamber of wrangling ; if itis going to 
be called a bear garden—and I certainly do 
not use any such language cxcept as language 
quoted from others, and I do not. believe in 
it—if we are to have investigations like this 
about nothing, Í think if we put ourselves in 
such a position we shall be entitled to be calle 
all the names that are used to show that this 
body is losing the dignity it enjoyed in days 
of yore, when statesmen loved to dwell in this 
Hall. S 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois moved to lay on the table, and 
withdrew the motion with the consent of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I did not understand him 
to make the motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. He did not renew it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He withdrew it 
to enable the Senator from Ohio to propound 
a question and receive an answer. Does the 
Senator insist on the motion or not? The 
Senator from Maine is recognized, if not. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon of the Senate 
for having made the remark I did. I intended 
to renew the motion, but forgot it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I only desire to say that it 
will be gratifying to me to adopt the resolution 
in its broadest sense, and it seems to me the 
adoption of the resolution in its broadest 
sense would subserve a good, a wise, and a 
useful purpose. From the discussions which 
we have had upon civil service in this body, 
one would infer that our service was poorer 


to-day than it had ever been known; that || 


there was more corruption prevailing in the 
various Departments than had ever been wit- 
nessed, and that individuals who have recom- 
mended gentlemen for positions have done it 
only and solely upon their political status, and 
not upon the merits and qualifications which 
the various individuals possessed outside of 
their political standing. 

Now, sir, for myself, I would like to spread 
before the world the name of every individual 
that I have recommended to the Departments 
or to the President ; and when it was done, I 
would stand here to challenge the assault of 
anybody upon them for the want of proper 
and necessary qualifications for the places to 
which I have recommended them. I think a 
great, a good, and a useful purpose might be 
subserved by that. But that is not the case 
here; it is presented to us now in another 
aspect, , 

A controversy has grown up between Sen- 
ators here in which I have no part, in which 
I have uo feeling, about which individually I 
care nothing; but in which I should, I am 
very well aware, have a deep and pointed feel- 
ing if I were one of the parties to the contro- 
versy; and it does seem to me that a call 
which shall settle this vexed question between 
them is only right and just as between the 
parties on each side of the controversy; and 
for that reason, and for the precise reason 
that has been stated so well by the Senator 
from Ohio, I would grant to these persons, as 
I would grant to any other Senators in this 
body, the information sought. I will therefore 
vote for the resolution circumscribed to the 
States named in it, and I will then readily and 
cheerfully vote for a general resolution that 
shall call all that information here, that we 
may see and Jearn and know the names and 
‘character of the men who fill these various 
places. 

I want to say here that my experience tells 
me that in efficiency, in promptness, and in 
integrity, the service of these Departments for 
thirty long years has never been as well ad- 
ministered as it is this very day, and I say that 


this hue and cry gotten up over the country 
until men’s minds are confused and nobody 
knows hardly what to believe and what to dis- 
believe, will be swept away as the sun drives 
the mist away when we get at the identical 
names and send them home to our respective 
States, where they are known and where their 
neighbors and their friends can judge whether 
we have acted wisely, honestly, and properly 
in the recommendations we have made. - But 
that is outside of the question here now. I 
think as a matter of fairness and justice the 
resolution, in its circumscribed form, should 
be passed, and I will vote for it. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ing confined it to those who have brought this 


of what has been said about’ hanging aronud 
the skirts. of power and soliciting office, anå so 
on, which is testified to by Mr. Cox, the former 
Secretary of the. Interior, as I reada-dayor 
two ago in the Senate.: That is the abuse, 
Now, it is a little singular that the Senator 
from New York who. offers this resolution, if 
he intended: to: embrace in it. those who had 
brought this matter to the notice of the:Sen- 
ate, should have left out of the resolution the 
very Senator who first paraded in this Senatè 
the recommendations of an individual... All 
the remarks that had -been made inthe: Sen: 
ate, were of a general character not’ appli- 
cable to any particular Senator unless: he 
chose to apply them to himself, till the Sen: 
ator from indiana [Mr. Morron].in his place 
stated that the Departments had been: ran- 
sacked in reference to myself, and that he had 
seen a tabulated statement of the numberof 
recommendations to office that had been made 
by me. 4 g 
The Senator from New York leaves oùt of 
his resolution the very person that first brought 
the matter into the Senate in reference to in- 
dividual Senators, arid compelled me, in order 
to correct the misapprehension which the state- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana made, to call’ 
for the papers and show that instead of solicit: 
ations for office they had been ina large» ma- 
jority of cases merely references of papers, 
references of petitions for little post offices 
sent to me which I had referred to the Depart- . 
ments. That does not come at all within that 
class of abuse which was complained of. No; 
body has complained of that sort of, thing. 
But it was because there were members of 
Congress who were hanging around the De- 
partments and taking up the time of the Sec- 
retaries and of the President, as is stated by 
the former Secretary of the Interior, that some 
reform was needed, for that was the abuse. 
I was put to the trouble of calling upon the 
Departments in order to correct the statement 
made by the Senator from Indiana, and show 
its utter untruth, to call for the papers them: 


partments, and to take upthe time of the Sen: 
ate in correcting the. misapprehension whick 
his remarks had made; and he is the very per- 
son that brought itin here. The Senator from 
New York does not include him at all. ` 
Mr. CONKLING. Would investigating his 

record cast any light on that? out 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Would investigating the 
record of the Senator from Nebraska cast any 
light upon that? ee es 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Will the Senator allow 
me toanswerhim? I thought it would, as I 
! heard that Senator sometime ago read a speech 
in which he named New York as one of the 
aggravated instances where this had happened, 
and his allusion was so unmistakable that £ 
could uot misunderstand it. I thought itdue 
to him to include him. : me 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I dò not know why it 
would not have thrown light upon it to have 
called for the recommendations of the Senator 
from Indiana, the only Senator who had brought 
the matter here; the very person. es 

Mr. CONKLING. Very likely I am in‘faiilt 
| about it, but if the Senator will allow me, I 
i will state my understanding. I did not: know 
what light it would throw to show that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana had made recommendations, 
| which he had avowed over and over: agam. 
When he made this charge against the honor- 
| able Senator from Illinois, I thought it would 
Í throw light to include him, but I did not see 

how any light would be thrown on his record 

by investigating the» Senator from Indiana, 
who had avowed over-and over again that he 
| made a great many recommendations. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought it 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning, 


ator who offers this resolution ‘spéaks of hav `<- 


matter to the notice of the Senate, and speaks 


selves which have been sent by me to'the'De- <: 
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hoor has expired; and the appropriation bill is 
before the Senate, : 2 > 

< Mre TRUMBULL. -One moment. 
«Me. MORTON. I hope this discussion will 
be. allowed to'ga on. i : 

iio Mre TRUMBULL... Ithoughtit would have 

‘thrown some light to let:the country see how 


` many relatives and friends. the Senator from 


Indiana had been forcing into office. I thought 


BOs. if we-are going to inquire, let us have 


that: information. 

ea Mre COLE, I demand the regular order. 

Phe: VICE PRESIDENT. The appropria- 
Aion bill is before the Senate, the pending ques- 

tion being on the amendment of the Senator 
feom Illinois [Mr. Logan] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. SHERMAN, | in 

>. regard to increased salaries. 

vs Mr. LOGAN. I shall make the same mo- 
tion when this resolution is called up to-mor- 
row, to lay it on the table. an 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That subject has 
passed from the consideration of the Senate, 
and the appropriation billis before the Senate. 
«Me. CONKLING. I am seeking the ear 

; of the Chair and the honorable Senator from 
California. to request that he allow the bill to 

“be laid:aside informally that the Senatorfrom 
_AHinois may complete his remarks, and let us 

vote.» It will take less time now. It has been 
Up. two morning hours. It has been talked 
out.two morning hours. 

Mr. COLE. Is the motion to postpone 
debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent to pass over informally the 
‘appropriation bill, but a motion can be made 
to lay: the bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not want to do 
that. T hope the honorable Senator by con- 
sent will let us go on for a few moments. I 
-presume that the Senator from Illinois does 
not- want to talk very long. 

. Mr. MORTON. {í hope the Senator from 
Tilinois will be allowed to conclude his re- 
marks. l a 
» Mr. COLE, It does seem to me that it is 
time the Senate disposed of this business. It 
appears to me not only trifling, but very small 
business, 

: Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no remarks to 
make. ‘The vote may be taken, so far as I 
am concerned. 

_Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I insist on 
the regular order. 

» The, VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is:the appropriation bill. - 

: Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a word to 
the Senator from California. . I am one of his 
faithful followers about the appropriation bill; 
but be cannot by mere objections advance his 
pill. In the first place, on the appropriation 
bill he cannot prevent any Senator from dis- 
cussing this. very line of topic which we are* 
engaged in, | 

Mr. COLE. You may discuss it at that time. 

- Mr. CONKLING. And I think my friend 
would gain sometimes if he would be a little 
more acquiescent. I venture to make that sug- 

“gestion to him,and I submit. it to his better 

Judgment. Now, tbe Senator from Illinois has 
„said that be has concluded hisremarks. I think 
no other Senator wants to pursue this matter, 
and that we can vote on this resolution, and 
therefore, as the Senator from California puts 
it to me, Iwill make the motion to displace the 
appropriation bill, and if he consents, I pre- 
sume the. Senator. from Connecticut will not 
insist on his objection and we can take the vote 
informally ; otherwise, I shall make the motion. 
“Will the Senator from Connecticut be kind 
‘enough to indicate whether he will withdraw his 
objection if the Senator from California will? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 

dent, Iam of opinion that this digcussion is 
not only, not of any use to the public interest, 
but is: prejudicial: to the public interest. .1 | 


think the resolution from beginning to end is 
‘prejudicial to the public interest, and that on 


either side it is best-that this discussion should 
stop; and because I think so, I have insisted 
upon the regular order, and if a motion is 
made to lay aside the regular order or post- 
pone it, I certainly shall be opposed to that, 
and I shall call the yeas and nays upon it. 
Mr. CONKLING. I move to postpone the 
appropriation bill. TI shall withdraw it in a 
moment. I make the motion that I may 


be in order in saying a word in reply to the’ 


Senator from. Connecticut. I think—and I 
say it good-naturedly bat earnestly—that it 


is high time to have an end of the one-sided. 


discussion on this subject which has proceeded 
in this Chamber, without ever wearying the 
Senator from Connecticut that I have ob- 
served, or interfering unpleasantly with his 
sense of what should be done with the public 
business; it is high time that some members 
of this body should cease casting reflections 
upon others, if we are to be met morning 
hour after morning hour with obstructive de- 
bate and amendmenis which exhaust that hour, 
and prevent a vote, when we ask to pass a sim- 
ple resolution of inquiry to know the truth. 


I differ at this point with the Senator from’ 


Connecticut. Too much of this session has 
been wasted in political discussion and in 
other similar things. There I agree with him, 
and I have been of that opinion perhaps longer 
than the Senator, But this proceeding is not 
valueless; as to discussion there is no need of 
it. If it be true that Senators of the United 
States are idling and sinning away their time 
in “hanging about” Departments, in ‘‘cling- 
ing,’”’ in the language of one Senator, ‘to the 
skirts of power, no matter through what mire 
that skirt may be dragged ;’’ if they are en- 
gaged in peddling patronage for votes and 
preferences when an oath rests upon them to 
give their time and faculties to the public busi- 
ness here, it is good for the public weal that 


„the country should know it. And if, on the 


contrary, ‘‘independent’’ Senators or ‘‘inde- 
pendent’’ newspapers, in the name of reform 
or in any other name, are filling the country 
with the false impression that time is so wasted 
and influence prostituted and wrong done, 
when the contrary is true, I think it is useful 
and valuable and high time that the fact should 
be known. 

I say to the honorable Senator from Illinois 
farthest from me [Mr. Logan] that I am not 
‘í smarting,” as he suggested, under anything 
in regard to this matter. In an humble and 
limited way I have been too long subjected to 
newspaper and political abuse and attack to 
smart under such things, and particularly in 
regard to a matter which, I agree with the 
Senator from Illinois, in itself, truthfully stated, 
implies no wrong, and in regard to which no 
Senator can commit any offense unless by 
some abuse he commits. 

It is not because I am “smarting” under 
the insinuations we have so often heard that 
I seek this information. My motive isthis—I 
will speak of it frankly—it is to dispel one of 
the greatest delusions, one of the most shame- 
less frauds that ever was palmed off since 
Adam’s fall. 

I read newspapers stating pretended facts 
in regard to Senators, not myself alone, stat- 
ing pretended facts in reference to public offi- 
cers, and I lay them down believing that never 
since the human tongue wagged, never since 
printing came into the world, was a com- 
munity viclimized by more preposterous, more 
absurd, more truthless impositions, than those 
which go out, and go largely from this Capitol. 
Here is one- prolific theme of misrepresenta- 
tion which we can pin, By a simple resolu- 
tion we can nail it to the counter. E want to 
do it, and I want the codperation of my gallant 
friend from Illinois, [Mr. Logan,] who never 
was afraid to take the responsibility that be- 
longs to him. 

I had no idea in drawing this resolution 
that I should cause him to flinch. On the 
contrary, in drawing the resolution and placing 


| 


myself first, it never occurred to me that I 


could give offense to any other Senator. [Mr. 
Logan rose.) Pardon mea moment. I had 


never made any inquiry of any head of a 
Department touching the other Senator from 
illinois or touching any member of this body 
unless myself, and I am glad to be reminded 
of this, because it is possible, from a remark 
of the Senator from Illinois, that he supposes 
come inquiry had been made by me touching 
im, 

I took it for granted that these Senators who 
were so conspicuously fastidious and pure, who 
never “clung to the skirts of power,’’ who 
never were ‘*henchmen,’’ who were ‘*inde- 
pendent” tosublimity, who are for reforming 
everything; I took it for granted that their 
record would be white as wool, and that they 
would welcomé, or, as one of them is accus- 
tomed to say, would “hail” such an inquiry. 
Therefore I offered my resolution in courtesy, 
not in rudeness toward anybody, and with no 
feeling except that which | have avowed already. 
I admita feeling of restiveness at seeing enorm- 
ous misrepresentations going over the country, 
many of which were spread by remarks made 
in this Chamber, remarks, I say to the senior 
Senator from Ilinois, not ‘‘ general,” as he 
suggests now—if he will look at the Globe 
he will find his recollection is at fault there— 
but aimed unerringly not only at me but some- 
times at me alone, not embracing the Senator 
from Indiana or any other Senator. 

In one form or another this information will 
yet come to the public. I shall persist until 
it becomes improper for me to do so longer in 
my attempt to get this resolution adopted. I 
shall bring it up with diligence. I shall not 
subject myself again in my absence to the 
chiding of any Senator for not having been 
more speedy and diligent in getting up this 
resolution, I-shall not make to my honor- 
able friend from Indiana another promise that 
I will not move it while he is absent, even if 
his absence is as short as he thought it would 
be the other day. 

I shall press the resolution to a vote, and if 
in the end I fail to obtain a vote, then I shall 
resort to any other mode of information fair 
and just, unless those who have brought iu thig 
topic so often think they have had enough of 
it, and we cease to hear any more of this talk 
about those who are the favorites of the Exec- 
utive, and who fill the offices with their friends 
and carry State conventions by having their 
friends in office, and organize Legislatures by 
having all space filled by the creatures of offi- 
cial power. When gentlemen who have invited 
these discussions and indulged in them have 
enough ofit, even without the information, the 
rest of us may possibly get along; but let us 
have the truth or let us have peace. 

Now, Mr. President, I owe au apology for 
the time Ihave occupied. The Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Locan] wished to ask me some. 
question. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not care to ask it now. 
I merely wish to say one word, if the Senator 
will allow me, not in response to him at all, 
but in reference to my own action. 

Mr. CONKLING. I yield the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. I moved to lay this whole mat- 
ter an the table, because, as 1 said, I thought 
it a ridiculous proceeding; but inasmuch as [ 
find that there is some feeling in reference to 
it, and. as the Senator from New York seems 
to believe—whether his imagination is correct 
or not makes no difference; it is the same 
thing if he does believe it—that he has been 
greatly wronged, and may be injured if this ig 
not done, I, in order that he may be gratified, 
withdraw all opposition to the resolution, and 
I am willing that it shall pass. 

Mr. FENTON. I am glad that my friend 
from Illinois has not renewed his motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. I rise now 
simply to state that I shall yote against the 
motion to. postpone the regular order, but J 
shall vote for the amendment of the Senator 
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from Nebraska [Mr. Tipton] whenever the 
resolution comes up so as not to interfere with 
important public business. I hope that will 
be to-morrow in the morning hour. I think 
it is proper that this resolution should pass, 
especially as my colleague deems it needful 
for his. own vindication, and I shall very cheer- 
fally support it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to make a re- 
mark because the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Nye] and one or two other Senators are. here 
now who were not here the other day when the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Tipron] was offered. I wish to say par- 
ticularly to the Senator from Nevada that 
although I intend to vote and hope he will 
vote against the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska, which spreads this 
inquiry over all the Senate, I will vote with 
great cheerfulness for that resolution sepa- 
rately at any moment. The objection to adopt- 
ing it as a part of this resolution is here: it 
would take along time, a very long time, to 
investigate the record with regard to thirty- 
seven States. With regard to the four States 
named in my resolution the inquiry can be 
made in a very short time, and of course the 
other information will not be delayed and will 
not suffer by enabling us to obtain this first. 
Therefore, while I shall vote against the 
amendment and ask the Senate to so vote, I 
will vote at any time for the broadest resolu- 
tion any Senator chooses to offer generally. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. -Mr. Pres- 
ident, I wish to add to what I said a little 
fuller statement of the reason which induces 
me to oppose the resolution and the amend- 
ments and any resolution upon this subject at 
the present time, 

In my judgment this matter is not one which 
the public interest demands should be invest- 
igated. We have here first the resolution of 
the Senator from New York, asking for an 
inquiry into the recommendations for office 
made bythe Senators from four States. Upon 
the face of the resolution. it appears unjust. to 
those Senators, and appears as if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska ought to 
be adopted, in order that justice might be done 
to all alike. 

But it appears further that there are per- 
sonal reasons attaching to the Senator from 
New York why he desires to have the resolu- 
tion in its restricted form. Those personal 
reasons affect the Senator from Illinois, and 
the Senator from Illinois introduces an amend- 
ment making a request for an investigation of 
an entirely different character, and asking not 
only for information as to what recommenda: 
tions to office have been made by Senators, 
but what recommendations have been made by 
A. H. Laflin, A. B. Cornell, Roswell Hart, &c. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For Senators, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. For Sen- 
ators, but made by these persons. Now, sir, 
it does seem to me that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Illinois is itself a 
reductio ad absurdum as to this entire pro- 
ceeding, and that the character of the resolu- 


tion and these various amendments indicates | 


sufficiently that the Senate ought to brush the 
whole thing aside and attend to the affairs of 
the country, and not to the private affairs of 
Senators. 

Mr. WILSON. The. Senator from 
York presses this matter with great vigor, and 
he seems to be aggrieved at what. has been 
said on this floor. I suppose other Senators 
feel aggrieved at what has been said; at. any 
rate, 1 think we all ought to feel aggrieved at 
what has been said during the last hundred. 
days, and I have no doubt that a large portion 
of the reflecting and thinking people of the 
United States feel aggrieved at what they have 
witnessed in this body. Now, I think we had. 
better drop the matter right here, and my 
advice to the Senator from New York. would’ 
be to let it pass away. 


New | 
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What does it al amount to? It comes to | 


nothing. - Suppose the press.of the country 
haye said harsh and sharp things of us. We 
have said them of each other. They have 
always been said of each other in this body. 
‘There are people who think there was once a 
good time in the Senate of the United States, 
when greatness: and goodness pervaded. the 
body. Why, sir, there never was a time when 
there was not a great deal of foolishness and 
weakness in this body, like all other bodies. 
The records of the past. show it. We have 
only our share of it in our own time. Go 
back thirty or forty years and look into those 
great days, and you will find that the men 
who were here then said just as foolish things 
as we say, and that they neglected their duties 
quite as mach as we neglect ours. 

Now, my opinion ig that we had better let 
this whole matter pass away, and let us during 


| the remainder of this session address ourselves 


to the performance of our public duties strictly, 
and leave these questions to the people. You 
have just had a report of an investigation in 
one of the States. The people are investigat- 
ing just as sharply as we are. You know what 
that report is, and I have no doubt if we had 
a report from all the States, from twenty-five 
to thirty States would make just such a report 
as has just been made in New Hampshire. 

We have sat here a hundred days, and have 
done nothing. Committees have reported ; the 
the Calendar is full ; the House of Kepresenta- 
tives has passed eight appropriation bills; we 
have not, I believe, yet. passed our first one. 
We have got the tariff question to deal with, 
the taxation question, questions of transcend- 
ent importance. My opinion. is that the true 
policy for us is to attend to our own business 
and let the press of the country say just what it 
pleases. I think I am as sensitive as anybody 
in the world to an unkind word, whether it is 
uttered in this Chamber or out of it. I do not 
go to my bed at night with a comfortable feel- 
ing if [ know that I have any controversy with 
any human being on earth, and therefore a 
newspaper criticism touches me as severely, I 
think, as. it does the Senator from New York; 
but what does it all amount to? 

The press is free and will say. what it pleases. 
We have an independent press, — It boasts of 
its independence, and [like it. But the people 
are just as independent. as the press is, and 
they believe just what they please. I saw not 
long ago in one of the ablest and best papers 
in the United States, a paper that I have read 
for twenty-five years and would not like to go 
without a single day, a statement that the Sen- 
ate of the United States recently was not ex- 
actly the forty thieves, but that there were 
twenty more thieves in the Senate than there 
ought to be. L was grieved and pained at 
such a remark. I have served with nearly 
two hundred Senators in this body during a 
period of seventeen years, and if I were called 
on to-day as the last utterance I were to make 
on earth on my conscience, I could pick out 
no twenty Senators in all that period, or one 
half that number, that I believed ever did any- 


coming up concerning money, or anything 
of that kind. Ido not believe these things. 
The country does not believe them. We 
are passing through a most. extraordinary 
period ; everybody understands it, and I, for 
one, wish that from now to the close of this 
session we. would drop all these matters and 


early and work late, finish our business, and 
see if we cannot redeem ourselves from the 
criticisms of nineteen twentieths of the sober, 
thoughtful, and reflecting men of the country 
who disapprove of, what has taken place in 
this Senate during the last hundred days. 

I was away from this city eight days recently, 
and I say here on my conscience: that in. pub- 
‘lc meetings, in the cars, among the people, I 


did. not.see a. single human. being,, or hear.one 


thing dishonorable in regard to any matters | 


attend to our own business, work hard, work | 


uttera word that was not in condemnation of... 
the. wasting of our time here, and of these: 
useless debates of a partisan nature: in which: 
we have been engaged, - -œ bog hagas 
Mr. CONKLING. Tam going to withdraw 
this motion to postpone in a moment. Before - 
doing so, however, I wish to. makea remark. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [My. Wxn- 
son] is one of the best-hearted men of this 
body, and when he speaks lie usually says’ 
good-hearted things, and very sensible things. 
I agree with very much that he has said“this 
morning. I wish, however, to correct. him on 
one point. He never in his life was more 


| mistaken than he is if he supposes that what 


he denominates newspaper criticisms are “the 
things suggesting this resolution ; if he. sup- 
poses that a criticism upon persons, or Sea: 
ators, me or anybody else, prompted me ‘to 
offer this resolution. It is nat that; it isnot. 
words, but things. oe 
The Senator from Massachusetts knows ag 
well as I know that apersistent and organized 
effort, with nothing I think to redeem it, has 
been made in this country to convince. the 
people that results like that yesterday, and. 
other results growing out of the confidence of 
the nation in those now charged with the na- - 
tion’s affairs, have been produced by machin- 
ery, by corrupting appliances ; that they have 
come out of the use of patronage, filling offices 
with men who were to be the dexterous tools 
of executive power. There has been so much 


| trumpery on that subject that the press of the 


whole country has been too small to hold the 
whole of it. We have been told about con- 
ventions being carried in the State of ‘New. 
York, and Legislatures organized in the State 
of New York, and elections carried in the 
State of New York by the use of Federal pa- 
tronage, and when the whole thing has been: a 
farce which scarcely rose to the dignity ofa 
respectable swindle. 

Now, Mr. President, it is to correct impres- 
sions of this. sort that I mean in an humble 
way to labor, and it is with that view that I 
otfered the pending resolution. I should not 
feel warranted in attempting to press aside the 


appropriation bill now to continue its There- | 
| tore I am going to withdraw the motion to ©” 
+ postpone, saying, however, that I -hopé +o» 
f] morrow morning. in the morning hour, and 


early in the morning hour, we may. be-permit-: 
ted to take up this resolution and. let: every; 
Senator vote upon it. Surely we understand 
it, and if the Senate shall vote it down we 
must all abide by that ; but I hope it-will then 
be adopted, and that we shall waste no moné 
time over. it. I withdraw the. motion. to: poste 
pone the appropriation. bill. ees 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is before the Senate, being the appro- 
priation bill, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of. Representa: 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced: 
that the House had concurred in the resolu- 
tion of the Senate to priut extra copies of the: 
report and. accompanying maps of the Tebuan- 
tepec surveying expedition. 

The message also announced that the House: 
had disagreed to the amendments of the Senate: 
to the bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money: 
for the purchase of a suitable site and erecting: 
a building thereon in the city of St, Louis; 
Missouri, to be used for the purposes of a 
custom-house, post office, and other Federal 
offices, asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. James. A. GARFIELD of Ohio, 


: Mr. Grorce A. Hauser of New Jersey, and 


Mr. Erastus Wuuis of Missouri, managers:. 


at the same on its part. ey 
The message also: announced that the Honse: 


had passed the following bills; in which it re% 
‘quested the.concurrence of the Senate: 


A. bill GH. R: No. 838): to provide: that 
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minors shall not be enlisted in the military 


>o service of ‘the United States without the con- 


o isent of parents oy guardians; and 

Oo 2A bill (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
i Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right.of way. 

mS.) “ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


«The. message further announced. that the 
Speaker of thé House had signed the following 
Oled bills ; and they were thereupon signed 
the Vice President, namely ; . 
; bill (S. No. 442) supplementary to an act 
‘to provide for a Building suited to the use 
of the post office, the pension and revenue 
Offigers, and the judicial officers of the United 
States in the city of Trenton, New Jersey, 
approved March 3, 1871; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 78) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Vanniman; and 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 487) authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to reéstablish the 
Monroe land district in the State of Louisiana. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. LOUIS, 


: On motion of Mr. BLAIR, the Senate pro- 
ceeded. to consider its amendments to the bill 
“(HY RB. No. 619) appropriating money for the 
purchase of a suitable site and erecting a build- 
‘ing thereon in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, 
to be used for the purposes of a custom-house, 
post office, and other Federal offices, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives. 

The Senate insisted on its amendments, 
and agreed to the conference asked for by the 
‘House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT being authorized, 
by unanimous consent, to appoint the conferees 
onthe part of the Senate, Messrs. MORRILL 
of Vermont, TRUMBULL, and Buair were ap- 
pointed. 


NATIONAL EXCHEQUER, 


< Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. At the re- 
uest‘of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
; Srevenson,] I desire to withdraw the motion 
- Leutered yesterday to reconsider the vote by 
` which the resolution passed ordering the print- 
ing of the arguments, circular, and bill for the 
` exchequer submitted to the Finance Commit- 
tee on the 6th of December, by Daniel H. Lon- 
don, of New York. 
The VICK PRESIDENT, If there be no 
objection, the motion to reconsider will be 
withdrawn. It is withdrawn, 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


-> The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
“Ing June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, the 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
LoGaN to the amendment reported by Mr. 
SHERMAN from the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment of Mr. SHERMAN, as yester- 
day amended by the Senate, was to insert as 
an additional section the following: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 

: 1872, the annual salaries of the Assistant Seereta- 
xies; and also of the Second Comptroller, the Regis- 
ter, the Auditors, the Commissioner of Customs, and 
the-supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; the Assistant Postmasters General of the Post 
Office Department: the superintendents of the 
money-orders and foreign mails; the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, the Commissioner of 
Pensions, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
the Commissioner of Education, of the Interior 
Departmont, shall be $4,000, and such sum as is 
necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section to the ond of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1873. is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment of Mr. Logan was to add 
to the amendment ‘‘the supervising surgeon 
of the. marine hospital service.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there 
seems to be an. entire misapprehension not 
only with regard to the duty of this officer, 
but with regard to his work. This office was 

created years ago on the recommendation 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, by a bill 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 
Prior to that a clerk in the Treasury Depart- 
ment had been detailed to attend to these 
duties, but it was found that frequent requisi- 
tions were made for medicines that were not 
suited to the locality where they were to be 
used. The first action of the Department was 
to ask for the detail of an Army surgeon for 
this superintendence, which would involve no 
pay from the Treasury. The proposition was 
that an Army surgeon should be detailed for 
this work, but upon discussion it was finally 
decided to appoint a civilian to fill this place. 

Instead of there being one hundred and 
thirty-five hospitals, there are only twenty-four 
if | figure up right. The duties of this officer 
are once a year to visit each one of these 
twenty-four hospitals. All these other places 
are where patients are sent to local hospitals. 
This superintendent has no more to do with 
those than he has to do with the department 
of the Army or of the Navy. They are sent to 
these local hospitals where they are provided 
with food, lodging and medicine, and this man 
never visits those places, or at least he has no 
business togo there. His business, his duties 
are to visit and investigate the marine hos- 
pitals, and nothing else. Now he brings in a 
report here showing that a larger amount of 
money has been collected during the past 
year than during the previous year. He has 
no more to do with the collection of that 
money than you have, sir. These hospital dues 
are all collected by the collectors of customs. 
Then he gives the expenses at the local hos- 
pitals. Very well, he gives that from the 
Treasury books; he has nothing to do with 
it. He merely visits the hospitals and in 
spects them once a year, and superintends 
the furnishing of medicine and supplies that 
are sent to the hospitals; and if I am cor- 
rect, there are twenty-four of them. There 
are two in New England, one of which is at 
Portland, Maine. And, by the way, he speaks 
of a reduction in the expenditures. ‘That is 
very easily explained. A few years ago we 
passed a law compelliug the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to sell the marine hospitals where 
the number of patients did not average twenty 
the year round, and we made one single ex- 
ception to that law, and that was in the case 
of Portland, in Maine, at the request of Mr. 
Fessenden, since deceased. We left the Port- 
land hospital, although it did not come up to 
the average of twenty patients a year; but in 
every other instance the law is imperative, 
that where the average number of patients is 
not twenty the Secretary must sell the hos- 
pital and cover the money received from the 
sale into the Treasury. 

This man is no more a bureau officer than 
you or I. He has nothing to do with these 
hospitals except to visit them once a year, 
inspect them, and direct what medicines shall 
go there. Then his duties are ended. He 
brings in here a report which has led my 
honorable friend from Hlinois [Mr. Loca] 
to suppose that there are over one hundred and 
thirty marine hospitals. No such thing; there 
are only twenty-four, unless I have made a 
mistake in the figures. I suppose, if he is an 
industrious man, it will take two months of 
the year, and not any more, to attend to all 
this. ‘The diminution of expenditures is occa- 
sioned by lessening the number of hospitals. 
We found that thousands of dollars were being 
expended. in hospitals where there would not 
be three patients on an average the year round. 
We found it was cheaper to send those few 
patients to the highest-priced hotels and keep 
them there rather than keep up the whole 
machinery of a hospital. We have reduced 
the expenditures by selling the hospitals. 

Now, if the proposition 1s seriously made to 
increase the compensation of this officer beyond 
$2,000 a year and his traveling expenses, I 


- shall then move that the office be abolished, and 


that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to employ an Army surgeon to attend to those 
duties, which he can do without any additional 
expense to the Government. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am very sorry to see the 
disposition manifested here to misrepresent 
this position, not to misrepresent 1t intention- 
ally, of course, but to fail to inquire into the 
facts. The Senator from Michigan, if he had 
talked with the Secretary of the Treasury in 
reference to this matter, would not have made 
the statement he has made this morning. I 
am sure of that. He claims that the reduction 
in expenses ig on account of a particular law 
that was passed. Now, I want to make a 
statement upon examination, for I have exam- 
ined this question; I have had conversations 
with the Secretary of the Treasury; I have 
made examinations in the office, and what I 
state I know to be true. This reduction has 
not been made as the Senator says, by reason 
of the sale of hospitals. The Senator is very 
much mistaken, and if he had read this report 
he would have seen that he was mistaken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘There is no head or 
tail to the report. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no head or tail to 
anything a man does not understand; that is 
very true. Well, sir, the reduction of expense 
in the hospital service is because of the reduc- 
tion of the price paid for patients. Last year 
it was a certain price, and this year it is less. 
That makes the difference. The Senator says 
that this officer has nothing to do with these 
hospitals; he merely inspects them. As I 
stated yesterday, I was very sorry to find that 
men here had not examined this question so 
as to speak more knowingly upon it. He hag 
to do with it how? He fixes the price for each 
patient that is treated in every one of these 
places, one-hundred and thirty five in number. 
The patients are treated at different places. 
For instance, to illustrate, in Cairo persons 
are employed to take charge of these patients 
atso much a patient per day, employed by 
this chief surgeon. In Chicago the samé thing 
is true. The marine hospital at Chicago was 
burned down and the new marine hospital 
building is not completed. The patients in 
Chicago are now under the charge of the Sis- 
ters there, under a contract made with this 
supervising surgeon at so much apiece. These 
contracts are made, and he supervises the con- 
tracts, and so it is in every instance. 

The Senator says that I represented that 
there were one hundred and thirty-five hos- 
pitals. So I did, but I did not represent that 
there were one hundred and thirty-five hos- 
pital houses built by the Government of the 
United States; and if the Senator will exam- 
ine into the meaning of the word “hospital,” 
he will find that it does not mean a stone 
building, or a brick building, or a wooden 
building, or any other building, but any place 
where people are treated for disease. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator par- 
don me for putting a question? ‘Is he not 
aware that where there is not a marine hos- 
pital the collector of the port takes the con- 
tract and fixes the price? This surgeon has 
nothing whatever to do with it, never touches it. 

Mr. LOGAN. iam not aware of any such 
thing; but I will tell you wnat I am aware of, 
Iam aware of the fact that where there is a 
port of entry, and there is a collector of cus- 
toms, that collector does make the contract 
for the treating of those patients, but that con- 
tract is made under the direction of the super- 
vising surgeon. ‘That is the fact, and you can- 
not show a contract to-day that is not so made. 
You were speaking of a time when a mere 
clerk did this duty. Then it was a different 
thing; but under the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury now the supervising sur- 
geon has the whole charge, and these contracts 
are made by the collectors of customs at the 
different ports where hospitals do not exist, 
under the supervision and-by the direction of 
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the chief surgeon of the marine hospitals. 
That is the fact in reference to it. 

So far as abolishing the office is concerned, 
that is a mere question for the Senator to de- 
cide for himself. If he knows more about the 
duties or necessities of it than. the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that is all that is required for 
him to know; but there is necessity for it. 
As I stated yesterday, at one time there wasa 
class of medicines purchased here by a clerk 
when he had charge of it that were so absurd 
and ridiculous that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself, when his attention was called to 
it, was ashamed of it. It was found necessary 
to have some one to see that the Government 
was not swindled, that the proper medicines 
were purchased for the proper climates and the 
different districts of country, suitable to dif- 
ferent diseases. If that is so, then there isa 
necessity for having a physician for that pur- 
pose. Can you expect that a man who does 
not belong to the profession can purchase the 
proper medicines for different diseases from 
different districts? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I propose to substitute 
an Army surgeon, who will be no expense to 
the Government. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let me show the Senator 
how much he is acquainted with that matter. 
Will the expense of an Army surgeon be 
nothing? ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
them. 

Mr. LOGAN. The report of the. Surgeon 
General of the United States shows that he is 
short over one hundred surgeons iu the Army 
to-day. The Senator proposes to detail a sur- 
geon from the Army for this purpose, when the 
Surgeon General is compelled to employ con- 
tract surgeons to day. instead of surgeons and 
assistant surgeons of the Army. He shows in 
his report that there isa deficiency in the num- 
ber of surgeons in the Army of the United 
States, and yet the Senator proposes to detail 
one for this duty. . 

It is necessary for us to'be acquainted with 
these things before we talk about them. These 
are the facts, as the official. reports show if 
Senators will examine them. You propose to 
detail a surgeon from the Army when that 
surgeon is absolutely needed at some military 
post, and the pay of that surgeon is nearly four 
thousand dollars a year, perhaps more, taking 
his traveling expenses and everything eise into 
consideration. An Army officer is entitled to 
ten cents a mile for every mile that he travels. 
You detail an Army officer to travel over this 
country in the performance of this duty at that 
mileage, and it would amount to thousands of 
dollars, which is not the case with this officer. 
So I say the expenses of the Government are 
less by having a surgeon-in-chief in charge 
for the marine hospitals than if you were to 
detail a surgeon from the Army for that pur- 

ose. : 

But let us go a little further with the princi- 
ple. Is it a correct principle that a military 
officer should be detailed to perform the duties 
of acivil office? A certain Army officer once 
suggested to me since I have been a member 
of Congress that all the ministers at foreign 
Courts should be detailed from the Army. He 
said that when officers of the Army were retired, 
not being any longer fitted for military service, 
to save expense to the Government they ought 
to be detailed by the President.as ministers to 
foreign Courts, and that retired Army officers 
should be detailed to fill all the consulates that 
were of any account. I saw then the drift of 
this thing. It was to put the civil affairs of 
this country in charge of the Army, having a 
surplus of Army officers fitted for nothing else, 
aud they were to fill your civil offices. Hence 
I opposed the detailing of military officers to 
the civil service. I discussed this question 
thoroughly in the House of Representatives, 
and | am ready to -discuss the propriety and 


We have plenty of 


tendency of such a system with any gentleman 


on any day. 


At one time your Indian department. was 
carried on by officers detailed from-the Army, 
who made no report to Congress, but made 
their reports directly to the Secretary of War; 
but the Congress of the United States abol- 
ished that system by a law, and declared that 
officers in the military service should not. be 
detailed to perform civil duties. That very 
measure was advocated in the Congress of the 
United States for the reason that it was seen 
we were naturally drifting in this direction, 
that military men were being detailed to do 
the service of civilians in every position where 
it could be done. The War Department had 
a surplus of Army officers, and that was the 
reason of it. 

Now, sir, I know something about the duties 
of this officer. As I have said, I have exam- 
ined the matter; I have talked with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the subject, and if 
there is any officer in the Treasury Department 
who does more labor than the supervising sur- 
geon of marine hospitals I should like to know 
who he is. This gentleman is a scientific, 
educated man, working sometimes until twelve 
o’clock at night, with only a few clerks to help 
him to perform his duty, and when I ask that 
his salary be raised, we are told he is nota 
bureau officer. Why, sir, the word ‘ bureau” 
does not mean that the law must call it a bu- 
reau office. A bureau office is any department 
within a department that reports to a chief; 
whether it is called a bureau or anything else 
makes no difference. Any office that is a 
department within a department, separate and 
disconnected from any other, and reports 
direct to a chief, is a bureau office ; and that is 
just the condition of this office or this depart- 
ment of marine hospitals; and any man 
acquainted with the subject, any man who 
has ever examined into it, or will do so, will 
say that this officer is entitled to an increase 
of salary, if anybody else is. 

There must be some little prejudice here 
somewhere when Senators get up and state 
that this office is a sinecure. It is said the 
officer has no duty to perform, and yet when 
you come to look into the matter they do not 
know anything about it, for they have not ex- 
amined it. hy is it that a Senator should 
make a statement of that kind before the 
Senate when he has not examined the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says that 
I have not examined this question. Sir, for 
fifteen years, in my connection with the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I have been compelled 
to examine it every year, and for the last 
eleven years there bas not been a movement 
made that has not gone through my hands in 
connection with my position as chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not doubting that the 
Senator has been chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce for fifteen years. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say that I had 
been chairman for fifteen years. I have been 
for fifteen years connected with the Committee 
on Commerce, the last eleven years as chair- 


man. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator has been 
cognizant of this matter for fifteen _ years, 1t 
is very strange, because this bureau was only 
organized a short time ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I mean the marine hos- 
pital service. I advocated the present system 
and carried it through. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, we had a marine hos- 
pital service that was a disgrace to the country. 
We had marine hospitals built everywhere, one 
in Arkansas, away down the Mississippi river, 
where no patients ever were; one in Galena. 
If the Senator was fifteen years on this com- 
mittee or conversant with the subject, why did 
he allow those things to be done at the expense 
of the Government, that were a disgrace to the 


Government? f 
Mr. CHANDLER. We got rid of them. 
_. Mr. LOGAN, Yes, we got rid of them. 


You built a marine hospital on the Mississippi. 


at cost $140,000, and what did you sell it 
or? phe? PA 
CHANDLER. That was more than: =- 


Mr. 
fifteen years ago. ; ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Why, sir, it was sold for less 
than a thousand dollars.. You had a hospital 
building at Galena, where probably a patient 
was never heard of.: That.is the manner in’ 
which the marine hospital service was managed 
until a man got hold of it who understood. it 
and turned the patients out of those places and 
treated them correctly, and in six months has 
reduced the expenses $40,000. "The Senator 
says that reduction is owing to the fact that 
they sold the hospitals. No such thing, sir. 
Not a hospital has been sold within the. last six 
months ; but the expenses have been reduced 
by reason of the reduction of the price per day 
of treating patients, as this report shows... 

But let us go a little further. The Senator 
says that the supervising surgeon has nothing 
to do with this matter in these various.ports. ` 
Why, sir, this very surgeon has madea change 
in that department in the custom-house in 
New York, and directed the collector of. cus- 
toms to change the collection of the tax in such 
@ manner that more tax has been collected 
in six months than was collected in a year 
andahalfbefore. That.change has been made 
in this marine hospital service even in New. 
York; and so it has been in a number of other 
places ; and all done under the supervision and 
direction of this man ; and yet we are told that 
he has nothing to do with this service, except 
as a mere inspector. ; ie 

I know I very often get wrong, but Lam not 
very apt to come into the Senate and make a 
statement about the running of an office that 
I have notexamined into. I do not generally 
do that. I know this man very well. He has 
invited me to his office. I have goue there; 
I have examined it; I have talked with the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject; I 
have read the report of the Secretary of the - 
Treasury to Congress, in which he refers to 
this officer and the marine hospital service, 
and recommends an increase of his salary. 
And in his. recommendation of an increase | 
of the salary of these bureau officers the, puts 
this one in with the rest; and yet we are told 
the office is a mere. sinecure and amounts to 
nothing! i Aaa 

I hope the Senate will adopt this amend- 
ment. If these other officers are entitled to 
an increase of salary, this officer certainly is 
entitled to it; if he is not, none of the others 


are. z 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says this 
man has made a change in the collection of. 
the tax in New York to the amonunt of: three 
hnndred per cent.; in other. words, he has 
collected more money in six months than his 
predecessor in a year and a half; that is three 
hundred per cent. Now, sir, this tax is regu- 
lated by law. No man can collect one single 
farthing more than the law allows him and 
compels him to collect. f f 

Mr. LOGAN. But he may collect less. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Any man who has col- 
lected less than the law requires has violated 
the law. If there has been any officer in New. 
York who has violated the law in that way, he 
should be removed for a violation of the law; 
but this man is as powerless as yonder page 
sitting ou the steps leading to the Vice Presi- 
dent's chair, to increase this tax one. single 
iota. - 
‘Then, in regard to fixing the per. diem for 
keeping patients, the steward in any hospital 
in the United States has ten times as much to 
do with fixing the per diem as this man has. 
Beef, flour, and other things are cheaper this 
year than they were last, and hence the price 
of keeping a patient has been reduced. He 
has nothing to do with buying supplies, meat, 
vegetables, &e., for the daily consumption of 
that hospital ; and that is what is reducing the 
per diem—the reduction in the cost of food. ` 


632 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 13, 


oo Mre LOGAN.. Tf the Senator will allow 
- me a word, I will correct: him again. 
; Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; I wishto be 
>=. corrected if I am in error. 

“ees Mr: LOGAN. I will give an instance. 


<>. Take the patients at Savannah and Mobile. 


` IE the Senator will go to the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or the office of 
the supervising surgeon, he will find there a 
contract: mađe by this supervising surgeon 
with different persons for keeping the patients 

sper day at a certain price. 

: + Mr CHANDLER. Where we have not a 
hospital Í admit that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don; it: applies to the hospital-houses, if you 
call them houses, as well as to where you have 
none. You will find every contract in that 
office made by this supervising surgeon in ref- 
erence to the per diem to be paid for the 
board and treatment of these persons. I know 
what I am speaking about. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That may be the case 
in Mobile, and it may be the case in Savannah. 
“Mr. LOGAN. I only give them as illustra- 
tions. I speak of it as applicable to every 
place. 

“iMr? CHANDLER. That does not touch 
ñiy argument at all. The reduction in cost is 
occasioned by the reduction of the expense 
of living, the reduction in the price of beef, 
pork, and all the supplies that enter into the 
consumption of a hospital. 

Now, sir, all that the Senator has said does 
not change this matter at all. If there are 
one hundred and thirty-five marine hospitals 
put down here, one hundred and eleven of 
the places that are put down as having hospi- 
tals this supervising surgeon never visits, and 
has nothing whatever to do with ; the collectors 
ofthe ports managethem, ‘Then, again, where 
ever we have a hospital we have a local sur- 
Beon, generally a skillful surgeon, who attends 
to these things. Iadmitthat abuses crept into 
the system from the fact that the clerk in the 
Treasury Department knew nothing about med- 
iding, and it is important that we should have 
an educated physician to superintend the gen- 
eral distribution of medicines; and that is all 
he has to do, once a year to examine the hos- 
pitals and superintend the medicines. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let meask the Senator right 
there whether he believes that he can employ 
a skillful physician anywhere for this purpose 
for $2,000 a year? 

Mre CHANDLER. T think I could. It 
does not take more than two or three months’ 
time in the year, 

Mr. COLE. I must insist on an enforce- 
ment of the rule that restricts Senators to two 
speeches on the same subject, and the two 
Senators have already exceeded that rule. 
`: Mr. BOREMAN. © Is it in order to move to 
commit this amendment, apart from the bill, 
to à committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) That motion is 
not in order. 

Mr, BOREMAN. Theamendment, as origin- 
ally offered, I believe, comprehended twenty- 
three ‘officers. We have added one by way 
of amendment, Here is a proposition to add 
another. That will make twenty-five. In 
reading some time since the report of the Sec- 
retaty of the Treasury, I find that in connec- 
tion with the recommendations in regard to 
these officers he recommends also that the 
salaries of a large number of clerks be in- 
creased, and I thought if it were possible it 
would be well to commit this subject to a com- 
mittee and let them examine into it and make 
a report. 

I know that it is a very ungracious task to 
oppose the increase of salaries of these friends 
of ours in the Departments who labor so assid- 
uously for the good of the country, without 
regard to personal interests, of course; but it 
sttikes.me that. this is a very unpropitious 
moment in which to increase the salaries of 


our officers. If this proposition had been 
made in 1864, when gold was worth 290, I be- 
lieve, there might have been some pretext for 
it; but now the currency in which these gen- 
tlemen are paid is pretty near up-to par. We 
have upon us a very heavy debt; the people 
complain of taxation; and it. strikes me it 
would be appropriate to defer this subject 
until some other time. I have risen for the 
purpose of again testing the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon this whole proposition, and I there- 
fore again move that it be laid on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-. 


ator from West Virginia moves to lay the 
amendment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN, I suggest to the Chair that 
a vote was taken on that very proposition by 
yeas and nays last night. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Yes, sir, I understand 
that to be the case ; but that does not preclade 
another motion of a similar character being 
made, I apprehend, 

Mr. COLE, The motion to lay upon the 
table, upon which the yeas and nays were called 
yesterday, was to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Susrman] on the 
table. That was the question at that time. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senators pardon. 
It was a motion made by the Senator from 
Ohio to lay this proposition of mine on the 
table, and the yeas and nays were taken upon 
it, and it was rejected. That is the fact, as the 
Senator will see by the record. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My motion is a different 
one. I move to lay the original amendment 
Bad the amendment to the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. POMEROY, I ask the Chair if we can 
have a division of the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
rules the motion made by the Senator from 
West Virginia out of order. The language of 
the rule is: “Any pending amendment to a 
general appropriation bill may be laid on the 
table without affecting the bill.’ The“ pend- 
iug amendment” in this case is the amend- 
ment to the amendment ; but a motion having 
once been made to lay it upon the table and 
defeated, and a division of the question being 
now called for, the Chair cannot entertain the 
motion a second time. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I understood the ruling 
of the Chair yesterday to have been different. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
rules as he has stated, but the Senator can 
take an appeal 

Mr. POMEROY. I apprehend if there has 
been any intervening business since we voted 
on the last motion, we have a right to repeat 
the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to lay on the 
table can be renewed from time to time after 
debate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. That’ is not the ques- 
tion, Lunderstand, The Chair decides that the 
motion cannot be entertained at all; that it 
must be confined to the amendment of the 
Senator from illinois to the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
will observe to the Senator from West Virginia 
that not being in the chair before, he was not 
aware that intervening business had occurred 
since a similar motion was made. That being 
so, the Chair will entertain a motion to lay the 
amendment to the amendment on the table, if 
that is the motion the Senator makes. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My motion was to lay 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
with the amendments to that, of course, on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not 
in order, The Chair holds that the “ pending 
amendment” is the amendment. to the amend- 
ment. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I begtoremind the Chair 
that the Vice President yesterday had that 
very question before him, and ruled that a 


“motion to lay an amendment and an amend- 


i 


ment to that amendment on the table could 
be entertained, and we did vote upon such a 
motion, and it was lost by one majority, E 
hope, therefore, the Chair will entertain this 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
will observe, in response to the Senator from 
Vermont, that while in the Chair he has ruled 
on that question that the language of this 
special rule applied to the ‘ pending amend- 
meit,” which was the amendment immediately 
before the Senate, and did not apply to any 
other for this reason, that that would compli- 
cate the action of the Senate. Senators might 
be in favor of the amendment, and notin favor 
of the amendment to theamendment, and thus 
they would be compelled to vote down a prop- 
osition which they were in favor of, There- 
fore, in the judgment of the Chair, subject to 
an appeal to the Senate, the ‘* pending amend- 
ment ” isthe amendment to the amendment, 
which the Senator from West Virginia moves 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My purpose was to get 
rid of the whole subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
can attain that object by moving to lay the 
amendment to the amendment on the table, 
and if that is carried, then he can move to lay 
the amendment on the table, 

Mr. BOREMAN. LI think it probable that 
in the mean time somebody else will offer 
another amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. POMEROY. This is an exceptional 
rule. It does not obtain in legislation. It was 
adopted last year, and was intended to allow a 
pending amendment, and nothing else, to be 
laid on the table. The Senator from Califor- 
nia says they are both pending. So is the bill 
pending; so is everything pending; but that 
is notthe rule. This isa technical rule, made 


-to apply to appropriation bills only, and its 


language is “any pending amendment.”’ It 
is this specific amendment that you can move 
to lay on the table. You cannot table the 
bill; you cannot table two amendments pend- 
ing atthe same time by one vote, but you 
can table this one amendment. You cannot 
wee amendments together and table them 
both. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can suggest a 
way out of this difficulty. I understand the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] desires to 
modify his amendment in such a form that I, 
for one, shall have no objection to it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think the 
present occupant of the chair is mistaken in 
the ruling of the Chair yesterday ; and I desire 
to call his attention to the words of the Vice 
President. He said: 

“The amendment to the amendment could not be 
pending unless the amendment was pending. They 
are therefore both pending amendments. No-doubt 
the amendment to the amendment could be laid on 
the table separately, but the Senator from Vermont 
includes both, exactly as a bill and pending amend- 
ment may be laid on the table.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will defer to the ruling of the Vice President, 
at the same time adhering to his own judg- 
ment that the ‘ pending amendment,” in the 
language’of the rule, before the Senate, is the 
amendment to’ the amendment. The Chair 
will entertain the motion, in deference to the 
ruling of the Viee President. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not think there can 
be any controversy about the ruling of the 
Chair in this case. The Chair is evidently 
right on the subject. Itis absurd to suppose 
because two amendments are pending to a 
bill under consideration, that a technical rule 
which provides that a ‘‘ pending amendment” 
may be laid on the table, means that two 
amendments and the bill can be laid on the 
table. It does not mean any such thing. You 
can lay on the table the “ pending amend- 
ment’? under that rule, and that is all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You could make a mo- 
tion to lay the bill and everything connected 


‘with it on the table. 
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Mr. POMEROY. You could make such a 
motion; bat that is not the object of this rule. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. There is no question before the Sen- 
ate, and thercfore there can be no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate 
has been allowed by common consent. 
Senator from West Virginia now moves that 
the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment be laid on the table. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I eall for a division of 
the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that a motion to lay on the table cannot 
be divided. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to submit a point 
of order, Under this particular technical rule, 
which applies to appropriation bills and noth- 
ing else, I make the point of order that the 
t pending amendment’’ in the contemplation 
of the rule is the amendment that it is pro- 
vided may be laid on the table. The bill is 
pending and two amendments may be pend- 
ing. The rule was adopted to cut off debate 
upon a pending amendment, which may be an 
amendment to an amendment. Now, Sen- 
ators may desire to adopt an amendment, but 
some one may move an amendment to that 
amendment which the Senate wish to get rid 
of, and under this ruling they cannot dispose 
of it unless they also lay on the table the very 
thing they do not wish laid on the table. I 
ask for the decision of the Chair on this ques- 
ton. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
decide with great pleasure according to his 
construction of the rule. It all depends on 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ pending.” ‘‘ Any 
pending amendment to a general appropriation 
bill may be laid on the table without affecting 
the bill.’’ The Senator from Kansas will see 
very plainly, if he wants to adhere to the 
technical language of the rule, that an amend- 
ment to an amendment is not an amendment 
to an appropriation bill.’ It is an amendment 
to the appropriation bill, using more words 
than are used in the rule, but it is an amend- 
ment in the second degree. The Manual rec- 
ognizes amendments in the first and second 
degree, and prohibits amendments in the third 
degree; that is, an amendment to an amend- 
menttoanamendment. ‘That isinhibited ; but 
amendments and amendments to amendments 

are regarded as amendments in the first and 
second degree, in parliamentary language. 

Soon after this rule was adopted it was con- 
strued by the Presiding Officer, both the pres- 
ent occupant and one temporarily occupying 
the chair, to mean that any proposition that 
was sought to be attached to an appropriation 
bill could be laid on the table without affect- 
ing the bill. No amendment to an amendment 
can be pending unless there is an amendment 
pending, and if there is an amendment pend- 
ing, it is embraced in the words ‘‘any pending 
amendment.” That is certainly the evident 
meaning of the word ‘‘ pending.” ee 

The Chair therefore rules that while it is in 
order to move to lay an amendment or an 
amendment to an amendment by itself on the 
table, the Senate, if they see fit to do so, can 
lay an amendment and an amendment to that 
amendment on the table; and the reason is 
quite obvious. Suppose the rule were other- 
wise, and that you could only move to lay an 
amendment to an amendment on the table and 
not the amendment itself. An amendment is 
pending, and another Senator is recognized 
and moves an amendment to thatamendment. 
The whole Senate, perhaps, orthree fourths of 
them, desire to lay the whole subject on the 
table, and to go on with the appropriation bill; 
butthe Chair rules, according to the interpreta- 
tion of the Senatorfrom Kausas, that only the 

amendment tothe amendment can be laid on 

the table. Thatislaidonthetable. Another 
‘Senator rises and moves another amendment 
‘to the amendment; and so theruleis defeated, 
and thus the Senate may go on with an appro- 
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priation bill, laying on the table whatever is 
sought to be attached to it which in their 
Opinion ought not to be attached toit. The 
Chair therefore rules in accordance with bis 
decision a year ago 

Mr. SHERMAN, Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to prevent our getting into a worse 
difficulty. Suppose there is no way of laying 
an amendment to an amendment on the table? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But there is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment to an 
amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the decision ig that 
you may lay either on the table? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is; and the 
Chair will state furthermore that it is on the 
same principle on which you can move to lay 
a and pending amendment to it on the 
table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly satisfied 
if that is the decision of the Chair. I supposed 
that the Chair ruled that we could not lay an 
amendment, or an amendment to an amend- 
ment, on the table separately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, no. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to any more 
debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I desire to make this 
remark: I understood the Chair to state that 
we could not lay an amendment to an amend- 
ment on the table without also tabling the 
amendment itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
ruled differently, and ruled so ayear ago when 
this question was raised. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am satisfied with the 
decision. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on laying the amendment and the 
amendment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BOREMAN. On that question I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALDWELL, (after first voting in the 
negative.) I desire to state that I voted 
against laying the amendment on the table 
because I think these men are not sufficiently 


aid—-~ 
P The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) Debate is not in 
order during the pendency of the roll-call. 
Mr. CALDWELL. But I desire to change 
my vote, and I should like to give the reason. 
I am informed that there is a bill on the Cal- 


endar—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
cannot enter into any debate during the roll- 
call. He must vote either ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALDWELL. Then I change my vote, 
and vote ‘‘yea;’’ but I should like to explain 
the reason why I do so. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 
21; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Chandler, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hdmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Rice, Saulsbury, Sprague, Thurman, 
Vickers, Wilson, Windom and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Carpenter, Cor- 
bett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamlin, Hill, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, 
Schurz, Scott, Sherman, and Trumbull—21. 

ABSENT—Measrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Buckingham, Cameron,Casserly, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Tipton, and West—33 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment to the amend- 
mert. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire before another vote 
is taken to change my amendment. I under- 
stand that the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio makes the salaries of the officers named 
$4,000 each. I understood at first that it in- 


creased them $1,000, and my amendment to 
insert the supervising surgeon. was with-the’ un- 
derstanding that it was an inerease of $1,000, 
i! which wouid come up to. the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. He ree- 
ommended that the supervising surgeon: be 
paid $8,000. I desire to change my amend- 
ment so as to conform tothe recommendation 
of the Secretary, and make the salary $3,Q00. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change 
can be made with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I presume there will be no 
objection. I do not desire to increase the 
salary beyond the recommendation of the Sec: 
retary, but it was an error on my part in mis- 
understanding the Senator from Ohio. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The: Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment to ‘the 
amendment will be sc modified. : 

Mr. CALDWELL. I rise now simply to 
make the explanation I tried to make a mo- 
ment ago. I voted against laying this subject 
on the table at first because I was in favor of 
increasing these salaries. I think these gen- 
tlemen are inadequately paid, but having been 
informed that there was a bill on the Calendar 
H which provided for an increase of their sala- 

ries, I preferred considering it as a separate 
measure, and therefore | changed my vote and 
voted in favor of laying the whole subject on 
the table. I desired to say that, because I 
wished to be right on the question. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not rise to occupy 
any more of the time of the Senate, but only 
in this public manner to apologize to the con- 
siderable number of worthy and meritorious 
officers of the Government who came to the 
Committee -on Appropriations, and who are 
not included in these amendments, to have 
their salaries increased. They .did. not all 
come personally, but through representations 
from Departments and persons employed by 
the Government. They were turned away, 
acquiescing in what we told them, that it was 
not the proper place in an appropriation bill 
to consider the subject of increasing salaries, 
and without undertaking to decide on the merits 

of their claims, many of which were merito- 
rious, we must be excused from acceding to 
their wishes; and they went away acquiescing 
in the wisdom of that sort of treatment. ; Now 
the Senate think we were wrong, and that we 
‘ought to have considered each individual appli- 
cation for a readjustment of salary in con- 
nection with this bill. I have now, so far as 
I am concerned, of course, as all the rest of 
the bill has been gone over and agreed to, no 
means of rectifying the injustice which itseems 
we unwittingly did those gentlemen in saying 
to them that it was not a subject for consider- 
ation in connection with this bill; but I shall 
be governed hereafter by the judgment of the 
Senate in considering any question about the 
increase or reduction of saluries that may. be 
presented. 

Mr. COLE. This pending amendment has 
not yet been adopted, and l hope it will, not 
be. My colleague on the committee seems to 
consider that it is likely to be adopted. I 
fear itis, but I hope it may not be. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This case is just as good 
as any of the rest. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say one word 
in behalf of the merits of the proposition 
offered by the Senator from Ohio. I have 
long been satisfied that the salaries of the 
Assistant Secretaries, the Assistant Postmas- 
ters General, the First and Second Comptrol- 
lers, and other officers named in that amend- 
ment, are too low. ‘These officers really have 
the administration of this Government upon 
their shoulders. Their duties require exec- 
utive abilities of the highest order, and no 
man is qualified to. occupy any one of these 
positions whois notin point of fact qualified to 
be the Secretary or the head of a Department. 

I make this further statement, too, that the 
success of the Secretary of the Interior, or of 
the Treasury, or the head of any Department, 


1634 


March 18, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


depends in great part upon the ability, the in- 
telligence, and“ the fidelity of these officers ; 
that his duty is chiefly that of a supervisor, to 
overlook and see that what they have done 
they have done-correctly. 

: Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a 
question, merely in the interest of doing jus- 
tice, now that we are to do it? 

“Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask whether the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior isprovided 
forin the amendment. I understand he is 
not; neither are the Assistant Secretaries of 
State, who are in every respect~—I am not 
speaking of the persons, but the importance 
of the office—just as important, just as re- 
sponsible, as those named by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. | I thoughtit comprehended 
all Assistant Secretaries. If it does not, it 
ought to. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itdoes not by any means. 
It says ‘the Assistant Secretaries, and also of 
the Second Comptroller, the Register, the 
Auditor, the Commissioner of Customs, and 
the supervising architect of the Treasury 
Department.” It only provides for the As- 
sistant Secretaries of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the Assistant Postmaster General; 
it leaves out all the other Assistant Secretaries. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is not the intention, 
I am sure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know what is 
the intention; I am speaking of the amend- 
ment as proposed. 

Mr. MORTON. What I have to say I shall 
address to the general proposition. ‘lake for 
example the Third Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, who has charge of the financial depart- 
ment of the Post Office Department. That 
requires administrative and financial ability 
of the highest order, and I insist that men 
who have the ability to perform the duties of 
these several offices cannot afford to give their 
time for the salary that is paid.. We go upon 
the principle of paying men for their services 
according to their abilities and according to 
the responsibilities they assume and the im- 
portance of the duties they discharge, and if 
that principle is the correct principle, the sala- 
ries of these officers ought to be raised. 

I know that a majority of the Senate has 
been of that opinion for years; for this is not 
a new proposition. It has passed this body 
several times, but somehow or other it has 
always failed to become a law, and I now make 
the appeal out of simple justice to a body of 
officers possessing abilities of a high order, 
rendering services of the most important 
kind, and assuming responsibilities of the 
very gravest character, involving millions and 
millions of dollars. I make an appeal for 
justice that their salaries ought to be raised 
to something like day-living rates, 

We know that the grade of the office carries 
with it certain expenses, inevitably carries 
with it a certain mode of living. That we all 
understand by looking abroad simply upon the 
officers of the Government in this city and 
elsewhere. Now, taking our own experience 
as Senators upon this floor, I ask you if these 
men with their families can live, or more than 
live, without being able even to lay up $100 
from one year to the other, upon the salaries 
they now receive? And isthatjustice? Should 
not such a salary be paid as will enable a man 
to lay up a little from year to year. for the 
future ; and if he cannot do that, I ask if you 
have a right to require his time and his ser- 
vices? Justice is justice. Let us do equity. 
You can get cheap men, you can get men for 
$1,000 a year who will undertake to perform 
almost any kind of duty, but they are not the 
kind of men that you want. 

I am told that the heads of Departments, 
the Secretaries and the Postmaster General, 


have recommended this increase from time to, 


time. The Postmaster General ora Secretary 
gets now more.than twice the salary that these 


subordinate officers get; and yet how import- 
ant and responsible are their duties; how 
almost completely does his success depend 
upon the ability and the fidelity of these men. 

As I am in favor of doing justice to these 
men, I am opposed to defeating this proposi- 
tion by loading it down with other officers who 
should not be included, and I submit to the 
Senator from Illinois who has made this mo- 
tion that the office of superintending surgeon 
of the marine hospitals is not one that ought 
to be included, from its dignity, from its re- 
sponsibility, or from the labor employed in 
the discharge of its duties. As I said yester- 
day, if that officer be included, there are per- 
haps three hundred clerks in the Departments 
here that ought to be included, because their 
labors are greater and their responsibilities are 
greater, and we cannot go around and increase 
his salary and not increase that of the others. 
In increasing salaries we have to go by grades. 

Now we are speaking of the Assistant Sec- 
retaries and heads of bureaus, and the pro- 
posal is to do justice to them. Let usdo that 
now, and let us not load the proposition down 
with others that will have the effect to defeat 
it either in this body or in the other. There- 
fore, I shall vote against the amendment offered. 
by the Senator from Illinois, and shall support 
that offered by the Senator from Ohio. At the 
same time, if thatis not broad enough to in- 
clude the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
and the Assistant Secretaries of State, I hope 
it will be so amended as to cover them. I 
know something about the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Assistant Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the First Assistant Secretary of State, 
and I know from the important duties devolved 
upon them that they should have better sal- 
aries than they have, and that a man who has 
the ability, the talents, and the experience to 
perform those responsible duties cannot afford 
to do it for the money they now get, because 
he can get higher compensation in other de- 

artments of business or of life. Therefore 
will vote against the proposition offered by 
the Senator from Hlinois, and in favor of 
the original amendment when it is properly 
amended. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave voted against this 
increase of salaries, not because I think the 
present salaries of these officers are large 
enough, but because I do not think this is the 
proper time or the proper manner to increase 
them. The Senator from Indiana appeals to 
us to do justice. The Committee on Appro- 
priations have had a great many appeals of 
that kind. They have, however, agreed, I 
believe unanimously, that they will not on the 
general appropriation bills recommend any 
increase of salary. There were many very 
meritorious cases presented. I voted with the 
committee not to increase those salaries,, be- 
cause I do not think that by picking out one 
here and another there, and increasing them 
in that way we can do justice to the great body 
of officeholders in this country. 1 think the 
salaries of all should be reéxamined, and that 
there should be an increase in many of 
them. Iam willing to vote for such an in- 
crease ina proper bill; but Lam not willing 
that a dozen or more shall be selected and put 
on an appropriation bill to the exclusion of 
others. 

However, I will say that I have given this 
vote with a great deal of reluctance. I know 
a great many of these parties; I know that 
their salaries are not large enough; and if in 
the wisdom of the Senate it shall be deemed 
the proper way to do justice, to single out men 
whose salaries are not large enough and to 
increase them without reference to the whole 
body, I shall be prepared upon the Committee 
on Appropriations to recommend the increase 
of individual salaries; but until the Senate so 
decides I shall adhere to the rule adopted by 
the Committee on Appropriations. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
| of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is on 


amendment to this appropriation bill. 


the amendment to the amendment, as modified 
by the mover, the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Logan; ] 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have voted 
against these amendments and shall continue 
to do so, because I think we were recommended 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] not 
to place this increase of salaries in this bill, 
but he told us he had a bill prepared which he 
intended to present to the Senate regulating 
the salaries of these offices. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend had been 
here yesterday he would have*known that 
while that was true, I said that for three years 
this particular amendment as to the heads of 
bureaus had been put upon the appropriation 
bill by the Senate; and when the salary bill 
was considered in the Committee on Finance, 
to which it was referred, we reported back the 
bill with an amendment covering the officers 
provided for by this proposition, and the Com- 
mittee on Finance then left itto my discretion 
whether to call up the bill or to offer it as an 
I have 
had no opportunity to call up the bill, because 
there has been no time when it could have 
been taken up; and I do not think if a sepa- 
rate bill was passed and sent to the House of 
Representatives there is any probability that 
it could be taken up and brought before the 
House. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think much 
the best way‘of increasing these salaries is 
by a separate bill, and therefore J shall vote 
against these amendments. ‘If, however, the 
main amendment carries, there are a number 
of offices that I shall feel it my duty to pro- 
pose to add; but I think the argument which 
the Senator from Ohio presents against a bill 
not passing the House for that specific pur- 
pose will be equally applicable to this amend- 
ment, that it will probably be rejected by the 
House. 

Mr. BOREMAN. We have the same recom- 
mendation for extending this amendment to 
subordinate officers that we have for those 
now included in it. I find that the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury refers to the 
officers mentioned in the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, and also includes a great 
many others, and urges the increase of their 
salaries on the same ground. I will read a 
paragraph or two from his report: 


‘It is not an exaggeration to say that the head of 
a division in charge of the loans, of the warrants, or 
of the sub-Treasury accounts, occupies æ position in 
which the country and the world are more concerned 
than in that of the collector of customsat New York; 
yet the latter officer receives more than fifty thou- 
sand dollars a year, while it is with difficulty that 
goo former is ablo to secure tho inadequate sum of 

The same remark might with truth be made of 
several bureau ofiicers and of persons in the office 


of the Treasurer of the United States. 


“Tn this connection, I alsorecommend an increase 
of the salary of the supervising surgeon of the 
marine hospitals.” . 

He includes all these subordinate officers in 
the same recommendation, and I think it would 
be doing injustice to the gentlemen last named 
if we increase the salaries of the others and 
do not include them. If any salaries are to 
be increased at all, they are the men who do 
the work as well as those who are over them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Logan] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHerman,] upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Carpenter, Cooper, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Hamlin, Hill, Kellogg, Logan, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
and Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, Scott, 


; Sherman, Thurman, and Vickers—19, 


BSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Conkling, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1635 


Fenton, Harlan, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Tipton, Wilson, and Windom—84, 

Sothe amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio, as amended. 

Mr. POMEROY. I would suggest a verbal 
amendment on account of what the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] has said. I 
think the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
is clear as it is; butthe Senator from Vermont 
has said that the ‘‘ Assistant Secretaries”? 
spoken of there only mean the Assistant Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury Department. I want to 
add ‘ the Assistant Secretaries of the several 
Executive Departments.” I think it means that 
to now, but there is a doubt about that. So, 
with the consent of the Senator from Ohio, 
I want to add “ of the several Executive 
Departments’’ after the words ‘ Assistant 
Secretaries.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think there is 
any doubt about it. I do not like to put in 
unnecessary words. 

- Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont thinks it is restricted to the Assistant 
Secretaries of the Treasury. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is a matter of plain 
legal construction. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By the punc- 
tuation it would refer only to the Treasury 
Department. i 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I move to insert 
“of the several Executive Departments.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And with a 
semicolon after the word ‘‘ Departments? ’. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, si 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will be so modified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Solicitor of the 
Treasury ought to be inserted. I thought he 
received $4,000, but I learn that he receives 
only $38,500. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt of it. 
On the theory upon which we are now pro- 
ceeding, as we have concluded to go into this 
matter on its merits, I am obliged to say that 
I think the Solicitor of the Treasury ought to 
have an increase of his salary. I say it sin- 
cerely, for I believe it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, the Solicitor 
of the Treasury ought to be inserted. It isa 
highly important office. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. This amend- 
ment is to be inserted in that clause relative 
to the Treasury Department, the Chair sup- 


r. 
The amendment 


oses. : 
k Mr. TRUMBULL. Heis now an officer in 
the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwillletitstand as it is. 
It can be added, if necessary, in the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio withdraws the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, to come in 
where the salaries are first named: ‘'The 
annual salary of the district judge of the north 
ern district of Hlinois shall be $5,000.” I 
think it will come in best at the commence- 
ment of the section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
add it at the end. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it had better 
come. in at the beginning, and then let the 
other salaries follow. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. 
inserted there. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not care particu- 
larly where it is inserted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. - It is proposed, after the 
word ‘‘annual,’’ to insert ‘salary of the 


It might be 


district judge of the northern district of Illi- I some act or resolution previously passed by 


nois shall be $5,000, and the;’’ so as to read: 
That from and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 


1872, the annual salary of the district judge of the- 


northern distriet of Illinois shall be $5,000, and the 
annual salary of the Assistant Secretaries, &. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [raise a point of order. 
This involves a new appropriation, a new item. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is an amendment to 
an amendment, and I suppose that is proper 
without notice. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 

riation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Ohio makes a point of order, the Chair 
will rule upon it. He did not interpose the 
point of order himself on other amendments, 
but suggested to other Senators a doubt 
whether these amendments could be enter- 
tained under the thirtieth rule. The thirtieth 
rule states that— 

“All amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, pronosing 
new items of appropriation, shall, one day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations.” 

The Chair thinks that under the thirtieth 
rule any proposition for a new item of appro- 
priation, even if offered as an amendment to 
an amendment, must be referred one day pre- 
viously to the Committee on Appropriations for 
this reason. If this is not the intent of the 
thirtieth rule, then to this amendment increas- 
ing salaries could be added every other ex- 
pense of the entire Government as an amend- 
ment. Every expense provided for usually in 
all the other appropriation bills could beadded 
as amendments to this amendment, because 
the Chair is prohibited in the Senate by usage 
from deciding what shall be or shall not be cou- 
sidered as germane to a pending proposition ; 
it is for the Senate itself to judge. The Chair 
therefore thinks, as the clause is so emphatic 
and so precise, that all amendments proposing 
new items of appropriation must be referred 
one day previously, thatthe point of order can 
be properly made against any addition to this 
proposition as reported from the Committee 

finance by its chairman. 


It involves a new appro- 


on 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isaw that this amend- 
ment had been amended, and I had always 
supposed that an amendment coming in in this 
way and bringing up a new question enabled 
us to amend that amendment. Otherwise, we 
are placed in a very awkward ponte: Sup 
pose on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio to increase these salaries to $4,000 
the Senate thought they ought to be increased 
to $5,000, that would be an increase of striking 
out ‘‘ four’’ and inserting ‘ five.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would not be anew 
item. j 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It it would be increas- 
ing the amount. It would be a new item, 
adding it to the appropriation. I conceive 
that we should be somewhat embarrassed by 
this course of practice; and I thought the 
ruling had been different, but I may be mis- 
taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the ruling has been the other way heretofore ; 
but the Chair will state to the Senator from 
Illinois, without deciding the conjectural point, 
which is not now before the Senate, that un- 
questionably by this rule any new item of 
appropriation must, before it can be presented 
here, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, unless it comes within the four pre- 
vious provisions of the thirtieth rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. F have the authority of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to offer this 
amendment, but notice of it has not been given 
to the Commitice on Appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks 
that would prohibit it. By the thirtieth rule 
ameudments proposing additional appropria- 
tions may be received under four different 
-heads : first, if they are made “‘ to carry out the 
provision of some existing law ;’? or second, 


H 


the Senate during that session ;” that is, an act 
passed by this body, and not yet having received 
the concurrence of the other House; third, 
‘moved by direction of a standing or select 
committee of the Senate ;” or fourth,.*‘ or 
in pursuance of an estimate of some of the 
Departments.” But this rule adds: 


“ All amendments to general appropriation bills * 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 
new items of appropriation, shall, one day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committce on 
Appropriations.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I give the notice 
now. I offer the amendment with the view 
of having it referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It comes from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORTON. When that amendment 
comes in, will it be in order-to offer an amend- 
ment to it of which no notice has been given? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A new item of 
appropriation must be referred. The Chair 
cannot teil what is in the mind of the Senator 
from Indiana, but if his amendment is a new 
item of appropriation it must pass through the 
same process that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois must pass through, that is, 
be presented from a committee, and it must 
be referred one day previously to its being 
moved in the Senate to the Committee on 
Appropriations, unless it is moved in pursu- 
ance of an estimate of the head of a Depart- 
ment or to carry out the provisions of an exist- 


ing law. 

Mr. MORTON. I give notice, and refer to 
the Committee on Appropriations, a proposed 
amendment to include the district judge of 
the district of Indiana, and make his salary 


$5,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does that come 
from any committee? 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to refer it to the 
Committee on Appropriations. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
do that before the adjournment if he moves it 
by direction of some standing committee. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I give notice that I shall 
move to amend the bill so as to increase the 
salary of the district judge for the State of 
Louisiana to $5,000. pane 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does thatcome 
from a committee ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill refer it to the Com- 
mitiee on Appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It must be either 
‘to carry out the provisions of some existing 
law or some act or resolution previously passed 
by the Senate during thatsession,’’ or ‘“moved 
by direction of a committee,” or moved in 
pursuance of an estimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it reported from a 
committee? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not offer it now; I 
give notice that I intend to offer it, and I want 
it referred now to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does not see the point the Chair presents. It . 
must be reported by a committee, presented 
in open Senate, and referred, one day previous 
to its being offered, to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The rule includes a select 
committee also. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. A standing or 
select committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The amendment I have 
moved I suppose is referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations? a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Imove to amend 
the amendment by inserting after ‘t Commis- 
sioner of Education,” the words ‘ Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture.” 

Mr. MORTON. Does that come from any 


committee ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the point of” 
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ordet is made the Chair will rule, but he does 
not: make the point himself. 

Mr. MORTON. I make no point of order. 

Mr. COLE. Ido. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think notice 
was given of this amendment to the committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If it has been, 
the rule has been complied with. 

Mr. COLE. Was it included in the notice 
given by the Senator from New Jersey? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. From the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think so; I 
am not certain about it. I gave notice of a 
number of amendments, and I think that was 
among them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a new item 
of appropriation, and must be offered in com- 
pliance with the thirtieth rule. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator knows, I suppose, 
whether he gave it or not. I have it not on 
my file. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not remem- 


er it. 
Mr. COLE. Thave one amendment offered 
by the Senator which. does not cover that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There was 
another. 

Mr. COLE. It is not included in the amend- 
ments of which the Senator gave notice. That 
related to some other oilicers of the Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then I give 
notice of it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It willhave to be 
moved in open Senate, as the Senator from 
Illinois did his, and by direction of a com- 


mittee. + 

' Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I offer it from 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It willbe referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move the following as 


b 


an amendment to the amendment: 


Departments, $ 800 per annum : messengers, $l 
per annum; assistant messengers, $900 per annum; 
and that this section shall take effect on and after 
the lst day of July, 1872. 

Mr., SHERMAN. 
committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio makes a point of order; and unless the 
Senator from Alabama states that this propo- 
sition comes from a committec and that notice 
of it was given to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, it isnot in order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I gave notice of it and 
had it referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That does not 
comply with the thirtieth rule. The Chair has 
read it very often, and the Senator can find it 
in the Manual. Ifitis offered by a committee 
or in pursuance of an estimate of a head of a 
Department, it comes within the rule. Other- 
wise it is out of order. The question now is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
as amended. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose we have carried this 
civil service reform now to about the fullest 
extent that will be expected by members of 
the Senate. There are, however, in the Gov- 
ernment a great many officers not provided 
with larger salaries than they are now receiv- 
ing, and Í suppose the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from. Alabama would not be an unrea- 
sonable one for the Senate to adopt if they 


That comes from no 


adopt the one that is proposed by the Senator | 


from Ohio. There are some of the officers of 


the Government that receive really less com- | 


pensation than they ought to, considering the 
service that they render, and I will call the 


attention of. the Senate to one officer in par- 
ticular, I refer to the chief clerk of the ‘Treas- 
ury Department, whose salary is twenty-two 
or twenty-five hundred dollars—I am not cer- 
tain which—who really does more service, in 
my judgment, than any one of the officers 
named in the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. If my judgment is good upon the sub- 
ject, I will say that a large per cent. more 
service is rendered by that officer than by any 
one of those included in the amendment. 
The impropriety of préssing this increase of 
the salaries of the officers will be made appa- 
rent by reference to some who are left out of 
the amendment. 

This question has been so fully discussed 
already by my colleagues on the committee, 
and by others, that I do not feel like detain- 
ing the Senate by a single remark further 
upon it. 1 wish, however, to remind the Sen- 
ate that the policy was announced early in 
this session, and has been announced on this 
floor several times, not to increase at this time 
the salaries of the officers in the service of 
the Government. This was done in such a 
manner as to give the country notice, and the 
country does not expect, in my judgment, this 
increase of salaries at this time; and when 
Senators and others are talking about civil 
service reform, if in the pending presidential 
election they expect to make use of the pre- 
text or pretense that civil service reform is 
a part of the policy of the party, they will 
find difficulty in convincing the country that 
that is the policy of the party when the at- 
tempt is made to raise the salaries almost 
indiscriminately of a large number of the 
officers of the Government. 

Perhaps this is a proper subject for civil 
service reform. No doubt a committee ought 
to investigate it, and adjust the salaries in 
accordance with the valuable services of the 
several parties who are rendering service to 
the Government; but it cannot be done on 
an appropriation bill. The discussion is not 
brought up here in its regular order nor with 
due consideration, so that we can ask that the 
report of the proper committee be read. It 


|| must be taken up on such presentation of the 


case as is had hastily, and the conclusion is 
apt to be a crude one, and one that ought not 
to be arrived at by Congress. 

Mr. President, I hope now, since all the 
amendments have been added to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio that can be 
added, that the Senate will upon the yeas and 
nays vote down the whole proposition and let 
the appropriation bill be as it was intended by 
the committee. I hopethe Senate will enable 
us to amend the bill by striking out the last 
clause in the title, ‘and for other purposes, ’? 
and let it be strictly an appropriation bill. 
There is nothing to speak of in it now, unless 
this be adopted, that is not really proper in 
an appropriation bill. I feel certain that the 
House of Representatives will not acquiesce in 
this amendment this year, or upon this consid- 
eration of it. I do not expect they will. 
am pretty sure that rather than do it they will 
ask for a committee of conference, and no 
doubt in such case the House would adhere 
strongly to its position and probably override 
the Senate even if they should vote in favor 
of these large salaries. : 

I hope the Senate will stand by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations which has announced 
the policy of keeping the appropriation bill 
free from independent legislation. I hope cer- 
tainly that that principle will be adhered to, 
so as to cut out legislation increasing salaries, 
and thus adding to the burdens of the people. 
While there is no doubt that the salaries of 
many officers are now madequate, the subject 
should be adjusted as a whole ina separate, 
well-considered, and carefully- matured bill. 
It should not be presented in piecemeal by 
amendments to the regular and necessary 
appropriation bills. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CARPEN- 
TER in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Kellogg, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, and West—29. 

NAYS—Messrs, Boreman, Caldwell, Clayton, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Sprague, Thurman, Vick- 
ers, Windom, and Wright—18. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gold- 
thwaite, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, and Wil- 
son—26, 


I call for the yeas and 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed 
to. 
Mr. SAWYER. I desire to renew the 
amendment I moved in Committee of the 
Whole increasing the appropriation for the 
Bureau of Education, ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be read. 

The Cur Crerx. The proposed amendment 
is to strike out the clause on page 45, begin- 
ning with line ten hundred and ninety-two, as 
follows: S 

Bureau of Education: 

For Commissioner of Education, $3,000; one clerk 
at $1,800; one clerk at $1,600; one translator, $1,600; 
one clerk at $1,400; one messenger at $840; station- 
ery, $1,000; library, $1,000; collecting statistics and 
writing and compiling matter for annual and special 
reports, and editing and publishing circulars of 
information, $13,000; contingencies, $1,260; in all, 
$26,500. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Bureau of Education : ; 

For Commissioner of Education, $3,000; chief 
clerk, $2,000; one clerk of class four; one statistician, 
with the compensation of a clerk of class four; one 
of class three; one translator, with the com- 
tion of a clerk of class three; one clerk of 
two; four copyists at $900 each ; one messenger, 

at $840; stationery, $1,000; library, $1,000; current 
educational periodicals, $250; other current publica- 
tions, $225; completing valuable sets of periodicals 
and, publications in the library, $200; collecting 
statistics and writing and compiling matter for 
annual andspecial reports, and editing and publish- 


ing circulars of information, $13,000; fuel and lights, 
$275; contingencies, $1,260; in all, $34,850. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is not this the same 
amendment which was voted down in com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that itis. 

Mr. THURMAN. I make the point of 
order that the Senator from South Carolina has 
no right to offer that when the Chair is occu- 
pied by the Senator from Wisconsin, who gave 
very good reasons the other day why it should 
be defeated, and I have no doubt he could con- 
vince the Senate now. I think itis out of 
order to take advantage of the position of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [laughter] to press 
this amendment, or leave its opposition to 
feebler hands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
supposes the sound reasonings will remain; 
but the amendment now offered is in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. It would be so if the 
Senate always recollected what was said in a 
previous debate on the same subject. 

But seriously, Mr. President, I hope this 
amendment will be voted down again for the 
reasons which were given the other day, and 
which I will not trouble the Senate to repeat. 
The -Senate see how it is—a proposition to 
inerease the expenses of this burean more 
than twenty per cent., I think. That is going 
pretty fast—twenty per cent. a year increase. 
Where isitto end? It is just precisely like 
the Bureau of Agriculture, which began with 
an appropriation of $2,000 or $3,000, and 


The amend- 


Í now the appropriations are over a quarter of a 
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million dollars a year, and if you go on with 
this Bureau of Education it will soon be the 
most expensive department of this Govern- 
ment. The only way is to stop. 

Mr. SAWYER. I disclaim, as you, Mr. 
President, were well aware, I would, any 
purpose of taking advantage of the situation 
when the Senator from Wisconsin is not in his 
place in the Senate to repeat the arguments he 
made on this subject the other day, though I 
think there is a very fulland complete answer 
to those arguments if it were worth while to 
detain the Senate to go into it at this moment. 

This is a very small addition to whatisitself 
a very small appropriation considering the 
objects for which it is devoted. Without wish- 
ing to debate the question, I think if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will really go to that Bureau 
of Education and see all the work they do 
there, and find out what a vast amount of 
inquiries which are really. necessary to be 
made are able to be answered by that bureau, 
and what valuable statistical information they 
get together, he would cease his opposition to 
it except on the general principle which he 
maintains and which was maintained the other 
day by the Senator now in the chair, of the 
unconstitutionality of the bureau. As that 
question may be considered a question decided 
by the fact that for half a dozen years we have 
been making appropriations for this bureau, 
and that we have been making appropriations 
for the Agricultural Bureau, which rests pre- 
cisely on the same foundation constitutionally 
as this—as that question may be considered as 
having been decided, it is simply a question 
whether we will give this bureau money enough 
to do well the work it has to do, or whether 
we will keep it within such narrow limits that 
it can only do it with the utmost difficulty. 

Now, one word in reference to the character 
of the information they seek. The informa- 
tion they seek to collect and publish to the 
country is information which it is necessary 
for the good of the people should be collected. 
The power to collect it rests precisely on the 
same basis as the power to collect a large 
amount of statistics and facts which are col- 
lected when we take the census. The Consti- 
tution requires an enumeration of the people; 
that is all, The Constitution does not require 
or authorize you to collect statistics of how 

many bushels of rice, or how many bushels of 
wheat, or of crops of other kinds are gathered 
in each year; and yet that is done. There 
is just as much power in the Constitution to 
collect statistics with regard to this interest 
of education as with regard to the interest 
of commerce, agriculture, or manufactures. 

The question was asked the other day why 
did we not have a bureau of boots and shoes. 
Sir, we do have a bureau of boots and shoes. 
We have a Statistical Bureau in the Treasury 
Department at work all the time gathering sta- 
tistical facts in regard to every branch of man- 
ufactures and commerce; and they have not 
the paltry force we ask for here, but a force 
three or four times as large, constantly at work 
and publishing the statistics they collect, for 
what? To enable the President at stated times 
to lay before Congress the condition of the 
country. If the President is required by the 
Constitution at stated periods to lay before 
Congress a statement of the condition of the 
country, I ask you how he can do it without a 
collection of the materials which go to make 
up that condition. I hope, without detaining 
the Senate longer, we may have a vote on the 
amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I shall detain the Senate 
but a little while in reply to a few of the re- 
marks just made by the Senator from South 
Carolina. He tells us that if I could see how 
many letters of inquiry are received at this 
Bureau of Education, what a demand there is 
upon it for light and knowledge, I would cease 
my opposition to this. appropriation if I could 
overcome my constitutional] scruples. In reply 


to that, I have to say to him that if he will 
establish a distinct bureau for anything in the 
world, he will have just as many inquiries. To 
take the illustration that was put the other day 
by the Senator who now occupies the chair, 
aod which was referred to just now by the 
Senator from South Carolina; if you were to 
establish a bureau with relation to boots and 
shoes you wouid have just as many inquiries, 
just as many letters written to it, just as many 
demands for pamphlets and circulars, as this 
Bureau of Education has. . 

He says we already have a Bureau of Statis- 
tics in the Treasury Department. Why not 
then let that Bureau of Statistics collect all the 
statisties? Where is the necessity of a sepa- 
rate and distinct Bureau of Education to grow 
up into a great department of public instruc- 
tion? That is the question. The question 
is whether this thing shall go on growing until 
it becomes one of the Departments of this 
Government, : 

Now, sir, in regard to the constitutional 
question, I do not intend to go into any 
lengthy argument. The only foundation what- 
soever for the existence either of the Agricul- 
ture Department or of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion is that Congress may provide for obtain- 
ing statistics that will be useful to Congress in 
legislation, that it may acquire statistics ; and 
only to the extent that these bureaus are en- 
gaged in the acquisition of statistics is there 
any foundation whatsoever in the Constitution 
for their existence, in my humble judgment. 

I never have denied that Congress may pro- 
vide for the acquisition of statistics, either by 
means of a census or by means of a Bureau 
of Statistics, for they may be necessary in 
order to enlighten us upon subjects of legis- 
lation. And therefore it is just as proper to 
get them as it is to purchase a library for Con- 
gress, that we may be informed by the books 
in the library. ‘That is all right enough; but 
that is not the chief thing with this Depart- 
ment of Agriculture or with this Bureau of 
Education. The collection of statistics for 
the use of Congress in legislation is not the 
chief thing, by any manner of means. The 
collection of statistics is not one fourth the 
expense of those bureaus or Departments; not 
one tenth of the expenditures incurred by the 
Department of Agriculture, perhaps not one 
fourth of the expenditures of the Bureau of 
Education. Appropriations are made to en- 
able these bureaus to disseminate knowledge, 
itis said. The Department of Agriculture is 
engaged in disseminating knowledge among 
the farmers of the country. The Bureau of 
Education is to go on disseminating knowledge; 
in other words, to become the great national 
schoolmaster of the country. That is not col- 
lecting statistics for the use of the legislators 
at all; that is setting up a bureau of public 
instruction; that is taking the subject of edu- 
cation into the hands of the Federal Govern 
ment; that is taxing the people for purposes 
of education; that is doing what there is no 
constitutional authority to do. F hope that 
the Senate will set its face against the con- 
tinuance and annual growth of this bureau, 
which is soon to become a great department 
to take the education of the people of this 
country into its hands. 

Mr. COLE. I do not rise to find fault with 
my friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor, but rather to commend 
him for discharging what is undoubtedly re- 
garded as a duty on his part to that portion 
of the administration of the Government over 
which he is supposed to be a supervisor and 
to have some considerable control. 

It will be remembered that this is a new 
bureau, a new institution, established only a 
very few years ago. It is now under trial; it 
is doing pretty well; it has done pretty well in 
the past; and the appropriations for it that 
are embodied in the bill, and the organization 
of it as recognized in this bill, seem to be 


| soon, 
| enjoy equal favor, perhaps, indeed, will stand 


sufficient for the purpose of testing its virtues 
and its usefulness for the future. The appro- 
priations in the bill are pretty liberal. There 
is an appropriation of $13,000, for example, . 
for the collection of statisties and writing and 
compiling matter for annual and special re- 
ports, and editing, &c. ; another appropriation 
of $1,260 for contingencies, and so on. 
think the organization. had better be left as it 
is in the law establishing the bureau, and the 
appropriations left as they are proposed in 
this bill as it came to us from the House of 
Representatives, which will be simply sup- 
porting the law as it is. 

At some subsequent time, my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, can bring up this subject and have a 
reorganization of this bureau if its usefulness 
shall hereafter warrant that; but I hope: he 
will not undertake it in this bill, but let the bill 
pass as it came to us from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in harmony with the laws organ- 
izing that department. i 

Mr. SAWYER. One word only, and that 
is to correcta misapprehension of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations. I 
regret that he and I differ in reference to the 
facts about the organization of this bureau. 
This amendment does not disturb the organiza- 
tion of the bureau at all. It was originally 
organized as a. department of education, but 
was subsequently made a bureau, subject. to 
and reporting to the Interior Department. 
We havé provided here from year to year for 
the force in that bureau as in every other. We 
simply add two or three persons to it by this 
amendment, and give a special fund to do 
specific things. Ttrust we shall have a vote on 
it now, and that the Senate will adopt the 
amendment, 

Mr. COLE. That is the very point.to which 
I alluded, that it is adding three or four other 
officers, and to that extent reorganizing the 
bureau. i 

Mr. SAWYER. In the same way that we 
add clerks in any other bureau. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the amendment of 
the Senator from South Carolina will prevail. 
Indeed, I can see no ground of. opposition, 
unless you are prepared, like my friend from 
Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] to reject all legislation 
on this sabject, to reject the whole idea of a 
Bureau of Education. Now, I welcome that 
idea. I believe it important and beneticent. 
In other years I welcomed the Bureau of 
Agriculture. We now call it the Department 
of Agriculture. I think that has sustained aud 
commended itself, so that itis now a favorite 
of the country. Nobody asks us to cut down 
the appropriations for that Department. 1 
do not doubt that the time will come, and very 
when the Bureau of Education will 


higher, inasmuch as education is higher than 
agriculture. Important as agriculture unques- 
tionably is, mighty as one of the great inter- - 
ests of our Republic, it is, if possible, less 
important and less mighty than education. I 
think, therefore, that any argument which will 
strike down the Bureau of Education must 
also strike down the Department of Agricul- 
ture. Now,as I understand, the pending mo- 
tion is simply for increased efficiency in this 
new bureau. If the bureau is worthy of the 
place it already enjoys, it ought to be made 
efficient. What is worth doing is worth well 
doing, and I kuow nothing better worth doing 
than education. Therefore letit be well done. 
Help it, aud the country will be better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) Tbe question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Carolina. i 

Mr. SAWYER. 
nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COLE. I merely wish to correct: one 


I ask for the yeas -and 


remark of the Senator from- Massachusetta. 
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There is no purpose in the bill to strike down 
the Bureau of Education. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeag 25, nays 16; as foliows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Rice, Sawyer, Scott, and Sumner—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Carpenter, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, and Vickers—16. 

SENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 

Caldwell, Casserly, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Morrill of 
Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Robert- 
son, Schurz. Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, Tipton, 
Trumbull, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—32. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


: Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following 
amendment, tocome in after line eight hundred 
and sixty-five, page 36: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, within six months after the pas- 
sage of this act, to remove or sell, at his discretion, 
the machinery and all the movable property belong- 
ing to the United States now in the building and 
grounds heretofore occupied by the United States 
as a branch mint, situate in the oity of New Orleans, 
and bounded by Esplanade street, Barracks street, 
Levee street, and tho public road, and to surrender 
to the authorities of the said city of New Orleans 
the buildings and grounds above described. 

I will trouble the Senate with but a word 
regarding thisamendment. It will be remem- 
bered that this isthe amendmentthat I offered 
in Committee of the Whole. Upon the motion 
to lay it upon the table made by my honorable 
friend from California [Mr. Core] Senators 
will remember the motion was lost. I with- 
drew the amendment, however, until the bill 
should be reported to the Senate, for the pur- 
pose of enabling myself and others to look into 
the law regarding the sale of branch mints. 
The question then arose as to whether there 
had been a law passed by Congress directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to abandon the 
branch mint at New Orleans. My honorable 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Trurman | interposed 
an objection to the amendment asit then stood. 
It will be remembered that the amendment I 
first offered provided that the branch mint 
should be reéstablished within six months, or 
revert to the city under the terms of the grant 
of the property upon which the branch mint 
stands made by the city of New Orleans to the 
United States Government in 1835. My hon- 
orable friend from Ohio made the point of non- 
user, but remarked thatif it appeared that there 
was a law of Congress authorizing the Secretary 
to abandon the mint, that would be in his judg- 
ment a sufficient answer to that point, and the 
property ought to be surrendered to the city. 

It will be remembered that my honorable 
friend from Ohio, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, [Mr. Snerman,] reported 
a bill striking out the clause providing for the 
reéstablishment ofthe mint which was embraced 
in the amendment I offered in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Now, in reply to the objection made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] in refer- 
ence to nen-user, I desire to call attention to 
an appropriation bill, approved July 23, 1866, 
one section of which reads as follows: 

_ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized, at his discretion, to remove 
the whole or any portion of the machinery, appa- 
ratus, and fixtures of the branch mints of the United 
States at New Orleans, Charlotte, and Dahlonega, 
to such other branch mints ag in his opinion may 
require the same, or at his discretion to discontinue 
the branch mints at New Orleans, Charlotte, and 
Dahlonega, and to dispose of the property belonging 
thereto, if he shall deem it expedient, at public 
auction to the highest bidder.” 

_ All these branch mints have been discon- 
tinued, I believe, and the fixtures and machin- 
ery sold under this law except the branch mint 
at New Orleans, When if was attempted by 
the Secretary to put this. law into operation 
the condition of the grant of cession from the 
city of New Orleans precluded him from dis- 


posing of this property, and by an express 
provision in the deed of cession it was pro- 
vided that in the event of a discontinuance of 
the branch mint the property should revert to 
the city. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] 
thought it was improper to move an amend- 
ment of this kind to an appropriation bill. 
Sir, the section I have just read was moved 
and carried to an appropriation bill of the 
same nature as the one now pending. Now, 
sir, as I am disposed to admit that there is no 
immediate necessity for reéstablishing the 
branch mint at New Orleans, and as it meets 
the view of the Committee on Finance, who 
have reported this bill, I have concluded to 
accept the amendment as reported by them, 
embracing simply the proposition to return to 
the city of New Orleans the property deeded 
in 1835 by the city upon the express condition 
that 4 branch mint should be maintained, and 
that if at-any time the branch mint was dis- 
continued the property should revert to the 
city. That is all that I ask. I only ask that 
the conditions of the grant be complied with. 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COLE. I have but a few remarks to 
make on the subject. The first part of the 
amendment is embodied in the law which the 
Senator read authorizing the Secretary to sell 
the machinery in this among other branch 
mints. So there can be no necessity for that 
branch of the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator for a moment. The distinction 
between that act of Congress and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana is this: 
that act leaves it discretionary with the Secre- 
tary, a discretion he has not seen fit to exer- 
cise in regard to this particular mint, though 
he has in regard to the others; but this amend- 
ment makes it mandatory upon him. 

Mr. COLE. That brings me directly to 
another point. The Secretary has not seen 
fit to do this, and probably he may have suf- 
ficient reasons for not doing it. 1 remember 
that but the other day the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, who now presents this amendment in 
this form, was exceedingly anxious to retain 
an assay office and mint in New Orleans, and 
he made a long and vigorous and powerful 
argument in favor of that proposition. Now 
he offers an amendment to surrender up this 
property to the city of New Orleans. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Senator surely does 
not intend to misrepresent me. 

Mr. COLE. Not at all. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The amendment that I 
offered the other day was in the exact lan- 
guage, word for word, of this amendment, with 
the exception that it also contained this clause: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
may reéstablish the branch mint at any time within 
six months, in which case this section shall be null 
and void.” 

Mr. COLE. The Senator does not touch 
the point to which I was alluding, and I will 
repeat it again. The Secretary in all prob- 
ability had a good reason for not exercising 
his discretion and disposing of that property. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COLE. Assuredly. 

Mr. WEST. Does the Senator think there 
ought to be a branch mint established at New 
Orleans? 

Mr. COLE. That is not the question before 
the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Yes, itis. The drift of the Sena- 
tor’s argument is that there should be one. 

Mr. COLE. The Secretary of the Treasury 
probably has somereason why he has not exer- 
cised the discretion that he had under the 
law which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Ketioce] has just read, and it conforms to the 
argument the Senator made here the other 
day, with a good deal of emphasis, that there 
was a necessity for a branch mint at that place. 


Mr. THURMAN. The reason why he has 
not exercised the authority given him is that 
he has the use of this building, without paying 


| any rent for it, for the offices of the General 


Government. He does not think of establish- 
ing a mint there any more, 

Mr. COLE. Very well. Has that proposi- 
tion been fully considered, whether the Gov- 
ernment will surrender up property that it is 
now using and which is in law its own, I appre- 
hend? Ifit is not the property of the United 
States, then there is no necessity for thisamend- 
ment to make it the property of somebody else. 
If the property is in the Government of the 
United States at this time, the United States is 
saving rent by having possession of the prop- 
erty. > : 

Mr. President, thisis another sample of legis- 
lation on an appropriation bill. Itis a propo- 
sition to legislate on an appropriation bill, 
When an appropriation bill is before the Sen- 
ate, it should be confined to the legitimate 
subjects of such a bill, to the formal business 
of making appropriations for the service of 
the Government. Senators are often absent 
while such bills are considered, as we see 
now empty chairs all around. They are ab- 
sent in the expectation that the business of 
the Senate will be confined to the legitimate 
duty of making appropriations to carry out 
existing laws when such a bill ishefore the 
body. How are we to know that Senators 
who take an interest in a measure of legisla- 
tion like this are not at this time absent? 
The presumption is that they are absent. . A 
measure of this kind ought to be considered 
in a full Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to make 
a suggestion to my friend to see if I am cor- 
rect. As I understand the amendment, the 
Senators from Louisiana want Congress to 
pass an act to aid a forfeiture of the property 
of the United States. I do not think that is 
the business of Congress. If they go to the 
courts, the courts will construe every forfeiture 
with the greatest possible strictness; but why 
we should be called upon to aid a forfeiture of 
United States property, I cannot understand. 

Mr. COLE. The property is either that of 
the United States or it isnot. If itis the prop- 
erty of the United States, the United States 
need it, and we ought not to surrender it up 
on this bill. If it is not, there is a legal rem- 
edy for obtaining it. I have nothing more to 


gay. 

Air. MORRILL, of Vermont. It must be 
obvious to the Senate that a practice is grow- 
ing up here by which we are to pass only one 
bill at a session. Senators representing other 
committees seem disposed, as is evidenced 
here to-day, to bring forward every measure 
that has been reported by their committees 
and putit ona bill of this kind. Now, sir, 
when this subject was first discussed I was 
somewhat disposed to surrender all the rights 
of the United States to the mint at New 
Orleans at once to the city aud be rid of it; 
but I thought it was a question of sufficient 
magnitude to be considered by itself in the 
Senate, and it was reported here as a bill to 
be considered by itself. Now the Senator from 
Louisiana attempts to foist it upon this bill to 
evade apparently the discussion to which it 
would be subjected as a separate measure. 
Certainly a bill that involves $1,000,000 ought 
to receive something more than a five minutes’ 
discussion in this body. It appears by the 
Senator’s own bill that it is a problematical 
case whether the United States may want this 
mint for future use or not, for in the bill, as 
introduced by himself, he proposes that the 
United States may resume and continue the 
operations of a mint and assay office at New 
Orleans. 

We have already passed upon the question 
of continuing the mint in North Carolina and 
propose to'make an appropriation to continue 
that. If there is any reason for continuing 
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a branch mint anywhere, there are stronger 
reasons for continuing such an establishment 
at New Orleans than in any other portion of 
our Southwestern country. I am persuaded 
that we shall have to build cither an assay 
or a mint and resume operations in some 
quarter of the Southwest of this country. We 
are constantly increasing the products of gold 
and silver in our Territories, and we have got 
to provide a place at some point nearer than 
Philadelphia for an assay office. 

Therefore, under these opinions thus briefly 
expressed, I am opposed to the adoption of 
this amendment on this bill, and I move to 
lay it on the table. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will with- 
draw it to accommodate the Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. As I took part in this 
discussion the other day I feel it but due to 
the Senator from Louisiana and the Senate to 
say something upon it now, because I have 
looked into the subject since the matter was 
brought up the other day, and I am perfectly 
satisfied in my own mind that good faith and 
common honesty on the part of this Govern- 
ment require the adoption of the measure pro- 
posed by the Senator from Louisiana in the 
shape in which it now is. Inthe shape in which 
it was presented the other day it contemplated 
the reconstruction of the mint at New Orleans, 
and in that shape it was objectionable to me. 
Now it proposes to do what? To give back 
to the owner of that property her own. prop- 
erty, for it is her own property the moment 
that this Government definitely determines 
not to use it as a mint. By the very terms 
of the grant, when this Government determ- 
ines to cease to use that property as a mint, 
it is to revert to the city of New Orleans. That 
is the grant. We hold it upon no other title 
than that. 

Now, sir, the Government is bound in com- 
mon honesty to make a determination, if it can 
make it now sensibly. I agree that the Gov- 
ernment is not bound ‘to make a determina- 
tion before it can sensibly make it; but if it 
is clear to Senators that a determination can 
sensibly be made now, simple honesty requires 
it to be made; and it is a want of good faith 
if the Government does not make it. 

Then what is the state of the case? My 
friend from Vermont says that perchance you 
may need an assay office there. That will not 
save your property from a reversion. The 
language of the grant is that if the United 
States shall determine to discontinue its use 
as a mint, (and no one knows better than the 
Senator the difference between a mere assay 
office and a mint,) it shall revert to the city. 
An assay office is nota mint at all. Nearly 
all the assay offices in the country are in the 
hands of private individuals; butall the mints, 
the establishments which coin the money— 
the very word meaning to coin money—are all 
necessarily Government institutions; for no 
man, and not even a State, can coin money; 
nobody but the United States. This grant is 
upon condition that the Government shall 
keep that up as a place where money shall be 
coined; and it is upon that condition alone 
that we have avy right to the property. We 
shall not save it, therefore, by having a mere 
assay: office there, 

Now, what says the Director of the Mint? 
What says Mr. Knox, the best informed man 
on this subject of any man perhaps in the Uni- 
ted States, in his official report? That there 
is no probability that the Government will ever 
want to coin money at New Orleans; and any- 
body who will reflect on the subject for a mo- 
ment will see that there is no probability of it. 
It is idle to suppose that ore will be brought 
thousands of miles, perhaps, or say only hun- 
dreds of miles, to New Orleans to. be assayed 
and minted there, when it can be done for one 
third the expense right in the vicinity where 


the ore is obtained, and when we have already 
a mint at Carson City, another at San Fran- 
cisco, and another at Philadelphia. To sup- 


pose that the Government will bring ore, or || 


that individuals will be at the expense of 
transporting ore from the mines to New Or- 
leans to be assayed and coined there, is simply 
to shut our eyes to all probabilities. There is 
not the least probability in the world of any 
such thing, and the consequence, therefore, is 
simply this, that if the Government will not 
make a determination, which it oughtto make 
at once, which it is bound in good faith to 
make at once; if it will not avow its determ- 
ination according to what is really its determ- 
ination, that it will not have a mint at New 
Orleans any longer, then we hold that prop- 
erty until we are turned out of it by.a courtof 
law, perhaps fifteen or twenty years, when 
non-user has grown into a bar of our rightand 
created a reversion that cannot be contro- 
verted; we hold on to a property which 
we have no idea of using according to the 
terms of the grant made to us; and what is 
that but simply bad faith? Let the Govern- 
ment be honest in this business. It will cost 
the Government, as a mere matter of econ- 
omy, far less to give up this property now 
than it would to institute a mint at New Or- 
leans and keep it up with the expenses attend- 
ant uponit. Asa money-saving operation it 
would be a great deal better that we should 
do it. 

One word more. The Senator talks about 
$1,000,000 beinginvolved. Whose property 
was this? It was the property of the city 
of New Orleans. The Government of the 
United States never had anything but the usu- 
fruct in it. 
erty. It never had any more than a possess- 
ory right to possess that property so long as 
it should use it in a particular way. ‘The 
Government never gave a dollar for the prop- 
erty. Now what is it the Government will 
give up if it ceases to use the property accord- 
ing to the terms of the grant? A few old 
buildings. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Only one. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oneold building. I did 
not know, looking at the expense that I saw 
had been incurred in regard to that mint, but 
that it might be a very valuable building. I 
learn that itis notso. As to the personal prop- 
erty, the Government keeps that as a matter 
of course; and as to the value’ of this old 
building, probably it will not mora than pay 
for the use of the property since the Govern- 
ment has ceased to use it as a mint. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I know that 
Mr. Knox is very learned on the subject of 
mints and coinage, but I would not take his 
opinion on the question as to whether we needed 
a mint at New Orleans any quicker than I 
would the opinion of the Senator from Ohio. 
That Senator is as capable of judging whether 
we need a mint at New Orleans as Mr. Knox. 

I have no doubt at all, from what I have 
discovered, that if we abolish this mint now 


and surrender it, the Senators from Louisiana ` 


will be here within the next six years asking 
for a new appropriation to buy a site and erect 
a building for a new mint there. 

The Senator talks about this mint building 
being of little or no value. Why, sir, it cost 
nearly six hundred thousand dollars, and the 
supervising architect reports that it is in good 
repair, and for $10,000 he could put it in oper- 
ating, working shape. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwill ask the Senator 
if that does not include all the machinery and 
fixtures ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is 
another point in the case. We originally 
appropriated $200,000 for the site. I do 
not know what has become of that money. 
I have tried to find out, but have been un- 
able to ascertain. Jt does not appear in the 
document by which it was leased to us that 


It never had any fee in the prop- | 


we paid anything for it, and yet previous-to 
that time $200,000 was appropriated. for the 
site. : 

I think this is a question of sufficient mag- 
nitude to be considered in a bill by itself. fn 
relation to our rights there, we have a right 
to choose our own time when we will determ- 
ine the question whether we will keep it -or 
not, or remove the buildings, if we see fit. 
There is no guestion about our legal right to 
remove. the building or sell the materials on 
the lot, and until this question is legislatively 
determined, determined by Congress, it will 
not be determined at all. I move to-lay the 
amendment on the table. ; 

Mr. WEST. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pratt, Schurz, 
Sherman, Sprague, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, Win- 
dom, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Boreman, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Corbett, Kerry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, 
Nye, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Thurman, and West—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Caldwell, Cas- 
serly, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davisof West Virginia, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Osborn, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Robertson, Saulsbury, Scott, Stewart, Sum- 
ner, and Wilson—24. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to give 
notice from the Committee on Agriculture of 
the amendment which I indicated, increasing 
the salary of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
from $8,000 to $4,000, and move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
so referred. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to add at the 
end of the amendment which was adopted on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN,] ‘¢And the annual salary of the 
district judge of the northern district of Nli- 
nois shall be $5,000.” Ido not propose to 
make any appropriation, but simply to fix the 
amount of salary, and we can provide for it in 
another bill. : ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would be a very | 
inartistic amendment to propose—— 

Mr. COLE. That amendment will involve 
the necessity of an appropriation, I think it 
is equivalent to that. I move to lay it on the 
table. 


i Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe I have the 


oor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. _ I wish to say a wordin 
reference to this amendment before any motion 
is made to Jay it on the table. 

The district court in the northern district 
of Illinois, I will say to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, is in session nearly the whole year. 
Judge Blodgett, who holds that court, is a gen- 
tleman of great. diligence, and is a man who 
dispatches business perhaps as fast as any 
judge in the country; but notwithstanding 
that is the case, I think the court is in session 
nine months in the year. The amount of 
business at that point, as the Senator knowé, 
is very large. The present salary of the judge 
is $4,000 a year. Now, any one who knows 
anything about the expense of living im the 
city of Chicago must know that no gentleman 
with a family can live in that city as a judge 
of the United States district court ought to 
live, on a salary of $4,000; and a judge ought 
not to engage in any other business. The 
gentleman who happens to hold the office at 
this time is a faithful officer, an upright man, 
a diligent and efficient judge, and ‘his salary 
ought to be. increased; and I hope the Sen- 
ator from California himself, when becomes 
to understand this case, will make no objec- 
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tion. toit. I am sure if he understood the 
case äs it really exists, he would be willing 
and glad of an opportunity to pay so faithfal 
an-officer, and one who discharges such high 
and important duties, a salary of $5,000. 

Mr. COLE. I might not object if there 
were not sixty ‘cases on the same ground. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir, there is not 
another one in the Union. 

Mr. COLE. There are about sixty of these 
district judges, all of whom, of course, want 
their salaries raised, not to say anything about 
the circuit judges and the judges of the Su- 
preme Court. I move to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 22, noes 18. 

Mr.. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
amend the amendment adopted on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio by adding the words 
‘And thatthe salary of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture be fixed at $4,000.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to lay that amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I believe I have 
the floor. The effect of this amendment is, as 

- the Senate of course perceive, not to make any 
appropriation whatever. It would be discrim- 
inating against that Department to raise the 
salary of the Commissioner of Education and 
the other salaries that have been raised, and 
not increase the salary of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture. It would be very invidious; 
and as this amendment makes no appropri- 
ation, Lhope it will be unanimously adopted. 

Mr. COLE. I need only remark that most 
of the officers whose salaries have been in- 
creased are not provided with residences and 
the other conveniences of life like this officer, 
and I suppose he does not want more than 
$8,000 in addition to the advantages he now 
enjoys. I move to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being 
on a divisién—ayes 19, noes 24. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. BOREMAN, Mr. HITCHCOCK, and 
Mr. HAMILTON of Maryland, called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it right to say 
that the Senate will bear me witness that { 
have opposed riding these appropriation bills 
‘with new subjects of legislation increasing 
salaries as hard as I could, but the Senate 
have overruled the committee and have over- 
ruled me, and have decided that it is right to 
do justice to public servants on this bill. 
‘Now, then, we have provided for Assistant 
Secretaries, heads of bureaus, and all that 
class of people, and here you have the head 
of.a Department which is more intimately 
connected with the great body of the people, 
and in which they take a greater interest than 
in almost any other Department of the Gov- 
ernment. Therefore, IL think it is due to the 
office, inasmuch as the Senate have determ- 
ined that this is the time and the place to con- 
sider this subject, not to make an invidious dis- 
tinction which seems to be attempted now of 
putting in our favorites and of rejecting those 
who do not happen to be our favorites. I 
Gonfess Iam not a very great admirer of the 
administration of the agricultural bureau at 
this moment, but I think, as a matter of jus- 
tice, the salary of that office ought to be as 
high as that of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Interior or the head of one of the bureaus in 
the Departments. I therefore feel obliged, as 
the Senate have determined that this is the 
time and the place, to vote on the merit of 
the proposition, and in favor of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Commissioner of 
Agriculture is an important officer undoubt- 
edly, and I believe the present incumbent to 
be:a meritorious one. .The increase proposed, 
however, strikes me as a large one-—thirty- 
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three and a third per cent. in a single year. 
I should be willing to vote for an increase of 
$500, making bis salary $8,500. It seems to 
me that is a compromise between the conflict- 
ing views in the Senate, and I hope it will be 
adopted by the Senator who has charge of this 
particular amendment. J presume regularly 
it must be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am surprised to hear 
the Senator from California, who is generally 
so liberal, disposed to reduce the compensa- 
tion that is proposed to be paid to the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture. Surely there is no 
bureau connected with this Government which 
is so useful to the country, nor one in which 
the people of the country feel so much interest, 
asthis Department of Agriculture. The Com- 
missioner now receives $3,000, and it is pro- 
posed to give him $4,000. That certainly is 
not too much. 

The present incumbent is the ablest man 
who has ever filled that office. He is a man 
of great intelligence. He is one of the first 
lawyers of the part of the State in which he 
lived. Heis as pure a man as lives anywhere, 
and has devoted his whole life, spending his 
own fortune in this cause of agriculture. If 
anybody is entitled to the increased compen: 
sation which it would seem the Senate by their 
last vote are disposed to give, it is he. I 
should certainly be greatly disappointed in the 
intelligence and liberality of the Senate if they 
were to attempt to change this to any lower 
salary. I would rather give him $6,090. In- 
deed, I think the Commissioner of Agriculture 
ought to have a salary of $6,000. Everybody 
has an interest in that Department, and every- 
body, to some extent, is benefited by what he 
and those before kim have done. I trust the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COLE. I barely alluded a moment ago 
to a fact in connection with this case which 
the Senate ought not to lose sight of, and par- 
ticularly the Senator from Vermont, my col- 
league on the committee, [Mr. Epmunps.] He 
proposes to vote in favor of a salary of $4,000 
for this officer who is furnished with a very 
elegant residence and other conveniences 
of life, and of course, to be consistent with 
that, it will devolve upon him, and other Sen- 
ators as well, to vote residences for the several 
heads of bureaus who are to receive by the 
vote to-day $4,000 salary. 

I take this to be an exceptional case. It 
does not come under the rule. I think it is 
not quite the thing for this lawyer, not farmer, 
from Pennsylvania—an excellent lawyer, but 
how much he is versed in agriculture 1 do not 
know—to be provided with a salary equal to 
these other officers in addition to his other 
privileges, I think that is going a little too 
far. Itis establishing a principle which, if car- 
ried out, will lead usinto very great difficulty. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to reply to what 
the chairman of the committee said about a 
splendid residence. This officer has no resi- 
dence at all. When‘the Agricultural Depart- 
ment building was erected Í happened to be 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture of 
the Senate, and. I begged the then Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture to occupy two or three 
of the rooms in the third story. It is no resi- 
dence, but I advised him to occupy those 
rooms forthe reason which I stated to him, that 
he would save a large amount in not having to 
pay policemen and servants to take care of 
the building at night. He goes there, with no 
allowance of servants or anything of that kind, 
and takes care of the building in addition to 
doing his duty as Commissioner of Agriculture. 

I said he was a lawyer, because it is believed 
in this country that a lawyer is fit for anything, 
[laughter ;] and with the general intelligence 
that a lawyer ought to have, he ought to be 
competent for any place. But in addition to 
this, I know that this gentleman has lived on 
a farm ali his life and devoted himself to agri- 
culture, spending the money which he made 


by his profession in making experiments and 
doing service to Pennsylvania and to the Uni- 
ted States as an agriculturist. He was presi- 
dent of our State agricultural society for many 
years, and no man in the United States stands 
higher among scientific agriculturists than 
Frederick Watts, and there is no man in the 
country who more deserves the-title of gentle- 
man. He is a polished man and a gentleman, 
as well as an able farmer. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out +‘ $4,000” and in- 
serting “$3,500.” Imake the motion because 
I think itis ajust way of dividing the difference 
between the opposing sides of the Senate on 
this subject. I regard the office of Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture as one of very great im- 
portance to such States as my own. I am 
perfectly willing that that officer should be 
paid liberally. The only consideration that 
embarrasses me at all is that I understand 
that during my absence upon a committee of 
the Senate elsewhere other officers have had 
their salaries raised to $4,000. I think, how- 
ever, that ifin those cases so great an increase 
has been made as is proposed to be made in 
this case, such increase wasobjectionable. An 
increase of thirty-three and one third per cent. 
upon the salary of any officer who is at all 
well paid is too much, in my judgment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from California 
[Mr. CasserLy] will not prevail. His last 
remark was that an increase of thirty-three 
and one third per cent. was a large increase 
where the salary was at all sufficient; but this 
is a case where it is entirely insuflicient. It 
is only $3,000. 

My friend from California [Mr. Coz] says 
the Commissioner of Agriculture has a house. 
Why, sir, he lives up in the upper stories of 
the building for the purpose of taking care of 
the establishment. We have gone onand given 
heads of bureaus $4,000, and now it seems to 
me there would be but little propriety in allow- 
ing the head of a Department a salary less than 
the head of a bureau. There was a convention 
held in this city a little more than a month ago 
of the leading agriculturists in the different 
parts of the United States, and they were so 
impressed with the importance of this offiee 
as to pass a resolution recommending that the 
salary should be $6,000. Instead of moving 
to make it $6,000, [ have only moved to put 
the salary of the head of this Department on a 
level with the salaries of the heads of bureaus. 
I trust that this invidious distinction may not 
be made against this important Department. 

Mr. EDMONDS. IL hope we shall not 
decide this question of the amount of salary, 
which attaches to the office, not to the man, 
upon the accidental fact that he occupies a 
public building of the country. While I am 
in favor of this amendment to the full extent 
of $4,000, the Senate having determined, as 
it has, that this is a right thing to do on this 
bill, (for the man ‘who has the agriculture of a 
continent to oversee and to aid is certainly 
entitled to as much as a clerk in charge of 
the money-order business in the Post Office 
Department, for illustration,) I think it ought 
not to be determined by the fact that a publie 
officer occupies a public building. He has no 
business to be there. The public buildings 
are erected for the public service, not for pri- 
vate accommodation, and we are paying enorm- 
ous rents in this city at this time for rooms 
not nearly as good as those which might now 
be occupied if the Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture would leave them for the real interests 
of the public service. It isan abuse, and if 
the “reformers” had thought of it, and had 
had an investigration into it, I dare say we 
should have provided a remedy by this time. 
But that is entirely independent of the fit- 
ness of attaching a proper salary to this office. 
This Commissioner may go out to-morrow, and 
another man come in who will not occupy a 
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public building, but will take care of his fam- 
ily in hig own way, as the rest of us do, and 
give up these rooms, if not needed for pur- 
poses of agriculture, to other public uses for 
which they are wanted. So I hope Senators 
will not try to make an offset between the 
improper occupancy of this building and the 
salary that ought to be attached to the office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itrust the salary of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture will be increased. 
If it had been brought to my attention when I 
offered the amendment, and I had had any 
power over it, I should certainly have inserted 
his name. I reported the amendment by 
direction of the Committee on Finance. lt 
looked rather to bureau officers and took a 
class, and did not extend beyond that class. 

With respect to the character of his place, 
he is at the head of a Department. When 
that Department was first organized the salary 

. was proposed in the Senate to be fixed at 
$6,000, notas high ag the salary attached to the 
other Departments, because it had less to do, 
but higher than the salaries of bureau officers, 
because it was a Department, not a bureau; 
and it was separated from the other Depart- 
ments of the Government because the business 
of agriculture in this country being the great 
occupation of the country, it was thought 
better to have a separate Department, as it 
did not properly belong to either of the other 
Departments of the Government. Then the 
salary was fixed at $8,000 by the House of 
Representatives. .I trust we shall fix this 
salary equal to the salaries of the heads of 
bureaus in the different Departments of the 
Government; and if an officer should be ap- 
pointed who was equal to the position, I would 
be willing to increase the salary to 36,000. 
My impression is that the head of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture ought to be the chief 
farmer of the country; and we never have had, 
in my judgment, without speaking unkindly 
of any of these officers, one who fairly repre- 
sented the wishes of the agricultural people of 
this country. I hope, therefore, this salary 
will be put at $4,000, and that my friend from 
California will allow it to be inserted in the 
proper place, so as to carry with it the appro- 
priation. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should make a point 
of order on that. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I donot wish to be tena- 
cious about this matter. In justice to myself 
I must observe that the distinction is very 
great between the offices in respect to which 
an increase has been already given by the 
Senate, as referred to by the Senator from Ohio 
who last spoke, and the office of Commissioner 
of Agriculture. Those offices of which the 
Senator spoke, and of which other Senators 
have spoken, the salaries of which have already 
been raised by this body, were, many of them, 
if not most of them, offices created before 
1820, when the purchasing power of money 
was certainly two and a half or three times as 
great as it now is. Doubtless a strong argu- 
ment in justice and equity in all such cases 
may be presented in favor of raising salaries 
to the pointadopted bythe Senate. The office 
of Commissioner of Agriculture, however, is 
of very modern date. My impression is that 
it ig not more than ten or twelve years old. 
If $3,000 was a sufficient salary when it was 
first created, and has been so regarded by Con- 
gress from that time to this, it occurs to me 
very strongly indeed that no good reason ean 
be given for raising the salary now from $3,000 
to $4,000 at a single bound. As I say, I am 
willing, considering the importance of the 
office, its great interest to such States as my 
own, considering also what I believe to be 
the fidelity and diligence of the incumbent, to 
raise the salary to. $3,500; and I did hope 
that would meet the general acceptance of 
those who thought the salary ought to be raised 
as well as of those who were opposed to rais- 
ing it to $4,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion ison the amendment of the Senator from 
California to the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey, to reduce the amount from 
$4,000 to $8,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. : 

Mr. SAWYER. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It depends 
upon what the amendment proposed is. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. I will send it to the desk. 
It is to add at the end of the pending amend- 
ment ‘‘ And the salary of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury shall be the sameas that received by 
the Assistant Attorneys General.’’ 

I desire to say a word in reference to. this 
amendment. Under the head of appropriations 
for the Department of Justice, the Assistant | 
Attorneys General are provided with salaries | 
of $5,000 each. The Assistant Solicitor of 
Internal Revenue has a salary of $5,000. For 
the salary of the Solicitor of the Treasury De- 
partment, who may be at times called upon to 
revise and review the decisions of the Solicitor 
of Internal Revenue, there is appropriated 
only $8,500. The Solicitor of the Treasury 
receives only $3,500 by the-bill as it now 
stands; the Assistant Attorneys General and 
the Solicitor of Internal Revenue receive 
$5,000. I think it is but just that the Solicitor 
of the Treasury should be placed on the same 
ground as the solicitor of a bureau which is 
subject to the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Solicitor of the 
Treasury now gets $3,500 a year. That has 
been his salary for along time. He ought to 
receive $4,000 witb the other heads of bureaus 
in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SAWYER. Heis not in the Treasury 
Department. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Heis the Solicitor of 
the Treasury, although he is nominally at- | 
tached for some purposes to the Department | 
of Justice. But there is no reason for raising 
his pay above $4,000, It ought to be put 
in at $4,000; and I made a suggestion of 
that kind, but the Senator from Illinois made 
a remark that led me to suppose his salary 
had already been increased, and that misled 
me, or I would have moved it before. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not know that it is 
worth while seriously to object to the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio; but it does 
seem to me it is a great incdhgruity to give 
the Solicitor of Internal Revenue, the head ofa 
bureau of the Treasury Department, $5,000, 
and the Solicitor of the Treasury itself $3,500 
or $4,000. 
© Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
South Carolina allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? ` 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to inquire 
whether it would not be in order for him to 
move to reduce the salary of the Solicitor of 
Internal Revenue? I have heard very often in 
this Chamber of salaries being put up in order 
to equalize them. Would it not be in order to 
equalize downward once? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have not heard the Sen- 
ator from Illinois make that proposition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was suggesting to the 
Senator from South Carolina, as he was trou- 
bled about having these two salaries the same, 
whether it would not be possible to put the 
others down a little. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is a sort of logic and 
justice about this matter. The Solicitor of 
the Treasury, if there is anything like supe- 
riority in the two offices, certainly holds a 
higher office than the solicitor of a bureau in 
the Treasury, and the solicitor of a bureau in 
the Treasury has $5,000, while the Solicitor 
of* the Treasury, who may have occasion to 
review his decisions, has $1,500 less. I will 
accept the modification of the Senator from 


Ohio. p 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- |j 


tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
as modifed. 3 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed-to; there being on a division—ayes 
29, noes 13. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to amend that 
amendment. by adding after the amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina 
which has just been adopted: 

And the salary of the solicitor of internal reve- 
nue shall be the same as the salary of the Solicitor 
of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will now be an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment to the amendment Was 
agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. Inow move to Jay the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, aa 
amended, on the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, called for 
the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 11, nays 86; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Cole, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Kellogg, Kelly, Saulsbury; 
Sprague, Stevenson, Vickers, and Wright—ll. 

AYS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Chand- 
ler, Cooper, Davisof West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, 
Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz. Scott, Sherman, Spen- 
cer, Stockton, Trumbull, and West—36, 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Osborn, Patterson, Pome- 
roy, Pool, Ramsey, Robertson, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Wilson, and Windom—26, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs’on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey as amended, and 
the yeas and nays have been ordered by the 
Senate on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. COLE. I will not insist on the call, 
after the last vote. If I was the person ‘to 
whom the Chair alludes as calling for the 
yeas and nays, I withdraw the call. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I called 
for the yeas and nays, and I insist upon them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When we are raising 
these salaries I think there ought to be some 
equality and fairness in the matter. We are 
putting up salaries generally about thirty-three 
and a third per cent., asl understand. I wish 
to inquire whether it will now be in order to 
move to amend this amendment by adding 
‘* that the salaries of Senators and Represent- 
atives shall be increased thirty-three and a 
third per cent., and the money necessary to 
pay that increase is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated ?”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion 
to increase those salaries would be in order, 
to say nothing of its propriety. [Laughter. ] 
The question now is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey as amended. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 32, nays 10; -as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair. 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen. Gilbert, Hill, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morton, Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Stockton, ‘Trumbull; and West—32. 
- NAYS — Messrs. Boreman, Cole, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hitcheock, Ramsey, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Tipton, Vickers, and Wright—10. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Casserly, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
iiton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Robertson, Saulsbury 
Schurz, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Wilson, an 
Windom—3L i 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the 
amendment just adopted: 

And the annual salaries of the judges of thre Court 
of Claims shall be $5,000 from and after the ist day 
of July, 1872, 

This: isan amendment that is so eminently 
proper that I hope the Senate will adopt it 
without controversy. These judges are in ses- 
sion longer than the Supreme Court. It isa 
very important court. It is a court that saves 
to this Government, in my judgment, millions 
of dollars annually. Claims against the Gov- 
ernment, instead of coming here to Congress 
and being lobbied through, as they formerly 
were, and being investigated only on one side, 
are required by law-now, in cases where they 
arise out of contracts, to go before this Court 
ofClaims. They are there subjected to a judi- 
cial investigation. The Government has attor- 
neys there, and the cases are examined, and 
an unjust claim cannot get through that court. 
We all know that unjust claims do sometimes 
get allowed in Congress, because the testimony 
is. presented on one side ; it is ew parte; and 
we are misled by the statements made. But 
this court has been organized for the protec- 
tion of the Government, and, in my judgment, 
does protect it to a very great extent. ‘Ihe 
salaries are certainly inadequate. Salaries of 
$4,000 for gentlemen who have to reside here 
at Washington, and who are holding court for 
six months in the year—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nine months. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nine months in the 
year, my friend suggests, are entirely dispro- 
portionate; and I hope the Senate will agree 
to the amendment { have offered. A Senator 
near me suggests it ought to be $6,000, but I 
have offered it at $5,000. 

Mr. MORTON. It seems to me that the 
question of these judicial salaries ought to be 
regulated ina bill by themselves. The salaries 
of the judges of the Court of Claims are now 
$4,000 a year. J admit they are too low. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Let me say to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that we raised them last 
year, but the House disagreed to it. 

Mr. MORTON. I will vote to increase 
them, but not at this time. The effect of this 
course is simply to load the bill down until all 
this increase of salaries will fail. Those 
who are desirous of having the officers who 
receive the low salaries, only getting $3,000, 
brought up to $4,000, should stand by the 
pill in something like its present form, and not 
load itdown with other amendments to increase 
the salaries of officers now getting $4,000 and 
bring them up to $5,000. When the Assistant 
Secretaries have had their salaries increased to 
$4,000, they are then simply placed on the 
same platform occupied by the judges of the 
Court of Claims now; but by putting this 
amendment and others of a kindred charac- 
ter on, the whole thing is broken down. 


It is trae these judges labor here nine months: 


in the year; but these other officers, who are 
only getting $8,000, labor here eleven and 
twelve months in the year, and they work 
just as hard and their positions require 
jast: as much capacity, and just as much 
brains, too. They get only $3,000 a year and 
work the whole twelve months, except, per- 
haps, they may go off for two or four weeks 
during the summer to recruit their health. 
They work longer than those judges, and they 
now get $1,000 a year less. After we have 
brought them up to the same level with the 
judges of the Court of Claims, 1 shail be will- 
ing to vote for a bill to make their salaries 
what they ought to be. 

And I will say to the Senator from Ilinois 
that I am opposed to this system of low and 
starving salaries for offices that require talent, 
learning, and industry. It is the poorest pub- 
lic. economy that was ever practiced in the 
world. The Government loses money instead 
of saving money by it. Every office that re- 


quires education; ability, and devotion ought | 


to be well paid. The officer ought to be paid 
according to his ability and according to the 
importance of his duties. I repeat, this sys- 
tem of low and starving salaries for offices of 
this kind is the poorest possible economy. I 
have ever entertained that view. But I believe 
in doing something that is practicable. Here 
are officers who only get $3,000 a year, and 


we are now trying to bring them up-to $4,000. . 


I am not willing to break this measure down 
by putting on other amendments for the pur- 
pose of making the salaries of officers who now 
get $4,000, $5,000. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I concur in what has 
been so well said by the Senator from Indiana, 
that the Government loses in not paying tal- 
ent and industry a just compensation. - I do 
not see, however, why we should not make this 
change in this bill. This bill fixes the sala- 
ries of these jadges. If we propose to in- 
crease other salaries, I do not know why we 
should not inerease the salaries of the judges 
of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. President, I have voted on this bill against 
any increase of salaries, not because I do not 
think salaries ought to be increased; but, as 
I have said again and again, this is not 
the proper time nor the proper place to change 
salaries. The Committee on Appropriations 
was appointed merely to report the necessary 
appropriations to carry out existing laws, not 
to legislate as to what the salaries of officers 
ought to be. If we are earnest in this matter, 
let us have the whole subject referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, or some other 
committee, and let us grade the salaries from 
beginning to end, taking proof as to what the 
labors of the different officers are, and what 
their responsibilities are, how far and how 
long they have to labor, what talent and time 
are required. Then we shall legislate wisely, 
and, I think, legislate well. 

But it is impossible to reach just and wise 
legislation when you discriminate, when the 
Senate in one mood raises a salary, and per- 
haps in a different mood diminishes another 
or refuses to change it, although perhaps the 
labor, the responsibility, and the talent are 
groater in the case where you refuse to raise a 
salary than in the case where you have already 
done it. Itdoes seem to me that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the Committee on 
Finance, or some other committee, should take 
this whole subject of salaries into considera- 
tion, beginning with the employés.of the Sen- 
ate, many of whom are not well paid, and then 
upon their report we may act wisely and act 
reasonably. 

Why, sir, I say what I know when I state 
that the district judges of the United States 
are perhaps as poorly paid as any officers of 
this Government. ‘Their salaries, it seems to 


! me, ought to be at least five or six thousand 


dollars, and yet within a very few years it has 
been only $2,700; and where they have large 
districts and go and hold courts in large States 
in two or three places, it takes most of their 
salary to pay their ordinary expenses. Itisa 
peddling out of justice, and as the Senator 
from Indiana says, wisely and well, the Gov- 
ernment loses by such false economy. It does 
not command the highest talent, in the first 
place, and then, when it does, they hurry 
through the cases, not being allowed a salary 
sufficient to pay the expenses which are abso- 
lutely required in holding court. 

I have hitherto voted against any increase 
of salaries, because the Committee on Appro- 
priations, of which Lam a member, determined 
not to raise any salaries, and I considered 
that I ought to stand by the committee. I 
have voted against it, secondly, because I did 
not think. that committee could do it at all 
wisely or well. But if we are going to raise 
the salaries of a great many officers, as we have 
done, I think we should do it in regard to the 
judges of the Court of Claims and other judges. 

Mr. ANTHONY.. I admire the speeches 
ofthe Senator from Indiana and the Senator 


from Kentucky; but I do not come to precisely 
the same conclusion. The only objection I 
have to this amendment is that the increase is 
not sufficient. ‘There are no officers of this 
Government so poorly paid, who perform so 
much labor, who render so great services and 
of such value to the Government as the judges 
of the Court of Claims. The chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary has well said that 
they save millions to this Government every 
year. Weall know how private claims were 
formerly lobbied through Congress, with no 
representation on the part of the Government, 
everything decided upon ex parte statements. 
Since we have had this Court of Claims the 
Government has not been defrauded and can- 
not be defrauded in that way. Iwill not move 
to amend the amendment by increasing the 
sum, although I should have much preferred 
if the Senator from Illinois had proposed 
$6,000, and I would like to have him do it | 
now}; but if he will not, I will not move to 
amend it, because perhaps it may endanger 
the amendment; but so tar from this amend- 
ment injuring the bill, as the Senator from 
Indiana suggests, in my opinion it will 
strengthen it. It will be the strongest in- 
ducement for me to vote for the bill with 
the increase of salaries, for we have made no 
increase of salaries on this bill so much 
demanded by reason and justice and common 
sense as this one. 

Mr. BAYARD. Itis very certain that the 
Senate have within the last, year or two very 
positively signified their disposition to advance 
the salaries of the judges of the Court of 
Claims ; and I must take gome exception to 
the remarks of my friend from Kentucky who 
considers that because we have here an oppor- 
tunity for doing what is right and just in a 
single case, we should abstain from doing it 
until we can do justice and right in all cases. 
If sufficient unto the day be the evil thereof, 
I think we might adopt the converse of the 
proposition, and say that when we can do an act 
so just, so proper as in some degree decently to 
compensate this high grade of judicial service, 
it should be done. l 

With the Senator from Rhode Island my 
only regret is that the amendment did not . 
place the salary at a more just rate. ‘These 
officials, the judges of the Court of Claims, 
pass upon a class of cases equal in the mag- 
nitude of the interests involved to any other 
class of cases in any court in this country, or 
in any other. The principles which lie at the 
base of these cases which they are called upon 
to adjudicate require as much learning and as 
high ability as any other judicial service per- 
formed in this country; and yet for that, there 
is not a man upon that bench fit and compe- 
tent to deal with these questions with the abil- 
ity that they are dealt with in that court, who 
could not readily, exerting the same amount 
of ability and character in his private inter- 
ests, earn four times the amount he. re- 
ceives. I trust there will be no objection, 
because we cannot reach each case of inequal- 
ity and of insufficiency of remuneration for 
judicial service, to. allowing this simple act 
of tardy, inadequate justice to be done to the 
officials to whom this amendment relates, 

Mr. STEVENSON. My friend from Dela- 
ware misunderstood me, if he supposed that 
I was unwilling to support this amendment. 
On the contrary, I said I thought this was 
the proper bill to do it on; but what I did say 
was that I thought that while we were doing 
this for the judges of the Court of Claims, we 
ought to provide also for the district judges 
and a great many other officers. I gave as a 
reason for my vote hitherto against raising 
salaries that 1 did not think the Committee on 
Appropriations had considered it or were pre- 
pared to adjust them as they should be ad- 
justed; but Í am willing now as a Senator to 
vote not only to increase the salaries of the 
judges of the Court of Claims, but if this 
amendment prevails I shall move an amend- 
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ment also to increase the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges of the United States. 

Mr. COLE. Jam much inclined to raise 
a point of order upon this amendment, as it 
presents the case in such a light as to meet my 
views as to what the construction of the thir- 
tieth rule ought to be, and I will take a ruling 
now upon the question as I shall present it. 
The second paragraph of that rule is that— 

“Ali amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 
new items of appropriation, shall, ane day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations.” 

The ruling heretofore has been that an 
amendment like this does not propose’a new 
item of appropriation, but it directly involves 
an appropriation. It directly involves an 
appropriation, too, for an item specified in 
this bill. The pending amendment proposes 
to raise the salaries of these judges to $5,000. 

On'the sixtieth page of this bill I find we 
are appropriating for the item mentioned in 
the amendment after the 1st of July next, as 
follows: 

For salaries of five judges of the Court of Claims, 
at $4,000 each. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
change that. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator says he does not 
propose to change that. He by his amend 
ment involves the necessity of a change of that 
appropriation. It requires a new appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator is arguing 
a point of order without making it. I want 
him to make his point of order and then 


argue it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
roles that the Senator from California is in 
order in making his point of order. He is 
making it pretty full. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COLE. I have about stated it, and I 
have cited the rule to show the application of 
the case. 

Mr. POMEROY. What is the point? 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator has not com- 
prehended it, it is not worth while for me to 
repeat it. i 

The PRESIDING ỌFFICER. The Chair 
understands the point of order of the Sen- 
ator from California to be that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois is out of 
order under the thirtieth rule. This rule is in 
derogation of the ordinary parliamentary law, 
and was designed to enable the Senate to 
sweep away a proposed amendment without 
carrying the bill upon the table. It is there- 
fore not to be extended beyond the fair seope 
of its language. 

Mr. COLE. I refer to the second clause, 
not the third clause of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the decision first. ‘No amend- 
ments proposing additional appropriations,” 
&e., is the language; and then, again, ‘‘all 
amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate pro- 

osing new items of appropriation,” &e. It 
is very clear that to come within this rule 
the amendment must propose to make an 
appropriation. The Senator from California 
observes that if this amendment should be 
adopted an appropriation will become neces- 
sary. That may be true. This amendment, 
however, does uot make the appropriation. 
There would then be a discrepancy between 
the salary and the appropriation, which could 
be provided for in a deficiency bill, or by a 
proper amendment offered and adopted under 
this rule to the appropriation bill, The Chair 
therefore rules that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois is in order and 
not within this rule. 

Mr. HILL: I ask for information. Does 
that amendment stand as an independent one 
now, or is it an amendment to an amend- 


ment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis an inde- 
pendent amendment to the bill. 


I do not propose to 


Mr. HILL. Then I propose to amend the 
amendment by adding: . 

And the annual salaries of the judges of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States, from and after the 
Ast of July, 1872, shall be $5,000. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment to the amendment, 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HILL. I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COLE. I will state for the information 
of the Senator from Georgia that the salaries 
of some of these judges now are $5,000, and 
one, I think, receives more than that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; $5,000 is 
highest. 

Mr. COLE. Some of them receive $3,500, 
and so on down, according to the services 
they render. 

Mr. HILL. 
the Blue Book before me. 
make them uniform. 

Mr. CORBETT. The salaries of these 
judges who are up to $4,000 now are, in the 
State of California, $5,000; northern district 
of Illinois, $4,000; Louisiana, $4,500; Mas- 
sachusetis, $4,000; northern district of New 
York, $4,000; southern district of New York, 
$4,000 ; eastern district of New York, $4,000; 
New Jersey, $4,000; Ohio, southern district, 
$4,000: Pennsylvania, eastern district, $4,000; 
western district, $4,000. I think the others 
receive $8,000 or $3,500. 

I introduced a bill at the last session of Con- 
gress for the purpose of raising the salaries of 
these district judges. The necessity of this is 
very evident to my mind—— 

Mr. HILL. Allow me a word right there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oregon yield? 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to conclude 
my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon declines to yield. Therefore the 
Senator from Georgia will not interrupt him. 

Mr. HILL. The Chair willexcuse me. I 
am not so informed, and I will relieve the Sen- 
ator of that difficulty by stating 

Mr. CORBETT. I would prefer to make 
my statement first before yielding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia is out of order. The Senator 
from Oregon has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, the im- 
portance of this amendment has been brought 
to my attention from the absolute necessity of 
increasing the salary of the judge of our own 
district court. This judge during the war 
received a salary of $8,500 in our country 
where everything was based upon gold, and 
where everything had to be paid for in gold. 
The judge of our district was obliged to sell 
currency at for thirty-seven and a half to fifty 
cents on the dollar, and sometimes it was as 
high as sixty cents. The result was that our 
district judge got on the average about fifteen 
to eighteen hundred dollars a year, and having 
a large family to support, it has been very difi- 
cult for him to meet his expenses. 

I have no doubt that he has been unable 
to support a large family with the salary 
which has beenallowed him. He has appealed 
to me by letter and by personal statements 
frequently of his financial condition. This 
gentleman is a man of high standing and 
ability. I believe that many gentlemen 
who Have met him who are present in this 
Chamber will testify that there is no judge 
perhaps on the bench that sustains a higher 
reputation than he does. I prepared an amend- 
ment, and referred it to the Committee on 
Appropriations, raising the salary ofthis judge, 
but I understood it would be ruled out oforder, 
it not having been reported by a committee 
of this body, and for that reason I have not j 
offered it. I was also informed by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Epuunps] that the 
committee had determined not to raise any 


the 


*Tamaware of that, Ihave got 
I thought I would 


salary on this bill and to oppose the raising 
of any salaries whatever. se 

But now, sir, as the salaries of many.of the 
officers connected with the Government have 
been raised to a proper amount, I believe no 
higher than they should be considering. the 
expenses of living herein Washington, I think 
we should provide also for the judges of the 
district courts. . Considering the expenses of 
these judges, that they are obliged to travel in 
many instances, that they are obliged to live 
at the principal towns where the courts are 
held, their expenditures are necessarily much 
higher in consequence of the position they 
hold than many ‘others who occupy different 
positions; and for this reason, it seems to me. 
itis highly appropriate that these judges should 
be allowed this amount. We agreed to an 
amendment at the last session of Congress fix- 
ing their salaries at $5,000. The bill went to 
the other House, and in a committee of con- 
ference the amendment for the salaries of the * 
district judges was stricken from the bill, and 
the salaries of the judges of the Supreme Court 
and circuit court were raised. 

It seems to me that it is a peculiarly appro- 
priate time now to fix the salaries of these 
judges. During the past year we have very 
materially decreased the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment and reduced them to a great extent. 
I think we are in such a condition now that we 
can afford to do justice to our public servants 
and particularly the judges of our courts. It 
seems to me that they of all others should be 
placed above want. ‘hey should not be sub- 
jected to any temptations to depart from their 
legitimate duties as judges of the law; they 
should not be expected to enter into any other 
pursuit in life; and if we compel these judges 
to enter into other pursuits we cannot expect 
them to properly attend to this duty. The 
judge of the court in my district in the State 
of Oregon has charge to some extent of busi- 
ness from Washington Territory, and Alaska 
I believe. There is a large amount of business 
and he is constantly employed in the courts, 
I trust this amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I was so unfor- 
tunate a few moments ago as to have to seem 
pertinacious about making a suggestion to the 
Senator from Oregon. It is very far from 
my habit to be guilty of any impropriety, I 
hope, either toward Senators or toward the 
occupant of the Chair; and if I have trans- 
gressed on this occasion I regret it very much. 
I wished to say, when I sought to interfere, 
simply that it had occurred to. me on the 
suggestion of Senators around me that the 
proposition which I have offered as an amend- 
ment heré would be quite as agreeable to me 
by a modification, by the increase of $1,000 
upon the present respective salaries of the 
judges of the various: district courts of the 
United States. If it might be more agreeable 
to the Senate to give it that shape, I would be 
glad to do it, impressed as I am that the sala- 
ries are too low. I do not care anything about 
the form of it, about its being $5,000. [know 
they are graduated now, and perbaps not suffi- 
ciently so according to the discrepancy between 
the amount of service inthe different districts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inform the Senator that the yeas and nays 
have been ordered on this amendment, and it 
will not be possible to modify it except by the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. I therefore propose. that, if it 
meet with the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, I be allowed to modify the proposition by 
an increase of $1,000 upon the salary of each 
district judge of the United States. , 

Mr. MORTON. That will make some six 
thousand dollars. ` ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Wil the Senator from 
Georgia allow me.to say to him that I do not 
think that would do? It would put up.one 
$5,000 judge to $6,000, If he will limit it 
by saying ‘provided no salary shall exceed 
$5,000,” I shall not object. : 
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Mr. HILL. Iwas aware that the judge of 
the southern district of New York, I think, is 
paid $5,000. I do not think $6,000 too much 
for him. 

Mr, CORBETT. ` No, he is not paid that. 

Mr: TRUMBULL. It is the California 
judge who is. paid $5,000, and the New 
Orleans judge $4,500. i 

Mr. HILL. I will make the exception at 
the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois, 
and add “tno salary shall exceed $5,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia which asks unanimous consent 
to modify his amendment. 

Mr. COLE. That propogition is so much 
in the interest of economy and civil service 
reform, that I must object! 

Mr. HILL. Then I must go before the Sen- 
ate on the proposition as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I regret very much the 
Senator from Georgia has felt it his duty to 
‘offer this amendment at this time. The mat- 
ter of the salaries of the district judges was 
‘considered, carefully I think, by the Senate 
‘last year and fixed as it now is. 

Several Senators. No! No! 

Mr. STOCKTON. J think my language is 
accurate. ‘I'he motion to change the salaries 
failed, but they were fixed as they now are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill 
raising the salaries was passed by the Senate, 
but failed in a committee of conference, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Whatever may be the 
history of it, my view of that question is sim- 
ply this: I am not prepared at the present 
moment to vote ‘against an increase of the 
‘salaries of the district judges, but I do not see 
why Senators compel us to vote upon increas- 
‘ing the salaries of two distinct classes of judges 
at the same time. Why not let the amend 
‘ment be considered separately? Why not let 
us decide in reference to raising the salaries 
of the judges of the Court of Claims first, and 
vote upon the other proposition afterward? 
Why should this proposition relative to the dis- 
trict judges be offered to the amendment pro- 
-viding for the judges of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. President, in one point of view the 
‘Court of Claims-is the most important court 
inthis country, and I might almost say in any 
country. The duty of every court in this land, 
from a court of pie poudre to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, is to consider 
questions between citizens of the same State, 
between citizens of different States, between 
States, between citizeus and aliens;- but you 
have selected by your own will certain gentle- 
men, and have placed them between the peo- 
ple and the Government of the United States. 

ou have given them this delicate duty, an 
exccedingly delicate one, to protect the honor 
of this country and never permit honest and 
just claims to be repudiated, and at the same 
time to protect the country and the Govern- 
ment from being plundered by false claims; 
and to the amount of millions and millions 
of dollars claims against the Government 
come before these judges. 

Honesty, integrity, ability, learning in the 
law. never were needed in any position in life 
to a greater degree than they are needed in the 
Court of Claims. That the services of those 
judges are miserably underpaid, no man in the 
Senate who knows what those judges could 
make. if they were practicing their profession 
at the bar can doubt. Now, I ask the Senate 
to vote upon this question. Task the Senator 
from Georgia to let us vote upon this question, 
and then Jet him bring up his proposition as 
an original amendment to the bill, and let us 


votein that order upon the respective proposi- | 


tions as they come up, and that is the logical 
‘and proper order. 
Mr. President, the payment of poor salaries 


never was an economy to any Government, 
nor was it ever an economy to any private estab- 
lishment. I recollect distinctly—it crosses 
my mind now—a story told me once by a gen- 
tleman who was the president of a bank, and 
who was at one time a Senator on this floor. 
On going into his banking-house day after day 
small peculations were discovered which were 
committed on the bank, gradually increasing, 
until he finally lit upon the man who was 
guilty. He called him in, kind-hearted man 
as he was, and examined him. Finally, when 
the evidence of guilt was forced upon him, 
the guilty man admitted it. The president 
treated him kindly, and told him he would 


advance out of his own pocket the money to` 


save his reputation, and let him go quietly 
from the bank. ‘Then said the officer to him, 
“Now | will give you a piece of advice in 
return for your kindness; never again employ 
a man with a wife and seven children to han- 
dle your money on a salary of $800 a year.” 

When the question was before the Senate 
upon this very bill, whether the salary of the 
supervising architect of the Treasury, Mr. 
Mullett, should be raised, I voted to increase 
that salary. I have seen it stated in the news- 
papers that the sum which is being appropri- 
ated for the public buildings in the United 
States amounts to something like six million 
dollars a year. I do not mean to state the 
sum accurately. 

Mr. COLE. It is $16,000,000. It was stated 
the other day on the floor of the Senate that 
the appropriations for public buildings this 
year amount to $16,000,000, including the 
building in New Jersey. 

Mr. STOCKTON. ‘Including the building 
in New Jersey, which we have at last suc- 
ceeded in providing for, despite the Senator 
from California, who, although he voted in the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in 
favor of the bill, voted in the Senate against it. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator if the yeas 
and nays were called on that bill? 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not mean to say 
that the Senator voted against it on the final 
vote, but he objected to it sconsideration, and 
he was only induced to withdraw his objection 
by the kindness of the Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Conxutna. ] 

Mr. COLE. J objected to it because it was so 
palpably out of order when the Senator called 
it up. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I suppose this allusion 
was rather a joke on the part of the Senator 
from California; but the difficulty is that he 
has stopped my speech, and J do not remem- 
ber exactly the point I was on when he inter- 
rupted me. [Laughter.] 

i believe I was illustrating this question by 
the case of Mr. Mullett, supervising architect, 
a gentleman who passes through his hands 
millions and millions of dollars, and it matters 
not whether the number of millions is six or 
sixteen. Somebody asked the Senate to raise 
his salary a few hundred dollars ayear. That 
man ought to have a proper salary—not. that 


| he would be tempted to let anything stick in 


his hands, for I have not the slightest idea 
that he would. Iknow-him but slightly, but 
everybody speaks well of him. I say it is no 
economy to pay such a man a low salary. It 
is not right in the Government or in a private 
institution to ask men of ability, who can go 
elsewhere and get more, to have the respons- 
ibility of passing millions of dollars through 
their hands without proper pay. No Govern- 
ment or individual in the world ever made 
anything by such a policy, and no man prac- 
tices it in his own business. ; 

Mr. President, in this bill you are raising 
the salary of the police of this Capitol, as you 
did the other day, men whose service is en- 
tirely inside this building, men whose duties 
are light, men from whom you require noth- 
ing else in the world except the same duties 
you would require of a porter in a store; and 
whose work is not quite so hard. I made no 


objection to it. The reason, as far as I could 
get at it, was that they were the Capitol police, 
and because they were the Capitol police there 
was a dignity around their persons which re- 
quired that they should get salary enough to 
live acertain way. Now, itis not necessary 
for those men to live in great dignity. When 
you seek those men, what is it you want them 
todo? To spend six years of their lives in 
hard study, to pass through hard examinations, 
and thirty years of steady, hard brain-work at 
their profession before they can be put in this 
position or reach it or be capable of getting 
it? They have done nothing at all; there is 
nothing required of them except faithfulness 
in walking up and down the building. They 
are to receive a salary, I think, of $1,500 a 
year. I made no objection to it, but I do 
insist upon it that if we want civil service 
reform, the whole thing from beginning to 
end depends upon your selecting officers by 
an honest man. ‘The man who makes that 
selection, or the committee that makes the 
selection, appointed as it may be, should se- 
lect a proper man and pay him a proper salary, 
That is what it comes to; I do not care how 
it is done. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] the 
other day said that the examining board went 
to a certain place to examine applicants for a 
position, and out of twenty-three ip could be 
told before the examination took place who 
was to be selected. If it is done in that way, 
of course there is no explanation of it, except 
that they do not go there for the purpose of 
selecting the proper men for the piace; they 
do not go there in the interest of the Govern - 
ment. If the President of the United States 
sees proper to appoint man to office for other 
reasous than that he isa competent and fitting 
man forthat place, that cannot be helped ; the 
fault then. is in the President, and he should 
be the first man hit. Civil service reform 
should commence by reforming him. If the 
fault is in the commission, let it be charged to 
the commission. But if the commission be 
dishonest, it only serves to divide and weaken 
the responsibility of continuing to sacrifice 
the public interests to personal favoritism and 
party necessities. It may protect the Presi- 
dent, but it fastens the evil more firmly than 
ever on the country. No reform of any kind 
can be carried through except that reform 
which starts on the fact that the men who 
make the appointments shall be guided by the 
interest of the country, be guided by the fact 
that a solemn duty ison them to select the 
best men, and when the best men are selected, 
civil service reform requires that they shall be 
properly paid. 

Mr. President, I had no intention of making 
a speech, I rose simply to say to the Senate 
that I really thought of all the cases that had 
come before them this was the most important 
and meritorious, and to beg the Senator from 
Georgia to letus have a vote upon this, and 
then let him offer his own proposition and we 
can vote upon. that. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Ihave no desire to occupy 
the time of the Senate, and I will therefore 
simply move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator from 
Minnesota will withdraw that motion and let 
us vote. Do let us finish this bill some time 
or other. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Itbought it was the desire 
of the Senate to adjourn. $ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the motion will 
be withdrawn for a moment. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I will withdraw it for a 


minute, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely wish to say 
a word. We have come to this point on this 


bill several times; we all understand this 
question ; and why can we not vote and finish 
the bill? If we go over to-day we shall have 
this thing all over to-morrow. Every Senator 
understands the meaning of these motions. 
We have a proposition moved to raise the sal- 
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ary of district judges and judges of the Court 
of Claims. 1 wish we could have voted sep- 
arately. J wish now the Senator from Geor- 
gia would withdraw his amendment and let us 
vote separately on the Court of Claims, and 
let us vote without discussion. I do appeal to 
the Senator from Minnesota not to renew the 
motion, but let us see if we cannot vote. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will the Senator insure a 
vote without debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We can try. 

Mr. RAMSEY, Butif debate ensues, where 
am I then with my motion ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1f debate continues, I 
will renew it. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the mo- 
tion to adjourn withdrawn ? 

Mr. RAMSEY. On the assurance of the 
Senator from Illinois that we shall have a vote 
without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 4 

Mr. CONKLING. Task to hear the amend- 
ment read before the vote. 

The Corer Crerx. The amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. TRUMBULL is to add: 

And the annual salaries of the judges of the Court 
of Claims shall be $5,000 from and after the Ist day 
of July, 1872. 

It is proposed to amend this amendment by 
adding: 

And the annual salaries of the judges of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States from and after the 
Ast of July, 1872, shall be $5,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘I suggest to the Senator 
from Georgia that he withdraw his amendment 
to the amendment, and allow us to take the 
vote on the judges of the Court of Claims, 
and then renew his amendment as a separate 
one. Do not let them be put together; let 
each stand on its merits. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave been trying to prevail 
on the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to agree to one thing, to waive the 
vote by general consent, he being the only 
Senator that objected before, and allow the 
proposition to.go to the Senate in the way I 
suggested a few minutesago; that is, that in all 
cases where the salaries of the district judges do 
not exceed $4,000 now they be increased 
$1,000, and where they do exceed $4,000 they 

be increased to $5,000, and in no case to 
exceed $5,000. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia asks unanimous consent to modify 
the amendment proposed by him as now stated 
by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not exactly under- 
stand it. Is it that where they are not $4,000 
now they shall be $4,000? : 

Mr. HILL. No; that they shall have 
$1,000 added; so that where a judge gets 
$3,500 now his salary shall be $4,500 here- 
afier. 

Mr. CORBETT. That will make the great 
body of the judges $4,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection to this modification ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to debate 
the question or to interrupt for a moment any 
arrangement by which we can vote on this bill. 
Iwish simply to make one remark. The prop- 
osition now 1s to increase the salaries of these 
judges, as well in those cases where we know 
they ought not be increased as in these cases, 
if there be such, where an increase may be 
necessary. By this wholesale legislation the 
Senate will so affirm. è 

Mr. NYE. Iam so often told that I repre- 
sent a small State that I feel diffident in sug- 
gesting anything, and I think my modesty on 
that subject has proved detrimental to my 
State. In the State where I live the Governor 
receives $6,000 a year, and the judges of the 
supreme court of that State—and my friend 
from California will bear me witness that they 
will compare with any court on the western 


Is there 


| a good judge. 


coast—receive $7,000 a year in gold. As able 
as any of them is the district judge of the Uni- 
ted States for that State, Mr. Hillyer, that I 
have long known as a faithful and able judge, 
a man whose talent will stand comparison with 
any judge in that State and with any judge of 
any State, and he receives the pitiable sum 
that district judges of the United States receive. 

Now, Í want it borne in mind that I am an 
economist of the strictest kind, and yet I can- 
not see why our friend, Judge Hillyer, should 
receive a less salary than the judges of our 
own State. He is certainly their equal in every 
respect, but not their superior. I therefore 
hope that this amendment will prevail, to give 
our district judges a salary of $5,000 a year. 
A man that cannot earn it is not fit for the 
place, anda man that can ought to receive it. 

I have no desire to prolong this discussion ; 
on the contrary, I want to shorten it; but my 
friend from California, the chairman of this 
committee, will bear me witness that the dis- 
trict judge in his State is as able a man as the 
circuit judge and as able a man as their State 
judges, and yet he does not receive the same 
compensation that they do. Why this differ- 
ence? I tell you, Mr. President, that the 
Senate mistakes one thing, and that is that 
the public are willing to pay a fair compensa- 
tion for the services their officers render. I 
hope this amendment will prevail. My friend 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] admonishes me 


that I had better call for the question. He; 
will not vote for it. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. You do not 


know. 

Mr. NYE. Well, if my friend from Ver- | 
mont agrees with me I will stop any further 
remark. 

Mr. COLE. I was just going to suggest | 
that we vote without further discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia asks unanimous consent to mod- 
ify the amendment as stated by him. Is there | 
objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I think it ought | 
to be the square $5,000 or nothing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion, then, is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HILL. One remark before the vote is 
taken in reply to the Senator from New York, 
who complains of this proposition because he |} 
says there should be discrimination—that in 
some of the districts the pay is too great 
already, and in others, perhaps, it is too small. 
I would ask the Senator if he has ever known 
a circuit in a State—I think the State of New 
York is divided into judicial circuits—where 
there was not a difference in the labors of the | 
judges from the character of the circuits? I; 
will take it that in a circuit embracing the | 
city of New York, or half the city of New 
York itself, the duties and labors would be | 
greater than they could possibly be in any 
rural district. Will not that be the case in 
any State of this Union? 

Takea State like Nevada; the Senator from 
there, speaking of his State being a small} 
State, induces me to refer to it; but yet, as hé | 
insists, there are interests in Nevada requiring 
No matter where the court may 
be located, no matter what the extent of the | 
district, or the business in it, all require good 
and competent lawyers 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would ask the Sen- 
ator from Georgia if he will give way to a mo- 
tion to adjourn? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir, I will give way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 
from Illinois moves that the Senate do now į 
adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 20. 


Í 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Carpenter, Qas- 
serly, Chandler, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Ramsey, Rice, 
Saulsbury; Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, ‘and 
Vickers—22. 

NAYS—Messrs.. Ames, Anthony, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Har- 
lan, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Pomeroy, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, and Sprague—18, 
. ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
trucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Schurz, Sherman, 
Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, West, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—33. 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnersnay, March 18, 1872, 


The House metat twelveo’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair dislikes very 
much to entertain any request to dispense. 
with the reading of the Journal. except on 
Tuesday, the business of Monday. being done 
when there is no very great confusion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I withdraw the 
motion to dispense with the reading of the 
| Journal. ; a 

The reading of the Journal was then con- 
cluded. : 


ENLISTMENT OF MINORS. 


Mr. COBURN. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 888) to provide that 


i| minors shall not be enlisted in the military or 


naval service of the United States without the 
consent of parents or guardians, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was'read, provides in the first 
section that no person under the age of twenty- 
one years shall -be enlisted or mustered into the 
military or naval service of the United States 
without the consent of his parents or guardians, 
provided that such- minor shall have such 
parents or guardians entitled to his custody 
and control. . The second section provides 
that in ease any officer knowingly violates > 
the provisions of this act by the enlistment or 
muster of a minor, he shall be able to be 
arrested and tried by a court-martial, and upon 
conviction shall be dismissed from the ser- 
vice, or suffer such other punishment as such 
court may direct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentieman from Indiana, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reporting the bill 
back ? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COBURN. This bill has received the 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and 1 believe it will meet a gen- 
‘eral desire on the part of the House. It hag 
the approval also of the Secretary of War. 

I move to strike out the word ‘‘ naval’? in 
the title and in the body of the bill, as it was 
not intended that it should apply to the Navy, 
but that it should be confined to the Army. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The object of 
the bill meets with my approval. I desire, 
however, to ask the gentleman one or two 
questions. One difficulty I have found in re- 
gard to the enlistment of minors is that the 
recruiting officers of the Government have 
drawn up and printed blanks, on which blanks 
itis stated, “I, A B, do swear that I am 
twenty-one years of age, or if not twenty-one 
years of age I have the consent of my parents.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lcall for the yeas and | 
nays. 


The boy signs that, and he is then pub in the. 
attitude of having sworn to the fact, and that: 
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is treated as prima facie evidence. If a boy 
is ready to enlist he usually signs whatever 
paper. is offered him without regard to the 
statements it contains. In a number of in- 
stances with which I have had to do in getting 
minors discharged from the service, L have 
been confronted with the fact that the boy had, 
by taking that oath, committed perjury. It oc- 
curs to me there ought to be some provision 
of law that no such thing as that should be 
putinto the enlistment papers withont being 
read ‘orally, so that the boy shall perfectly 
understand what it is he signs and what it is 
he swears to. 

Mr. COBURN. I will say, in reference to 
that, that we have imposed a penalty upon any 
officer who allows anything of that tind to be 
done. This will put him on his guard.  Here- 
tofore no penalty of this kind has been imposed. 
If a man runs the risk of dismissal from the 
service by mustering.in a minor he will be a 
little careful how he administers an oath to 
him; and he will inform the minor precisely 
what statement he makes and what oath he 
takes if this penalty be imposed upon the offi- 
cer. I appreciate the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. The committee havo 
thought of the same thing, and we think this 
bill answers the purpose. 

Mr. WOOD. In the city of New York 
this has become a great abuse. Officers take 
minors and induce them to become intoxicated 
for the purpose of securing their enlistment. 
I am glad this bill has been reported so that 
this abuse may, to some extent at least, be 
corrected. 

Mr. Conurx’s amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAVENPORT AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 1672) grant- 
ing to the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company the right of way. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that the Davenport and St. Paul Rail- 
road Company, a corporation existing under 
the laws of the State of Iowa, be, and is hereby, 
authorized, upon the payment of one third of 
the cost of the superstructure of the bridge 
over the main channel of the Mississippi river 
at Rock Island, to pass the cars of the said 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
over said bridge, with the same rights and 
privileges that are or may be exercised or 
enjoyed by any other railroad company. The 
second section provides that upon the pay- 


ment to the Secretary of War of the money | 


referred to in the first section of the act said 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
shall be authorized to construct and maintain 


its own track and bridge from the east end. 


of the bridge first above mentioned to the city 
of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, pro- 
vided, however, that the same shall be done 
without any expense to the Government of the 
United States, and under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, 

The amendments reported by the committee 
were read, as follows: 


After the words ‘‘ Rock Island,” in tho seventh 
line of section one, add the words “and shall also be 
liable for and pay one third of the cost of keeping 
the same in repair.” ei 

After the word “privileges,” in line nine, section 
one, insert the words “and subject to the same 
restrictions.” ; 

In the first line of section two, strike out the words 
“to the Secretary of War,” and insert the words 
“into the Treasury of the United States.” 

: Add, atthe end of the bill, as an additional sec- 
tion, the following: 


In case any railroad companies authorized by 
law to cross said Government bridge cannot agree 


upon a time-table, to control the running of their. 


respective trains thereon, the Secretary of War shall 
determine the question of difference and fix the 
time for trains: Provided, That the point where said 
bridge shall strike the Illinois shore shall be not 
more than two hundred feet from the present wagon- 
bridge: And provided also, That the said track and 
bridge shall be completed within two years from the 
passage of this act. 


Mr. NEGLEY. I will state that this bill 
has received the careful consideration of the 
Committee on Commerce, that it has been 
unanimously approved by that committee, 
and that it has also the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: 
is no objection to the bill. 

The amendments reported by the commit- 
tee were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. NEGLEY moved to reconsider the vote 


I presume there 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved Jp 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL.OF SULTS IN STATE COURTS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to report back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 906) for the removal of certain causes to 
the United States courts. 

The bill was read. It provides that when- 
ever a suit has been or is brought in any State 
court by a citizen of the United States non- 
resident of that State, or by any alien against 
another citizen also non-resident of that State, 
wherein jurisdiction is obtained by the State 
court by personal service of process only, such 
suit at any time may be removed to the circuit 
court of the United States in the same man- 
ner as now provided by law in a case of suit 
brought by a-citizen of the State wherein the 
State court is situated against a citizen of the 
United States non-resident in that State. 

Mr. KERR. I object. I desire, however, 
to explain that I do not object to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
bring it up for consideration now. That isall. 

Mr. KERR. I merely object to the bill being 
put on its passage without considcration, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts asks unanimous consent to report 
the bill for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the object to consider 
it now? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir, 
to consider it now, for the reasons which I 
desire to state. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihopethat the gentleman, 
before pressing it, will allow other business to 
be disposed of by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
bill being reported for consideration now? 

Mr. POTTER. I object, for the reason that 
my colleague, [Mr. Goopricu,] a member of 
the committee, who is not in his place, desires 
to be heard on the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. The gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Goopricu, } I 
understand, ig just coming into the House and 
will have a chance to be heard. - 

Mr. POTTER. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
to state the action of the bill, and there will 
then, I trust, be no objection to its passage. 
It is well known now that, by the laws of the 
United States, when a non-resident goes into 
a State any citizen of that State may bring suit 
against him, and that non-resident has a right 
to take the suit to the court of the United 
States. But when a non-resident of a State fol- 
lows another non-resident into a State, when 
they are both non-residents of that State, and 
sues him there, the defendant cannot take the 


suit into the United States court; so that there 
is a means of oppression afforded by follow- 
ing a man on the cars, and suing him out of 
his own State. I give you two familiar ex- 
amples to show the reason why this bill is 
brought in. There is a man not a resident of 
New York who has sued the Secretary of the 
Treasury for $2,000,000 npon the ground that 
he gave him the information by which his pres- 
ent financial policy was inaugurated, and he 
avers that it is worth that amount. J may say 
if he ever summons me as a witness Ido not 
believe the policy is worth that, but he fol- 
lowed the Secretary to New York and sued 
him there, claiming $2,000,000. The conse- 
quence of this is that he has the Secretary in 
the State courts of New York, and he must 
defend himself there. Of course the United 
States will pay anything that is called for. 

Again, when Mr. Rollins and Mr. Binckley 
had a quarrel in the administration of the 
internal revenue, Mr. Binckley followed Mr. 
Rollins into Maryland, neither of them living 
there, and sued him. Mr. Rollins was for- 
tunate enough to be able to show to the court 
that he was an officer of the United States, 
and that what he did was done in the course 
of official duty, and so he got into the United 
States courts and was there released. 

Now, this bill is for the purpose of giving, 
where both parties are non-residents of the 
State, the same right to the defendant. which 
the plaintiff has where he sues a resident of 
the State, or as the defendant has where a res- 
ident of the State is sued by a non-resident. 
This matter was very fully considered in the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERR. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to ask him a question before he goes 
further. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. Iam curious to know exactly 
where the gentleman finds the constitutional 
power to enact this bill, Where is the language 
in the Constitution which authorizes Congress 
to pass such a bill as this? ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
there can be no doubt about the constitutional 
power. If I look for precedents, there are a 
dozen such bills, one of which I can mention 
to my friend from Indiana; one that he will 
not doubt as a precedent, a bill embracing the 
same principle exactly, known as the ‘‘ force 
bill,’? passed in 1832, and approved by Andrew 
Jackson, authorizing the officers of the United 
States to remove suits from the State coutts 
of South Carolina; and it is the same power 
that is now given in case one party is a non- 
resident of a State. In case one party isa 
non-resident of the State, then the suit may 
be removed to the United States courts, and 
although this bill was very fully considered in 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and some able 
lawyers objected to it, yet no one raised any 
doubt on the constitutional question. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, [am the more 
surprised at what the honorable gentleman 
has just said in reference to the conduct of his 
very learned committee, and I must be per- 
mitted to doubt that that committee can ever 
be brought unanimously to approve a bill like 
this. : 

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
answer to my question as to the basis of 
his authority for the enactment of this bill 
has furnished me no authority, and has de- 
clined to point to the language of the Consti- 
tation which authorizes the enactment of such 
alaw. I think I may safely say that it is jm- 
possible for him,‘learned in the laws of the 
country as he is, or for any other gentleman, 
to find in the Constitution any authority for 
the enactment of thislaw. The case to which 
he refers is in no way in point, and rests upon 
an entirely different principle, as I can very 
readily show to the House. In order that the 
House may understand the scope and bearing 
of this bill, I ask the Clerk to read the section 
of the Constitution which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


“The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in 
law and equity, arising under this Constitution, the 
laws of the United States, and treaties made, or 
which shall be made, under their authority; to all 
cases affecting embassadors, other public ministers, 
and consuls; to all cases of admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction ; to controversies to which the United 
States shall bea party; to controversies between two 
or more States; between a State and citizens of an- 
other State; between citizens of different States ; 
between citizens of the same State claiming lands 
under grants of different States, and between a State, 
or the citizens thereof, and foreign States, citizens 
or subjects.” 

Yes; 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
“ between citizens of different States.” 

Mr. KERR. Let me go on alittle further. I 
hope gentlemen will now have the kindness 
to give me their attention for just a few min- 
utes. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
BUTLER] has referred to the ‘‘ force bill’’ as 
a precedent in point to authorize the enact- 
ment of the bill now before the House. The 
force bill was designed to give the Federal 
courts jurisdiction over all controversies relat- 
ing to the enforcement of Federal laws through 
the agency of Federal officers, and to protect 
such officers against litigious prosecutions for 
acts done or liabilities incurred by them under 
color of such laws. About that jurisdiction 
there is no question; it is clearly settled; the 
judicial power of the United States clearly 
expresses it. The languageof the Constitution 
which I have had read at the Clerk’s desk 
relates directly to controversies of that kind, 
and clearly puts them within the range of the 
judicial power of the United States. 

So it is with the laws of the United States 
designed to protect internal or customs reve- 
nue officers of any kind in any of their rela- 
tions to the laws of the country. So it is in 
reference to the laws of the United States 
which are brought in question in the courts of 
the States of the Union where the contro- 
versy involves the construction or énforce- 
ment of a law of the United States, and where 
the controversy arises out of any question of 
construction of Federal laws or the acts of 
Federal officers under color of such laws. In 
all these cases your jurisdiction may be con- 
ceded to be clear. But this bill comes within 
the range of none of that class of cases, but is 
entirely original. I say that for the enact- 
ment of this bill there is absolutely no prece- 
dent in the history of this country; not one. 
Now, let us see. This section recites to what 
subject-matters the judicial powers of the 
United States slfall relate, and along in the 
section, after we pass the middle of the sec- 
tion, it says ‘‘ between citizens of different 
States ;’? that is— _ 

“Tho judicial power shall extend to all cases in 


law and equity arising under this Constitution, the 
laws of the United States, and treaties made, or 


which shall be made under theirauthority,” = * 
* * “and between citizens of different States.” 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ob, no. 

Mr. KERR.* The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Butter] says ‘Oh, no.” Let 
us see. If these preceding words, the con- 
text, do not apply to the words following, 
‘between citizens of different States,” what 
does apply to or qualify those following 
words? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Nothing. 

Mr. KERR. How are we to get at their 
true intent and meaning except by taking 
them in connection with the context in this 
section? If we exclude the context, then 
these words make no grant of jurisdiction at 
all. There is no other process of definition; 
and it is one of the first canons of constitu- 
tional construction that you shall take into 
consideration what goes before and what 
comes after language of this kind. Now, 
what is the meaning of the expression. ‘‘ þe- 
tween citizens of different States?” When 
is it that the Federal courts can take juris- 
diction between citizens of different States? 
Why, sir, it is manifestly when one of those 
citizens, the plaintiff, by his own voluntary 
act, elects to go into a Federal court in order 


to assert his right against the citizen. of 
another State. But against whom must he 
go into the Federal court in such a case? 
He must in such a case go into a Federal 
court in a State in which the party defendant 
resides. A, living in New York, may go to 
Indiana and there sue B in a Federal court. 
Bat if A and B both reside in New York 
neither can sue the other in any Federal 
court in Indiana. But if either finds the 
other at any time within the limits of Indiana 
he may sue him in the State courts and get 
actual service of process on him. Then the 
jurisdiction of the State court attaches, and 
it cannot be lawfully divested. Such is the 
decision of the Supreme Court in Peck vs. 
Jenness, 7 Howard, page 625. 

He cannot go into a Federal court in Indiana 
to sue a defendant who is a resident of Massa- 
chusetts. He cannot go-into California and 
institute his civil action in a court of the Uni- 
ted States against a citizen of New York. 
But if he be a citizen of another State, he may 
elect to go to California and institute a suit to 
assert his civil remedy in the court of the State 
of California; he may assert it in a Federal 
court whose jurisdiction is confined to the 
State of California. Thatis what the language 
of the Constitution means. But when he has 
exercised his right of choice in the selection 
of his tribunal, there isan end of it. Then the 
State tribunal of California acquires its juris- 
diction; the right attaches in the tribunal of 
California. 

I say it is not possible under the Constitu- 

tion of the United States to deprive the tribu- - 
nals of that State of that jurisdiction which 
has thus attached by the voluntary action of 
the plaintiff in that civil controversy, and that 
is what this language means; and that is what 
it has been repeatedly held to mean by the 
Supreme Court of the United States and by 
the State courts of the country, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is as familiar as 
any man in this House with the well-settled 
rule of law which says that where a court by 
the voluntary action of the parties acquires 
jurisdiction over a civil controversy, unless it 
comes within one of these excepted cases, that 
jurisdiction in its very nature becomes in- 
stantly exclusive in that tribunal and cannot 
be divested or removed, and that is a ryle that 
applies to. this class of cases. 

This bill as it now reads does not limit its 
application to any class of actions. It does 
not say that this right of removal shall exist 
only in cases or controversies where the de- 
fendant is or was a Federal officer, and did 
what he did under color of official authority. 
It does not say that this bill shall only. apply 
to controversies against such officers and where 
the cause of action is directly connected with 
such man’s official conduct. Yetalllaws of this 
kind designed to give such right of removal 
heretofore passed have been limited, carefully 
and specifically limited, in this way and to such 
cases as I have indicated. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the theory of the Con- 
stitution in this connection? It is this: that 
the State tribunals, by reason of some cause, 
may be partial where the defendant is a citizen 
of the State and the plaintiff is not. Hence 
the Constitution reserves a right of removal. 
But if both parties are citizens of the State, or 
both parties are non-residents, then it is prop- 
erly assumed that the State tribunals will be 
entirely impartial between the parties, so that 
no cause of removal would exist in the facts or 
circumstances of the parties. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I willtake 
the very case that my friend from Indiana [Mr. | 
Kerr] puts. A plaintiffgoes to California and 
sues a citizen of California in the State courts 
of California. The election, as he says, has 
been made, the jurisdiction has attached, and 
then by a law as old as the Government the 
defendent can take that case into a United 
States court.. The defendant in such a case 


| has always had that right. All thatthe Com- jj 


mittee on the Judiciary intend to accomplish 
by this bill is to give to aman who happeng 
to be in California, for instance, and who ig 
sued there, the same right that a citizen of 
California would have to go into the courts of. 
the United States. . 

Now, then; what is the constitutional pro- 
vision on this subject? I want to repeat that 
while there was. some objection to the bill-ia 
the Committee on the Judiciary no man 
thought of starting a constitutional objection. 
I have considered this constitutional question 
as well settled as my constitutional right to 
my breakfast, -. 

Mr. KERR. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will pardon me, I -would like, be- 
fore he proceeds, to occupy a moment in 
making myself more clearly understood. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts whether he cannot 
bring this debate to a close pretty soon? No- 
body expected that this bill was to oceupy 
more than a few minutes at the farthest; 
but it looks now as though this discussion 
might go on and block all other business for 
the whole day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, no; 
1 will bring the discussion to a close very 
soon. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. I would like to be 
heard for a few moments on this question: 

Mr. KERR. I wantto say, in further ex- 
planation of my position, (which I supposed I 
had made clear in my former remarks,) that 
this bill is limited to a very peculiar class of 
cases in which both parties are non-residents 
of the State in which the action is brought. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Citizens 
of different States. 

Mr. KERR. The cases provided for by the 
bill are cases in which both parties are-non- 
residents of the State in which the action is 
brought ; and I believe it is agreed that under 
existing laws an action in such a case cannot 
be brought in a Federal court. Is not that 
true? . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR. Isay, therefore, that this class 
of cases in which the parties themselves have 
elected to go into a State tribunal, the sub- 
ject-matter being within the jurisdiction of 
the State tribunal, are cases in which, under 
the Constitution, there is no power to divest: 
that State jurisdiction byany means within my 
knowledge. But ifthe bill now pending were 
limited to removal of actions against officers 
of the United States in which the cause of 
aciion arose out of something done under 
color of authority, then it might be unobjec- 
tionable. 

I wish to suggest further that such. cases 
ought not to be transferred from the State 
tribunals to the United States courts, because 
this provision will cover all classes of cases, 
important and unimportant, great and small— 
little actions, if you please, for assault and 
battery, or for damages in a civil action, or 
a suit on a note for $100, or any other case in 
which the parties may find each other in States 
of which they are non-residents, and may elect 
there to sue. To authorize the removal of 
all cases of this class to the Federal courts 
is still further to sweep away the rightful 
jurisdiction of the State tribunals, and to fill 
up tke dockets of the Federal courts with 
petty business with which they have nothing 


to do. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts: - I am 
glad the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Keer] 
has substantiaily abandoned the constitutional 
argument, because, if in controversies between 
citizens of different States, the defendant can 
take the case from the State court toa Federal 
court, when there is no cohstitutional. ques- 
tion involved, the defendant ought to be al- 
lowed to go into. the United States court when 
he is sued in a foreign State by a citizen of 
another State. , : 

Now, I desire to state the difficulty which 
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this bill. is designed to meet. The practice 
has- obtained of men who would not dare to 
bring a suit in the State where they are known, 
following their adversary. abroad—shooting 
him. flying as it were—watching the railway 
‘ears, and thrusting into his hands, when he is 
going at the rate of forty milesan hour, a pro- 
cess requiring him to appear in a courtin that 
State, which thus secures jurisdiction over him. 
Asa rule, in nine cases out of ten all this is 
done. for the purpose of oppression, and the 
moment the plaintiff finds he must go before a 
United States tribunal the suit will be dropped. 
J called the attention of the House to a very 
gross case in which a Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, after his retirement from office, 
was going to his home, and a man who hada 
quarrel with him was waiting in Baltimore, 
and having been informed by telegraph of his 
departure from this city, thrust a summons at 
him in the cars. In that case the defendant 
was enabled to save himself and get a fair 


court and a fair jury because he happened to | 


be an internal revenue officer.- But it affects 
every man in the community ; and it is for the 
urpose of giving jurisdiction to the United 
tates courts in such cases that this bill is 
brought forward. 

Mr, SMITH, of New York. Will the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Does the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts claim under this 
act the United States courts will have jurisdic- 
tion between citizens of the same State? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 
it says non-residents of different States. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The language 
of the act is liable to the objection I make. 
It says ‘that whenever a suit has been or is 
brought in any State court by a citizen of the 
United States, non-resident of that State, 
against. another citizen also non-resident of 
that State.’ Now, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will see that while they may be non- 
residents of the State where the suit is brought, 
they may nevertheless be residents of the same 


State, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. They are 
to be non-residents of the State where the case 
is brought. 

Mr, SMITH, of New York. In cases of resi- 
dents of the same State, the jurisdiction there 
is excluded by the express letter of the Con- 


-etitution. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then, of 
If I understand the 


course it would not apply. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. 
gentleman from Massachusetts, where both 
parties, plaintiff and defendant, are non-resi- 
dents of the State where the suit is brought, 
they could not bring originalaction in the Uni- 
ted States court. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is so. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Then how does the 
mere fact that one of the parties brings his 

action in a State court give jurisdiction to the 
Federal court which had not original jurisdic- 
tion before? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It does 
not; but by bringing an action in a State court 
the act of Congress we are now considering 
will give the jurisdiction of that action as citi- 
zeus of different States. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. That comes back to 
the constitutional question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no constitutional question. First, judicial 
power is extended toall casesin law and equity 
arising under the Constitution, the laws of the 
United States, and treaties made, or which shall 
be made, under their authority; secondly, to 
all eases affecting embassadors, otber public 
ministers, and consuls; thirdly, to all eases of 
admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ; fourthly, 
to controversies to which the United States 
shall be a party ; to controversies between two | 

- or more States, (that bas been now altered ;) 


between States and citizens of another State ; 
between citizens of different States ; between 
citizens of the same State. That is exactly 
the point of this bill; where two citizens of dif- 
ferent States come together in another State 
and a suit is entered, we give the man sued 
the same right and power he would have if he 
lived there. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Let me call 
the attention of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to the language of this bill: that 
whenever a suit has been or is brought in any 
State court by a citizen of the United States 
non-resident of that State, or’ by any alien 
against another. citizen also non-resident of 
that State, wherein jurisdiction is obtained by 
the State court by personal service or process 


only, such suit at any time may be removed to | 


the circuit court of the United States, &c. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We are 
providing not for cause of action, but the 
forum, Where they have the right to elect 
the forum I propose to put them iu the United 
States court. 

Mr. SMITI, of New York. But the selec- 
tion of the forum cannot confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States court. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
but act of Congress wiil. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask my colleague 
one question. Will not the objection be re- 
moved by inserting the words ‘‘non-resident 
citizen of another State?’’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. It will meet the objection of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to that amendment. 

Mr. BOAR. I move to amend the bill as 
follows: 

In line five, section one, strike out the words 


“another citizen,” and insert in licu thereof the 
words ‘‘ a citizen of another State.” 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, That will 
meet the objection which has been raised. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, if I were at 
liberty to state the action of the Judiciary 
Committee, I should differ from the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Burner] in respect 
of the consideration which this bill has re- 
ceived at their hands. This bill is introduced, 
I understand, sir, to meet a special case, to 
which the gentleman has referred, and like 
all general legislation framed to meet a special 
ease, one difficulty with it will be that there 
will be other special cases where it will work 
as much injustice as it may work relief in the 
particular case at which it is aimed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Was 
there any objection made to the constitution- 
ality of this bill in the committee, or did the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. Porrer] 
make any objection to its constitutionality? 

Mr. POTTER, If I may be allowed to 
answer the gentleman’s question as to what 
oceurred in committee, I will say that neither 
l nor the other gentlemen who opposed the 
bill in committee raised any constitutional 
objection to it. It was, however, only at the 
breaking up of the committee that the bill 
came up for consideration, when I had only 
time to raise some of the objections which 
occurred to me in reference to the bill. Ithen 
only mentioned those objections. to which I 
now call the attention of the House. And 
first, that this bill changes the whole scope of 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, as set- 
tled years ago, when our fathers, who framed 
the Constitution, came, immediately after the 
Constitution was formed, to consider what 
jurisdiction should be given under itto the Fed- 
eral courts. The great principle which lay at 
the basis of the system then introduced, as 
between private citizens, was that while every 
State was to be considered as impartial and 
indifferent in respect of controversies between 
their own Citizens, and in respect of those 
suitors who were not citizens of the State— | 


No, sir; 


I have 


I agree 


i 


those who were foreigners to the State—it 
might not always be indifferent, as between 
one of its own citizens and a citizen of another 
State. And hence the right was given, after 
much discussion and deliberation, to allow any 
citizen, when sued in a State not his own by 
a citizen of that State, to have the cause on 
his petition transferred from the State to the 
Federal courts. But throughout all the debate 
which attended the consideration of the judi- 
ciary act, it never entered into any man’s head 
to suggest that the tribunals of the State would 
not be indifferent and just, not only as be- 
tween persons both citizens of that State, but 
as between citizens also who were foreigners 
of the States. : 

Now, it is proposed by this bill of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bur.er, | with- 
out cause, without advantage, as I think with 
manifold disadvantage, to transfer this juris- 
diction of the State courtsas between all parties 
not citizens of the State to the Federal tribu- 
nals. For myself I am satisfied that to allow 
every stranger who may be sued in the courts 
of any State, provided he is sued by a person 
also a non-resident of that State, to bring the 
cause into the Federal courts, can only result 
in loading down the Federal courts with an 
amount of litigation much beyond anything 
that has hitherto accumulated upon them, to 
the delay and hinderance of justice, aud will 
do this without any just advantage to either 
party. Would the transfer of the court work 
just advantage to the defendant? He will 
still have his cause, though tried in a Federal 
instead of a State court, tried by a judge of 
the same locality, before a jury selected from 
the same vicinage, subject to the same rules 
of procedure, and subject to the same statutes 
as if the cause remained to be tried in the 
State courts. All this would be of no just 
advantage to the defendant, while I see great 
disadvantages the bill, if it becomes a law, may 
occasion to plaintiffs. 

I, or any other stranger to the State, travel- 
ing in the State of North Carolina, for illus- 
tration, am set upon, insulted, and abused by 
another also not a resident of the State. The 
injured man goes to the local tribunal, and 
takes measures for redress right on the spot 
where the injury occurred. The occurrence 
was there; the witnesses are all about there; 
and justice should be done there. But pass 
this bill and the defendant who did the wrong 
will transfer the action to the Federal court, 
hundreds of miles away, at*the other end of 
that State, there being there, as in many parts 
of the country, but one Federal court in that 
State, and thus force the plaintiff with his wit- 
nesses to follow the proceeding there or aban- 
don it. And this is but one of the hardships 
that would result. 

Why, sir, you could not under this bill fore- 
close a single mortgage in which the subse- 
quent lien holders upon the property necessary 
to be foreclosed as defendants were nou-resi- 
dents of the State, because those defendants 
could by this bill take the case into the Fed- 
eral court as to them; and since the Federal 
court cannot, under the Constitution, have 
jurisdiction as to those defendants who were 
residents of the same State with the plaintiff, 
your suit would be perpetually hung up by the 
conflicting jurisdictions. In every point of 
view, sir, Í have been able to give to this bill 
it is alike unnecessary, calculated to embar- 
rass the administration of justice, and caleu- 
lated to load down the Federal courts. Itis, 
too, I repeat, a departure from the theory of 


administering justice which was wisely and 


carefully established by the framers of the 
Constitution itself, and which. has prevailed 
over eighty years. lt seems to me this step 
ought not to be taken at least without far more 
reflection and consideration than the House 
can now give it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish to 
correct two very grave misapprehensions of 
my colleague on the committee, [Mr. Porrzn. ] 
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If I saw the matter in the light in which he 
does I should vote against this bill. Ifin the 
case which he gives he is knocked down, which 
I do not believe he ever will be, in the State 
of North Carolina, and he goes on and com 
mences a criminal prosecutioa—— 

Mr. POTTER. Notacriminal prosecution, 
but a civil suit. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If he goes 
before a magistrate he cannot be carried into 
the United States courts. 

Mr. POTTER. I am not talking about crim- 
inal prosecutions, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. You de- 
scribed a criminal case. 

Mr. POTTER. No, a civil suit. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Very 
well, then, as to the next case the gentleman 
speaks of: the biil as amended is where juris- 
diction is obtained by service of personal pro- 
cess only; limited cases, where jurisdiction is 
obtained by personal process only. That does 
not.affect the foreclosure of mortgages. 

Mr. POTTER, Certainly it does. How can 
you get jurisdiction except by the service ofa 
subpena ? ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 


not the only source of jurisdiction. The locus - 


rei determines the jurisdiction. This bill is 
intended simply to prevent one man from fol- 
lowing another into a State and there under- 
taking to bring him under the jurisdiction of 
that State. For instance, a man has a claim 
against another arising in the State.of New 
York. He knows that his debtor is about to 
go into Alabama, he being a citizen of South 
Carolina, He thinks that in Alabama a jury 
will be against a Yankee, and thereupon he 
follows him into Alabama, brings suit in an 
Alabama court, and hopes to get an advantage 
of him, I say again to the House that in my 
judgment the suits commenced by citizens of 
one State against citizens of another State, out 
of the jurisdiction of either, are in nine cases 
out of ten cases of oppression. If either of 
the parties were residents of the State where 
suit is brought, they would have a right to go 
into a United States court; but because some 
persecuting plaintiff sees fit to follow his debtor 
or adversary, avd bring suit against him in 
another State and there serve him, then he 
cannot have the use of the United States 
court. 

Mr. POTTER. If the debtor did not go 
away he would not have to follow him, 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. Precisely; 
but he is going away on his ordinary and usual 
business. There is not a member of Congress 
that cannot be sued in Baltimore as he goes 
home to-day and put into the Baltimore courts, 
subject to any of the prejudices that may be 
in those courts. Suppose some of these gen- 
tlemen on the other side should come up into 
Massachusetts, and should be sued for the ser- 
vice of their slaves, that they have not paid 
them during their bondage, perhaps then they 
wouid like to get into the United States courts. 

Mr. POTTER. They would not escape a 
Massachusetts jury by that process. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Pardon 
me. They would be tried by a jury summoned 
under the Federal jurisdiction, and they would 
be tried under the laws of the country. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Would not the jury 
be a Massachusetts jury ? 

Mr: BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Undoubt- 
edly; but the court: would be a Federal court 
with different jurisdiction. Now, as the gen- 
tleman has asked me a question will he allow 
me to ask him one? Irecognize him asa very 
good lawyer. Is not this constitutional ques- 
tion entirely futile and delusive? „Has he any 
doubts of the constitutional power to pass this 
bill? G 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. The constitutional 
objection to this bill does not strike me as 
being valid. My objection to it is that-it will 
overload the Federal courts. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Now I 
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desire. to a word in reference to that objection. 
It is said that this bill will overload the Fed- 
eral jurisdiction ; I have done all I can to pre- | 
vent that overloading in another bill, but the 
Federal jurisdiction ought to be overloaded 


diate remedy. It should be able to interpose 
its strong arm between the oppressor and the 
oppressed everywhere. ‘That is the use of the 
United States courts. 

Now let me answer another objection, that 
we have not had this legislation before. In 
j olden times this bill was not necessary. We 
did not then travel in eight days thirty-three 
hundred and fifty miles. Everybody was not 
| on wheels in the olden times as they are now. 
We had not then the means of hearing one 
day that our debtor was gone to California, | 
aud the next day of telegraphing there to! 
have him sued there. We did not know where 
all our friends were, or all our enemies, all 
over this great country, in three hours after 
they arrived there. This, therefore, has not 
been a necessity until now. Now it is a neces- 
sity, and as it is within the Constitution, I ask 
the House to apply the remedy, the evil being 


seen. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the 

pending bill by substituting therefor what [| 

send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. i 
The Clerk read as. follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert | 


in lieu thereof the following: 

That whenever a suit has been or is brought in 

any State court by a citizen of the United States, 
non-resident of that State, or by an alien against 
another citizen who is an officer of the United States, 
and who is also non-resident of that State, wherein 
jurisdiction is obtained by the State court by per- | 
sonal service of process only, such suit may at any 
time be removed to the circuit court of the United 
States in the same manner as now provided by law 
in a case of suit brought by a citizen of the State | 
wherein the State court is situated against a citizen 
| of the United States non-resident in that State. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say a word or 
i two in explanation of my amendment. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Burner, ] 
as ÍI understand it, has another amendment in 
the text of his bill which I ought to insert in 
my amendment, and which I omitted, to wit, 
“ and not resident of the same State with the 
other party.” I ask the Clerk to insert that 
in my amendment. I myself consider that 
! essential. 

Sir, what has given rise to this, proposed 
legislation at present? As understand it, it 
is this: the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, being temporarily in the city 
of New York, has been sued by an alien on 
account of certain services rendered by him 
under color of his office by way of present- 
ation of certain fiscal méasures for the ben- 
efit of the people of the United States. It 
is alleged in that proceeding, as I understand 
it, that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
availed himself of this instruction, and that 
great profit has inured therefrom to him and 
to the people of the United State through him, 
as their official, by reason of this fiscal dis- 
covery made and presented by the plaintiff in 
that action. Under present laws the courts of ; 
the United States have no jurisdiction in the | 
premises. The case has not been certified 
up on application, as by Jaw it could not be. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It was 
certified up, and sent back as having been 
wrongly certified up. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was ruled under ex- 
isting law that the plaintiff in that action being 
an alien the courts of the United States have 
no jurisdiction in the premises. Without mean- 
ing any reflection at all upon the honorable 
| gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BUTLER, ] 

f will say I think there is room for the criti- 
cism made by my honorable friend from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Kerr] upon the text of this bill. 
It was fully appreciated, apprehended, and 
accepted by him. ; 

We understand how these matters arise. 


i till it affords to our citizens full and imme- fi 


The word “non-resident” being used in the 
| text of the bill, I have no doubt ercated in the 


mind of the gentleman who framed this bill 
the belief that that covered the whole case. 
But that has been corrected, and I ask that in 
my amendment the words “said plaintif and 
defendant not being residents of the same 
State” shall be inserted. 

I desire to say that there is a precedent for 
the legislation proposed to-day in the act of 
18338, to which reference was made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER. ]} 


| That was an act which confined the jurisdie- 


tion of the courts of the United’ States to the 
protection of the officers of the United States ; 
and I am not advised that the validity of that 
statute has ever been called in question in any 
court of the United States, at all events not 
successfully. Iam quite aware that the act 
expired by its own limitation; but I am algo: 
well aware that many suits were instituted 
under it, and I am not advised that it was ever 
ruled that the act while in operation was 
unconstitutional or void. 

I think it is quite important that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should he protected by 
the interposition of this legislation; and if it 
be the pleasure of the House to vote down the 
substitute I have offered, I may be constrained 


j to vote for the bill of the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts with the amendment he has offered, 
and run the risk of having the question of its 
constitutionality and validity challenged and 
finally determined in the courts of last resort. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? ; 
Mr. BINGHAM. Not at present. If the 
substitute I have offered shall be adopted by 


; the House, there is no official in the United 


States, including the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself, who can complain of any want 
of consideration on the part of the Congress 
of the United States in protecting him fally in 
the discharge of his official duty. It does seem 
to me that there ought always to have been 
just such a statute on the statute-book of the 
United States. The only question of doubt 
that hangs over it, in my mind, in regard to 
the substitute I have offered, arises from the 
insertion of the words ‘‘or of any alien.” Bat 
it is well enough to try that question in the 
courts. I am not ready to try ıt myself, but I 
am willing to resolve any question of doubt in 
favor of the right of this Government by law, 
through its own judicial tribunals, to protect 
its own officers against the annoyance of suits 
brought against them for the discharge of their 
duties. 

But I do not limit the substitute by any such 
words as that ‘‘he is sued for any act done 
under color of his office or the discharge of 
his duty,” for the simple reason that it is 
quite well known to every gentleman in this 
House that it is easy for any who wish to 
harass a public officer of the United States 
to so frème the proceeding as that the fact 
shall not appear of record that he is sued for 
any act done in the discharge ofhis duty under 
color of his office. Let that question arise 
when the case comes up. ; 

I have no doubt, however, that in this par- 
ticular case which is sought to be remedied 
the Secretary of the Treasury is sued alone for 
acts done under color of his office. I think, 
Mr. Speaker, that correcting the substitute 
which £ have sent up by inserting the words 
“(not being residents of the same State,” it 
is worth while for the House to pass this bill 
in that form. J am quite satisfied that some 
relief should be extended to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, for he is sued in one of the 
courts of the State of New York, and, as I 
understand, inthe city of New York. Am I 
not right in that? N ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is sued, as I under- 
stand, in a court holding its sessions in the city 
of New York, where there is no probability that 
the case may be heard within the current year 
or the next succeeding year, if you please; 
and there is no official charged with any duty 
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: under the laws of the United States present in 
that court to keep ward. or watch over the 
rights of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
result is that he is constrained to keep private 
counsel in constant attendance upon the pro- 
ceedings of that court, to watch his rights from 
month to month and from year to year. 

I think it but reasonable and just to try 
whether under the Constitution of the United 
States an officer of the Government, while in 
the service of his country, may not be pro- 
tected from being sued in the local courts of 
any State of this Union, without the right on 
his part to transfer the case to a court of the 
United States, save where he is sued in a court 
‘within the State of his actual residence. The 
substitute which I offer leaves the public officer 
Hable like all other citizens to be sued at all 
times inthe courts of the State of his actual resi- 
dence. But where he is sued in a State of 
which he is a non-resident, in the language of 
the substitute, and sued by reason of his fidel- 
ity to official duty, it is but reasonable that his 
rights should be adjudicated and finally determ- 
ined in the tribunals of the country in whose 
service he is. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have but one objection to the sub- 
stitute. If it is right to protect officers of the 
United States against this class of suits in 
their private capacity, itis also right to protect 
unofficial citizens in their private capacity 
against these suits. I put the citizen as high 
as the officer. I would not wish to come in 
here with a bill protecting myself as an officer 
of the United States, while I would not afford 
the same protection to every other citizen of 
the United States. If I cannot defend myself 
as an Officer, then the citizen ought to have all 
the rights of legal protection that I have. 
This is why I am opposed to the substitute of 
the learned chairman of my committee. 

But if it is constitutional to protect an offi- 
cer of the United States in this way, then it 
is coustitutional to protect in the same man- 
ner any cilizen of the United States. There 
is nothing in the Constitution which says that 
an officer of the United States shall have any 
special privileges. Thank God, everything 
of that kind has been excluded from the Con- 
stitution. Public officials have no special 
privileges and immunities. The only priv- 
ileges and immunities secured by the Consti- 
tution are those of citizens of the United 
States as such; and one of those privileges 
and immunities, as I hold, is the right to go 
into the United States courts under the Con- 
stitution and laws whenever prosecuted by a 
citizen of another State. 

A. single word further. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] does not base his objec- 
tion to the constitutionality of this bill upon 
the ground that it may include suits between 
citizens of the same State, for both he and I 
overlooked the fact that it might possibly bear 
that construction; his objection rests upon the 
ground that there is no constitutional power 
to enact this provision as between citizens of 
different States. Now, then, we have the 
same thing in this substitute. No lawyer in 
this House has undertaken to say that there 
is anything in this constitutional question; 
‘therefore, the question presented by the sub- 
stitute, as compared with the original bill, is 
whether the Congress of the United States 
will insure a privilege or immunity in the 


national courts of justice to an officer of the | 


United States in his private person which we 
will not secure to the unofficial citizen of the 
United States. I shall support the substitute 
if I cannot secure the passage of the original 
bill. What I desire is that the privileges of 
the courts of justice may, like the dews of 
heaven, be enjoyed by all alike. 

Mr. McCRARY. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetis allow me to propose an amend- 
ment to the substitute? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCRARY. I move to amend the 


substitute by adding to it the following addi- 
tional section: f 

SEO, 2. And be it further enacted, That after Jan- 
uary 1, 1873, no cause shall be removed from the 
State court to a Federal court unless the applica- 
tion for that purpose shall be presented to such 
State court before issue is joined. 

I move also to strike out the words “at any 
time,’’ which appear in the body of the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. PETERS. Let me remark to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the Committee on the 
Judiciary have perfected a bill which will 
reach the point designed by that amendment. 
Thope, therefore, he will withdraw it, as there 
will be a bill reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary which will meet his point. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. POTTER. I hope the gentleman will 
let me move an amendment, inserting the 
words ‘‘ whenever any personal action.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
insert the words in the bill ‘whenever a suit 
in personam.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have inserted the same 
amendment in the substitute. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask leave also to move 
the amendment to the original text. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
accepted the amendment which the gentleman 
has indicated. 

Mr. POTTER. I propose the following 
amendment to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments are 
entertained by general consent. 

Mr. POTTER. I move to insert in the 
substitute the words ‘‘for any act done or 
liability incurred under color of his office.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I must 
insist on my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman from 
Iowa will modify his amendment so it will 
read ‘‘on the first appearance of his action.”’ 

Mr. PETERS. ‘hat will not apply in Wis- 
consin and some other States where they have 
another code. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
fifty years. 

Mr. PETERS. It is very annoying where 
they have to make application on the very day 
summons is served on them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move my amendment to 
the second section. I hope the modification 
will be made. 

Mr. McCRARY. I do not consent to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 
It will interfere with the practice in several 
of the States, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 object 
to the reception of the amendments, and now 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Is a motion to lay the 
bill upon the table in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Imakethat motion, and 
I desire to say a few words——— 


That was the practice for 


The SPHAKER. It is not a debatable 
motion. > 
Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman 


will be allowed to make his statement. 

Objection was made. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
79, noes 57. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I de- 
mand the yeas and nays, and in the mean- 
time I ask unanimous consent to have the bill 
recommitted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ifyou recommit the bill, 
then you do not want the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I de- 
mand the yeas and nays, but in the meantime 
ask unanimous consent to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the bill will be recommitted, not 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

It was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
the rules be suspended and the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the special order, which 
is the Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Chair whether 
the morning hour has yet begun? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe House proceeds to the 
regular call of the committees will not reports 
be in order from the Committee of Claims? 

The SPEAKER. They will. e 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, then, we will have 
the morning hourand go on with reports from 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will state that the mo- 
tion to go into committee was made after con- 
ference with the chairman of the Committee 
of Claims, who informed me he is willing this 
call of his committee shail go over until to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
business in order, 

ST. LOUIS PUBLIC BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER announced the following 
as the managers of-the conference ordered 
yesterday on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. No. 619) appropriating money for the pur- 
chase of a suitable site and erecting a building 
thereon in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, to 
be used for the purposes of a custom-house, 
post office, and other Federal offices: Mr. 
Garrie of Ohio, Mr. Hauser of New Jersey, 
and Mr. Writs of Missouri. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following. titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 78) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Vanniman; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 437) authorizing the Presi- 
dent-of the United States to reéstablish the 
Monroe land district, in the State of Louisiana. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE FUNDS. 


Mr. PERCE, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Education 
and Labor the bill (H. R. No. 458) for the 
better security of agricultural college funds; 
which was recommitted to the same commit- 
tee, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion wus agreed to. 


JOHN C. DAVIS. 


On motion of Mr. McKINNEY, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was given to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the 
ease of John C. Davis. 


LOSSES IN CADET BARRACKS. 


The SPEAKER, by. unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting an estimate of the 
losses of certain cadets by fire in their barracks, 
on the 5th of February, 1871; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, that the rules be suspended, 
and the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
special order. 

The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to—ayes 90, noes 32. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. WHEELER in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the special 
order, being the bill (H. R. No. 1070) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post 


I prefer to go on with the 


1872. 


Office Department for the year ending June 
30, 1873. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pendingparagraph 
is as follows: 

For steamship service between San Franci 
Japan, and China, $500, 000. ia SOO 

To this paragraph the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Concer] has moved an amendment, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line two, page 5, strike out all after the word 
“China,” and insert in lieu thereof “$1,000,000: 
Provided, The steamship company shali perform 
said service semi-monthly in ships of American 
construction.” 


Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, on a ques- 
tion of subsidies or of bounties, no bill can be 
an entering wedge or pioneer for me. I be- 
lieve that government was framed to do justice 
and not to grant favors.. I am therefore 

+ opposed generally to all bills giving protection 
or special privileges to one class of the com- 
munity at the expense of the others. And if 
I ever favor any grant of money or of lands 
or of franchises to any person, it must be not 
because I regard it as for his interest, but 
because I am clearly convinced that it is for 
the general public interest. Such, after ma- 
ture consideration, is my conviction in respect 
of the amendment which has been moved by 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Conamr, ] 
and [ desire to give, as well as I may in the 
brief space allotted to me, some of the reasons 
which govern my conclusions. 

Our commerce with foreign nations, Mr. 
Chairman, must necessarily be carried on in 
competition with every maritime people. Our 
coasting trade, and the trade of our rivers and 
lakes, we may and we do confine to vessels 
built in our own docks and owned by our own 
people, but as regards the foreign commerce 
of the world, when we attempt a discrimina- 
tion against the vessels of foreigners we are 
met by their discrimination against our ves- 


sels, and thus we gain nothing. So itis that 


the foreign trade of every country is carried 
on by its people in competition with every 
other maritime people who choose to seek it. 
So long as the traffic of the ocean was carried 
by sailing vessels there were no subsidies. A 
sailing vessel took her cargo when she. could 
get it, and sailed as the winds would carry 
her; but when steamships were introduced 
into ocean navigation it was found that com- 
merce was controlled by well-established, fre- 
quent, and regular lines of steamships, and it 
wag because in many cases neither individuals 
nor associations of individuals were able to 
take upon themselves the furnishing of the 
enormous capital which is necessary to estab- 
lish a great line of steamships and bear the 
outlays required to build up the traffic after 
the line is established that the maritime 
nations consider it for the general interest of 
their own people to give aid to the establish- 
ment of such lines; not as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Burner] said yester- 
day, to take all the risks and leave the ship- 
owner the profit; but simply to aid toward the 
bearing of the burden incident to the enter- 
rise for the common good. 

Take this very case. One of these great 
China ships—and only great ships can be prof- 
itably employed in this trade, for no ordinary 
ship can carry more than the coal necessary 
for the protracted yoyage from San Francisco 
to China, thus leaving her no room for cargo— 
no one of these great China ships can make 
the round trip to China and back for less, I 
presume, than $100,000, having regard to the 
cost of the voyage and the attendant shore 
expenses. The contribution by the Govern- 
ment proposed is only $40,000 avoyage. The 
question, therefore, in this case is whether in 
these subsidies, in which the people advance a 
portion of their money and the ship-owner a 
portion of his money in the bope of building 
up a great trade, the advance will be rewarded 
by an ultimate profit which will justify the 
expenditure, 
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For twenty-seven years that great free-trade 
nation, England, and the other free-trade 
nations of the world, have followed this policy. 
If you embark, sir, from New York for Liver- 
pool to-morrow, you will do so most likely in 
a subsidized English packet. If you should 
then sail from England to Portugal, you would 
still go in another subsidized English packet; 
should you then go up the Mediterranean, 
still the voyage will be made in a subsidized 
English packet; if then you cross the Isthmus 
of Suez and go down the Red Sea, again you 
will travel in a subsidized packet. If you were 
then to land at Bombay, and crossing to Cal- 
cutta again take the Eastern sea, you will 
travel yet again in a subsidized English packet; 
and if beyond Sumatra you would pass up the 
China sea, yet again you would sail in a packet 
carrying the English flag and subsidized by 
the money of the English people. And if, in 
all these long journeyings, you should wish to 
change the flag under which you sail, your 
choice will be confined to the still more greatly 
subsidized French, or Austrian, or Italian 
steamers on the Mediterranean, or in parts of 
the Indian ocean. . 

Now, what has been the result of this policy 
pursued for all these years, not by nations 
which believe in protection, not by nations 
which put a tariff upon ships, but by nations 
that admit of free ships, that admit of free 
stores and free supplies for ships, and afford, 
as this nation does not, every facility to com- 
merce? What, I say, sir, is the result of this 
system of subsidies pursued by the great free- 
trade maritime nations? The result is that 
to-day the commerce of Europe on the Atlan- 
tic is under the flags of European nations, and 
not under the flag of the United States. I 
have no idea, sir, that any amount of subsidies 
would now restore to us the European carry- 
ing trade, because of the embarrassments aris- 
ing, not only from tariffs, from the absence of 
capital, and the greater expense which attend 
our people in navigating their ships, but also 
because of the greatness of the organizations 
for the trade which the foreigners have already 
secured, and the advantage over us in respect 
of securing emigrant passengers they also have. 
But when Í look to the only great ocean steam 
line which the United States have, I find it 
established upon the Pacific, and I find too 
that it has been growing up there during the 
last five years, in the face of all these disadvan- 
tages to American carriers which have swept 
away our flag from the Atlantic ocean; and 
the question with me, therefore, now is whether 
the subsidy now proposed is necessary to 
retain the only great and growing foreign car- 
rying trade we have left, and whether if neces- 
sary to retain it the advantage to the people 
which will result from the proposed subsidy 
will warrant the expenditure. 

[Here the hammer feli.] 

Mr, COBURN. I move to strike out the 
last word. The question after all is a prac- 
tical one, and not one of mere grandiloquent 
declaration and bombast, in which some gen- 
tlemen have indulged in this debate. Taking 
this matter in its most favorable light, the 
questionis, ‘‘ Will it pay?’’ Itis not a ques- 
tion whether there is agrand commerce on the 
Pacific. I will not admit, with the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Porrer,] that our 
greatest field of commerce is the Pacific ocean. 
The greatest field of commerce we have now 
is with France and England and the other 
nations of Europe, and with Cuba; but there 
is a vast commerce looming up in the Pacific 
ocean. No man appreciates the importance 
of it more than I do; but when we get to ap- 
propriating $1,000,000 a year, if we begin 
it this year, we shall have to continue it 
next year, and the next year, and it will soon 
amount to millions of dollars now, henceforth, 
and forever. The question is as to the relative 
importance of these lines, as to the relative 
propositions before us, if we must give subsi- 
dies. Must it be given to railroads, to the line 


‘of common sense. 


of steamships to China and Japan, to England 
orto France, up the Mediterranean, or down 
the Gulf of Mexico to South America? The 
question should be settled, which is compara 
tively of the greatest importance. a 

Why, sir, it strikes me that there are othe 
lines more profitable and more important just 
now than this China and Japan line. We 
have been giving them $500,000 a year. I 
would like to have. some friend of this meas- 
ure get up and state to this House whether or 
not the stock of that company is profitable, 
whether it is necessary to -double the subsidy. 
Is not $500,000 a year enough? Is not: that 
great Pacific Mail Steamship Company doing 
a very profitable business? If we take the 
statement of the gentleman from California; 
[Mr. Sarcent,] who pretends to know and 
who ought to know more about it than any- 
body else, the enormous amount of business 
on this line must at least make the line very 
profitable. 

If we have $500,000 annually to give away, 
why not as well use it to make cheap freights 
inside of our country? Every man of intelli- 
gence knows that we cannot get to the marts 
on our sea-board more than one third of the 
agricultural products of the central States. 
We cannot afford to carry those producis on 
our railroads, and they are locked up there. 
Our railroads are now overcrowded with the: 
surplus produce raised in the Mississippi val- 
ley. The question comes up whether we shall. 
give this subsidy to steamships that run to 
China and Japan, which is but the beginning 
of a trade, or whether we shall help those 
interests nearer home, 

Mr. SARGENT. Help them both. 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman says ‘‘help 
them both.” Sir, the Treasury of the country 
is not full enough to warrant our helping every- 
body who is knocking at its door and asking 
for help. But this great question can be solved 
very easily and reasonably. Thavein my hand 
an amendment which I will offer at the proper 
time, providing that we will allow American 
registry to foreign-built ships to be obiained 
and used by this company; that they may be 
allowed the privilege of purchasing ships abroad 
and having American-registry granted to. them. 
We can purchase ships in foreign countries at 
two thirds, perhaps at one half the price at 
which we can build them. That is the shape 
in which to put our subsidies to help make 
cheap freights. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. Sargent] says that this company needs 
four more large iron ocean steamers. Then, 
in the name of common sense, allow them to 
buy them where they can get them at half the 
price they would have to pay for them here, 
and not let them reach their hands down into 
the Treasury and get from it $1,000,000 a year. 

I propose that to the House as a practical 
solution of this question. How much will be 
gained to our revenue by keeping up these bar- 
riers to commerce, refusing to let our citizens 
carry our flag on foreign-built vessels? In this 
respect we stand with our eyes closed and with 
our hands in manacles, the victims of our own 
folly. In every other measure in relation to 
commerce we seem to act with some kind 
But in this matter we re- 
fuse to everybody in this land cheap freights 
for tbe purpose of building up a little petty 
interest in prospect, for we have no interest 
existing in this country now that is identified 
in any degree with the building of iron ocean 
steamers. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the 
money which we shall pay for this subsidy, if 
we shall pay any, will be trust money in the 
same sense, and only in the same sense, in 
which all Government money is trust money. 
The objects and purposes of that trust are 
coextensive with the objects and purposes of 
Government, and they are unlimited except by 
the limits of the Constitution itself. I have 
heard no one deny that we have the constitu- 


tional discretion to make this appropriation ; 
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and until that shall be denied nothing is said 
‘which is legitimate in reference to the subject 
ofa trust. 

It is said that a subsidy of this nature is the 
taking of money from the Treasury, or from 
the pockets of the people, to pay over to indi- 
viduals or to corporations. The same might 
be said, and the same would be true, of all 
Government expenditures whatsoever. When 
that has been said, nothing has been said legit- 

“imate-to this debate. It neither advances the 
debate one step nor throws light upon it. 

The question in all such cases is whether 
the Government obtatns an adequate benefit, 
return, or service for the money which has 
been paid. The question in this case is- pre- 
cisely that whether in paying this subsidy the 
Government will obtain an adequate return, 


service, or benefit; and no light is thrown 


upon it by dwelling upon the subject of taxa- 
tion or the subject of trust. 

This appropriation has passed, as I under- 
stand, the examination of a responsible com- 
mittee, which expresses its opinion that the 
payment of this money would advance the 
general purposes of the Government and pro- 
duce’ more than an adequate return. . From 
the statements of other gentlemen acquainted 
with this subject generally, statements which 
seem to be reasonable and credible, I am 
willing to vote for this appropriation. Weall 
know that as one of the incomputable mis- 
chiefs of the miserable war through which this 
country has passed we came out of it shorn 
of our maritime power. On the seas our rela- 
tive strength has been lost. This loss is not 
merely measured by a money standard; but 
it is the loss of prestige, of power, of position 
in the society of nations. 

Now, if our information is correct, and if 
by this appropriation we can gain the lead in 
the navigation and commerce of the Pacific 
seas, we shall have gained an advantage far 
beyond any thing which can be measured by 
a pecuniary standard. I shall add nothing to 
‘the statements which have been made in regard 
to. the commercial advantages we may ex- 
pect from this measure; but itis obvious that 
if we can gain the lead of that commerce, the 
commercial advantages must be far-reaching 
and immeasurable. But beyond that, it is 
opening up those grand old nations of the 
Hast; it is bringing the learning and the 
arts of those mighty nations into commu- 
nication with the whole social structure of 
the western nations. We bring them at once 
within the social circle of the law of nations, 
and by their consent and agreement they will 
come under an enlightened system of juris- 
prudence. The thing is almost inconceivable 
in its magnificent results. If we can accom- 
plish it, those results must follow. How can 
-we hesitate to achieve such results by a small 
appropriation? 

Í have but one word to add. Tt is said that 
this is an “entering-wedge.” If itis an ‘‘en- 
tering-wedge”’ to good things, I am willing to 
drive it home, and to put in more ‘entering- 
wedges’’ of the same kind. An “entering- 
wedge”? is not necessarily a bad thing. My 
support of this amendment commits me to 
vote for no other measure. It commits me to 
nothing. Voting for one subsidy does not 
oblige me to vote for another. But I am free 
to say that for one I am anxious to do what I 
may in order that our flag shall show itself 
upon all the seas, and that all the highways 
of ocean commerce shall be illuminated by 
its constellations. 

Mr, COBURN. I withdraw my amend- 
ment in order that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cress] may renew it. 

Mr. CREBS. 
ask that it may be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike ont of the amendment $1,000,000 and insert 
$500,000; strike out also the subsequent part of the 
amendment and insert the following: 


The proprietors of the line of steamship service | 
aforesaid shall be authorized to purchase in foreign | 


į Strike out “*$500,000” and insert 


I renew the amendment, and | 


countries iron ocean steamers of not less than two 
thousand tons burden, sufficient to supply a bi- 
monthly or weekly service in each direction: and 
such vessels shall be allowed American registry. 

Mr. SARGENT. I raise the point of order 
that that is new legislation ; that it changes 
existing laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It presents the same point 
presented yesterday——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct 
the- amendment to be again read for the in- 
formation of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Chair heara sug- 
gestion on the point of order? This is but an 
increase of subsidy —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana will please suspend his remarks till 
the amendment has been read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
that this isa simple increase of subsidy. If 
my colleague will add the words ‘‘in further 
aid of said subsidy,’’ the proposition will be 
clear enough that this is simply a subsidy addi- 
tional to the $500,000 provided for in the bill, 
and presents in a different form the proposi- 
tion adopted yesterday. A 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the Chair allow 
me to make a suggestion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Theamendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan provides for 
ships, American-built ships; and that was 
declared to be in order. Now it seems to me 
that a substitute which provides they may be 
foreign-built ships is also in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. My pointis that it changes 
existing law, because if we provide they may 
be foreign-built ships, then we shall have to 
change the law so that these foreign-built 
ships may be registered. This, therefore, is 
not in order, because it changes the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
think the point of order well taken. Herules 
that the first part is in order, but that the other 
part is not, as it is not germane. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make the pointof order 
as to the first part. This provides the appro- 
priation shall be $500,000. The pending 
amendment increases the appropriation to 
$1,000,000, and this proposition proposes to 
go back again to $500,000, : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis the same proposi- 
tion as in the bill. 

Mr. COBURN. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and I ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 
(Mr. Concern. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I object to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate to a limited 
extent is in order on an appeal- from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to have theamend- 
ment read which was offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Concer. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line seven, after the word “ China,” 
“* $1,000,000: Pro- 
vided, The steamship company shall perform said 


service semmi-monthly in ships of American con- 
struction,” 


Mr. DAWES. That does not change any 
existing law. 

Mr. COBURN. 
it to be done. 

Mr. DAWES. 
bids it. 

Mr. COBURN. You require by law that 
American ships shall be built. Iask where 
the law is making that requirement ? 

Mr. DAWES. Itdoes not coaflict with the 
law, while.theamendment the gentleman offers 
does conflict with the law. 

Mr. COBURN. There is no law for it, and 
we have no right to inaugurate new legislation 
in appropriation bills. S 

Mr. DAWES. It does not conflict with any 


There is no law requiring 


There is no law which for- 


|i law. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order that it is clearly new legislation. 


ciple. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
that part of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana relative to the purchase of for- 
eign-built ships is not germane to the pending 
proposition. He rules out the amendment 
for that reason. 

Mr. COBURN. Is it not germane to that 
part which provides that the service shall be 
in American ships? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. COBURN. It relates to the subject 
of what ships shall be used as much as the 
other does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee?” a 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 28; no quoram voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is a further count de- 
manded? i 5 

Mr. COBURN. Certainly; I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cosurn and 
Mr. Concer were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 


_ers reported—ayes 72, noes 28, 


Mr. COBURN. No farther count is de- 
manded. 

So the decision of the Chair stood as the 
judgment of the committee? 

Mr. CREBS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a word or two on the proposition now before 
the House. In my limited experiences in life 
I have always found that where a great wrong 
is about to be perpetrated upon the rights of 
the people a great semblance of virtue must 
be assumed; and this is not only true in pri- 
vate but in ‘public life. Wrongs against the 
rights and interests of the people, to be car- 
ried out successfully, must be sugar-coated, 
wrapped up in such a web of rhetoric that the 
sting shall be concealed. Before us, in my 
judgment, we have an illustration of this prin- 
Take from the efforts in behalf of this 
proposition the glow of pathos, the flowers 
of rhetoric, and the prophecies of the future 
glories of our great nation that have been 
indulged in by the very able and erudite gen- 
tlemen who have spoken in its behalf, and I 
challenge this House or the country to point 
to a single reason urged that would be suffi- 
cient in the mind of any gentleman here, in 
his cool, reflective moments, to induce him to 
vote for the pending proposition as an inde- 
pendent one, standing upon its merits alone. 

If, Mr. Chairman, L were to-day to rise in 
my place and move an amendment to this bill, 
granting a subsidy of $500,000 to John Doe, 
Richard Roe, and five other citizens of my 
State, to enable them to import from foreign 
countries improved breeds of stock and farm- 
ing implements to advance the agricultural 
resources of the State, would such a proposition 
receive at our hands a single moment’s con- 
sideration, or could it obtain a single vote in 
this Hall? : 

And yet, when an organized corporation, 
already subsidized to the extent of $500,000, 
comes before us with its imperious behests 
and demands at our hands another gift of 
equal amount, we find the leaders of this House 
rising in their might and pleading the cause of 
power and insolence with the plaintive strains 
that might well accord with the cause of the 
down-trodden and the oppressed. 

Mr. Chairman, coming down to the real 
facts of this case, to ‘‘ hard-pan,’’ as the toil- 
ing millions would say, what are they? Sim- 
ply that a corporation which had gone into 


i| business to better the fortunes of its members, 


or in other words to make money, and not to 
add to the glory of our flag, or to the pride of 
our country, as here claimed, but simply to 
make money for themselves—and all the rhet- 
oric, all the logic, and all the statements with- 
out proof that may be indulged in by the 
friends of this measure will never convince 
the judgment of a single man on this floor to 
the contrary—this corporation, thus organ- 
ized, and for these purposes, and in the fur- 
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therance of the same, come to us and say they 
fear their business will not be remunerative; 
that they want to put more ships on their line, 
but want to take no risks themselves, and be- 
fore embarking in the contemplated enter- 
prise ask of the people’s Representatives to 
grant them a sum of money that will insure 
them against loss in their venture. And, 
Mr. Chairman, they ask it of us, who ought 
to be the guardians of the people’s rights, 
the trustees of the funds wrung from them 
by the strong, hard hand of taxation. They 
come not to us, I say, and ask us to put our 
hands in our own pockets, as we would have 
a right to do, and furnish them a fund to 
insure them against loss, but they come and 
in the most insolent and daring manner de- 
mand of us a gratuity out of the trust fund 
under ourcontrol. And, Mr. Chairman, observ- 
ing the manner in which this demand has been 
met in this House, the able advocates it has 
found, I feel that we ought to congratulate 
ourselves on the fact that $500,000,000 instead 
of $500,000 hag not been asked by this cor- 
poration; for certainly there has been no ar- 
gument as yet presented to this House that 
would not justify the giving of the one sum as 
well as the other. 

I was giad on yesterday to hear the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER} pro- 
claim to the world the truth he did, that the 
people of this country were to-day the most 
heavily taxed of any people on earth, for it is 
always best to know the truth; and while they 
will bear this taxation to sustain their Govern- 
ment, I warn gentlemen on this floor that they 
are becoming aroused to their interests, and 
will not consent that the heavy taxes thus 
wrung from their hard earnings shall be given 
away by their Representatives to enrich an 
already over-grown and’ subsidized corpora- 
tion. 

When we object to this gift we are told by 
learned men on this floor that England has 
granted $2,500,000 in the way of subsidies to 
control the trade of the East; and thisis a scare- 
crow. to force us to grant the subsidy here asked 
for. Isay to gentiemen they are mistaken when 
they attempt to frighten us by such appeals. 
Let old Britain oppress her subjects if she 
will; let her Government rob the people if it 
dare ; letit taketaxes levied forthe support of 
the Government to enrich corporations to con- 
trol the trade of the Pacific if it has not the fear 
of the people before its eyes; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, do not let us, the Representatives of free 
America, be frightened from our duty to our 
constituents by such appeals as these, and let 
us not follow in the wrongs of English legisla- 
tion by providing for the interests of the few 
against the wants of the many. Mr. Chair- 
man, does it help my constituents that the 
corporation asking the gift from them in part 
of the sum of $500,000 shall run one ship or 
two a month to China or Japan? Itis profita- 
ble to the corporation and a few merchants, 
and all the rest of the people must pay for it; 
and that corporation in all its organized wealth 
and power is here even within these Halls by 
its agent, urging its ex parle case against the 
people, and we find upon the floor of this 
House the accredited agents of that people 
abandoning their rights and urging the claims 
of those who are sucking the life-blood of the 
nation. 

Pending before this. House is a proposition 
to grant to the Central Pacific railroad the 
island of Yerba Buena, in the harbor of San 
Francisco. It belongs as yet to the people. 
It is worth a large sum of money; how much 
we know not;. but be it much or little, the title 
is in the people. But we find the same men 
who favor this gift also in favor of the 
grant to the railroad company of this island ; 
and what is more and more outrageous still, 
Mr. Chairman, both the subsidy and grant are 
claimed in the high-sounding title of the inter- 


behalf of the other, and has been in the advo- 
cacy of thetwo claims before this House; and, 
Mr. Chairman, there has not been a steal 
before this House, inaugurated for land grant 
or subsidy, that the same speeches we have 
heard here in behalf of this amendment will 
not apply with equal force to that. 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to members here to 
pause and consider well their course before 
by their votes they take from the people the 
$500,000 here asked for and put the same in 
the pockets of a giant corporation. Those 
who vote it will find friends and flatterers -by 
the score in all the corridors of this Capitol. 
But away from here, where the peopie’s voice 
cau be heard, they will most certainly hear a 
ery of indignation that will reverberate through- 
out this land, and bury them so deep beneath 
the wrath of an outraged people that the trump 
of Gabriel will scarce awake them. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw his amendmant, and I will 
renew it. 


Mr. COBURN. 


ent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. TI offer the follow- 
ing amendment as a substitute for the pending 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Five. hundred thousand dollars: Provided, The 
steamship company shall perform such service 
semi-monthly, and may perform said service in ships 
of foreign construction. 


Mr. SARGENT. [raise the point of order 
which I raised before, that this changes exist- 


I withdraw the amend- 
m 


ing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does it change exist- 
ing law any more than the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Concer ?] 

Mr. CONGER. On the point of order I 
desire to say that by the laws of the United 
States we may register—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I believe a point 
of order is not debatable. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make this point of 
order, that the law of the United States re- 
quires, in order to a registry, that ships shall 
be of American construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is well aware 
of that, but if this amendment were adopted 
and became a law it would not change existing 
law. If the company employ ships of foreign 
construction they must comply with existing 
Jaws in order to do it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to test the 
sense of the committee before we take a vote 
on the original amendment, as to whether it 
is not better to allow this steamship company 
to purchase ships abroad where they can buy 
them cheapest for the service, and thus save 
to the Treasury of the United States the other 
half million which it is proposed to take out, 
than to take. the money from the Treasury for 
the sentimental purpose—for it is merely a 
matter of sentiment—of floating the flag on a 
ship of American construction. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
man a question. , 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ihave not time. 

Mr. SARGENT. It will not occupy a 


moment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot answer 
conundrams in five minutes, but I will hear 
the gentleman’s question. 


man, if in good faith he wishes to aid the line, 
why he proposes to stop with the appropria- 


appropriation of some amount greater than 


last five years? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Because the $500,- 
000 which the company now receives, if it may 
be allowed to purchase foreign ships to per- 
form the semi-monthly trips, will be worth 
more tothe company than that $500,000 isnow, 
when we compel them as we do to perform the 


est of commerce, and all the eloquence in 
behalf of one can as well be indulged in ini 


service in American ships. It may be better 
| for the company to make semi-mouthly trips, 


I wish to ask the gentle- | 


Mr. SARGENT. I wish to ask the gentle- 


tion in the bill; why be does not make an | 


the amount which has been given during the 


1 


with an appropriation of $500,000 if it: may. 
be allowed to purchase ships where it can pur: 
chase them the cheapest, than to be compelled 
to make monthly trips in American ships with 
an appropriation of $500,000. 

Yes, sir; the only reason why we cannot 
compete, the only reason why we cannot 
grasp this trade without subsidizing it, is 
because we cannot have ships cheap enough. 
Everybody understonds that it is because we 
cannot put ships upon the ocean as cheap as 
the English can. It is because their ships cost 
them not more than fifty per cent. of what. it 
costs our builders to manufacture iron ships, 
on account of the high price of iron and other 
materials which enter into the construction of 
ships, and the high price of thelabor which 
is required to manufacture them. That is all 
there is in this question of subsidies. 

Now, sir, I want to grasp the commerce of 
those old nations. Ido not want to see this 
line go down. I will go as far as the farthest 
to assist in maintaining thig line and in doub- 
ling the trips, but I first want to see whether it 
is not more economical and hetter statesman- 
ship for us to allow this company to go and 
buy their ships where they ean buy them 
cheap, and thus save to the Treasury this half 
million which we are asked to pay with one 
hand, while it is taken from them by our pro- 
tective policy with the other. That is the the- 
ory and philosophy of this amendment. ‘Sir, 
we are robbing Peter to pay Paul. You are 
taxing the people with one hand to pay a sub- 
sidy, or to pay a tariff to the men who are the 
subjects, the beneficiaries of your tariff, in 
order to maintain this line, when we might 
avoid it all by allowing the line to go and pur- 
chase vessels where they are manufactured 
at a cheap rate, and put them on their route. 
Let us save our subsidies and maintain our 
commerce. Is not that the best statesman- 
ship? - 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
FARrxsworTH] resolves itself into this: that the 
people of the United States shall pay $500,000 
a year to still further encourage foreign nations 
in carrying the trade of the American people 
rather than encourage American-built ships. 
His amendment looks to paying a bounty of 
$500,000 to ships sailing under a foreiga flag 
and carrying our trade. That is all of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on 
Commerce, at whose suggestion I reported 
this amendment, and this House, and the 
whole country, and the whole press of the 
country, bave been considering for the last four 
or five years the condition of American com- 
merce, and the condition of the American car- 
rying trade of that commerce, and they find 
all over the oceans our commerce prostrated, 
our carrying trade lost. We, the third nation 
in a commercial point of view on the face of 
the globe, are outstripped in the carrying trade“ 
by dozens of the minor nations of the earth, 
and there seems to be no remedy. Three years 
ago Congress, in its wisdom and with the ap- 
proval of the whole country, and without a 
word of complaint from the people of any 
State, or from any newspaper within my 
knowledge in any State, made an appropria- 
tion of $500,000 to this steamship company, 
to encourage them in gaining to American. 
commerce the carrying trade of the Paeific. 
That experiment has worked well.. We have 
gained the carrying trade of the Pacific. Our 
ships carry the commerce between the Old 
World and the New on that ocean. : 

This is no pioneer movement. It is an in- 
crease of this postal estimate of $500,000 for 
an increase of service. We double the esti- 
mate and we double the service. It is a fair 
valuation for fair service, and itis not anything 


new. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mre 


BurLgr] desires to call the attention of the 
House to things, and not to theories; to facts, 
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and not to fancies. J join with him in calling 
the attention of the House to things and not 
to theories; and I ask. this House to remem- 
ber that the gentleman ‘from Massachusetts 
now and heretofore has stood up in his place 
here, as he will do henceforth, the open, 
avowed, persistent advocate of taking from 
the Treasury the money of the people, gathered 
there. by stern taxation year by year, to pay 
bounties to the fishermen of his district. I call 
attention to the fact that the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts insists upon a drawback of the 
duty on salt, and on paying bounties of all 
kinds to the fishermen whom he represents, that 


that important branch of American trade and 
of American commerce may be maintained. 
His constituents cannot catch cod without 
putting their hands into the Treasury and re- 


ceiving bounties, They cannot haulin haddock 
without bounties. They cannot manipulate 
mackerel without bounties; and yet he opposes 
this “ additional subsidy,’’ as he calls it, to 
encourage trade between our nation and the 
most populous countries of the Old World. 

Now, I deal in facts and not fancies when I 
say that my friend from Indiana, [Mr. HoL- 
MaN,] my colleague on the Committee on 
Commerce, who opposes this amendment and 
asks us to deal in things and not in theories, 
stands up before the Committee on Com- 
merce and with all his energy and all his 
eloquence insists that we shall pay out of the 
Treasury in cash, from the taxes of the people, 
over $500,000 a year to protect and promote 
the commerce of the Ohio river, which runs 
along the borders of his State. The difference 
ig that that is the commerce of Indiana, and 
not of India. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not that benefit the 
whole people? : 

Mr. CONGER. It benefits the southern 
portion of Indiana. And I say to the gentle- 
-man from Illinois [Mr. Cress] that he favors 
immense appropriations of cash from the 
Treasury wrung from the pockets of a relue- 
tant people, as he says, for the improvement 
of the Ohio river, because the Ohio circles 
around ‘Egypt; not the “Egypt” of an- 
taquity, but the Egypt which is adorned by 
the residence of my triend from Ilinois. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Lhe CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are 
pending upon which debate has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
amendment if some gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I renew the amend- 
ment. I was very much astonished on yester- 
day, after having been accustomed since I 
have been a member of this body to listen to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Dawes,] and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] as day afier day they rose in their | 
places and deplored the extravagant expend- 
itures which this Congress was making and 
imploring us to stop—I was very much aston- 
ished to hear those very gentlemen, the day 
after such an appeal had been made by them 
to us, raise their voices here ina demand that 
we shall give away an additional $500,000 
yearly to this steamship line. Isay ‘to give 
away,’’ for it is nothing in the world but a 
donation, and a donation to an already rich 
and inflated corporation which has for the last 
fifteen or twenty years received millions. and 
millions of dollars from this Government. 
This same corporation has already received 
at the hands of this Government $2,500,600 
for this very service. 

The other day, when there was a proposition 
before this House to give to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Cowpany one half of Goat Island in 
the harbor of San Francisco, upon what ground 
was the demand based? It was demanded for 
the benefit of commerce. When the two Pacific 
railroads were first inaugurated, the demand 
for aid from this Government to them was 
made in behalf of commerce. We have already | 


given to those two Pacific railroads more than 
sixty million dollars and over twenty mil- 
lion acres of Jand, all for commerce, to build 
up and open a trade with China and Japan. 
To-day we have a demand made upon us for 
the same purpose. To-day we are paying on 
those Pacific railroad bonds, for the benefit 
of commerce, to open up `a trade with China 
and Japan, over three million dollars per an- 
num, and now weare asked to give $1,000,000 
annually to this steamship company, and for 
the same purpose. 

Gentlemen seem to have forgotten that we 
have acountry athome. The gentlemen from 
the great West, the gentlemanfrom Michigan, 
[Mr. Concer,] who but a moment ago was 
upon this floor, and others from the great 
West who represent here States in whose cribs 
and barns their wheat and corn to-day are 
rotting because they cannot be taken to mar- 
ket, those men want to give millions and 
millions of dollars to enable the Chinese and 
the Japanese to get their teas into our mar- 
kets. I say to you, gentlemen of the great 
West, that when you re‘urn to your homes 
where your corn and wheat are rotting, your 
constituents will ask you if you have forgot- 
ten that you havea country at home. They 
will tell the gentlemen of the Committee on 
Commerce, who the other day said to us that 
they had determined to cut down the appro- 
priations asked for the improvement of their 
rivers and harbors by $7,000,000, that it is 
far better for them to have their own rivers 
and their own harbors improved, so that they 
can get their own corn and wheat to market, 
instead of giving millions of dollars to get the 
tea of China and Japan to market. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SARGENT. The experience of the 
world in the regulation of commerce is worthy 
the consideration of the American Congress. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Farnsworru] simply proposes that there 
shall be no additional aid given to.this steam- 
ship company, but that under the contract 
now existing between them and this Govern- 
ment they shall be allowed, if they want more 
ships, to buy them in foreign markets. I will 
not speak of the considerations to which such 
a proposition as that may give rise in the 
minds of gentlemen who think that the ship- 
building interest of this country ought to have 
consideration at our hands; but I call atten- 
tion to the fact that in the English markets, in 
the English dock-yards, where ships can be 
bought most cheaply ofany part of the world, 
we must go and buy our ships for this purpose ; 
yet English lines buy thoseships there athome, 
and are unable to sustain this commerce with- 
out direct subsidies from the English treasury. 
These subsidies are ample, and run on from 
year to year. I have already called attention 
to the case of the Oriental and Peninsula line, 
subsidized by England to the amount of 
$2,500,000 per annum. The contract which 
was originally made in 1845 was renewed in 
1870, and does not expire until 1880. Yet the 
owners of the Peninsula line can go into the 
English market and buy their ships there. 
Consequently, the amendment of the gentle- 
man is not adequate, provided this line is to 
be sustained, provided the service is to be 
increased. It simply cuts the throat of the 
proposition. 

Now, says the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
CREBS, ] why should we give this attention to 
the interests of commerce? Why should we 
endeavor to keep ships at sea by subsidies 
from the Treasury? He says that if the prop- 
osition were one to expend a few hundred 
thousand dollars for agricultural implements, 
or any thing of that kind for the benefit of 
agriculture, it would receive no countenance 
from us who press this measure. Does not 
the gentlemati know that-this very year we 
have appropriated $800,000 for the benefit of 
agriculture alone? Does he not know that 


the agricultural report for the benefit of his 
constituents and those of other gentlemen from 
agricultural districts? Does he not knowthat 
we expend annually from forty to one hundred 
thousand dollars for the purchase of seeds to 
send out free to the agriculturists of the 
country? Do we not maintain at great yearly 
expense the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. CREBS. What is $150,000, or even 
$300,000, for the whole agricultural interests 
compared with the large amount to be ex- 
pended for the benefit of this steamship line? 

Mr. SARGENT. If the amount expended 
for the advancement of agriculture is not suf- 
ficient, let the gentleman say so. It cannot 
be argued that we are doing nothing for agri- 
culture when we are expending every year 
$300,000 to answer the demands in that dirce- 
tion, and when we exempt from all taxation 
every agricultural implement and production. 

Let me say further that this line gives an 
outlet to that wheat and that corn which gen- 
tlemen say has no market. To the East there 
go out hundreds of thousands of barrels of 
flour; there go out large quantities of our 
breadstuffs to the people of China, whose 
demands in this direction are constantly 
increasing. 

Mr. CREBS. Wilk the gentleman say that 
it is the subsidy to this steamship company 
which takes out that flour? Is it not the de- 
mand abroad? 

Mr. SARGENT. I say it could not go out 
without the facilities of commerce. It could 
not of course float across the ocean itself ; 
there must be modes of communication. You 
cannot send messages by lightning without 
telegraph wires. 

Mr. WOOD. All that there was a demand 
for went out upon sailing vessels before this 
line was established. 

Mr. SARGENT. Perhaps; but the com- 
merce has increased. Greater facilities make 
greater demands. When this line was estab- 
lished the export commerce of the port of 
San Francisco alone, with which I am most 
familiar, amounted to almost nothing to China 
and Japan. It has increased by the million 
dollars’ worth, and it is increasing every year. 
What are the elements of this commerce ? 
Why, sir, these very agricultural productions 
of which gentleman speak, and our manufac- 
tured articles of every kind. Yet gentlemen 
from the Mississippi valley talk against a 
measure like this which will give an outlet to 
the cotton that will be raised and manufactured 
in that great valley in time to come. 

With the present increase of the consump- 
tion of cotton in China and Japan there will 
be within twenty years more cotton exported 
to those countries in a manufactured state 
than is now exported by us to England ina raw 
condition. Gentlemen from the Mississippi 
valley talk against a measure like this, when 
it gives a grand outlet to their agricultural 
products. Gentlemen from manufacturing 
States say, ‘‘ We are opposed to this project 
because it takes money out of the Treasury.”’ 
Yet it is shown that this makes an outlet 
for their manufactured goods of all descrip- 
tions. There is scarcely an article which we 
manufacture that has not been brought to the 
notice of those people, and they are beginning 
to use them. A. few yards of domesiics each 
to six hundred millions of people make an 
enormous trade. There is a vast market for 
our coal-oil, our cotton and iron fabrics, 
our breadstuffs, our useful inventions. This 
is America’s supreme moment. To throw it 
away is folly, is a shame. We shall bring 
down on our country the heavy curse of 
neglected opportunity. Shall we have this 
trade for our people, shall it bé done in 
American bottoms built by American ship- 
wrighis, or shall we wait supinely while Eng- 
land snatches it from our grasp? 

One remark further. Gentlemen talk about 
wringing from the people their hard earnings 


we print at an expense of $125,000 annually || in the way of taxation. Sir, it is demonstrated 
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by figures taken from the books of the San 
Francisco custom-house and of the Treasury 
Department that during the year 1871, now 
just closed, there were $1,000,000 of import 
duties in excess of the amouné in 1869. This 
amount was put into the Treasury by means 
of the increase of business alone—the increase 
of imports caused by this line, and more than 
double the amount of the subsidy expended. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amend- 
ments pending, on which debate is exhausted, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I withdraw my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, we all seem to forget that 
the plan of subsidies for the pretended en- 
couragement. of foreign commerce has hereto- 
fore been tried and failed. We all seem to 
forget the history of the Collins steamship line. 
At first it was given a subsidy of $800,000, and 
afterward, on the plea that that amount was 
not sufficient, the subsidy was increased to 
$600,000, but nevertheless the line went down, 
and the people’s money thus given away was 
lost. And here I will mention a fact stated 
to me the other day by a friend. When speak- 
ing of the subsidy of $25,000,000, as proposed 
in the bill reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, my friend said that on the day 
the bill passed Congress granting $600,000 to 
the Collins line of steamers he happened to 
meet Mr. Collins. “I was surprised,” he 
said, ‘fto see him looking dejected.” ‘I 
said, Mr. Collins, I congratulate you, I sup- 
pose your line will now prosper, aided by the 
large subsidy voted by Congress. ‘No,’ said 
he, ‘I am worse off than before.’ Why? 
‘Why,’ said Mr. Collins, ‘the appropriation 
of $600,000 cost me more than three hun- 
dred thousand dollars to get it through Con- 
gress.” Where did the money go? Whose 
pockets did it fill? For whose benefit was 
it voted? 

Now, sir, I do not charge that any man on 
this floor is actuated by any other motives than 
those of honest conviction. Weall know, how- 
ever, that the corridors are filled by lobby- 
ists who gather around the House as birds of 
prey gather around the offal of the battle- 

eld. 

Mr. COGHLAN. When was that subsidy 
bill passed ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have only five minutes, 
and the gentleman will excuse me. I see the 
drift of the gentleman’s remark. I say with 
candor that this bill does not stand before the 
House as a party measure. Hach member will 
make up his own record, and upon his record 
he must stand or fall. No, sir, this scheme is 
not Republican, itis not Democratic; but will 
not the country believe that it is a scheme of 
wholesale plunder, devoid of shame? Is this 
the time, Mr. Chairman, to propose subsidies 
like this? In two years’ time, (and I am glad 
Thave the attention of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means, and I call his atten- 
tion to what Í say,) from the 1st of July 1869, 
until July 1, 1871, we raised $800,000,000 
of revenue, and only reduced the public debt 
$15,000,000; less than sixty-eight millions a 
year, and not, as the gentleman said the other 
day, $100,000,000 a year. 

{ challenge contradiction. I hold in my 
hand the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for 1869 and 1871. In his report 
for 1869 the Register of the Treasury states 
the public debt to be, on July 1, 1869, $2,489, - 
002,480; while in the report for 1871 he states 
the public debt to be, on July 1, 1871, $2,858, - 
211,382; amount of reduction in two years, 
$135,795,148. The revenues collected during 
that time amounted to $800,000,000, and yet 
the debt was reduced less than $186,000,000! 
What, sir, went with the balance, the remain- 
ing $664,000,000? In a good part they were 
squandered, as we are now asked to give away 
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$1,000,000 a year to this Pacific steamship 
company. The other day the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] said that during 
the three years of President Grant’s adminis- 
tration the debt had been reduced $300,600,- 
000. What are the facts? Provided the re- 
duction of the debt during the months which 
make up the third year of this Administration 
was equal to the average amount of the reduc- 
tion for the two fiscal years already named, 
the whole amount in the three years would be 
less than $204,000,000, while our revenues 
amounted to $1,200,000,000! 

There are some things, sir, which are difficult 
to understand. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis (Mr. Dawes] is always eloquent in 
his advocacy of economy when no appropria- 
tion is asked for; but his voice and his vote 
are ever found sustaining any bill which pro- 
poses appropriations, no matter how extrava- 
gant they may be; and my colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
[Mr. GARFIELD, ] is generally, as to-day, found 
standing by hisside. And when on yesterday 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Sarcent] 
proposed to increase the subsidy for the Pa- 
cific steamship line from a half to a whole 
million, the chairmen of the two leading com- 
mittees [Messrs. DAWES and GARFIELD] sprang 
to their feet, and, as usual, lent their power- 
ful aid to this scheme. 

Great Britain is held up to us as an example 
worthy of our imitation. We are told that 
“ Britannia rules the waves.’? How? By the 
aid of seven hundred armed vessels of war. 
Are our taxes so small that we shall follow 
that example? 

“Britannia rules the waves.’’ Why? Because 
her haughty aristocracy have wisdom enough 
to understand that free ships and cheap ships 
are the true means of controlling the carry- 
ing trade of the world. Because by free 
ships and free trade they have caused the 
products of all the nations to be poured into 
the lap of England. 

Weare told ‘‘ England grants subsidies to 
her steamship lines.” Yes, and it is the car- 
dinal principle of the British Government to 
rob the many to enrich the few. ‘‘ England 
grants subsidies !’’ Yes, and to-day one eighth 
of her rural and one third of her great metro- 
politan population are paupers; and over three 
hundred human beings annually starve to 
death inthe streets of London. ‘Follow 
the example of England,” cry the friends of 
subsidy. England has a monarchy. Shall 
we? England is ruled by a proud and pow- 
erful aristocracy, who have reduced a gallant 
people to serfdom. Shall we follow her ex- 
ample? 

England, with a population of over thirty 
million souls, has only thirty thousand land- 
owners—one land-owner for every one thou- 
sand inhabitants. Unhappily, sir, we are 
closely following that example. In violation 
of the Constitution and the great laws of 
nature, Congress within twelve years took two 
hundred million acres of land belonging to 
forty million people, and without a dollax’s 
consideration, made a present of an empire to 
a few hundred persons, who by some process 
have controlled legislation. 

In the name of the plundered millions, Ipro- 
test against this system of legislation, an in 
their name I denounce this scheme of taking 
the money which belongs to the whole people 
to make it a present to a few individuals, for 
the simple reason that they are already rich 
and powerful. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, the remarks of the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Morean,] as well as the te- 
marks of the gentleman from Indiana—I mean 
the one in the perigee, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] not in 
‘the apogee, [ Mr. Kerr ]—demand of me some 
reply. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MoR- 
GAN] throws out an insinuation that the Col- 


] 

lins line bought Congress by giving $600,000 
topublic men. Has the honorable gentleman 
ever looked over the record of those who in 
1852 supported that appropriation, ($858,000. 
in gold,) both Whigs and Democrats, and does 
he know what was the character of. those men 
against whom so grave a charge is made? ` Let. 
me recall to his mind that such men as Clay, 
Crittenden, and Webster, on the Whig side, 
earnestly supported the Collins appropriations 
whenever they came up for discussion or ae- 
tion, and were ever ardent adherents of the 
system of supporting their own flag upon the 
ocean against the subsidies of Great Britain. 
And does he mean to insinuate that men like 
Webster 

Mr. MORGAN. I will not say that any 
gentlemen of past Congresses were corrupt. 
I do not’ charge that any of the gentlemen 
of the present Congress are corrupt. On 
the contrary, I expressly said that I had no. 
doubt that every gentleman was acting upon 
his convictions and from the purest motives. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I am will- 

ing to go down to posterity with Webster, Clay, 
and Crittenden on appropriations to support 
the flag of my country on the ocean. [Ap- 
plause.] Ihave no more to say to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Morcay] on this subject, 
except that I have before me the records of 
some of the most distinguished men of both 
the Democratic party and the Whig party who 
have supported these appropriations from 1845, 
1846, and 1847, on to 1854, 1855, and 1856; 
and among these I may mention President 
Polk, with Postmaster General Cave Johnson 
of Tennessee, and John Y. Mason, Secretary 
of the Navy. In 1847 the act of March 3 
authorized— 

5 steamers to Liverpool 


«$385,000 


5 steamers to Chagres.. 290,000 
3 steamers, Panama to 199,000 
13 steamors....sssorssssesee dijiad inaia 874,000 
Previously authorized, 5to Brem: 00,000 


$1,274,000 

The Senate was then Democratic, and John 
W. Davis, of Indiana, was Speaker of the 
House. Theannual report of Robert J; Walker, 
Secretary of the Treasury in 1848, recom- 
-mended the system. ` es Bede Gu 

In 1852, when the Senate stood thirty-eight 
Democrats to twenty-four Whigs, the House 
one hundred and forty-two Democrats to 
ninety-one Whigs, the leading Democrats. of 
both Houses of Congress urged and voted for 
raising the Collins’ subsidy from $358,000 to 
$858,000, being $33,000 per trip. One of the 
most brilliant men of the Democratic party, 
if not the most brilliant, supported the sys- 
tem, and is on record for it over and over 
again in the Congressional Globe, and that 
man was Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois. 

I could add, sir, many more stars in the 
Democratic party to the little constellation of 
names; but why need I, when both Demo- 
cratic and Whig administrations are on record 
for the system—illustrious Whigs and illus- 
trious Democrats, with whom I was associated 
on the floor of the House in days gone by, 
when it was not dishonest or shameless to 
speak for, stand by, and uphold on the ocean 
the flag of our country? : 

Sir, this is nọ new question, no new agita- 
tion. The question was started over twenty 
years ago, aud although the Collins line was 
never fortunate, nay, it was unfortunate, not 
from the want of support on the part of Con- 
gress, but in consequence of the bad internal 
administration of the line in the city of New 
York; and in consequence of the extraordinary 
efforts and appropriations on the part of Great 
Britain, through her Cunard line, to add to 
her subsidies and increase the strength of that 
line in order to overthrow the commerce of 
this country, Iam bere just waere I was in 


the Congress of 1852, neither advancing nor 
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retreating, in the very best company.of both 
Whigs and Democrats, and I say that on this 
appropriation now I intend to stay. 

__ Sir, as I look back upon the history of the 
Democratic party, I find itever to have been 
a party of progress, not of retrogression ; ever 
in favor of advancing and extending the com- 
merce of this country, and never, never thus 
in opposition. . It never has been a party, as 
it never can be a party which throws itself 
upon. its back and contents itself with sleepily 
looking up to the stars in the heavens and ex- 
pecting them to drop out, or in calmly sur- 
veying them, as an astronomer would, with an 
utter indifference toallsublunary things. Nay, 
on the contrary, it looks to the progress of the 
American people in everything whatsoever, 
‘upon the ocenn as well as upon the land. The 
Democracy is not a crab-like party, always 
moving backward and never forward, but a 
progressive party which does and must go 

‘ahead, When we had a vote the other day on 
my resolution in regard to Mexico the other 
side of the House was largely opposed to it, 
while our side en masse supported it; and 
I then congratulated my associates that ours 
was a party of progress, not of death, not of 
destruction, not of paralysis, but a party fall 
of life and vigor, which looked not only to the 
agriculture and manufactures of this country, 
but to its commerce in all its parts. And I 
tell the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Morgan] that the Democratic party never can 
be maintained, and ought not to be maintained, 
if it arrays itself against the commerce and 
trade of the country, and if ever its legisla- 
tion is such as to uphold the cross of St. 
George in preference to the flag of its own 
country. [Applause. ] 

Some gentleman has spoken, as if for his 
benefit, against the indulgence of sentiment 
and rhetoricon a question like this. If Ihave 
indulged in sentiment itis because I could not 
help it. I feel this matter deeply, for I have 
seen and know what a mighty issue it is be- 
tween us and Great Britain. It has tenderly 
touched my heart both here and over far-dis- 
tant seas, and it is associated with every feel- 
ing: that I have as an American, aud an 
American citizen proud of my country, and 
longing for its glory and aggrandizement. I 
‘repeat, not rhetorically, but as a matter of 
fact, not as a sentiment, that this. is a war, 
mainly if not wholly a war between the stars 
and. stripes on the one hand and the cross 
of St. George on the other, for the commerce 
of six hundred million people upon the Pa- 
cific waters. And that is the reason why I 
have thrown myself so carnestly into this 
debate. JI do not know that I ever before 
felt so deeply interested in a question as I 
do in this, because I know that so much of 
the success of my countrymen not alone in 
commerce, but in manufactures and agricul- 
ture, for the consumption of these millions 
upon millions of human beings in the- most 
populous part of the world, depends alone 
upon this line. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cosurn] 
asks will it pay. It has paid so far, and it will 
pay forty times over if you will establish a 
semi-monthly or weekly line to enable you 
rapidly to. transport the commerce of your 
country. This corporation has made nothing. 
Its stock now is in the market only at 65, and 
bas been down to 30. It has lost money 
throughout all its organization by its effort to 
maintain itself, and it cannot maintain itself 
against the subsidized lines of Englard unless 
ithas the support of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BURCHARD obtained the floor. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like two minutes | 


to reply to the gentleman from New York. 
The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House 

do not permit that. - i 
Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, gentle- 

men seem to confound the vehicles of com- 


merce with commerce itself. If you put two 
trains a day upon a railroad where there is 
only one, do you thereby increase the amount 
of commerce between States and between 
cities? If you put additional service upon a 
line which already accommodates all the trade 
and is able to carry all the commodities, all the 
products which this country interchanges with 
another, do you thereby increase commerce? 

Now, there are two points which I wish to 
suggest in this connection: first, has this steam- 
ship line really increased the commerce he- 
tween China, Japan, and the United States? 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means yesterday introduced a table showing 
the amount of tea that had been landed at San 
Francisco. Does he argue to this House 
that the figures prove that the consumption of 
tea has been increased? Does he believe that 
more tea is consumed in the United States 
because that tea is landed at San Francisco 
and distributed from that point to the western 
coast, a part of it carried on the railroad 
lines to Chicago, and perhaps carried to New 
York; that it has increased the commerce of 
the whole country? On the contrary, it has 
diverted importations that would have gone 
to New York perhaps by other channels, by 
sailing vessels or other steamship lines. In- 
stead of increasing consumption the custom- 
house duties on imported teas have been paid 
at San Francisco, which otherwise might have 
been paid at Boston or New York. 

We find from the statement of the geutle- 
man from California, [Mr. Sarcrn'r,] whoably 
argued this question, that these steamships 
now do not carry freight equal to their capacity. 
Their tonnage exceeds fourthonsand tons. He 
mentioned in his speech that on one occasion 
one of them arrived with three thousand three 
hundred tons of tea and other freight in one 
cargo. In other instances and usually he says 
they carried from two thousand to two thou- 
sand five hundred tons, showing that they are 
not loaded to their full capacity, not over two 
thirds, and that line now crossing that ocean 
once a month is sufficient to carry and transact 
the commerce between San Francisco and 
China and Japan. Yet it is proposed that 
we shall appropriate out of the Treasury 
$500,000, to double the service. Why? Not 
to carry freight unable to reach or leave our 
shores at present, but for the mere pleasure 
of seeing the American flag float on these 
grand steamships, which the cbairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means so ably 
described as sailing out of the bay of San 
Francisco. 

Sir, it is a grand sight, but it is a sight which, 
ifcommerce does not demandit, the people of 
this country cannot afford to maintain. We 
are not rich enough to pay, $500,000 that 
freight may be carried oftener in half-loaded 
ships. lf you will look at the returns of the 
commerce of San Francisco, you will find that 
all the imports from China, Japan, and the 
Sandwich Islands were lessthan seven million 
dollars for the last fiscal year, and the exports 
but $4,000,000 for the same time, the imports 
from China consisting of 167 tons raw silk, 
worth $2,053,892; 1,806 tons of teas, worth 
$1,233,729, and other light products, which 
do not require a tonnage for their shipment 
greater than that already in existence. ‘The 
principal import—more than one half of the 
total tonnage—was rice brought for the Chi- 
nese on the Pacific coast, being 14,640 tons. 
Is it of national importance that this should be 
brought in steamships? Must the service be 
inereased to a semi-monthly line in order that 
a fresher supply shall gratify the taste of the 


Celestials sojourning there? As to the carry- | 


ing of passengers, you find that six thousand 
Chinese have been landed on onr shores, and 
that on the return trips some of them are car- 
ried back. I found when I was on the Pacific 
coast that one part of the business of this com- 
pany is to carry back live Chinese and also 


f 


dead Chinese that this company have brought 
over. 

Mr. Chairman, we shall find among the peo- 
ple, if not here, the spirit of resistance like 
that which inspired John Hampden in the 
days of Charles I to protest against these 
exactions, these extortions in the'shape of 
subsidies. It was the levy of ship-money 
which aroused the English people, and ex- 
cited the revolution that cost Charles I his 
throne and sent him to the scaffold. The 
people whom you tax for the benefit of Pa- 
cific mail stock will not be more submissive to 
the exactions of corporate monopolies than 
their ancestors were to the behests of kingly 


power. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Indiana, on my right, [Mr. Copury, } 
has desired some one to inform the House ag 
to the facts connected with this steamship 
company, and the reason why it should be 
regarded as having any peculiar claim upon 
Congress for the aid proposed, if any it has. 
The question is a pertinent one, a very perti- 
nent one, for our consideration in connection 
with this amendment. The answer is one 
that not only appeals to the sympathies of the 
superiors of this measure, but one that ap- 
peals to the justice of the American Congress. 

Iam no special friend of the present mau- 
agers of the Pacific MailSteamship Company. 
On the contrary, by one of those combinations 
for which the stock market affords, I think, 
undue advantages, gentlemen whom I know 
and respect, and who for years have managed 
its concerns, were lately evicted from its man- 
agement greatly to my regret. But the history 
of that company is in some respects within 
my own knowledge, and, in my judgment, as I 
have said, addresses itself, on this occasion 
especially, to the justice of the American Con- 
gress. 

Some twenty-five years ago this company 
began to carry passengers upon the Pacific 
ocean. Beginning with two or three little 
ships, by a wise and just administration of 
business, not by subsidies and, Government 
support, in the course of twenty years it had 
built up perhaps the greatest sea-going carry- 
ing trade in the world. From New Fork to 
the Isthmus, on the Atlantic, from the Isth- 
mus to San Francisco, on the Pacific, every 
week each way, its vessels transported goods 
and passengers not by hundreds, but by thou- 
sands, with a success which brought wealth to 
its coffers, and realized a just and honorable 
reward for the careful, liberal, and successful 
administration of its business, until in the 
markets of the world its $10,000,000 of capital 
had reached a vast premium and rated at from 
two hundred to two hundred and fifty per cent. 
of its par value. 

The wise men who then managed the affairs 
of this company foresaw, when the subject was 
first generally discussed, the probability of the 
ultimate construction of the Pacific railway. 
As wise and provident merchants they saw, 
too, that when that road was completed it 
would destroy the profits of the travel and 
traflic via the Isthmus of Panama. They 
determined then that it was for the interest 
of the company to build up, if they might be 
able to do so, instead of that about to be lost, 
a new traffic between China and the cast 
Pacific and this country. They foresaw well, 
as has happened, that years must elapse 
and millions of dollars be expended before 
that traffic would be profitably established. 
They well knew that for that traffic would bo 
required a class of enormous vessels such as 
never then had been built; that there would 
be required for it, too, the establishment of 
commercial agencies in China and Japan and 
the other expenditures and organizations ne- 
cessary to build up a great business by.invit- 
ing communication from those millions of peô- 
ple upon aroute aud in a direction to which 
they were not accustomed. 
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This company looked forward, when they 
entered on this work, to long years of expend- 
iture without profits. They went into this 
business; they sank in it, perbaps, from six to 
ten million dollars of actual money of their. 
own in establishing this line, which to-day 
navigates the Pacific ocean.. Their capital 
stock sunk in market value below one third of 
what it formerly ruled at. What has been the 
resultof these efforts? The commerce between 
San Francisco and Japan and China has in- 
creased, but increased indeed slowly; one 
thing that has prevented a more rapid increase 
being the unwillingness of the Californians to 
encourage, or, I may say, permit the immi- 
gration of Chinese, - 

Nevertheless the Japan and China traffic 
has steadily increased, and in connection with 
that commerce has grown up also a great col- 
lateral unsubsidized trade. To-day, in the 
inland seas of China and Japan, great steam- 
ships of twenty-five hundred to three thou- 
sand tons’ burden weekly traverse those inland 
waters and penetrate into the different ports 
of northern China and Japan, carrying the 
flag of the United States. So that the com- 
merce of those seas is now mainly conveyed 
by American bottoms, and a large majority of 
the imports and exports of Yokohama come 
and go under the American flag. . 

The time has now come when this trade has 
reached such dimensions; has begun so obvi- 
ously to incline toward our shores, that more 
ships must be put on. Not at all because it is 
now profitable, not at all because now moretrips 
will pay, but becauseit is necessary to retain the 
control of the trade; because, unless they are 
put on, the English will put ships on the route 
and compete for and reap the benefit of this 
growing commerce. This company, therefore, 
come here now and ask us to aid them to 
this end. Whatis the special plea for this aid 
on their account? It is because they miscal- 
culated in respect of the opening of the Pacific 
railway. Instead of taking till 1875 for its 
completion, it was hastened by the subsidies 

ranted to it by the American Congress, and 
inished five years or so earlierthan had been 
expected; and by virtue of the subsidies of 
a hundred millions or so in land and money 
given to their overland rival, this steamship 
company lost, years before it would otherwise 
have done so, its great Isthmus trade, the 
result of its own just effort, yielding it a profit 

_ of two millions or thereabout yearly; lost it 
not by any fault or short-coming of its own, 
but lost it, if I may use the expression, by the 
premature completion of this overland rail- 
way. 

‘Lhe special claim of the steamship company, 
then, in asking for aid, is that its weakness, so 

ar as it is weak, and its inability unassisted 
to build up this giant trade, have been created 
by the extraordinary grants which this Con- 
gress has made in bebalf of overland travel— 
grants which have deprived it of its own 
justly acquired and profitable Isthmus traffic, 
but for the loss of which it could unaided have 
borne all the burdens incident to this great 
effort to get control for this nation of the traffic 
of the East. I say, therefore, sir 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I renew it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me, before he proceeds, to make 
a proposition? I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on the amendment now pending 
may be closed in twenty minutes. 

Several Muusers. Qh, no. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, I regret ex- 
tremely to be compelled to oppose this subsidy 
in the form originally presented by the com- 
mittee. I agree with gentlemen on the other 
side that no commercial enterprise is so im- 
portant to this country now as to secure the 
trade of China and Japan. I think that it is 


perhaps the last great field that is open to] 


us. Other nations have secured the mass of 
the commerce over the Atlantic, the Medi- 
terranean, and Indian seas. This is 9 traffic 
which is now stretched out tous. As I said 
the other day, if we have sense enough to 
seize it, we may hold it against the world, 
and make Europe pay tribute to us by carry- 
ing her silks, teas, and spices across the con- 
tinent. 

The proposition is now made to subsidize a 
line of steamers in order to obtain this trade. 
Ido not think that.is the way to accomplish 
the object. Why has our commerce been 
driven from the ocean? Why are only for- 
eign flags seen in our great eastern sea-ports, 
under which our commerce is carried on with 
European nations? Why, when we had in 
1860 atonnage of nearly six million tons, have 
we now a tonnage of only a fraction over three 
million tons, and that maintained by a monop- 
oly of our internal ‘and coastwise trade? 
Because in 1862 and 1866 you raised your 
tariff upon everything from the then average 
of nineteen per cent., and imposed tariff duties 
to foster monopolies until we struggle now un- 
der taxes on an average of forty-eight per cent. 
You have thus enabled England to increase 
her tonnage from less than six millions in 1860 
to nearly nine millions, if I recollect right, 
while ours has been reduced from almost six 
millions to little over three millions. You 
have further increased that tariff in practical 
effect by imposing burdens of internal taxa- 
tion upon all our people to keep up and per- 
petuate this monstrous system. Compare the 
value of our imports in 1860 and in 1868, as 
shown in the table prepared by Commissioner 
Wells, and you will find that we have only in- 
creased a fraction over $2,000,000 in the value 
of goods imported, while the amount of tax 
levied is threefold, with the free list propor- 
tionally diminished. 

Mr. Wells’s table is as follows: 


1860. 1868. 
$53,187,511 00 $16 4,464,599 56 
. 90,841,749 00 29,804,147 00 
. 279,872,327 00 343,605,301 00 


PEL iian $370,714,076 00  $373,409,448 56 
Per cent. dutiable..... «19.09 47.86 
Per cent. aggregate......,...14.07 44.00 


Now, when you have thas killed commerce 
by taxation, it is proposed to grant a subsidy 
at the expense of the already overtaxed people 
to make those men whose interests and business 
have been destroyed by your legislation, the 
allies of the tariff monopolists, and thus make 
them strike hands with those who are already 
too potent for this Congress to control, in keep- 
ing up that system of legislation which has 
driven our commerce from the seas. Of course, 
if this company is to have this subsidy, all the 
others now waiting must be provided for and 
protected in the sameway. If the exigency is 
so great, and I admit it is great, why do you 
not allow American citizens to go and buy 
ships wherever they please, as the gentleman 
from Illinois proposes? 

It does not alarm anybody to talk about 
“British gold.’ In July, 1870, when there 
arose an exigency no greater than this, when 
it was evident that war was about to break out 
in Europe, the President of the United States, 
elected by the party that has the majority in 
this House, sent to Congress a message, in 
which he said: 


“The vessels of this country at the present time 
are insufficient to meet the demand which the exist- 
ence of a war in Europe will impose upon the com- 
merce of the United States, and I submit to the 
consideration of Congress that the interests of the 
country will be advanced by the opportunity to our 
citizens to purchase vessels of foreign construction 
for the foreign trade of the country. An act to this 
effect may be limited in its duration to meet the 
immediate exigency.” 

Such was the recommendation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Was he controlled 
by British gold? That will hardiy be sug- 
gested; his advice was spurned. -The high 
protective tariff men, aided, I regret to say, by 
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a few on this side of the House, would ‘not 
allow his recommendation to be carried out. - 
On the contrary they preferred taxing the 
people still further in the way of subsidies 
instead of following that recommendation— 
the most sensible the President ever. made in 
aid of commerce.’ Compare your carrying 
trade in 1859 and 1860 with what it is now. 

The following tables exhibit the total trade 
of the country and the proportions carried in 
American and foreign vessels for the years 
1859-61, inclusive, and from 1868-70, inclusive, 
each year ending on the 30th of June; also 
the gain to American or to foreign ship-own- 
ers on the excess of freights: 


Freights, including imports, exports, and. re&cporte. 


Carried by Carried b 
Totaltrade. American oren x 

vessels. vessels. 
- $695,557,592  $465,741,381 $229,816, 211 
762,288,550 507,247,757 255,040,793 
530,569,412 350,827,256 179,742,156 
Totals. ..$1,988,415,554 $1,323,816,394 $664,599, 160 
$848,527,647 $297,981 ,573 $50,546,074 

. 876,364, 288,916,927 587,447,183 

rina 991,857,269 352,849,769 639,007,500 
Totals...$2,716,748,976  $939,748,269 $1,777,900, 707 


Excess of freights and receipts in favor of United 
States vessels. 


Excess of Ezcega of 

Jreights. reeeiptg. 

1859. sree seeseee$235,925,170 $18,874,014 

1860.. + 252,206,96. 176,567 

1861..... 171,085,100 18,686,808 

Totals....ccccsessssreesseneeree $659, 217,234 $52,737,379 

——_—_—__— cng 

Excess of Jreights and receipts in favor of foreign 
vessels, 

Excess of Excess of 

Sreights. receipts. 

TEGB: seereis EE $252,564,501 $20,205,160 

« 298,530,206 25.882410 

286,157,731 22,892,618 

ps aN pases 

Totals........ PAETE $837,252,438 $66.980,194 

ES EE Dee 


No sensible man can mistake the logic of 
facts like these. Yet, instead of removing the 
evil, it is proposed to increase it by forcing our 
own people to contribute by subsidies to swell 
the protected interests, instead of letting mer- 
chants in this great Pacific trade buy cheap 
ships wherever they can, and thus compete on 
equal terms with other nations. More taxa- 
tion for the masses seems to be the only idea 
entertained to aid any enterprise, however 
important. 

Talk about subsidies to special interests, 
when by your duties upon Bessemer rails, 
covered by patents and by taxes upon all kinds 
of iron, you are increasing the cost.of every 
railway in the country over three thousand 
dollars a mile, so that the farmer cannot 
move his grain to market; his wagons, his 
plows, his horse-shoes, aud all implements 
which are used in agriculture are taxed from 
fifty to eighty per cent. He is taxed almost 
to death to maintain monopolists, from. his 
hat to his boots, from his cradle to his cofin ; 
his salt, his coal, his leather, his lumber, 
everything he tastes, touches, smells or looks 
at, almost, is burdened with taxation. 

And now you propose to tax him again and 
keep up another monopoly, for fear that by 
allowing free ships on the Pacific and China 
seas the great interests which have crushed 
out commerce, and will continue to destroy it 
unless you will lift the burdens from labor, 
will. fail to get their share of the. money. 
Look at the products of agriculture which 
have to compete unprotected- in the markets 
of the world with the pauper labor of Europe, 
so much dreaded by the monopolists. They 
amount to over $8,000,000,000-annually, while 
all the other great interests do not produce 
more than $1,000,000, 000. Three fourths of 
all our wealth is produced. by the sweat of the 
farmers who are taxed to death and cannot be 
protected, and now it is proposed to tax them 
still farther, because you will not let.men 


-1658 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 13, 


engaged in commerce buy their ships where 
they can buy them cheapest. Commissioner 
Wells, in his report for 1869, sums up his state- 
ment on agricultural products thus: 


“A summnary statement of the values created by the 
leading industries of the country would therefore 
‘appear to be substantially as follows: 
Agriculture... eee’ 


Cotton manufacture 1,500,006 

‘Woolen manufacture... 16,000,000 
Tron production, pig and 119,950,000 
peat manufactures 222,800,000 
pelma service 100,000,000 


veseo sses: 4, 223,000,000 


Total. CEEE 
fell.] 


[Here the hammer 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Hasnotthe 
gentleman from Massachusetts spoken once 
already on this question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Noton this amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, the echoes of the lamentations of the 
distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Dawes, ] the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, over the doleful condition 
of the finances of the country, have scarcely 
died away in this House, and they are still 
lingering in the land. Only last week he 
bewailed the extravagance of legislation, and 
predicted great national embarrassment unless 
a halt be speedily called. And yet to-day we 
find him with his arm decp down into the 
national Treasury, endeavoring to take from it 
a subsidy of $1,000,000 for the benefit of a 
steamship company, thus aiding, with his rec- 
ognized influence upon this floor, to produce 
the very result which he so strongly and pit- 
eously deplored. Sir, I admit his shrewdness, 
his fine way of putting things; bat to my ear 
there is no harmony between his eloquence and 
-hisacts. He was styled here, a few days ago, 
t the artful dodger,” and in view of his speech 
` last week and his present course the country 
may not regard the designation as undeserved. 
His voice is always loud and clear and 
strong when theories are to be advanced, and 
when the note of warning is to be given to 
the country; but when a bold, naked meas- 
ure comes here assaulting the Treasury in the 
‘interest of corporations and organized wealth, 
his vote, uninfluenced by his own eloquence, 
and regardless of his own appeals for econ- 
omy, is given against the people and in favor 
of the most extravagant appropriations. Of 
course he is honest, and his support of this 
measure springs from his conviction that it is 
right; but it is the fortune or misfortune of 
some gentlemen to be so peculiarly consti 
tuted as to see but one side of a question 
involving the interests of corporate power 
and organized wealth on the one hand and 
the interests of the people on the other. And 
in his course, so fine in theory and so ex- 
travagant in practice, the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts finds an able coadjutor in the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
‘Appropriations. They are both sentinels upon 
the watch-tower of the Treasury, and appeal 
loudly for economy when a pension bill grant- 
ing a few dollars to a poor soldier or his widow 
is before the House; but when a proposition 
is made to grant a million of the people’s 
money as a subsidy to a corporation which 
has already received $3,000,000 from the Gov- 
ernment, they rush to its defense under the 
pretense of aiding commerce and of unfurling 
our flag upon the sea. 

Mr. Chairman, the eloquent gentleman from 
New. York [Mr. Brooxs] in his advocacy of 
this measure pronounced it a contest between 
the flag of the American nation and the cross 
of St. George. Sir, I yield not to him in 
devotion to my country. I love its flag with 
its stars and stripes, and I would lift it high 


upon the land and upou the sea; but I would 
plant the staff of that flag deep in the affection | 


and love of the people. I would strengthen 
it with equal and just and beneficent laws, 
and I would have it float forever as the proud 
emblem of a nation governed by an honest 
Congress and an honest administration of the 
Government. 

Sir, the cross of St. George represents the 
wealth and power of Britain’s titled aristoc- 
racy, while the flag of the Union is the pride 
and boast of America’s untitled millions. 
The one is the bope of the few, the other of 
the many. Subsidies and land grants to cor- 
porations, which in plain language are rob- 
beries of the people, shed no luster upon our 
flag. The glory which beams from its stars 
was won from a far different field. 

This reference to the flag by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] seems to me 
ill-timed. His love for our prosperity upon the 
sea grows weak when applied to the develop- 
ment of our industries at home. He would 
close the workshops and manufacturing estab- 
lishments of our people for the purpose of 
opening a market for the products of foreign 
labor. He would keep buried in the earth our 
untold mineral wealth, and hush to silence 
the hoarse music of our furnaces and forges 
in the interest of British capital and for the 
elevation of the cross of St. George; and 
then he would eulogize the American eagle, 
and vote away $1,000,000 of the people’s 
money for the benefit of a steamship com- 
pany! 

Mr. Chairman, Congress has given in money 
and lands almost a hundred million dollars to 
the Pacific railroad companies; and now it is 
proposed to give a million more of the people’s 
money to bring trade to these railways. Ifthe 
Government is to build these roads and then 
furnish them with business, had it not better 
own them and reap the profits of its own capi- 
tal? If the Pacific steamship company is to 
have a subsidy of $1,000,000 on the pretense 
of securing to us the trade of China and 
Japan, why shall not the different lines of 


steamers running from our eastern cities to | 


Europe also receive subsidies? And then, why 
shall not all the steamship companies on our 
lakes and rivers receive the same Government 
aid? And wherever a railroad company finds 
its business unprofitable, why shall it not come 
to Congress and get a subsidy, on the ground 
of aiding commerce? ‘Lhe principle is wholly 
wrong. ‘These corporations are private enter- 
prises; their profits belong to their stockhold- 
ers, and their losses, ifany, should be borne by 
them, ‘These subsidies are taken out of the 
public Treasury, from the people’s money, 
and are paid to a few individuals who have 
voluntarily engaged in_ private speculations 
for their own profit. If the people are to 
furnish the capital to carry on these corporate 
enterprises, to bear the losses, why shall they 
not, then, share the profits? It is the law of 
all general partnerships that the profits as well 
as the losses shall be divided. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been ex- 
hausted on the pending amendments. 

Mr. BECK. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I renew it. Ido not seek 
the floor, Mr. Chairman, to reply to the per- 
sonal attack of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Speer, ] for the opportunity to make 
which he is indebted to me, but to adda few 
words to what [ said yesterday. If this were 
a matter of dollars and cents alone, and if we 
as Representatives of the nation considered 
our duty in regard to its commerce with for- 
eign nations to be measured solely by the 
dollars and cents brought into the Treasury 
of the United States, it would be the most 
unwise policy that we could adopt to so crip- 
ple or cramp our new and infant commerce 


upon the Pacific coast as to offer temptation | 


or opportunity to England, or any other 
rival upon the ocean, to take it away from us. 
That a great commerce is springing up with 
those nations of the East such as has never 


yet been enjoyed by any other nation known 
to us, and that we are in a position to obtain 
or to lose that commerce, no man in his senses, 
if he is an intelligent man, it seems to me, can 
doubi. The question withus is whether, even 
upon the question of dollarsand cents, itis worth 
while for us to expend any money in the effort 
to bring to our own Treasury the profits of a 
trade iucreasing every day, as these nations 
of the Hast are holding out the opportunity to 
the nations of the West, and inviting them to 
come and trade with them, to take what they 
make, and carry to them what they want. Shall 
this trade be enjoyed by us, or shall we leave it 
to those who will take it round the other way 


‘by the Suez canal, and bring it to European 


countries, and over the Atlantic ocean to this 
country, in their vessels. Shall we thus give 
away to others the carrying trade of the earth, 
and all the benefits which result from it? 

The question, it seems to me, Mr. Chairs 
man, does not admit of argument in the mind 
of any except those who do not believe that 
the Government is established either to foster 
commerce, to foster agriculture, to foster mans 
ufactures, or to foster education, but that it is 
simply an iron and unyielding shoe into which, 
like that of the Chinese woman, the foot of this 
growing country is to be pressed, so that all the 
rest of its life it will tottle impotently among the 
nations of the earth. Those who believe that 
it is no part of the legitimate functions of the 
Government to foster education in this land, 
to foster commerce in this land, to foster agri- 
culture, or to foster manufactures, may well 
say that we come up to the measure of our 
duty if we see to it that the Government does 
none of these things. ‘These men can see no 
advantage in endeavoring to build up the com- 
merce of thig country instead of surrendering 
it to the ship-yards of England, closing the 
ship-yards of this country, and turning adrift 
the ship-builders and caullers, the rope-mak- 
ers and the canvas-makers, and sending them 
across the water into the ship-yards there, and 
then they ery out, ‘Lo, and behold, we are 
building up our commerce by hoisting the flag 
of another country over the trade coming to 
our own country P? 

Yesterday, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] having no other 
answer to make to my figures, turned round 
and asked, where does the gentleman get 
them? Why if the gentleman had looked to 
the proper place to find them he would not 
have asked that question, The gentleman 
asked, would we not have all this tea, and all 
these silks, if we had no facilities for carrying 
them? 

Mr. KERR. I did not say that. 

Mr. DAWES. What would the great agri- 
cultural products of this country be worth, 
what would the products to the amount of 
$800,000,000, to which the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Brox] called our attention a 
moment ago, be worth, without the facilities of 
the carrying trade? Why have we built one 
Pacific railroad, and are now constructing two 
more, if the sole benefit of this Government 
begins and ends with letting men do as they 
please? 

Would your corn be worth more to-day than 
it was twenty-five yearsago, when they burned 
it for fuel, if it were not for the millions of 
dollars which have been judiciously expended 
to furnish facilities for commerce? Has it not 
added fourfold, yes, sir, four-hundredfold, to 
the wealth of the nation? What would all 
these great States of the West have been with 
no more facilities for commerce now than 
they had twenty-five years ago? They would 
be now what they were then—rich in lands, 
but poor in everything that makes land vaiu- 
able. . 

Mr. KERR. . Irisetoapointof order. We 
are speaking under the five minutes rule, and 
the gentleman has spoken for a long time, in 
disregard of that rule. Indeed it has been 


| repeatedly broken in this discussion. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. The Chair had his eye on the clock, 
and the gentleman’s time has just expired. 

Mr. KERR. Both yesterday and to-day I 
had my eye on my watch, and I know that sev- 
eral gentlemen have spoken more than five 
minutes. - f 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Iventured 
yesterday to oppose subsidies as not the best 
method of sustaining American commerce. IÍ 
do not believe it is a good method. I do not 
believe it is right to so use the public money. 
I am met therein by the common attempt, 
when my argument cannot be answered, to 
show some inconsistency of action on my part. 
In the first place, my colleague (Mr. Dawes] 
sneered at the idea that I should advance 
arguments for bounties to fishermen and yet 
should not be for subsidies for a steamship, 
and he was followed by the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Concer, |] and, as many gentle- 
men from the West do, he seemed exceedingly 
glad to find occasion to throw obloquy on the 
fishing interests of Massachusetts. 

Now, I never voted for bounties to fisher- 
men and I have never desired to vote for boun- 
ties to fishermen. If the Government will not 
gell out the fishing interests for the purpose 
of making a good bargain with Great Britain 
in behalf of the other interests of the country, 
I will never ask for bounties to fishermen. If 
you will let us alone we will haul all the fish, 
great fish and little, out of the water with- 
out subsidies or bounties, to feed the poor of 
the nation. But I have very little respect for 
the logical discrimination of that man’s mind 
who does not appreciate the difference between 
voting bounties for all our fishermen and draw- 
backs for all ships, and voting subsidies to a 
single overgrown monopoly. That is what 
weare proposingtodohere. I willgo as far as 
anybody for the purpose of sustaining Ameri- 
can commerce, but it shall be for such source 
of sustenance that every man shall have his 
share of it. What I object to is the setting up 
of monopolies by money from the Treasury of 
the people. gt . 

Why, sir, this steamship line has had four 
years’ monopoly and subsidy, and has received 
$2,500,000 from the public Treasury already, 
and is now, it is said, prosperous. Why can- 
not it go on and prosper without taking more 
money from the Treasury? Why should we 
be called upon after four years of nursing to 
double the amount? | 

Again, we are told that we ought to do this 
in imitation of England; which has subsidies 
to steamship lines. I agree that she has so 
done; but while one hundred and twenty- 
six thousand people only hold her national 
debt of $47,000,000 to draw from it their 
incomes, every eighteenth man of her pop- 
ulation goes either to the poor-house or to 
prison or into an insane hospital annually, 
and I do not desire to give subsidies which 
will bring the people of this country into that 
condition. I agree that she has raised a rich, 
powerful, commercial class, but it has been 
at the expense of the common people. 

Now, sir, I have it thrown at me that I do 
not support the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworts.] By whom 
is this charge made? When the Prussian war 
broke out the President of the United States 
sent his message here asking Congress to per- 
mit the purchase of French and German ships 
to meet the great exigencies of ourcommerce. 
Who were against it? My colleague from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] who got so 
eloquent here to-day in defense of this subsidy 
as to call forth unwonted applause from the 
Republican side of the House, and the gentle- 
mau, not now in his seat, from Philadelphia, 
[Mr. KELLEY, ] the head of pig-iron protection. 
Who else? Every one of those who are in 
favor of this subsidy were then against our 
biiying ships in the cheapest markets so as to 
sustain and foster American commerce. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. The gentleman 
will certainly except me, for I did all I could 
to secure the passage of that measure. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
glad I was wrong in the case of the gentleman 
from Obio, [Mr. Ganrretp.] If I had time I 
would, from the record in the Globe, which 
I have here, read the names of those who were 
the deadly enemies of American commerce 
then. What did the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] say at that time? He 
said that Mr. Webb, who now demands this 
subsidy, had nine or ten ships lying idle; that 
we had ships enough; that we did not need any 
more; we could not employ what we had. How 
did he manifest his opposition to American 
commerce when a majority of this House 
wanted to extend American commerce by per- 
mitting the purchase of ships, which were then 
to be bought for a song, because of the war 
then breaking out? The gentleman from New 
York called the yeas and nays, and filibustered 
away the time until the last day of the session 
of Congress expired, and although there were 
nearly two to one against him here, he was en- 
abled to defeat the proposition, and to destroy 
the great opportunity for the protection and 
building up of American commerce. 

Mr. KELLEY. And the burial of American 
ship-yards. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
know but we buried them; if so, they have 
never been resurrected since, for I have not 
geen or heard of a ship-yard being since 
started, ; 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That may 
be ; but it must have been in the hope of getting 
the subsidy. 

‘Mr, KELLEY. They have built and are 
now building on the Delaware twenty iron 
steamships. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, (referring 
to the fact that Mr. KeLteyY was speaking from 
hisseat behind him.) Let me say to my friend 
behind me [Mr. KELLEY] that I have stood a 
fire in the rear before now, [Laughter.] I 
have never heard of any resuscitation of 
ship-yards, because we stabbed American com- 
merce then, nor do I know of any such resus- 
citation of ship-building. I have not seen 
commerce advanced, nor have I seen ship- 
pbuilding advanced because of the defeat of 
that measure. And while I do not desire to 
have our commerce go from under the Ameri- 
can flag, yet I think that in this matter of ship- 
puilding we should get our ships where we can 
get them cheapest, and revive our commerce 
as our fathers built it up, by differential duties 
upon goods imported in American ships. > 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been ex- 
hausted upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I renew the amendment. 
T think it must have occurred to every gentle- 
man who has given attention to this debate 
that there is no new principle involved in the 
legislation pending here to-day. It stands in 
principle with the legislation that has had a 
place on the American statute-book from the 
first Congress of 1789 to this hour. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Buruer,] 
with all his astuteness, is not able to draw a 
distinction in principle between the proposition 
now pending before this House for consider- 
ation aud that which found a place on your 
statute-book in 1790, at the instance of the 
men who framed your Constitution. The legis- 
lation proposed differs from shat only in de- 
gree, not in kind. The gentleman says the 
proposition pending is limited to the Amer- 
ican steamship company, while that was lim- 
ited simply to all American ship-owners. 

-. Sir, the man is a mere dolt in statesman- 
ship who does not know that it is quite im- 
possiblé for any considerable portion of the 
American people to be American ship-owners. 
Sir, under that legislation, inaugurated in | 


1790 and continued‘ down to the year: 1861, 
when treason’s first gun startled the. civilized 
world, American commerce was second only 
to the commerce of England. England, by her 
system of subsidy, has more than tripled: her 
commerce within the last thirty years. . To-day 
her commerce annually is equal to one third 
of the commerce of all nations. 

Sir, experience ig worth more than the 
theories of any man upon this question of 
legislation in the interest of your own coun- 
try and of your own people. There stands 
to-day your American tonnage duties, inaugu- 
rated in 1790 and continued to this hour, dis- 
criminating exclusively in favor of American 
ships and of American ship-owners against 
the shipping of all the world, J 

I know that, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Becx] bas said, our commerce was 
well-nigh annihilated during the disastrous years 
of the rebellion, that unnatural and uohappy 
conflict. I do not desire to revive any painful 
recollections of that struggle. Sir, it was not the 
fault of the policy inaugurated by the fathers 
of the Republic and continued to the date of 
that conflict that your commerce declined. 
That was the result of the conflict itself, I 
stand by that principle of legislation which 
recognized as the first duty of the American 
Congress to enact such laws as will promote 
the general welfare and provide for the com- 
mon defense. 

I heard the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Kerr] inquire, ‘ Where is your authority?” 
Sir, it is imbedded in the first article of your 
Constitution, which declares that ‘‘ the Con- 

ress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 

uties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States.” It does 
somewhat promote the general welfare of the 
United States, and does somewhat ptovide 
for the common defense to encourage and 
develop commerce, to encourage and develop 
agriculture, to encourage and develop manu- 
factures. In short, it promotes the gener 
welfare and provides for the common efense 
go to mold your legislation as that your re- 
‘sources upon the land and upon the sea shall 
be so developed that America, standing among 
the nations of the world, shall be self support- 
ing and independent—independent in this, 
sir, that we shall be able to provide whatever 
may be needful for our support or defense, or 
for our successful competition in the race for 
national success. Independence, sir, both as 
to individual and collective man—the citizen 
and the State—is the rock of life upon which 
the citizen and the State may siand erect, 
‘Sunawed by power, unbribed by gain.’*?  Se- 
cure to America this independence, and she 
may stand defiantly against a world in arms in 
defense of her rights, her interests, and her 


power. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the proposi- 


tion before the committee is one of a prac- 
tical character, and in my judgment should be 
discussed and voted upon purely with refer- 
ence to its merit or demerit as such. The 
proposition is simply whether we shall double 
the subsidy already allowed to a line of steam- 
ships running from San Francisco to Japan 
and China. This line of steamships already 
receives $500,000 a year; and the question is 
whether we shall increase this annual subsidy 
to $1,000,000. 

I have listened, Mr. Chairman, very atten- 
tively, and, I may add, very disinterestedly, to 
the discussion upon both ‘sides: of the House 
with reference to this proposition. The argu- 
ments advanced in favor of if appear to run 
exclusively in one channel and in one diree- 
tion; and although: some of the ablest mem- 
bers of this House have made speeches in favor 
of this measure, I think that the whole argue 
ment, so far ag those gentlemen are concerned, 


may be compressed within one or two simple 
propositions. : 
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It is claimed that it is necessary to increase 
this subsidy so that our commercial relations 
with the East may be continued and advanced ; 
that they may not beinterrupted. Gentlemen 
have instanced the policy of Huropean Govern- 
ments; they have referred to the system of 
England, which stands out among the nations 
of Europe as almost the only maritime Power 
that. has resorted to the policy of subsidies. 
England is pointed to as having raised its com- 
merce to its present greatness almost excla- 
sively by subsidies. Mr. Chairman, everybody 
familiar with this question knows that such is 
not the case, that the foreign commerce of 
England derives very little if any assistance 
from subsidies, and that in no case has the 
British Government subsidized a line of steam- 
ers except for the purpose of mail carriage, not 
as part of a policy for the extension of its 
commerce. 

“But, sir, if England has advanced her com- 
merce by the policy of subsidies, I submit that 
her: policy in that regard is no example for us, 
because while she may have raised up one or 
two or three great lines of steamships, she has 
done it at the expense of her producing inter- 
ests, which are now borne down by burdens 
of taxation almost equal to our own. 

Sir, this question is not to be determined by 
arguments so fallacious as that. It certainly 
is not to be determined by mere declama- 
tion, or by fine specimens of oratory, for which 
my distinguished colleague [Mr. Brooxs] is so 
renowned. This is a plain, practical proposi- 
tion, to be determined by the House upon its 
merits. The question is whether we shall put 
our hands into the public Treasury and give 
to a private corporation an additional half 
million dollars annually. When we are told 
that England has done the like, I fail to see 
any analogy between the institutions and pol- 
icy of England and those of the United States. 

. When my colleague tells us that this meas- 
ure is in the line of Democratie precedent, I 
take issue with him. I claim to speak from 
an experience in Congress when the Demo- 
cratic party had power. He refers to the case 
of the Collins line when he was here as 2 
Whig meinber, and when the Whigs, having 
the power in Congress, carried through that 
subsidy. Sir, it isin the line of Democratic 
precedent and Democratie principle, it is in 
accord with all the writings, the speeches, and 
the actions of the fathers of the Democratic 
party, to confine this Government within its 
legitimate province, to make it plain, simple, 
honest, and economical, not to build up any 
private interest or any class, however merito- 
rious, at the expense of the many. 

Read, sir, the veto message of President 
Monroe, read the messages of Andrew Jack- 
son, look at the votes and actions of the Dem- 
ocratic party in both Houses of Congress from 
1802 down to 1860, and unvaryingly, under 
all circumstances, amid all temptations, that 
party stood firm to keep this Government 
strictly within its constitutional prerogatives. 
I say there is but one thing for us to do on 
this question, even admitting the truth, the 
power, and the force of every reason urged 
on the other side in favor of it. I cannot see 
how any man who believes in the great con- 
stitutional rights of this Government, and who 
believes in the principles underlying the great 
national Democracy of the country, can vote 
here in favor of a scheme like this, which is 
a private enterprise and in the line of private 
interest. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will permit me 
to make a correction. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not out of my time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. When the 
subsidy to the Collins line passed, the Senate 
stood thirty-eight Democrats to twenty-four 
Whigs, and the House one hundred and forty- 
two Democrats to ninety-one Whigs. 


Mr. KELLEY. I decline going back to the 
dead past for reasons for this vote. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I merely wish 
to state the facts. 

_Mr. KELLEY. I decline, I say, to yield 
to the gentleman for the purpose of going back 
to the dead past to try to draw from the graves 
of those who lived under other circumstances 
reasons for granting the proposed subsidy. I 
look to the future. ‘f Westward the star of 
empire takes its way ;’’ and I behold beyond 
the Pacific ocean six hundred million people 
waiting, eager for our influence, moral, social, 
and religious, and for our productions; I behold 
a, contest, as described by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] between the stars 
and stripes and the cross of St. George, and 
I see how, by making a small investment, which 
no man in the country wili feel, we shall aid 
in putting those stars high above that cross in 
the great commerce of the future. I see an 
expanding market for the cereals of the coun- 
try, for its provisions of every kind, for its 
manufactures, for the skill, the energy, and 
the industry of its people; and I will vote for 
the subsidy that we may have more than a 
monthly communication with those six hun- 
dred million customers and eager expectants_ 
of our influence. 

Sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
BuUrLER] upbraided somebody for having op- 
posed the measure recommended by the Presi- 
dent, when, in an hour of excitement, he was 
seduced into proposing the purchase of foreign 
built ships. I thank God that I had nerve to 
stand against the President, whom I honor, 
and also against the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, of which I was a mem- 
ber, and to plead for the privilege of Ameri- 
can mechanics to build the ships that should 
bear the American flag. Since that day, but 
some twenty months ago, ship-yards have been 
established upon the Delaware, where twenty 
iron ships are now building, four of which are 
of the largest class, for the purpose of engag- 
ing in commerce with England and continental 
Europe. Iron-ship yards have been established 
elsewhere on the coast and at points on the 
lakes; and at Dubuque, far up the great river 
of the West, they are building iron steamers, 
They are making the plank and erecting the 
machinery requisite to build and send down 
past St. Louis iron steamers which will move 
the commerce of the Mississippi. St. Louis, 
too, catching the impulse, is also constructing 
yards, and will soon be engaged in competi- 
tion with England in the construction of iron 
steamers. 

What, sir, would now have been our condition 
if, to save a few thousand dollars, we had bought 
the then useless steamers of France and Ger- 
many, the surplus stock of the yards in which 
the Alabama and her companions were built? 
A commercial nation without a native marine ; 
a commercial nation without ship-yards; a 
commercial nation without shipwrights; such 
we would have been. We would have been 
the laughing-stock of men and angelsif we had 
followed the policy suggested by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Burier,] of 
saving a few thousand doliars by admitting 
foreign-built ships to American register. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. . Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
afew words in addition to what I said yester- 
day. These will be in reply to some remark- 
able things that have been suggested during 
the continuance of the discussion to-day. We 
are told by the gentleman who last spoke, and 
by others, that all this legislation is in the in- 
terest of American commerce, and to build it 
up and develop it permanenily. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that it is, in my judg- 
ment, conceived in a most unfriendly spirit 
against the true, enduring, and sensible inter- 
ests of commerce. Such policy as this meas- 
ure foreshadows is unjust toward the people, 
and it is such as will never promote the per- 


li manent welfare of American commerce. It 
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ig in the interest of monopoly and tribute to 
favorites alone. It is against the interests of 
the peopleof thiscountry. It is what prevents 
us from having to-day and from successfully 
rebuilding the great ship-yards in our country, 
to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] has just referred. If we will break 
down our system of insane navigation laws and 
tariff regulations, we can erect again our ship- 
yards all along our sea-board and great water- 
courses of this country, and we will not only 
be able to compete in the building of ships 
with the mechanics of the entire world, but in 
the running and in the mauning of those ships 
we can compete most triumphantly with every- 
body. The genius, energy, and power of our 
citizens can never be distanced in any fair and 
open fight. They need no congressional mo- 
nopolies and want no congressional favorites 
to serve them in such a struggle. They only 
need to be left free to organize their skill and 
power under the wise and sagacious guidance 
of the great laws of trade and of intelligent 
self-interest. All the valuable growth of our 
country, East and West, North and South, 
and. all the mighty progress we have made 
heretofore of a permanent character, are cred- 
itable alone to these great laws, and not to 
puny acts of Congress, nor to our short-sighted 
and suicidal navigation laws or systems of 
subsidies. It is the fashion here to-day to 
assume that all our growth, progress, com- 
merce, and prosperity are due alone to those 
ricketty, dishonest, illogical, and unstatesman- 
like laws. Nothing could be more false ia 
fact, nothing could be more untenable in 
argument. It is only claimed in order to mag- 
nify the importance of the business in which 
these ship-owners are engaged. It is a des- 
perate effort to give color to a bad and selfish 
demand. 

My friend from New York, [Mr. cantor 
of whom I would not wish to say an unkin 
word, for my respect for him is so sincere 
and profound that I could not, has made some 
most unfortunate allusions this afternoon. He 
has intimated, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
tlemen who oppose this proposition have 
more respect for ‘the cross of St. George” 
than they have for the flag of America, I 
know he does not mean what his language 
implies. I know he never would say it in 
sincerity, or because he believed it, but only 
in the heat of debate. I concede to him the 
same sincerity in his opinion which I claim 
for myself, but no more. I cannot accept his 
definition of Democratic policy. The Demo- 
cratic party is not in favor of subsidies—in 
fact or in general principles. 

Now, what was the result to Great Britain 
of the policy pursued by the proprietors of 
“the cross of St. George,” the statesmen of 
England, prior to 1846? My friend seems 
willing now to take that policy, to go back- 
ward in statecraft, if not in civilization, for 
rules of action. I willread, Mr. Chairman, an 
extract from a writer on the financial history 
and fiscal legislation of England, Mr. Noble, a 
man who is not excited, as we are here to-day. 
He describes the results of the policy which 
my friend from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
would now have us adopt. Instead of gath- 
ering wisdom from the follies and blunders 
of our mother country, and accepting the 
counsels of her later and wiser statésmén, we 
are invited to reénact her errors, and chastise 
ourselves by longer persistence in the ways of 
foolishness. I am not willing to accept such 
guidance, but I prefer rather to consult the 
results of England’s restrictive and blunder- 
ing conduct, and thus enable our country to 
shun the danger in our pathway. Mr. Noble 
says: 

“It was, however, abundantly proved by the evi- 
dence adduced that these laws failed to secure su- 
periority either in ships, captains, mates, seamen, or 
navigation, that they failed to secure a supply of 
seamen for the navy; that they were very prejudicial 


te our foreign and colonial trade; that they caused 
the enactment by other countries of similar laws, 
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framed on a model of our own; and that they did 
not even secure remunerative profits to the ship- 
owner. One witness cxpressed his opinion that half 
the capital embarked in shipping during the pre- 
ceding twenty-five years had been lost.” 


This was written in 1865, and the investi- | 


gations referred to took place about 1845. 

Fortunately, Mr. Chairman, for Great Brit- 
ain, and fortunately for the world, the states- 
men of Great Britain who have ruled that 
country during the last twenty-five years have 
not been wild on this subject of protection, 
as some gentlemen are in this country and in 
this House to-day. They reversed the old 
restrictive, monopolizing, insane policy of 
Great Britain, and what is the result? Was 
the British commercial marine prostrated, or 
expelled from the ocean, or even crippled 
in any manner or degree? Did any foreign 
competitor enter the arena and carry off the 
rich prizes of legitimate commerce? Did free 
trade shut up their ship-yards and shops and 
send their merchants or sailors abroad for 
vessels? Did any evils attend the change 
which were then predicted by ‘ protection’? 
alarmists, or such as are now predicted if we 
adopt England’s present policy? 
Noble answer: 

“Tree trade in shipping has proved as advantage- 
ous to British seamen as the same principle, applied 
to agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, has 
been to every other branch of industry. The freest 
competition of the whole world has proved that thoy 
are still able tc compete successfully with all their 
rivals, notwithstanding they have been deprived of 

roteclive laws, previously considered indispensa- 

le to the existence of our mercantile marine.” 

I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Ketter] will give me his attention while 
I am reading these passages. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly; I always do. 

Mr. KERR. This writer goes on to say: 

“Indeed, the prosperity of British shipping and 
ship-building dates from the repeal of the naviga- 
tion laws. Prior to that period no progress had 
been made since 1816. The number of vessels had 
decreased, the tonnage was stationary, the ship- 
owner was always in distress.” 

Let us adopt this rational and just policy; 
give back personal freedom of trade to our 
people; let them buy ships wherever they can 
and put them under our flag, and thus restore 
our lost commerce and our commercial ma- 
rine. Our citizens need and ask for no guard- 
ianship from Congress or from Pennsylvania 
iron-mongers. They are able to regulate their 
own conduct, to protect themselves in their 
own affairs, to make good bargains and realize 
advantageous results, and to do all things 
infinitely better, more wisely, and successfully 
for themselves, than under any impertinent 
direction of Congress. They are much wiser 
than Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. Were they building iron 
ships when, they first adopted the free-trade 
policy? The iron ship-building interest has 
been created since then. 

Mr. KERR. They were building all sorts 
of ships that the commerce of the world was 
then using; but by the influence of free trade 
they haye been enabled to go on extending 
and enlarging their industries and their capaci- 
ties, and their power to meet every growing 
and changing demand of the commerce of the 
world has been complete and triumphant. 


The wisdom. of absolute freedom in trade,. 


ships, and commerce, has been signally and 
conclusively vindicated. No statesman in 
England to-day would dare to return to the 
unwise and dishonest policy of restrictions 
and monopolies. 

Mr. KELLEY. With wooden ships we 
were driving them from the sea. The change 
to iron ships, and not.the repeal of protection, 
has given her the supremacy. 

Mr KERR. I cannot yield for interrup- 
tions. With wooden ships, I say, under the 
old policy which prevailed in this country be- 
fore our unfortunate war, we were enabled by 
the comparative free trade we then’ enjoyed to 
compete successfully with Great Britain and 
the whole world, and hence the success at that 


Let Mr. | 


time of our commercial marine. The most 
unfortunate thing that ever happened to our. 
country was the change from that policy to the 
present policy of protection, monopoly, and 
subsidies advocated on all occasions by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ]} 
‘Under our former policy we could have main- 
tained the most successful competition in iron 
ship-building or any other kind of enterprise 
or business. Our mechanics are unrivaled in 
skill or power by any people. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question before 
he sits down? 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. From the lan- 
guage which the gentleman has read from the 
book, I infer that is from Noble’s History of 
Fiscal Legislation in England. 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am familiar 
with that work, and with the argument which 
the gentleman has quoted, but I desire to ask 
him whether, after having adopted a free-trade 
policy, and also abolished the navigation laws, 
England did not still continue, and does not 
sull continue; to give subsidies to lines of steam- 
ships 

Mr. KERR. To a few of those lines she 
gives a small subsidy still. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A large one; 
to sixteen lines she gives an aggregate subsidy 
of more than $5,000,000. 

Mr. KERR. To the Inman line and the 
National line, and to several other lines, no 
subsidies are given except a little compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails. This is true also 
of the great steamship lines of some other na- 
tions. The Lloyd’s German line receive post- 
ages alone. Most of our own lines receive but 
little else than postages—not subsidies in the 
sense of gratuities. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Here the committee rose informally; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, a 
message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced thatthe Senate 
insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the 
House to the bill (H. R. No. 619) appropria- 
ting money for the purchase of a suitable site 
and erecting a building thereon in the city of 
St. Louis, Missouri, to be used for the purposes 
of a custom-house, post office, and other Fed- 
eral offices, agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mor- 
RILL of Vermont, Mr. TRUMBULL, and Mr. 
Buair, managers of the conference on the part 
of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1056) authoriz- 
ing the survey and marking of the boundary 
between the territory of the United States and 
the possessions of Great Britain from the Lake 
of the Woods to the summit of the Rocky 
mountains, 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 792) in addi- 
tion to anactentitled ‘An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act for the removal of causes in 
certain cases from State courts,’ approved 
July 27, 1866,” approved March 2, 1869; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session. 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. HALE. I renewtheamendment. Mr. 
Chairman, one thing has struck me very strongly 
since I have had the honor of a seat in this 
House, and that is the indifference to the 
claims of American commerce. Other inter- 
ests have been legislated upon repeatedly. 
None has demanded aid with better arguments 
than this, and none has been so constantly 


passed by. I do not, as a general yule; be- 
ieve in subsidies, but as this subsidy is in the 
direction of aid to American commerce, as. it 
tends to build it up, I am in favor of this sub- 
sidy. Here is an opportunity for reviving and 
strengthening this great national interest. 

We are a people that above others should 
be a commercial people; we have every ad- 
vantage, and we proved it in the years before 
the war by successful competition with other 
nations. The war and the years since have 
almost driven us from the Atlantic. We have 
opened a commerce in this direction, and this 
line has been put on, and with the subsidy 
that we have given it has been enabled to live. 
To-day, by this increase of subsidy, it will be 
enabled to go on and inercase our commerce. 
This subsidy will enable this American line 
to compete with the efforts now making by. 
Great Britain to seize the commerce of the 
Pacific. She has measurably driven us from 
the Atlantic, and she seeks now to obtain this 
commerce. ‘This subsidy, I say, will enable 
this line to successfully compete with her for 
the commerce of the Pacific. To this extent it 
encouragesand builds up American commerce. 
Because it is in that direction, I am willing to 
vote for this as a subsidy. Because it is in that 
direction, in the direction of sustaining Ameri- 
| can commerce in competition with the com- 
merce of Great Britain, there are others here 
upon this floor, I have no doubt, with the 
same objections as myself to subsidies as a 
matter of principle, who will vote for it. 

The objection which is raised to this as a 
subsidy passes for nothing with me, because 
I believe that this measure, if it is adopted, 
will mark an era in the legislation of Con- 
gress ; that is, it will mark the day when the 
indifference to the demands of American com- 
merce will have passed away. From this time 
the attention of the people, the attention of 
Congress, will be arrested and secured to it. 
Other measures, perhaps not in the direction 
of subsidies, but in the direction of aid to 
American commerce, will the more easily pass. 

The amendment which has been proposed 
here, providing that this commerce may be 
carried on in vessels built abroad, opens up 
the whole question of purchasing our ships in 
foreign countries instead of building them 
ourselves. The example of Great Britain is 
cited as an example why that policy is just. 
Sir, if gentlemen will follow the history of 
Great Britain, its navigation laws, and its 
laws for the protection of its commerce, they 
will find that she never took off the restric- 
tions implied or involved in one branch of 
her navigation laws, until by means of those 
restrictions obliging vessels to be built there, 
maintaining and encouraging them there by 
subsidy and otherwise, she had gained the con- 
trol of the commerce of the world; and then, 
as she had come to the point of building 
ships more cheaply than other nations, she 
could afford to remove her restrictions. 

Sir, the history of Great Britain, upon an 
intelligent investigation, can never be cited in | 
favor of building ships abroad at any time when 
her commerce was prostrate as our commerce 
is to-day. She never adopted any such policy 
until she had gained the mastery of the ocean, 
had gained the power of competing success- 
fully with other nations, and could build ships 
in her own yards more cheaply than they could 
be built elsewhere. Until that day she. en- 
couraged her own ship-builders, her own ship- 
wrights, by every measure for their help, and 
by every measure of restriction and discrimin- 
ation against her rivals. ; 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. BIRD. Is it not strange, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there should be any opposition to 
a measure of this kind?) It may seem tosome 
very remarkable that any Democrats upon this 
floor should insist upon their opposition to 
this particular donation. It isso clearly within 
the Constitution, our power is so expressly 
defined there to pay away the people’s money 
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by hundreds of thousands of dollars, why 
should any intelligent individual hesitate to 
pay $500,000 more annually into the coffers 
of this company? Why, have not the people 
given us perfect liberty to do this? Are we 
not sent here, avery one of us, with a carte 
blanche to fill up as we please, to pay away 
hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars 
of the people’s money? Why not, therefore, 
bestow this $500,000 yearly upon this com- 
pany, this monopoly, in addition to all it has 
already received ? 

Will not our farmers rejoice if we do this? 
They are not taxed at all; they can stand this 
$500,000 more each year; then impose still 
greater burdens upon them. Why has this 
ample store of money, derived from the hard 
earnings of our constituents, been given to us, 
but for this very purpose and other purposes 
of a like character? Why does the farmer 
expose himself to the wind and sun, why does 
he dig aud plow, why does the mechanic ham- 
mer and work, if it is not to pay taxes, unwill- 
ingly though it may be, to go into the Treasury 
of the United States that we may subsidize 
these corporations? 

And will not our soldiers rejoice if we do 
this? Will not the widows rejoice? Will not 
the hundreds of thousands who have come 
here year after year, asking for donations of 
public lands as bounties, rejoice when we go 
home and tell them that as a Congress we 
lrave refused their request so that we can sub- 
sidize these monopolies? It will take buta 
few hundred thousand acres of land to yield 
enough to enable us to give this $500,000 a 


year to this wealthy company. And will they | 


not joinand say to us, ‘* Well done, good and 
faithful servants, you have done right, and 
shall receive yourreward.’’ Ah! is it notright 
for us to make merchant princes here? Are 
we not elected to Congress for that very pur- 
pose, and to donate the public lands to corpo- 
rations? Yes, sir; but when the proposition 
_ is to donate public lands to soldiers, we must 
never sanction that or any similar measure, 
for monopoly lifts its giant hand, and with 
bold defiant tront says in tones of terrible ela- 
quence that no such measure must pass. 

Talk about the fag of England! Talk about 
the Pacific ocean, that almost infinite expanse 
of water. Shall we not control it? Where 
is Japan, where China, where India, where 
Africa? Is it not our province to bring all 
these under tribute? Shall not our farmers 
raise grain, our graziers raise cattle and sheep, 
to supply the millions of people of those na- 
tions? Indeed, sir, this is our purpose; this 
is our mission. Thus, Mr. Chairman, do we 
build up commerce. Thus do we promote the 
interests of the American people by selecting 
a favorite few and aggrandizing them. When 
will this policy stop? When will corporations 
of this kind cease their efforts before Congress? 
Not for a long time, I fear; not until after the 
soldiers of this country have had their just 
dues, after proper donations have been made 
in their behalf. Then, and not till then, may 
we expect these corporations to cease their 
demands upon the people of this country for 
subsidies and similar aid. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PALMER. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on the pending amendment 
be closed. 

Mr. COBURN. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
amendment that the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Copury] may renew it, 

Mr. COBURN. I renew the amendment. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawns] and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Kerrey] have seen fit to argue this 
question as if every member who differed with 
them was opposed to the protection of the 
laborers of this country—opposed to the in- 
terests of the farmer, the mechanic, and the 
workingman, and every ofher interest except 
that of the carrier upon the ocean, of the navi- 


gator. Now, sir, I think it altogether possible 


that we can be in favor of a proposition allow- 


ing free ships and at the same time favor the 
protection of the labor of the country, favor 
the interests of commerce, and the general 
prosperity of the nation. 

What is the turning point of this argument? 
It is a question of cheap freights ; it isa ques- 
tion whether we can send abroad our products 
ata cheap rate, and whether the consumers 
of foreign goods in this country shall have 
them brought here at as low a priceas possible. 
On the other side of the question stand this men 
who build ships, or rather those who propose 
to build them; for as yet iron-ship building is 
not an established industry. No other men 
stand on that side of the question. On the 
one side are cheap freights for the people; on 
the other side high prices for ships. This is 
the way the parties to this controversy stand. 

Now, the policy of this Government from 
the beginning has been, as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bineuam] has said, to allow an 
American registry to no vessel built outside 
of the country; and because this bas been the 
policy of the Government from 1790 down, the 
argument is that we must continue it; the old 
argument that resists all improvement, all ad- 
vance. We find now, however, that wooden 
ships which were built under that old policy 
cannot compete with iron ships. We find 
that we must change our policy because the 
nature of our commerce has changed the sub- 
ject itself. Commerce has to be carried on 
now in iron ocean steamers. The physical 
facts in relation to commerce having changed, 
we should change our policy in relation to 
the registry of vessels. Why hold on to that 
which deprives us of every advantage? ‘That 
is the true position of the question and the 
true philosophy of this matter. If we are 
to go on pursuing the same policy which we 
have heretofore adopted, the result will be as 
it has been since the introduction of iron 
ocean steamers, that foreign Governments will 
have almost the entire control of the naviga- 
tion of the world, Austria buys ships; France 
buys ships; Germany buys ships ; all the na- 
tions of the world buys ships, except Great 
Britain, which can produce them cheaper, and 
has them for sale. 

‘The lincs of the navigators of these nations 
reach round the globe and traverse every sea. 
They find markets in every clime, and gather 
the products of every people. I see, then, 
nothing in the policy we propose that isat war 
with the farmer, at war with the mechanic, or at 
war with any of those who help to produce the 
great surplus which isto give wealth and power 
andimportance to this country. I see in Japan 
and China a vast market opening to our own 
grain, our flour, our pork and beef, our hard- 
ware, our tools, furniture, and machinery, and 
by free ships I would control it. I stand side 
by side with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KeLLer] and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] in my regard for 
the interests of the laboring men, the produc- 
ing men of the country ; and in standing with 
them I say the best policy is to furnish gen- 
erally cheap freights to our people, to those 
who consume foreign goods, and to those 
who have this vast surplus for sale. What 
does this subsidy mean if it does not mean 
that very thing? It means we. shall have 
an additional carriage on the Pacific ocean. 
It means that the commerce brought from 
China and Japan to these shores will increase, 
and ultimately competition with foreign car- 
riers will bring down freights, while it opens 
a market for our products and facilitates ex- 
changes for theirs. It means nothing but that, 
and we must not be accused, because we favor 
a measure of that kind, of being opposed to 
the great interests of this country. Because 
we differ as to the policy, because we differ 
as to the mode, we must not be accused of. 
opposition to the producing classes of the 
nation. I regard it as a proposition in favor 


of the interests of the largest class as op- 
posed to those of the smallest number. Pro- 
tection, aid, help, encouragement for the 
many and not for the few; help to the con- 
sumer, the producer, the man of agriculture, 
the mechanic, the carrier, the sailor, as against 
one small class, the ship-builders. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr, Chairman, when I 
became a member of this House one year ago 
I had very distinctly in my mind the impres- 
sion that something would be done, and neces- 
sarily in this Congress, in the interests of Amer- 
ican commerce. I heard from the other side 
of the House gentlemen say something must 
bedone for American commerce. What should 
be done I did not know, nor do I now pretend 
to say what that should be, but I am convinced 
at this hour by the discussion of this question— 
although I was uncertain and unsettled when 
the discussion commenced—I am now settled 
in my conviction, as the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Hatz] has said, that this measure will do 
something for the revival of American com- 
merce. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must thank 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs, } 
who, in his efforts in behalf of this measure 
here on this floor, has uttered sentiments so 
grandly American and so grandly patriotic. 
‘This discussion, I think, has revived somewhat 
our Americanism, our love of country, our love 
of the old flag; and I am glad of the eloquent 
utterances which fell from his lips, but which 
sound so sadly in comparison with the words 
which have been uttered by other gentlemen, 
and which would sound better in a political 
canvass than in the discussions of a question 
which enters into the very life and prosperity 
of the nation. 

Men are talking a great deal about monopo- 
lies, as though their very existence were to 
warp their judgment and change their votes. 
Monopolies may exist anywhere and every- 
where, and yet I may not have my judgment 
warped by them when I come to the discus- 
sion of this question. Here is a proposition 
to do something for our commerce. It has 
been demonstrated that what we have done 
has paid well. It has been shown that our 
Treasury has been filled up somewhat by what 
we have done. More than we have done has 
come back into the Treasury, and it has been 
well shown that we may do somewhat more 
and reap still greater rewards. To-day we are 
building the great Northern Pacific railroad, 
traversing the North and Northwest. Shall 
we deny to that great thoroughfare the com- 
merce which ought to come into the harbor 
of San Francisco merely under the cry of tax- 
ation, and taxation pronounced in such a way 
as though the mere fact precluded us from the 
right to vote intelligently? 

{ do not think we should discuss this as a 
party measure, and I thank the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooxs] for taking a higher 
stand and discussing it in broad and generous 
language, carrying conviction to my mind, 
which was unsettled, as I said before, when 
this debate began. The farmers of the West 
are interested in an increase of the outlets to 
their produce. China and Japan are already 
asking for our products. Let us hold fast to 
this great opening commerce, and if we but 
make certain the immense traffic of to-day and 
augment it for the future, the markets of nearly 
five hundred million people may be open to 
the products of every material industry of our 
country. With these Pacific railroads which 
we shall soon have, is it not wise so to shape 
legislation, so to devise and provide that the 
riches of the Hast shall come to us and be 
snatched from our great rival on the oceans, 
that rival which crushed our then commerce 
when we were fighting for national existence? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, FARNSWORTH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amend- 
ments pending, debate on both of which has 
been exhausted. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
amendment in order to renew it again. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to the 
withdrawal of the amendment. Let us have a 
vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, Let it be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words of the amendment and insert 
these words: “$500,000; Provided, The steamship com- 
pany shall perform said service semi-monthly, and 
it may perform the said service in ships of foreign 
construction.” 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is moved as a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, (Mr. Conger.] Isit not 
in order to move further to amend the original 
amendment before the substitute is voted on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move to 
amend the original amendment by striking out 
*©8500,000,’’ and inserting ‘‘ $400,000.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish it to be 
understood that Iam opposing commence, or 
that lam opposing this steamship line to China 
and Japan. By no manner of means. It is 
necessary to carry the mails there. This sub- 
sidy is given for the purpose of securing the 
carrying of the mails. This appropriation is 
made by the bill on the theory that it is for 
carrying the United States mail. But I wish 
to say one word on behalf of the amendment 
I offered a little while ago in favor of allowing 
steamship lines and other companies which 
desire to promote commerce to purchase ships 
were they can purchase them cheapest and 

est. 

A singular spectacle is presented in the 
House to-day of a combination of the high 
tariff men and the extreme protective men of 
the country, and the ship-builders of Maine, 
with the men engaged in commerce upon the 
ocean who are asking subsidies. All of these 
classes have combined against the proposition 
to purchase ships where they can be purchased 
cheap, and in favor of the proposition of main- 
taining commerce by a higher rate of subsidy. 
The men engaged in shipping prefer subsidies 
to having their ships built cheaply. The high 
tarif men prefer to pay subsidies, because they 
can get back the amount they pay twice over 
in the advance of iron and other materials. 
The people of Maine, who build nothing but 

vessels for the coastwise trade, and for the 
commerce of the rivers and inland lakes, 
oppose my proposition because they are afraid 
if we once had the system introduced of buy- 
ing cheap ships we would take the tariff off the 
lumber which enters into the construction of 
their ships. Thus you have a combination of 
the high tariff men, the men who want a high 
tariff on iron, the men who want a high tariff 
on wood, the men who want a high tariff on 
cordage, with the men who want to sail ships 
for the purpose of making money. These 
come here together with the proposition that 
we shall hire the carrying of our commerce by 
putting our hands into the United States Treas- 
ury, and with the gold taken therefrom hiring 
men to put ships on the ocean. The result 
will be that the tax-payer will be ground be- 
tween the upper and nether millstone. 

Thus you propose to grind the faces of the 
poor by putting tax upon tax. You first tax 
the commerce at a high rate. Then you put 
a high tariff on the ship which ‘brings the 
commerce, and the people must pay that. 
And when we ask here the poor boon of being 
permitted to go abroad and buy ships where 
we cau buy them cheap, in which to carry this 
commerce, you say, ‘No; you shall build your 
ship in the navy-yard of Philadelphia, for 
the benefit of the iron interest there.’ And 
when I say to the Representatives of Maine, 
“hig is a matter in which you have no inter- 
est; you do not build iron ships,’’ they reply, 
#& Abl if you once commence to make free 
ships you will next be taking the tariff off lam- 


ber, and then weshall not have the profit which 
we now derive from that source.” 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, you never will 
promote American commerce by hiring men 
to put ships upon the ocean, The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLey,] the cham- 
pion of the pig-iron interest, says they are 
establishing ship-yards at Dubuque and other 
places for the building of steamboats, &c. 
Why, of course, the steamboats which float on 
the Mississippi river and the vessels that float 
on our lakes are made in our country. Of 
course they must be made here. Nobody ex- 
pects to import ships to run upon the Missis- 
sippi river or upon our lakes and rivers. Not 
at all. - They must be built here. This is no 
competition with that class of ship-building. 
To allow the purchase of ships in Scotland to 
carry commerce betwen China and Japan and 
this country over the Pacific ocean is not op- 
pressing men who start a ship-yard in Dubuque 
to build a few steamers, shallow boats, to run 
on the Mississippi river. Itis not in compe- 
tition with them at all. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, buy where you can buy cheapest 
is the free-trade doctrine of members of this 
House. They want to carry that out in ships 
as well as in other manufactures, and they 
wish to destroy a very important branch of 
American industry. The doctrine has been so 
often exploded that it is hardly worth my while 
to talk about it here and now, but repeated as 
it bas been by the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Farysworra,] and the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] in the proposition that 
it will be of advantage to the people of the 
United States ‘to buy ships wherever they can 
buy them cheapest think it demands a brief 
answer in this discussion. The effect of this 
doctrine, if it be carried out to its fullest ex- 
tent, the extent proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois, would be io destroy the whole 
of our coasting trade. For more than fifty 
years the Congress of the United States has 
held to the patriotic doctrine with regard to 
the coasting trade that it should be in the 
hands of the American people, and it has been 
kept there by adequate legislation. But if we 
carry to its legitimate results the principle of 
the gentlemen to whom I have alluded, the 
whole of it will be destroyed in less than a 
single year, and transferred to the cheaper 
vessels of foreigners; but I rejoice that there 
is no member from any great commercial city 
of the country who would dare to vote for such 
a principle, because if he did, after the 4th of 
March next, these Halls which know him now 
would know him no more forever. 

Now, sir, we have been talking all along 
about the decay of American commerce. We 
have heard doleful jeremiads here from one 
session to another for the last three or four 
years asking that something shall be done for 
‘American commerce, and when the oppor- 
tunity presents we refuse to embrace it. Our 
ships once on the Atlantic ocean have been 
driven from the sea. Of the one hundred and 
seventeen vessels belonging to steam lines be- 
tween the United States and Europe that sailed 
from the port of New York in 1870 none of 
them bore the American flag. Forty-three 
vessels only remain to us for our foreign com- 
merce, and seventeen of them are on the Pa- 
cific ocean, the remainder of them engaged in 
insignificant commerce elsewhere. How is it 
that Great Britain, sir, has obtained supremacy 
upon the Atlantic? A portion of the most 
influential carrying lines are strongly subsi- 
dized. Great Britain understands the means 
whereby her commerce may be extended and 


' whereby she shall have the supremacy of the 


ocean. She knows what she wants. She knows 
that the commerce of the world pours into the 
lap of the people untold millions of wealth, 
and she pays for it accordingly, and considers 
her subsidies as a magnificent investment. 
We know that by halfa million of dollars 


in subsidies paid to the British steamers, and 
by half a million of similar subsidies paid te 
the French steamers, they have the great. car- 
rying trade. between the ports of America.and 
Europe, and yet here to-day, when we want to 
obtaina portion of that carrying trade, we have 
not the courage to vote for subsidies. Gen- 
tlemen come here and endeavor to scare weak- 
kneed members by telling them that this is 
a tax taken out of the pockets of the people, 
and that they dare not go back to their con- 
stituents and say to them that we have refused 
bounty to the soldiers, and have been endeav-. 
oring to put half a million of dollars into.the 
pockets of a great corporation. We have 
never neglected the soldier, and will not do it; 
but if we want this commerce we must pay for 
it, and pay for itin subsidies; we must keep 
the building of American ships for both foreign 
and domestic commerce in American hands; 
we must not permit the. policy of these two 
gentlemen who have lately addressed you to 
prevail. If it should prevail, it would drive 
out of employment, and into great distress, 
five thousand men who are to-day in the ship- 
yards of Philadelphia, of Chester, of Wilming- 
ton, on the Delaware, building ships for the 
whole coasting trade, and some of them for 
the foreign trade; and we must surrender to 
Europe the trident of the seas. National pride 
and national honor should stimulate us to use 
every expedient to avoid such an ignominious 
and disastrous result. 

I am opposed to this principle of sending 
abroad to Kurope for her cheap ships. We 
want that American ships in American trade 
shall be built by American men. We wantto 
incribe over the doors of these Halls of Con- 
gress the great American principle—one that’ 
should be engraved in letters of gold over the 
legislative halls of every State in the Union, 
and especially of the Capitol of the United 
States—that the work of America shall be done 
by American workmen at prices sufficient to 
secure them an adequate reward for their labor. 
We do not propose to transfer the ship-yards 
of America, the ship-yards of the Delaware, of 
New London, and of the Hudson, over to the 
Clyde. We propose to keep.all the labor that 
we can perform among our own people, to 
hand it over to American laborers, who assist 
in paying our taxes and supporting the Gov- 
ernment against invasion from without and 
rebellion from within. No other principle of 
action seems to me to be worthy of the name 
of an American policy. 

[Here the hammer fell,] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my last 
amendment. a 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to obtain unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the pending 
amendment may close at half past four o'clock, 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman yield 
for a motion that the committee now rise? 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there objection to the 
proposition that debate on the pending amend- 
ment shall cease at half past four o’clock? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, there is. í : 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Parmer] yield to me? 

i Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gen- 
t 


eman. 
Mr. NIBLACK. I move thatthe committee 
now rise. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Did the gen- 
gentleman from Iowa yield for. that motion? 

Mr. PALMER. Iyielded to the gentleman 
because I supposed he wanted to debate the 
pending amendment. I did not yield for.a 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do. not want to debate 
it now. 5 

Mr. PALMER. I will-again ask unanimous 
consent that all debate upon the pending 
amendment shall terminate at half past four 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others objected. 

Mr, SARGENT. Then, if the. gentleman 
will yield to me, I will move that the commit- 
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tee now rise, in order to obtain an order from 
the House to close debate on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. 
pose. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the commit- 
tee now. rise. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘The House will ad- 
journ if the committee rises now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let us take a 
vote‘on the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken upon the motion of 
Mr. Sancent, and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, pursuant to the 
order of the House; had had under considera- 
tion the Union generally, and particularly the 
special order, being the bill (H. R. No. 1070) 
making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 80, 1873, and had come to no resolution 


thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. I now move that the rules 
be suspended. and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon the special order; and pending 
that motion, I move that all debate upon the 
amendment pending to the Post Office appro- 
priation bill be terminatedin a half hour after 
the consideration of the same shall have been 
resumed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending that motion, I 
move that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
adjourn ; and upon a division, there were—ayes 
ninety-five, noes not counted. 
` Bothe motion was agreed to; and acccord- 
ingly (at four-o'clock and twenty-five minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I will yield for that pur- 


‘PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of R. F. 
Willard, asking to have his political disabili- 
ties removed. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of New York: The peti- 
tion of the Hazard Powder Company, of New 
York ‘city, and 44 others, in New York, Bos- 
ton, Philadelphia, Chicago, Milwaukee, and 
Kansas City, engaged in the importation, con- 
sumption, and manufacture of saltpeter,: or 
nitrate of potash, praying that it be added to 
the free list. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Charles 
W, Woodward, Henry C. Reals, Elijah Alger, 
and 47 others, citizens of Onondaga county, 
New York, protesting, as dairymen and con- 
sumers, against any reduction of the duties 
upon foreign galt; that the domestic pro- 
ducers of salt had been able to furnish a bet- 
ter article, and at more reasonable rates, than 
would have ruled had we. been dependent upon 
foreign nations. 

‘By Mr. HALSEY : The petition of George J. 
Langworthy, praying pay as second lieutenant 
of the second North Carolina infantry, United 
States volunteers. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Frank 
Gregory, editor of The Recorder, Indiana, 
and Charles Beaty and R. D, Hall; of Rising 
Sun, Indiana, in favor of placing type on the 
free list. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Taylor, John 
M. Palmer, Noah Fox, M.. Burris, and 180 
other Union soldiers of the late war, of Aurora, 
Indiana, for bounty lands for Union soldiers 
of the late war. : 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of merchants, shipmasters, and under- 
writers of Boston, Massachusetts, for a light- 
house to be erected on the southeasterly point 
of Block Island, near the entrance of Long 
Island sound. : 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of Alex- 


e 


ander Campbell and others, citizens of Jeffer- 
son county, New York, asking that such dis- 
criminating duties be levied on all imported 
manufactures as will render substantial pro- 
tection to American labor. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial of 82 
members of the General Assembly of the State 
of Rhode Island, praying that a light-house 
may be established on the southeasterly part 
of Block Island, in said State of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. PERRY, of Ohio: The petition of 
J. F. Nellis and others, bee-keepers, protest- 
ing against an extension of Langstroth’s patent. 

Also, the petition of Charles Peterson and 
1,000 others, praying the passage of the civil 
rights bill. : 

Also, the petition of John F. McKeen and 
many others, citizens of New Jersey, against 
the extension of Langstroth’s patent for a bee- 

ive. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Hull, 
praying a pension: 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of Sir Lan- 
celot Komer and Josiah Millard for compen- 
sation for Josses sustained during the late war. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of D. P. 
Blackstone, W. B. Arnold, Griff. J. Thomas, 
and D. R. Williams, editors and proprietors 
of the Berlin Courant, and Starks & Hoit, 
editors and proprietors of the Berlin Journal, 
published at Berlin, Wisconsin, asking the 
removal of the tariff on type, and also thatthe 
same be placed on the free list. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: The petition of 177 
disabled soldiers, asking an increase of pension 
for those who are totally disabled. 

By Mr. SHELDON: The petition of S. U. 
Kennedy and 834 others, bankers and mer- 
chants of New Orleans, praying an amend- 
ment to the national banking law. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Frank 


Wallins, claimant against the Venezuelan Gov- | 


ernment, praying for relief. 

Also, a memorial of manufacturers of 
paints and colors in the United States, pro- 
testing against the proposed alteration in the 
present tariff whereby paints and colors are to 
be put on the free list. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: 
The petition of John Griffen, Charles R. Scull, 
John R. Dobson, William W. Weitneight, J. 
G. Neiler, and 281 others, iron-workers and 
laborers of the Phoenix iron-works, of Chester 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating ‘‘ against 
a change of the existing tariff laws abating or 
abolishing duties upon such articles as are 
successfully produced in this country,’ and 
praying ‘‘the repeal of all duties upon tea, 
coffee, and such other articles of necessity or 
comfort as cannot be produced in the United 
States.”’ 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, March 14, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 838) to provide that 
minors shali not be enlisted in the military 
service of the United States without the con- 
sent of parents or guardians was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented 8 me- 
morial of representatives of religious and other 
organizations who have charge of Indians, in 
favor of a law authorizing the extension of 
civil. government over all Indians who will 
enforce the same within their respective reser- 


vations ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens 
of Helena, Arkansas, praying aid to establish 
an iron-ship and boat-building yard in the 
Mississippi valley; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition ‘of E. B. and 
U. B. Morse, of Washington county, Arkansas, 
praying an amendment to section one hundred 
and sixty-two of the postal laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Mar- 
tha G. Vaughn and Louisa Jackman, praying 
to be allowed compensation for services. ren- ` 
dered during the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. í 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 
the heirs of George Cameron, praying indem- 
nity for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to 1801; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of James H. 
Hummell and William A.’ Bryan, publishers 
of Our Home Journal,of New Orleans, Louis- 
iana, in favor of the bill before Congress 
for placing type on the free list; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
a memorial of citizens of Maryland, remon- 
strating against the extension of the Lang- 
stroth patent for bee-hives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of Mrs. 
Martha Barker, of Marion county, Florida, 
praying compensation for damages done by 
the Seminole Indians in 1849 to her property ; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
workers in the works of the Phoenix Iron Com- 

any, citizens of Phoenixville, Chester county, 
Pennsylvania; remonstrating against any 
change in the existing tariff on articles suc- 
cessfully produced in this country, and praying 
that the duty on tea and coffee may be re- 
pealed; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of George 
S. Rathburn, of Lexington, Missouri, praying 
the removal of his political disabilities ; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
James Clark, praying the repayment of bounty 
which he alleges he lost by the loss of a draft; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. . 

Mr. AMES presented the petition of Absa- 
lom Reed, of Winston county, Alabama, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present a petition from 
a very large number of excellent citizens of 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, in which they ask 
for the action of Congress for the protection of 
the walrus in the arctic seas. IJ believe a bill 
has been reported on that subject. I ask the 
Chair if there is such a bill on the Calendar? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been 
reported. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I move that this 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARGARETTA BECKER, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Margaretta Becker praying for 
a pension, to report a bill for her relief. 
have been accustomed to ask in these little 
pension cases, which will occupy less time in 
passing them when they are reported than on 
any other day, to put them on their passage at 
onee, butif any gentleman thinks that is taking 
an unfair advantage I do not wish to insist 
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uponit, I submit, asthey are so small, and as 
it. takes less time to consider them when 
reported, it would be better to put them on 
their passage at once. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 804) 
granting a pension to Margaretta Becker was 
read twice, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject 
to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Mrs. Margaretta Becker, 
widow of Leopold Becker, late captain com- 
pany D, twenty-fourth regiment Mlinois in- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate 
of twenty dollars a month, to continue during 
her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. JOHN F. HANKS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1550) for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. John F. Hanks, have directed 
me to report it back without amendment, with 
a recommendation that the bill pass. The 
facts are briefly these: Dr. Hanks had in the 
Bank of Louisiana $1,729, which was covered 
into the Treasury by the order of General Banks 
and properly accounted for. I ask the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. It has passed 
the House, and is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to James M. Hanks, administrator 
of the estate of Dr. John F. Hanks, the sum 
of $1,729, being so much money belonging 
to Dr. John F. Hanks, and which was, in 
the month of August, 1863, on deposit in the 
Louisiana State Bank, of New Orleans, Louis- 
jana, and received from the bank by Colonel 
S. B. Holabird, by order of Major General 
Banks, Colonel Holabird then being chief 
quartermaster, and afterward covered into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REPORT ON IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution for 
printing the report on immigration, have in- 
structed me to report it back without amend- 
ment, and to recommend its passage; and I 
ask its present consideration. a 

There being no objection, the resolation was 
considered and agreed to, as follows : 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate twenty-five hundred copies of the report on 
immigration by the Bureau of Statistics. 


SOSEPI BRYANT. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. The Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 623) granting a pension to Joseph Bry- 
ant, have directed me to report it back without 
amendment and recommend its passage. I 
ask that it-be put on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, It proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to.the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Bry- 
ant, late a private in company E, fifty-fourth 
Pennsylvania volunteers, and to pay him a 
pension from and after the passage. of the 


act. 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL RYAN. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The same committee, 
to.whom was referred the petition of Abigail 
Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan, praying for 
a. pension, have directed me. to report a bill 
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for her relief; and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 805) 
granting a pension to Abigail Ryan, widow of 
Thomas A. Ryan, was read twice, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan, 
and to pay her a pension from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET COGGINS. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting a pension to 
Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip Coggins, 
have directed me to report it. back with an 
amendment; and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Mrs. Margaret Coggins, 
widow of Philip Coggins, private of company 
A, eleventh regiment of Massachusetts volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension during her widow- 
hood, at the rate of cight dollars per month. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the 


bill with an amendment, to strike out in lines, 


eight, nine, and ten the words ‘and pay 
her a pension from the date of the passage of 
this act, and during her widowhood, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on 


Pensions, to. whom was referred the petition 
of Lucyna Hathaway, praying for arrears of 
pension, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Eleanor C. Ram- 
sey, praying for arrears of pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Bridget Trainor, 
praying for arrears of pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William J. Wright, 
praying for arrears of pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Susan Patton, the 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, who was 
married after the termination of the war, pray- 
ing for a pension, submitted an adverse report 
thereon for the reason that the petitioner docs 
not fall within the spirit of the statute. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Ann Moxley, the 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, praying 
for a pension, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, on the ground that her husband did 
not serve the length of time the law required 
but falls within a general class which the law 
has excluded. 

He also, from the same committec, to whom 
was referred the petition of John H. Felber, 
who was a mail-carrier in Nebraska, employed 
in the civil service, and got frozen in driving 
the mail, asking for a pension, reported ad- 
versely thereon, it not falling within the class 
of cases where the law allows pensions. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1835) for the | 
relief of Levi Bissell, and also the petition of | 


t 


| 


Levi Bissell, have instructed me to report ad- 
versely upon both, with a request that the:com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition, and that the bill be indef- 
initely postponed. The petition is in the nature 
of an appeal from the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents upon an application for an 
extension. The committee think it contrary to 
public policy to entertain petitions which are 
in the nature of an appeal from the decisions 
of that officer, and in this particular case they - 
think the decision of the officer was right. [ 
therefore move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed, and that the committee ‘be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition. oe 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
indefinitely postponed, if there is no dissents’: 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
No. 604) to allow the Lake Ontario: Shore 
Railroad Company to lay their track upon the 
pier at Oswego, New York, reported it with 
an amendment. , 

Mr. KELLY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the petition of John A. Thompson, submitted 
a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 806) 
for the relief of John A. Thompson. 

The bill. was: read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to’ b 
printed. ie 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 
of citizens of Indiana praying a special act of 
Congress granting a pension to Richard M. 
Rucker, reported it adversely. 

Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
{ Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 

No. 617) approving the act passed by the 
Legislative Assembly of Dakota Territory 
authorizing the people to vote aid to railroads, 
reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, from the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
904) for the relief of Charles P. S. Wardwell, 
j reported it. without amendment, and moved 
the printing of the report submitted by. the 
House committee ; which: was agreed: to. i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. «Tam also 
instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1836). for 
the relief of William E. Ward, to report it 


i adversely upon the principle stated by the 


chairman of the committee a few moments 
since, that it is in the nature of an appeal 
from the Commissioner of Patents. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely post- 


oned. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take up Senate bill 
No. 645, to confirm the title to certain lands 
on the Fort Kearney military reservation in 
Fremont county, Iowa, which was taken up the 
day before yesterday and reached its third 
reading and went over under a single objec- 
tion. It was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands at the last Congress and at 
this. It is a bill to which there can be no 
objection. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the bill is before the Senate. The Senator 
now yields for morning business, the Chair 
understands. : i 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued for 
fortification purposes: in Lawrence, Kansas. 
The bill was- read and passëd to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. WINDOM, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom were referred the 


papers. ia. relation to the application of Ste- 
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phen Hull for a patent for an improvement 
in harvesters, to report adversely thereon. 
The application was made in 1866, and was 
erroneously rejected. In 1868 he withdrew 
his application in order to make another ap- 
plication. The Committee on Patents has 
repeatedly decided that this was an abandon- 
ment of his claim, and in accordance with two 
or three reports already made from the same 
committee this morning, that this is in the 
“nature of an appeal from the Commissioner 
of Patents, Iam instructed by the committee 
to ask that the case be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be indef- 
initely postponed if there is no dissent. _. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of George W. Bradley, praying pay 
for injuries received in the military service, 
reported adversely thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 658) granting 
a pension to Mary S. Howe, reported adversely 
thereon, the committee not finding sufficient 
evidence to support it; and the bill was indef- 
initely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1065) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha A. Jones, whose hus- 
band was killed in what is called the Mor- 
gan raid, in 1863, reported adversely thereon, 


the committee finding no evidence that he was į 


in the military service ; and the bill was indef- 
initely postponed. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The same 
committee, to whom wag referred the bill 

H. R. No. 1059) granting a pension to Phebe 

ascall, widow of Sidney Smith, have directed 
me to report it adversely. ‘The facts of the 
case are: this is a widow who married the 
second time and now asks that a pension be 
continued to her. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1067) granting a pension to 
Ann Q. Barker, widow of Thomas Barker, 
reported adversely thereon, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am also 
directed by the same committee, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1066) granting a 
pension to Mary Wade, mother of Jennie 
Wade, who was said to havebeen killed at the 
battle of Gettysburg, to report it adversely. 
The committee find no evidence in support of 
the bill except the testimony of the applicant 
herself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there is no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that that bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will beplaced 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lask the indulgence of 
the Senate to take up House bill No. 1866 for 
the relief of Mrs. Francis A. McKinney. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that a bill has been taken up already on 
the motion ofthe Senator from Nebraska, [ Mr. 
Hrrescock,] which has been up during two 
morning hours, and he yielded for the ordin- 
ary morning business only. 

Mr. CHANDLER. F desire to call up the 
resolution that I offered yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not yet 
time. The call is still resting at reports of 
committees. 2 

PREEMPTION SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1021) for the re- 
lief of preémption settlers in California, to 
report it back without amendment, and I ask 
thatit be put on its passage now. Itis avery 


I 


of two years of very severe drought in that 
State, one year more to preeinptioners there 
to make payment upon their declarations as 
filed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nebraska has a bill called up, and has 
objected to anything except pension bills and 
ordinary morning business, The Senator might 
present his bill to-morrow morning and have 
it considered then. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
give rise to any debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator 
from Nebraska will give way, the Chair will 
ask unanimous consent for this bill also. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that all bona fide 
preémption claimants who may have filed their 
declaratory statements prior to the passage of 
this act, upon any of the public Jands in the 
State of California, shall have one year from 
and after its passage in which to make proof 
and payment of their respective claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Isubmit a 
report from a committee of conference, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money for the 
purchase of a suitable site, and erecting a building 
thereon, in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, to, be 
used for the purposes of a custom-house, post office, 
and other Federal offices, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendments numbered one, two, and three, and 
agree to the same with a further amendment in 

age 1, line ten, by striking out the words “ two 

undred and fifty ” and inserting in lieu thereof the 


words * five hundred.’ 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
L. TRUMBULL, 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 


J. A, GARFIELD, 
GEORGE A. HALSEY, 
ERASTUS WELLS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely de- 
sire to state that the bill as it came from the 
House provided an appropriation of $250,000 
for the site. It wasamended so as to limit the 
appropriation for the site to $500,000 in all, 
and to limit the expenditure for the building 
and site together to $2,250,000. It was rep- 
resented on the part of the managers of the 
House that more than two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars will be required for the site 
to be expended the present year, and the 
committee of conference agreed to make an 
additional appropriation of $250,000, but not 
to increase the aggregate amount for the site 
and building together beyond what was erigin- 
ally proposed, 
‘Lhe report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


I do not think it will 


(S. No. 808) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act | 


toamend the fifth section of an act entitled ‘An 
act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, so as to extend 
the time within which the provisions of said 
act shall be accepted and such colleges estab- 
lished,” approved July 23, 1866; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that the bill, with 
the accompanying papers, among them a com- 
munication from the Governor of Indiana, be 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


short bill, It simply gives, in consideration i| Mr. COLE asked, and by unanimous con- 


H 


l 
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sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
809) to establish an assay office at Helena, 
in the Territory of Montana; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. COLE. I introduce that bill by request. 
I have not had an opportunity of examining it 
myself. I move its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 810) for the relief of Memorial parish of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia; which was read twice by 


its title, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 811) for the relief of Butler, Miller & Co. 
and Hawks, Miller & Co., of Ohio; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
812) to provide for furnishing trusses to dis- 
abled soldiers; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 818) to provide for the refunding of taxes 
paid by the State officers upon their salaries ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, 
No. 814) to divide the State of Iowa into two 
judicial districts ; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASSERLY baked; and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill i 
No. 815) relating to the purchase of a build- 
ing and grounds in San Francisco, California, 
for the purposes of a United States marine 
hospital; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 816) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to 
establish a uniform time for holding elections 
for electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States,’ passed January 28, 1845; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. TIPTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
817) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster 
at Beatrice, Nebraska; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, LEWIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
818) to allow the Orange, Alexandria, and 
Manassas Railroad Company to run trains 
and transport passengers and freight within 
the corporate limits of Washington city; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RAMSEY submitted two amendments 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1192) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ioffer the following res- 
olution or motion, and ask its present consid- 
eration : 


Resolved, That House bill No. 173, commonly 
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called the tariff bill, and now a special order, shall 
on Monday next take precedence of the unfinished 
business; and for this purpose, for that day, the 
fifteenth rule be suspended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to that, be- 
cause I want my own resolution adopted, which 
sets that day apart for the consideration of 
business from the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the Senator 
to allow the tariff bill to be fixed for that day, 
so that we may take it up then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. COLE. . Let the 
resolution be read again. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will 
agree to give me that day for the considera- 
tion of bills from the Committee on Com- 
mere, I shall have. no objection to taking up 
his bill afterward. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill agree so far as I 
am concerned to give the Senator some day 
next week; but I think we had better fix the 
time when we shall commence the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
cedence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several Sena- 
tors have desired the resolution to be read 
again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. 
SHERMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better 
go over. I do not like the principle of it. 
am willing to take up the tariff biil as soon as 
we get the appropriation bill through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will make another 


motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Original Senate 
resolutions are still in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that after the 
pending eppronnay en bill is disposed of the 


tarif bill shall be taken up. Let that be the 
understanding, 
Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 


insist upon that now, for a reason which I will 
state if he will give me his attention for a 
moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take it that everybody 
feels the necessity of acting upon the tariff. 
AllI desire is, in order to discharge my duty 
to the Committee on Finance and to the Sen- 
ate, that after this pending appropriation bill, 
which has glready occupied an unnecessary 
amount of time in my judgment, is disposed 
of, the tariff bill may be taken up by unani- 
mous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio makes a suggestion requiring unanimous 
congent, but which must be enforced by Sena- 
tors themselves unless the rale is specifically 
suspended as proposed in the original resolu- 
tion he offered. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido this at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont, who said 
he did not like the precedent of my resolution, 
but was willing to have the bill taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If that is the 
understanding of the Senate, when the appro- 
priation bill is dispoeed of the Chair will rec- 
ognize the Senator from Ohio in preference to 
any other Senator ; but this order entered on 
the Journal would introduce a new system of 
orders not according to the rules. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to let it 
stand in that way, that after this legislative 
appropriation bill is through I shall be recog- 
nized, b 

Mr. WRIGHT. After what has been said 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that I gave notice of my intention to 
call up the Chicago relief bill immediately 
afier we should dispose of the appropriation 
bill now before the Senate. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires the attention of the Senator from Ohio. 
The Senator from Iowa has stated that he 
does not waive his rightto call up the Chicago 
relief bill as soon as this appropriation bill 
shail have been disposed of. 


My resolution has pre- | 


ü 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I will take the sense of 
the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. I feel bound to state that if 
we have no likelihood of getting through with 
the pending appropriation bill soon I shall ask 
the Senate to lay it aside and take up another 


. appropriation bill. 


FORT KEARNEY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now Iask that the bill 
which I have had taken up be proceeded with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I gave way for morning 
business, and my resolution is part of that 
business. I ask that that be acted on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill was 
taken up just as the Senator’s resolution would 
be taken up. At the close of the morning 
business a Senator has a right to move to con- 
sider a bill or a resolution which is laid over. 
They stand exactly on the same footing. 
During the morning business the Senator from 
Nebraska obtained consent to take up his bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that that 
resolution be considered. I ask my friend to 
give way until the resolution is considered. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. My bill will take but 
a moment; it has already reached its third 
reading. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well, try it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the biil (S. No. 
645) to confirm the title to certain lands on 
the Fort Kearney military reservation in Fre- 
mont county, Lowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to take up 
the resolution submitted by me yesterday, as- 
signing Monday next, at one o’clock, for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that if that 
is taken up, I still move to amend it by insert- 
ing the tariff bill instead. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I give notice that I shall 
resist that amendment and ask the Senate to 
vote it down. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is not yet up, and debate on the merits of it is 
not in order in the eleventh rule. The ques- 
tion is on taking up the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to state that there 
are some twenty-five or thirty bills reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and I do 
not suppose there is a single member of this 
body, except perhaps myself, who is not inter- 
ested in some one of them. It has been said 
that no business has been done this session. 
If the Senate will give me one day I think I 
can secure the passage of twenty or thirty of 
these bills. It is true, that I have some twenty 
or thirty speeches that I should be glad to make, 
but I will even forego the making of those 
speeches for the purpose of doing business, 
and I will agree not to speak five minutes on 
any bill if the Senate will give me that day, 
and will devote one day to business. We have 
devoted three months to talk. Let us do a 
little business for one day, and see what it will 
amount to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to oppose the 
taking up of any bills myself; but 1 want to 
gay to the Senate, and especially to the Senator 
from Michigan, that whenever his generosity 
will allow him to agree that the Chicago relief 
bill shall be taken up, I shall have no, opposi 
tion to the consideration of any bill. it has 
been before the Senate since the fourth day 
after the session commenced, and I have a 
great desire that it be taken up as soon as the 
appropriation bill we are now on shall be 
passed. 1 can say to the Senate that unless 
that bill is disposed of within ten days, even 
if it is ever passed it will be of very little | 
benefit to the people of Chicago. If the Senate | 


intends that they shall have any benefit from | 


it, I hope it will give me atleast an opporunity 
to call it up as soon as the pending appropria- 
tion bill is acted on, and let it be disposed of 
one‘way or the other. s 

That is all the objection I have to interpose 
to the taking up of any bill, I do not care what 
it is; but I do desire that that measure shall 
be considered first after the pending appropria- 
tion bill. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate will bear 
me witness that when a single objection would 
carry over the Chicago bill, I never made that 
objection. a 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not say the Senator did. 
I only intended to say that I hoped no time 
would be fixed for other bills until I could 
have an opportunity of securing the disposi- 
tion of the Chicago bill; otherwise it will be 
put over until even its passage will be of no 
use. That is the only objection I have. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | The Chair must 
remind Senators that by the eleventh rule 
debate on the merits of this resolution or 
any other resolution cannot be in order on a 
motion to take it up. It hag not yet been 
taken up. 

Mr. COLE. Iam not going to debate the 
merits; but I should like to know what assar- 
ance the Senator from Michigan has that busi- 
ness will be facilitated by the taking up of the 
bills which he wishes to have acted upon. We 
have been trying to do business here for three 
or four months, and if there are any bills upon 
which the Senate would be likely to act, and 
to act seriously and in earnest, it seems to 
me they would be the appropriation bills. 
We have made no progress upon them as 
yet to speak of, and I am certainiy very much 
against proceeding with any other general 
business until the appropriation bills, or some 
of them at least, shall be disposed of; and 
my reasons are these: we see from the course 
which has been pursued in reference to the 
pending appropriation bill that if the appro- 
priation bills are crowded into the last of the 
session they will be pat into the most objec- 
tionable shape; every sort of legislation will 
be tacked upon them. That being so, I am 
very much opposed to entering upon any other 
general business before they can be disposed 
of. Clearly they should be disposed of before 
the bills reported from the Committee ‘on 
Commerce. I am aware of the great necessity | 
of doing something for the interests of the 
commerce of this country, and for the improve: 
ment of the finances, and for action upon the 
tariff and upon other matters of general inter- 
est; but it is of the first importance in my 
judgment that the appropriation bills should 
be disposed of, lest they should be forced into 
the last hours of the session burdened by every 
sort of obnoxious measure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me the Sen- 
ator puts the cart before the horse. But for 
commerce we should bave no money to appro- 
priate. I think you had better devote a little 
time to the means of supply, and then devote 
the balance to spending the money. Com- 
merce furnishes the means, and yet you put 
commerce aside for appropriations when you 
would not have anything to appropriate but for 
commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President——- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Lhis debate is- 
progressing by unanimous consent; it is man- 
ifestly debate on a resolution not yet up. The 
Chair will net check it any further, =< , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is perfectly manifest 
now that it is impossible to.dispose of the 
appropriation bills during the present period 
of the session. The Senator fron California 
might as well possess his soul in patience. 
He cannot secure the passage of the appro- 
priation bills now, because the pressure of 
public business is not yet so great as to show 
| the urgency of action on the appropriation 
| pills at tbis period of the session. [was satis- 


| fied of that, although L have been voting with 
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him all along to expedite his bills. The most 
important bill on the Calendar is the one I 
refer to; and the Senator from Michigan, who 
has charge of several important bills, ought to 
be content that the tariff bill, in which he and 
hig constituents are as much interested as mine, 
should be taken up, because it is the most im- 
portant. The pendency of that bill hasstopped 


the business of the House of Representatives ; | 


it has stopped the business of the country to 
the ‘amount of hundreds of millions of dollars. 
It"paralyzes trade. It is important that the 
Senate should at once take its position on the 
tariff bill pro or con, settle certain general 
important principles involved in it, and then, 
when that is done, it may be recommitted if 
necessary, or the bill may pass beyond our 
réach, and then I shall help the Senator from 
Michigan. l 

Now, Isubmit to him as a compromise—for 
I do not wish to waste time whichis very vala- 
able—that he permit his resolution, if taken 
up, tó be amended so as to allow the tarif bill 
to be discussed for awhile; and I assure him 
that within a short time, probably by general 
consent, so far as I am concerned, I will make 
no objection to giving him his day, and letting 
him dispose of his pressing commercial bills. 
Bat there is no bill now reported by his com- 
mittee that is of the pressing immediate im- 
portance of the passage of the tariff bill. That 
must be manifest to every Senator, and Ihope, 
therefore, that that course will be adopted ; that 
he will allow the resolution I offered, to permit 
the tariff bill to be taken up on Monday, to pass 
without controversy, and in due timeno doubt 
he will have his day for commercial business. 
The tariff bill ought to be taken up and con- 
sidered, and I deem it my daty to insist upon 
it at every stage until something is done with 
it. I will not now go into the necessity of 
acting upon it speedily, because most of the 
reagons are obvious and manifest to every 
Senator. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the Sen- 
ator name Tuesday for the tariff bill. He evi- 
dently’ proposes to take it up for discussion, 
We have listened to all the discussion we care 
to listen to fora day. Wecan wait discussion 
at least one day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that can be done by 


unanimous consent, I have no further objec- 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is to be taken up to 
the exclusion ‘of unfinished business, I object 
to that. ` 

Mr. FENTON. I hope the Senate will not 
overlook the importance to the public interests 
of Senate bill No. 2, which is now a special 
order. I deem it so important that I shall 
press it upon the attention of the Senate for 
consideration, giving way after this appropria- 
tion bill is disposed of to no other bill that is 
now reported except the bill represented by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the tariff bill. I objectto allarrangements or 
understandings which may interfere with the 
special orders that are now existing. I hope 
the resolution of the Senator from Michigan 
will not pass. 

Mr. NYE. What is that bill? 

Mr. FENTON. It is the customs service 
bill to which I refer. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Irise merely to state to 
the Senator from Ohio that I make this objec- 
tion, not to prevent the consideration of the 
tariff bill, but we might happen to have an 
appropriation bill almest finished on Monday. 
That is sometimes the case, when, if Senators 
would be willing to stay and not go to dinner, 
we might finish it the night before Tuesday; 
but if they insisted on going home, then it 
would come up on Tuesday, and we might 
spend half an hour and finish it. ` 


The same may be said as to the Chicago | 


‘bill, which ought to be taken up and determ- 
ined, as a matter of justice, one way or the 
other.” Tam not speaking of its merits; bat 
itis fair to that people and to the gentlemen 


i 


i 


who have charge of that bill that a temporary 
measure of that kind should be considered 
and determined some way immediately. If 


|| that should be almost finished, it would not 


be right to displace it by the tariff bill, which 
might wait an hour or so; but I can tell my 
friend from Ohio that Iam quite as anxious 
as he to go on with his bill. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. In such a case as that, 
the Senator knows that Į am always reason- 
able enough to yield to proper request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that; but there 
are a good many others besides my friend, 
myself for instance, who are not always rea- 
sonable. Therefore, you perceive it would 
not work at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should be glad to see 
some action taken on the tariff; I am glad to 
see the zeal of the Senator from Ohio on that 
subject; but he must know that to take up 
such a tariff bill as he has reported here, re- 
vising the tariff to a great extent, reducing the 
duties on numerous articles, making others 
free—a proposition originating in the Senate in 
the view of the House of Representatives—will 
be of no avail. If we should pass the bill the 
House will lay it instantly on the table with- 
out consideration, upon the ground that the 
Senate has no right to originate a revenue 
bill. Now we can act upon the single items 
they have sent to us, to repeal the duty upon 
coal and salt and tea and coffee; but the Sen- 
ator does not report these: bills back to be 
acted upon, but reports a general revenue bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Illi- 
nois will allow me, I do not believe there is a 
single member of the House who ever claimed 
that we had not the right to amend their tariff 
bills by proposing other modifications. Inever 
heard such a claim. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly we have 
aright to amend a bill from the House; but 
the distinction is this, and the Senator from 
Ohio cannot have forgotten it; we raised a 
committee of conference with the House on 
that very subject at the last Congress, and the 
Senate took the ground that a bill to repeal 
the duty on an article was not a revenue bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not raised in 
this bill at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us see if it is not 
raised. We took that ground, and nobody 
stronger than the Senator from Ohio, that 
we had the right to repeal a law levying 
a tax or establishing a duty. That was his 
position, and the Senate stood by him in it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Illi- 
nois permit me to puta question? Did not 
the House of Representatives take the ground, 
however, that a bill to repeal a tax was a 
revenue bill; and, if so, how is the House to 
object to onr amendment to such a revenue 
bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senate can stultify itself, the 
House can. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
and the Senator from Ohio now propose to 
stultify themselves, and take the ground that 
a bill to repeal a tax is a bill to raise revenue. 


| I do not know that they have any right to sup- 


pose that the House will be any more consist- 
ent than we are. Ihave no doubt the House 
would lay such a bill as is reported here imme- 
diately ou the table, and that it will be a waste 
of time for us to consider it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. No Senator ever denied 


the right of the House of Representatives to. 


originate a bill to repeal a tax. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume not, for the 
House has the right to originate such bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN, They have sent us a bill 
to repeal a specific tax, and we say that instead 
of repealing that tax we will repeal some other 
taxes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And regulate the tariff 
generally. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question 
about it ; no member of the House has sug- 


| gested any. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator cannot get 
away from thé point; it is mere evasion of the 
Constitution. Does not everybody know that 
the Constitution has said that bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives? Now, because a bill comes to 
us from the House to repeal the duty on coal, 


| a single article, can you avoid the Constitution 


by getting up a general bill to regulate the 
raising of all the revenues of the country? 
The House will never agree to it in the world. 

Mr.SHERMAN. If the House proposes to 
repeal the duties on tea, coffee, salt, &c., can 
we not say that instead of repealing those 
duties we will repeal some other duties, as an 
amendment to their bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nota general bill such 
as the Senator proposes. The House sent us 
separate bills. The House has not put tea, 
coffee, salt, coal, and all these things together, 
They are in separate bills sent to us sépa- 
rately; and the Senator proposes on one of 
them to hang a general revenue measure, by 
way of amendment. It would be a waste of 
time to take up the tariff bill in any such way. 
If the Senator will call up the separate bills 
of the House and let us agree to them, to 
repeal specific duties, I have no doubt we may 
act upon them and amend them. We may 
change their terms; we may propose to repeal 
half the duties on these articles; we may pro- 
pose to lower the rates; but we cannot tack to 
a bill of that kind a general revenue meature 
by way of amendment consistently with the. 
spirit of the Constitution, and I think he will 
find that the House will maintain that position. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Iili- 


nois—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the appropriation bill 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say a word. The 
Senator from Illinois places a limitation on 
the power of the Senate that no man has ever 
put before. Here the House of Representa- 
tives has passed three different bills repealing 
$22,000,000 of taxes. The Senator says now 
we cannot amend those bills by repealing any 
other taxes ; we can agree to repeal halt what 
they propose to repeal, but we cannot put any- 
thing else on the bills they send to us. No 
such proposition has ever been made by any 
member of the House. As I stated before, we 
are acting in harmony with the House com- 
mittee on this subject. We have avoided all 
the difficult. questions that have been raised 
heretofore between the two Houses. Now the 
House of Representatives is waiting to see 
what action shall be had by the Senate upon 
their bills before they can make any progress 
in proposing any measure in regard to either 
internal or external revenue. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order 
is subject to be demanded. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand that the 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropria: 
tion bill is before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Hru] is entitled to the 
floor upon it as soon as the Chair can recog: 
nize him. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, the Senator from 
Georgia being recognized, I ask him to yield 
to me fora minute; I shall not want more. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire what 
the question is? 


LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the question. The bill (H. R. No. 1060) 
making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment forthe year ending June 80, 1873, and 
for other purposes, is before the Senate, the 
pending question being upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois, 
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[Mr. TRUMBULL, ] relative to the salary of dis- 
trict judges. The Senator from New York 
[ Aly. Conxiixe] ison the floor upon the ap- 
propriation bill by consent of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia will see that I wish to make a remark 
strictly to that amendment, if he will allow 
mie to proceed. I wish that the chairmen of the 
three committees—on Finance, on Appropria- 
tions, and on Commerce—who have important 
bills in charge, could by arrangement agree 
upon the order in which they would present 
those bills, and I would be glad as one Sena- 
tor to follow the lead which should come from 
such a conference. I wish, however, to make 
a remark in answer to the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, who once before presented the 
same idea to the Senate that he has presented 
this morning. He says, if I understand him, 
that the House of Representatives originating 
a revenue bill and sending here, we canamend 
it, but we cannot amend it so much as is pro- 
posed, that we cannot hang upon that billa 
general revenue bill, to use the very expres- 
sion of the Senator. 

It will be remembered that not long ago a 
bill passed the Senate dismissing the income 
tax. The House of Representatives, assert- 
ing its privilege, laid that bill upon the table. 
It led to a conference between the two Houses, 
and I had the honor of serving as a member 
of the conference committee on the part of the 
Senate. The honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Scorr,] as chairman of that 
committee, submitted an elaborate and a very 
able report, stating very clearly the whole doc- 
trine applicable to this subject. I think a 
perusal of that reportwould render it unneces- 
sary to consider this question for one moment, 
I beg, however, to say that in the course of a 
very long conference, which occupied nearly 
the whole of one night, every conceivable view 
held by the House of Representatives upon 
the question was presented; and the Senator 
from Ohio speaks with no exaggeration when 
he says that no man presented or suggested such 
a doctrine as is presented to us by the honorable 
Senator from Illinois. On the contrary, the 
whole argument in all its phases presupposed 
the undoubted right of the Senate to amend 
a revenue bill ad libitum. The privilege for 
which the House struggled was the origination 
of money bills, as they were originally called 
in the British constitution, of revenue bills as 
they are called here; but the managers of the 
House conceded, and made as part of their 
argument to supportit, the.admission that the 
Senate could go at large in the matter of 
amending any bill originated by the House and 
sent to the Senate for its action. And, as my 
honorable friend by my side [Mr. Hamury] 
reminds me, that wasnot denied by the House; 
and speaking of the precedents, which we 
searched with a good deal of care, I venture 
to say it has never been denied by the House 
and never been denied in the House in any 
recorded instance. i 

Why, Mr. President, how can it be that with 
a right to amend bills we have not a right to 
amend them more or less? The House sends 
us a tariff bill putting tea and coffee on the free 
list. Can we add to it salt and coal? No 
doubt of it. . Can we addthree other commod- 
ities? No question about it. But having 
added three, if we add three score the ques- 
tion of order would obtain. It is not then 
the question whether we amendthe bill, but 
how much we amend it. 

ĮI venture to call the attention of the Senate 
to this, not for the mere purpose of discussing 
an abstraction, but my constituents are deeply 
and impatiently interested in the tariff bill. 
The House of Representatives has put ted and 

coffee on the free list, and unsettled a market 
which involves millions daily, and many men 
are sorely pressed and distressed by the pend- 


ency in choate form of any bill upon that 
question. They want to know whether goods | 


now in the bonded warehouses are to be in- 
cluded if the bill is to pass-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If. my friend will allow 
me, I will state a single fact that came to me 
from the New York Chamber of Commerce. 
The sales of tea for the last ten days of Feb- 
ruary, 1871, amounted to twelve hundred and 
eighty-two thousand pounds. In the last ten 
days of February, 1872, since the passage of 
the House bill, the withdrawal of tea for com- 
sumption in New York was reduced to five 
hundred and seventy thousand pounds, an im- 
mense falling off. ‘The effect upon the coffee 
trade hasbeen precisely the same; so that men 
who had, say, ten thousand bags of coffee on 
hand, ifthe House bill passed would lose $50,000 
at once without any fault of their own, and 
the question is whether they are to lose it all 
or part of it, or whether they are to have time 
to sell their stocks. They arein anxious doubt. 
In the mean time the sale of tea and coffee, 
except for absolute daily use, is strangled, 
suspended. 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, Mr. President, 
and the mail every morning comes to me 
freighted with tokens of distress, and tele- 
grams come to me daily from these men speak- 
ing of facts such as the honorable Senator 
mentions. Now, if when this tariff bill origin- 
ated by the House, to which our Committee 
on Finance proposes amendments, comes 
before us, it is to be mere Dead sea fruit, if it 
is to turn to ashes in consideration, as the 
honorable Senator from Illinois suggests, then 
I agree with him most heartily that no time 
should be wasted upon it, and thatit concerns 
the public, especially dealers in these com- 
modities, to know that fact. On the contrary, 
I believe it to be a tangible and urgent duty 
for the Senate to lose not a moment in the 
consideration and consummation of the bill. 
The appropriation bills ought to be passed, 
and I cannot agree with the Senator from Ohio 
that anything has yet demonstrated that at 
this stage of the session the Senator from 
California cannot obtain successful considera- 
tion of those bills. If the House would con- 
cur with us in the resolution fixing a definite 
day of adjournment, I know the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations would have 
no difficulty in obtaining consideration, and 
early consideration, for his bills. We labor 
under that difficulty. Still, I believe he can 
perfect his appropriation bills, and he can do 
it at this stage of the session. 

The bills of which the Senator from Michi- 
gan said something are, many of them, im- 
portant, I know, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. But, Mr. President, I 
relieve the Senate by saying that as far as the 
tariff bill can be advanced without seriously 
interrupting the business of the Committee on 
Appropriations I shall stand at all times by 
the Seriator from Ohio, and I hope. that he 
will insist upon his motion; and I have no 
doubt whatever, as onc member of the body, 
that we have an entire right to consider the 
bill of the House and to amend it, no matter 
how much, and no matter how little. That 
addresses itself not to a question of order, but 
solely to the legislative discretion of this body. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New York 
has gone a great ways toward demonstrating 
that the appropriation bills cannot be disposed 
ofin any reasonabletime. That Senator insists 
upon his right on an appropriation bill to dis- 
cuss any sort of topic, and I believe he is the 
only Senator who insists on that right. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why does my honorable 
friend say that? Did I ever on an appropria- 
tion bill discuss any other topic? 

Mr. COLE. The Senator just now obtained 
the floor for the purpose of discussing matters 
which do not pertain at all to the appropria- 
tion bill, on this amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I was discussing the order of business 
strictly. 


Mr. COLE. Discussing it on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia, and he got 
him to yield the time to do it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE, I do not wish to detain. the 
Senate, but I ask leave of the Senator from 
Georgia to present an amendment: which is 
requested by the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
and to which there will be no objection, re- 
lating to the accounts of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from California asks unanimous consent, pend- 
ing the amendment before the Senate, to pre- 
sent an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask; my 
friend if he will not give way informally with 
this bill to allow a vote to be taken on the 
resolution giving Monday next to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce? 

Mr. COLE. Let us go on with this bill. 
The Senator from Georgia has the floor, and 
yields to me for this purpose. 

Mr. HILL. For that purpose alone. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I object to unanimous 
consent to amending the bill. We canamend 
it when the proper time comes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects, and the amendment can- 
not be received. The pending question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. HILL] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, ] upon which 
the Senator from Georgia is entitled to the 


floor. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator from 
Georgia if he will allow mea moment to reply 
to the Senator from New York? i 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
York, as is often the case, argues one question 
while I intended to present to the Senate a 
different one. I do not deny that the Senate 
can amend a revenue bill. That is not the 
point. But the Senate decided that a bill to 
repeal a tax was not a revenue bill. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator allow me to 
make an inquiry? ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will occupy but a 
minute. The House of Representatives has 
passed a bill to repeal certain taxes. It was 
the opinion of the Senate, including the Sen- 
ator from New York, deliberately expressed, 
that that was not a revenue bill. If I under- 
stand the position of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and the Senator from New York, 
both, it is that a bill to repeal a tax is not a 
revenue bill. That being so, what right have 
you to put a revenue bill on it? That is the 


point, 

Mr. CONKLING. Ifthatis the point, let me 
make this suggestion: if it is not a revenue 
bill, what possible objection can there be in 
anybody’s estimation to amending it? We 
originate even appropriation bills here ; a rev- 
enue bill is the only exception. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will tell the Senator. 
It not being a revenue bill, you cannot put a 
revenue bill on it. Does the Senator from 
New York conterid that the Senate, on a bill 
to establish a judicial district in the State of 
New York, can attach to it a revenue bill—a 
bill to raise the revenue ? 

Mr. CONKLING. No. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He admits that you 
cannot. If that be so, then you cannot by 
amendment attach a revenue bill to any pill 
that is not a revenue bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will par- 
don me, I will state the Suggestion I. made. 
Suppose the House originates a bill which dis- 
misses certain taxes, and the Senate adds an 
additional list so that it dismisses other taxes. 
Tf it is a revenue bill, I insist we have a right 
to amend it; and if in truth it is nota revenue 
bill, our amendmentis germane, andis no more 
in the nature of a revenue measure than the 
original bill, because it is continuing the same 
line of legislation. ‘Chat is the point I make. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us see about that. 
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That comes exactly to the point that it de- 
pends on the extent of your améadmentshow 
much you amend it. A little while ago the 
Senator from New York thought it was very 
absurd that it should depend on the extent. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say it was 
absurd. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He did not say it.was 
absurd, but his argument implied that. Now 
he admits that it depends on the extent to 
which you do amend it. Assuming that the 
Senate is right in its opinion that a bill to 
repeal a tax is not a revenue bill, then you 
might put on it a provision to repeal another 
tax, and I agree that would not be a revenue 
bill; but you could not put on to ita general 
revenue bill, which is what the Senator from 
Ohio proposes to do here. He has proposed 
as an amendment to the House bill a general 
provision to regulate the tariff of the country. 

Mr. CONKLING. By reduction. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam not sure whether 
they are all reductions or not, but it is a gen- 
eral billon the subject. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois yield to the Senator from 
California? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be through in 
a moment, in less time than it would take me 
to yield and resume the floor again. I only 
wanted to make the point so that it should be 
understood by the Senate, that, in my opinion, 
we cannot on a bill to repeal a tax revise the 
tariff generally. 

Mr. COLE. I shall object to the Senator 

_from Georgia yielding the floor to anybody, 
or peddling it about any further. If he wants 
the floor, let him take it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The Chair will state 
that this debate has thus far proceeded by 
unanimous consent. The appropriation bill 
is before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Georgia is entitled to’ the floor, and he must 
either occupy it or yield it absolutely. 

~ Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think I have 
been indulgent enough. I suggested yester- 
day, in the hope that { might succeed in rais- 
ing the salaries of the district judges to some 
extent, a new proposition which did not meet 
the favor of every Senator, and I am there- 
fore competled to stand by the amendment I 
originally offered, which is the one before the 
Senate. 

I have but very ‘little to add to what has 
been so often said here, Iam certainly satis- 
fied in my own mind that while it is true that 
the labors of the district judges vary mate- 
rially from their location, still no man is fit to 
be chosen a district judge of the United States 
unless he have capacity and character enongh 
to earn by his profession as much as $5,000 a 
year. I cannot think that the allowance ig 
extravagant. 

Usually, experienced lawyers, men of dis- 
tinction, are selected for these positions. They 
ought always to be persons distinguished in 
their profession in order to entitle them to 
places like these, and I take it for granted 
that in the main they are so filled. It is very 
hard to discriminate with anything like nicety 
as to what should be allowed in one particular 
district and in another district. Sometimes 
the duties vary; they are greater one year 
than they are the next year. I think, there- 
fore, there would be quite as much propriety in 
distinguishing between the circuit judges of the 
United States as between the district judges. 
The uniformity of salary, wherever it does not 
work gross injustice, I think should be pre- 
served; and upon principle it occurs to me 
that the salaries of judges of the Court of 
Claims and of the district courts of the United 
States ought to be about the same. I do not 
see why it should be presumed that the judges 
of the Court of Claims are necessarily better 
lawyers than the judges of the district courts. 
Tam not prepared to say from my knowledge 


of those who have been on the bench of the 
Court of Claims since it has been established, 
and of the average district judges, that that is 
true. Ithink generally the voice of intelligent 
politicians in the States has had more to do 
with the selection of district judges than it has 
had to do with the selection of the judges of 
the Court of Claims, and my impression is 
that in the main they are rather a higher class 
of lawyers, without designing any reflection 
on the Court of Claims by that remark. 

I hope that it may be the pleasure of the 
Senate to make this increase of salary and to 
make it uniform; I cannot think there will be 
much injustice in that; and the amount of 
money it takes to make the salary $5,000 for 
each one is not very great. It cannot exceed, 
I judge, $80,000 in the aggregate, though I 
have not made the calculation. 

I do not know that I will detain the Senate 
any longer. I should regret to see the amend- 
ment defeated, though 1 have no pet on the 
bench of the Court of Claims or on the dis- 
trict bench of the United States, and nobody 
in prospect that I wish to benefit. I propose 
simply what I think is an act of justice. 

_ Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to move that the debate on this 
bill be closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have already been ordered on this 
amendment. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Carpenter, Clayton, Cooper, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Lewis, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, and Wright—22. i 

YS—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Caldwell, Cas- 
serly, Cole, Conkling, Fenton, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman, Stockton, 
Vickers, and Windom—18. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham. Cameron, Chandler, Cragin, Da- 
vis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Howe, Johnston, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool. Pratt. Robertson, Schurz, Scott. 
Rpencer, Sprague, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and 

esteo. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL,] as amended. 

Mr. MORTON. Let us have it read. 

The Cmer Currx. The amendment, as 
amended, reads: 


And tho annual salaries of the judges of the Court 
of Claims shall be $5,000 from and afterthe Ist day 
of July, 1872; and theannual salaries of the judges 
of the district courts of the United States from and 
after the lst day of July, 1872, shall be $5,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Does that apply to the 
Territories ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the district courts 
in the States and the Court of Claims. If 
you are going to increase salaries, it is an act 
of absolute justice, and there is no denying it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does it extend to the 
judges in the Territories? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; it does not. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I under- 
stand thatthe effect of this amendment is to 
give one and the same compensation to each 
of the district judges of the United States 
without any sort of reference to the rates 
formerly adopted and adhered to so long by 
Congress. Now, sir, there is no equality or 
propriety in such a proposition, as it seems to 
me. I believe the effect of it will be to add 
from eighty to ninety thousand dollars per 
annum to the expenses of the judicial depart- 
ment of this Government; I speak, of course, 
from the impression of the moment. 

Mr. COLE. Fally that amount. 

- Mr. CASSERLY. Fully that; and the 
reduction of which my colleague spoke with 
just pride in offering this bill, a reduction 
of $2,250,000, as he stated, is disappearing 
very fast under the votes that have been taken 
on the bill thus far. 


a 


We have a district judge in the State of 
California, at the city of San Francisco, Judge 
Hoffman, a man of ability, of character, of 
diligence, who does a great amount of work 
in a year. His salary is $5,000. There are 
other district judges that I have in my mind 
who do not do in five years as much business 
either in quantity or quality as that district 
judge does in one, and yet they are to receive 
the same compensation with him. It seems 
to me the most indefensible proposition in 
regard to salaries that I have ever heard of in 
my short experience in the Senate. 

No one who knows me needs to be assured 
that I am at all times in favor of not only an 
adequate but a liberal compensation for judi- 
cial services. Iam in favorof good salaries; a 
high salary even is far preferable, in my judg- 
ment, to a salary which is too low to secure 
adequate talents and character for so import- 
ant a position as the position of a district 
judge. I was in favorof the amendment rais- 
ing the salaries of the judges of the Court of 
Claims for reasons that commended themselves 
to my judgment ; but since it has been loaded 
with this indiscriminate, extravagant—I had 
almost said blind—amendment raising the 
salaries of all the judges of the district courts 
uniformly, without reference to the amount of 
business done in their courts or the character 
of it, to $5,000, I shall be obliged, much to my 
regret, to vote against the whole amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. CassEruy] has stated 
very substantially the objections which I have 
to this amendment. I am not willing to vote 
a compensation which shall make the pay of 
all the judges of the district courts precisely 
the same, when it is certainly within the 
knowledge of every Senator that the duties 
of the one judge may be more than twice as 
onerous as those of another. I may illustrate 
it in my own State. We have a judge there 
who is most eminently fitted for the position 
he occupies, and I believe I am right in say- 
ing that he keeps an open court the year round. 
There may be days, perhaps, when he is not 
in the court-room, but he has an open court, 
and he is there almost every day, hardly being 
able to take that recreation which health de- 
mands and requires. It is not justice to that 
man, to make him perform that service aud 
give him no more than you give the man who 
performs only one day’s service in a week in 
some of the other States or less. I am voting 
unjustly toward a man whose services I know 
and whose services I appreciate in voting to 
compel him to do all that service for no more 
compensation than is paid to another who does 
only one tenth part of that service. Let the 
compensation be sealed. There are many 
cases, and the State of Maine is one of them, 
where it should be $5,000; there are others 
where undoubtedly it should be less. I am 
not certain but that at certain points it should 
be more, where the expenses of living may be 
greater; but I do think it a most unjust prop- 
osition to make a horizontal scale by which to 
pay these judges. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] speaking of 
the district judge in his State, has expressed 
new and remarkable views in regard to justice 
to thatjudge. He says it is unjust to him to 
pay the district judge in Nevada the same 
salary that we pay tohim. Now, sir, it strikes 
me that whether we do justice or injustice to 
the district judge in Maine depends entirely 
upon whether we pay him an adequate or in- 
adequate compensation for his services. We 
certainly do him injustice if we do not ade- 
quately compensate him. I do not under- 
stand the Senator from Maine to insist that 
jastice to the district judge in Maine requires 
us to pay him more than $5,000 per annum. 

The Senator is satisfied with that sum for 
his jadge; but he claims that paying the same 
salary to a judge in Nebraska or Nevada is an 
act of injustice to the district judge in Maine. 
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If $5,000 is an adequate compensation for the 
judge in Maine, then Congress does him full 
jastice by appropriating that sum to him; and 
if Congress should appropriate $20,000 to the 
district judge in Nevada, the district judge in 
Maine might, as a citizen, object to it, on the 
ground that it was squandering the public 
money, but he could not complain that it was 
an act of injustice to him as a judge, it being 
conceded that the salary voted to him is suf- 
_ ficient. 

a HAMLIN. He does five times as much 
work. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose he does. If 
we pay him all that his services are worth, 
it ig not injustice to him that we pay another 
judge too much. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of what is 
called the “horizontal salary’ of district 
judges. The true principle is this: where 
ever we establish a district court we ought to 
have a competent district judge, and we ought 
to provide such salary as will secure such a 
judge upon the ground of making compensa- 
tion for his time, ability, and services. This 
compensation should be suitable to the office 
without regard to its present incumbent. 

Some Senators have alluded to and lauded 
the judge of the district in which they reside; 
from which it might be supposed that they were 
actuated in voting this increase of salary by 
motives of friendship to or admiration for the 
present incumbent. I am not at all influenced 
in that way. The judge of the district in which 
I reside is not a friend of mine, and I am not 
a friend of his. He thinks I am unfit to be a 
Senator, and I think he is unfit to be a judge. 
In court I pay him the deference due to the 
office of judge, and he shows me the respect 
due to a member of the bar; but out of court 
neither recognizes the other. But, sir, [know 
the amount of labor performed by him, the 
number of cases he decides, the time spent by 
him in holding court, and 1 know that $5,000 
per annum is even less than a just compensa- 
tion for his services, and I should hold myself 
entirely unfit for a seat in this body if I were 
capable of doing injustice to him because he 
ig not my friend, or because he is my unre- 
lenting and bitter enemy. By refusing to vote 
a suitable salary to him I should be guilty of 
doing toward him what I think he has often 
done toward me—injustice. We ought to vote 
a salary for the office, without regard to the 
merits of the accidental present incumbent. 

Five thousand doilars a year is not more 
than proper compensation for the services of 
any man fit to be a district judge. And with- 
out providing an adequate salary you cannot 
at all times secure the services of a competent 
man; except from the wealthy men of the 
country, who might be willing to accept the 
office without any salary whatever. This would 
be closing the door of preferment to the poor, 
and surrendering the bench to the rich; which 
I am opposed to, not only because being a poor 
man I sympathize with that class, but because 
such a policy wouid be anti-republican, and a 
practical surrender of the bench to the rich. 

It does not seem to me that there is any- 
thing in the objection that some judges have 
not as much work to do as others. ‘hat may 
be the fact ; batit isnot the faultof any judge. 
Tf every judge decides all matters presented to 
him promptly and correctly, that ig enough. 
That is all we demand of him as a judge. 
Whether the judge in Maine is engaged in 
court twelve months in the year, or the judge 
in Nebraska or Nevada is occupied but one 
month each year, is immaterial, because in 
either case the judge is required to abstain 
from all other business pursuits. 

Is would be improper for any judge to be a 
speculator in the public lands, to be engaged 
in commerce, or to embark in any of the busi- 
ness enterprises which yield pecuniary ad- 
vantage. Wherever we have a district court, 
whether in Maine or Nevada, we want a judge 
possessing all the qualities, the learning, the 


experience, the integrity, the moral worth 
which a judge should possess. All these qual- 
ifications should be possessed as fully by the 
judge who is called upon to decide ten causes 
as by the judge who may be compelled to 
decide a thousand causes in a year. 

Every American is justly proud of the 
character and reputation of the judicial de- 
partment of the Government, and we ought 
to furnish to every court a judge possessing all 
the qualifications and attainments required for 
an intelligent and upright administration of 
justice under our complicated system, which 
embraces the law of nations, a construction 
of the Constitution of the United States, to- 
gether with admiralty, common law, equitable 
and criminal jurisprudence. A judge who 
decides ten causes each year on the Rocky 
mountains ought to be able to bring to their 
determination all the qualifications which fit 
a judge to discharge his duties in any of our 
sea-board districts. It might be inferred from 
the objections which have been made in this 
debate that it is wholly immaterial whether a 
judge who decides a few causes only decides 
them correctly or incorrectly, and whether in 
those States where there is but little business 
we have a good judge ora bad one. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. I rose to ask the Senator to 
yield in order that I might move to lay this 
bill aside to proceed with another bill. I per- 
ceive now that every Senator whois acquainted 
with one of the district judges must set him- 
self rectus in curia by giving a full exposition 
of his obligation to that court in which he ex- 
pects to practice hereafter, [laughter,] and 
expects of course the usual favors of the court. 
It seems we shall not get through with this 
debate now for a week to come. I think this 
bill had better be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Wisconsin yield for that purpose? 

Mr, CARPENTER. I will not yield for 
that purpose, because I am not in favor of that 
thing; but I will conclude what I have to say 
ina very few minutes. I do not think the 
remark of the Senator from California will 
be considered as applying to me after what 
I have said. 

Mr. COLE. No. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not think he will 
consider me as trying to save any causes in 
the eastern district of Wisconsin. Iam not; 
but I am trying, so far as my voice and vote 
go, to do justice to the district judge in my 
own district, without considering whether he 
is my friend or enemy; trying to fix a salary 
befitting the office, without regard to the merit 
or demerit of the present incumbent. 

It has been well said in this debate that true 
economy requires the payment of adequate 
compensation for all public services. The 
officers of this Government, from the highest 
to the lowest, are inadequately paid. Twenty- 
five thousand dollars for the Chief Magistrate 
of forty million people. Is not that magni- 
cent! 

Mr. COLE. I do hope my friend will not 
enter into that discussion. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator from 
California is anxious to have me conclude 
soon, hè had better let me alone, [laughter, | 
because I shall get through sooner without his 
interruptions. He is always ready to vote 
after he has concluded one of his speeches ; 
and when the Senate is ready to vote, he is 
sure to speak, and he has declared that it is 
perfectly proper upon this bill to discuss any 
question pending either in or out of Congress. 

Mr. COLE. I stated that it had been so 
claimed by other Senators ; I do not admit it 
myself. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understood the Sen- 
ator to say that it was manifest that such line 
of discussion was to be had upon this bill, 


Mr. COLE. I say so now, but I do not say 
it is proper. ; 
Mr. CARPENTER. My remarks are. in 


order, and what our rules permit must be 
regarded as proper. 

in 1789 Congress fixed the salary of Presi- 
dent Washington at $25,000, which I presume 
was equal at that time to the income of the 
wealthiest man in the country. Speaking rel- 
atively, $100,000 would not be as handsome 
a salary as $25,000 was at that time. Con- 
sidering the style in which we all expect and 
desire a President to live, the present salary is 
mean and scandalous. So, through all, de- 
partments of public service, the salaries paid 
are no compensation for the services required. 
Take a single instance. In our Gourt of 
Claims causes are being constantly heard in- 
volving from fifty thousand to a million dollars. 
The Assistant Attorney General, in charge: of 
that department of the public service, receives 
but $5,000 annual compensation. He is fre- 
quently opposed by counsel who in a single 
ease receive fees ranging from ten to twenty- 
five thousand dollars. The Government ought 
to have in that court the best lawyer in the 
United States. 

I suppose the professional income of Mr. 
O’Connor and of Mr. Evarts, of New York, 
and that of Judge Curtis, of Boston, reach to 
$50,000 a year each. And yet the causes 
argued by all three of those counsel in a sin- 
gle year do not involve so large an amount 
as the causes managed in the Court of Claims 
by an officer to whom you pay but $5,000. 
Considered as mere matter of business saga- ~ 
city and prudence, you ought to fix upon 
that office a salary which would induce either 
one of those lawyers to come to Washington 
and accept and perform its duties, 

There is not a shrewd business man in this 
country who would act upou the principles 
which you have adopted. The United States 
refuses to pay such salary as would be con- 
sidered a compensation for the services of the 
first lawyer in any considerable city of the 
Union; and yet to whomsoever will accept 
the office for $5,000 per annum, it annually 
commits the management of causes involving 
a larger amount than is involved in the causes 
tried by any ten of the best lawyers in the 
United States in the same time. If any one 
thinks this business wisdom, J dissent. . 

Suppose any sagacious business man had an 
important cause and needed the services of a 
lawyer, would he advertise and receive pro- 
posals from all the lawyers in the United 
States, to ascertain who would argue his 
cause for the smallest fee? Yet that is pre- 
cisely what you do. In substance you adver- 
tise that you will pay $5,000 to a lawyer who 
will conduct all your causes in the Court of 
Claims for one year; a sum which you know 
will not command the services of even third- 
rate lawyers in the United. States. I know 
nothing of the qualifications of the present 
incumbent of that office. He is a gentleman, 
and, I doubt not, a man of integrity, possess- 
ing the proper zeal for the public good, and I 
doubt not as efficient and able a man as can 
be secured for the salary you pay. 

Lam discussing a system, and not referring 
to individuals; and what I say isthat the sal- 
ary you offer to pay as compensation for service 
in this most responsible place is not. more 
than one fifth of what you know the best law- 
yers in the country can command for their 
services. You thereby, in practical effect, de- 
clare that you will not have your causes con- 
ducted by the best lawyers in the country, but 
that you will commit your causes to the man- 
agement of a lawyer who will accept the trust 
and perform the service for one fifth of the 
compensation annually realized by the best 
lawyers of the coubtry. ; 

The judges in the Court of Claims are able 
and upright men; jealous of the public inter- 
est; but every court musi pass upon causes as 
the bar present them. And it is my belief 
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that- if the Government would pay such còm- 
ensation as would command the services of 
Sedge Curtis, for instance, say twenty-five or 
even fifty thousand dollars per annum, the 
Government by so doing would save millions 
every year. Fhe dearest thing in this world 
is.a cheap lawyer, and every business man 
knows it. And what is true of this depart- 
ment of the public service is true of every 
other. - f 
- It has been said that this is an improper 
way, au unfortunate opportunity for correcting 
this evil; that a general bill upon the subject 
ought to be passed regulating salaries for 


public service upon some systematic and uni- | 


form plan, and that we ought not to tinker 
with the subject by fixing salaries for particu- 
1 Jar officers. With all this I fally concur. I 
have heard the same thing ever since I came 
into the Senate, but I have seen no such bill, 
andIneverexpectto. Ihave therefore determ- 
ined to act upon the principle of the Irishman 
at Donnybrook fair, who, whenever he saw a 
head, hit it. I have determined, whenever the 
opportunity offers itself to fix an appropriate 
salary for any one office, to vote to do so. If 
this is not the best possible way, it is the only 
practical way to reach a desired end. 

‘Mr. CORBETT. The salaries of these 
judges are supposed to be graded now rela- 
tively according as they are deserving; and 
I wish to show to the Senate just how much 
difference there is in the graduation of these 
salaries. The difference is $7,500 in all the 
district judges of the United States. The 
judge in California receives $1,500 more than 
the majority of them ; one other judge receives 
$1,000 more than the majority; and there are 
ten judges who receive $500 more than the 


majority ; consequently the entire difference in | 


all the judges of the United States is $7,500. 
Now, the proposition is to put these judges on 
an equality, giving them all the same amount 
of compensation, and, as I understand, these 
judges can now be called upon to perform ser- 
vice in any other district akere their services 
mey be needed. 

Mr. COLE. Do I understand the Senator 
to say that this amendment will only increase 
the salarics of the judges by $7,000? 

Mr. CORBETT. I did not so state. 
tell the Senator what I did say: that the whole 


difference now between the lowest and highest | 


salary of the district judges only amounts to 
$7,500 in all the districts of the United States. 
If you place all these judges on an eyuality, 
you just make a difference of $7,500 less than 
you would if you graded them as you have 
them graded now. Is it worth while to stop 
for $7,500, when itis remembered that each 
of these-judges is required to perform daty in 
any other district where his services may be 
needed? 

_ The judge of the district court of the State 
in which L reside has been called upon to 
preside in the court in California, has been 
compelled to travel six hundred and fifty miles, 
and has presided there to the great satisfaction 
of the people of that State, He performs the 
duties of his office, I believe, as well and as 
faithfully as any judge in the United States. 
His court is in session almost every day in the 
year. Heisa laborious, hard-working, indas- 
trious man.. I have been trying to get an 
adequate salary appropriated for that judge, 
but { have failed: He has a large family 
growing up and requiring to be educated. Can 
he, upon a salary of $8,500, educate his sons 
as they ought to be? Can he send them to 
college, as other gentlemen who are engaged 


in mercantile and other pursuits in life or in | 


professional pursuits, send their sons? Are 
we to deprive a judge of a United States court 
of the same advantages possessed by- gentle- 
men engaged in other purSuits? 

Ii seems to me these judges ought to be an ex- 
ceptional class. They adjudicate cases coming 
before them as between the United States and 
citizens for smuggling under the custom-house 


I will i 


revenue laws. We should see to it that they 
have sufficient salary to be placed above want. 
We know that in every community there are 
wealthy men engaged in illicit distilleries and 
other unlawful pursuits, and those cases come 
before these courts, and if there was upon the 
bench a judge who was capable of receiving a 
bribe, they would not hesitate to pay $50,000 
for a favorable decision. Now, sir, if we 
desire to place these men above suspicion and 
above want, to give them arid their families a 
decent support, their salaries should not be less 
than $5,000. 

Justice has been represented to us as blind- 
folded, holding the scales with even poise in 
her hands. Yet in this country of ours we see 
behind the men appointed to sit oa the bench 
to dispense justice, children wanting almost 
the necessities of life or the necessities of a 
‘proper education, A judge can pursue no 
other avocation in life without being subject 
to severe criticisms, without being liable to 
suspicions affecting his integrity. Therefore 
he is obliged to stand aloof from all other puar- 
suits. I think now is the proper time to fix 
the salary of these judges on a proper basis, 
and I hope weshball stand by this amendment. 

Mr. SHOCKTON. I sympathize entirely 
with the efforts of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to progress with this bill, and I shall 
take but a moment in what I have to say. I 
should not say a word at all, after having said 
something on this question yesterday, if it did 
not appear to me that the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia is placing myself and 
many other gentlemen in the Senate in a false 
position. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Wis- 
consin who is now occupying the chair, [Mr. 


the importance of paying proper and ample 
salaries to our judicial officers. In addition 
to the reasons he has given, this is a sufficient 
reason, otherwise those officers must fall neces- 
sarily into the hands of wealthy men who can 
afford to live without salaries. Ft is for the 
benefit of the poor man that the salary be 
placed at a proper figure. It is an encourage- 
ment to him to be industrious and fit himself 
to be competent to fill the position. j 

Now, with all the anxiety which I have to 
vote to increase these salaries, perfectly will- 
ing as I am to assist in a fair distribution of 
salaries among the district judges in the Uni- 
ted States, yet I must differ with the Senator 
from Wisconsin in believing that the better 
plan is to name one fixed salary for all the dis- 
trict judges without regard to the time, labor, 
and ability necessary for a judge in tbat dis- 
trict. For instance, in the State of Delaware, 
the chief justice and chancellor of the State 
receives an annual compensation of $2,250, 
and you send into that State a district judge 
and propose to give him $5,000. 

But I shall not argue this question. The 
simple fact that I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate and the Senator from Georgia to 
is, that the lawyers in the Senate differ as to 
whether judges should all be paid the same 
compensation or not. The Senator from Wis- 
consin has presented his view in favor of that 
idea; other Senators have a different view. 
The Senator from Illinois has offered the 
original amendment to increase the pay of the 
audeee of the Court of Claims. I wish to vote 
i Tor it. 
increase of salary to the district judges. This, 
I think, is an improper one. The Senator 
from Georgia insists on putting one amend- 
ment upon the other, thercby forcing me and 
many other gentlemen in the Senate who are 


whole amendment as he has now got it. I 
think he onght to withdraw that amendment. 
| Is ought to be taken from the other, and let 
us vote on them separately. 


Mr. HILL. I will merely remark in reply 
{thatthe Senate will do me the justice to say 


laws, and also for violations of the internal | 


CaRPENTER,] in his remarks in reference to | 


I am willing also to vote for a proper | 


not willing to vote for both to vote against the | 


that Iwas not rigid in my exaction for’ this 
amendment. I proposed at first to add $1,000. 
I made that suggestion, but I did not succeed 
init. This was a second thought, and on the 
whole Ilike it better as it is. IL still agrée 
with the Senator occupying the Chair that is 
is impossible for us to estimate the quantity 
of business done. in the respective courts. 
There is no means of doing it. The number 
of causes varies very much, and the magni- 
tude of the causes varies quite as much. No- 
body can estimate it. Nobody can tell when ` 
a cause will arise involving great questions, 
even of international law, in one of our dis- 
trict courts. You cannot tell what sort of 
causes will arise. 

As for these local arguments such as the 
Senator from New Jersey puts in relation to 
Delaware, for example, it is the misfortune 
of Delaware, owing to her small population, 
that she is unable to pay her highest judicial 
officers more money than she does; but there 
are important marine interests belonging to 
Delaware, and I think it better that we should 
not discriminate. Let those gentlemen who 
are holding these high positions there under 
the State aspire to become judges of the dis- 
trict court of the United States. There is no 
harm in that emulation. It only assures you 
of better talent on the bench. I do not see 
anything in that argument. 

While I am up I will say a word in regard 
to the argument of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Casserty.] He feels aggrieved 
because we do not keep up these distinctions. 
I do not know that the grievance is increased 
from the fact that there is no increase of sal- 
ary provided for the judge of California, who 
has $5,000 already. I have taken some little 
pains to see how many judges there are who 
get above $3,500. There is one judge in Cal- 
ifornia who has $5,000, there is a judge in 
Louisiana with $4,500, and there are nine 
whose salaries are $4,000. The rest receive 
but $3,500. 

If it were proper to say anything about my 
own State, I know that the judge there for 
years has had more labor than he could pos- 
sibly perform. We have two districts in Geor- 
gia, and but one judge. He presides in both 
districts. They are not near up with the busi- 
ness of either district to-day, and have not 
been, and Ido not know when they will be. 
He is geiting $3,500 a year. I think $5,000 
a year would be a very poor salary for the 
services performed by him. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. BILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator’s amendment has 
carried, and I hope he will not go back and 
discuss it now after the vote has been taken. 

Mr. HILL. I will not take up the time of 
the Senate, althongh Ido not think the Sen- 
ator ought to complain. If I understood him 
aright a short time ago, be was willing to pass 
from the consideration of his favorite bill and 
take up something else. ‘Therefore, why docs 
he complain that I consume time? 

Mr. COLE. Most assurediy I was, for the 
purpose of obviating the difficulty under which 
we are laboring at present. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will pardon me 
if I say that Iam a little solicitous now about 
the two amendments, the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois as weil ag the amend- 
ment I had the honor to present myself. They 
are now together, and they must stand or fall 


| together, since mine has been adopted, and I 


am obviating, as far as I can, the objections 
to the amendment already adopted, and in- 
sisting that it would be better that both shall 
prevail and be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, the judiciary 
of the country is certainly more poorly paid 


| than any other class of men of ability who oc- 


cupy responsible positions in the country. 
am in favor of increasing their salaries to a 
respectable point at least. The argument 
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weighs nothing when gentlemen assert that 
the supreme judges of their different States 
receive the poor salary of $2,200 a year. Ido 
not know how it isthroughout this greatnation, 
butin the district of country from which I come 
no man could be had for any such price to pre- 
side as a judge. Sir, no man is fit for a judge 
in this country who does not make a sacrifice 
of himself when he accepts a judicial position 
at $5,000 a year. 

And it is certainly no argument here that 
because the judge of a district in New York is 
entitled to $5,000 a year a judge in Nevada 
should be entitled to but half that sum. This 
Government owes it to itself to supply the 
wants of the people with that judicial knowl- 
edge necessary for the administration of justice 
and nothing less than the measure of that knowl- 
edge is suflicient for the wants of the case. It 
is, [ say, a duty which the Government owes 
to every district to which it may send a judge 
to send a man of sufficient capacity to discharge 
the duties of the office that devolve upon him. 
Though it may have but forty thousand people, 
as the State of Nevada has, a population but 
little exceeding one of the counties in the 
State that I represent, nevertheless ifthe Gov- 
ernment sends a judicial officer there it should 
send a man with a full measure of capacity to 
administer justice to the people of that State, 
andthe numbers of the population have nothing 
to do with the question of his capacity. 

Bat, Mr. President, there is another want 
in the national judicial system of this country, 
and that is that chancery courts should be 
established in this nation. More than a thou- 
sand years ago Great Britain established courts 
with separate chancery jurisdiction. It is a 
want in this country to-day; and I would not 
only vote for the increase of the pay of the 
judges now upon the bench, but I would vote 
cheerfully, anxiously, and willingly to estab- 
lish chancery courts in this country. 

The United States district judge in the State 
in which I live—we have but one—is sitting 
there continuously. In addition to the duties 
heretofore imposed upon him, he now has 
under his jurisdiction the administration of 
the law under the enforcement act. When he 
will ever discharge the duty I know not. I 
believe he has some six hundred criminal 
prosecutions now pending in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. It will take, I presume, about two 
days on an average to try each one of those 
cases; some of them will consume a whole 
week. He sits there day after day. The end 
of hig sitting in the trial of the causes now 
before him willbe measured by the time when 
the witnesses and the persons prosecuted shall 
pass to “that undiscovered country from whose 
bourne no traveler returns.” They never will 
get through, and with the duties imposed upon 
the court in the State of Mississippi, I say it 
is now simply as the law stands a court of 
perpetual injunction. ; 

I reassert the fact that a United States 
chancery court is necessary to the wants of 
this nation. Itis not every circuit judge well 
qualified for his place who possesses knowl- 
edge sufficient to enable him to discharge the 
duties of a chancellor. It is a more intricate 
portion of practice. It is one that should 
belong to an oficer devoted to that study and 
to that practice and to the trial of those par- 
ticular cases. It is an anomaly that a nation 
like this, with forty million people, should be 
without a national chancery court. I think 
this is a want of the country, and upon some 
fature occasion, if nobody else does it, I shall 
seek to enforce the idea that I have upon this 
subject more at length. 

T repeat, it is no answer to say because a 
district judge is sent to a State or district with 
but a sparse population he should not be a 
man of capacity. In trath it is tne more 
necessary that he should be a man of capacity 
for the reason that in-the sparsely populated 
districts he is not confronted with a bar equal 


to that which you will find in the more popu- | 


lous States, nor will he find libraries, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Georgia, equal to 
the necessities of the case. Therefore a man 
who 1s sent to one of the frontier States is 
without lawyers, if you please, of sufficient 
capacity to present the points properly before 
him, and he is without a library, and hence it 
is the more necessary that he should be a man 
of some capacity within ‘himself, of legal 
knowledge within himself sufficient for the 
administration of the law in a manner just to 
the people and creditable to the nation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have now adopted 
an amendment equalizing the salaries of the 
district judges. i propose to add to that an 
amendment that will equalize their duties. I 
send to the Chair this amendment, to come in 
at the end of the amendment which has been 
adopted: 


And it shall be the duty of said district judges, 
without additional ecormpensation, to hold district 
and circuit courts in any district of the same circuit 
in the United States when thereto requested by the 
circuit judge of said circuit, and in any other cir- 
cnit on the request of any justice of the Supreme 

ourt. 


The law now authorizes the calling of a dis- 


trict judge out of his district, and formerly | 


there was a provision for paying his expenses 
when he was called to another district than 
his own. That has been repealed, and the 
judges have seemed to understand that there 
was no obligation upon them to hoid courts in 
any other district than that for which they 
were appointed. If the amendment which 
I have offered should prevail, it will be 
made their duty to hold courts in the other 
districts when requested by the circuit judge. 
This will equalize the duties of the district 
judges and will supply the want which the 
Senator from Mississippi complains of. We 
have a number of district judges in the United 
States who have very little to do, while we 
Kaye osian who are occupied the entire year 
round. 


hope and presume that the circuit judges 
would require or request that they go to the 
districts which are crowded with business and 
hold the courts there. It would be nothing 
but right and proper that they should do so. 
When we give them this general salary, put- 
ting them all on the same basis as to salary, 
let us put them all on the same basis as to 
duties. I hone the amendment will be 
adopted. 


Mr. HILL. Allow me to make one sug- | 


gestion to the Senator. It must necessarily 
happen sometimes that the business of the 
district court will not permit the district judge 
to leave it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I presume. the 
circuit judge would not direct him to do it 
There is the answer to that. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose you qualify the amend- 
ment by saying “when the business of the 
district court will permit him to do so.”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Who is going to decide 
that except the circuit judge? He is the proper 
person to decide it. Ít is in his own circuit. 
He will decide whether it is proper to take 
the district judge away or not. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not particular about it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Who is to decide when 
you say ‘‘when the public business requires 
362”? 

Mr. HILL. The district judge will know 
better than the circuit judge what is the busi- 
ness of his court. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It amounts to nothing 
if it is left to the district judge. Itis his duty 
to go when called. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care aboutit. I sup- 
posed it would be the result of consultation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I would vote for the 
proposition of the Senator from Ilinois to 
increase the salaries of the judges of the Court 
of Claims, but inasmuch as an amendment has 
been added to that amendment increasing the 
salaries of all the district judges of the United 


If this provision passes it will be made | 
the duty of the district judges, and I should | 


i 


States, I shall now be compelled to vote against 
the amendment offered originaily by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. I do not concur in the 
views which have been expressed that the sal- 
aries of all these judges should be fixed. at an 
equal rate, because the services rendered by 
these judges are known not to be equal, as has 
been admitted in this debate. 

Neither do I concur in the views that have 
been expressed in reference to those gentle- 
men who are now employed at a less salary 


i| than $5,000. I understood the Senator from 


Wisconsin, now in the chair, to say that the 
service of no fit man could be procured as a 
district judge for less than $5,000, and such 
was the view expressed by the Senator from 
Mississippi. I differ in toto from that, be- 
cause experience contradicts it. In the State 
of Delaware very recently, Judge Hall, of that 
district, who was appointed by President Mon- 
roe and held the office for forty-five years, longer 
than any Federal officer in this Union, never 
received a salary above $3,500, and when he 
went on the bench he received but $2,500, and 
yet I take it upon me to say that no gentle- 
man who ever knew Judge Hall will deny that 
he was fully qualified for the position which 
he occupied and held with such distinction and 
honor. I say, therefore, that that remark is 
unjust to gentlemen who are holding judicial 
positions at less salaries. than that. 

So, again, in reference to judges‘of the State 
courts. The judges of my own State have 
been referredto. The chancellor of my State 
and the chief justice of my State would do 
honor to the bench of the Supreme Court of 
the United States to-day. It is true, their sal- 
aries are not commensurate with their ability, 
their experience, and legal learning, and L 
should be glad to see my State increase those 
salaries; but the remark is unjust to gentle- 
men who are to-day holding judicial positions 
at salaries less than $5,000. 

Now, sir, I shall not vote for this proposi- 
tion, because it is an act of injustice to gentie- 
men who are performing immense service while 
in some of the judicial districts the duties are 
merely nominal. I shall not do it because, on 
the other hand, it is paying in certain districts 
gentlemen for their services more than. they. 
are actually worth. There are judicial: dis- 
tricts in this country where the. services ren- 
dered by the judge are not worth $5,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not that remedied 
by the amendment which I have offered, if it 
obtains, which requires those judges who have 
little to do to go into other districts and hold 
courts there on the request of the circuit judge? 
Will not that equalize the duties ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will answer that 
question. I have an objection to that last 
amendment offered by the Senator from IHi- 
nois. While it may in theory seem to equal- 
ize the duties, it will not do it in practice, nor 
do I believe it ought to do it in practice. For 
instance, suppose you take the district judge 
from my State, where a maritime question very 
rarely comes up, and require him to perform 
duties in the city of New York, where questions 
of that character come up, he is not compée- 
tent, because that is not the class of duties 
with which he has been familiar; and. there 
are various other duties which he might be 
required to perform, but not being subjects 
with which he is familiar, he is not the proper 
man to preside in those courts. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will. my friend allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator either 
misunderstood what I-said, or I said what I 
did not intend to say. I did not intend tosay 
that a man fit to-be a district judge could not 
be found to take the office for less than $5,000, 
because, I know a great many men fit for the 
office who: have held it for less. What. I in- 
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tended to say, and what I think I did say, was 
that $5,000 was no more. than just compensa- 
tion for the year’s time of a man who was fit 
to be a judge. There are a great many men 
of wealth who would take that position for the 
mere honor of it, if it had not a dollar’s sal- 
ary, and you might, therefore, get perfectly 
competent men. to hold the office sometimes 
~ without any payment whatever. That is not 
the idea. The question is what is a sufficient 
compensation for the time and labor of aman 
who is fit for the place, whether he is rich or 
oor, because if you do not put it upon that 
asis, then you shut these offices to poor men; 
and that is just what I am interested to pre- 


vent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I may have misunder- 
stood the Senator from Wisconsin; but I do 
not think I misunderstood the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. ALCORN. The Senator certainly did 
misunderstand me. I did not intend to inti- 
mate that men who accept these positions for 
this inadequate compensation were not quali- 
fied for the place. I knew that in my own 
State one of the brightest ornaments of the 
judiciary of this whole land, Judge Sharkey, 
whose reputation has extended beyond the 


confines of this nation and has gone abroad— | 


Lord Brougham pronounced a eulogy on him 
in one casein reference to his decisions in Mis- 
sissippi—received a salary of $2,500 in his 
position, but be was a gentleman of fortune, 
and was able to hold the place at that price. 
Men love power; they love position ; the honor 
is something; but it is for the nation to decide 
the question as to what they will pay. At the 
same time that Judge Sharkey received but 
$2,500 salary, if he had seen proper to go to 
the practice he could have made $20,000 a 
year. ‘The circuit judge in my district for ten 
years, Judge Shall Yerger, one of the most 
brilliant men there was in the land, received 
a salary of $3,000, while men of less capacity 
were making at the bar in his court as high as 
$25,000 a year. 
If the Senator will allow me a word further, 
Thad the honor to appoint in Mississippi the 
judges and the chancellors of that State. In 
the district in which I live the chancellor is 
now paid a sulary of $4,000. Not a single 
respectable lawyer of that district could be 
induced to accept the place. I sought men 
in the district of capacity, of distinction, of 
learning, who would discharge the duties faith- 
fully and well, but not one single lawyer of 
respectable practice in the district could be 
induced to take the place, and to-day the office 
is begging. Why? Because there is not a 
good lawyer there whose practice is not worth 
three times that sum; and because of the 
further fact that the lawyers in that district are 
so reduced now that they cannot afford for 
the honors of the position, in justice to their 
families, to make that sacrifice which it would 
be necessary for them to make in order to hold 
this place. 

Therefore it is that I spoke as I did; but 
certainly not with the slightest reflection upon 
the judiciary of the State from which the hon- 
orable Senator comes. I have some acquaint- 
ance with the decisions of that State, and I 
-know well that bis judiciary is now and has 
heretofore been able, and their decisions are 
received in the State in which | live as author- 
ity in our courts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am very glad that 
the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator 
from Mississippi have disabused my mind as 
to the position which I supposed they held, 
and I do not therefore regret that two speeches 
have been interjected into mine. I shall not 
trespass longer on the attention of the Senate 
than simply to say that I think we had better 
imitate the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, keep down salaries, and 
then this Government might be like the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, 
able to pay one hundred cents on every dollar 


of her publie debt without onerous taxation. 
This Government is taxing the people of this 
whole country very onerously for the purpose 
of meeting her liabilities, while the State which 
I have the honor to represent, by strict econ- 
omy, not only in reference to salaries, but in 
everything else, with a tax rate of forty cents 
on the hundred dollars for county purposes 
and for the public debt of the State, is enabled 
to meet every obligation, and to-day her bonds 
will bring their par value in any market in this 
country. 

Mr. COLE. Task that debate on this bill 
be now considered closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The Senator from Cal- 
ifornia asks unanimous consent that debate be 
considered closed at this time on this bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HILL, I decline to agree to that. 
There may be some other amendments to be 
offered to the bill which should be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia objects. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Hli- 
nois to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


j tion now recurs on the amendment proposed 


by the Senator from Illinois, as amended. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE, I now submit the amendment 
which I offered a little while ago, which comes 
from the Department from the Comptroller. 
It is to insert on page 1, line eleven— 

And the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to settle and adjust the accounts of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate for compensation and mileage of 
Senators up to and including the 3d day of July, 
1872; and that hereafter the fiscal year for the 
adjustment of such accounts shall oxtend to and 
include the 3d day of July. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move to amend 
the bill by striking out the word ‘‘three’’ and 
inserting ‘‘four” on the forty-seventh page of 
the bill, line eleven hundred and fitty-four, so 
as to make the appropriation for the salary of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture $4,000. The 
object of this is merely to make the appropria- 
tion harmonize with the salary fixed; and, as I 
gave notice of it, itis now in order. Of course, 
there can be no objection to it. 


Mr. COLE. That will involve going through || 


the bill again. The amendment that was 
adopted provides for the additional salary, I 
apprehend. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No, it does not. 
It only fixes the salary. It would not have 
been in order then to increase ihe appropria- 
tion. I gave notice of thisamendment, which 
does provide for it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Every other officer whose 
salary has been raised by the amendment that 
was adopted yesterday stands in the bill in the 
same position as the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Exactly, and 
therefore you ought to amend the bill in every 
particular. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ts itin order to do that? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly it is.. 
I gave notice of this amendment. The Senate 
has fixed the salary of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture at $4,000. Now I move, in ac- 
cordance with notice, and in accordance with 
the provision of the bill, that an appropriation 
of $4,000 be made. 
objection to it. 

Mr. COLE. I have not seen the amend- 
ment. It has not been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
amendment. 

Mr. COLE. It has not been sent to the 
committee, I am sure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I- suggest to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey just to add a line to the 


L offered the 


There cannot be any | 


bill, which will be the shortest way, ‘‘and the 
sum necessary to pay the increased salaries 
established by this act is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated,” and that would cover all 
of them. ‘There are several cases now. The 
Senator from California will. remember that I 
gave formal notice yesterday of an amend- 
ment in regard to the judges of the Court of 
Claims, and it might just aswell be corrected 
in that way for all of them. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Lhaveno objec- 
tion to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the 
Senator from New Jersey withdraw his amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Sen- 
ator from California accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. COLE. Does the Senator from Illinois 
propose that amendment? 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. I will, if it is agreeable 
to the Senator from New Jersey. I move to 
amend theamendment which has been adopted 
by adding at the close— 

And the sum necessary to pay the salaries as 
established by this act be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that this can be accomplished by 
transposing two sections, so that they will 
read in different order, and the Secretary 
een do that, if there is no objection, at the 
desk. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the sections as they will stand 
thus transposed. 

Mr. COLE. It is not worth while to report 
them. Itis a mere transposition of sections, 
as I understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That accomplishes the 
object. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer an amendment, 
to insert, on page 10, afier the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
in line two hundred and nineteen, ‘and the 
compensation of the foreman of printing and 
the foreman of binding at the Government 
Printing Office shall be $2,100 cach.” 

This amendment was offered in Committec 
of the Whote, and was voted down because it 
was then determined by the Senate that there 
should be no increase of salaries on this bill, 
and with that decision I was of course content; 
but now other salaries have been increased, 
and thereis not one that onght to be increased 
more than these. I will very briefly state the 
position of these men. The foreman of the 
bindery and the foreman of printing in the 
Printing Office have each of them from one 
hundred and fifty to two hundred men under 
their employment. Those men work eight 
hours a day, and when they do over-work they 
are paid fifty cents an hour, The foremen 
cannot confine themselves to eight hours a 
day, but they must be in charge as long as any 
workmen are there, and they get no additional 
compensation for it. Their compensation is 
but little more than that of the journeymen 
under.their charge. It is very small indeed, 
it is not enough, and the amendment raises it 
only to a price below that which similar men 
would command in establishments in New 
York, or in Providence, er in Boston, where 
they would have much less service to perform 
and much less responsibility. They are both 
very excellent men, and they are very valuable 
servants of the Government. 

Mr. COLE. There has been no notice given 
of that amendment. 

_Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, notice has been 

iven,. 

Mr. COLE. I do not remember it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Notice was given of it 
in a little different form, but the same thing 
substantially. It comes from the Committee 
on Printing. The notice that the committee 
gaye was of an amendment adding twenty per 
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cent, to their compensation. This, I think, is 
a little less than twenty per cent. 

Mr. COLE. The amendment provides no 
time when it shall take effect. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say ‘from and 
after the passage of this act,” or “from the 
time this act shall go into effect.” 

Mr. COLE. The Senator had betterreserve 
it for some other bill. ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say ‘‘ from the ist 
of July, 1872.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be modified 
in that respect. 

Mr. HILL. I propose, without any desire 
to embarrass the proposition before the Senate, 
to offer an amendment to it, merely because 
this is a convenient place to put it. I send it 
to the desk. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Will the Senator from 
Georgia let this be disposed of first, and let 
each stand on its own merits? 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty is I have given 
no notice of this amendment, nor does it come 
from any committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then the Senator cannot 
move it to my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment would not be in order then, by being 
offered as an amendment to this. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator has given 
no notice of it he cannot move any amend- 
ment increasing the amount of appropriation. 


Mr. HILL. I do not propose to increase 
that. It is an amendment not expending 


money. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is an act of justice 
long needed and long delayed. I hope the 
Senator from Georgia will not embarrass it by 
putting anything upon it. 

Mr. HILL. I do not propose to spend any 
money or to make any appropriation at all. I 
propose to do what the Senator is doing, no 
doubt, to perform a long-neglected act of jus- 


tice. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator let that 
stand on its own merits, and let this stand on 
its merits? Why connect the two together? 

Mr. HILL. iinquire of the Chair whether 
I can introduce an independent amendment 
here of which no notice has been given? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 
understands the statement of the Senator from 
Georgia, his amendment would be out of order 
whether offered as au independent amendment 
to the bill or as an amendment to the pending 
amendment. It is out of order in either case. 

Mr. HILL. May I inquire of the Chair how 
the distinction occurs between this amendment 
that I propose and the one which I offered to 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is speaking of an amendment to be proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia without having 
seen it, and only from the character given it 
by the Senator himself, 

Mr. HILL. The amendment is to raise 


salaries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator will send his amendment to the desk and 
have it reported the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. HILL. I send it up to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment to the amendment, as follows: 

After the 4th of March, 1873, the annual salary of 
the President of the United States shall be $50,000; 
and after the 4th of March, 1872, the salaries of the 
Vice President and of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, respectively, 
shall be $10,000 per annum, and the annual salaries 
of Senators and Representatives of the United 
States shall be $7,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
ig of the opinion that the amendment is in 
order. [Laughter.] It is not such an amend- 

` ment as was represented by the Senator. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Irise to a 
question of order. If this amendment should 
pass, it would clearly create a charge upon 


-new items of appropriation, shall, one 


the Treasury, and as such it is in my judg- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. HILL.. Would not that be true of 
what has been done? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order, sustaining the 
decision made yesterday, which was substan- 
tially upon the same point. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I move 
to lay the amendment to the amendment on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty- 
eight, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. AnrHoxy.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLOGG. 1 offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line eight hun- 
dred and sixty-five, on page 36: 

For putting in repair the building and grounds 
of the branch mint at New Orleans, $10,000. 

For three watchmen to supervise and protect the 
building and machinery, $2,000. 

Mr. ‘SPENCER. I move to amend the 
amendment: 

Mr. COLE. I rise to a point of order. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will state the point of order. 

Mr. COLE. No notice of the amendment 
has been given, and it proposes a new item of 
appropriation. It comes within the letter of 
the rule. 

Mr. KELLOGG. In addition to the notice 
given yesterday, I report this amendment from 
the’ Committee on the Levees of the Missis- 
sippi. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the amend- 
ment has been reported by a committee and 
notice given as required by the rules, the Chair 
rules it to be in order. 

Mr. COLE. Not unless notice was given, 
and it has been referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Louisiana to 
say that notice was given. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Senate will remem- 
ber that I gave notice yesterday, and the Chair 
asked from what committee, and I said from the 
select Committee on Levees. I could not 
then go around to see all the members of the 
committee, but I have their authority now. 

Mr. COLE. The requirement is that the 
amendment shall be presented and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations a day before- 
hand. Ido not know what notice may have 
been given verbally. That does not comply 
with the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inquire of the Senator from Louisiana 
whether the proposed amendment was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir; and I make the 
point that that is not required by the rule 
where an amendment is reported by a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate, notice 
having been given twenty-four hours in ad- 


vance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesecond 
clause of the thirtieth rule is : 

“ All amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 
day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations.” 

Therefore, if this proposed amendment was 
not referred to the committee yesterday, it is 
clearly out of order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I would like to inquire 
of the Chair if notice given in the Senate does 
not come within the operation of the rule, 
without a reference to the Committee on 
Appropriations ? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it does not. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is out of order. i 


Mr. SPENCER. I offer the following 
amendment: : ; 


That the salary of the chief clerk of the Sta 
Department shall be $3,000 Dar AMCINEL. tho piate 


Mr. EDMONDS. That is right.: He is 
one of the most useful men in the Govern- 


| ment, I must say. 


Mr. COLE. Irise to remonstrate against the 
demoralization of my friend from Vermont. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ireturn my friend’s com-. 
pliment, and say that Iam not demoralized 
at all. This body has determined that this is 
the time, and, as the poet says, ‘‘now is the 
hour,’’ for doing this thing, and from my own 
personal knowledge I will say that the chief 
clerk of the State Department, who has been 
there for many years, is one of the most wor- 
thy and deserving officers of the Government, 
and he earns every day twice the salary you 


| pay him. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is an objection to 


this amendment that I trust Senators will not 
be so hasty in acting on it as to overlook. 
This officer is no more important and performs 
no more important duties than at least forty 
men of the same gradeand rank. Therefore, 
if it is proposed to increase the salary of the 
chief clerk of one Department, it ought to 
extend to the chief clerks of all the Depart- 
ments and bureaus; make it general. The 
great trouble is that you single out a. partic» 
ular officer because some Senator may: think 
he is very worthy, his work having been 
brought to that Senator’s attention, and he 
moves to increase his salary. That is aspe- 
cial gratuity; but when you propose to con- 
fer a salary on a rank, or office, or position, 


| you ought to treat all alike. ‘for instance, the 


chief clerk of the Treasury Department, the 
chief clerk of the War Department 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator from Ohio 
will allow me to interrupt him, the chief clerk 
of the Treasury Department, I think, now gets 
a salary of $3,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law fixes all. the 
chief clerks of Departments on the same foot- 
ing. There are four gradations of clerks, and 
then chief clerks of bureaus, then chief clerks 
of Departments. If the Senate has made u 
its mind that these chief clerks are underpaid, 
it had better increase the salary by a gen- 
eral description of the cffice in the different 
Departments rather than by selecting a single 


one. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam willing to acceptan 
amendment including all the chief clerks of 
Departments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think this sub- 
ject has been considered by a committee. 
think we ought not to vote in regard to these 
officers without the full consideration of a com- 
mittee as to the number of officers to be pro- 
vided for. In regard to the heads of bureaus 
we had that matter considered for three years 
by several committees who uniformly reported 
in one way. But the increase of the pay of a 
single clerk is quite a different matter. I hope 
the Senator will withdraw it, and let the matter 
await the consideration of the general revision 
of the service of these officers. 

Mr. SPENCER. I introduced early in the 
session a bill increasing the pay of the clerks 
of the different Departments. That bill was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, of 
which the Senator from Ohio is chairman, and 
reported adversely. 

I wish to state that the salary of the chief 


i clerk of the State Departmentis less than that 


of the chief clerks of other Departments. The 
chief clerk of the Treasury Department, I 
understand, gets $8,000 a year; the appoint- 
ment clerk of the Treasury Department gets 
a salary of $3,000 a year. 

Mr. COLE. I want to correct the gentle- 
man. : 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam onthe floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 


from Alabama declines to yield. 
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‘Mr. SPENCER. The salary of the chief 
elerk of the Navy Department is $2,500. I 
do not know what this appropriation bill states 
about the salaries of the chief clerks; but I 
know. that the chief. clerk of the Treasury 
Department and several of the chiefs of divis- 
ions there receive the amount annually of 
$3,000 as pay. I know that is the pay of Mr. 
I think 
a portion of the salary is made up out of the 
contingent fund of the Treasury Department. 

It has been remarked by several Senators 
that there is no more competent man in the 
Executive Departments ofthe Government than 
the chief clerk of the State Department. He 
has been there many years; and it would be 
almost impossible to carry on the duties of 
that Department without him. His pay is 
entirely inadequate. f - 

Mr. SAWYER. In reference to the manner 
in which the chief clerk of the Treasury De- 
partment gets an extra compensation, it is in 
company with eight or nine other individuals 
in that Department, to whom an allowance is 
made out of an appropriation of $22,500 placed 


_ at the diseretion of the Secretary to add to the 


salaries of certain officers ; and ifthe argument 
that the chief clerk of the Treasury Department 
receives on that account a largersum than the 
regular appropriation for the salary of chief 
clerk would apply to this case of Mr. Chew, it 
would apply to officers of the same grade in 
every other Department. In the ‘l'reasury 
Department there are certain very responsible 
positions which are held by men to whom these 
additional compensations were made because 
it was impossible to get men with the requisite 
qualifications to fill the positions at the regular 
salaries. Ifyou carry this principle through 
every Department it will take $200,000 to 
meet.the increased expense. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose it should, have 
we not already determined, in spite of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that this is 
exactly the time to look the whole subject 
over? The honorable Senator from Ohio is 
entitled to the patent for this business, and he 
at last (if I may be pardoned an Irishism) is 
the first man to begin to object. In reply to 
his suggestion that people have been to see 
Senators about a particular individual, I will 
say that as to this gentleman and myself he is 
altogether wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator did not 
mean that by what he did say, I am sure he 
had better revise what he has said and find 
out what he did mean. This gentleman is not 
the person who comes around the Senate to 


try and persuade Senators to vote an increase 


of his salary at all. Ihave never exchanged 
a word with him or any friend of his on the 
subject. 

Mr. SPENCER. I never have, either. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only happen to know 
in a public way that the responsibilities and 
duties that he is burdened with are those that 
deserve a greater compensation than he gets, 
just as it respects the head of a bureau who is 
not a higher officer, is not so high as the chief 
clerks of these various Departments, because 
the very act organizing many of these Depart- 
ments makes the chief clerk the head of the 
Department when a vacancy happens, until 
another head is supplied. He, and not the 
head of some bureau, is made by law the cus- 
todian of the records and documents when there 
is a vacancy, and he is then the responsible 
head of the Department. I am not arguing 
that this is a fit way to legislate, when you 
are speaking of it philosophically, as the Sen- 
ate ought to do; I only say that if we follow 
the illustrious example of the Senator from 
Ohio, we cannot refrain from doing justice to 
a man because you call him a clerk, when you 
do justice to a man because you call him the 
head of the money-order business. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am sat- 


isfied that this officer ought to have as much 
pay as any chief clerk in any Department 
whatever; but I am also satisfied that it 
merely opens up a new field to continue the 
Senate in session two or three hours to dis- 
cuss the merits of the chief clerks of all the 
Departments. I therefore, in order to save 
time, and if possible to pass this bill to-day, 
move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 25, noes 14, 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 173. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. TIhopethe Senator from 
Ohio will now let us take up the Chicago 
relief bill and dispose of it this afternoon. 
We have time to do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Senate 
what I propose to do, and I have no doubt 
the Senate will find it an economy of time to 
make an arrangement in regard to these press- 
ing bills. I only ask the Senate to indulge me 
by taking up this bill, and then allow me to 
make a motion similar in character to that I 
made this morning, that the bill be considered 
as unfinished business for Monday next, or I 
am willing to fix any other day the Senate 
may agree to. 

Mr. MORTON, 
morrow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam ready to go on with 
it to-morrow; and then I am perfectly willing 
to see that the Chicago relief bill be provided 
for, and to allow the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr..CHANDLER,}] who has charge of several 
bills, to have a day; but my own view is that 
at this stage of the séssion, when we are likely 
to get into a wrangle in regard to the order of 
business, the true course is to take up this 
tariff bill and fix some day (any day that may 
be agreed upon) when it shall come up as ùn- 
finished business. If that be done, I shall 
make no contest with the Senate or with Sen- 
ators. Otherwise, Ishall stand here andinsist 
upon action on this bill. 

Mr. FENTON. Irise to inquire, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what is the next business regularly in 
order if the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
should not prevail? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
special order is Senate bill No. 2, which is 
now properly before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that I make 
my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending 
which the Senator from Ohio moves to post- 
pone the special order and proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The next business in 
order is the tariff bill. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend that motion 
by substituting House bill No. 1192, the 
Indian appropriation bill; and I wish merely 
to say now that since we have got in the way 
of making some progress with the business of 
the Committee on Appropriations, it would be 
well to go on with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 
No. 2 being before the Senate as the special 
order, the Senator from Ohio moves to take 
up the bill indicated by him. Itis not in order 
to move to amend that motion by substituting 
another bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He cannot do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has so ruled ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That he cannot make 
the motion? . : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the 
Senator from California cannot move to amend 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thatbeing so; then the 


Why not go on with it to- 


motion now is to postpone the bill (S. No. 2) 
inregard to the customs service—I understand 
that is the motion before the Senate—for the 
purpose of taking up the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | ask for a division of 
the question, so as to postpone, and then not 
to take up the bill of the Senator from Ohio, 
because when Senate bill No. 2 is postponed 
I desire that the Senate should allow us to act 
upon the Chicago relief bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to inquire whether 
it would be in order to move to postpone the 
pending and all other orders and proceed to 
the consideration of the Chicago relief bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio 
knows, as all of us who have been here long 
do, that we waste a great deal of time in dis- 
cussions about the order of business. I think 
the Senator from Ohio agrees, and I am sure 
all the Séhate will agree, that if we are going 
to take any action on the Chicago relief bill 
we ought to take it early, and decide it one 
way or the other. Now, are we not losing 
time by having any discussion about the order 
of business? May I not appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Cali- 
fornia both that by unanimous consent they 
will allow us to take up and dispose of the 
Chicago relief bill? We can do it probably 
this afternoon, and then it will be out of the 
way. Certainly if that bill is to pass for the 
relief of these people who are struggling to 
rebuild their city, it ought to pass at once. 
If it is not to pass, they ought to know it, so 
as to be able to make their arrangements 
accordingly. It will take but little time to 
act on it. 

Mr. COLE. I suggest that the Senator ask 
that the discussion be regarded as closed upon 
that bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would be willing to 
agree, On my part, that the discussion be 
regarded as closed, and letus vote. ` 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator from IHinois 
agrees with me in asking that debate upon the 
Chicago bill be regarded as closed. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I can- 
not accept that proposition, and I object toit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to waste 
any time in regard to this matter. I have 
submitted a motion. If that motion is voted 
for affirmatively, the tariff bill comes up andis 
then entirely within the control of the Senate. 
It can be in five minutes postponed either toa 
time certain or arranged for a particular day, 
just as the pleasure of the Senate shall settle 
upon. ‘Then the Chicago relief bill or any 
other bill can be taken up; but pending this 
motion no motion to take up the Chicago 
relief bill or any other bill can be submitted ; 
and it is perfectly idle, while this motion is 
pending, to debate the Chicago relief bill or 
any other class of bills, Let the question be 
taken first on the motion that is now pending. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Which is to postpone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. “No, Ido not think so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes; I called for a 
division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not divisible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been decided by 
the Vice President fifty times that it may be 
divided. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. President, is 
it not wiser to take it up and let the sense of 
the Senate be expressed as to the time when 
the tariff bill shall be disposed of? When that 
is agreed upon I shall know how to act, and 
when to appeal to the Senate, It ig not right 
to put me in the position of being here com- 
pelled every day to appeal to the Senate to 
call up a bill in which every Senator is as . 
much interested ag I am: I do not desire to 
doit. I feel as sensibly as any man can the 
pressing necessity of some actionon the tariff 
question, but I do not think I should be 
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compelled to appear here at all times at every 
moment and struggle against every bill, whether 
Iam in favor of it or against it, in order to 
have some day fixed when a public measure 
of this overriding importance may be consid- 
ered and determined without being overridden 
by unfinished business. 

Why, sir, bythe unanimous vote of the Sen- 
ate three weeks ago, the tariff bill was fixed 
for last Monday, and by the express agree- 
ment of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that he would have his appro- 
priation bills out of the way, I allowed him to 
fix his own time, his own hour, in order to 
avoid this wrangling about the order of busi- 
ness. No one dislikes it more than I. So 
with the Chicago relief bill; I hope to see a 
day assigned to it when it will betaken up and 
disposed of, and I expect to vote for it, but 
we ought nct to have this struggle about it in 
the Senate. When the tariff bill is up I will 
await the suggestion of any Senator as to the 
time when it shall be considered, so as to have 
priority over everything else, As to the par- 
ticular time when it shall be taken up, Í am 
willing to await the pleasure of the Senate; 
but itdoes seem to me that now when I have 
the floor, when the tariff bill is the next order, 
because there is no order ahead of it except 
the customs bill, which also comes from the 
Committee on Finance, and which I under- 
stand my friend from New York [Mr. Fen- 
ron] is willing to yield in order to take up 
the tariff bill, I have a right to insist that the 
Senate fix a time for its consideration; and 
then if they choose to go on this afternoon with 
the Chicago relief bill £ have no objections, or 
if they desire to go on with the tariff bill to- 
day, lam equally willing. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Let me suggest to the 
Senator from Ohio that ifwe take up thetariff 
bill and he is not. ready to go on with it now, 
he cannot fix a time any surer than by mak- 
ing it a special order, and that will of course 
be subject to the termination whatever happens 
to be on hand when the special order is reached. 
But that would not delay it much. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take it that on a bill 
of this kind, if we come to an understanding 
as to when it shallbe taken up, no matter what 
may then be pending in the Senate, we shall 
proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot come to that 


understanding, because it is injarious to the | 


public interests. 

Mr. MORTON. Thereare reasons, I think, 
why the Chicago relief bill should be disposed 
of one way or the other. I can understand 
the propriety ofthat. Iam in favor of taking 
up the tariff bill, for I think that is the most 
important bill to be disposed of now before 
the Senate; but after itis taken up I will be 


in favor of passing it over informally until the | 
Chicago bill is disposed of, and then go on į 


with the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not take up the 
Chicago bill now? 

Mr. LOGAN. Can that agreement be made? 

Mr. MORTON. I will make it for one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not take up the 
Chicago bill and dispose of it this afternoon, 
and then I can tell the Senator from Ohio 
that for one I will vote with pleasure to take 
up the tariff bill, put it on its feet, and go on 
with it? l l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that be the under- 
standing. 

Mr. MORTON. Can there be such a gen- 
eral understanding? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will agree to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let that be understood. 
Let the Chair put the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER.) ‘The Senator from Ohio appeals to 
the Senate for a common understanding that 
after the disposition by the Senate of the Chi- 
cago relief bill the tariff bill shall be taken up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish an understand- 
ing likewise that the business of the Commit- 


tee on Commerce shall be considered on next 
Monday. If, by unanimous consent, Monday 
be assigned for the consideration of bills. from 
the Committee on Commerce, I will not object. 
I ask unanimous consent. that. Monday be 
assigned to the consideration of. bills from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan proposes to ingraft on this 
proposition unanimous consent in regard to 
the series of bills indicated by him. 

Mr. FENTON. I object to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I submit a motion 
to that effect. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In order to bring this 
thing to some issue, I give notice that I object 
to all unanimous understandings. Now let us 


-seeif we can get a vote on anything without 


this talk on the question as to what we will act 


upon, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 
No. 2 being before the Senate as the special 
order, the Senator from Ohio moves to post- 
pone the consideration of that bill and proceed 
to consider the bill indicated by him, called 
the tariff bill, pending which the Senator from 
Illinois calls for a division of the question. 
The question, therefore, before the Senate is 
first will the Senate postpone the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 2. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, I 
move that we proceed to the consideration of 


the Chicago relief bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. My motion is pending. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will not the Senator 
withdraw that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not withdraw it 
unless it is understood that after the Chicago 
bill is disposed of the tariff bill shall be taken 
up. The Senator from California three weeks 
ago, by express agreement, fixed his own time 
for it, last Monday; and yet [ am now told 
that I am to be antagonized against every 
appropriation bill from A to Z, and also all 
the bills from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thopewe will not take 
up the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It does seem 
to me that. the Senator from Ohio is fair about 
this matter. He does not ask us to go on with 
his bill now, but simply asks that it may be 
taken up and an understanding come to as to 
when we may proceed with it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We cannot get the 
understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill indicated by him. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were 19, and the noes 20. 

Mr. SHERMAN called forthe yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say just 
one word. If we cannot proceed under the 
rules of the Senate to dispose of one bill ata 
time, it is high time we had some other rules. 
I think everybody agrees that it is just to dis- 
pose of the Chicago bill one way or the other, 
and then thatit is just to dispose of this im- 
portant tariff measure. Now, to take up the 
tariff bill, and then undertake to have an under- 
standing that we will immediately overslaugh 
it and lay it aside, isalmost boy’s play. I shall 
object to any such proposition; but when the 
Chicago bill is disposed of, as it can be this 
afternoon, then I shall vote with great pleas- 
ure with the Senator from Ohio to take up the 
tariff billas the next thing of public import- 
ance to be disposed of. 

Mr. MORTON. If the friends of the Chi- 
cago bill will agree that the tariff biil shall 
come up next, there will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not any. need 
of the friends of the Chicago bill agreeing to 
it, for the sense of a large majority would be 
that it is important to proceed to the consider- 
ation of that great measure... The Senator 
from. Ohio need not be the least afraid in my 


judgment. Iamsure he will get three fourths 
of the Senate to proceed with the tariff. bill 
next after we have disposed of that little thing 
in some way, because if you are going to do’ 
this act of generosity, you must do it now if 
you want it to amount to anything, and if not, 
you ought to say so. You do not need any 
understanding. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I am met at once 
by the declaration of Senators that they will 
resist me. My friend on my right [Mr.; Coie] 
fixed the day himself. 

Mr.. EDMUNDS. But the Senator may be 
sure that the good sense of the Senate will 
sustain him. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What possible advan- 
tage can be gained to the Senator from Ohio 
by taking up his bill and then agreeing to lay 
it aside? Ít is a special order now. You 
cannot make it anything more than a special 
order, and this is just a waste of so much 
time. If there is a disposition in the Senate 
to dispose one way or the other of the Chicago 
relief bill, let us take it up and dispose of it 
without wrangling all the afternoon and wast- 
ing the day on the question whether we will 
do it or not. : 

Mr. COLE., Ihave been reminded, as well 
as the Senate and the country, several times 
already that I set. last Monday as the day 
upon which the: tariff bill should be entered 
on. Some conversation took place between 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
and myself in regard to that, and that day 
was designated as one far enough in advance 
in all reason to allow sufficient time for the 
disposition of the then pending appropriation 
bill, aud indeed for the consideration of sev- 
eral other appropriation bills, and I supposed 
at that time that those bills would be disposed 
of by last Monday. I have to state now, in 
reply to my friend from Ohio, that the appro- 
priation bill just passed would have been 
disposed of several days sooner but for the 
amendment which he himself proposed rais- 
ing salaries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
before yesterday. 

Mr. COLE. I think it was.longer ago than: 
that, and that bill would have been ‘disposed 
of several days sooner, in my judgment, but 
for the Senator's amendment. I only rose to 
say now that though I join in the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take up a bill, yet I 
reserve the right, whenever discussion is car- 
ried to a great length, to move to displace any 
pending business for the purpose of proceed 
ing with an appropriation bill. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Hi- 
nois seems to think: I am not ready to go on 
with the tariff bill. I say to him that I am 
ready to go on with it to-night. I think we 
can make progress with the tariff bill, and I 
think it would be better for the Chicago relief 
bill, rather than to antagonize it against all 
measures, to have a day tixed for it. I am 
willing now to havea day fixed for the.Chi- 
cago relief bill—any day that may be named 
by the Senators from Illinois; and L will stand 
by them. it seems to me that they are pre- 
Cipitating the consideration of the Chicago 
relief bill this evening, when it cannot be 
passed. Senators have told me it cannot be 
passed to-day, that they desire time. to look 
into it. Iam friendly to it and will vote for: 
it; but Ido not think it ought to be forced 
upon us at this time, and especially against. a 
biil of greater importance. i eee n 

While Iam willing, under-the. peculiar cir- 
cumstances in which Chicago is situated, to 
give relief to the full extent. demanded by that 
bill, here is a bill that will give relief to the 
people of the United States from $22,000,000 
of taxes. This is abill of-relief to the whole 
country, not merely. to Chicago. But I am 
willing, after we have proceeded awhile with 
the consideration of this bill, to vote for any 
day that may be desired to considerthe Chicago 
| relief bill, ft ought to be passed; aday-ought 
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to be set apart to consider it; time ought. to 
be given for its consideration. I am willing 
to hear it and vote for it when the time comes; 
but-I do not think it ought to be antagonized 
with a public measure-of this kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. : The Senator from Ohio says 
that we are antagonizing the Chicago relief bill 
with every measure. I think the Senator is 
mistaken, because we have desisted from an- 
tagonizing it with any bill since it was reported 
by the committee, and have sat quietly during 
all the pendency of the legislative appropria- 
tion bill and never asked to take it up, with 
the understanding, as we thought—at least 
notice to that effect was given, and we thought 
we had an understanding—that so soon as the 
appropriation bill was over, then the Chicago 
relief would come up. Really I have felt all 
the time that that would be the case. I am 
ready to vote for taking up the Senaior’s bill, 
and as soon as this bill is disposed of I shall 
do everything to aid the Senator from Ohio in 
taking up his bill. 
© Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senators from Ili- 
nois and the Senators from Michigan, who 
represent the opposing interests affected by 
the Chicago relief bill, can fix a day for the 
consideration of that bill, I. do not think there 
will be any trouble about carrying out that 
agreement. I have no doubt they can do it. 
The question ought to be disposed of, and if 
they can agree on any day next week, and 
name it now, I think the Senate will concur. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I would reply to 
the Senator from Ohio that I have suggested 
to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] that 
he fix a day next week, say Monday. I think 
my colleague and myself will vote to fix any 
day—Monday, Tuesday, or Wednesday. 

ir. LOGAN. Suppose we fix this evening. 
So far as Iam concerned, if the Senate will 
agree to take up the bill now, I am willing it 
shall lie over until the morning, and then let 
it be disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator’s colleague 
was pressing upon me that I ought not to ask 
to have the tariff bill taken up, because it did 
not do any good to take it up to then lay it 
aside, and yet he turns around and asks the 
Senate to take up the Chicago relief bill rather 
than the other, in order to postpone it at once. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My idea in taking up 
was to go right on and finish it to-night. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senators from Mich- 
igan desire time. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. One subject I 
had in proposing to have Monday set apart for 
the consideration of the bill was that we have 
had an intimation that there is a delegation 
coming here from Michigan, and inasmuch as 
courtesy has been extended to those advocat- 
ing the passage of the bill in the form now 
before the Senate, it was presumed the Sen- 
ate would grant equal courtesy to the delega- 
tion coming from those who differ on the prop- 
osition. To meet that I suggested to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that he select Monday, and 
in case the delegation does not arrive by that 
time we must go on. There will have been, then, 
in. my judgment, sufficient time given them for 
that purpose, and I shall be, for one, disposed 
to go on with the biil. I take it, with that view, 
the Senate will be. disposed to fix Monday. 1 
do not care how it is done; I am willing to fix 
it definitely that Monday the bill shall be taken 
up and disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Further, I give notice 
that if the Senators will agree to Monday, I 
will myself move that the tariff bill shall not 
be considered that day. : Let us take it up 
now; we may go to a considerable length this 
evening; the bill is long and may be read 
to-night; and I will move, before the final 
adjournment to-morrow or Saturday, that it 
be postponed until Tuesday, so as to give Sen- 
ators an opportunity on Monday to dispose of 
the Chicago bill. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe object is to fix a day 
80 as to get a chance to rerefer it to the com- 


mittee which will pass it over, and have some 
other bill to take its place, I do not see what 
we gain by it. The bill has been committed 
three times. As far as the delegation coming 
here from Michigan is concerned, I do not 
object to hearing them; but I object to re- 
referring the bill. When the Chicago delega- 
tion came here, it was at a time when the bill 
could not be taken up anyhow; and I asked 
as a matter of courtesy to the delegation that 
the bill be sent to the committee, and it was 
done ; and the committee extended the cour- 
tesy to the Senators from Michigan of hearing 
them. ‘The Senators from Michigan appeared 
there and replied to the committee from Chi- 
cago, and it was discussed pro and con by the 
opposing parties. I said nothing, neither did 
my colleague; but we left the committeeand the 
two Senators from Michigan to discuss it. They 
did so, and it was rereported. If, now, the 
object is to postpone it and rerefer it again, I 
can only say to the Senate that this kind of 
postponing will defer it until it will be of no 
advantage whatever if passed. A very few 
days from this time, if it be not passed, it will 
be of no advantage whatever to the people of 
Chicago ; and I only insist atall for the reason 
that if it be passed at all it should be done so 
as to be of some benefit. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should be very glad to 
know the exact question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is, will the Senate sus- 


tain the call of the Senator from Ohio for the j 


yeas and nays upon his motion to take up the 
tariff bill? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understand the real ques- 
tion before the Senate is whether the Senate 
wih proceed to the consideration of the tariff 
bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Upon which there has been 


a vote by division, but the yeas and nays are, 


now called for the purpose of determining that 
question. 

It is known that I reported the Chicago 
relief bill from the Committee on Finance. 
That bill has been committed to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, I think, four times, and reported 
back as often. It is known also that 1 gave 
notice more than once in my place here that 
immediately after the termination of the bill 
then before the Senate, the appropriation bill 
just now acted upon, I would insist upon tak- 
ing up this bill. It is known also that on one 
morning at least I moved to take up the bill, 
and that it would have been taken up at that 
time, and possibly have been determined, but 
for the illness of one of the Senators from 
Wisconsin, and the friends of the bill at that 
time gave way, and declined to insist upon 
their rights. 

Now, that appropz’stion bill is out of the 
way, and the Senator from Ohio insists that 
we shall proceed with the consideration of 
the tariff bill. I am as anxious as he is that 
that bill shall be considered. He knows my 
feelings on the subject, and he knows that í 
am willing to stand by him. But there is no 
Senator on this floor who does not feel and 
realize the importance of determining the Chi- 
cago relief bill, either defeating it or passing 
it. Now, why he should insist that a bill that 
will necessarily take up ten days, two weeks, 
or three weeks in its consideration shall be 
taken up before we take up this other, which 
it is important to have determined promptly, 
I do not understand. Ido not see what ad- 
vantage the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance is. to obtain by having the tariff bill 
taken up now, with the understanding that the 
Chicago bill is to be taken up immediately 
afterward. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Finance does not understand me. 
I propose that the tariff bill be taken up now, 
after the statement made by the Senators from 
Michigan, to go right on this afternoon just as 
far as the Senate will stay, and so to-morrow, 


and that on Monday next, without delay so far 
as I am concerned, and by my vote, and if 
necessary by my motion, the tariff bill shall be 
laid aside, and let the Chicago bill be disposed 
of on Monday. When the Senators from 


| Michigan say that there is a delegation from 
their State on their way here, I would not 


like to have that bill pressed and forced to a 
vote; and under those circumstances, although 
I agree with the Senator from Iowa, I would 
not feel like having a vote precipitated here 
to-night. 

Mr. WRIGHT. There isno probability that 
a vote will be precipitated upon this bill. It 
sounds strange to me to talk about precipi- 
tating a vote upon this bill which has been 
pending in the Senate nearly four months. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precipitating debate I 
ought to have said, perhaps. 

Mr. WRIGHT. in view of the experience 
of the Senate in getting a vote onany subject, 
[think it is very strange language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have no objection to 
yielding ; but I wish to say here once for all, 
for myself, that I protest asa Senator on this 
floor against the constant interruption of those 
who have the floor. I think it interferes con- 
stantly with the business of the Senate, and I 
think we should do a vast deal more than we 
do if there were not these constant interrup- 
tions. I say this generally. 

This bill has been pending thus long, and 
why, in view of our duties as Senators, we 
should take up more time in discussing the 
order of business than would be necessary 
frequently to pass a bill, I cannot understand. 
My good friend, the Senator from Ohio, who 
is chairman of the Committee on Finance, in- 
sists that the tariff bill shall have precedence, 
end then he says he will consent that this bill 
shall be taken up at some subsequent day. 
Let us take up this bill now, and I say to him— 
I believe that is the sense of the Senate; Iam 
certain we can get a vote that will be over- 
whelming—that the tariff bill shall come up 
immediately afterward. Why not do that? 
Let this bill come up, and let it be disposed of. 
Then there will be no question about taking 
up the tariff bill; and this is first in order 
certainly in view of the importance of the 
bill and its local character, and peculiarly on 
account of the circumstances surrounding it. 

I do insist, in view of the notice that 
was given, in view of the extension of time 
that has been given, in view of the circum- 
stances, if there ever was a case where the 
Senate ought to march right forward at once 
and settle a question as to which bill should 
have precedence, this is the one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be remembered 
that I stated after the Chicago bill was reported 
that there was a delegation on the way from 
Michigan desiring to be heard, and I asked 
the Senate over and over again to rerefer it, 
not for the purpose of delay, but for the pur- 
pose of giving that delegation an opportunity 
to be heard before the Committee on Finance. 
Some of them staid here more than two 
weeks—a large delegation of the most intelli- 
gent men we have in the State of Michigan. 
They had no opportunity to be heard. Finally 
they were forced to return to their business 
engagements, building their burnt mills, and 
attending to putting in their burnt timber. 
Afterward it was rereferred to listen to a 
large delegation from Chicago. I think there 
were over thirty here for a long time, but no 
one was here from the lumber regions to rep- 
resent the people of Michigan before the com- 
mittee. 

My colleague and myself have both received 
telegrams within two or three days that two, 
and I think three large delegations are now 
on the way.. They first telegraphed us whether 
they should come, and we telegraphed back— 
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I know I did, and I believe my colleague did— 
to come, for we thought they could be heard. 
Those delegations are now on the way, and I 
suppose will be here to-night or to-morrow. I 
am perfectly willingif they are not here intime 
to be heard before Monday, then to yield the 
claim which I now have or think I have and 
certainly ought to have for Monday, or defer 
it until Tuesday or Wednesday on behalf of 
the Committee on Commerce, to take up the 
Chicago bill and finish it on Monday. Ifthese 
delegations are not here to be heard on Mon- 
day before the committee, I do not wish any 
further delay. I simply wish that they may 
go before the committee and be heard, and 
that the bill may come immediately back, and 
I will vote with my honorable friend from 
Ohio to take it up on Monday and stick to it 
until it is finished. 

Mr. LOGAN, Allow me to ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does he intend on Monday, 
if it is postponed till Monday, to then make a 
motion to re-refer it to the committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not atall. I propose 
to bave it recommitted and reported back 
before Monday. 
shall be heard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You are willing to fix 
Monday as the time the matter shall be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it shall be dis- 
posed of on Monday, and I will vote to con- 
tinue it until it is disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senators will 
agree that the Chicago bill be fixed for Mon- 
day, and kept under consideration until it is 
disposed of. 

Mr. WRIGHT. To settle the whole thing, 
let it be understood that this bill shall be the 
special order for Monday at one o’clock, with 
the understanding that the vote shall be taken 
at four o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That I cannot do, but 
will agree to continue it until the vote is 
taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Very well. 

Mr. HARLAN. I cannot agree to that. 
There is an Indian appropriation bill which I 
understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations is ready to proceed with, and 
I know that the exigency of the public service 
requires its passage at an early day. I am 
willing to take up either of these bills and pro- 
ceed with them now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think with the under- 
standing stated we might proceed with the 
tariff bill this afternoon, and so far as the tariff 
bill is concerned, to the extent that I cancon- 
trol it, I am willing to let it go over Monday 
until the Chicago bill is disposed of. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Both my col- 
league and myself have telegraphed to the 
delegation now coming that they could appear 
here and be heard. A delegation from Mich- 
igan was here some time ago and was not 
allowed a hearing. That having since been 
granted to the Chicago delegation, it would 
seem as though an invidious indulgence had 
been granted here, and it is unfair to the dele- 
gation from Michigan, representing such alarge 
interest as is to be affected, to deny them a 
chance to be heard. The Senate will bear 
in mind that I have interposed no obstacle to 
the consideration of the bill, and this is the 
first time I have appeared in the Senate to 
ask for indulgence in regard to it, not for 
myself, but for those whom we represent. 

Tt is said that the Senators from Michigan 
were heard by the Committee on Finance. 
That is true. There was no one else here to 
speak for that people; and it was a courtesy 
extended to us, for which we were grateful. 

The Senator from Illinois was very kind in 
this regard ; but he hada large delegation who 
appeared, and they two mornings, while three 
quarters of an hour was given to the Senators 
from Michigan. Now, it seems but fair, inas- 


I propose that these men. 


much asa large delegation are on their way 
from Michigan, and have so signified by dis- 
patch, that they should have an opportunity to 
be heard. As I said before, on Monday I shall 
be disposed to take hold of the bill, and go on 
with it until the question is decided. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not see any necessity 
of our discussing about the committees, but in 
order to—— 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I merely did it 
as the Senator referred to the hearing before 
the committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. In order to set this matter 
right, I will make a suggestion. I have had 
no disposition to manage this matter in any 
way except according to parliamentary usage. 
The Senators from Michigan said they had a 
large committee here for about two weeks. I 
will say now to Senators that I never heard of 
it before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stated it in my seat. 

Mr. LOGAN. I never heard of it before. 
It may have been stated, but I never knew 
that they had a committee here waiting for two 
weeks, Iam perfectly astonished to hear it. 
I heard the other evening that there were sev- 
eral persons at a hotel here a few days ago. 
I was absent some four days, and I understood 
that during my absence, and during at the 
same time the absence of my colleague, the 
Senator from Michigan made a motion to re- 
refer this bill and afterward withdrew it. I 
never knew anything about a committee being 
here from Michigan, never heard of it before. 
It comes now by way of surprise to me that 
those gentlemen insist that they have a commit- 
tee coming hereat this late hour, when they had 
every opportunity before the Finance Com- 
mittee; but I have no disposition to throw 
anything in the way. What I want is to get a 
vote on the bill at some time. I do not sup- 
pose a committee would influence the Com- 
mittee on Finance one way or the other. Ido 
not suppose any committees from anywhere 
else have influenced them. 

Mr. MORTON. I think we will all agree 
to take up the bill of the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators 
aye will sustain the call of the Senator from 

hio— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw it for the pres- 
ent and ask for a count. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor’s motion was decided in the negative by a 
count, and the Senator from Ohio called for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let there be another 
count, by unanimous consent. 

` Mr. LOGAN. Is the understanding that 
the Chicago relief bill is to be taken up on 
Monday? [‘ Yes!” ‘Yesl’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection the Chair will again count the 
Senate on the motion of the Senator from 


Ohio. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have 
the understanding announced from the Chair as 
to the Chicago bill, that it is to come up on 
Monday at one o’clock by general consent, to 
the exclusion of everything else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois asks that there be an under- 
standing—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Ili- 
nois asks what he refused to allow me a 
moment ago. 

Mr. HARLAN. I cannot agree to that 
unless it is agreed to have a vote on that day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, let us have a 
vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is, Will the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill called the tariff bill? 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 13; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘There is a quorum pres- 
ent if the vote is taken again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The-Chair 
will count the vote again. 


The vote being again taken the division 
resulted-—ayes 28, noes 10. : 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understand 
that the tariff bill is now before the Senate, 
and if the Senator from Ohio has no objection, 
as I believe the executive business on the table 
is very considerable, (it. has been accumulating 
anumber ofdays,) Imove an executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We might spend half an 
hour in reading the bill. It has to be read 
formally. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
make the motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask if this bill cannot be 
informally laid aside and the Chicago bill 
taken up. I voted with that understanding... 

Mr. TRUMBULL, No, they have agreed 
to put the Chicago bill over to Monday, to. be 
then disposed of, 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tariff 
bill is before the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 178) 
to repeal the duties on salt, and the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage 
of this act salt shall be placed on the free list, and 
no further import duties shall be collected upon the 
same. 

The amendment is to strike ont all after the 

enacting clause, and substitute the following 
for the matter stricken out: 
_ That on and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1872, 
in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed by law on 
the articles mentioned in this section, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid on the goods, wares, 
and merchandise, in this section enumerated, im- 
ported from foreign countries, the following duties 
and rates of duty, that is to say: 

On teas of all kinds, ten cents per pound; 

On coffee of all kinds, two cents per pound; ; 

On aon ieoory and succory roots, two cents per 
pound; 

On chiccory and succory roots, ground, burned, or 
prepared, three cents per pound; 

On acorn coffee, and dandelion root, raw or pre- 
pared, and on all substitutes for cofee, two cents 


per pound ; 
On all extracts or essences of coffee, fifty cents per 


I will not 


pound; 

On all slack coal or culm, or such as will pass 
through a five-eighths of an inch screen, twenty-five, 
cents per ton of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds . 
tothe bushel; | Feng 

On all bituminous coal, fifty cents per ton, of 
twenty-cight bushels, eighty pounds to the bushel; 

On mineral and bituminous substances in a crude 
state, not otherwise specifically provided for, ten 
per cent. ad valorem, K 

On salt in bulk, and on all rock-salt, or mineral 
salt, nine cents per one hundred pounds; 

On all salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other pack- . 
ages, twelve cents to the one hundred pounds; e. . 

On ao ecned rice, one and one half cents per 
pound; : 

On uncleaned rice, onecent per pound; 

On paddy, three fourths of a cent per pound; 

On potatoes, ten cents per bushel; | 5 

On all hides and skins, not otherwise specifically 
provided for, five per cent. ad valorem, 

On all timber, squared or sided, not otherwise 
provided for, one cent per cubic foot ; 

On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
of spruce, hemlock, white-wood, and bass-wood, one 
dollar per thousand fest board measure; 

On all other varieties of sawedlumber, two dollars 
per thousand feet board measure: Provided, That 
when lumbor of any sort is planed or finished in 
addition to the rates herein provided, there shall be 
levied and paid, for cach side so planed or finished, 
one dollar per thousand feet; and if planed on one 
side and tongued and grooved, two dollars per thou- 
sand feet; and if planed on two sides and tongued 
and grooved, $250 per thousand feet; : 

On hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon- 
blocks, oar-blocks, gun-blocks, heading-blocks, and 
all like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn or sawed only, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem; 

On piekets and palings, twenty per cent. ad 
valorem » X 

On laths, fifteen cents per thousand pieces; 

On all shingles, thirty-five cents per thousand ; 

On pine clapboards, two dollars per thousand ; 

On spruce clapboards, $1 50 per thousand; ; 

On house or cabinet furniture, in pieces or rough, 
and not finished, thirty per.cent. ad valorem; | 

On cabinet wares and house furniture, finished, 
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem ; it 

On casks and barrels, empty, and on sugar-box 
shooks, and packing-boxes of wood, not otherwise 
provided for, thirty per cent. ad valorem ; 

On fruit, shade, lawn, and ornamental trees, shrubs, 
plants, and flower-seeds, not otherwise provided for, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem + f i 

On garden-seeds, and all other seeds for agri- 
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oultural and horticultural purposes, not otherwise 
provided-for, twenty per cent. ad valorem; 

On lead, in bars or pigs, one and one half cents 
per pound; 

On lead dross, as lead ore, one cent per pound; 

Onlead:in sheets, pipes, orshot, two and one fourth 
cents per pound; j ; 

-On lead, molten, one and one half cents per pound; 

On lead, old and fit only for remanufacture, one 
cent per pound; ; 

On lead ore, one cent per pound; 

On ginger, three cents per pound; 

On ginger, preserved or pickled, thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem ; 

On gingér, essence of, thirty-five per cent. ad 
valoren; ; 

On twine, of hemp, flax, or jute, twenty-five per 
cent, ad valorem; 

“On homp-yarns, four cents per pound ; 

On nets, fishing, dip, or scoop, of cotton or flax, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem ; 2 : 

On seines, of whatever material, four and one 
half cents per pound; 

On. cocoa, prepared or manufactured, three cents 
per pound; F 2 

On iron-wire cloth and netting, a, duty equal in 
amount to that imposed on iron wire of the same 
gauge, and, in addition thereto, fifteen per cent. ad 
wagorem s PANTAL WE ig 

n iron-wire cloth and netting, if painted, printed, 
japanned, or otherwise coated, a duty equal to that 
imposed by existing laws on iron wire, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

‘Sc. 2 That on. and after the Ist. day of July 
next, in lieu of the duties imposed by law on the 
articles.in this section enumerated, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the goods, wares, and 
merchandise in this section enumerated and pro- 
vided for, imported from foreign countries, ninety 
per cent. of the several duties and rates of duty now 
imposed by law upon said articles severally, it being 
the intent of thissection to reduce existing duties 
on said articles ten per cent. of such duties ; that is 
to say: 


On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is ; 


the component part of chief value ; 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and_on all manufactures wholly or in 
part of wool or hair of the alpaca goat and other 
like animals; 


On all the manufactures of silk which are now | 


subject to a duty of sixty per cent. ad valorem; 

On all iron and steel, and on all manufactures of 
iron and steel, of which either of such metals is the 
component part of chief valuo, excepting pig iron 
and steel rails; . f . 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 
and on all manufactures of metals of which either 
of them is the component part of chief value; 

Qn all earthenware, glass and glassware, and on 


unwrought pipe-clay, fine clay, kaolin, and fuller’s | 


earth: | 

On all leather, and on all manufactures of skins, 
bone, ivory, horn, and leather, and of which either 
of said articles is the component part of chief value ; 

On all manufactures of India rubber, gutta- 
percha, or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descrip- 
tions. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of section six of the 
act approved March 3, 1865, entitled “An act amend- 
atory of cortain acts imposing duties upon foreign 
importations,” shall not be held to apply to the arti- 
cles mentioned in the act approved March 2, 1867, 
entitled “An act to provide revenue from imported 
wool, and for other purposes.” 

SEC, 4. That on and after the Ist day of July next 
the importation of the articles enumerated and 
deseribed in this section shall be exempt from 
duty; thatistosay: , _ 

Acid, chromic and citric; 

Adiantum; p 

Agates, unmanufactured ; 

Alabaster and-spar; 

Almond shells; 

Aluminium, or aluminum; 

Amber beads and amber gum; 

Amianthus, manufactured or not; 

Ammonia, muriate of, or sal ammoniac; 

Ammonia, and carbonate of; 

Ammoniac, gum or grains of; 

American maufacturers, the following, to wit: 
casks, barrels, or carboys, and ‘other vessels, and 
erain-bags, the manufacture of the United States, if 
exported, containing American produce, and declar- 
ation he made of intentto return the same empty, 
shall be admitted free of duty under such regulations 
as shall be preseribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury3 

Angelica root; 

Aniline: 

Aniline oil, crude; 

_ Animals brought into the United States tempora- 
rily and for a period not exceeding six months, for 
the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any agricultural or racing association: 
Provided, That bond be first given, in accordance 
with regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the ‘freasury, with the condition that the full 
duty to which such animals would otherwise be lia- 
ble shall be paid in case of their sale in the United 
States, or if not_reéxported within said six months; 

Animals specially imported for breeding purposes 
from beyond the.seas: Provided, That satisfactory 
proof thereof be ‘given, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe ; 

Annatto, roncou, rocou, or orleans, and all 
‘extracts of; 

Annatto-seed ; | 

Antimony, crude, or regulus of; 


E! 


| 


Antimony, ore, and crude sulphuret of; 

Aquafortis ; 

Argal-dust ; 

Arrowroot; 

Arsenic, in all forms; 

Asafetida; 

Asbestos; 

Asphaltum, and manufactures of; 

Balm of Gilead: f i eh 

Balsams, namely, copaiba, copavia, or capivi, fir 
or Canada, Peruvian, tolu, and all other crude 
medicinal balsams; 

Bamboo reeds, no further manufactured than cut 
into suitable lengths for walking sticks or canes, or 
for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sun-shades; 

Bamboos, unmanufactured ; 

Barley, pearl or hulled; 

Bass, or bast, formatting; 

Bath brick and Bristol-stones; 

Bed feathers and downs; | 

Bees, in swarms or plain hives; 

Bezoar-stones; 

Birds, stuffed ; 

Black salts; 

Black tares; 7 f 

Bleaching-powders, or chloride of lime; 

Blueing-powders, for laundry uses; 

Bladders, crude, and all crude integuments of 
animals not otherwise provided for ; 

Bologna sausage; ; 

Bones, crude and not manufactured, bones burned, 
calcined, ground, or steamed; N 

Books which shall have been printed and manu- 
factured more than twenty years. at the date of 
importation; 


Brass, old, having once been used, and fit only for | 


remanufacture; 

Brazil paste ; 

Brazil pebbles for spectacles, and pebbles for spec- 
tacles, rough ; 

Bristles ; 

Brooms; , 

Bulbs, and bulbous roots for planting; 

Burgundy pitch; 

Cameos, not set; 

Camphor, crude ; 

Carbolic crystals; 

Castor, or castoreum ; E i 

erent strings, or gut-cord, for musical instru- 
ments; 

Chalk, white, red, French, and all other unmanu- 
factured; 

Chamomile flowers; 

Charcoal; 

China root; i 

Chronometers, box and ship, and parts of; 

Chrysolite ; 

Cinchona root; fog 

Cinnabar, native or artificial ; 

Citron, green or dried; 

Clippings and waste of brass, bronze or Dutch 
motal, fit only for remanufacture ; 


Coal-stores of American vessels: Provided, that | 


none shall be unloaded ; 
Cobalt, ore of; 
Cocoa, crude, and butter, fiber, leaves, and shells 
of, and racahout ; 
Cocoa, wine, medicinal only; 
Coir ; 
Colcothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 
Coltsfoot; 
Contrayerva root; ; : : 
Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American 
vessels compelled by marine disaster to repair in 
foreign ports ; . R 
Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 
Cowhage down; 
Croam of tartar and tartar-emectic; 
Crocus coleothar; i 
Crucibles of sand or earths, or pots of black lead, 
plumbago, in whole or in part; 
Cubebs ; 
Curling-stones or quoits; 
Curry and curry-powders; 
Cyanite, or kyanite; 
Dried blood; 
Dried bugs; 
Dulce, prepared or manufactured ; ` 
Dyeing, all barks, berries, flowers, nuts, plants, 
woods, and vegetable, animal, or mineral substances, 
crudo or ground, used exclusively for dyeing or for 
composing dycs, including all crude decoctions 
thereof; 
Elecampane root; 
Emery ore or rock, ground or pulverized or not; 
Enamel; 
Ergot: 
Fans, common palm-leaf; 
Farina; 
Feather beds; 
Feldspar; | 
Felt, filtering and polishing, for marble-cutters’ 
use; 
Felting-stones ; 
Eibrine, in all forms; 
i Piltering-stones, manufactured or unmanufac- 
ured; 
Einishing-powder; 
Firewood; 
Fish, living; 3 
Fish-skins, rawor unmanufactured; 
Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones; 
Flowers, dried, and flowers, natural; 
Fossils; : : 
Fowls, living, land.or 
all kinds; ; 
French sand; 5 7 
Fruits, namely, bananas; plantains, and Zante, 
and all other currants; 


water, and-live pouliry of 
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Furs, unmanufactured, of all kinds; 

Fur waste; 

Galanga, or galangal; 

Garancine; : ; 

Gelatine, prepared exclusively for culinary pur- 
poses; 

Gentian, or gentian root; 

Ginger root; 

Ginseng root; 

Glucose; f 

Goldbeaters’ molds and goldbeaters’ skins; 

Gold, oxide of; 

Gold-size; g , 

Grease, not otherwise provided for; 

Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 

Gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, old or refuse, fit only 
forremanufacture; 

Gut and worm-gut, manufactured or unmanufac- 
tured, for whip and other cord; 

Guts, salted; 

Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured; 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses; 

Harness liquid; 

Hellebore root; i . 7 

Hide cuttings, raw, with or without the hair on, 
for glue-stock; 

Hide-rope; g , 

Hides, namely, Angora goat-skins, raw, without 
the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw and 
unmanufactured ; 

Hones and whetstones; 

Honey; 

Yop-roots, for cultivation; 

Horn; 

Indian hemp, (crude drug;) 

Indiaor Malacca joints, not further manufactured 
than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted ; 

India-rubber yarn or thread ; 

Insect-powders ; 

Tron liquor; 

Isinglass, or fish-glue; 

Istle, or Tampico fiber; 

Jalap, and crude resin of: 

Josstick, or josslight; 

Jute butts; 

Jute, unmanufactured ; 

Leather, old scrap; | , 

Leaves, all not otherwise provided for: 

Lemon and lime juice; 

Licorice root and juice; 

Lithographic stones, not engraved; 

Loadstones; zl 

Logs, androundunmanufactured timber not other- 
wise provided for; 

_Logwood, in sticks or ground, and all erude decoc- 
tions of; 

Lunar-costic molds; 

Maccaroni and vermicelli; 

Madder and munjeet, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of; 

Magnets; 

Manganese, oxide and ore of; 

Marrow, crude; 

Marsh-mallows; 

Matico leaf; 

Medicinal barks, flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and 
seeds, crude, not otherwise provided for; 

Meerschaum, crude or raw; g 

Metal, Dutch, unmanufactured ; 

Mica and mica waste; 

Mineral waters, all; i . 

Moss, sea-weed, and all other vegetable substances, 
used for beds and mattresses ; 

Murexide; 

Muriato of tin, or tin crystals; 

Muriates of gold, or strontium ; 

Musical instruments, strings for, gut; 

Musk, crude; 

Mustard-seed ; 

Nuts, cocoa, and Brazil or cream; 

Nux vomica, and crude resin of; 

Qil-cake ; 

Oils, namely, almonds, essential and oxpressed; 
amber, crude and rectified; ambergris, anise, or 
anise-seed; anthos, or rosemary; bergamot; caje- 
put; caraway; cassia; cedrat; chamomile; cinna- 
mon; citronella, or lemon-grass; civet; cloves, or 
earyophyl; éubebs; fennel; jasmine, or Jessamine; 
juglandium ; juniper; lavender; mace; neat’s-foot; 
ottar of roses; sesame, or sesamum-seed, or bene; 
thyme, red, or origanum; thyme, white; valerian; 

Olives, green or preserved ; 

Orange buds and flowers; 

Orpiment; 

Osmium iridium ; 

Oxidizing paste; 

Paints and colors, namely, Berlin blue; Chinese 
blue; Dutch pink; Frankfort black ; ivory black, 
or drop black; mineral blue; mineral and French 
green; mineral kermes; sienna, dry, orin oil; smalts 
and frostings; wood-lake; 

Palladium metal; ee ek ee 

Paper stock, crude, of every description, including 
all grasses, fibers, rags, other than wool, waste, shav~ 
ings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, wasterope,waste 
bagging, and all other substances of whatever de- 
scription, used in making, and fit only for convert- 
ing into paper; 

Parchment; 

Pellitory-root; , 

Persis, or extract of archiland cudbear; 

Pewter and Britannia metal, old, and fit only to be 
remanufactured; 

Phanglein; 

Plumbago, or black-lead; 

Polypodium; |, 

Potter’s composition; 
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Precipitate, red; 
Pualu; 
Quick-grass roots 
Quills, prepared or unprepared ; 
Railroad ties, of wood; 
Rarans and reeds, unmanufactured ; 
Rennets, raw or prepared; 
Resinous substances for like uses as gum -copal, 
not otherwise provided for ; 
Root-flour 3 
Rosin, or resin; 
Saffron and safflower, and extract of; 
Saffron cake: i 
Sage, crude; 
Sago and sago-flour; 
Salacine; 
Salop, or saloup; 
Sassafras; 
Sauerkraut; 
Sausage-skins; 
Sealing-waxy; 
Seeds, namely, anise, anise star, Canary, chia, 
sosamum, and sugar-cane; 
Seneca-root, crude; 
Shale; 
Sbark-skins; 
Snails; 
Snake-root; 
Soap-stocks and soap-stuffs ; 
Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats and 
bonnets; 
Sponges; 
Spunk; 
Stavesaere, crude; 
Saint John’s beans; 
Storax, or styrax ; 
Strontia, or protoxide of strontium; 
Succinic acid ; 
Sugar of milk; 
Tale; 
Tamarinds, crude; 
Tar, Barbadoes; 
Far and pitch, (from the pine ;) 
Yeasels; 
Terra-alba, aluminous ; 
Tica, crude; - 
‘Timber, round and unmanufactured ; 
‘Tin, in pigs, bars, or blocks, and grain-tin; 
Tin liquor, and all salts of tin, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; 
Tin, oxide of; 
Tonquin, Tonqua, or Tonka beans; 
Tripoli; 
Turkish red salt; 
Tyrian dye: k 
Umbrella sticks, crude, to wit, all partridge, hair- 
wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, and other sticks and 
canes, in the rough, or no further manufactured 
than cut into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol, 
or sun-shade sticks or walking-canes ; 
Uranium, oxide of; 
Vanilla beans or vanilla plants; 
Venice turpentine; 
Venison, venison hams and game, and game meats 
(raw or salted) of all kinds; 
Wafers; 
Wax bay or myrtle, shoemakers’, Brazilian, and 
Chinese; 
Willow or ozicr, crude or prepared for basket- 
makers’ use; 
Yams; 
Yeast-cakes; 
Zaffer; 
Zine, old and fit only for remanufacture. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move an 
executive session, 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to move an amend- 
ment for the purpose of having it pending. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I yield for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SCOTT. This whole bill being an 
amendment, I desire, so that the Senate may 
be brought at as early a day as possible to 
what will be the test question upon it, prob- 
ably, to move to amend by striking out lines 
tweive and thirteen on the first page, and in- 
serting between lines three and four, on the 
seventh page, the words ‘‘ teas of all kinds 
and coffee of all kinds;”’ the effect of which 
will be to make tea and coffee free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator having 
offered his amendment, I now give notice that 
Į will to morrow submit the general statement 
of facts upon which we propose this pill, I 


will now yield to the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. : I moye that 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
Mr. COOPER. 
taken up. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It would 
not be in order now. 
Mr. COOPER. I ask unanimous consent. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I bave no 
objection if unanimous consent can be ob- 
tained. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the bill? 


42p Cone, 2p Suss.—No. 106. 


I would like to have a bill 


Mr. COOPER. Senate bill No. 168, for the 
relief of Mrs. Martha L. House Russell. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to reserve the 
right to object when I hear the bill read. 

fhe Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 163) 


for the relief of Mrs. Martha L. House Russell. . 


Mr. WRIGHT. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont. ; 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened; and (at 
four o’clock and two minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 14, 1872, 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruzr, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. f 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, I call for the 
regular order. 

"Phe SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes.) 
The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports during the moruing hour. 

Mr. BEATLY. I desire to make a privi- 
leged report. 

Mr. CONNER. I wantto introduce a bill for 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I insist upon 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order being insisted upon, the morning hour 
now begins. at seven minutes past twelve 
o'clock, and reports are in order from the 
Committee of Claims. 


KANSAS WAR OLAIMS, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that the same do pass, House 
bill No. 1063, to reimburse the State of Kansas 
for moneys expended for the United States in 
enrolling, equipping, and provisioning militia 
forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion, 

The question was ‘upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $337,- 
054 38 to reimburse the State of Kansas for 
moneys expended, amounts assumed, and dis- 
bursement made by that State in enrolling, 
equipping, arming. subsisting, transporting, 
and paying such troops as were called into 
service by order of the Governor of said State, 
upon the requisition of Major General Curtis, 
in 1864, to repel the invasion of the rebel forces 
of General Price, and to carry into effect ihe 
provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to re- 
imburse. the State of Kansas for moneys ex- 
pended for the United States in enrolling, 
equipping, and provisioning militia forces to 
aid in suppressing the rebellion,”’ approved 
February 2, 1871, the said sum of $387,054 38 
being the amount reported due to the State of 
Kansas by James A. Hardie, J. D. Binghan, 
and T. H. Stanton, commissioners appointed 
by the Secretary of War to examine and audit 
the claims of the State, in pursuance of the 
act referred to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is reported in pursuance of an act 
passed by the last Congress entitled ‘‘ An act 
to reimburse the State of Kansas for moneys 
expended for the United States in enrolling, 
equipping, and. provisioning militia forces to 
aid in suppressing the rebellion.” 


| 


That act į 


provided for the appointment by the Secretary | 


of War of three commissioners, whose duty 
was to audit these claims of the State of 
Kansas. The commission was duly appointed 
and proceeded to do its work. It examined 
these expenses of the State of Kansas in de- 
tail and reported fully to the Secretary of 
War the amount due the State, That report 


has been printed and laid before the House. 
The Committee of Claims have carefully ex* 
amined the report and find it to be in strict 
accordance with the law under which the 
committee acted. The committee are gatis- 
fied that in this. report full justice is done to 
the Government, and hence they recommend 
the passage of the bill. Unless some inquiry 
shall be made, J will not occupy further the- 
time of the House, but ask for the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time. ` 

Mr. KERR. Iwas not in the House when 
this bill was ‘presented. I merely desire ‘to 
inquire whether it comes from the appropriate 
committee, and is recommended by that com- 
mittee? ; 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. It is reported 
from the Committee of Claims, and is recom: 
mended by that committee unanimously. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also, from. the 
Committee of Claims, reported back with 
amendments a bill (H. R. No. 1149) to author- 
ize the commissioners of claims to appoint 
special commissioners to take testimony, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides the commissioners of claims shall have 
authority to appoint special commissioners to 
take testimony, to be used in cases pending 
before them, who shall have authovity to ad- 
minister oaths and affirmations and to take the 
depositions of witnesses. The second section 
provides that any person who shall knowingly 
and willfully swear fatsely before the com- 
missioners of claims, or betore any special 
commissioner appointed by virtue of this act, 
in any matter or claim pending before the 
commissioners, shall be deemed guilty of per- 
jary, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
punished in the same manner prescribed by 
law in cases of willful and corrupt perjury. 
The third section authorizes the commission- 
ersof claims to uppointand employ agents, but 
not more than three at any time, whose duty 
it shail be, under the direction and authority 
of the commissioners, to investigate claims 
pending before them which exceed $3,000 in 
amount, to procure evidence, to secure the 
attendance of witnesses on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, and to examine the same, and to 
cross-examine the wituesses produced by claim- 
ants, and to perform such other dutics as may 
be required of them by the commissioners, who 
may discharge them at any iime. These agents 
are to be allowed their actual and necessary 
traveling expenses, the expenses paid ont 
in investigating claims, procuring witnesses, 
and taking testimony, and dollars 
per day while employed in the discharge 
of their duties; of all which, at the end of 
each month, they shall make a statement in 
detail, specifying the amounts by them paid 
out; to whom paid, when and where, and for 
what purpose, and the number of days em- 
ployed in their duties, and shall transmit the 
game duly certified to the commissioners. 
The fourth section provides that the commis- 
siouers may employ three additional clerks at 
a salary of $1,200 per year, and may employ, 
at theusual rates, such agsistauce for the short- 
hand reporter as may be necessary from lime 
to lime in reporting, copying, and preparing 
for Gongress the oral testimony taken in cases, 
before the commissioners. The fifth seciion 
enacts all the expenses incurred under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be allowed and paid in 
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the same manner and out of the same appro- 
priation provided for in the act organizing the 
commissioners of claims, being an act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1872, and for other 
purposes, approved March 8, 1871. 

The amendments reported by the commit- 
tee were read, as follows: 


At the end of section one add the following: 

Provided, The claimants shall pay the fees of such 
special commissioners for taking the depositions of 
witnesses called by them, and such fees shall in no 
ease exceed five dollars if the claim is less than 


1,000. 
Aiter the word “claims,” in line two of the sec- 
ond section, insert the words “ or either of them.” 
Before the word “dollars,” in line thirteen of 


section three, insert “six? , 

Atthe end of the bill add the following as a new 
section: < 

Sec. 6. And be itfurther enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the said commissioners of elaims to 
receive and examine and consider the justice and 
validity of such claims as shall be brought before 
them of those citizens who remained loyal adher- 
ents to the cause of the Government of the United 
States during the war, for stores or supplies taken 
or furnished during the rebellion for the use of the 
Navy of the United States, in the same manner and 
with like effect as they are now required by law 
todo in the cases of stores and supplies taken or 
furnished for the use of the Army. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, Irise for the 
purpose of submitting a motion to strike out 
the third section of the bill. I propose to ask 
that the section be again reported. Before 
that is reported by the Clerk, 1 trust the House 
will permit me to say a word or two. Mem- 
bers will observe there are two important fea- 
tures in this bill, one being the appointment of 
commissioners to take testimony to be laid 
before the commissioner. Phat is all right; 
but there is a second provision for the appoint- 
ment of agents who shall proceed to the vari- 
ous sections of the country where these claims 
originate and there make inquiry into all the 
facts. _ 1 think that is an unnecessary expense. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Ihope the House 
will be called to order, as we cannot hear any- 
thing said by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore called the 
House to order, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was seeking 
to call the attention of the House to the im- 
portance of the features of this bill. The first 
is-in reference to the appointment of commis- 
sioners by this commission of claims, who in 
various sections shall take the testimony to be 
used before these claims commissioners. That 
provision of the bill seems to me to be a very 
properone. ‘Lhe provision which I proposeto 
strike out is contained in the third section, 
which proposes that the commissioners of 
claims may appoint and employ agents, but 
not. more than tbree at any time, whose duty 
it shall be, under the direction and authority 
of said commissioners, to investigate claims 
pending before them which exceed $3,000 in 
amount, to procure evidence, to secure the 
attendance of witnesses on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, and to examine the same, and to 
cross-examine the witnesses produced by claim- 
ants, and to perform such other duties as may 
be required of them by said commissioners, 
who may discharge them at any lime. 

I object to this not so much on the score of 
expense, but because, after the Government, 
through these agents, shall have made inquiry 
in reference to these claims before reporting 
the testimony to these commissioners of claims 
they will act, not so much in an ex parte pro- 
ceeding, but it will assume rather the formof a 
regular legal proceeding where the Govern- 
ment will not be fairly represented. It would 
not be, as now, an ex parte proceeding.. It is 
not proposed that the Government shall be 
represenied by an attorney; and in reference 
to this commission, there are none of the safe- 
guards with regard to. all these claims which 
are thrown round the Court of Claims, and 


i 


beside, there is no appeal provided for to the 
Supreme Court. Theadoption of this section 
wili leave the commission, while it will, to a cer- 
tain extent, relieve Congress from all the em- 
barrassments of allowing these claims, without 


. those safeguards in behalf of the Government 


which, when you consider the character of 
many of these claims, many of them exceed- 
ing half a million dollars, the Government 
ought to have. The Government ought to be 
secured against any false practices, for we must 
recollect these agents are to be employed at 
small salaries and will be surrounded by all 
the temptations generally attending this sort 
of proceeding, andthe security provided for on 
the part of the Governmentis altogether incon- 
siderable. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
T will say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana. While I did not believe there 
would be any opposition to this bill, I was, 
nevertheless, wiliing thatthe gentleman should 
have an opportunity to move his amendment. 


The section he proposes to strike out is the} 


most important section in the bill, and the one 
which really has led to its being reported at 
at all. It arises out of this fact: the board 
of commissioners of claims, in examining 
claims which come before them, oftentimes 
become satisfied that while there isan ex parte 
case made out before them, if an examination 
could be made by impartial persons into the 
truth of the matter, it would turn out quite 
otherwise. The claimant comes from a thou- 
sand miles away, and brings three witnesses, 
if you please; one of these witnessesis himself 
and the other two are old servants of his. They 
appear before the commissioners and all swear 
to a similar state of facts, and make out a 
prima facie case. It looks as if there were no 
defense, but yet, from all the circumstances 
surrounding the case, the commissioners are 
morally certain there must be some other facts 
which ought to appear before them and which 
bear greatly on the matter. They desire from 
Congress authority simply to appointan agent, 
where they have this belief, who shall go into 
the neighborhood and investigate these facts, 
and bring their investigation to the knowledge 
of the commissioners; to subpena witnesses 
if need be, and bring them before them in 
order that the truth of the matter may be made 
to appear. If there can be any possible objec- 
tion, { do not really see what it is. 

The committee believe, upon consultation 
with the commissioners, that this is not only 
wise but in fact isalmostindispensable. Some 


of these cases, involving amounts of $59,000 | 


or $100,000, or even $200,000, are brought 
before the commission on just such ex parte 
testimony. They ask Congress to give them 
the authority to look into the truth of the mat- 
ter. We think that they oughi to have it, and 
that it is the interest of the Government that 
they should have it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is first on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] to strike 
out the third section. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
section be again reported. 

‘The section was again read, 

The question being taken, Mr. Houman’s 
amendment was rejected. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The question was nexton the passage of the 
bill. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Fask that the bill 
be read in extenso. 

The bill was again read. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idesireto make an 


I ask that the third 


be appointed. 


inquiry cr two. This is a very important bill, 
and its object strikes me as a very good one, 
bat it is important that the attention of the 
House should be carefully directed to its pro- 
visions. Isee no provision in the section lim- 
iting the number of commissioners who may 
Is it left to the discretion of 
the commissioners of claims? 

There is one other matter to which I wish 
to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. 
Brarr.] The Constitution provides that the 
President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall appoint embassadors, &c., 
and all other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not therein otherwise 
provided for, and which shall be established 
by law; but the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers, as they 
think proper, in the President alone, in the 
courts of law, or in the heads of Departments, 

Now, the claims commissioners are not a 
court. Nor are they the head of a Depart- 
ment. Is there not here a difficulty in the 
way of that provision which authorizes the 
commissioners to appoint other commission- 
ers who may take testimony and administer 
oaths? These commissioners provided for 
by this bill to be appointed by the claims 
commissioners are like the United States 
court commissioners in their power to take 
testimony, administer oaths, &c. And what 
I wish to ask is, whether we have authority 
for their appointment in any other way than 
that prescribed in the Constitution ? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. As the law now 
stands, the same state of things exist in that 
respect. Under the authority of the act au- 
thorizing their appointment, they may appoint 
commissioners to take testimony merely as 
they may consider necessary in all parts of 
the southern country. We have not touched 
the question as to authority; they have the 
authority under the old act, and l take it for 
granted that they would have the authority 
under this act. ‘he object of the first section 
is to authorize and enabletheim more fully to do 
this business. It does not alierthe number of 
commissioners that may be appointed. In fact, 
it makes no change atallin that respect. This 


| difficulty is found: that the commissioners 


appointed under the authority of the board did 
not have a right toadminister oaths by virtue 
of such appointment, but they had to appoint 
persons who had authority to administer oaths 
by virtue of some other office held by them. I 
have not examined into the constitutional ques- 
tion, but I think it will be found that there is 
nothing init. Ido not deem it important to 
make any further remarks. I ask that the bill 
be passed. : 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter mouon was agreed to. 


LOUISVILLE ETC., TURNPIKE COMPANY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also, from the 
same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1989) for the benefit of the Louisville and 
Bardstown Turopike Company; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOAR. Trise to a point of order. I 
submit that that bill makes an appropriation, 
and must have its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order, and the bill is 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I suggest that 
this bill does not make au appropriation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. he Chair 
so understands. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, 
tain about it. 


I am not cer- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It contains 
these words, ‘to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I will say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that I would 
like to dispose of this bill if he is willing, and 
if he desires to make any motion in regard to 
it, I will yield him the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is 
in Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

‘JAMES O. P. BURNSIDE. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported back, with amendments, 
and with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 809) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refund certain money 
to James O. P. Burnside. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 
I make the point of order that that bill must, 
under the rules, have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will allow me 
to state what the case is, aud then I think he 
will not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order; and the bill is 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

WILLIAM ANDREWS. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 
same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
1940) for the relief of William Andrews; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue to William An- 
drews, of Montpelier, Vermont, four ten-forty 
coupon bonds for $100 each, with coupons 
_ from and including a coupon for March 1, 1871, 
- in lieu of like ten-forty coupon bonds of $100 
destroyed by fire at Montpelier, Vermont, on 
the 26th day of January, 1871; provided 
that before the issue of said bonds the said 
Andrews shall furnish to the Secretary of the 
Treasury a bond in form and with sureties sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary to indemnify the 
United States against the said bonds supposed 
to have been destroyed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. ‘This is a bill 
for the issue of duplicate bonds in place of 
bonds shown by incontrovertible testimony 
before the committee to have been burned in 
a fire at Montpelier, Vermont. 

T'he biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HAAS AND POWELL. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1941) for 
the relief of Haas & Powell, of Chicago, Ili- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The 
alleged that the distillery and distillery bonded 
warehouse, No. 1, of Haas & Powell, of the 
first collection district of the State of Hlinois, 
were destroyed by fire on June 80, 1870, with- 
out any neglect, fault, fraud, or evil practice 
on the part of said Haas & Powell, their agents 
or employés, and that by said fire in said ware- 
house there were destroyed, before the same 
or any part thereof had been sold or removed 
from the premises where it had been manu- 
factured, nineteen hundred and eighty-eight 
packages or barrels of high-wines or distilled 


preamble of the bill states that it is |} 


spirits, and upon which the tax had not been 
paid, but for the payment of which bonds had 
been given according to law. 

The bill authorizes the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue to inquire into and determine 
the amount of high-wines or distilled spirits 
contained in the warehouse of Haas & Powell, 
on June 30, 1870, and which was destroyed on’ 
that day by fire; and also authorizes the Com- 
missioner to abate and remit the direct tax of 
fifty cents per gallon, due and unpaid on such 
distilled spirits or high-wines as he shall find 
were destroyed by fire in said warehouse, ex- 
cept so far as the owners may be indemnified 
against said tax bya valid claim for insurance. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentle- 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is, that this 
bill is in the nature of a revenue bill, providing 
for the abatement of a tax for raising reve- 
nue. According to Rule 110 of this House such 
bilis must have their first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

The billwas then ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


D. C. FARRELL. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1942) for 
the relief of D. C. Farrell, of Peoria, Ilinois; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The preamble of the bill stapes that it is 
alleged that the distillery, together with dis- 
tillery bonded warehouse, No. 6, of D. C. 
Farrell, in the fifth collection district of Ti- 
nois, was destroyed by fire on July 27, 1870, 
without any neglect, fraud, fault, or evil prac- 
tice on the part of said Farrell, his agents or 
employés, and that by said fire in said ware- 
house there were destroyed, before the same 
had been sold or removed from the premises 
where it had been manufactured, two thou- 
sand barrels of high-wines or distilled spirits, 
upon which the tax per gallon had not been 


aid. 

The bill authorizes the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to inquire into and determ- 
ine the amount of high-wines or distilled 
spirits contained in the warehouse of D.C. 
Farrell on July 27, 1870, and destroyed by fire 
on said day; and also authorizes the Commis- 
sioner to abate and remit the direct tax of 
fifty cents per gallon due and unpaid on such 
distilled spirits or high-wines as he shall find 
were so destroyed, except so far as the owncr 
may be indemnified against said tax by a valid 
claim for insurance. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

“Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT WILLIAMS, JR. 


Mr. S[RONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1943) for 
the relief of Robert Williams, jr., collector for 
the third district of Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill-to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The biil, which was read, directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasary, in settling 
the accounts of Robert Williams, jr., collector 
of internal revenue of the third district of 
Ohio, to credit and allow to him such amount 


$ 


as they shall find was stolen from his safe in 
beer, cigar, and internal revenue stamps by, 
burglars, on the night of July 8, 1869, provided. 
that there shall first be deducted from such 
sum the amount recovered by said Williams, 
and that nothing shall be allowed for expenses 
in recovering the same. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state it. - 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is that the 
other day, contrary to my personal opinion, a 
proposition precisely similar to this was pre- 
sented ag an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, and held to be an appropriation. 

Mr. STRONG. ‘There is no appropriation 
made by this bill. It simply authorizes the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to make a 
fair settlement with the party. 

Mr. HOAR. My own personal opinion 
coincides with that of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Srrona.] 

Mr. STRONG. Then I hope the gentle- 
man will not press his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. I must do so, as it was so 
held the other day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also’ moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HENRY N. GALPIN. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, with a recommendation that 
it pass, a bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief 
of Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, 
Connecticut. F 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
in settling the accounts of Henry N. Galpin, 
as postmaster at Berlin, Connecticut, to credit 
and allow to him the sum of $150, postage 
stamps, of which he was robbed by burglars 
on the night of October 16, 1868, without fault 
or negligence on his part. ‘ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask for the 
reading of the report in this case, if there is 


one. 

Mr. STRONG. I will state in a word the 
substance of the report. This post ofice was 
entered at night by professional burglars, the 
safe taken out and broken into, and stamps 
to the amount of $150 abstracted. One of 
the burglars was afterward arrested for that 
and other crimes, and was confined in the 
State prison of Connecticut, where he mur- 
dered the warden, for which crime he has 
since been hanged. We have the statement 
of the Post Office Department that this post» 
master had these stamps in his possession. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the. 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD T. GATES : 

Mr. STRONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, with a recommendation that 
it pass, a biil (H. R. No. 1944) for the relief of 
Edward T. Gates, postmaster at Thomaston, 
Connecticut; which wasread a first and second 
time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting ofh- 
cers of the Treasury, in settling the accounts 
of Edward T. Gates, postmaster at Thomas- 
ton, Connecticut, to allow and credit him with 
the sum of $300 for postage stamps stolen by 
burglars on the night of November 17, 1868. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to hear 
the facts in this case, Is there a report? 
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Mr. STRONG. There is a report accom- 
panying the bill. The case was reported upon 
by the Committee of Claims in the last Con- 
gress. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the report be 
read. : 

The report was read. It states that on the 
night of November 17, 1868, the post office at 
Thomaston was entered by burglars, and post- 
age stamps; for which he was responsible to the 
Treasury, to the amount of $300, were stolen 
and. carried away without fault or negligence 
on his part. The committee states that satis- 
factory evidence warrants the conclusion that 
it is but just and reasonable the claimant 
should be relieved. 

Mr. STRONG, I desire to state that this 
case comes from the district of my colleague 
on the other side of the House, [ Me. Barnum, | 
who is acquainted with the parties, and can 
certify to the fact, if any gentleman doubts the 
accuracy ofthe report. Therecan be no ques- 
tion as to the justice of the claim. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Connecticut will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. STRONG. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, before the expiration 
of the morning hour, to withdraw the objection 
which I mgde to the bill reported this moruing 
from the Committee. of Claims by the gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. Surry. ] 

Mr. STRONG. dl hope the bill I have 
reported willuow be disposed of. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SVRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLLAM NIXON, 


Mr. STRONG. On behalf of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 
618) for the relief of William Nixon, of West 
Virginia, in order that it may be put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. HOAR., T rise to a question of order. 
I make no objection to the bill being taken 


up if it is referred to the Commitiee of the | 


Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from, Connecticut asks that the bill be 
taken from the Speaker’s table for the pur- 
pose of putting it upon its passage. 

Mr. HOAR. To that I object. 

Mr. STRONG. Very weil; let the bill 
remuin where it is. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. STRONG, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted adverse reports in the fol- 
lowing cases; and they were laid upon the 
table: : 

The petition of E. B. Tuttle; and 

The petition of Albert G. Brown, Jate super- 
vising special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. . 

JAMES 0, P. BURNSIDE. 


Mr. HOAR. I now withdraw my objection 
to the biil reported by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Sairu.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts having withdrawn 
his objection to the consideration of the biil 
reported by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr, Smiri, ] is there objection to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar being discharged from the further 
consideration of that bill, and the bill being 
pul on its passage at the present time? 

Mr. SLOSS. 1 object. 

WILLIAM VAILS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee of | 


Claims, reported back a bill (Hl. R. No, 1275) 
for the relie! of William Yails, late a private 


in company C, third regiment Indiana vol- 
unteer cavalry, with a recommendation that it 
do pass. j 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of War to grant a certificate of honorable 
discharge from the Army of the United States 
to William Vails, late a private in company 
C, third regiment Indiana volunteer cavalry, 
to date the 15th day of June, 1865, without 
loss of pay or emoluments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report in this case is 
voluminous, and I move that it be printed. 

It was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COBURN, I hope the gentleman will 
state in brief what are the facts in the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague asks me to 
state the facts in this case, and I will do so. 
They are as follows: William Vails was a pri- 
vate soldier who served upon the Potomac 
during the war. He enlisted in 1861, and 
afterward, in 1864, reénlisted as a veteran, 
and served until the close of the war. While 
his regiment was going home for the purpose. 
of being discharged, and when it had reached 
the city of Cincinnati on its way to Louisville, 
where it was to be discharged, and while lying 
at Cincinnati, as is alleged in the testimony, 
he heard that his wife and son were both lying 
sick at Rising Sun, twenty-five miles below 
Cincinnati. He told the captain he was going 
to see hiš wife, and that he would be at Louis- 
ville the next morning by the mail-boat, in 
order to be present at the mustering-out of 
his regiment, It does not appear, however, 
that the captain gave consent to his going to 
see his wife. ‘The testimony shows, however, 
that he notified the captain that he was going 
to see his sick wife, He went to Rising Sun, 
twenty-five miles below Cincinnati, and, as is 
alleged, found his wife sick, and was taken 
sick himself, so that he was unable to join his 
regiment the next day. The regiment, instead 
of being discharged at Louisville, went to Fundi- 
anapolis to be discharged, and he was reported 
upon the rolls as not present and absent with- 
out leave. The committee put the bill upon 
this ground: here was a soldier who had 
served faithfully during the whole war. The 
testimony of the captain fully proves that. 
While the regiment was returning home to be 
mustered out he ieft for the purpose of visit- 
ing his sick wife at Rising Sun, twenty-five 
miles below Cincinnati, and which was on his 
way to Louisville, where the regiment was to 
be discharged. We think, under all the cir- 
cumstances, he should be relieved from the 
charge of desertion. I call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Task the gentleman 
to yield to me for a moment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 withdraw the previous 
guestion for that purpose. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I desire to make one 
statement. There is a glaring inconsistency 
in the bill. lt proposes that the Secretary 
of War shall issue an honorable discharge. 
That cannot be done. All that can be done 
according to the rules and practice of the 
War Department is to remove the charge of 
desertion, and the bill ought to be drawn up 
in that way. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I look upon the mere form 
as unimportant, and should be willing to mod- 
ify the bill so as to provide that the Adja- 


tant General be directed to remove the charge 


of desertion. I presume, however, that my 
friend from Michigan (Mr. Sroventron] will 
regard this as a mere formality. The sub- 
stance of the thing is that the man should 
be relieved from the charge of desertion, and 
that we provide for. 
committee is limited, I hope the gentleman 

will allow the bill to pass in its present form. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So far as I am personally 
concerned I should be happy to yield to the 
gentleman, but I mast decline to yield, because | 
Tam consuming the time of other members of 


As the time of the | 


the committee. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also.moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HORACE B. SHEPARD. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 837) for 
the relief of Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana. 

The bill was read. It provides that there 
shall be refunded and paid to Horace B. 
Shepard, late collector of internal revenue 
for the first collection district of Indiana, the 
sum of $1,006 75 for beer-stamps, amounting 
to that sum, intrusted to him for sale while 
acting as such collector, and destroyed by fire 
by the burning of his office on the 29th day 
of March, in the year 1867, and which were 
charged to and have been.accoanted for by 
him in the final settlement of his accounts 
with the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is a report in this 
case, prepared by the present Governor of 
Massachusetts, Mr. Washburn. 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the point of order on 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. It is that this is an appropria- 
tion of money. The Chair will allow me to 
call his attention to the difference between 
this and the other case on which the Chair 
ruled a short time ago. The other case was 
for a settlement of accounts. In this case the 
account is already settled, and this is simply 
an order to pay the amount from the Treasury. 
l submit, therefore, that the bill should have its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill, I believe, makes 
an appropriation. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Jintroduced the bill, and 
it was not intended that it should operate as an 
appropriation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does tbe 
gentleman from Massachusetts iusist on his 
point of order ? 

Mr. HOAR. Tdo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the poiat of order, and the bill will 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 


E. W. WHITAKER. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1945) for 
the relief of E. W. Whitaker, of Hartford, 
Connecticut ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Postmas- 
ter General to pay to E. W. Whitaker, late 
postmaster at Hartford, Connecticut, the sum 
of $651. 96 out of the sum of $1,000 deposited 
on the 5th day of January, 1871, with the 
United States Assistant Treasurer at New 
York, by the clerk of the district court of the 
United States for the district of Connecticut, 
on account of the Post Offce Department, 
being amount of the penalty of boud forfeited 
in said court to the United States; the said, 
sum of $651 96 having been post office funds 
taken from said postmaster, without default 
on his part, and accounted for and paid by 
him to the Post Office Department. 

Mr. HOAR.. LI raise the point of order on 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will please state his point of order.. 

Mr, HOAR. The point of order is that 
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thisis an appropriation of moneys from the 
Treasury. A mere recital of how the moneys. 
are deposited does not make it any the less 
an appropriation, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this money is 
not covered into the Treasury. To show what 
are the facts, I ask that a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, which I send to the 
desk, be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 12, 1872. 


Sır: In reply to the letter of Henry H. Smith, 
clerk Committeo of Claims, ILouse of Representa- 
tives, requesting that you be informed whether or 
not the penalty of the bond of $1,000 0f Mr. B. P. 
Hathaway, referred to in the letter of the Post- 
master General, which is herewith respectfully re- 
turned, has been paid or covered into the Treasury, 
T have the honor to inform you that the amount of 
$1,000 wasdeposited January 6, 1871, with the United 
States Assistant Treasurer at New York city by 
Loren Wald, clerk United States district court -of 
Connecticut, on account of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, being bond of Philip B. Hathaway, forfeited, 
(indicted for embezzling money from postal money- 
order department of the post office, Hartford, Con- 
necticut,) and was reported by said Assistant Treas- 
urer to the credit of the Treasurer for use of the 
Post Office Department. 

‘The Postmaster General, therefore, appears to be 
mistaken when he says that his Department has 
received no part of the proceeds of the bond referred 


to. Having been credited in the account of the 


Post Office Department, the amount_is under the 

control of the Postmaster General. If desired, it 

can be withdrawn either by a counter entry, ap- 

proved by the Postmaster General, or by a regular 
ost Office Department warrant. 5 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 


Hon. Avstıy Brar, Chairman Committee of Claims, 
House of Lepresentatives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
insist on the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ido not think that this 
money was actually covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. I leave the question to the 


Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
does not consider that the money was covered 
into the Treasury, and therefore rules that the 
point of order has not been well taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN.: There is a report accom- 
panying the bill, which I ask to have printed. 

There was uo objection; and it was so Or- 
dered. 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS F. SPENCER, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the 
same committee to report back a bill appro- 
priating the sum of $100 to a poor man whose 
horse was taken and appropriated for Govern- 
ment purposes. It is the bill (H. R. No. 1274) 
for the reliefof Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana. 

The bill was read, 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
That bill makes an appropriation, and must 
have its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. . 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order, and the bill is 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

DANIEL C. BRIGGS. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, the 
Committee of Claims was discharged from the 
further consideratior of the petition of Daniel 
C. Briggs, late second lieutenant in company 
G, fourth cavalry regiment Pennsylvania vol- 
unteers; and the same was referred to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

ELECTION CONTEST—-NORRIS V8. HANDLEY, 

Mr. McCRARY; from the Committee of 


Blections, sabmitted a report in the case of . 


Norris vs. Handley, from ihe third district 
of Alabama, accompanied by the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That W. A. Handley is entitled to re- 
tain his seat in this House as Representative from 
the third district of Alabama. 


Mr. McCRARY. I move thatthe report be 


laid upon the table and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. McCRARY. I give notice that I will 
call up the report for consideration one week 
from to-day. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
792) in addition to an act entitled ‘‘ An acjto 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act for the removal 
of causes in certain cases from State courts,’ 
approved July 27, 1866,” approved March 2 
1869, was taken from the Speaker's table, rea 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF BRAZOS DESANTIAGO. 


Mr. SHELDON. Iask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Commerce, 
for consideration now, the bill (H. R. No. 131) 
to change the boundaries of the collection dis- 
trict of Brazos de Santiago, in the State of 
Texas. 

The bill was read for information. It pro- 
vides that the cqpnties of Starr, Zapata, and 
Webb, now forming part of the collection dis- 
trict of Corpus Christi, in the State of ‘Texas, 
shall be detached therefrom and annexed to 
the collection district of Brazos de Santiago, 
and forma part of said district in said State. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. Does 
this bill come from a committee? 

Mr. SHELDON. Ithas been unanimously 
agreed to by the Committee .on Commerce. 

There was no objection, and the report was 
received and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHELDON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LINK'TON LAND DISTRICT, OREGON. 


Mr. SLATER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1638) to create the Link- 
ton land district, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that all that portion of the State of Ore- 
gon lying south of the fourth standard parallel 
south of the base line, between townships 
eighteen and nineteen south, and east of the 
meridian line between ranges five and six 
in said State, shall constituie an additional 
land district, to be called the Linkton dis- 
trict; and the office in said district shall be 
located at Linkville, subject to be changed by 
the President of the United States as the pub- 
lie interests may require. The second sec- 
tion authorizes the President to appoint, in 
accordance with existing laws authorizing ap- 


pointments to office, a register and a receiver | 


for the district hereby created, who shall be 
required to reside at the site of the office for 
said district, have the same powers, respons- 
ibilities, and emoluments, and be subject to 
the same acis and penalties which are or 
may be prescribed 
land officers of the Unired States for the State 
of Oregon. The third section confirms all 
sales and locations made at the offices of 
the district in which the lauds embraced ir 
this district have hitherto been included, sit- 
uate within the limits of this district, 
shall be valid and right in other respects 
up to the day on which the new office s 
go into operation. 


which | 


Mr. HOLMAN. Does this bill grant -the 
right of way? 

Mr. SLATER. No, sir; it creates a new 
land district, and the bill has the approval of 
the Committee on the Publie Lands, as well 
as of the Commissioner of the Public Lands. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLATER moved to reconsider the vete 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH HARDING. 


Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Harding; which was read a first 
and second time. i 

‘The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Harding, 
mother of Jasper H. Harding, late a private 
in company A, sevénty-sixth regiment Penn- 
sylvania volunteers, to take effect from the ist 
day of January, 1870. 

‘fhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bour 
of half past one baving arrived, the House, 
by order, will proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 665, to extend the time to the 
State of Wisconsin to complete a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior, reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands under 
instructions of the House. i 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask that the bill, with 
the amendments reported by the Commitice 
on Public Lands, in pursuance of instructions 
from the House, be now read. : 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Renresent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congrese 
assembled, That in case there shall be completed 
within one year from the passage of this act forty 
miles of the road from the St. Croix river or lake to 
Lake Superior, as authorized by act of Congress 
approved June 3, 1856, and act of Congress approved 
May 5, 1864, and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
be satisfied of such completion, the time for coms 
pleting the construction of said road as autborized 
by said acts shall be extended to the State of Wis- 
consin five years from the passage of this act, and 
all the grants, rights, and privileges contained in 
said original acts shall be continued in full force and 
virtue for said time of five yoars; and subject to the 
condition that the lands granted by the acts hereby 
extended, excepting only such as are necessary for 
the company to which the benefits of this act may 
inure, reserve for depots, stations, side-tracks, wood- 
yards, standing-grounds, and other needful uses, in 
operating the road, and pine {and coal} lands, shall 
be sold to actual settlers only, and in quantities not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres to any one 
person, under such rules and restrictions as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, at such 
prices as will secure to said company, its successors 
or assigns, an average price of not more than $2 
per acre, and subject to the further condition that 
the right of way is hereby gronted to said company 
to the extent of one hundred feet in width on each 
side of said road through the public lands: Provided, 
That the grant hercby extended shall inure only to 
the benefit of such company or companies as the 
State of Wisconsin may hereafter designate, 


by law in relation to other || 


hall | 


| Sro. 2. That this act shall be so construcd as to 
! grant to the State of Wisconsin all the lands here- 
| tofore reserved and embraced in its, provisions, 
| which would inure to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
| Company, under existing laws, by any location of 
l said Northern Pacifie Railroad Company. authorised 
| by existing laws, if this grant er extension had not 
! been imade to said State of Wisconsin, and as lime 
| iting the grant to the lands which, in the absence 
of further legislation, would, by fair interpretation 
of existing laws, inure to the benefit of or might be 
taken by. the Northern Pacific Railroad Company : 
| (Provided, That this act shall not be construed to 
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enlarge the grant of land to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, or to authorize said Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company to select lands elsewhere 
in lieu of any lands embraced in this act, or as grant- 
ing to said State any lands in lieu of which other 
lands might be selected by said Northern Paertfic 
Railroad Company, oras granting any coal lands. 

Src. 3, That the extent of the grant to said State 
under this act shall be determined by the Seeretary 
of tho Interior and the Attorney General, subject to 
the approval.of the President of the United States, 
and shall be reported to Congress hy the Secretary 
of the Interior as soon as such determination is 
made, 

Mr. KETCHAM. I desire to give notice 
that, unless the House shall otherwise order, 
I shalt move the previous question on the 

ending biil and amendments at four o’clock. 
ts the mean time I desire that the time shall 
be divided equally between the friends and 
opponents of the bill. 

Mr, AMBLER. I would suggest that per- 
haps it would be as well that there should now 
be an understanding as to the time when the 
voto shall betaken. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I will agree to that if 
it will not interfere with offering amendments. 
` Mr. KETCHAM. Inreply tothe gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Amprer,] I will say that I 
have no objection to fixing the time absolutely 
now. But there are quite a number of gentle- 
men who are anxious to be heard,.some for and 
some against this bill. I will ask that it be 
ordered now that the vote shall be taken at 
four o'clock. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I must object, unless 
it is understood that amendments are all in at 
that time and ready to be voted upon. 

Mr. KELCHA). Then I give notice that 
I propose to call the previous question at four 
o'clock. And now I must ask that I shall not 
be interrupted while I proceed to say what I 
have to say on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, on Thursday last the 
bill which has just been read, it being Senate 
bill No. 565, to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of the St. Croix and Bayfield railroad, 
with the amendments which ihe committee 
were instructed by the House to make to the 
bill, and by order of the House it was made 
the special order for to-day. T desire now, 
Mr. Speaker, to state bricfly the history of 
the road and the legislation of Congress 
respecting it, and to call attention to some 
important facts which have come to my 
knowledge, which I think will fally war- 
rant me in opposing the passage of any legis- 
lation reviving the grant of land to the road. 
Some of these facts have not been stated 
thus far in the debate upon the measure. 
The friends of the bill, if they have been 
aware of them, have not seen fit to allude to 


them, and its opponents were not able in the | 


short time given them, when the attempt was 
made about two weeks since to pass the bill, 
to obtain the information which has since 
come into my possession. The facts which I 
shall present will, in my Opinion, completely 
demonstrate that the bill makes what is vir- 
tually a new grant of lands that are at this day 
as much the property of the United States as 
any other portion of the public domain, 


The first act granting lands to the State of | 
Supe- | 
3, 1856, and jj 


Wisconsin for the $i. Croix and Lake 
rior railroad was passed June 
granted six sections of land per mile. The 
length of the proposed road was as follows: 
main line from Hudson to Superior City, 144 
miles; branch to 
240 miles. 

The total amount of land to þe given to the 
State of Wisconsin for the road by tbis first 
act was 843,452 acres, and tbe law required 
that the road should be completed within ten 
years. The company took no measures to 
build the road during that time. In 1864, 
eight years after the grant was made, they 
came to Congress and obtained an extension 
of the time for five years from that date, and 
an enlargement of the grant to ten sections to 


Bayfield, 96 miles; ‘total, | 


the mile, which increased the amount of land 
to be given them by 565,000 acres, making a 
grand total of 1,408,452 acres granted to the 
State for the benefit of the road. 

Under the new grant the road was to have 
been completed prior to May 5, 1869. It was 
not completed, and there is no evidence in the 


‘Land Office to show that it was even begun 


before that date. The purpose of the railroad 
company in these long delays was apparently 
to wait until the settlement of the country 
along the line of the road had progressed so 
far as to make a local demand for the road, 
and give it sufficient business to make it a pay- 
ing line, apart from its munificent land grant, 
which they hoped to reserve and sell at high 
priges for the benefit of the few corporators. 
Having procured oné extension without diffi- 
culty, they no doubt thonght there would be 
little trouble in obtaining another, I shall 


show further along in my remarks that in- 


pursuance of this purpose the company took 
care to prevent the lands from reverting to the 
public domain, and being thrown open to set- 
tlement, by inducing the Interior Department 
to unlawfully contract with them, through the 
Governor of Wisconsin to withhold the lands 
from settlement. 

The railroad company had important inter- 
ests at stake, and I regret to say that the offi- 
cers of the Government, whose duty it was to 
protect the interests of the United States and 
those of the settlers, shut thefr eyes to the law 
in order to aid the railroad company to carry 
out their plans. The value of the lands which 
the railroad company seek to have regranted 
is very great for land in a comparatively new 
country, by reason of the immense forests of 
choice pine timber with which they are covered. 
I have no doubt that much of the land is worth 
twenty dollars per acre, and 1 am reliably in- 
formed that ten dollars an acre would not be a 
high estimate of its average value. This would 
make the worth of the gift which it is sought to 
bestow upon this railroad company by a single 
act of legislation the large sum of $15,000,000. 
But admit it to be but half that amount and 
ths sum is still enormous, and its magnitude 
accounts for the persistent efforts that have 
been and are being made by the partics inter- 
ested iu the road to secure the passage of the 
bill, ‘The friends of the measure in their ar- 
guments made in the course of the debate 
about two weeks since insisted that it made no 
new grant of land, and that there were pecu- 
larly strong reasons for extending the time, 
to use their expression, for the completion of 
the road. I maintain that in every essential 
feature the grant is a new one. I know it is 
stated as an unanswerable proposition by the 
other side, that the lands included in the grant 
have’ not reverted to the United States, be- 
cause there has been no act of Congress rein- 
corporating them withthe public domain; but 
Iam prepared to show, as I believe conclu- 
sively, that no legislation is necessary to make 
the lands revert to the United States; and fur- 
ther, that the only reason why they have not 
been thrown open to preémption and home- 
stead settlement long ago, is because the au- 
thorities of the Government chose to take the 
responsibility of disregarding the law and 
keeping settlers from going upon them in pur- 
suauce of an extraordinary and unwarrantable 


| bargain made by these authorities with the 


Governor of Wisconsin. 

The act of June 3, 1856, making the first 
grant, declares in explicit terms that if the 
road is not completed within ten years from 
the date of the passage of the act “no farther 
sale shall be made, and the lands unsold shall 
revert to the United States.” I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the language of the law, 
which is imperative. ‘The lands shall revert 
to the United States.” If there is any force in 
law these lands did revert to the United States 
on the 5th day of May, 1869, for the act of May 
5, 1864, extended the time and enlarged the 


grant upon the same terms and conditions as 
those prescribed in the original act. It only 
postponed the lapsing of the grant from June 
3, 1866 until May 5, 1869. ‘I'ne land is there- 
fore, beyond question, a part of the public 
domain, and we are asked to make a new 
grant of it to the railroad company. 

I do not wish to assert that there may never 
arise a case in which there may not be strong 
reasons urged for making a new grant of 
Government lands to aid in the building of 
a railroad, but I do maintain that this is 
not such a cage. Gentlemen who are opposed 
to new grants of land cannot consistently 
vote for this measure, because it is essentially 
a new grant. Nor can it be successfully 
defended on the ground that, being a new 
grant, it is a particularly meritorious one, 
There are a large number of bills now before 
the Committee onthe Public Lands asking for 
land to construct railroads in the distant terii- 
tories of the far West, where population is 
sparse and capital scarce, and vast districts 
must be traveled by rough wagon-roads to 
reach existing lines of railroad, which have 
much stronger claims to the favorable regard 
of the House than has this St. Croix bill. Iean- 
not see how any gentleman can consistently 
oppose their passage while voting for this bill. 

Lhe St. Croix road for a portion of its 
length rans through a well-settled country, 
dotted with numerous towns and villages. To 
build a road in such a region requires no 
aid from the Government. ‘The railroad com: 
pany practically admit this, for they have in 
the past year constructed without a grant of 
land twenty miles of the southern end of their 
road, knowing there was enough local busi- 
ness to make it a paying investment. ‘The 
northern portion of the road runs through a 
country as yet but thinly peopled. It cannot, 
however, be argued that the building of the 
road is an urgent necessity to develop this 
region, for there is already a railroad built by 
the aid of a liberal appropriation of public 
land, and is now in operation, running paral'el 
to the St. Croix road along its whole length at 
a distance varying from one to fifty-six miles. 
The average distance between the two roads 
is only twenty-cight miles. The road to which 
I refer is the Lake Superior and the Mississippi 
railroad, running from St. Paul to Duluth. 
A land grant of ten sections to the mile with 
twenty mile limits was made to this road May 5, 
1864. July 18, 1866, Congress authorized the 
company to make up any deficiency within 
thirty miles of the west line of said road. 

This road has already received eight hun- 
dred thousand acres of valuable land. Were 
it not for the State line the indemnity limits 
of these two grants would lap nearly half the 
way for the entire length of theroad. Asit is, 
they do lap a short distance at its northern 
terminus near Superior City, ' 

No capitalists in the East would build ane 
road within a few miles of an existing line, 
running parallel with it, startirg at a place 
only fourteen miles from its starting point and 
ending only one mile from its terminus, as does 
this St. Croix road, unless the country were 
so thickly settled as to afford an enormous 
amount of business. ‘There are few portions 
of the eastern and middle States where this is 
the case. 

It is evident that no such condition exists 
in western Wisconsin. The real object of the 
railroad company, in my Opinion, is not to 
make a profitable investment of their money 
in a railroad, but to obtain possession of the 
valuable pine lands, and to hold them as spec- 
ulators until they are of such value that they 
could afford to give away or abandon the 
road and stili make fortunes from the sales 
of the land and timber. There is no imme- 
diate need of this St. Croix road beyond the 
point to which it will be built without a grant 
of land, and when the wants of the country 
along the remainder of the line require and 
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will support a road, if ever, capital will. be 
forthcoming for its construction. l 

The towns along the line will give aid, as 
the towns in my State and in many other || 
States, even as far west as Illinois, have done 
and are now doing, to secure the building of 
railroads through them. ‘hese towns do not | 
think they have any claim upon the Govern- 
ment to build railroads for them. ‘There 
could be just as strong reasons urged why the 
Government should make a grant of land to 
build a railroad across the wilderness in the 
northern part of the State of New York as up 
ithe Ss. Croix valley in the State of Wisconsin, 
and perhaps stronger, because under existing 
laws over six million acres of public land will 
inure to the State of Wisconsin for internal 
improvements, while New York has received 
noue. 

The advocates of the bill lay great stress 
upon the fact that the settlers upon the even 
sections along the proposed route of the St. 
Croix road have paid to the Government the 
price of railroad lands for their farms $2 50 
per acre instead of $1 25, which is all they 
would have been required to pay had not the | 
grant been made to the road. They argue 
that the Government is under obligations to 
the settlers to renew the grant, and to kecp on | 
renewing it until the road is built, or refund to 
them half of their purchase-money. It is a 
sufficient reply to this argument to say that 
if it were correct the Government would be 
obliged, if the company failed to do it, to step 
in and build the road itself, or to extend and- 
reéxtend the time for half a century, or longer, 
at the company’s dictation. i 

‘The settiers took the risk of the completion 
of the railroad, and were willing to pay the 
iucreased price for the reasonable probability 
that it would be finished in accordance with 
the terms of the act. A single fact will effect- 
ually dispose of this whole argument about 
the claims of the settlers. These settlers 
would not to-day sell their land for three 
times the price. they paid the Government, 


į in Wisconsin, both 


and I challenge contradiction to this state- 
ment. They have therefore suffered no loss 
and no wrong by the action cf the Government 
in demanding $2 50 an acre for the land they 


bought. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to make 
clear in the short time I have spoken the fol- 
lowing points: 

1. ‘That the legislation proposed in the Sen- 
ate bill virtually makes a new grant. 

2. That the jand formerly granted to the St. 
Croix road reverted to the United States in 
1869 by the. terms of the law, making the 
grant, and is now public land. 

3. That there are no valid reasons why Con- 
gress should make a new grant of land to the 
toad which cannot. be more strongly urged in 
favor of other proposed railroads in States and 
Territories further west, 

4. That the Government is.in no way equi- 
tably bound to make the grant by reason of 
having sold lands along the proposed line at 
$2 50 an acre. 

Returning now to my second point, I pro- 
pose to show why the land in question has not 
been thrown open to settlement by the Land 
Office as required by law. I send to the Clerk | 


to be read papers which will tarow some light |! 


upon this question, and I ask the House to | 

give their attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, i 

GENERAL DAND OFFICE, l 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Mareh 4, 1812. | 

gin: I have the honor to send herewith, as desired | 

by you, # copy of the agreement on file in this office, 

dated July 3, 1869, between the Commissioner of the 

General Land Olice and the Governor of Wisconsin, 

in regard to protecting the timber within the limits 

of the grant for the St. Croix and Lake Superior | 
railroad, under the acts of June 3, 1856, and May 5, 


à Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. Joux H. KRTCHAM, House of Representatives. 


i has twice refused to 


‘| defeat ought to have been sufficient notice to || 
l the Interior Department for them to act upon 
| in declaring the lands restored to the public | 


si 


| that in making it their action was illegal and 


| tionable whether, Mr. Speaker, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, July 3, 1869. 

Whereas it has been represented by Governor 
Lucius Fairchild, the Governor of Wisconsin, that 
there are extensive spoliations on the public lands 
onthe even and odd numbered 
sections, “in place,” and “indemnity,’* within 
twenty mile limits, along the line of certain rail- 
roads in that State,in which the grant has failed 
by reason of the roads not having been completed 
within the period stipulated in the grant; and 
whereas it is represented by the said Governor that 
the authorities of the State will undertake the pro- 
tection of the timber on the said odd scctions, and 
the amount of stumpage, or the amount of sale, 
where compromise is inexpedient, shall be paid into 
the treasury of the State, according to the act of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin approved March 3, 1869, 
entitled “An act to protect the lands and timber 
thereon granted to the St. Croix and Lake Superior 
Railroad Company,” with this distinct understand- 


ing: 

First, that there shall be a prompt return at least 
monthly made by the said Governor to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior of the amount of the receipts 
from stumpage in case of compromise or sale by the 
State authorities of the timberin said odd sections, 
for which amount the State shall bo liable to the 
United States Government in the event that said 
railroad grants are not renewed and extended by 
act of Congress; and second, the said Governor, as 
the chief Executive of the State, hereby agrees that 
in regard to any claim, either for the five per cent. 
fund or for swamp indemnity, the said State shall 
be charged with the amount received by the State 
from stumpage or sale as aforesaid, unless hereafter 


relieved from such liability by express act of Con- 
gress extending thesaid railroad grants, or by other 
remedial legislation. 
JOS. S. WILSON, , 
Commissioner. 
LUCIUS FAIRCHILD, 
Governor of Wisconsin. 


J.D. COX 


Approved: D. 3 
Neeretary of the Interior. 

Mr. KETCHAM Tshould have to use very 
harsh terms to properly characterize this extra- 
ordinary document. It is notbing less than a 
bargain entered into by the late Commissioner | 
of the Land Office with the Governor of Wiscon- 
sin, and indorsed by the late Secretary of the 
Interior, to present the settlement under the 
homestead and preémption laws of land which į 
had reverted to the United States in order 
to give this railros.. company more time to H 
besiege Congress for a revival of their ex pired 
grant. This contract has no warrant in law. It 
must be regarded as a gross violation of law. | 
It puts the reverted lafids in charge of the State 
of Wisconsin, with power to protect them, 
which means to keep off settlers, and to collect 
money from parties cuéting timber upon them, 
and hold in trust for the railroad company 
until they can get their grant revived. By 
virtue of this remarkable agreement, the Gov- 
ernorof Wisconsin is required to make monthly 
returns to the Land Office of the sales of tim- | 
ber. ‘Che records of the office do not show 
that any returns have been made, and I am in- 
formed that there is now a large sum of money, 
the proceeds of timber sales, in the treasury 
of the State of Wisconsin which belong to the 
Government, and should be forthwith covered 
into the Treasury. 

For the benefit of a few speculators this vast 
tract of land, covered with valuable pine tim- 
ber, has been kept from settlement for nearly | 
three years in defiance of law; and this has 
been done in spite of the fact that Congress 
pass a bill reviving the 
failed to pass the House 
In the Forty-First 


grant. The measure 
in the Fortieth Congress. 
it was again sent to us from the Senate, and 
after full discussion was defeated. The whole 
time allowed the Committee on the Public |; 
Lands to submit its reports to the House was 
taken up on this bill, I voted against it on 
that occasion, as I shail now, believing these |; 
were no good reasons for its passage. Its 


domain. £ do not know what excuse the | 
officers who made this contract may have to 
offer for their condues, but it cannot be denied 


in my opinion, ques- 


wholly unjustifable. It is. l ues- | 
the billas it is į 


incorporated, pursuant to the instructions given 
them, will be of any benefit to the railroad com: 
pany. The amendment provides that only the 
land shall be given the St. Croix road which 
would otherwise go to the Northern Pacific rail- 
road, and that the grant shall include no land 
for which the Northern Pacitic railroad would 
have the right to receive indemnity if granted 
to the St. Croix road. It is doubtfal whether 
this would give the St. Croix road any land at 
all, for the Northern Pacitic Railroad Com- 
pany has acquired a vested right to its entire 
grant, and the courts will decide that it is enti- 
tied to indemnity if it is deprived of any por- 
tion of it by subsequent legislation. 

Nevertheless, as 1 know my friend from Wis- 
consin will propose amendments to modify 
these provisions, and give to the road part at 
least of its original grant, or permit the bill to 
pass and trust the Senate, and possibly a con- 
ference committee, to give the railroad com 
pany the lands they ask in the original bill. I 
now offer, in the interest of the people, andto 
avoid all litigation and controversy, an amend- 
ment declaring all the land embraced in the 
grant public land, and open to settlement as 
such. 1 do this to simplify action upon the 
bill, and to direct the oificers of the Interior 
Department to disregard the unlawful contract 

just read, and not because I believe any legis- 
lation is necessary to make the land revert to 
the United States. 

I now propose as a substitute for this bill 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That all the lands which were granted by Congress 
in the year 1856 and the year 1864 to the State o 
Wisconsin to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from St. Croix river or lake to Lako Superior, with 
a branch road to Bayfield, the said grant having 
expired by limitation, be, and hereby are, forfeited 
to the United States, and shall henceforward be 
subject to homestead entry and settlement under. 
the act of Congress approved May 20, 1862, ` to 
secure homesteads to actual settlers on the publio 
domain,” and shall be disposed of according to the 
provisions of said act, 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: 

‘A bill to declare forfeited to the United States cor- 
tain lands granted to the State of Wisconsin to aid 
in constructing a railroad and branch therein. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question 
will first be upon the amendments reported 
by the Committee on the Public Lands under 
instructions ofthe House. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I pow yield to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, (Mr. BARBER. ] 

Mr. BARBER. I will yield to my colleague 
[Mr. Exprepee] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [move toamend section 
two of this bill, as reported, by striking out 
near the close of the section the following: 

Or ag granting to said State avy lands in lieu of 
which other lands might beselected by said Northern 
Pacifice Railroud Company. 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I have not 
hitherto obtraded myself upon the House; I 
do not propose to occupy much of its time in 
the future. 1 intend humbly and quietly to 
give my vote as my conscience may dictate to 
be right. 1 propose now to answer the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Kerctam,] 
the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, who has spoken in opposition to this 
bill, Some of those statements are so wild 
and extravagant that I was astonished to hear 
them. The gentleman calls this a new grant. 


| Men may differ about that. 


‘The opponents of this bill denounce it as a 
new grant; and they say thereis quite a general 
and growing sentiment against this land-graut 
policy in aid of railroads. The friends of the 
measure say that it is mot a new grant, bui 
that it is simply an extension of time to the 
Siate of Wisconsin to enable her to complete 
a contract fairly entered into between that 
State and the United States for the pbuilding 
of these roads: 

Now, stripped of all verbiage, what was the 
original act? It was simply a proposition on 


now before the Hoase, with the amenments | 
which the Committee on the Public Lands have 


the part of the General Government that if 
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Wisconsin would cause to be built a railroad 
from: Madison, by way of Portage to the St. 
Croix lake or river, and thence to the west end 
of Lake: Superior and Bayfield, and would for- 
ever free of charge or. toll transport over that 
road all the soldiers and munitions of war that 
the United States might wish to have trans- 
ported over the road, then the United States 
would give to the State of Wisconsin for thus 
completing these roads each alternate odd- 
numbered section on each side of the line of 
the road to the width of six miles; and the 
ungranted land—to be rendered by said road 
more valuable—should they be sold would thus 
be at double the minimum price of other lands, 
to wit, $2 50 per aere. ` 

Now, here was a proposition; here was a 
contract offered to the State of Wisconsin. 
The State, at the earliest possible period, by 
the action of her Legislature, accepted that 
contract and agreed to fulfill it. The earliest 
period at which the State could act was in the 
winter of 1856-57. The State immediately em- 
ployed its agencies for the completion of these 
roads, But at that time there came severe 
financial disaster throughout the West. Every 
‘bank suspended and many went into bank- 
ruptey. There was a great scarcity of money 
in the country. The produce of the farmers 
was worth almostnothing. To obtain exchange 
on New York we had to pay from six to ten 
percent, I paid six per cent. in gold. Others 
paid ten per cent. in gold. How was it with 
the Government of the United States? This 
great and wealthy nation was unable to bor- 
row money except upon exorbitant discounts, 
This condition of monetary depression con- 
tinued till the opening of the war, and pre- 
vented the State from entering upon the work 
to any great extent. 

When the war came one party to that con- 
tract was threatened with annihilation; the 
other party proved loyal and true. Wisconsin, 
with only seven hundred and fifty thousand 
inhabitants, sent over ninety thousand men to 
the field to uphold this Government that had 
made this contract with the State in regard to 
the building of these roads. Wisconsin sent 
into the ranks of the Army almost one eighth 
of her entire population. Men were recruited 
right off the lines and the works of these rail- 
roads to goand uphold the Government. Does 
it then come witha good grace from this Gov- 
ernment to say that the State has no excuse 
for the delay during thé long period of the war? 
But the State did euter upon the work. Jt has 
completed more than one half. This very line 
of road, from St. Croix lake to the west end of 
Lake Superior and Bayfield, was begun before 
or during the war. Whenu the recruiting officer 
came and took the men from their work, the 
company had graded almost twenty miles. 

Now, I hold it to be true that in a contract 
for the sale of lands there is no forfeiture 
unless there be some violation of the very 
essence of the coutract. Courts of equity 
always give to the purchaser time beyond that 
limited in the contract to fulfill it, where the 
purchaser is acting in good faith. 

Thegentleman from New York [Mr, Keten- 
4M] says that Wisconsin took no steps to build 
the road. . Sir, Wisconsin has built and com- 
pleted more than one half, and was grading 
this very line of road while the war was going 
on. The gentleman further says that this com- 
pany wants to obtain these lands to sell them 
at high prices; that the lands are of immense 
value; that they are worth at least ten dollars 
an acre. Why, then, have not homesteaders 
gone and taken the ungranted land? There 
was no hinderance or impediment to prevent 
homesteaders from going and settling one half 
of all the lands designated within thiscontract. 

Bat the gentleman from New York says that 
there was an unwarraniable contract between 
the Governor of Wisconsin and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. Why, sir, I 
am. surprised that he did not introduce a resolu- 
tion to inquire into the conduct of the Com- 


missioner of the General Land Office. This 
seems to be the day of investigations. Unwar- 
rantable contract! Bargain between the Gov- 
ernor and the Commissioner! Where is it? 

The gentleman again says this is a well-set- 
tled country, and theland is every day growing 
more valuable. I wish to call the attention 
of the House, and ask them to listen to me, to 
see how this country issettled. This railroad 
runs through the counties of Barron, Burnette, 
Douglas, Bayfield, and Ashland. Burnette has 
seven hundred and six inhabitants and forty- 
five townships. Is thata well-settled country ? 
Are there inhabitants of sufficient number to 
enable them of themselves to build this road ? 
Barron has five hundred and thirty-eight in- 
habitants only, as shown by the census of 1870, 
and twenty-five townships, only about twenty 
inhabitants to a township. ‘That cannot be 
called a well-settled country. Douglas county 
has twelve hundred and twenty-two inhabitants 
and thirty-eight townships. Is that a well-set- 
tled country? Bayfield has three hundred and 
forty-four inhabitants only, and there are forty- 
two townships, less than nineteen to atown- 
ship. Barron county has five hundred and 
thirty-eight inhabitants, and there are twenty- 
five townships. Is that a well-settled country ? 
Ashland has two hundred and twenty-one in- 
habitants and forty-two townships, less than 
six inhabitants to every thirty-six square miles. 
Yet the gentleman calls that a well-settled 
country, where the land is worth not less 
than ten dollars an acre—about one hundred 
and ninety-two townships, with only three 
thousand and thirty-one inhabitants. 

But the gentleman says again that the bill 
infringes the right of the Northern Pacific rail- 
road,ifitshould pass. It isalleged that the bill 
as originally introduced, or as amended, in- 
fringes the rights of the Northern Pacific rail- 
road. The gentleman also alleged that it was 
very questionable whether the title of the North- 
ern Pacific does not attach to these very lands 
by the grant made to that company. Thegrant 
to the Northern Pacific railroad allowed the 
company to start its railroad from any point 
in Wisconsin or Minnesofa it should designate. 
They have not designated any point in Wis- 
consin. They have no rights, therefore, as yet 
which attaches under their grant; and the 
commissioner of public lands so decides. 

And the gentleman speaks of Wisconsin as 
if it had received immense grants. As there 
seems to be a wrong impression in the House 
as to the amount of aid Wisconsin bas re- 
ceived, I desire to state the exact facts. How 
much do you suppose Wisconsin has received 
in the way of grants of the public lands for 
railroad purposes? She has received only 
about two thirds of a million of acres. The 
geutleman from Illinois [Mr. Hay] said that 
she had received more in value than’ Illinois 
had. Now, Ilinois has received two and a 
half million and odd acres, and every acre has 
been valuable Government land, while those 
granted to the State of Wisconsin, those which 
she has actually received, are of little value. 
The Northwestern road sold large quantities 
of the Jand granted in aid of the building of 
that road, not averaging more than forty cents 
anacre. On this very line of road therewere 
about two hundred thousand acres of land sold, 
and some of it sold for not more than twenty- 
five cents an acre. So I have been informed 
by a gentleman upon this floor who was privy 
to it, officially connected with it, and knows 
the fact. 

Let us see how.much Wisconsin has received. 
Task the Clerk to-read a letter which I have 
received from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL Lanp Ovrics, 
Wasuineron, D. C., March 14, 1872. 
Str: In reply to your letter of 18th instant, I have 
the honor to state that the total amount of land cer- 
tified or patented to Wisconsin or its grantees for 
railroad purposes is 1,642,973 acres. Deduct from 


“it ought to pass. 


this the quantity which was certified for the St, 
Croix and Lake Superior railroad, but which hag 
since lapsed, 843,458 acres, and there are left 799,515 
acres, for which the State or its grantees have ob- 
tained title by the construction of the roads, the 
grant to the State for the St. Croix railroad being 
the only one which has been forfeited. 


Very respectfully, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. J. ALLEN BARBER, House of Representatives, 


Mr. BARBER. That is all Wisconsin hag 
received from the Government in aid of the 
construction of railroads; and much of that 
land sold for less than forty cents an acre, and 
some sold as low as twenty-five cents an acre. 

Now, as General Paine stated a year ago 
upon this floor, the Government has received 
by reason of the bonus, the price of the alter- 
nate section being duplicated, in excess of the 
usual price some six hundred and fifty thou- 
sand seven hundred and fitty dollars. That was 
more than one year ago. Along the line of this 
railroad the Government of the United States 
has sold some two hundred thousand acres at 
double the minimum price, and has in its 
Treasury $250,000 extra money exacted upon 
the promise of this railroad being built. Every 
man that bought an acre of land along the line 
of that road was promised by the United States 
that he should have access to Lake Superior 
by railroad. It was a partof the contract. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Barner] five minutes 
further, 

Mr. BARBER. Many members here, owing 
to the general outery against land grants, may 
be induced to vote against this bill, although 
at the same time they say it is just, and that 
Weil, Mr. Speaker, I say 
that whatever is right, is expedient ; whatever 
is wrong, is inexpedient; and I say that every 
man should be guided by integrity of purpose 
and purity of conscience in all his acts. Now, 
I ask, would it be justin the United States, 
having probably at this time seven hundred 
thousand dollars, or perhaps more, of moneys 
that have been received by the Govermment 
above the minimum price, in consequence of 
this promise of a railroad extending to Lake 
Superior—would it be right in the United 
States to exact a forfeiture on a mere ques- 
tion of time? No honest man ever so deals 
with his neighbors. Any honest man who has 
dealings with his neighbor on a contract con- 
cerning lands gives time. The circumstances 
of the case, and the conduct of the buyer, 
always furnish an excuse for extension. `, 

In the case of Wisconsin, poverty sat at our 
doar untilafter the commencement of the war. 
We sent forth about one eighth of all our in- 
habitants to sustain this Government during 
the war. That, I think, furnishes a good ex- 
cuse for asking an extension of time. The 
time that was left after the expiration of the 
war was too short for completing the road. 
We say, then, that this is a just measure. T 
thought it was just as the bill was originally 
passed by the Senate. It does not do any- 
thing but justice. The Government, whenever 
they have sold a foot of land to any one along 
the line of this road, have in their contract to 
sell, by exacting double price, promised a 
railroad. If the time be extended these peo- 
ple will have the advantage of the railroad 
that was contemplated in their contract. No 
man in the discharge of his duty should yield 
to popular clamor. Let us do right, and let 
consequences take care of themselves. Men 
and parties are strong in the confidence of the 
people only as they do right and justice. 

This tract of land iscomparatively a wilder- 
ness, as is shown by the numberof inhabitants 
in the various counties which I have enumer- 
ated. The country will not be settled for a 
quarter of a century, and this railroad. will not 
be constructed during my lifetime, or within 
that of any man here, unless aid be given to 
its construction. There is nothing objection- 
able in this bill as creating a monopoly in the 
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hands of the railroad. The company will be 
bound to sell all agricultural lands at $250 
per acre ; andthe only grievance that has ever 
existed under any railroad grant has been 
entirely dependent upon the omission of that 
clause. 

I have seen the West grow up. [know that 
it was railroad grants which developed that 
country. In the Northwest Territory, embrac- 
ing then Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin, there 
were only some thirty thousand inhabitants 
when I first went to Wisconsin; and now we 
have almost three million inhabitants, consti- 
tuting a flourishing, wealthy people. And it 
is railroad grants and aid given by the Gov- 
ernment which have developed that whole 
country. llinois would have been a wilder- 
ness, Iowa would have been a wilderness, and 
so would Minnesota have been, but for these 
railroad grants, which enabled settlers to go 
back into the country, erecting smiling home- 
stcads wherever they went. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr, TYNER. ] 

Mr. TYNER. Mr. Speaker, Í do not pro- 
pose to discuss the provisions of the bill or the 
general question of granting lands to aid in 
the constraction of railroads. My record upon 
that general question has already been made. 
I have never yet voted for a land grant, nor 
will Lever do so as long as I shall remain a 
a member of this House. 


But there are some two or three questions 


which arise in my mind in connection with 
the pending bill which I desire to present to 
the House. First, I will refer to the proposi- 
tion which has been made by the chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and dis- 
puted by the friends of the bill, that the grant 
of lands to the State of Wisconsin to aid in 
the construction of the St. Croix and Lake 
Superior railroad has already reverted to the 
United States. Gentlemen will discover by 
turning to thestatutes that the original charter 
of this road, if such it may be called, was 
authorized by act'of Congress in 1856, That 
act provided that the road should be completed 
withia ten years. It was not so completed, 
and there can be no ‘question but the failure 
to complete the road within the limit of time 


wouldinithe absence of subsequent legislation | 


have resulted in the reversion of this land to 
the United States. So in 1864 Congress ex- 
tended the time for the completion of the road 
to the year 1869. The road at that time was 
still incompleted, and, in my judgment, the 
grant therefore lapsed. If the grant has not 
lapsed, there is no necessity for the passage 
of this bill. It will do no good to attempt the 
revival of a grant now in full force. 

Now, sir, the question comes up in connec- 
tion with the consideration of this bill, whether, 
if it shall not be passed, any portion of the 
lands that would otherwise be taken by this 
road will revert to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company. I have taken pains to refer 
to the charter of that company, passed in 1864, 
and I find in it one provision to which I desire 
to call the attention of the House, and for that 
purpose I send it to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Provided, Thatif said route shall be found upon 
the line of any other route, to aid in the construc- 
tion of which lands have been heretofore granted 
by the United States, so far as the routes are upon 
the same general line, the amount of lands hercto- 
fore granted shall bo deducted from the amount 
granted by this act.” 

Mr. TYNER. Mr. Speaker, by the terms 
of that proviso, which I find in the charter of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, it seems that 
if any portions of its line shall be located 
within the limits of lands previously granted 
by an act of Congress, the amount of lands 
within that. limit shall be deducted from the 
amount that is -to go to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. 


Now, these lands were granted to the State | 


of Wisconsin in 1856. Bight years after that 
time Congress chartered the Northern Pacific | 
Railroad Company, and in its charter provided 
that when any portion of the line of that road 
should fall within the limits of any other rail- 
road company, to aid in the construction of 
which Congress had previously granted lands, 
that the amount within those limits shall be 
deducted from the grant to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company. . 

Now, I claim that by the provision I have 
had read to the House the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company would in no event be enti- 
tled to any portion of lands that fall within 
the limits of the St. Croix and Lake Superior 
Railroad Company along the general line of 
the two routes, and therefore that the effect of 
the passage of this bill by Congress would be 
to revive a grant to the State of Wisconsin 
for the aid of one railroad, when the other 
railroad would not, in the event of a failure to 
pass this law, be entitled to the grant at all, 
I present this point for gentlemen to consider 
and reply to in the course of the discussion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, withan amendment, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting a pension to 
Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip Coggins. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 619) appropriating money for the purchase 
of a suitable site and erecting a building 
thereon in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, to 
be used for the purposes of a custom-house, 
post office, and other Federal offices. 

“Also, that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles: 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 623) granting a pension 
to Joseph Bryant; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 1021) for the relief of pre- 
emption settlers in the State of California; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1550) for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. John F. Hanks. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

‘A bill (S. No. 645) to confirm the title to 
certain lands on the Fort Kearney military 
reservation, in Frémont county, lowa; 

A bill (S. No. 804) granting a pension to 
Margaretta Becker; and’ 

A bill (S. No. 805) granting a pension to 
Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan. 


ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD 


The House resumed the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 565, to extend the time to the 
State of Wisconsin to complete a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Kercnam] has four 
minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. CONGER, Is it the understanding that 
the remaining time is to be divided equally 
between the friends and the opponents of this 


bill? 

Mr. KETCHAM. I understand that the 
floor was assigned to me for one hour. l have 
divided that time as equally as possible between 
the friends and opponents of this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. If the opponents of the 
bill are now to have an hour, then I ask that 
the friends of the bill have the following hour, 

Mr. KELCHAM. I now yield the floor: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Hormax] as entitled to the floor for an 
hour. ; : 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield twenty min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Kriiawarr. | 


ł 


Mr. RUSK. I want to know if the enemies 
of this bill are to control all the time? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will state to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Rusk] that the floor. was assigned 
to the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Kercuam,] the chairman of the committee 
from which this bill was reported, before the 
present occupant of the chair took it; he bad 
no control. over that matter. According to 
parliamentary usage, the gentleman who moved 
the reference of this bill to the committee 
[Mr. Hormax] is entitled to be heard, and 
the Chair accordingly recognizes him as enti- 
tled. to the floor. After his time shall have 
expired, if the House shali desire to have the 
discussion continued, it is in the power of the 
House so to do. i 

Mr. RUSK. Very well; letthe debate go on: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has no responsibility for that. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I submit 
this proposition: that the enemies of this ‘pill 
shall take the next hour, and that the friends 
of the bill take the following hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [ Mr. Hormax] has obtained 
the floor in accordance with parliamentary 
usage, and he can yield his time as he may 
see fit. If the present occupant of the chair 
should hold it at the expiration of his hour, 
unless the House shall take the matter from 
his control he will endeavor to assign the 
floor justly and fairly. 

Mr. CONGER. Lask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Kruincer] to yield for & 
moment, ‘ , 

Mr. KILLINGER.« I decline to yield. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘hen I rise to a poiat of 


order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER, When the chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands [ Mr. Kercuam] 
took the floor to-day on this bill he asked that 
the time until four o'clock should be divided 
equally between the friends and the opponents 
of this bill. It was by the unanimous cousent 
of the House that this bill obtained the posi 
tion it now holds bere. Now, as one of the 
friends of this bill, I ask that the Chair shall 
so rule that that agreement’ or acquiescence 
shall be carriedout. ‘Uhatis my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has made but one assignment of the floor, and 
that was according to parliamentary usage, as 
he supposed. If the Chair has violated pār- , 
liamentary usage, of course he can be over- 
ruled. If there was any unanimous agree- 
ment in reference to the discussion upon 
this bill, of course the Chair will endeavor to 
carry it out. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. 


order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.” The gentle- 
man will state it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I understand the Chair 
to have assigned the floor to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Houmay,] not because he 
was the first upon the floor, for he certainly 
was not, but because, as the Chair holds, par- 
liamentary usage requires the Speaker -to 
assign the floor to the gentleman who made 
the motion to refer this bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. Now, if the gentleman was 
entitled to the floor at ail for that reason, he 
was entitled to it the moment the subject came 
up for consideration. The Chair having recog- 
nized the chairman of the committee, and the 
gentleman from Indiana having acquiesced in 
that, he certainly cannot ‘now msist that that 
parliamentary usage shall be applied in his 
favor. i : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The floor 
wag assigned to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Kercaam] by the Speaker. of this House 
on the day the assignment was made. The 
Chair understands the parliamentary usage to 
require the floor to be allotted to the friends 


I rise to a question of 


1690 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 14, 


and.: tó- the opponents of the measure. The 
present occupant of the chair, so long as he 
may remain in it, will endeavor. to carry out 
that arrangement. But the Chair understood 
it to be obligatory upon bim to recognize in 
the early part of the debate the gentleman 
upon, whose motion the majority of the House 
committed this bill. The Chair supposes that 
if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] 
yields the floor to others he will carry out what 
seems to: be the understanding, that the time 
‘shall be distributed between the opponents and | 
friends of this measure. | 

Mr, HOLMAN. Thatismy understanding. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think thatthe Speaker | 
did not give full consideration to the sugges- 
tion which I made. According to the ordinary 
parliamentary rule, which has grown up by 
usage, the enemies of this bill should not have 
the control of it under the present circum- 
stances, except during the first hour. But by 
the ruling of the Speaker, that principle, so 
obvious and generally recognized, is violated 
by the assignment of the floor to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hotmay,] The babe 
has certainly been given to the wolf to nurse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. ErprReDar] will 
observe that the gentleman from New York | 
[ Mr. Kercuam] yielded one half his time to 
the friends of the measure. Ifthe gentleman | 
from Indiana, [ Mr. Hotman,] who has the 
power to yield to whom he pleases, chooses to 
yield his time entirely to gentlemen of his own 
way of thinking, the Chair will be obliged to 
correct the inequality, if possible, in the fature 
assignment of the floor. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Ldesire, at the proper 
time, to renew the amendment which I offered 
the other day. I send it to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read now for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the first section the following: 

Provided, That in the construction of the said rail- 
road thera shall be used none other than rails manu- 
factured from American iron. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Kittinerr] can hardly expect. 
me to yield for that amendment. I yielded 
simply for debate, ` . 

Mr. KILLINGER. lam going to debate 
the question. The proposition just read is a 
part of my speech, 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] will state 
‘for how long a time he yields. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tyield to the gentleman 
` from Pennsylvania for fifteen minutes for the 
purpose of debate. 

Mr. KILLINGER. “That is what I propose 
to do, and [have commenced properly. Ihave 
laid down my proposition or my text, and I 
propose.to debate it, as this is the only oppor- 
tunity I shall have to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I indicated my opposition to 
the continuance of the land-grant policy in the 
resolution which I sabmitted on Monday last, 
and which received the approval of the House. 
Hf the pending bill to renew the land grant to | 
Wisconsin for the purpose of building rail- 
roads in that State is to be excepted from the 
operation of that resolution, I desire at least 
to ingraft upon the bill the same proviso which 
has been imposed upon land grants in similar 
cases. If we are to continue to build railroads 
at the expense of the national domain, let us 
at least continue to insist, in the interest of 
home labor and our own industries, that the 
roads shall be laid with rails manufactured 
from. American iron. The gentleman from | 
New York [Mr. Cox] characterized this as 
“nonsense; and my colleague from the Erie 
district [Mr. ScorieLn] said it was “ridicu. | 
lous.’? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see whether these | 
sneers are deserved. I regard the proviso-as 
the most important part of the bill, Itis not 
necessary. to my purpose that I should argue 


the merits or demerits of the land-grant policy, 


or even of the particular bill under considera- 
tion. There was a period in the history of the 
country when the public judgment favored the 
construction of necessary public improvements 
at the expense of the national Treasury. In 
granting public lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of the great transcontinental railroads 
Congress had the approval of the country, be- 
cause the enterprise was of national import- 
ance, and exceeded the resources of any State 
or private corporation. But that time has 
passed, and there is rio longer occasion for 
legislation of that character. The people of 
all the States have a common interest in the 
public lands and demand a fair and equal dis- 
tribution of their proceeds. All that remains 
of that once vast and valuable heritage should 
be reserved for actual settlers, the soldiers 
entitled to locate thereon, and for educational 
purposes, as regulated by law, 

The landg now in question, it is said, will 
inure to the benefit of the Northern Pacific 
road if we fail to pass this bill. In that case 
they will at least be dedicated to the policy for 
which I am contending, for by the terms of its 
charter that company must use American iron 
in its construction. 

And if, on the other hand, the lands are 
appropriated to the State of Wisconsin, what 
good reason has been or can be shown for 
abandoning this beneficent feature of our past 
legislation? As between the two rival claim- 
ants, I would prefer that the State of Wiscon- 
sin should have the benefit of the grant, and 
not that bloated corporation which has already 
been gorged to repletion and whose lust of 
subsidies grows by what it feeds upon. As I 
understand the question, the State of Wiscon- 
sin, by the terms of the original act, will be 
compelled to sell the lands to actual settlers 
at fair and fixed prices, not exceeding $2 50 
per acre. The Northern Pacific, on the con- 
trary, by the terms of its charter of incorpora- 
tion, is absolutely unrestricted in this respect, 
and is growing more rapacious as, anaconda- 
like, itis winding itself around the homesteads 
of the distant settlers, 

But to return to the proviso. Whether the 
original grant lapses, reverts to the United 
States or to the Northern Pacific company, L 
desire to retain it in the interest of American 
labor ard the protection of the home market. 
In this desire Tam in the iine of safe prece- 
dents. All the Pacifie railroad grants contain 
the same proviso, and have been or are now 
being contracted under its operation. ‘There 
is no hardship or injustice in applying it to 
the case under consideration. 'Fnis grant in- 


i| volves several millions of acres; most of the 


lands are well timbered and advantageously 


in extent and great in value. If, therefore, 
by the bounty of the nation, the proposed 


located. It is a munificent endowment, large | 


railroad is built, may we not with propriety | 


declare the terms and define the limitations 
upon which we propose to vote away this heri- 
tage of the people? In my judgment itis our 
bounden duty to reénact the provision which 
has been imposed upon similar land grants, 
and which have been regarded by the people 


ters. If this be ‘‘nonsense’’ in New York, 


My offense ‘‘ hath this extent, no more.” 

Next to the protection of life and liberty, 
there is no duty which the Government owes 
to its citizens paramount to the protection of 
their industries. lt is undeniable that this 
principle has been recognized in some form by 
all nations, and is to-day the policy of every 
civilized Government. At this very hour there 
ig not on the globe one nation of any com- 
mercial significance that does not recognize 
this policy. 

The laborer’s capital is his capacity to work. 


bonds and broad acres of the capitalist con- 


stitute property, and is equally entitled to the | 


as wise and beneficent features in their char- | 


or ‘‘ ridiculous” in the Erie district of Penn- | 
i sylvania, gentlemen may make the most of it, 


That capital is as much his property as the | 


protecting shield of legislation. The protec- 
tion the laborer most needs is defense against 
foreign invasion. This invasion is made by 
imports of manufactured products at pauper 
rates, which we are capable of producing by 
proper encouragement, every pound or yard 
of which products represents foreign labor. 
The object I have in view, then, is not to ** bar- 
gain,” as my colleague [Mr. SCOFIELD] sug- 
gested, for the sale of Pennsylvania iron, but 
to throw around the American laborer, and 
skilled mechanic as weil, the protection of an 
American market. Iron, except as it repre- 
sents the labor employed in its production, 
I esteem no more than any other article of 
commerce. But to me it represents the well- 
fed, prosperous laborer, an elevated and edu- 
cated citizenship, happy homes, and all the 
blessings of Christiau civilization. And that 
is all there is of this question that interests 
me, 

I commend in this connection the unan- 
swerable argument of the American Industrial 
League to the careful consideration of the 
House and the country: 

“The people who own the country are rightfully 
entitled to perform the mechanical and other worl 
required to supply the national demand for labor, 
and as American citizens we claim the exclusive 
right to the home markets of the country. 

“If foreigners want access to our better markets, 

and on an equality with ourselves, let them emigrate 
to the United States with their capital and machin- 
ery, and pay not only our higher wages, but the taxes 
to support our schools and other institutions, as we 
have always done, , . 
_ "The home market sustains our industries, and it 
is the mainspring of our prosperity. _ If, therefore, 
to please foreigners, we throw down the barriers of 
protection and permit our home markets to be sup- 
plied with the manufactures and productions of 
other countries, we destroy ourselves and sink to 
the level of slaves and paupers. 

“Every day’s work of imported manufactures 
which competes with our domestic industries, p ac- 
tically robs our mechanics and workingmen of just 
that amount of labor; and experience shows that 
the more we have to do the greater tho demands for 
labor, and consequently the more we prosper and 
improve our condition. i : 

“ Thé mechanics and workingmen of the United 
States have a reasonable claim to such fosterin 
legislation as will stimulate domestic industry au 
augment the labor of the nation, tor labor is the 
oniy source of wealth to nations as well as indivil- 
uals, 

“Nineteen twentieths of the voting population of 
the country depend on labor for maintenance and 
happiness. We therefore claim all the mechanical 
and machinery work required to supply the demands 
of our countrymen for every description of manu- 
facture as an inalienable right of American. citizen- 
ship, and this right we shall insist upon at all baz- 
ards; and brave, intelligent and free people will 
spring to their feet-in defense of their industries, as 
they would in defense of the fag should foreign foes 
invade our soil.” 

In this expression of sentiments the league 
represents faithfully and forcibly the working- 
men ofthe country. Ten thousand signatures 
have been presented to this Congress iu advo- 
cacy of these sentiments, and no one has ven- 
tured to gainsay these unanswerable argu- 
ments. Will gentlemen give heed to the voice 
of the people in this regard? 

My proviso has excited comment because 
of the source from which it emanates. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] said it 
was a scheme of robbery anda legalized frand 
ou the partof Pennsylvania: and my colleague 
[Mr. SCOFIELD ] said ittended to bring the tariff 
system, in which Pennsylvania was interested, 
into ridicule, and it looked like a bargain that 
the railroad company shall come to our market 
for pig iron. These allegations are entitled 
to some notice. If true now, they were true 
a few years ago when the various railroad 
companies obtained land grants from Con- 
gress with similar provisions. ‘he Pennsyl- 
vania delegation supported those provisions, 
my colleague incladed. He was then here 
and voted for the precise proviso now sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the House. I 
do not find in the proceedings of the House 
that he then thought so poorly of the proposi- 
tion, ? 

The gentleman from New York. is well 


f known to regard the protective system in all 


its parts as “robbery, > and is therefore only 
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consistent in his denunciations of all legisla- 
tion which looks to its maintenance. . It is 
fortunate, however, for the country that the 
free-trade policy which he represents, and the 
importing interests which he persistently ad- 
vocates, do not shape the legislation of Con- 
gress. 

Pennsylvania is only one of. many States 
gentlemen of free-trade persuasion persist in 
holding up às a monument of ‘legalized 
fraud; but, sir, her interests are identical 
with the interests of the whole country. Her 
prosperity depends on the general prosperity, 
and her. people do not claim the benefits of 
legislation that do not accrue to all the people 
of all the Statesalike. It is true the progress 
of her industrial interests has been encour- 
aging. Her advance in education and the gen- 
eral well-being of her people have kept even 
pace with her material growth. 
tains to-day the proud position assigned: her 
in the earlier and better days of the Repub- 
lic as the key-stone of the Federal arch! And 
it may be well enough to remind her revilers 
of free-trade proclivities that no President 
was ever elected without her electoral vote! 

It is doubtless true, too, that by reason of 
her great natural resources, varied mineral 
wealth, and geographical advantages, Penn- 
sylvania is well adapted to the production of 
iron. This is certaiuly true of anthracite iron. 
Our supply of anthracite coal is inexhaustible ; 
our deposits of iron ore are cqually so; the 
other conditions to its production are conven- 
jent aud cheap, and we are likely to remain 
without competition in this respect. The same 
field of enterprise, however, is open to the 
citizens of the whole country. The capitalists 
of the gentleman's district and elsewhere are 
welcome to enter into competion with our 
iron-masters, and sbare with them what are 
constantly represented here as being enormous 
profits, In the interest of the laboring people, 
who produce the iron, and of the consumers 
thereof, I invite all of them to visit our State, 
and invest of their means freely and often. 
They will be welcomed with genuine hospi- 
tality. ‘ 

But, sir, I deny emphatically that this pro- 
viso is offered in the interest of Pennsylvania 
iron-masters from any merely local considera- 
tions or in the way of a ‘*bargain.’’ It rises 
far above so narrow and contracted a view of 
the question. What underlies the proviso is 
the great aud controlling question of the main- 
tenance of the American system. Just pre- 
cisely what prompted the incorporation of the 
proviso in previous legislation of this character 
will justify, may require, its incorporation in 
this measure. Our predecessors wished to 
encourage American industry, to recognize the 
rights acd interests of American labor, to make 
a home market for the agriculturists of the 
broad West, to build the manufactory on the 
stream along the line of the railroad, and 
thus diffuse wealth, give employment, and 
create happy homes on the broad prairies 
where these lines of improvement are located. 
This is, in brief, the scope and purpose of the 
amendment. Itappeals to every patriouc im- 
pulse, and ought to enlist, the support of every 
patriotic member of the House. 

Especially does it commend itself to men of 
the great and growing West, who are to share 
in largest degree the benefits and blessings of 
thehome policy. The growth of the iron man- 
ufacture, under our present wise and beneficent 

system of legislation, has been remarkable. 
In 1865 we produced nine hundred and thirty 
thousand tons of pig iron, andin 1871 nearly 
two million tons. The make of rails has in- 
creased from three hundred and fifty-six thou- 
sand two hundred and ninety-two tons in 1865, 
to seven hundred and twenty thousand tons in 
1871, But tbis increase has by no weans taken 
place in Penusylvania. On the contrary, the 
percentage of growth of this industry has been 
vastly greater in the West. It is no sectional 
interest, no local ‘‘bargain’’ that impels this 


She main- 


great movement. It is a national interest, 
and involves the well-being of the laborer of 
the West equally with the laborer of the East. 

There are not less than sixty thousand miles 


‘of railroad now in operation in this country, 


which require four hundred thousand tons of 
rails to keep them in running order, and the 
new roads which are under construction will 
require a million tons more during the present 
year. England supplies her own market, and 
exports over a million tons besides. Of these, 
this country has been taking fully half. So, 
to our disgrace be it said, we are only produc- 
ing about eight hundred thousand tons of rails, 
and robbing our own laboring interests in order 
to maintain the monopolies of England, and 
keep our home in subjection to the foreign 
market, 

Let me give gentlemen representing western 
constituencies some statistics on this point. 

In 1871, Illinois manufactured ninety-two 
thousand tons of rails, of which forty thousand 
were new and fifty-two thousand were re- 
rolled. Of the former, three thousand tons 
were steel, and her works at Joliet will largely 
increase the production. Asa rail producer, 
Illinois is second only to Pennsylvania. Is, 
then, this proviso of no account to her people? 
Last year that State produced sixty-five thou- 
sand tons of pig iron, and if her members of 
Congress give her people half a chance, the 
production will soon be doubled; adding 
largely to her wealth, and affording’ a sure 
home market for her immense agricultural 
products. 

Indiana sees in iron a national interest en- 
titled to protection at the hands of the Gen- 
eral Government, as I notice in the published 
proceedings of her recent Republican conven- 
tion. Her block-coal is coming into use, and 
her furnaces are steadily growing in number. 
In Clay county (properly so called after the 
father of the protective system) six furnaces 
now turn out one hundred and fifty tons daily. 

In Missouri the development of the iron 
industry has been rapid. Last year there 
were made eighty-three thousand tons of pig 
iron. The iron ore mined during the same 
period was uearly three hundred thousand tons. 
Pilot Knob, Iron mountain, and Shepherd’s 
mountain can readily put iuto the market five 
hundred thousand tons perannum. A single 
roliing-mill in that State represents $2,500,000, 
and employs one thousand men. 

In Wisconsin, where this road is to be con- 
structed, the Bayview mill made last year nearly 


thirty thousand tons of rails. The furnaces at | 


Milwaukee are among the best in the country, 
and by proper encouragement there will be 
many similar ones erected throughout that 
State. 

Michigan made last year one hundred thou- 
sand tons of pig iron, and one rail-mill at 
Wyandotte turned out fifteen thonsand tons 
of rails. Her shipments of iron ore are enorm- 
ous, last year reaching from the lake region 
nine hundred and ten thousand nine hundred 
and eighty-four tons. It will be seen that 
nearly one third of all the pig iron made in 
the United States is smelted from this ore. 

Whata commentary this exhibit of facts and 
statisties is upon the statement of my colleague 
that this proviso is ridiculous, or that it brings 
ridicule on the State of Pennsylvania! Our 
State is shown by this exhibitto be only slightly 
interested in this immediate question. The 
great and growing iron industries of the West 
are far more directly interested, without refer- 
ring to the large iron interests of Ohio, west- 
ern Virginia, Tennessee, and other localities 
not too remote to be affected thereby. 

And vow, Mr. Speaker, I call upon the gen- 
tlemen representing these and similar constitu- 
encies, as well as ali gentlemen who feel that 
they are the representatives of the whole peo- 
ple, and not of a section, to consider the whole 
question involved in this discussion. By un- 
wise legislation they may close these indus- 
tries in their midst, and give one State the 


monopoly of the manufacture of iron; ‘or, by 
wise legislation, by simply letting well enough 
alone, they may cherish this industry. umil 
their farms doable in value, and their markets 
are brought to their very doors. 

And finally, Mr. Speaker, besides being emi- 
nently right and wise to adhere to this. policy, 
let me counsel my political friends, upon whom 
rests the responsibility of legislation, that it is 
also eminently a safe and ‘expedient policy. 
There is a sound and growiug sentiment 
abroad on this subject. The great West is 
awaking to its importance and value to their 
productive industry. The Indiana Repub- 
lican convention affirmed it the other day; it 
carried New Hampshire; the Workingmen’s 
conventions of last year and the present j ear 
have indorsed it, and the success of the Re- 
publican party, as well as the prosperity of the 
country, is involved in its maintenance. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
ask my colleague [Mr. KILLINGER] whether 
he proposes to support the Labor Reform can» 
didates for President and Vice President? 
{ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KILLINGER] has expired. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [ Mr. Cox] for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. I am sorry my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KILLINGER| winds up. with a 
partisan allusion to the New Hampshire elec 
tion. Jt makes us upon this side feel a little 
disconcerted. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, if 
the Democratic party had not yielded to the 
blandishments of these inconsequential tariff 
figures too much; if they had not allowed “a 
rape on a cloud of statistics,’ statistics scarcely 
ever published until after the speeches, we 
should have bad, perhaps, a better show in 
New Hampshire generally, if notin Manches- 
ter, and such deluded manuiacturing places. 

But this bill does not concern pig iron or 
the tariff, except indirectly. 1t concerns asub- 
sidy to a railroad. ‘The pig iron introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ketizy] is a sort of diversion. Had it not 
been for the remarks made by him the oiher 
day in opposition to this bill, I should have 
thought bim in favor of a subsidy of lands. to 
this Wisconsin company. But perhaps he 
will not vote for it unless Pennsylvania does 
the job. [Langhter.] That is the meaning, I 
tuke it, of his amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, in one sense I am in favor of 
all subsidies. I would give a subsidy, if to any. 
body, to everybody, to every man, woman, and 
chiid, to black and white, in the United 
States; to every family; to all, whatever may 
have been their ‘‘ previous condition. of servi- 
tude.” Then we would be all alike. Then 
there would be no inequality. But when 
Pennsylvania makes a grab, and Wisconsin 
makes a grab, or six men get alter an island, 
or a bundred men get after a land grant and a 
railroad, 1 protest, in the interest of forty 
million people, against all subsidies, whether 
of land or through pig iron. 

Mr. GETZ. 1 rise to a question of order: 
whether it is in order for the gentleman to 
speak about pig iron when we are discussing 
a railroad question? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. COX. I would like to see the gentle- 
man run a railroad without iron. [Laughter. J 
Perhaps they can do it in Pennsylvania, bat £ 
have never heard of it. 1f they do, they must 
run it on a very narrow gauge. (Laughter. J 

I was about to refer to some figures in con- 
nection with the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He seems to believe that 
all the people of the United States are engaged 
in making iron ot digging ore or mining coal 
to make the ore, when in fact hardly three 
hundred thousand, including the families of 
the workmen, are directiy interested in that 
branch of industry. [a 1869 the number of 
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persons engaged in pig-iron manufacture was 
as follows: .at blast-furnaces, twelve thousand 
five hundred; preparation of oreand fuel, forty- 
two thousand; total, “fifty-four thousand five 
hundred. Allowing for the families an aver- 
age ‘of six persons, there are three hundred 
and seventy-eight thousand in all. 

When, sir, it comes down to the matter of 
money paid, to actual not ostensible taxation ; 
when not revenue merely but burdensare asked 
for: am prepared to show, as I have often 
shown before in this House, that this is not 
only robbery, but burglary. It is done in the 
night, insidionsly. It is done by indirection. 
It was so decided in this House last session 
when we had forty-odd Democrats. Now, 
when we have over one hundred, we seem to be 
worse off onthat subject. Perhaps that isone 
reason why we lost in New Hampshire. 

I can show this House thatin the years 1869 
aud 1870 there were in iron some $148, 750,000 
paid into the pockets of a few people, iron- 
mongers, as atax on the different kinds of 
iron, while there were no more than $5,500,000 
as revenue placed in the ‘Treasury. How is it 
now in the present year? lhavea statement. 
It is;not sufticiently large, (fear. 1 quote from 
the World Almanac. On iron hammered, 
rolled, and railway irdn, the average duty dur- 
ing 1870 and 1871 has been: sixty per cent. 
ad valorem. The imports during 1870-71 have 
been $26,000,000. ‘The total amount of con- 
sumption was $160,000,000. The amount 
of revenue collected during 1870-71 was 
$15,600,000. The enhanced amount paid by 
the consumers, paid by the farmers, paid by 
the ship-builders, paid by mechanics, by all 
who use iron; paid by the people, and paid on 
account of the tariff, during 1870-71, was 
$68,000,000. Oh! but that is never counted as 
taxation. Why? Because gentlemen do notlike 
to trouble their minds to discriminate between 
revenue and taxation, since they must bring 
in pig-iron measures on every bill, even into 
land grants. Since they must add robbery to 
burglary, L oppose all subsidies cither of land 
to the roads thus burdened or of tariff for the 
benefit of Pennsylvania or any other State. I 
do this in the interests of the people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will come back a little 
more closely to the bill before the House, as 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn: 
sylvania [Mr. Kinuinger] hag not yet been 
accepted or adopted. 1 venture to say it will 
not be adopted. [I venture to say when the 
Committee of Ways and Means makes its 
tariff report, that the gentleman in the chair, 
[Mr. Dawes, ] chairman of that committee, will 
include in ita measure to reduce the duty on 
pig iron to five dollars a ton or less. 
was passed by the last ‘Congress, or by this 
House ; but it was afterward ran up again to 
seven dollars a ton alter our long struggle in 
Committee of the Whole for two months. 
How was it done? It was done by your con- 
ference committee, by little bargains, 

Mr. KELLEY. No, my friend, you are 
wrong, Jt was put down to five dollars a ton 
in the Committee of the Whole, but the House 
fixed it- afterward at seven dollars a ton. 

Mr. COX. Then we beat you in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 


Mr. COX. We beat you in discussion. We 
had the facts on you. : 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 


Speaker, I rise to a question of order, that 
this debate is nob germane to the pending bill. 
Mr. COX, I will make the connection if I 
am-permitted to go on. 
Me, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pro- 
pose to: take a hand myself when. pig iron 
comes up... . 
Mr. COX. I understood the Speaker to 
say after the remarksof the gentleman’: from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. KILLINGER, ] and after his 
amendment had been offered, I was perfectly 
in order. 
The SPEAKER pro.tempore,, The Chair 
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expressed no opinion in reference to the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed with his remarks. 

Mr. COX. | It was kind of the Chair to say 
nothing about it, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has not yet been offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My point 
of order is this, that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is not yet offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘hat is not 
a point of order, but a question of fact. 

Mr. BUTLER.of Massachusetts. Therefore, 
I make the point that the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York are not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order, and decides that 
the gentleman from New York is in order. _ 

Mr. COX. _I go on this principle in debate : 
as you, Mr. Speaker, once said if you ever 
saw the head of a robber above water you hit 
it. I try to do the same thing, and sometimes 
when I do not see it above water 1 hit it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KerLer] 
has come over here beside me. He always 
wanders about like a perturbed ghost when 
anything is said about pig iron. You never, 
sir, [addressing Mr. KeLLeY,] got a bill 
through Congress but you tried to tuck pig 
iron upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] will please 
address the Chair, (Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. Will the Chair, then, please 
gallant this gentleman [Mr. Kuiusy] back to 
his seat’ [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York will suspend his remarks 
until gentlemen take their seats, 

Mr. COX. I shall now try to proceed in 
order, having got through with the pig iron 
business, I trust, until the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means shall report a 
bill, when it will come fairly before the House 
for debate. 

L opposed this bill granting this great body 
of jand to this corporation when it was for- 
merly before the House. I still oppose it, 
alihough amended and made less obnoxions. 
itis substantially a new grant. The law says 
that it reverts to the United States on the 
failure to take it within a certain time. Every 
lawyer, every one who ever saw a gift made 
or who reasoned about it legally or morally, 
every one who knows what a donation in law 
is, must know that the failure to take it on the 
condition upon which it is given is a substan- 
tial reversion of it to the donor. The United 
States, in factand inform, own thisland. Else 
why does the railroad come here for it now? 


The gentle- 


| Why ask the United States to give it to them 


if is is not a fresh gift? 

The public sentiment of the people of the 
United States demands of their Represent- 
atives a condemnation, not. merely by bun- 
combe resvlutious such as we have passed 
unanimously, but by your actual yeas and 
nays here on this practical question. 

I venture the prediction, Mr. Speaker, that 
every platform of every party will condemn 
this unqualified, unrestricted grant of land to 
these few people at the expense of the many. 
As I said at the outset, I would be in favor of 
all subsidies, provided everybody got a.sub- 
sidy. Buta subsidy, if you look at the dic- 
tionary, you will find means a tax; it means 
something which is given away without con- 
sideration. When you undertake to give away 
islands, or to give away continents almost, you 
are subsidizing or being subsidized. It is all 
wrong. Itis bad legislation. It has no end 
in.its demoralization,. We know that our rail- 
roads, and especially the California railroads, 
as I shall show when the Goat Island bill 


comes up again, are running sores on the 
body-politic. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio... Running cars? 

Mr. COX. Sores, unpleasant in the nos- 
trils of the people. What did the gentleman 
from Ohio say ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iasked whether 
you said these railroads were running cars? 

Mr. COX. I said “running sores, which 
are worse than running cars, although some 
of the cars are bad enough, too. [Laughter.] 

I would like, in the few minutes allotted me, 
to say auother thing. I could give you facts 
that would illustrate in a, peculiar way the 
immensity of these grants of public lands; 
but that has already been done in the Senate 
and in the House. That has been done well.. 
There only remain about four hundred mil- 
lions of available land not granted or sold. 
‘And yet there is a parade oftentimes made 
in the House of the number of acres that we 
have left. Ay, counting Alaska, counting the 
sierras, counting the great alkali and other 
unavailable plains, counting the vast Rocky 


| mountains, we have left large numbers of 


actes, great quantities of land. But they are 
not valuable. Nearly all the arable land in 
this country has already been given away to 
corporate leeches. They cry ‘‘ More, more.” 
And note it, ye statesmen and economists, I 
hail the great opposition atleast to these grants 
from the State of Pennsylvania and a Repub- 
lican member, because his State and its mo- 
nopolies must first understand that they alone 
must sell the iron to these chartered and gorged 
roads, Unless that is done they will oppose. 
If it is done will they still oppose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELD- 
REDGE, . 

Mr. DLDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, I was in 
hopes to have heard from the gentleman from 
Indiana, who is the great enemy-of this bill, 
before I should make the remarks which I 
intend to make. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understood the gentleman to complain before 
that the floor was yielded to the gentleman 
from Indiana, {Laughter.] 

Mr, ELDREDGE. Iam not finding fault 
with the Chair now.’ I made my complaint 
when he assigned the floor to the gentleman 
from Indiana. I now accept this courtesy 
from the gentleman from Indiana. 

I can hardly expect, Mr. Speaker, to make 
an argument on this question in fifteen min- 
utes, and yet I may perhaps be able to call 
the attention of the House to some of the 
points, some of the weak points in the oppo- 
sition to it. ; 

It is most extraordinary, and I believe it is 
the first time in the history of congressional 
action on land grants and in reference to rail- 
roads, when we have found so persistent and 
determined an opposition to the renewal of a 
grant, and especially is iy remarkable when we 
censider the fact that more than one half of 
the entire road provided for by this grant has 
been built. 

Gentlemen tell us that the grant was for- 
feited by the failure to build the road within 
the time prescribed by the act, and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] is quite 
learned upon this subject, telling us that 
everybody knows that when a grant is made 
upon conditions, and the conditions are not 
performed, that grant cannot be taken. But 
thegentleman knows, as a lawyer, that in gen- 
eral, in cases between individuals, when con- 
tracts have been partially performed, couris 
of equity will relieve from the failure to per- 
form the condition as to time. ‘Time is never 
considered as between individuals unless ex- 
pressly so declared of the essence of the con- 
tract. Equity, justice, and fair dealing always 
relieve from forfeiture on account of time, 
Especially is this the case when there is any 
reasonable excuse, when the party was pre- 
vented from performing by any providential 
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act, any great national calamity or other cir- 
cumstance beyond the control of the ‘party, 
and unforeseen by either party. Itis considered 
inequitable aud unjust to insist upon strict 
performance in regard to time. when the party 
has acted in good faith; and more particularly 
is this the rule when the failure to perform 
strictly has worked no actual injury to the 
other party. 

Now, here is a railroad grant made for the 
purpose of building a road some four hundred 
and odd mileslong. Two hundred and twenty 
miles of that road have been built, and built in 
good faith during hard times, and during times 
when almost all other railroad projects had to 
be suspended. The United States has derived 
advantage from it. lts lands have been in- 
creased largely in value. It hag derived money 

‘from it which has passed into its Treasury and 
is in no way injured by the delay ; and now be- 
cause the contract has nat been fully performed, 
because the road isnot entirely completed with- 
inthe time named in the grant, gentlemen come 
in here and seek to take advantage, and insist 
upon forfeiture, as they call it, for a mere lapse 
of time, without restoring or offering to restore 
what has been received in part performance 
from the State and people of Wisconsin, with- 
out any intention of or effort to restore the 
parties to their former condition. 

Why, sir, no one bat a rascal dealing with 
an individual in his individual capacity would 
attempt to do such a thing—would seek a for- 
feiture in such a case. No honest, upright, 
just man would entertain an idea of taking 
such an advantage of avoiding a contract per- 
formed to the extent of this for a mere failure 
as to time. The courts of equity have always 
relieved from such failures, and I hope they 
always will. They never hold time as the 
essence of such contracts as this railroad grant, 
Will gentlemen contend that it is right or just 
for this great Republic to do what could not 
upon any just principles of law or equity be 
permitted to an individual? Will any honest 
man. be willing his country should do what 
he himself would be ashamed to do; what 
would not be agreeable to equity and good con- 
sciences as between man and man? If trust 
not, 

The practice of the Government has been 
from the beginning on this subject not to take 
advantage of the question of time. It has not 
heretofore done it, but has uniformly, with 
great liberality and generosity, neglected and 
refused to doit. ‘Che Government in this case 
has not taken this advantage and forfeited the 
grant or declared it forfeited, but has held the 
lands in reserve out of market, thus declaring, 
ag plain as acts or words can declare, to the 
people of the State and citizens all along the 
line of the road, and everybody interested in 
the grant, the belief that the Government did 
not intend, if it could, to take advantage of 
the failure as to time. Here, then, we not 
only have the law and justice of the case, but 
we have the practice of the Government in 
general and in the particular case in favor of 
the renewal. The Government has not only 
not declared any forfeiture, but has held out 
to the world tbe strongest evidence that it 
never intended to forfeit the grant because the 
road was not completed within the time pre- 
seribed by the original acts. No man can 
deny that the State of Wisconsin and the eom- 
panies engaged in building ‘the road and the 
people aud the country at large had a right so 
to consider, and act upon such consideration. 
The authorities, the proper department of the 
Government intrusted with such duties, has 
held and ‘does to-day hold these lands in re- 
serve, withdrawn from entry, for the purposes 
of this grant. Can such action as” this be 
ignored or disregarded in any proper consid- 
eration of the ease? Is there nothing in all 
this that is obligatory upon the Government 
or upon which those interested in obtaining 
the benefit of the lands may urge in justice 
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and equity their claim? Such acts would 
estop an individual from insisting upon forfeit- 
ure; and for one I am not sent here to do for 
my country what would be dishonest for me to 
do for myself, 


Now, it is said by gentlemen on my side of | 


the House, by friends whom I respect, whose 
opinions I regard very highly, that this is to 
build up a monopoly ; that they oppose it on 
the ground that it is to make another. corpora- 
tion monopoly. Sir, no one entertaing stronger 
sentiments of hostility to monopolies than I 
do. Daring the time I have served in Con- 


gress I have invariably voted against all meas- | 
ures I believed calculated to promote or build | 


up monopolies, But some of the very gen- 
tlemen who make use of this ery of monopoly 
are themselves acting in the interest of one 
of the largest monopolies there is in this or in 
any other country. ‘They are doing allin their 
power to take this grant of land from this litile 
corporation of four hundred miles of road, and 
to give it to the Northern Pacific railroad cor- 
poration, with its hundreds of millions of cap- 
ital and a grant of land running the entire 
preadth of this continent. And yet they 
talk to me about acting in the interest of a 
monopoly. 

Those gentlemen will have to explain their 
own course upon this subject. This billis not 
in the interest of a monopoly. It is to build 
up a little road to compete somewhat with the 
great road. It is, if you please to so style it, 
a bill to help a small corporation to resist in 
some little degree the grasping power of a 
great-monopoly, It is a bill, if passed, that 
will cause the building of more than two hun- 


dred miles of. new road in and through the | 


wilderness of Wisconsin. It will apply the 
lands to some good and useful ‘purpose that 
otherwise will pass into the possession of the 
largest landed monopoly of the world and add 
not one foot of road or be of one dollar’s 
interest to the people. ; 

I must say that I was astonished atthe speech 
to-day of my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Kercouam,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, from which this bill now comes. 
Without any disrespect to him, and meaning 
in no way to impugn his motives, L must. say 
that if his speech had been written out by an 
attorney of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, it could not have been a better 
argument in the interest of that company. 
Every word of it was in the interest of that 
company, and just such a speech as might 


have been made by the president or attorney 
i| to it, and not the land itself; and because they 


of that road. 


And he winds up his remarks by offering an | 


amendment that these lands shall be immedi- 
ately brought into market and the reservation 
withdrawn, What would be the effect of such 
a provision? The effect wouid be that every 
acre of the land which is embraced in 
pill would be grasped by the Northern Pacilie 
Railroad Company, and the gentleman froin 
New York (Mr, Kurcnam] must have known 
it when he offered that amendment; he must 
have known it, it is impossible that he 
should not have known it. And 1 ask, what 
better could have been done by an attorney 
of the Northern Pacific railroad than to take 
away the reservation which: has kept these 
lands out of its grasp? The answer must be 
that nothing better could be done. It is just 
what that company wants, and just what it has 
been waiting for in order that it might gobble 
them up. 

Gentlemen talk much about acting in the 
interest of the people, in the interest of the 
laborer, of actual settlers, in the interest of 
soldiers, in the interest of widows and orphans; 


and they speak loudly and eloqueutly upon. 


as though they were their pecu- 
Do gentlemen forget that the 
the widows, 
do not 
hiladel- 


that subject, 
liar guardians. 
laboring people, that the soldiers, 
and the orphans in this great countr 
all live in the city of New York or 


this | 


phia? Do they suppose that no one ig inter: 
ested in our public lands except those who 
live in these cities? You have not a constit: 
uent in either of those great cities that you 
could: hire to go out into this country and 
settle upon this land, if you would pay their 
expenses there.and support them after they 
got there.. Such pretenses are the humbug, 
the demagogue argument, as weak as it is 
absurd. F 
. Sir, I tell gentlemen they are not acting in 
the interest of the poor man, the laboring 
man, or the actual settler in their. opposition 
to this bill. Gentlemen may talk as they will 
about it, and say what they please;.but the 
fact still remains that they are acting in the 
interest of great corporations and great mo- 
nopolies, and against the settlers upon the 
lands in the great western States. ‘There have 
already been sold at $2 50 per acre along the 
line of this road one hundred and seventy-five 
thousand acres to settlers, ag will appear by 
the following letter from the Commissioner of 
Public Lands, which I send to. have read by 
the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Generan LAND OFFICE, ` 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 19, 1872. 
_ Bir: In reply to your communication of the 12th 
instant, making inquiry relative to the amount of 
jand disposed of at $2 50 per acre along the line of 
the St. Croix, Lake Superior, and Bayfield railroad, 
in consequence of the grant to that road, I have the 
honor to inform you. that the amount shawn by our 
records, from the nearest approximate estimate, is 
about one hundred and seventy-five thousand acres, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, $ 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. J. M. Rusk, House of Representatives. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Those settlers have gone 
upon these lands, they have penetrated into 
this wilderness with their little families, notr 
withstanding the hard times, with the expecta- 
tion that some day not far off they could come 
out again and transport their products. to 
market upon this railroad which the Govern- 
ment pledged its aid to build. The answer 
of the gentleman from New York. [Mr. 
Kercsam] will not do; itis no answer that 
those settlers would not now take for the 
lands they bought at $2 50 three times'the 
amount they paid forthem. Sir, that may be 
true. After the settler has opened up his 
farm, after he has erected his buildings and 
constructed his fences upon it, it is very true 
that he would not take three times what he 
originally paid for the land, But the chief 
value now is what he has added by his labor 


have made their lands thus valuable, and will 
not dispose of them tor their. original cost, is 
no reason why they should be charged twice 
as much as other settlers upon the publiclands, 
All around them are lands still unoccupied ; 
and if they are so valuable as gentlemen say, 
why do not men from New York and Philadel- 
phia and our other large cities, who are always 
on the lookout to pick up valuable landsat low 
rates, go out there and buy them? Do gentle- 
men believe that these lands are so valuable, 
and still unclaimed, unsold? he alternate 
sections have been subject to entry and sale. 
it is preposterous to suppose they are worth 
any such sum as claimed by the gentleman 
from New York. f 

You are all invited cordially by those who 
have gone before to the western States to-go 
out there and make homes upon these lands. 
We will give you all the right hand of fellow- 
ship when you come out there, and ask noth- 
ing of you, except perhaps that you shall vote 
the Democratic tickes.. [Daughter] And my 
colleagues on the other side will not even in- 
sist upon that. [Laughter. ], 

‘The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Trvzr] 
had read a section from the Northern Pacific 
railroad act, and attempted to show that that 
company could not get any of these landse In 
the way he construed that section that would 
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seem to beso. The proviso of that section is 
as follows: 

* That if said route shall be made upon the line 
of any other railroad route to aid in the construc- 
tion of which lands have been heretofore granted 
by the United States, as far as the routes are upon 
the same general line, the amount of land hereto” 
fore: granted shall be deducted from the amount 
granted by this. act.” 

Now, the gentleman ought to know—I sup- 
“pose he does know—that this St. Croix road 
ig not upon the same “ general line” as the 
Northern Pacifice road. It crosses it diagon- 
ally ; so that by that reservation there is noth- 
ing saved out of this grant, and the Govern- 
ment ought so to have constraed it. The 
provision is that the deduction shall be made 
only where the lands have been granted toa 
road running along the ‘‘ same general line,” 
and it is not: pretended that this road rans 
along the line of the Northern Pacific road. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] 
always eloquent and oftener than not funny, 
has got, as he seemed to think, tolerably close 
to this question in discussing the subject of 
pigiron. Though Idid not see it in thatlight, 
-- 4d suppose he did, because it gave him a chance 
to go for the great champion of pig iron from 
Philadelphia, (Mr. KeLLer.] Near as he did 
get, however, he was .only about as near the 
Northern Pacific railroad and the clashing 
interests of these two roads as he was to pig 
iron ; not near enough still to the subject of 
the bill under consideration to commit either 
“ burglary,” ‘theft,’ “robbery,” or ‘ rape’? 
upon it. He argued no question connected 
with it. He talked well, as he always does. 
I have sometimes thought I would give the 
world if I could talk as well as he can. But 
I believe I have the faculty of getting a little 
a to the subject under discussion than he 

oes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are several matters 
to which I would like to refer in this discus- 
sion, but my limited time will. not permit me. 
Gentlemen who oppose this grant must con- 
sole themselves as well as they can with the 
‘fact that in refusing the renewal of the grant 
to this small corporation they thereby give it 
to the great monopoly, the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. They cannot escape this 
couclusion ; and I believe they have abandoned 
the attempt to do so, so far as may be judged 
by the amendments they have offered; for 
they have, in every form that imagination can 
conceive or language express, endeavored to 
prevent this St. Croix road from getting any- 
thing except what the Northern Pacific might 
take; and still they oppose the bill with the 
same vehemence that they did the original. 
I leave the geutlemen themselves to explain 
this inconsistency. I can only see their action 
as in the interest of the Northern Pacific rail- 
road. 

I wish to inquire of the Speaker whether 
the amendment which I offered is considered 
as pending? Jf not, I wish to offer it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.’ The gentle- 
man will state his amendment. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I did state it before; 
but. whether it was considered as pending or 
not; ldo not know. I moved an amendment 
to the second. section of the bill by striking 
out all after the word * act,” in the fifteenth 
line, down to and including the word “ com- 
pany,” in the seventeenth line; the words I 
propose to strike out being “Oras granting to 
said State any lands in lieu of which other 
lands might be selected by said Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That amend- 
ment would be in order if the gentleman had 
the Hoor in his own right. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Have I not the right to 
offer an amenement under the general consent 
given by the House that amendments might be 
offered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] is entitled 
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to the floor, and has yielded to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] to explain 
the pending measure. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My colleague [Mr. Bar- 
BER] yielded to me, and I offered my amend- 
ment at that time. I simply wished to inquire 
whether the amendment was understood as 
pending from that time? 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. No gentle- 
man from Wisconsin has had the floor in his 
own right since this debate began, and hence 
no colleague of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. EprepeGr] could have yielded tohim 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. If 
the gentleman from Indiana yields to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin for the purpose of 
offering an amendment, he yields absolutely 
according to the rule. The gentleman from 
Indiana will state whether he yields for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Wisconsin will not insist on my yielding for 
that purpose at this time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I supposed that the 
chairman of the committee and myself had 
an understanding that that amendment was 
to be offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be 
in order to offer the amendment before the 
vote is taken. Any motion to amend the 
matter which the committee propose to add 
to the bill will be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume that the amend- 
ment ought to be admitted; and [ yield for 
the purpose of allowing it to be offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the 
amendment will be considered as pending. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have only one word 
to say in regard to this amendment, I wish 
to explain its object and intention. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Rrreuie. ] 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Speaker, I find myself 
in an unenviable position. The vote which I 
feel impelled to give under a sense of duty 
incurs for me a risk of misconception. In the 
face of the justifiable prejudice against extrava- 
gant donations of the public lands, any vote 
in behalf of even continuing a grant already 
‘made exposes the one giving that vote to mis- 
understanding and misconception. But, sir, 
to my humble apprehension, it would be a 
dereliction to shrink from giving the sanction 
of my vote to what my judgment approves 
lest that vote may be misunderstod and L may 
be required to defend it. 

I have brought to the consideration of this 
measure a disinterested spirit.: Iam not from 
Wisconsin. I am not from any part of the 
Union interested in the question of land grants. 
The State of Maryland has received but an 
insignificant portion, I think two hundred 
thousand acres for an agricultural college, and 
that is all she has ever received of the public 
domain. No matter what railroads or what 
States may or may not receive portions of the 
public territory, the State of Maryland in all 
probability will receive nothing ; and I occupy 
a position of diginterestedness in regard to 
these States. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Did not Maryland 
receive all the lands within her borders? The 
Government never received any land in the 
State of Maryland. 

Mr. RITCHIE. No, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Government 
owns no public lands in the State of Maryland 
and never did. You have all your lands. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I understand there are no 
States until they are framed. ‘hey are 
I suppose the 
States stand equally in regard to the common 
treasure and the common property of this com- 
mon Government. 

But, sir, I was only endeavoring to show T 
have brought to this question a disinterested 


spirit. More than that, noone is more scrupu- 
lous than myself in regard to the disposition 
of the public domain; and I have watched 
with interest and approval the general course 
of my distinguished friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hormax, ] in that spirit of watchfulness he has 
exhibited in protecting the Treasury and the 
property of the Government. But Ll am con- 
strained to say, to the best of my judgment, 
that spirit of vigilance is misapplied in this 
case. If this were an original proposition, if 
we were now discussing the question whether 
or not the State of Wisconsin should receive 
an appropriation of territory, no one would be 
more jealous than myself in yielding assent to 
it. But the distinction between an original 
grant and waiver of forfeiture of it is too obvi- 
ous for its discussion. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the substitute moved by the gentleman 
from New York, [ Mr. Kercnam,] the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Add at the end of the substitute the following: 

But no part of said lands shall be selected by or 
inure to the benefit of any railroad company, 
under any assumed grant from the United States, 
and said lands are expressly reserved for the bene- 
fit of actual settlers under the provisions of the suid 
homestead act. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am willing to accept 
that as a modification of my substitute. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. If there be 
no objection the substitute will be so modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With that proposition 
pending, the question is whether all these lands - 
shall now be reserved for actual settlers under 
the homestead law, or shall inure to the ben- 
efit of one or the other of these corporations, 
For I do not intend to let my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ELprepce] have the benefit of 
the alternative that these lands shall go to 
the benefit of the Northern Pacific railroad, 
pr the benefit of the St. Croix and Superior 
railroad. Thatis not the alternative. The 
question is, under the law organizing that 
Northern Pacifie Railroad Company and 
the lapse of the grant of these lands made to 
the St. Croix and Superior company, whether 
the lands shall inure to the benefit of either of 
those corporations, or be reserved for the ben- 
efit of actual settlers under the homestead law. 
Let me call attention to one provision of the 
act of 1864, granting lands tothe Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

It will be found that no lands were granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
which had been ‘‘reserved”’ or “ granted” by 
Congress for any purpose, (this is not in the 
proviso which has been read, but in the body 
of the section,) at the time when the final 
location of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company should be made. No gentleman pre- 
tends that any such location reaching any of 
these lands has taken place up to this hour. 
If this law shall pass—and there is no lawyer 
living who can deny the. proposi:ion—if this 
law shall pass, and the rights of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company shall remain as they 
are now, the reversion of these lands for the 
benefit of the homestead settlers under the 
homestead law is absolute and effectual, as 
would have been the case prior to any of these 
grants being made, for these lands were actu- 
ally ‘reserved when the Northern Pacific act 
passed, and are still reserved, ; 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why do 
you not offer an amendment with reference 
to that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have offered an amend- 
menr, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Kercnam} bas accepted it; an amendment 
which will present the clear proposition 
whether these lands under this law should 
inure to the benefit of either of these corpora- 
tions or shall be reserved, using the language 
of this act, for homestead settlers, a specifie 
and definite purpose of reservation, for under 
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the public lands are subject to homestead 
entries and preémptions, and also to all other 
forms of sale. Here would be a simple reser- 
vation under the homestead law. 

I submit another proposition on this subject. 
If the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
had acquired any rights. at all in these lands, 
it seems to me that those rights are well es- 
tablished without reference to auything that 
Congress may do; but I deny that any such 
rights have vested. Ifthat company, by open 
and public acts, fix the eastern terminus of 
their road, it has already been done. 

Gentlemen are aware that the very maps 
issued by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, with which they have flooded this coun- 
try and Europe, and the circulars they have 
issued in this country and Europe for the pur- 
pore of securing the eredit on which they are 

uilding that road, all declare the town of 
Duluth, on the west side of Lake Superior, as 
the eastern terminus of the road; and it would 
be an act. of such reckless bad faith to the 
country if that corporation should now assume 
that they had the right to go to the mouth of 
the Montreal river, that no body of men, 
whether organized into a corporation or not, 
would dare to be guilty of, for that assumes 
that the directors, or the persons who control 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, are 
prepared to perpetrate the most inexcusable 
frauds on the country to secure an increase 
of their enormous grant. If we assume they 
can now change the eastern terminus of their 
road from the point they have so positively 
indicated by their public acts, I still hold 
that their rights have never attached to 
these lands, because they were reserved, 
and now by the forfeiture of the St. Croix 
road have returned to the public domain, 
subject to further reservation, and are now 
subject to such disposition as Congress may 
see fit to make; for as yet in any possible 
view the Northern Pacific road has no vested 
rights in these lands, ‘The friends of the 
pending bill are compelled to concede that, 
and are now attempting to act on that as- 
sumption. The Northern Pacifie Railroad 
Company does not exist by -the act of the 
great body of gentlemen on this floor who are 
now opposing this grant. Ido not remember 
whether the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
ELDREDGE) voted for the Northern Pacific 
railroad bill; but I know that the gentleman 
whom he censures as favoring the interests of 
that road as against the St. Croix road, my 
friend from New York, [Mr. Cox,] and other 
gentlemen around me, resisted the passage of 
the act granting the imperial estate in lands 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
with as much earnestness, and a great deal 
more, than they have displayed in resisting 
the passage of this bill. The gentleman knows 
very well my opposition to that bill. 

My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] 
has spoken of me as if I were the enemy of 
this pariicular measure. J oppose, and have 
opposed since the commencement of my pub- 
lic life, all these grants, whether of lands or 
money, from the Treasury in support of spe- 
cial interests at the general expense, not ouly 
as in contravention of the rights of the whole 
people, but as tending most certainly to the 
demoralization and corruption of public affairs 
in every branch of our State and national 
Governments. These grants are encouraging 
the crowds of lobbyists who are, now around 
the Capito! seeking wealth at the expense of the 
industry of others. It is this tendency to cor- 
ruption and public frauds that is more to be 
deplored than the mere grant of these lands. 
While this system continues you cannot have 
parity aud honesty in the conduct of public 
affans. Can you expect honesty in public 
affairs, purity in the management of the public 
interests, when by this kind of legislation you 
hold out hopes to lobbyists and adventurers of 
amassing enormous fortunes by the yielding 


compliancy of legislative bodies? No, sir; 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
my judgment, have already fixed the eastern 
terminus of that road at the town of Duluth, 
in Minnesota. If they have not, their right to 
lands is confined to lands which are not ‘ re- 
served by’* Congress for any other purpose 

or “granted” for any other purposes; and 

if, in the mean time, we reserve these lands 

for actual settlers under the most benevolent 

and humane law that Congress ever passed, 

the homestead law, that is a ‘‘reservation’” 
we have a right to make, and no court, either 
State or Federal, will hold otherwise ; for the 

rights of the Northern Pacific Company then 

can never attach to these lands. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, while I had the 
honorto submit the instructions reported back 
by the Committee on the Public Lands, pro- 
posing that no land _ shall inure to the benefit 
of the St. Croix and Lake Superior railroad 
under this act unless it be lands which other- 
wise would inure to the benefit of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, and while, as 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
that giant political power which we have organ- 
ized, {í would most earnestly resist any increase 
of its grant under any circumstances what- 
ever, and would greatly prefer granting these 
lands to the smaller corporation, still 1 have 
reached the conclusion that itis not a question 
between those two corporations under the pro- 
visions of the act read by my colleague [ Mr. 
Tyner] and the section to which I have 
referred, but is simply a question between the 
appropriation of these lands to either of the 
railroad corporations and their appropriation 
to actual settlers under the homestead law, and 
for that reason I shall favor the substitute of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Brp- 
REDGE] proposes to amend the amendments 
reported back by the committee by striking 
out the last words of this clause: 

That this act shall not be construed to enlarge the 
grant of land to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, or to authorize said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company to select lands elsewhere in lieu 
of any lands embraced in this act, or as granting to 
said State any lands in lieu of which other lands 
might be selected by said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, or as granting any coal lands. 

Let me ask him if be proposes that Con- 
gress shall not only make this grant of lands 
to the Si, Croix and Lake Superior Railroad 
Company, but that the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company shall be permitted to select 
otber lands in lieu of the lands so granted? 
If itis true that the Northern Pacific railroad 
would be entitled to a strip of land forty miles 
wide between the mouth of the Montreal river 
and the west boundary of Minnesota in the 
absence of this grant, does the gentleman pro- 
pose, in case the grant is renewed, that that 
quarter of a million acres of land shall be se- 
lected by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany on the great prairies of the West in lien 
of the lands held by this company? Does he 
propose to double this grant? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘Lhere is no such pro- 
vision in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is clearly the effect 
of his amendment. He strikes out the condi- 
tion that this act shall not be construed, &e., 
“ as granting to said State any lands in lieu 
of which other lands might be selected by said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, or as 
granting any coal lauds.’ He proposes to 
Strike that out, and to let both the St. Croix 
and Lake Superior road and the Northern 
Pacific road receive lands, the one to receive 
elsewhere the same extent of grant. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Let me tell the gentle- 
man that he is mistaken entirely, This is not 
a part of his amendment. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana buttoned the 
whole thing up perfectly right, in hisown judg- 
ment accomplishing all the purposes, he had 
spoken in favor of; but the way in which it is 
put in is enough to confuse any court, and it} 


has confused my friend from: Indiana, who T ` 
know is a very good lawyer. oe 

[Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. CONGER, The bill before the House 
does not affect any local interestin which I am 
concerned ; it does not affect the interests of | 
the State which I in part represent, but, sir, 
it affects a class of people in the United States, 
it affects a portion of the country ot the United 
States similar to a part of. Michigan, and sim- 
ilar to many parts of the northwestern portion 
of our country; and I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House from the many points which 
have been discussed here to the provisions of 
the bill under consideration, and to call their 
attention to the objects of this bill, to its results, 
and to its justice. : 

Sir, all the original States of this Union 
entered the Union, and I call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands, who said to the House that we might 
as well give lands to build a railroad in north- 
ern New York as in Wisconsin, to the faet 
that all the original States of the Union, when 
they formed the Union, reserved to themselves 
all the land within their limits, the proprietor- 
ship of it, the right to sell it, and the right to 
dispose of the money received from all the 
wild and unocupied lands in the State for the 
sole uses and improvements within the State. 
New York, Massachusetts, Counectieut, Vir- 
ginia, all of the old thirteen States came into 
this Union with all of their wild and unoceu-: 
pied lands reserved as their own property, and 
they had the right to sell those lands, and to dis- 
pose of the proceeds as they chose, in building 
roads, improving their rivers, and in building 
railroads when the time came for them. 

And yet the pretense is, and itis notbing 
but a pretense, that under the Constitution 
new States are to be bronght into this Union 
upon an equal footing with the old thirteen 
States. That, sir, is but a pretense. What 
has been the fact? Instead of coming into the 
Union with an absolute ownership of all the 
land within their borders, with the right to sell 
it and appropriate the proceeds as they choose, 
as was the case with all the old thirteen States, 
they have come into the Union naked as the 
new-born child so far as regards the right to 
their land, to property, orto means. : 

Sir, there is a difference, à vast difference, 
between the old thirteen States and the new. 
States that have come into this Union, And 
I say, what has been said by better and wiser 
men than I am, that the pretended bringing 
into the Union of new States on the same foot- 
ing with the original thirteen is but a pretense, 
if not a fraud. i 

This Government has admitted new States 
into the Union. Wisconsin, for instance, was 
admitted, as it was said, upon an equal foot- 
ing with the old thirteen States. Now, what 
was the fact? The United States was the 
landed proprietor of every acre of land in 
that and other new States, except so far as 
the citizens of those States have paid their 
coin to the United States and become owners 
of the land. There is nota rod, not a foot 
of land belonging to one of our new States 
that can be appropriated by the State for any 
purpose whatever. And yet gentlemen rep- 
resenting the old States solemnly rise in their 


“places here aud talk about granting tothe 


new States a few acres here and a few acres 
there, with which the people. of those new 
States can make improvements, as if it: was a 
departure from some rule of equity, à departure 
from some role of right or of justice. 

Not only did the original thirteen States 
retain all the wild and unoccupied lands within 
their own borders, but many of them reached 
out from their own. borders into the Terri- 
tories of the United States and reserved acres 
of land by the ‘million, hundreds and thou- 
sands of square miles of territory, from which 
new States afterward were formed; reserved 
it for their own use. And yet we learn that 
the people of Connecticut have instructed their 
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` Representatives in this House to come here 
and vote against the appropriation of an acre 
of land in the new Territories or the new States 
to build our roads. 

` Shame to Connecticut, that reserved its hun- 
dreds-of thousands and millions of- acres of 
the: very best lands of Ohio, bordering fora 
hundred miles upon Lake Erie. She reserved 
to herself that land and sold it to the settlers 
of Obio; compelling the settlers of northern 
Ohio to build roads through it at their own 
‘expense, thus increasing the value of the Con- 
necticut lands there by the energy and labor 
of: the early immigrants to that region, in 
order that Connecticut might be able to put 
more money into her treasury from the sale of 
the lands she had reserved to herself in the 
State of Ohio. Oh, sir, if the good people of 
Connecticut would but bear in mind that the 
early settlers upon the Western Reserve of 
Qhio toiled and labored for years and years, 
that the energies of the first generation ‘of its 
settlers were expended in building roads 
through that Western Reserve, as my friend 
fram Ohio [Mr. Bearry] well knows and 
who. always votes. against all these bills—if 
they would but. remember that the toil and 
labor of the first generation of settlers. upon 
the Western Reserve of Ohio were expended 
in building roads which enhanced the value 
of Connecticut lands there,.and enabled Con- 
necticut to sellthem for several dollars more 
per acre in order that the money might be 
taken back to Connecticut to be used there, I 
think they would not have instructed their 
Representatives in Congress to oppose the 
granting of a few acres to assist the settlers in 
the wild, desolate regions around Lake Supe- 
rior in northern Wisconsin and Michigan to 
build an outlet from that wilderness to Lake 
Superior andto the settled parts of the States 
south of them. 

‘Sir, I stand here to-day, as I have stood 
here ever since I have been a member of this 
House, the unreserved continuous. opponent 
of -grants of land to railroad corporations 
merely as corporations. Í know there have 
been grants of land made which ought not to 
have been made. JI know corporations have 
grown rich by having given to them the splen- 
did lands of lowa, of southern Wisconsin, of 
Illinois, and of Kansas. The most beautiful 
lands on the face of God’s earth have been 
given to these railroad companies, where it 
costa no more to grade a road and prepare it 
for. the iron rails than it does to make an 
ordinary turnpike, if it costs as much. But 
when it comes to building a railroad through 
pine and hemlock and cedar forests, through 
the wild, uncultivated, rough, northern re- 
gions of country; where there are no prai- 
ries, no savannas; where there are few inter- 


vales that are fit for cultivation even; where | 


the people have been induced to go and set- 
tle along on the line of this railroad by the 
offer of the Government to give aid to build a 
railroad past their homes ; where the Govern- 
ment has received thousands of dollars from 
the-actual settlers that these gentlemen dwell 
so much upon with their lips, and have so 
hutle:true regard for in their hearts—I say 
that the: Government has pledged its faith to 
the seters from whom it exacted. double the 
ordinary price for land in these northern wil- 
dernesses that there should be a railroad 
built; and now becausa the time has elapsed 
without the road having been constructed, 
not by the fault of the State of Wisconsin, not 
by the fault of the people who are trying te 
build that road, not by the fault of the railroad 
company, but because, in the inevitable decrees 
of divine Providence, war and desolation were 
permitted to brood over our land, and because 
the industrious settlers from town, city, and 


forest alike were drawn from their homes and. 


their ordinary: vocations, whether the cultiva- 
tien of the soil-or the building of railroads, 
and gathered on the great fieids of contest'to 
preserve the nation, gentlemen rise here and 


tell us that because there has been this lapse, 
because they have built only two hundred and 
twenty miles out of the four hundred and 
twenty over which the road was to extend, 
therefore the Government should be unjast to 
the people who have settled along this line, 
should. take advantage of a technicality to 
destroy the hopes of those people who live in 
this wilderness. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, it was never your fortune, 
nor that of your colleagues, nor of others 
here who come from the. wealthy and long- 
settled regions of the United States, to know 
what hardships, trials, and sufferings gather 
around the early settlers even of the prairie 
lands of the West, to say nothing of the addi- 
uonal trials and sufferings, the loneliness, the 
toil, the privation which always accompany 
the emigrantinto the forests of our Northwest. 
It never has been your lot, and I pray to God 
it never may be the lot of yourself or others 
who hear me, to know by sad experience what 
it is to go into the wilderness, far away from 
the abodes of men, and work out those im- 
provements which make our country smile in 
the very heart of the wilderness itself. Gen- 
tlemen who live in the luxuries of their splen- 
did homes in the East little dream that the 
life of the pioneer emigrant is spent in earn- 
ing a pitiable subsistence for his family, and 
in toiling to open paths and roads to establish 
communication with some remote settlement, 
when by this act of Congress it was intended 
that a railroad should be opened that the peo- 
ple might move into that land and might settle 
it without so much personal toil and privation. 

Sir, we are receiving into the United States, 
year by year, between three hundred and fifty 
and four hundred thousand people whose native 
climate and line of latitude lead them directly 
to the cooler northern regions of our conti- 
nent. Atthe town where I reside—that re- 
mote inland town at the foot of Luke Huron— 
there annually come into the United States an 
average of forty-five thousand immigrants, all 
taking their departure to the northern regionsof 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. Yet this 
Congress, in view of all these facts; this Con- 
gress, which claims to invite the poor, the op- 
pressed, and the down-trodden from all the 
nations of the Old World to occupy our lands 
and dwell among us, encourages these peo- 
ple to come here and then sends them into the 
wilderness alone, unaided, with no roads, no 
facilities for communication, 

Why, sir, if this Congress shall so hamper 
this bill with restrictions as to make it inopera- 
tive, or shall refuse to pass the bill and to ex- 
tend the time for the completion of this road, 
it will fasten upon itself-a stain and a stigma 
which. will take years to remove. There can 
be no longer any pretension of great love for 
the poor or great regard for the landless or 
deep feeling for the homeless, if we reject a 
bill like this which shali open the highway 
upon which the landless may travel to lands, 
the homeless go to find homes, and the poor 
repair to new habitations in order to better 
their fortunes, 

Bat, sir, I do not desire to dwell upon this 
subject. lask the attention of the House to 
the propriety and the justice of passing this 
bill and thereby extending the time in. which 
the State of Wisconsin may render this aid to 
a rariroad company that has already built a 
little more than half the line of road provided 
for in the original grant, and has already built 
men miles tor which it has received no lands 
at all, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but one other mo- 
ment to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this road is not owned by a rich mo- 
nopoly. 
will ever be owned by a rich monopoly. It is 
the great thoroughfares; it is the great roads 


across the continent which falt into the-bands | 


of monopolists and swell the wealth of their 


‘owners. These little north and south railroads 


are, of course, local roads. They will never 
* 


No road running north and-south | 


become the great thoroughfares of the nation. 
And [I say to gentlemen here to-day that of 
my own knowledge the poor settlers along this 
road have labored in season and out of season, 
and have contributed out of their scant earn- 
ings to help build this road, which Congress 
will not lend a helping hand to, and which 
road these infinite lovers of the poor in this 
House are preventing them from having built. 

Sir, there are millions of square miles of 
unoccupied lands in the United States awaiting 
the tenantry of the landless and the homeless. 
There has been but little more than one quar- 
ter of the territory originally owned by the 
United States ever brought into market, includ- 
ing all of the new States northwest of the 
Ohio river; but little more, sir, than one quar- 
ter. Allof the broad lands of the nation are 
spread out and can accommodate millions and 
millions, ay, untold millions of our own peo- 
pie and immigrants from other regions of the 
world, and yet there would be room. We 
have land enough to give a home to every 
citizen of the United States, and every immi- 
grant who will come to the United States, for 
the next fifty years. Why, then, this new-bora 
zeal to injure the poor citizen of Wisconsin 
to-day, by anticipating the wants of coming 
generations yet unborn? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is so much confu- 
sion in the Hall, I cannot hear the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr, CONGER. Mr. Speaker, these gentle- 
men who siand up in the area holding private 
conversation, and who talk so loud that I can- 
not get the attention of the House, are most of 
them the opponents of this bill. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will suspend until order is restored in the 
House. Members will resume their seats. 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps I ought not to say 
they are all opponents of the bill, and I-will 
take that back. [{Laughter.] 


ST. LOUIS PUBLIC BUILDING. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. With the con- 
sent of the gentleman from Michigan, I will 
take the floor to submit a privileged report 
from a committee of confereuce, which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tho committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill CH. R. No. 619) appropriating money for the 
purchase of a suitable site and erecting a building 
thereon in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, to be used 
for the purpose of a custom-house, post office, and 
other Federal offices, having met, after full and freo 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendments, numbered one, two, and three, 
and agree to the same with a further amendment on 
page I, line ten, by striking out the words “two 
hundred and fifty,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 


words “five hundred.” 
J. A. GARFIELD 
GEO. A. HALSEY, 
P ERASTUS WELLS, 
Managers onthe part of the House, 
J.S, MORRILL, 
L. TRUMBULL, 
5 F. P. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I only dsire to state the change made in this 
bill according to the conference report. In- 
stead of paying $250,000 fora site and $2,000,- 
000 for a building, the Senate has made a 
change which will increase the appropriation 
for a site to $500,000, appropriating $250,000 
less for the building. The general amount ig 
the same, but by the conference report more is 
given for the land and less for the building. 
1 move that the report be adopted: 
The report of the conference committee 
was adopted. 

_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the conference report 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

_ The latter motion was agreed to, . 


ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD, 
Mr. CONGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to 
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eall the attention of the House to another 
remark of the chairman of the committee who 
reported this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore again called the 
House to order, and compelled members to 
take their seats; and in the mean time Mr. 
Concer went from the Republican to the 
Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely come to this side 
of the House for change of position and better 
air. [Laughter.] I was remarking tbat the 
chairman of the committee who reported this 
bill to the House made a statement, and I 
call his attention to it, which is not a correct 
one, in regard to the distance from the line 
of the Lake Superior and Mississippi railroad, 
If he will look uponthe map he will find that 
instead of the average distance being twenty- 
eight miles, the distance varies from seventy- 
nine miles down to, at the nearest point, 
a distance of some seventeen miles. The 
average distance is over sixty miles. The 
Lake Superior road is all in the State of 
Minnesota.’ This road is all in the State 
of Wisconsin. I cannot understand why the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands should not have been more careful to 
make an accurate statement on this point 
when he was reporting back the bill for the 
consideration of the House. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I have a communication 
from the Commissioner of the Land Office 
on which I based by statement. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Commissioner of the 
Land Office said that the average distance of 
this road from the Lake Superior road was 
twenty-eight miles, the Commissioner of the 
Land Oflice is laboring under a mistake, as 
the chairman of the committee is also laboring 
under a mistake. Any gentleman may con- 
sult the map and see this for himself, And 
that average distance of fifty, sixty, and seventy 
miles is through a region where the gentleman- 
from New York, (Mr. Kercuam, ] the military 
chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands, would be unable to make progress at 
the rate of twelve miles aday with his pack on 
his back. Itis ahemlock and cedar forest, and 
pine region; and that indicates what is the 
character of the soil. More’than twenty-five 
years ago my duties required that I should 
become familiar with that region for some 
considerable distance south of Bayfield, and I 
know that for agricultural purposes a large 
portion of it isutterly worthless. I know that a 
large portion as pine landsis utterly worthless. 

T know there are some good pine lands, and 
if there were not some good pine lands there 
would be no object in asking the grant for this 
company; and there are intervales along the 
streams of good agricultural lands. If there 
were not the friends of the road would not be 
here asking for the grant of it. 

But the point I make in regard to this road, 
independently of all grants and appropriations 
to either road, does not relate to pigiron. It 
does not relate to commercial intercourse with 
Europe. It does not relate to that great con- 
stituency of my friénd from New York, [Mr. 
Cox, ] who are rolling in wealth, who are the 
importers of the country, and do not care any- 
thing about the hardships of the people in the 
remote interior. It relates to the necessity of 
relieving the immediate pressing wants of a 
class of our citizens who have gone into the 
wilderness on the pledge of this Government 
that a railroad should be built through the 
middle of that region. 

I assert bere to-day that my friend beside 
me from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman,] whose heart 
throbs always and bursts every few days in 
his efforts on bebalf of the homeless and the 
landless, has forgotten his great life-long avo- 
cation when he ‘attacks the poor people of 
northern Wiseonsin, and attempts, as he does 
here, by strategy and by energy, and by every 


species of effort which the strongest man is 
capable of making to defeat the wishes of the } 
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poor people in northern and northwestern | 


isconsin. Sir, it is well when one’s heart 
isalways ready to beat with tremendous pul- 
sations on behalf of the good people and the 
poor people of the country; and my friend 
here has that kind of aheart. In his rather 
diminutive body his heart is big and swelling 
for the interests of the poor everywhere, but 
especially for the poor who are myths, who 
dwell nowhere, who live nowhere. [Laugh- 
ter.] If we find poor, obscure, needy citizens 
of the United States anywhere North or South, 
and appeal to that great heart of my friend, 
and appeal to his generous sympathies on their 
behalf, he has no love and no sympathy for 
them. 

Bat his heart swells for that unknown por- 
tion of God's creation, the poor that dwell 
where no man can find them, [Laughter.] 
My sympathies, sir, do not run in that direction. 
If I can see a rich monopoly that is wronging 
the people, and taking away their rights, lift- 
ing its head above the surface, I too, with my 
friend from Indiana, will shoot at it, but I will 
shoot straighter. [Laughter. ] ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Michigan must address the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, there are 
some remarks which I have to make in order 
to illustrate my subject and impress it upon 
my friend that perhaps it would be unbecom- 
ing in me to say to the Chair. [Laughter.] It 
was to avoid being unparliameutary, and yet to 
accomplish my object, that I made the gentle- 
man from Indiana the recipient of such remarks 
asmy modesty would have forbade my address- 
ing to the Chair. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I am talking about my sympathies 
for those people. My friend from New York 
[Mr. Cox] who did not talk against the bill, 
except the pig iron clause of it 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes; I did. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker—I address 
you now—the gentleman says he did talk 
against the bill, but I thought he didnot. He 
has no regard for these poor people in that 
region of country. He ought to know them. 
He ought in his travels through other lands to 
have known what the poor suffer. I have 
read his glowing description of the poverty of 
Spain and Algeria. I have read it with pride 
that he could write so well and deseribe so 
well the suffering, wants, and necessities of 
the people that dwell in foreign lands. I have 
laughed with him at his description of the 
donkey-riders and mule-riders there in that 
region where they have no railroads and no 
means of communication better than they had 
a hundred years ago. I have smiled at his 
pleasant descriptions; and if he should travel 
through the swamps of northern Wisconsin 
he would thank God even for a little donkey 
that could get him through the wilderness. 
{Laughter.] His sympathy is not all-embrac- 
ing. I know the gentleman loves the human 
race, and yet it was but a few days ago in the 
House that one of his venerable Virginia friends 
who lives on the other side of the Blue Ridge 
came here to see him and looked around this 
House, and looked up in that gallery at the 
shadows clustering there, and talked with him 
about the present situation of this House com- 
pared with what it was fifteen years ago, the last 
time his venerable old friend met him here. 
And they talked about the situation of the peo- 
ple who have got in here since then. His old 
friend said that it was different now from what it 
was when he used to come here and found gen- 
tlemen in Congress, aud gentlemen riding in the 
streets, and gentlemen holding office under the 
Government, when the white race controled 
things here. And how faithfully he depicted 
the beautifal old days that are past; and he 
said, ‘‘ Now there is a darkey in the Senate, 
or was, or has been.” He said tomy friend 
here, “ Now there are negroes in the House.”’ 
[Laughter.] He said, '‘ Now. negroes sit 
‘around the gallery; they never did so when I 


used to. come here and ‘meet the first families 
of Virginia in the Halls of Congress;?’ ¿ 

Oh, sir, I went with my sympathizing friend 
and his friend out into the Rotunda, and he sat 
down onaseat before that picture of Wash- 
ington surrendering bis sword, and.his: old 


| friend, overcome with grief from what he had 


seen here, sat down and looked at the Father ; 
of his Country, and said, addressing Wash-* 
ington, ‘‘ George, my father wag your friend, 
and we belonged to the first. families of Vir- 
ginia, your father and my father did, George. 
(Laughter.] But it is no use our staying in 
Washington any longer. Another race. has 
come, respectable people are driven out, the 
first families are gone, George. [Laughter] 
There are negroes in the street cars, negroes 
in the Senate, negroes in the House, negroes 
in the galleries, darkness everywhere, George.”” 
(Laughter.] Iwill not say that my friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] sympathized with 
him, but the tears stood trembling in his eyes 
as he looked up to the painting, and my friend, 
looking on, heard him say in that. doleful 
voice, “George, this is no place for respect- 
able people; go up, George, go up, and take 
your place between the Saviour and Mary Me- 
Daniel,’ [laughter,] and so the gentleman 
and his New York friend went sorrowing on 
their way. Hesympathizes with the old fam- 
ilies of Virginia, but he does not. sympathize 
with the poor settlers of Wis¢onsin,.:or he 
would vote for this bill.. [Laughter.],.He 
had better *‘ go up.” 

Now, what I have to say further is simply 
this: I wish to impress it upon the House that 
in voting against this bill, or in voting for 
these onerous amendments to the bill, they are 
voting to deprive the poor settler of northern 
Wisconsin of the means of access, egress. and 
ingress to the land for which he has paid a 
double value. 

And more than that, as I could show, if I 
had time, to the satisfaction of any lawyer in 
this House, unless he was purposely set against 
being convinced, you are voting to restore this 
land grant to a position where the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company must cover it with 
their grant. No man dare deny that propo- 
sition. These lands may revert to the. United 
States; they shall revert to the United: States 
upon the non-completion of this grant, it is 
true. ; 
Upon all occasions when; upon the failure 
of a grant by Congress, the United States have 
taken back those lands which were reserved 
under the grants, I have remained silent. But 
this is the very first time when this Congress 
or any other Congress has, refused to extend 
the time for the completion of a railroad more 
than half built, a road. that runs through a 
wilderness, the settlers along the line of which 
are daily petitioning Congress through their 
Representatives and urging upon us to extend 
the time a year or two longer so that the road 
may be compteted. i 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow mea 
question ? 

Mr. CONGER. A question, yes. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman vote for the 
amendment offered by my friend from Indiana, 
[Mr. Horman] to-day, as he says he isin favo 
of the actual settlers? i 

Mr. CONGER. I will vote to protect th 


| settler andthe poor man as I have alwaysdone, 


and, God willing, as I always expect to do. 
Mr. COX. We will want your vote on that. 
Mr. CONGER. But I will not vote. to de- 
feat the object of this bill, and leave these 
settlers there in au inaccessible: wilderness. 
Mr. COX. Then do not makeso many pre- 
tensions in favor of the poor man. | ; 
Mr. CONGER. : Lmake pretensions whic 
I ordinarily back up by my votes. : 
Mr. COX. ‘Well, I will watch yourvote fer 


that. : 
Mr, CONGER.: The gentleman is at per- 
fect leisure to do g0, and I venture to say it 
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will withdraw his attention from subjects that 
are far less worthy of his consideration. Inow 
yield. to ‘the gentleman from Massachusetts 
_£Mr.:Banxs] for ten minutes. 

‘Mr. BANKS, I -desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Indiana,[Mr. Houtman, ] 
who is the author of the amendment now under 
consideration, to the fact that he does not 
accomplish what seems to be, and what un- 
doubtedly is, his honest wish and purpose; 
that is, to prevent the reversion of this land, 
ifiwe refuse it to: the St. Croix company, to 
the Northern Pacifie Railroad Company. 

he expects by the proposition of which he is 
the author, and which is now before us, to 
accomplish that result, then he has made a 
fatal omission. The provision in the charter 
of the: Northern Pacific Railroad Company, to 
which he has referred, and to which reference 
has been also made on this side of the House, 
is to the effect that. lands that have heretofore 
been granted to companies shall not be in- 
cluded in the lands which the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company may take. 

> Now, in this case there has been no abso- 
lute grant of land to the St. Croix company; 
the grant to that company was a conditional 
grant. It can never become absolute, and can 
never be a grant until the road shall be com- 
pleted, because that is the condition of the 
grant. Ofcourse by the very terms of the pro- 
viso which the gentleman has read from the 
charter of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, these very lands may become subject to 
the grant of that company, because they have 
not become an absolute grant to the St. Croix 
company. The bill under consideration was 
intended to. defeat any reversion of these lands 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
because it provides for a renewal of the con- 
ditional grant to the St. Croix company. In- 
asmuch as the gentleman and his friends have 
defeated this renewal, and the grant itself is 
defeated by reason of the non-performance of 
the conditions, then, as a matter of course, in 
accordance with laws heretofore passed, these 
very lands will revert to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, unless Congress by legis- 
lation shall prevent it. 

Now, sir, I do not believe there is a man in 
this House who will be willing to vote for 
a distinct proposition that lands heretofore 
granted to the people of Wisconsin for the 
construction of a local road of vital import- 
ance to their local interests shall be taken 
from them and given to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, which already has more 
than fifty million acres of land, and is now 
in the markets of this country and the markets 
of other countrics competing with the securi- 
ties of the United States in consequence of 
the enormous advantages thus secured to them 
in favor of their own securities. 

If the gentleman from Indiana means to 
withhold these lands from the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, it must be #y some propo- 
sition that is not now in the bill, and which 
shall declare that these lands shall not in any 
case revert to that company, and that all acts 
or parts of acts which make such revision pos- 
sible shall be repealed. That is all I have to 
say on. that subject. If the gentleman from 
Indiana does not make such a proposition, 
does not propose such a prohibition, it seems 
to me that the effect of his measure, if not his 
desire, is that these lands may revert to this 
great corporation. ` > 

Mr. HOLMAN. The declaration of the 
amendment is as express as it can be made, 
that the lands shall not revert to the Northern 

< Pacific railroad. Language cannot be made 
more distinct than it is. 

Mr. BANKS and others. 
ment be read, 

Mr. COX. ‘The gentleman from Masgachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] has evidently been looking 
at the printed bill, This amendment was 
offered this afternoon and is not in print. 


Let the amend- 


. 


Mr. BANKS. 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX. I send itup to be read, and I 
ask the attention of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to its language. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


But no part of said lands shall be selected by or 
inure to the benefit of any railroad-company under 


Let it be read from the 


any assumed grant from the United States; and- 


said lands are expressly reserved for the benefit 
of actual settlers under the provisions of the said 
homestead act. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, that is not 
sufficiently distinct. It should declare that 
these lands shall not revert to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, and that allacts or 
parts of acts which make such reversion pos- 
sible shall be repealed. It is not necessary 
to refer to any ‘assumed’? rights of ‘any 
railroad company.” 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts will write out the amendment as he 
proposes it, I think my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Hormax] will accept it. 

Mr. BANKS. Ihave drawn up a proposi- 
tion, and though it is not perhaps perfect in 
form, I will send it to the Clerk’s desk to be 


read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not 
be in order for the gentleman from Indiana to 
accept any modification of the report of the 
committee. ‘That report can only be changed 
by a majority of the House. 

Mr. COX. I understand that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana has been 
accepted to be voted on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana was ac- 
cepted as a part of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
‘Kercuam,]| but uot as a part of the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BANKS. Ii does not matter what the 
paternity of the amendment may be. The 
proposition just now read at the desk is not 
sufficiently explicit. I ask that there shall 
be not only a declaration that these lands shall 
not revert to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, but that any acts or parts of acts 
which seem to imply that the lands may so 
revert under any circumstances whatever, shall 
be repealed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first 


amendments in order are those reported by’ 


the committee. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kercuam,] not as the organ of 
the committee, but as a member of the House, 
offered an additional amendment which he 
has since modified, as it was in his power to 
do, by accepting theamendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Indiana. The proposi- 
tion ofthe gentleman from Indiana is therefore 
a part of the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, and not of the amendment 
reported by the committee. ¢ 

Mr. COX, Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
gentleman from New York to accept the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I presume that is entirely in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York when he is on the floor 
can put his own amendment in any shape he 
desires. 

Mr. BANKS. Let the proviso which I have 
sent to the desk be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No lands embraced in the grant to the St. Croix 
railroad shall in any case revert to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company; and all acts or parts 
of acts inconsistent with this provision are hereby 
repealed, ; 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, some provision 
of that character is necessary to` prevent the 
reversion which gentlemen: on. the other side 
desire to prevent. 

Now, | have only one word more to say. 
This is a local road. It comes within the pur- 
view of the railroad grants made for honest 


purposes, for local uses, at a time when there 
was no valid objection to them, and when, 
if they. were established now upon the same 
principle, there would be no valid objection 
to them. This is a local road connecting the 
people of the southern and southwestern por- 
tion of Wisconsin with a southern point on 
Lake Superior. It interferes with no. other 
road, and to prevent the passage of this bill 
and.the completion of this road is to make it 
impossible for the Northern Pacific railroad to 
be tapped by having this road built to the 
southern point of Lake Superior. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Kercuam, ] the chairman of the Committee on 
the Public Lands, says there is another road 
which renders this proposition unnecessary. 
Now, he knows very well that these two roads 
if completed will be at the place where they 
reach Lake Superior a distance of some eighty 
miles apart. Although they may start at the 
same point in Wisconsin, they continue to 
diverge throughout the whole distance until 
they reach Lake Superior, when they are eighty 
miles apart. There is no man in this House, 
in view of the present condition of railroads on 
allsides, who will question the fact that these 
people of southern and southwestern Wisconsia 
ought to have this road. The renewal of this 
grant for five years will enable them to do this 
work so that southern and southwestern Wis- 
consin will be connected with Lake Superior, 
and in that way connected with that great road 
from the east to the west known as the Northern 
Pacific railroad. I hope for that reason this 
bill will be passed. i 

Mr. CONGER. I now demand the pre- 
vious question on the bill and pending amend- 


ments. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. What willbe thefirst ques- 
tion if the previous question be seconded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If the pre- 
vious question be seconded the Chair will state 
the condition. of the biland amendments. The 
first question to be submitted to the House will 
be the amendment to the report of the com- 
mittee offered by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, [Mr. ELDREDGE.] After the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin has been 
disposed of the next question will be on the 
report of the committee, 

Mr. KETCHAM. I will modify the report 
of the committee by striking out the word 
t forfeited,’ and insert “ reversion.’’ 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to know 
of the Chair on whose motion it is we are to 
vote on the demand for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘he gentle- 
man from Michigan having the floor for an 
hour, and his time net having expired, has 
called for the previous question, which he had 
the right to do. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
do now adjourn, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to ask, 
as the gentleman from Michigan is not on the 
committee, and as his motion takes this busi- 
ness out of the hands of the committee, how 
he proposes to divide the time? 

Mr. CONGER. Equally between the friends 
and the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman from 
Michigan has. not charge of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only the gen- 
tleman who reported the bill would be entitled 
to an hour after the previous question is sec- 
onded. 

Mr. KETCHAM. If the gentleman is 
going to take the business out of the hands 
of the committee in this way, I hope we will 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
House will not adjourn until this matter is 
settled and taken out of the way of other busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the pre- 
vious question is not seconded before adjourn- 
ment, the bill will not only go over until Tues- 
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day next, but will go behind all other orders, 
as it was assigned for this day, and not from 
day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the Speaker will re- 
member, the arrangement was made by unani- 
mous consent that at a particular hour to-day 
the previous question was to be moved. 

- Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The previous ques- 
tion was not called at the hour fixed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York stated that unless the 
House otherwise ordered he would at four 
o’clock call the previous question. When four 
o’clock came the gentleman had not a right to 
the floor to make that call 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
had not finished his statement. The gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. Coxenr,] who was 
entitled to the floor, now calls for the previous 
question ; and pending that call, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. W. R. Rozerrs] 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to have from 
the Chair a statement of the position of the 
bill if we shouid adjourn now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
is not informed as to what are the orders for 
the next week. But if the House adjourns 
before the previous question isweconded, this 
pill will go over to Tuesday, and wiil then 
take its position behind such special orders 
as will be on the orders of the day previous 
to lt. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. If the House 
should now second the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and should then adjourn, wher 
would this bill come up again? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In that case 
it will be the first thing in order to-morrow 
after the reading of the Journal. Does the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. W. R, Ros- 
ERTS | insist upon his motion that the House 
do now adjourn ? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I withdraw the 
motion. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I renew it. I move 
that the House do'now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes forty-one. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not insist on a 
count of the negative vote. 

So the House refused to adjourn. ; 

‘The question recurred on Mr. Congur’s call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. K{LLINGER. Before the previous 
question is seconded, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] yields to me to pres- 
ent my amendment. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can only 
be offered by unanimous consent while the 
call for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Concur] with- 
draw his call for the previous question, to 
allow the amendment of the gentloman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kituiwepr] to be offered? 

Mr. CONGHR. The amendment of the gen- 
ieman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KILLINGER] 
was offered some time ago, and the friends of 
the measure are willing that it should be con- 
sidered as pending. 

Mr. KILLINGHER. Let my amendment be 
read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. The friends 
of the measure have no objection to that amend- 
ment being considered as pending, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If an objection is 
sufficient to shut out the amendment, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KILLINGER] pro- 
poses to perfect the matter which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. KerTcam] proposes 
to strike out. His amendment would be in 


| Captain J. S. Herod and others, 


order before the amendment of the gentleman, 
from New York is voted on, 


. Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in order pending 
the demand for the previous question? 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
ruling on the supposition that the gentleman 
from Michigan yielded for the purpose of 
allowing the amendment to be offered. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Can the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] yield for the 
offering of that amendment without withdraw- 
ing his call for the previous question ? 

Mr, CONGER. I yielded to have the 
amendment considered pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [ Mr. Coxemr] surrendered 
the floor for that purpose, and the amendment 
is now pending. Does the gentleman renew 
his demand for the previous question? 

Mr. CONGER. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Conger) is recog- 
nized by the Chair as resuming the floor, and 
now moves the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Ifthe previous question 
should now be seconded, who is entitled to be 
recognized for an hour to close debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. KercHam,] the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands, will be entitled to the floor for one 
hour if he desires it. 

Mr. COX. I wish to understand whether 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, KiniinGer] in regard to pig 
iron is pending? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
pending, 

Mr. CONGER, I believe the pending ques- 
tion is on the call for the previous quostion. I 
ask for a vote. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was 
ordered; and I also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 74, noes 83. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS and Mr. RANDALL 


| called for the yeas and nays on the motion to 


adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being, on a division—ayes 24, noes 99. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred upon Mr. ELDREDGE’ S 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
main question was ordered, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was taken on the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

So the ‘motion to reconsider was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. CONGER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. I desire to enter a motion to lay 
this bill upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not yield for that 
purpose. 

The question was pnt npon Mr. Conczr’s 
motion, and it was agreed to; and the House 
(at four o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


I move that the House do 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and.referred to the appropriate. 
committee: 

By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Mrs. 
Louisa EB. Littig, for pension. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: The petition of 
asking a 
modification of the law as to homestead and 
bounty fer soldiers in the late rebellion. 

By Mr, BIGBY: The several petitions of 


‘John A. Simonton, Robert T. C. Tucker, and. 


Jesse Partridge, of Merriwether county, Geor- 
gia, asking to have their political disabilities: 
removed, | be 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of col- 
ored citizens of Virginia, asking further. pro- 
tection on sumac. 

By Mr. BROOKS, of Massachusetts: The 
petition of the freedmen of the Cherokee tribe 
of Indians, for relief. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of 105 
citizens of Whitesides county, Illinois, respect- 
fully and earnestly asking Congress to preserve 
inviolate the great guarantees of religious lib- 
erty now contained in the Constitution of. the 
United States, and to dismissall petitions ask- 
ing the adoption of measures for amending 
said Constitution by incorporating in it a ree- 
ognition of ‘ God as the source of all author- 
ity and power in civil government,!’ and of 
“the Lord Jesus Christ as the ruler. among 
nations, and his revealed will as of supreme 
authority.” : 

By Mr. COX: The petition of E. M. Cham- 
berlain and others, of Allegbany county, New 
York, for the repeal of the tariff, &e. 

Also, the petition of S. M. Howe and others, 
of Greene county, Ohio, for the same. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of Hannah 
W. Sumner, widow of Major General dwin 
V. Sumner, deceased, praying an increase.of 
pension. 

By Mr. ELY: The petition of Caroline 
Reheis, for a-pension. 

By Mr. GETZ: The petition of M, A. Sel- 
lers, Joseph Bewer, Joseph Smith, Daniel A. 
Bausher, and 25 others, citizens of Berks 
county, Pennsylvania, for a modification of 
the laws regulating the distillation of whisky, 
so that distilleries may be licensed according 
to their actual capacity, such capacity to be 
ascertained by practical men. ; 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of soldiers of 
Maine, asking an increase of bounty for ser- 
vice during the rebellion. 

By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of R. H. 
Moore, editor of the Louisa County Safeguard, 
Columbus City, Iowa, praying that type may 
be put on the free list. 

By Mr. McGREW: The petition of W. W. 
Delve, a disabled soldier of the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion, asking that he 
may be allowed and paid a pension from the 
time of the muster out of his regiment to the 
time of his individual discharge from the ser- 
vice of the United States. 

By Mr. McHENRY: The memorial of 
George W. Neil, of Butler county, Kentucky, 
praying that certain taxes paid by him. be 
refunded. 

By Mr. McKEE: The petition of O. S. Lee 
& Co., newspaper publishers in Mississippi, 
asking a change in the postal laws. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Hon. 
S. S. Warner and 63 others, citizens óf Welling- 
ton, Lorain county, Ohio, asking Congress to 
make af appropriation for the improvement 
of the harbor of Black River, Ohio. 
` By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of John 
M. Helmick, and many others, citizens of 
Indiana, for the relief of soldiers of the late 
volunteer army. ; 

By Mr. SARGENT: The petition of citizens 
of San Francisco, in reference to taxes.on 
liquors. 

‘Also, the petition of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, in regard to taxes on tobacco. l 

Also, the petition of Jane Davidson, for a 
pension. ; 

By Mr. SHANKS: The memorial of George 
Whipple, Benjamin Lotam, J. M. Terris, C. 
P. Bash, and A. M. Powell, ministers repre- 
senting the different churches represented in 
the Indian peace commission, asking the 
passage of a general law extending civil gov- 
ernment and the protection of law over all 
Indians who will carry out and enforee, the 
same within their respective vicinities. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
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‘ofA. T. Hackett, of Catoosa county, Georgia, 
asking the removal of his political disabili- 
ties. 

: By Mr. SWANN: The memorial of 48 cit- 
jzens of Maryland and the District of Colum- 
bia, praying that the cases brought into the 
Court of Claims previous to July 4, 1864, the 
jurisdiction over which was restricted by the 
act of July 4, 1864, may be reinstated and the 
‘eourt have full power to hear and determine 
the same. 

“By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Samuel 
Lawrence, of Georgia, for relief, as the heir 
of Jobn De Treville, an officer of the Army in 
the revolutionary war. ` 


POST ROUTE BILE. 


The following was introduced under the rule 
and: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. HARPER: A bill to establish a 
post route from Asheville by West Fork of 
ivy and Upper Laurel, in North Carolina, and 
Indian Creek, to Jonesborough, in Tennessee. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 15, 1872, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move to dispense with the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the object of 
that? 

Mr. SCOTT. Idesire to move to take up a 
bill—if {can get it taken up I will yield to the 
morning business, of course—for which I be- 
lieve there is pressing necessity that it should 
be considered and passed. It is Senate bill 
No. 724, supplementary to the Texas Pacific 
railroad bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is seareely any- 
body here, but I am not going to object. 

: The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no 
objection, the reading of the Journal will be 
dispensed with. Petitions and memorials are 
in order, but the Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent to take up the bill 
to which he has referred, stating that he will 
then yield to the morning business. The 
Chair hears no objection. The bill is before 
the Senate, but will be laid aside for the pre- 
sentation of the morning business. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNIOATION, 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report from the Secretary of the In- 
‘terior, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolation of March 8, information in regard 
‘to. the occupancy of the Indian territory by 
unauthorized persons; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,” 


Mr. RAMSEY presented the petition of Mrs. 
Catharine Weber, widow of Sylvester Dreger, 
late private company H, tenth regiment Min- 
nesota volunteers, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented three memo- 
rials of citizens of Michigan, protesting against 
the passage of the Chicago relief bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the 
mayor and aldermen, &c., of the city of Fort 
. Smith, Arkansas, praying that the military 
reservation at that city may be reserved from 
sale, and that it be set apart for the erection 
of a court-house for the western district of 
‘Arkansas, a-jail, post office, internal revenue 
otlice, and other public buildings that may be 
needed by the Government; which was re- 
‘ferred ‘to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, presented a me- 
morial of the representatives of religious and 


| 


t 


other organizations who have charge of In- 
dians, asking legislation for the protection of 
Indians who will carry out the law on their 
respective reservations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
Mr. FENTON. | I desire to have the follow- 


ing order made: 

Ordered, That Mrs, E. J. Brossman have leave to 
withdraw her papers from the files of the Senate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there an 
adverse report in this case? : 

Mr. FENTON. There is an adverse report, 
but I submitted it to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, { Mr, Epatunps,] who usually looks after 
these matters, and he bas no objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think there is no rule 
against an absolute withdrawal of papers. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There is not, 
except that the Chair has been usually asked 
fo have a statement made as to whether there 
has been an adverse report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
have copies of the papers retained on file. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will 
be made unless the Senator shall waive it 
when he finds out what the case may be. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it was 

Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim 


of Michael Fentenheime, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


THEODORE 8. COMPARET, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to rereport from 
the Committee on Pensions the bill (S. No. 
494) placing the name of Theodore 8. Com- 
paret on the pension-roll, which I reported 
from the same committee two or three weeks 
ago, and then put, as I supposed, on its pas- 
sage, as I do all little pension bills; but it 
seems the Journal does not show that it was 
passed. I wish therefore to rereport it now, 


and have it passed by unanimons consent. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. It has been the 


custom of the Senate at this session to pass 
these pension bills when they are reported by 
the committee, if there be no objection. The 
Senator from Vermont now rereports this bill 
and asks that it may be considered at the 
present time. 

Mr. MORTON. It was passed before, but 
not recorded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Journal does not 
show that it was passed, and so it is sull on 
the Calendar, and I now rereport it and ask 
that it be agam passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be regarded as again 
passed. The bill is passed. 

HANNAH GRAY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There is only 
one other pension bill remaining on the Cal- 
endar—House bill No. 895-—and if there be 
no objection it will be taken up now and con- 
sidered, which will clear the Calendar of all 
the pension bills reported favorably. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 895) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Gray. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Gray, 
widow of Thomas Gray, late a private in com- 
pany F, eleventh regiment Tennessee cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension from the lith day 
of May, 1864, during her widowhood. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the 
bill with an amendment to strike out in lines 
eight, nine, and ten, the words, ‘‘and to pay 
her a pension from the 11th day of May, 1864, 
during her widowhood,” and to-insert “and 
the mother of three children under.sixteen 
years of age dependent upon her for support.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 


in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to make some 
formal reports from the Committee on Finance. 
The Committee on Finance, to whom were 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 174) repealing 
the duty upon tea and coffee; the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 27) to repeal the duty upon 
coal; and the bill (H. R. No. 1537) to repeal 
the existing duties on tea and coffee, have 
directed me to report them back adversely, 


| with a view to have them placed on the Cal- 


endar, they being embraced in the general bill 
now before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 489) to admit tea and coffee into the Uni- 
ted States free of duty, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 585) amendatory of an act entitled 
“An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Yerritories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agricultural and 
mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and 
acts amendatory thereto, reported it without 
amendment, es 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, in 
favor of additional compensation to Richard 
G. Murphy for the time he served as Indian 
agent for the Sioux of Minnesota, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. ` 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 756) to test, on some of the 
lamps about the public grounds in Washing- 
ton, a certain invention for lighting and ex- 
tinguishing gas in street lamps by electricity; 
and also the remonstrance of Samuel Gard- 
iner, jr., against the passage of the bill, re- 
ported them adversely, and moved their indef- 
inite postponement; which was agreed to. 


MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1930) relating to proposals 
and contracts for transportation of the mails, 
and for other purposes, have directed me to 
report it back with two very slight amend- 
ments, and to ask for its present considera- 
tion. I hope the Senate will allow the bill to 
be considered at this time. It is of the great- 
est importance that it should be disposed of, 
and it will not take long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] has a bill called up 
by unanimous consent, but the Senator from 
Minnesota makes a report which he states it 
will require no time to dispose of. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it gives rise to discussion, 
I shall ask to take up the other bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania yields, subject to a demand for 
the regular order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
1930) relating to proposals and contracts for 
transportation of the mails, and for other 
purposes. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads reported the bill with amendments. 
The first amendment was in section six, line 
three, to strike out the word ‘and,’ and 
insert the word ‘‘or;’’ and after the word 
‘unless,’ in the sixth line, to insert the 
words ‘‘such bids being exorbitant;’’ so that 
the section will read: 


That after any regular bidder or contractor for 
the transportation of the mail upon any route shall 
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have failed to enter into contract, or commence the 
performance thereof as herein provided, the Post- 
master General shall proceed to contract with the 
next lowest bidder for such service who will enter 
into a contract and perform the same, unless, such 
bid being exorbitant, the Postmaster General can 
contract upon better terms for the Government with 
some other responsible party, in which case he is 
hereby authorized so to do. 

Mr. CORBETT. . I will inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota whether there is a pro- 
vision in this bill, as there was in another bill 
reported by his committee, I believe, that the 
bidders should be required when they make 
their bids to deposit an amount equal to ten 
per cent. or five per cent. upon the former 
price of the letting. I think that was a very 
wholesome provision. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator will recollect 
thatthe Postmaster General reported that that 
provision, incorporated in our law at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Oregon, did not 
prove effective at all, and hence it was with- 
drawn. ‘This is a substitute for that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam informed by several Sen- 
ators that they desire to examine this bill, It 
isa bill of nine sections and will evidently 
give rise to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Peansylvania objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Have the amendments 
been printed ? * 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has just 
bcen reported. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill and amendments will be 
printed and placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GOLDTHWAITE asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 819) to establish certain post roads 
in the State of Alabama, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 820) to dispose of the lands in the mili- 
tary reserve at Fort Smith, in. Arkansas; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 821) granting right of way through the 
public lands to the Utah Northern Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 822) to remove the political disabilities 
of S. S. Alderman and others, citizens of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. ALCORN. Irise to make a brief state- 
ment in the nature of a personal explanation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Mississippi desires to make a personal explan- 
ation. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam reported in the Globe 
as having said yesterday : 

“Tn the district in which [live the chancellor is 
now paid a salary of $4,000. Notasingle respectable 
lawyer of that district could be induced to accept 
the place. [sought men in the district of capacity. 
of distinction, of learning, who would discharge the 
duties faithfully and well, but not one single law- 
yer of respectable practice in the district could be 
induced to take the place, and to-day the office is 
begging.” 

I desire to have.it appear that I appointed 
a chancellor in that district of ability and 
learning, and I meant to say that that chan- 
cellor had since that time placed his resigna- 
tion in the hands of the Governor of the State, 


where it now is, and that no lawyer of distine- 
tion and qualification in the district can be had 
at this time to supply the place. Judge Har- 
mon, whom I appointed, is a gentleman of 
ability and learning, and discharged the duties 
of the office to the satisfaction of the people, 
and in a manner highly satisfactory to the bar 
of the district. The salary, however, is not a 
sufficient inducement to continue the gentlg- 
man in his place. 


IRRIGATION OF BEAR RIVER VALLEY. 


Mr. WINDOM. Several weeks ago I gave 
notice that I should ask the Senate to take up 
the bill (S. No. 848) to provide for the irriga- 
tion of the Bear River valley, in Utah Terri- 
tory, atan early day, but I have heretofore 
found no opportunity to doit. I now ask that 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota asks consent to consider at 
the present time a report made by himself 
some weeks ago on Senate bill No. 348. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should be very much grat- 
ified to oblige the Senator from Minnesota, but 
if I yield to the taking up of other bills [ shall 
lose the opportunity of considering the bill I 
have called up this morning. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then l give notice that I 
shall make the same request to-morrow morn- 
ing. Will the bill of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania require all the morning hour? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair does 
not know. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope not. 

Mr. WINDOM. If not, I will call this bill 
up after that. 

SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. CORBETT. Iwish to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up Senate 
bill No. 897, to facilitate specie payments, to- 
morrow morning, for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks upon it and then referring it to 
the Committee on Finance. My remarks will 
be very brief, and I should like to submit them 
to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Oregon that it has 
not been the practice of the Senate to grant 
unanimous consent to take up bills at a future 
day except by making them a special order 
by a two-thirds vote, but to give notice. 

Mr. CORBETT. I give notice that I shall 
ask unanimous consent to-morrow to call up 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota has also given notice of his 
desire to call up a bill to-morrow. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 


Mr. HOWE. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its present consideration : 


Resolved, That Wednesday of next week bo set 
apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I cannot consent to 
that, unless ‘'uesday is set apart for the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committee on 
Commerce. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have already fixed 
next Monday for the Chicago relief bill, and. 
if that bill should be disposed of on that day 
I want to go on with the tariff bill and dispose 
of that, although I have agreed that as we pro- 
gress, whenever the Senate are willing, so far 
as I am concerned, to assist the Senator in 
getting a day for his committee. I am per- 
fectly willing to do that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then let it be under- 
stood that I shall have Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But l trust no arrange- 
ment of the kind will be made now until the 
Chicago relief bill is out of the way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; Ishall give 
way for. the completion of the Chicago relief 
bill, of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the tariff. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not give way to 
the tariff, ; 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There:appears 
to be objection, and this resolution; like the 
resolution of the Senator from Michigan, must 
go over until some other time when it can 
be reached by a majority vote. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider it on this 

ay. 

Mr. HOWE. I bave only to say it is now 
the middle of March, and I believe not a single 
bill reported from the Committee on Claims 
has been considered this session, and either 
the Senate must give to the committee some 
day, or we must roll up our sleeves and spit 
on our hands and do like other members of 
the Senate, struggle for the floor and: contest 
everything else. f should rather the other 
course would be taken. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection: is 
made, and the resolution will go on the Calen- 
dar, to be taken up at some future time bya 
majority vote when it can be reached. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Now I hope Senate bill No, 
724 will be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania calls for the regular order, 
which is the bill that the Senate granted unan- 
imous consent to consider as soon as the 
morning business should be disposed of. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill, 
as follows: : 


A bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act enti- 
tled * An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and to aid in construction of. its 
road, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 

ide 


Mr. TRUMBULL, Is that. bill before the 
Senate? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It was called 
up a little after twelve o’clock by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, who asked that the read- 
ing of the Journal be dispeused with, and this 
bill taken up by unanimous consent, subject to 
the call of the morning business; which was 
granted by the Senate. ` À 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is then by unanimous 
consent now before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis before the 
Senate without being subject to a demand for 
the regular order until one o'clock, when of 
course it will be superseded by the tariff bill. 
The Senator from [llinois had not taken his 
seat at the time consent was granted to take 
up this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. TI desire to occupy fora 
few moments the attention of the Senate this 
morning upon another matter, if the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will allow that bill to’ lie 
aside for a little while. 

Mr. SCOTT. What length of time will 
probably occupy? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I cannot say exactly 
how long. I want to call attention to a mat- 
ter rather of a personal nature. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is in the nature of a 
personal explanation, and will occupy but a 
short time, L shall be very glad to accommo- 


‘it 


|| date the Senator from Ilinois; but if it is to 


occupy the balance of the morning hour 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I cannot say how many 
minutes it will occupy; some moments, how- 
ever. It is a matter of personal character, 
that I consider it my duty to present to. the 


Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will yield... / 

Mr. SCOTT. Of course, if it is inthe na- 
ture of a personal explanation, I will yield; 
I cannot do otherwise. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois desires to make -a personal explana- 
tion. The Chair hears no objection. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I ask 
the Secretary to read what T send tothe Chair 
from a paper called the Hasting Republican 
Banner, published at Hastings, Michigan. 
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“he Chief Clerk read as follows: 


- [Our Washington Letter.] 
FEBRUARY 22, 1872. 


“More Investigation Wanted.—Now that the Conk- 
ling amendment to the proposed sale of arms in- 
vestigation lias passed the Senate, requiring an 
investigation into the conduct of Senators, it will 
be opportune to have an explicit statement from 
Senator TRUMBULL regarding a contract of his with 
President. Johnson, by which he appears to have 
yiolated the law and pocketed $10,000, just prior to 
giving. his vote to save his liberal friend from 
impeachment. y 

“Mr, Johnson employed Mr. TRUMBULL as counsel 
ir the case of ex parte McCardle, and the State of 
Georgia against George G, Meade, and others in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, agreeing to pay 
him a fee of $10,000 for his services in said case. 
Such a contract for services was a direct violation 
of the law by both the parties to the contract, the 
law of April 21, 1868, section two, making it a mis- 
demeanor punishable by a fine of $2,000 for any 
member of Congress to enter into any-such contract 
with any United States officer, and section five of 
the same act, making it a misdemeanor for any 
officer to make such a contract. , 

“That such a contract was made there is not a 
shadow of a doubt, and the evidence of it can be 
found by any committee wishing to seo ib. It is not 
known that Mr. TRUMBULL rendered any positive or 
valuible service in those cases before the court, but 
Mr, Johnson was a liberal paymaster, and did not 
hesitate on that account to pay over the money. 
“Tt was paid as follows: 


Total... nisin tenn haran T S ese.. $10,000 


' By referring to the dates it will be seen that those 

ayments were made during the pendency of the 
impeachment trial, and all within about two months 
of the day the vote was taken on impeachment in 
the Sonato. 

_ “The country knows how Mr. TRUMBULL voted to 
acquit the man who had been so liberal toward him 
in the above contract. . H 

“CTE the Senate of the United States is really desir- 
ous of. ferreting out official misdemeanors, I submit 
that here is = good pines to goto work. By the laws 
above cited, the Senator was guilty of a misde- 
meanor, the punish ment of which isa fine of $3,000and 
the voiding of the contract. Itis afine opportunity 
to unmask a hypocrite, punish a crime, and cover 
$13,000 into the Treasury. . 

President Guant unites with all other good 
Republicans in, a desire to see the most searching 
investigations into every species of fraud and cor- 
ruption, and. has shown his determination to exert 
all: his official power to correct abuses and punish 
unfaithful officers, Let the Senators who seek to 
create the Impression that the President is cogniz- 
antof any existing corruption, which isin his power 
to correct, show us clean a record as he is showing 
and the country will be content. 

“But let not the investigation stop at any sup- 
posed improper actsof the Administration, Let the 

enate purge itself atthe same time of members 
who bave been. guilty of frauds, speculations, or 
other illegal acts.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It will be observed, 
Mr. President, that this letter is dated the 
22d of February last, and the paper contain- 
ing it was sent to me some time ago. It is 
not my habit to make personal explanations 
or to notice newspaper articles, and during a 
service of seventeen years in the Senate I do 
not remember that I ever rose for such a pur- 
pose before; not that I have not during that 
time been often misrepresented and some- 
times most unjustly calumniated, but I have 
left it to time and subsequent events to cor- 
rect the. publications that I knew to. be false. 
Malignity and falsehood may fora time mis- 
lead the public; but in the long run they will 
usually react upon their authors, and in the 
end añ intelligent public will do justice to 
their public servants. In calling attention to 
the statement of the article £ have sent to the 
desk, it is not my intention to depart from 
the habit of my life in regard to newspaper 
articles, and I only notice this because I am 
informed, on what I believe to be reliable 
authority, that its author is an officer of the 
Government, who was instigated to write it 
by a member of this body. Some weeks ago 
the Senator from Michigan who sits behind 
me [Mr.: CHANDLER] offered the following 
resolution: i 

‘t Resolved, That the Committee on Investigation 
and Retrenchment be instructed to inguire whether 


avy United States Senator has received money un- 
der color of counsel. fees, or otherwise, from the 


Treasury of the United States in violation of law, 
and to report the result of their inquiry as carly as 
practicable.” 

Jam informed that this resolution was aimed 
at me, and that the information on which 
the article which I have had read was written 
was derived in part at least from the Senator 
from Michigan. I should like to know if my 
information is correct. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will you. state that 
question more specifically? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I have been informed 
that the resolution which I have just read was 
aimed at me, and that the information or parts 
of it upon which the article I have caused to 
be read was based was derived from the Sen- 
ator trom Michigan, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly had the 
Senator in my mind’s eye when I offered that 
resolution, having seen a bill made out by the 
Senator from Illinois charging $10,000 for his 
legal service in the McCardle case, if I re- 
member aright; I have not a copy of it; and 
$8,000 of that money was paid by Mr. Stan- 


‘ton while he was Secretary of War, and the 


other $7,000 was paid by his successor since 
deceased, General Rawlins. I certainly had 
the Senator in mind in offering the resolution ; 
but as for any letter having been written at 
my request, no such thing has been done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not at your request 
that the information or part of it upon which 
the letter is based was derived from the Sen- 


ator, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I cannot answer that 

question. I have no recollection of having 
given the information. The facts are as L 
stated; but whether I ever had any conversa- 
tion with the correspondent, I cannot-answer. 
I have no recollection of it, however. 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, 
if it should turn out upon a statement of the 
facts that Andrew Johnson was opposed to 
the reconstruction acts, the constitutionality 
of which was involved in the McCardle and 
other cases, that his Attorney General, Mr. 
Stanbery, refused to argue those cases before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
that in consequence I was employed as coun- 
sel on the part of the Government, not by 
Andrew Johnson, but by General Grant and 
Mr. Stanton; that the McCardle case and the 
Georgia case, involving the gravest questions 
that perhaps were ever submitted to a court, 
involving the peace possibly of the country, 
were argued at length in the Supreme Court, 
the main argument occupying several days, 
that the fees were paid by the Secretary of 
War, the amount being fixed by Mr. Stanton 
himself, and that the employment was in oppo- 
sition to the wishes of President Johnson, 
what would be thought of the malice which 
could invent and publish such a statement as 
I have cansed to be read at the desk? ‘That 
the Senate may know, and that the country 
may know how and why I appeared in the 
case, I willask the Secretary to read the letter 
which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON City, January 8, 1868, 

Sir: The case ex parte W. H. McCardle, appealed 
from the circuit court of the southern district of 
Mississippi to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, it ig believed may soon be called up. The 
Attorney General of the United States having ex- 
pressed his intention not to appear in the case, this 
Department desires to engage your professional ser- 
vices for that object. The case is numbered three 
hundred and cighty, and a transcript of the record, 
together with a copy of the Attorney General’s let- 
ter of the 3lst ultimo on the subject to this Depart- 
ment, is herewith inclosed. 

Vary respectfully, your obedient servant 

U.S. GRANT, 
Secretary of War ad intertin. 
Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, Washington. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘It will be observed, 
Mr. President, that this letter is dated on the 
&h of January, 1868, and. I presume it is 
recollected. by all.that the House of Repre- 


| sentatives did not find articles of impeachment 


against President Johnson until the latter part 

of February in that year. It is a letter from 

General Grant, Secretary of War ad interim. 

I now ask to have read the letter of the Attor- 

ney General, a copy of which General Grant 

inclosed to me at the time he retained me. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ATTORNEY QENERAL’S Orrics, 
WASHINGTON, December 31, 1867. 

Sır: I beg leave to call your attention to case 
No. 380 on the calendar of the Supreme Court of 
the United States for this term, entitled ex parte 
McCardle. 

“It appears that McCardle was. arrested by the 
military authorities in Mississippi for publishing 
certain articles in a newspaper of which he was the 
editor, alleged to. be in violation of the reconstruc- 
tion acts, Being in military custody, a military com- 
mission was ordered to try him. He made applica- 
tion to the district court of Mississippi for a writ of 
habeas corpus, The writ was granted, areturn made 
by the officer having him in custody, and a hearing 
had, and the decision of the district judge was that 
he should be remanded into the custody of the 
military authorities. From this decision McCardle 
has taken an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Mr. Black, who appears as counsel 
for McCardle, yesterday made a motion before the 
Supreme Court to have the case advanced upon the 
docket in order to a speedy hearing. No action has 
yet been taken by the court upon the motion. 

I do not propose to appear in the case. As the 
matter appertains to your Department, L will sug- 
gest to you the propriety of employing counsel to 
represent the parties having McCardle in custody, 
so that the case may receive proper attention beforo 
the Supremo Curt. 

T have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

HENRY STANBERY, 
i Attorney General. 
To the SECRETARY OF WAR ad interim. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I will now read a copy 
of my note in reply to General Grant, Secre- 
tary of War ad interim, dated on the 11th of 
January, 1868: 

General U.S. Grane, Secretary of War ad interim : 

Sir: Agreeably to your request, I will appear in 
behalf of the United States in the case of ex parte 
W. H. McGardle, now pending in the Supreme 
Court, but should desire to have other counsel asso- 
ciated with me, about which I will confer with you 
at an early day. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 

LYMAN TRUMBULL. 

I subsequently, after General Grant went 
out of the office of Secretary of War ad interim, 
and Mr. Stanton retook possession ofthe office, 
addressed the following letter, dated 22d of 
January, 1868, to Marv. H. CARPENTER, esq.: 

UNITED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 
WASHINGTON, January 22, 1868, 

My Dear Sir: I inclose you a copy of the record 
in the case of ex purte McCardle ponding in the 
Supreme Court of the United States and set for 
argument the first Monday of March, and I wish 
your assistance in the argument, 

Iwas retained on behalt of the Government by 
General Grant, while Secretary of War ad interim. 
Judge Hughes is also with me, and Iam authorized 
by General Grant and also Mr. Stanton to retain 


you. 

The appeal is taken under the act of February 5, 
1867, second session Thirty-Ninth Congress, chapter 
twenty-eight, and I inclineto think the court has no 
jarisciction of it. It may be advisable to enter a 
motion to dismiss the appeal. 

Please let me hear from you at once, and come 
on as soon as your convenience will permit. Ifthe 
validity of the reconstruction acts is to. be determ- 
ined by the decision, itis the most important case 
ever submitted to a court. 


Yours, very truly, 

LYMAN TRUMBULL. 
Mart. H. CARPENTER, esq. 

Mr. CARPENTER, not then a Senator, re- 
sponded to this application for his assistance, 
commenced the investigation of the case, came 
to Washington and spent several weeks, I do 
not know but months, in this case in connec- 
tion with myself. 

I will also ask the Secretary to read a note 
from Mr. Stanton, Secretary of War, at a later 
date, showing that I was also retained in the 
Georgia case. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

WASHINGTON, March 28, 1868. 

Mr. CARPENTER informs me that a majority of the 
Supreme Court this morning assigned next Friday 
for hearing the Georgia injunction case, Please see 


Mr. Carpentier without delay, 
EDWIN M. STANTON. 


Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, United States Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. These papersshow con- 
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clusively that I had no contract with Mr. John- 
sonin regard to these cases, that I was employed 
in the MeCardle case originally by General 
Grant, now President of the United States, sub- 
sequently by Mr. Stanton in the Georgia case, 
and of course contradict absolutely the state- 
ment that Mr. Johnson employed me, and the 
whole country knows, I think, that Mr. Johnson 
entertained views entirely antagonistic to those 
that I wasemployed tó sustain. Hehad vetoed 
our reconstruction acts, and the bills had been 
passed over his vetoes. 

Congress also gave its sanction to the employ- 
ment of counsel by the Secretary of War. 
read an act of Congress: 

Resolution to authorize the Secretary of War to 
employ counsel in certain cases. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, £e., That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ counsel for the de- 
fense of the General of the Army, Major General 
George G. Meade, and Brevet Brigadier General 
Thomas H. Ruger, provisional governor of Georgia, 
and any other officer or. person intrasted with the 
enforcement of the reconstruction acts, or cither of 
them, against any suit or proceeding in any court 
in relation to their official acts. 

This resolution President Johnson refused 
to approve, and it became a law without his 
signature. ù 

Congress also at another time during the 
year 1868 appropriated $50,000 to enable the 
Secretary of War to meet the expenses of de- 
fending suits brought against parties for execut- 
ing the orders of the Government, and appro- 
priated several million dollars for the purpose 
of carrying out the reconstruction acts, the 
bills having generally passed contrary to the 
wishes of the President and without his ap- 
proval, The law which passed in March, 1867, 
declared that— 

* Al expenses incurred by the several command- 
ing generals or by virtue of orders issued or ap- 
pointments made by them under and by virtue of 
this act, shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

It was under the reconstruction acts estab- 
lishing military governments in the South that 
McCardle was arrested and tried by a military 
commission; and at various times Congress 
appropriated large sums of moncy to defend 
officers charged with the execution of those 
acts. The suits, both the McCardle case and 
the Georgia case, were against officers ap- 
pointed under the reconstruction acts and 
against the General of the Army, and are the 
very suits alluded to in the laws which I have 
read. 

So you will see, Mr. President, that so far 
from having been employed by Mr. Johnson 
in the McCardle or the Georgia case, and to 
defend the reconstruction acts, I was employed 
by persons in favor of those acts to which he 
was opposed, and which he desired to have set 
aside. 

The statement of this letter writer is that 
the employment was contrary to ‘‘ the law of 
April 21, 1868’’—it is printed, but I presume 
it means 1808—“ section two, making it a 
misdemeanor punishable by a fine of $2,000 
for any member of Congress to enter into any 
such contract with any United States officer, 
and section five of the same.act, making it a 
misdemeanor for any officer to make such a 
contract,’”’ 

You will see not only that Iam charged with 
having subjected myself to a fine for being 
employed, but also that the officer employing 
me, General Grant, as it turns out, was guilty 
of a misdemeanor in making the employment. 
There is no such law as is stated, applicable to 
the employment of counsel. The act referred 
to applies to contracts made with the Gov- 
ernment, and requires that in the making of 
those contracts a clause shall be inserted that 
no member of Congress is interested in them, 
such as contracts for carrying the mails, and 
other contracts for supplies, &c., made by the 
different Departments, and has no application 
to the employment of counsel in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and if it had, it 
would be superseded by subsequent laws 


which have been passed in reference to that 
subject. There is a law, passed some years 
ago, which prohibits a member of Congress 
from practicing in the Court of Claims, and 
there is also another statute which prohibits a 
member of Congress practicing in behalf of 
any claim against the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, before the Departments, but there 
is an express exception in the statute author- 
izing him to praetice in the judicial tribunals, 
and any member of Congress is at liberty to 
practice in the courts of the United States 
either for or against the Government. So 
that there is no such statute as is referred to 
by this writer, applicable to a case of this kind. 

But, Mr. President, if there was such a 
statute having application to the employment 
of counsel, which was not repealed, it would 
clearly apply to General Grant and not to Mr. 
Johnson, because it was General Grant and 
not Mr. Johnson who employed me. Let not 
the instigators of these calumnies squirm from 
the position in which they have placed them- 
selves. It is alleged to be a fine opportunity 
to unmask a hypocrite and punish crime. 
Let the instigators of these slanders institute 
their proceedings against General Grant who, 
they say, unites with all other good Repub- 
licans to punish unfaithful officers. Will they 
do it? If it would bave been a crime in Pres- 
ident Johnson to employ me, it was a crime 
in General Grant to employ me. No, sir, they 
will not do it; and the slimy snake, startled 
by approaching footsteps, will not crawl to his 
hole quicker than the author of this article, 
when it is ascertained that the employment 
was by General Grant and not by President 
Johnson; and when I say the author of this 
article, Ido not mean the person signing his 
name “‘C, M.” who writes it, but I mean its 
instigator and prompter, 

Mr. President, it was supposed that I could 
be injured by the statement that the employ- 
ment was by President Johnson, when as a 
judge I did not find him guilty of high crimes 
and misdemeaners. The facts, however, show 
that I was employed by General Grant before 
the articles of impeachment were found, and 
the fact is that I was paid by the Secretary of 
War, and not by President Johnson, who had 
nothing to do with it. 

Now, sit, whatis to be thought of such false- 
hoods as these, that I had been employed and 
received money from the person on trial before 
me, when the facts show that 1 was employed 
and paid by those most earnestly in favor of 
his conviction? And the now Senator from 
Wisconsin, who then was my associate in the 
cases, will bear testimony I think—I know he 
must—that the fee was fixed by the Secre- 
tary of War himself, by Mr. Stanton, although 
not paid till afterward. 

I am informed that the writer, by which 
I do not mean the author of the calumnies 
which I have exposed, is in the employment 
of the Government and receives a salary. He 
hails from Michigan. The article appears in 
a Michigan paper. The Senate and the coun- 
try, in connection with the resolution that was 
offered upon this subject, will draw their own 
conclusion. 

Tt is no unusual thing for members of Con-. 
gress to appear as attorneys in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Two of the most 
distinguished members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives argued the celebrated Milligan 
case, one on one side and one on the other, 
one for the Government, and the other against 
it; and through the whole history of the Gov- 
ernment, members of both Houses of Con- 
gress have been in the habit of taking cases 
in the courts both for and against the Govern- 
ment. The employment was proper, it was 
legal; it was wholly unobjectionable, as I con- 
ceive, and there was no excuse for such a 
publication as [have caused to be read. 

And yet it seems there is in the employ of 


this Government and under pay a person pre- 
paring letters- to. be sent. out to the country 4 


calumniating those. who do: not happen to 
agree with perhaps the influence which keeps 
him in office. How much reliance the local 
papers, to whom these letters may be sentthat 
they may be copied elsewhere, can place. on. 
their correspondents, ‘‘ our Washington corre- 

spondent,”’ as it is called, they. will be able 
to determine after the exposure which I have 

now made. Do you suppose that this writer. 
will correct in his next letter these falsehoods ? 

Do you suppose the papers that have copied 

and commented upon it: will correct their cal- 

umnies? More likely they will invent others 
to send out to the country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will pause at this point. The morning hour: 
has expired, and the bill (H. R. No. 173). to 
repeal the duties on salt is before the Senatè; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I shall occupy but: a 
few moments more. : 

Several Sexarors. Let him finish. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the unfinished business will be passed 
over informally. 4 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I doubt not:the corre- 
spondent who wrote the calumnies L have ex- 
posed willrepeat them and suffer himself to be 
used again as a tool for the purpose of cir- 
culating others. What else could you expect 
either from the instigator or the publisher of 
such falsehoods? . : 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator has. state 
what he desired to state in his own defense, 
but it seems to. me now I ought not to be 
required to give way further for his arraigo- 
ment of another person. 

Several Sexarors, Let him finish. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, itis not 
the first time that the Senator from Ohio has 
thus interfered. : 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The tariff bill 


.is before the Senate, and the Senator from 


Ohio having reported it, is entitled to the floor 


upon lt. ; 
Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator 
from Ohio willyield to the Senator from Ilinois. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam sick and weary with 
personal discussions in the Senate of the 
United States. The Senator has stated all the 
facts he desired to state in his defense, and 
now is going further; butI will waive my right 
in deference to others, ` ae 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Ohio, with a statement in reference to me that 
I was employed by Andrew Johnson when on 
trial for impeachment, and paid a fee by him, 
and reiterated over this country, when it is all 
absolutely false, and I am showing that to the 
Senate, thinks proper to rise and cut me off 
from stating it, let him avail himself of that 


right. 

“Me. SHERMAN. Has notthe Senator done 
that? . And then he proceeds to arraign a man 
whose name is not given to us, a man whom 
we do not know, of whom he is speaking. we . 
are not informed, It seems to me the matter 
of personal statement has already gone far 
enough. 

Several SENATORS. Let him go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the objection 
in deference to Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, 
why are these calumnies invented and circu- 
lated in reference to myself? Is it because in 
the discharge of public duty I have sought.to 
uncover abuses and expose corruptions with. 
view to their correction? I know of no other 
cause. They who are to have their iniquities 
exposed by reform will always assail the mo- 
tives and attack the reputation of those who 
seek to expose them. 

“No rogue e'er felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law.” 

And these corruptionists, who live upon 
plunder, will always squirm and assail those 
who expose them, but an intelligent public 
will soon learn how much importance to attach 


The Senator 
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to: their calumnies and malignity, especially 
when. combined with ignorance and stupidity, 
asin this'case, will not deceive them long. 

> Mr. CHANDLER. Mr: President: 
<The: VICE PRESIDENT. The tariff bill 
isnow before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Ohio is entitled to the floor. 
:ı Mx, CHANDLER. I hopeI shall be allowed 
‘to.say a few words. 
: : Mr SHERMAN. Under the circumstances 
as a matter of course I cannot refuse. $ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChbhair hears 

no objection, and the Senator from Michigan 
will. proceed. 

“Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am 
not surprised at all at the insinuation of the 
Senator from Illinois. The article which he 
he has read, and which he says appears in a 
Michigan paper, I never saw and never heard 
of. I do not: know who wrote ite I do not 
know from whence the party obtained his 
information. I certainly knew that the Sen- 
ator was employed by the Secretary of War. 
I likewise knew that the Secretary of War 
before he applied to the Senator from Illinois 
applied to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Homunps] to perform that same duty ; that is, 
to defend the case. I likewise knew that the 
Senator from. Vermont declined it because it 
was a violation of law. He would not accept 
the retainer, as it was a violation of law. Now, 
Mr. President, the Senator says this is per- 
fectly legal. I ask the Clerk to read the opin- 
ion of a man who was somewhat distinguished 
in his day as to the legality of this transaction. 
Task the Clerk to read the opinion marked in 
the book which 1 send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ATTORNEY GENERAL'S Orrice, July 18, 1826. 

Six: The question which you submit for my opin- 
ion is whether your omployment of members of 
Congress as assistant counsel to the district attor- 
neys of the United States be within the prohibitions 
of the aot of April 21, 1808, “concerning public con- 
racts 

I am entirely satisfied that this sort of engage- 
Ments was not within the view of Congress when 
the act was passed, but that the species of contracts 
which led. to its passage were of a different charac- 
ter, as stated in the report of a select committee of 
the 29th March, 1822, upon the subject of the em- 
ployment of a Senator of the United States in the 
examination of certain land offices in Ohio, &e. The 
practice, too, in several instances stated in that re- 
port seems to have limited the construction of the 
act to the specific species of contracis which were 
known to have led to its enactment. But yet, the 
language of the law is so broad and so explicit, not 
only in its positive enactments, but in its excep- 
tions; and its policy, too, is so broad and general, 
that r cannot discover any satisfactory distinction 
by which the contracts in question can be withdrawn 
from its operation. F 

The first section forbids all contracts between 
Officers of the Government and members of Con- 
gress, It istruo that tho language of this section 
seems, for the most part, to be applicable only to 
the kind of contracts which produced the law; and 
had the question rested on this section only, there 
would have been good ground for confining the oper- 
ation of the act to those kinds of contracts ta which 
it Owes its origin. But the second reflects a larger 
construction on thefirst, by excepting fromits action 

` a species of contract as far removed from the natu- 

ral sense of the first section as the kind of engage- 
ments now In question, to wit, the purchase of bills 
of exchange from mem ers of Congress. ‘The excep- 
tion proves that Congress intended, by the first sec- 
tion, to use language broad enough to cover the 
excepted cases; and that hence it was necessary to 
introduce the positive exception. Now if, agisthus 
implied by the Legislature itself, the first section is 
broad enough to comprehend the sale of bills of ex- 
change, I see not why it is not broad enough to com- 
prehend the sale of professional services or any other 
species of work and labor, in any other art, mystery, 
or scienco, as wellas thatof the law. And again, if 
the prohibitions do not extend to engagements for 
professional services with gentlemen of the law, do 
they extend to engagements with gentlemen of the 
medical faculty? lfnot, amember of Congressinight 
be stationed as a surgeon at a military post, on an 
annual stipend, without any violation of the law. 

But let us pursuc the inquiry one step further, 
The second section of the act having expressly ex- 
cepted from the operation of the law two cases only, 
to wit, Contracts with corporations; and the pur- 
chase of bills of exchange, the fourth section uses 
the following pointed and comprehensive terms: 
“ That if any olliccr of the United States, in behalf 
of the United States, shall, directly or indirectly, 
make or enter into any contract, bargain, or agree, 
Ment, in. writing or otherwise, other than such.as 


. are herein. excepted; with any member of Congress, | 


such ‘officers so offending,” &o. Now, I think it 
cannot-be denied that an-engagement with a gentle~ 


man of the bar, whereby, for a valuable considera- 
tion, he is to render his professional services in a 
given case, is a contract, a bargain, an agreement, 
in the legal sense of these terms, (and in none other 
a ethey to be regarded;) and it isa bargain, con- 
tract, or agreement, other than the two which had 
been previously excepted by the act. It is there- 
fore a contract forbidden expressly by the fourth 
section of the act, Be he es te 
Should it be objected that this is sticking in the 
letter of the law to the disregard of its policy, I can- 
not aceede to the objection. g 
The policy of the law is to prevent the exercise 
of executive influence over the members of Con- 
gress by the means of contracts; and whether the 
contract be for the service of a lawyer, a physician, 
or a mail-carrier, an Army purveyor, or a turnpike- 
road maker, itseems to me to be equally within the 
policy and mischief of tho law. The only difference 
is in the permanency of the engagement; but a suc- 
cession of single engagements is quite as mischiev- 
ous as acontract in solido, and if the distinction is 
to be allowed, the law might easily be evaded. 
Finally, even if the construction of the law were 
dubious, yet, as executive officers, it would become 
usto remember that itis a remedial law, enacted as 
a bar to executive influence; that, in the construc- 
tion of allsuch laws, the rule is to give them a large 
construction for the advancement of the remedy 
and the suppression of the mischief; and that it is 
much safer to err on the side of forbearance than on 
that of possible encroachment. 
q WM. WIRT. 


To the POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It will be observed that 
William Wirt differed somewhat in opinion 
with the Senator from Illinois. My object in 
offering that resolution was to ascertain whether 
any Senator upon this floor had received a 
valuable consideration in money from. the 
Treasury of the United States in violation of 
law. ‘That was my object, whether in viola- 
tion of law he had taken money out of the 
Treasury while he was drawing a salary as a 
Senator upon this floor. That was my object, 
and my only object, and I hurl back the slime 
upon its slimy source. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan is out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Sir, I apologize to the 
Senate; but not to the Senator from Illinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Michigan that the 
Senator from Illinois did not connect the re- 
mark he has quoted with the Senator from 
Michigan, and having failed to do it, he was 
not out of order. The Senator, however, by 
his gesture, did connect his remark with the 
Senator from Illinois, and therefore it is too 
personal in its application. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the 
country I think does understand, and every 
member of this body understands that motives 
have been impugned, the motives of a major- 
ity of this body have been impugned from the 
very moment we met in December last. We 
have been charged with trying to prevent in- 
vestigation, and covering up fraud. That has 
been our daily and almost hourly entertain- 
ment; and now when I introduce a resolution 
to ascertain whether a Senator upon this floor 
has in violation of the law taken $10,000 out 
of the Treasury of the United States, I am to 
be arraigned here as having done an improper 
thing. Sir, I never heard that he was em- 
ployed by Andrew Johnson, in the world. I 
knew from the first that he was employed by 
the Secretary of War, and I likewise believed 
he had drawn money illegally, but I wanted 
that brought out if it were so: 

“The very head and front of my offending 

Hath this extent, no more.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot, of course, under 
existing circumstances, ask the Senator from 
Ohio to yield for the purpose -of proceeding 
with the bill which 1 had called up, but with 
his permission I desire to state that that com- 
pany, having recently been organized, is de- 
sirous of putting a mortgage on the market, 
but finds that it needs au amendment. to its 
original charter to enable it to do so and pro- 
ceed with its enterprise. After having given 
way this morning when the bill was up, I shall 
take the earliest. opportunity to bring it again 
before the Senate, and trust that under the 
circumstances I shall be indulged in getting it 
up and having it passed at an early day. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, by Mr. Horace Porrur, his Secre- 
tary, announced that the President had, on the 
14th instant, approved and signed the act (S, 
No. 475) to authorize the sale of public prop- 
erty at Houlton, Maine. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 181) to change the bound- 
aries of the collection district of Brazos de 
Santiago, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1063) to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and 
provisioning militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1275) for the relief of 
William Vails, late a private in company A, 
third regiment Indiana volunteer cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1638) to create the Link- 
ton land district in the State of Oregon ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief of 
Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, Con- 
necticut ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1940) for the relief of 
William Andrews ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1941) for the relief of 
Haas & Powell, of Chicago, Hlinois; 

A bill (H. R, No. 1942) for the relief of D. 
C. Farrell, of Peoria, Ilinois ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief of 
ope Williams, jr., collector third district 

hio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1944) for the relief of 
Edward T, Gates, postmaster at Thomaston, 
Connecticut ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1945) for the relief of E. 
W. Whitaker, of Harttord, Connecticut; and 

A bili (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Harding, . 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 619) appropriating money for the purchase 
of asuitable site and erecting a building there- 
on in the city of St. Lonis, Missouri, to be 
used for the purpose of a custom-house, post 
office, and other Federal offices. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 173) to repeal the duties on salt, the 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Scorr to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am sorry 
that even for a moment the evil shadow of our 
long political debates are cast upon a purely 
business discussion which affects the interests 
of all the people of the United States, and yet 
need not excite any political feeling or any 
division of opinion except upon questions of 
dry political economy. I take it that it will 
be most agreeable to the Senate and to Sen- 
ators if I confine my remarks this morning 
rather to a general statement of the condition 
of the country, to such facts as in my judgment 
authorize us to enter for the sixth time since the 
close of the war upon a repeal of taxes, and 
also to state the general principles upon which 
this reduction is proposed, rather than to bur- 
den you with elaborate details. That will be 
more properly stated as the debate progresses, 

The taxes already repealed yielded $288,- 
000,000. Our revenues still largely exceed 
our expenditures. We are justified by several 
causes in continuing the repeal of taxes, The 
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taxes that remain yield largely more than the 
same taxes in former years, and more than 
was estimated by the most sanguine person. 
The production of the country has largely in- 
creased. Industry in almost every department 
has been actively and busily employed.. The 
consumption of our people, which, under our 
system of taxation, is chiefly the basis of tax- 
ation, has, by the prosperity of our industry, 
been largely increased.. At the same time the 
national expenditures are diminishing. Our 
financial condition is improving in every par- 
ticular. We are slowly but surely without con- 
traction or expansion, by the increasing uses 
of our paper money, approaching a specie 
standard. The interest of our debt is daily 
diminishing by the payment of the public debt 
and the reduction of the rate of interest on that 
which remains. All these favorable cireum- 
stances enable us to approach the further re- 
duction of taxes with more system and inform- 
ation than formerly, and I trust with the sin- 
cere desire to make the reduction in such a 
way as to yield the largest possible relief to 
our people. 

The only questions are, how much and what 
taxes ought to be repealed? 

Let me first state how the subject now comes 
before us. On the 14th of March, 1871, the 
House of Representatives passed three bills: 
a bill to repeal the duty on coal, a bill to re- 
peal the duty on salt, and a bill to repeal the 
duty on tea and coffee. The duties thus pro- 
posed for repeal yielded last year $21,000,000. 
The Committee on Finance was of the opinion 
that it was not wise to consider these bills 
except in connection with the whole subject 
of revenue reduction. On the 12th of April, 
1871, the Senate passed the following resolu- 
tion: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Finance is 
hereby instructed during the recess of Congress to 
carefully examine the existing systom of taxation 
by the United States, with a view to propose such 
amendments to the bills of the House of Represent- 
atives repealing certain taxes, now pending in the 
Senate, as will simplify, revise, and reduce both the 
internal taxes and the duties on imported goods 
now in force; and sọ that the aggregate of such 
taxes shall. not exceed the sums required to execute 
the laws relating to the public debt, and to pay the 
current expenditures of the Government, adminis- 
tered with the strictest economy; and so that such 
taxes may be distributed as to impose the least 
possible burden upon the people,” 

In obedience to this instruction the Com- 
mittee on Finance, during the recess, did 
examine in detail the different taxes imposed 
by our revenue laws, and agreed upon amend- 
ments to both the tariff and internal revenue 
laws. But in reporting to the Senate our 
action we had to consider the power of the 
Senate over revenue bills. The powers of the 
two Houses over revenue bills is regulated by 
article one, section seven, clause one of the 
Constitution of the United States, as follows: 

“All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives, but the Senate may pro- 
pose or concur with amendments as on other bills.’’ 

This provision has often been the subject 
of controversy between the two Houses. We 
had three bills of the House with the unques- 
tioned power to propose amendments to either 
of them. It was clear thatif the House pro- 
posed to repeal or modify certain taxes the 
Senate could propose instead to repeal or 
modify other taxes. But as all the taxes pro- 


posed for repeal by the House were customs | f 
| off of expenditures that grew out of the war, 


duties, the question arose whether we could, 
as amendments, propose the repeal of internal 
taxes. The parliamentary law, as well as the 
practice heretofore, settled this question in 
the affirmative. The subjects are germane to 
each other. They are both ‘‘ bills for raising 
‘revenue.’’ ‘The distinction is only as to the 
subjects and mode of taxation. The House 
has itself repeatedly connected the two in one 
pill, and notably so in the act passed two 
years ago. ‘The modification of one compels 
the modification of the. other. The logic of 
the subject-matter compels us to consider the 
whole revenue when proposing to redace either 


ņ form of taxes. 
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Still, to avoid all possible 
dispute, the Committee on Finance thought 
it advisable, while considering the whole sub- 
ject of taxation, to confine their amendments 
to customs duty, and to offer these amend- 
ments to one bill rather than to three. The 


| amount of customs revenue proposed: for re- 


peal by the House substantially conforms to 
the amount proposed by the Senate. The 
House will no doubt in due time pass a bill 
to reduce internal taxes, when the Senate can 
propose its amendments. In debate, how- 
ever, we must consider the subject as a whole, 
and must therefore consider. how much reve- 
nue we can dispense with, and what taxes 
ought to be repealed or modified. 

Since the close of the war it was the highest 
public policy to maintain our revenue largely 
in excess of our expenditures, for a large sur- 
plus revenue was not only useful to pay unliquid- 
ated debt, but was of great importance in re- 
establishing our public credit, in improving our 
currency, and in reducing the rate of interest. 
But the time has now arrived when we can 
safely reduce our revenues to barely enough 
to pay the expenses of the Government eco- 
nowically administered, the interest of the 
public debt, and such additional sum as it may 
peen to be good policy to apply on the prin- 
cipal, ; 

The expenditures during the last fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1871, including interest, were, 
$292,177,188 25; for the current fiscal year, 
(partly estimated, ) $293,403,382 92; for the 
next fiscal year, (estimated, ) $278,025,773 99. 
These sums exclude the sinking fund and all 
payments on the principal of the debt. 

The net receipts of the Government during 
the last fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, were 
$383,323 ,944 89; for the current fiscal year, 
(partly estimated,) $365,198,374 60; for the 
next fiscal year, (estimated, ) $359,000,000. 

Tbe actual surplus revenue for the year 
ending June 80, 1871, was $91,146,776 64; 
for the current fiscal year, (partly estimated, ) 
$71,794,991 68; for the next fiscal year, 
(estimated,) $85,974,226. 

The question arises how far the estimates 
of expenditure will be increased by additional 
appropriations by Congress. It is not probable 
that any material change will be made in the 
aggregate appropriations for the current fiscal 
year, while our current receipts are largely in 
excess of the estimates, This is caused to 
some extent by the importation of goods in 
place of duty-paid goods destroyed by the fire 
at Chicago. i 

The estimate of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury contemplates a.reduction of expenditures 
for the next fiscal year as compared with this 
year of over twenty million dollars, or as com- 
pared with last year of over nineteen million ; 
but this is explained mainly by the exclusion 
from the estimates of the premium paid on 
bonds and the premium received on gold, 
which balance each other. 

The estimates are based upon appropria- 
tions required by existing laws. They can be 
and ought to be diminished in several import- 
ant branches of the publicservice. The aboli- 
tion of the franking privilege, the reduction 
of public printing, the reduction of the inter- 
nal revenue service, a close scrutiny of the 
pension-list, a careful limitation of appropria- 
tions for public buildings, and a general cutting 


but have survived the war, would enable us to 
repeal other taxes without injury to the public 
service. 

On the other hand, the wants of a great and 
growing country like ours, exercising new pow- 
ers, extending daily its influence into new 
regions within our own limits, and into far- 
distant countries whose civilization is more 
and more influenced by commerce with us; 


j all these compel a gradual increase of just 


and proper expenditure, Such an increase 
does not indicate extravagance, but it indicates 
growth, health, and strength. 


There is another cause of a nominal increase 
of expenditure which operates: slowly and, 
silently, but as surely as the march of inven- 
tion and. civilization. It is in the changing 
purchasable power of money. The-dollar.ot 
to-day may contain as many grains of gold:as 
the dollar of a-year ago, but its :purchasable 
power is diminishing year by year, ata. rate 
of not less than one per cent. per annum. 
This is caused by the increased production of 
the precious metals, the diminution. of Jabor 
required to produce them, the. new. inventions 
applied to. produce them ;. but more than. all 
by the new devices of modern finance which 
t substitutes paper and credit in innumerable 
forms in the place of gold and silver; so that 
these metals are not now as formerly the active 
agencies of comtmerce, either foreign. or doz 
mestic, but the mere standard or gauge: of 
value. Even paper money, so called, the green- 
back and bank note, are crowded from their 
old use, and the check, draft, acceptance, ‘and 
bill are the coin of exchanges, great and small, 
foreign and domestic, to an extent neyer be- 
fore known. This. fact makes less coin neces- 
sary, and, coupled with the actual increase of 
gold and silver, slowly and surely depresses 
their purchasable power and makes a greater 
sum necessary not only to buy marketing or 
pay for labor, but to conduct a Government. 

This obvious tendency of a diminution in 
the value of money not only increases our 
expenditures, but increases our revenues by 
the increased value of production. ` It also 
largely diminishes the burden of debt, and 
especially of a national debt running for a 
long period of years. 

It is also obvious that as nearly one half of 
our expenditures are on the basis of paper 
money, they have been increased to at least 
the extent of the depreciation of the paper 
money. Salaries have been from time to time 
increased to cover this depreciation, and in 
some cases to several times the depreciation. 
And the cost of all supplies for the Army and 
Navy and of all labor for the civil service has 
been increased in the same way. As our paper 
money approaches to a specie standard, we 
may expect a corresponding reduction: in. the 
cost of supplies, but. can hardly hope for a 
reduction of salaries. : eb 

Again, we may reasonably hope that. ex- 
penditures growing out of the war will dimin- 
ish as time passes. My colleaguein the House, 
General GARFIELD, made an interesting and 
accurate statement, showing that out of the 
$291,564,441 43, the aggregate expenditures 
for the last fiscal year, $175,548,140: 27, 0r 
sixty and one half per cent. of the whole, was 
paid directly for the expenses growing out of 
the late war. ‘ 

The Secretary of the Treasury has estimated 
for a probable diminution of these expenses, 
but we must remember the vast mass of un- 
liquidated claims growing out of the war which 
are now under examination, and large amounts 
of which will unquestionably be allowed, and 
enter into our expenditures for some years to 
come. ‘Ihe great mass of our expenditures, 
probably over eighty per cent. of the whole, 
is settled by laws practically, if not theoret- 
ically, beyond the action of Congress. The 
public debt, the permanent appropriations, 
the salaries of public officers, the pay of the 
Army and Navy, Indian treaties, all these are 
in effect beyond probability of diminution. 
Still, as I have already stated, there are re- 
forms, which, if adopted by Congress, would 
enable us to propose a greater reduction of 
taxes than it is prudent for us‘now to do. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate for 
a moment to some remarks made in the House 
of Representatives. by one of its most distin: 
guished members on this very potnt, which I 
think are apt to mislead the public at large, as 
well, perhaps, as the Senate and House. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, in cautioning the House against a too 


|| extravagant expenditure of the public money, 
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estimated for new items of appropriation in 
addition to the sum I ‘have already given of 
$278,000,000; ‘which he says were omitted 
from the estimates, but which by a careful 
examination are easily explained. He says: 
“Th addition to the estimates for 1872-73, of 
$273,000,000, the House have provided for omissions 
from estimates. amounting to $1,500,000; in the defi- 
ciency. bill, $6,200,000; for buildings at Chicago, 
$4,000,000 ; and for several other. items, making an 
` increase ‘of $26,574, 685.”” 
And adding‘all these to the estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, he seemed to indi- 
cate that the expenditures of the Government 
next year will be $299,600,000. Ona careful 
analysis of this statement I find that his fears 
are entirely unfounded, and the. estimates 
already given by me include every item of 
expenditure, with bat a few"exceptions, that 
will be provided for by law. They are rather 
over: than under estimated. For instance: as 
the omissions from the estimates stated by him 
at. $1,500,000, I can find none such. The 
deficiency bill he puts at $6,200,000; but that 
isa deficiency for this year, not for the next 
year, It does not go into. the expenditures of 
next year‘at all, and will be paid out of the 
large ‘surplus revenue of the present year. 
‘Phen he speaks of ‘buildings in Chicago, 
$4,000,000.’ It is true, we may expend 
$4,000,000 for buildings in Chicago; but our 
receipts have been increased more than twice 
$4,000,000 by the destruction of duty-paid 
goods in Chicago, and all the expenditures 
that will be incurred by the United States in 
the rebuilding of the buildings in Chicago is 
more than counterbalanced by the gain of 
duty-paid goods, which must be supplied by 
the importation of others. 

“Corporation tax to be refunded, $2,500,000.” 

Tn the first place, the bill for refunding has 
not passed, but if it does pass it is only taking 
80 much money out of the current receipts for 
this year, of which there is a large surplus. 

The ‘pensions dated back to and including 
1873,” estimated by him at $10,664,685, It 
is enough to say that the House of Represent- 
atives, probably without a careful examination 
of the subject, passed that bill, but I am assured 
there is not the slightest probability that it will 
pass the Senate, or be even reported. The 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions in- 
forms me that there is no probability or possi- 
bility of such a bill passing at this session. 

Mr EDMUNDS, Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, I will say that I stated that to him on the 
ground, and I think it was a just one, that we 
have reported at this session adversely upon 
probably nearly fifty cases of exactly that char- 
acter, one by one, which the Senate has unani- 
mously disposed of according to our reports. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So I find, that of all 
the items of increase to be provided for, accord- 
ing to’ this statement there is but $1,710,000 
lett, and the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House have already, to their credit, largely 
reduced the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Tor instance, the fortification bill, 
‘which is estimated at $3,219,000, passed the 
House of Representatives and is pending 

" here, without amendment, at $1,985,000. ‘Ihe 
appropriations for public works, instead of 
being $19,468,000, I am told in the single 
item ofthe appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors the estintates will be reduced about six 
million dollars, and there is scarcely possi- 
bility, certainly no probability, that Congress 
with authorize, all told, for public buildings, 
the amount estimated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, $19,468,000. It ig probable that 
certain public buildings will be erected instead 
‘of other improvements, but: it is not possible 
that the amount estimated forin the annual 
estimates will be expended for that purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sena- 
tor will-allow-me; I will state that the Com: 
mittee on Public: Buildings and Grounds have 
reported bills that amount to $3,050,000: of 
expenditure: this year, but nearly all that is 
absorbed by Chicago -and-St. Louis, leaving 


| but $550,000 thus far appropriated for all the 


other portions of the country, and the whole 
amount authorized is $7,900,000, and taking 
out thése two places to $1,650,000, when the 
buildings shall be entirely completed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole amount esti- 
mated by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
public buildings is $19,468,562, and: there is 
no approach to this estimate of the Secretary 
by any bills that are now pending in Congress 
for public works. 

J assume, then, upon the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the sum of 
$278,025,778 99 will be required tó meet the 


interest of the public: debt, the pension list, 
and the other proper expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. To thismust be added such further 
sum as by a wise public policy ought to be 
applied to the reduction of the public debt. So 
much of this sum as is set apart under the act 
of February, 1862, and July 14, 1870, as a sink- 
ing fund, is not open to discussion. This fund 
consists of two items, to wit: one per cent, of 


the aggregate debt, or $22,895,930, and the 
interest upon the capital of the sinking fund, 
which next year will be $5,783,833, or an 
aggregate of $28,679,263. This sum, increas- 
ing year by year, is specifically pledged to the 
reduction of the debt, and its regular payment 
is as much a part of the public obligation as 
the payment of the interest of the debt. 

Whether a greater sum shall be applied to 
the reduction of the debt is purely a question 
of public policy. There is not now the same 
motive for a rapid extinction of the debt as 
formerly. Since the close of the war we were 
paying interest. at the rate of seven and three 
tenths per cent. We could sell our six per 
cent. bonds only at a large discount in coin. 
We had a vast unliquidated floating debt 
which it was clearly the public policy to pay 
off rather than to swell the funded debt. Even 
our liquidated debt was largely in demand, or 
other short-time liabilities. Our currency was 
so far depreciated as to affect the public credit 
in all the money markets of the world. Since 
the close of the war the change is wonderful. 
Since the commencement of General Grant's 
administration the improvement of our finan- 
cial condition is unexampled. We can borrow 
readily at five per cent., and are now negotiat- 
ing for a still lower rate. All oursix per cent. 
bonds, including the great mass of our indebt- 
edness, are above par in gold, and await our 
pleasure as to the time of payment. The 
floating debt is all paid except that which is 
litigated and disputed. All our demand lia- 
bilities are paid except a balance of the three 
per cent. certificates, which are being grad- 
ually paid. 

Our currency approximates the specie stand- 
ard and the Government is strong enough to 
resume at any moment, the time being only a 
question of domestic policy as it affects debtor 
and creditor, producer and consumer. The 
banking system is so generally distributed that 
it furnishes a uniform currency and only awaits 
the mandate of the Government to maintain 
it at par with gold and silver. 

livery element which forms the basis of pub- 
lic credit, our strength, our resources, and our 
fidelity to public engagements has been dem- 
onstrated. No unnatural strain upon our 
resources is now necessary to enable us to fal- 
fill our public engagements, to resume specie 
payments, or to rapidly fund our debt at lower 
interest. But we have a traditional national 
policy, uniformly maintained in time of peace, 
founded upon good reasons and supported by 
the advice of all the eminent statesmen of our 
country, that provision ought to be made that 
will, if not interrupted by. war, pay off the 
public debt within the life of a single genera- 
tion or about thirty years. This we can now 
easily do and yet ‘at each Congress repeal and 
reduce taxes. 

The Committee on Finance concluded that 


$50,000,000, inclading the sinking fund -pro- 
vided by law, should be applied to the reduc: | 


tion of the debt, and that this sum added to 
the $278,025,773 99, or the sum of $323,025,- 
7783 99, should be the basis of our revenue 
reduction. 

In estimating the revenue for the next fiscal 
year, especially from customs duties, we have 
several elements of uncertainty. Interna! rev- 
enue based upon consumption and customs 
duties on such articles as tca, sugar, and cof- 
fee, may be computed with reasonable cer- 
tainty, but the results of any rate of duty on 
the great body of textile and metallic fab- 
ries are proverbially uncertain. An overflow- 
ing Treasury being itself evidence of excess- 
ive importations, may canse within a single 
year a deficiency of revenue. This can only 
be guessed at by a careful study of trade, and 
the most sagacious merchants sometimes wreck 
their fortunes by a mistake in this matter. 

One example I remember very well. In 
March, 1857, we were legislating to reduce 
the revenue because we had such an over- 
whelming Treasury. My honorable friend 
from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt,] then, like my- 
self, a member of the other House, said he 
would vote for almost any bill that would 
reduce taxes, in order to get rid of the sur 
plus revenue. At the very next session we 
were met with a deficiency, and we were com- 
pelled to borrow money from the very begin- 
ning, caused by the revulsion of 1857, which 
paralyzed all trade, the revenues of the coun- 
try being then derived entirely from imported 
goods. 

A long period of time shows, as a general 
result, an annual increase of revenue from the 
same taxes of about four per cent. per annum, 
This increase has been less subject to violent 
changes with our paper currency than with 
specie payments, 

Again, the effect of the repeal and reduction 
of taxes has always been overestimated. The 
decrease of a tax rarely produces a correspond- 
ing decrease of the revenue; in some cases 
causing an increased importation of the foreign 
fabric and a falling off in the domestic fabric; 
in some cases causing an increased consump- 
tion of the article. Since the lst day of July, 
1867, to this time, the receipts from customs 
have gradually risen, as follows: 

In the fiscal year 1868... 
In the fiscal year 1869 
In the fiscal year 1870... - 194,538,374 44 
In the fiscal year 1871] ....sssees wes seve 206,270,408 05 
or an annual increase of over ten millions; 
and yet, during this period, customs duties were 
repealed which yielded $20,000,000 per annum. 
It is now apparent that the customs daties for 
the current year will largely exceed those for 
last. year, and there is no apparent reason that 
this increase will not continue during the next 
fiscal year. The receipts from customs from 
the Ist day of July, 1871, to the 1st day of 
March, 1872, a period of eight months, are 
$146,721,000. If they continue at the same 
rate for the residue of the fiscal year, the aggre- 
gate receipts will be $220,061,500. 

Four months ago the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimated the receipts from customs for 
next year at $212,000,000 ; but upon the basis 
of existing law we may fairly estimate them 
at $226,000,000. 

The internal. revenue for the next fiscal 
year upon the basis of existing law is esti- 
mated at $119,500,000, as follows: 


$164,464,599 56 
+ 180,048,426 63 


Spirits..., $50,000,000 
Tobacco... 36,000,000 
Fermented 8,500,000 
5,000,000 

cevaVekahintscnnnsties: 8,200,000 

+ 16,000,000 

500,000 

300,000 

Totaka auo eed $119,500,000 


This estimate does not include the residuum 
of the income tax on personal incomés for 
1871, a part of which will come into the Treas- 
ury during the next fiscal year, and will make 
good fully the estimate of the Secretary ofthe 
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Treasury of $126,000,000. We have then the 
proceeds of the sale of public lands and mis- 
cellaneous sources of revenue, estimated at 
$21,000,000, making an aggregate revenue for 
the next fiscal year of $373,000,000— 


Customs RESER ay 

Internal revenue. . 

Public lands..... 3,009,000 

Misecllancous deesses 18,000,000 
EA h A EEA T T, $373,000,000 


upon my estimate, or $359,000,000 on the 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury; or 
a surplus of $100,000,000 on my estimate, or 
$86,000,000 on that of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The general balance-sheet is as follows: 


Estimated receipts and expenditures for the year 
ending June 30, 1873. 


RECEIPTS 
see» $226,000,000 00 


$50,000,000 00 
36,000,000 00 
0 00 


16,000,000 00 


f 500,000 00 
Articles and occupa- 
tions formorly taxed 
but now exempt........ 300,000 00 
Residuum of income 
COR AAAA A NN 6,500,000 00 
———-—— 126,000,000 00 
From sales of public lands..........:-..+ 3,000,000 00 
Fees from United States 
CONSULS .. ....see+ sees $565,563 24 


Fees on letters-patent...... 620,319 11 
Tax on circulation, depos- 
its, &c.,of national banks 6,303,584 32 
Repayment of interest by 
Pacific Railroad compa- 


E E „ $18,284 75 
Homestead and other 

land fees ese 645,923 17 
Unenumerated......e wee 9,051,225 41 


18,000,000 00 
«373,000,000 00 


Total... 


rT 


EXPENDITURES, 


Legislative establishment..........0- . $8,421,812 40 
Executive establishment we 17,443,581 88 


Judicial establishment... 3,388,350 00 
Military establishment < 81,422,509 88 
Naval establishment. 18,946,088 95 


5,445,617 97 


Indian affairs 
. 80,480,000 00 


Pensions... 
Publie wor, 


rior Department, wee 244,800 00 
Public works under War 

Department, 14,609.662 97 
Public works under Navy 

Department.....ccccreee 1,483,100 00 
Public works under Agrt- 

cultural Department... 26,500 00 


19,468,562 97 
5,474,001 00 


Postal service .... 7 
Miscellaneous... 11,258,325 44 
Permanent appropriatio we. 126,281,974 00 
Sinking faund. .uscsrereee $22,895,930 00 ` 
Interest upon capital of 

sinking fund sesse | 5,783,333 00 


Reduction of debt in ex- 


cess of sinking fand... 21,320,737 00 


50,000,000 00 


328,025,773 99 
49,974,226 OL 


§373,000,000 00 


J wish also in this connection, as this is a 
matter of public information, to refer again to 
the remarks made by the. honorable member 
of the House of Representatives to whom I 
alluded a moment ago. He seemed to think 
that the estimates of our receipts which I have 
given you are overstated and are too high, 
and he, in order to deter the House, no doubt, 
from passing too large expenditures or increas- 
ing the expenditures of the Government, en- 
deavored to warn them against the possibility 
of a deficiency of the revenue. He spoke of 
the various sources of revenue. He said: 

“ The other source of revenue is what is known as 
miscellaneous revenue. In its nature it is avery 
uncertain item to rely upon.” 

Then he proceeds, after some discussion, to 
reduce the miscellaneous item from $19,384,- 
000, as I gave it, to. $12,181,379. But, sir, 
when I come to examine the various items 
which compose this miscellaneous item of rev- 


enue, I find they are not uncertain. They vary 
very much from year to year, but they are 
among the most. certain sources of revenue, 
and there is scarcely a doubt but that the esti- 
mate given by me is an under rather than an 
over estimate. . 

Among other sources included in what are 
called ‘* miscellaneous’ is the tax on the cir- 
culation and deposits of national banks, which 
is increasing year by year. Last year the tax 
was between five and six millions, and this year 
it is estimated at $6,308,000. Itis one per cent. 
on the amount of circulation and one per cent. 
on the amount of deposits, and cannot be less 
than from six to eight million dollars. 

The. other items which form the miscel- 
Janeous head are staple items of revenue; for 
instance, the ‘‘repayment of interest by the 
Pacific railroad.’’ That road by its improved 
condition year by year is able to pay more and 
more. Then wehave ‘‘ consular fees,” ‘‘home- 
stead and other land office fees,” ‘tax on 
seal-skins,’’? ‘‘reimburgsement of the United 
States for salaries of storekeepers of internal 
revenue bonded warehouses’’—~as stable as 
anything can be-—-$557,000; ‘‘ parting charges, 
refining gold and silver coin, $200,000;” 
direct tax,’’ which is still coming in; and so 
of the various other items which compose this 
‘¢miscellaneous’’ item. My honorable friend 
to whom I have alluded has undoubtedly fallen 
into an error as to the character and nature of 
these sources of revenue. I have no doubt 
they will exceed rather than fall short of the 
estimates that have been given. 

Again, he says that the income tax is esti- 
mated to yield $12,000,000. That expires 
with the last year, and asa matter of course 
that source of revenue fails, but he is in error 
in regard to that. The amount of income 
tax estimated to be collected during the next 
fiscal year is $6,000,000, a part of it being 
collected during the present fiscal year and 
going in to swell the large surplus for the 
present year. Only $6,000,000 was ever esti- 
mated for the next fiscal year. He also says: 


“The Secretary of the Treasury, taking last year, 
and so much of the present year which has passed, 
estimates the amount to be received from customs 
for the purpose of estimating the public expenses 
at $212,000,000.” 


The receipts for eight months of the cur- 
rent fiscal year, with the same amount during 
the next four months, equally as good for 
the importation of goods, shows the actual 
receipts for the current year to be two hun- 
dred and twenty odd million dollars, and 
making the ordinary allowance for an increase 
the same duties will next year, unless we have 
a financial revulsion, produce not less than 
$226,000,000, and probably as high as $230,- 
000,000, instead of $212,000,000. 

Iwill not pursue this matter further, because 
I think I can see very clearly that the object 
of the remarks of the honorable gentleman to 
whom I referred was rather to caution the 
House against unnecessarily increasing ex- 
penditures, by telling the very trae and very 
sober fact that every. increase of appropria- 
tion either compels us to continue a tax we 
might otherwise repeal, or to levy a new tax 
in case the expenditures should greatly exceed 
the amount of our revenue. 

It thus appears upon the principles I have 
stated, and upon estimates that necessa- 
rily involve uncertainty, that after applying 
$50,000,000 upon the public debt we still will 
have a surplus revenue of $50,000,000. 

Fifty millions, then, is the extent of our 
revenue reduction for this session. How shall 
this reduction be distributed among the objects 
of taxation? In what mode will the greatest 
relief be given to the people of the United 
States? Shall this large reduction be made 
the occasion of the entire revision of the prin- 
ciples upon which our revenue laws are based, 
or shall we repeal or reduce the most burden- 
some taxes, leaving undisturbed the general 


principles: of our system? 
Since the passage of the act of March 2, 


1861, commonly known as the “(Morrill ‘tar 
iff,” our domestic industry has been protected 
from foreign competition by duties on foreign 
fabrics, mainly specific, but. when reduced to 
ad valorem rates, ranging from twenty to eighty 
per cent. Under this protection all branches 
of manufacture: have increased in an unpar- 
alleled degree. Old-industries have been mul- 
tiplied and new industries: have been -estab- 
lished. Our military’ and naval. operations 
have been conducted mainly by the products 
of home industry. We now produce nearly all 
the metallic and textile fabrics nécessary for 
the use of man, and the superior ‘invention 
and intelligence of our mechanies is largely 
making good the difference between the cost 
of labor here and in Europe. ae 
The actual cost’ of the leading productions* 
of industry is now, under domestic competition; 
nearly, and in some cases quite, as low as be- 
fore the war. The market value: of all agri“ 
cultural products has, by the diversity of our 
industry, by the rapid extension of our rail- 
roads, been maintained as high in proportion 
as mechanical fabrics, while the home manu- 
facture of agricultural machines has lessened 
the labor of production. Labor of every kind, 
from. the skilled labor of the artisan to the 
rudest form of manual labor, either on the 
farm, the mine, the workshop, or the railroad, 
has been maintained at much higher propor- 
tional rates than theincreased costs of mechan- 
ical or agricultural productions. wd} 
Our protective system has drawn to our 
country a vast army of industrious laborers. 
Even the high taxes we have been coimpelled 
to impose on domestic industry did not dimin- 
ish our production, for they were accompanied 
by increased taxes on foreign products. We 
may theorize as we will, but the actual condi- 
tion of the country is the best evidence that 
the industrial policy steadily maintained by us 
during the war and siuce the war has been con- 
sistent with the most rapid progress; has en- 
abled us to meet unexampled difficulties, and 
yet has increased our imports, our exports, 
and our revenue. ‘ 
The fear that high duties would lessen ou 
foreign commerce is met by the steady growth 
of it. 
Our imports were— op Babe tt 
$414,256,243: 29 


In 1869 

In 1870 452,875,665 68 

In 1871 -- 518,759,518 82 
Our exports were— 


+ 413,961,115 00 
499,092,173 00 
+» 562,518,651 00 
thus showing a steady increase in’ our for- 
eign commerce, with a growing balance: of 
trade in our favor. : 
We have not the statistics to demonstrate the 
annual growth of our internal commerce, but 
we know that its increase has been much greater 
than our foreign commerce, and is now esti» 
mated atthe enormous sum of $4,000,000, 000, 
The falling off in our merchant marine’ on 
the ocean is caused by the substitution of iron 
vessels for wooden vessels; and for internal 
commerce railroads are rapidly taking the 
place of water navigation. If foreign-built 
vessels were admitted to American registry, 
both for internal and external commerce, at & 
reasonable rate of duty, this would not only 
encourage the building of American iron 
ships, but would secure a healthy competition 
in our internal and coasting trade, now abso- 
lutely protected by our navigation laws. > 
If, then, the wisdom of our protective policy 
is to be tested by experience, I insist that it 
has been proved to have been a wise policy 
in the actual condition of our country. No. 
doubt changes:are demanded by the improved 
and improving condition of our finances. Our 
taxes must be reduced with the wants of the 
public service, but every industry that has been 
called into existence by our policy, every 
skilled laborer whom we have invited to our 
shores of encouraged: to devote himself to a 
special employment, every capitalist who has 
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been induced by our laws.to invest his money 
in industrial pursuits, every hamlet, village, 
and city that has been built by reason of 
your protection laws; every community of 
farmers, or laborers, or shop-keepers whose 
industry has been employed by reason of your 
policy, may demand of you that any changes 
in- your laws should be made with careful 
reference to: the industry, capital, and skill 
that have. been encouraged, invested, or em- 
ployed in the development of your policy. 

All laws that affect the industry of the peo- 
ple should be as stable as possible, consistent 
with the inevitable change that attends haman 
wants: I hope, therefore, that in making the 
reduction of our revenue we will all agree that 
it should be done to give the greatest relief 
andso as to do the least possible injury to 
any industrial industry fostered by our laws. 
>in, the several acts reducing taxes since the 
close of the war, it has been conceded that 
internal taxes should first be repealed. They 
were the product of the war, new, inquisitorial, 
reaching every county and hamlet, and were 
collected by officers of the law brought to the 
door of every household. The worst of these 
taxes have been repealed; but there still re- 
main special taxes which make it necessary to 
keep revenue officers in every county of the 
United Stafes. ‘These special taxes are on 
wholesale and retail dealers in spirits, tobacco, 
and beer, and on banks and bankers, and on 
gas. Many of the stamp taxes are imposed 
on the production of such articles as matches, 
medicines, and the like; others are on the 
sale of property and on commercial paper, 
while all of them involve the employment of 
a multitude of agents for the sale of stamps, 
residing in every county of the United States, 
at a cost of five per cent. on their sales. 
While productive, they are annoying, expen- 
sive in collection, and are, in a multitude 
of cases, easily evaded. If the special taxes 
on spirits, tobacco, and beer can be consol- 
idated with the tax now levied on the manu- 
facture of these articles at the distillery, brew- 

ery, and manufactory, and the special tax on 
gas and bankers is repealed, we can dispense 
with the vast army of revenue officers and con- 
centrate the attention and surveillance of the 
internal revenue office to the places where 
whisky, tobacco, and beer are made. If we 
ean dispense with the stamp taxes, the whole 
‘system of internal taxes will disappear, ex- 
cept the excise taxes on whisky, tobacco, and 

beer, which, by the common consent of both 
prodicer and consumer, are recognized as 
proper objects of taxation. 

The taxes on the circulation and deposits of 
national banks do not enter into our internal 
revenue system. ‘They are rather regarded as 
the fund from which to pay the expenses of 
prinkiig the notes and maintaining the sys- 
tem.. T'he. excess collected from this tax over 
these expenses may properly be regarded as a 
return payment for a franchise. This tax is 
collected directly by the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States, and should be retained. If it is 

. deemed best to retain this tax, as against other 
banks and bankers, it may be collected in the 
same way and by the aid of bank examiners, 

In. advance of a definite measure, dealing 
with internal revenue, I am prepared to say, 
without committing any one else, that we can 
and ought. now to repeal all internal taxes 
except on whisky, tobacco, and beer, and to 
consolidate and simplify them, 

The income tax expires with the collection 
-of the tax of 1871, which, on personal incomes, 
is assessed during this month. The public 

-mind is not yet prepared to apply the only key 
to a genuine revenne reform.. A few years of 
further experience will convince the body of 
our people that a system of national. taxes 
which rests the whole burden of taxation. on 
consumption, and. not one cent on property 
or income, is intrinsically unjust. While the 
expenses of the: national Government are 
dargely .cansed by the. protection of property, 


it is but right to require property to contrib- 
ute to their payment. It will not do to say 
that each person consumes in proportion to 
his means. .This is not true. Every one must 
see that the consumption of the rich does. not 
bear the same relation to the consumption of 
the poor as the income of the one does to the 
wages of the other. 

As wealth accumulates, this injustice in the 
fundamental basis of our system will be felt 
and forced upon the attention of Congress. 
Then an income tax, carefully adjusted, with 
proper discriminations between income from 
property and income from personal services, 
and freed from the espionage of our present 
law, will become a part of our system, just as 
such a law proposed by Sir Robert Peel, after 
a disuse of twenty-five years, was the basis of 
the revolution in the tax system of Great 
Britain. 

If these changes in our internal revenue 
laws are made, it will reduce internal taxes 
$31,500,000, or from $126,000,000 to $94,- 
500,000. But this reduction of taxes will be 
accompanied by.a reduction of out expend- 
itures of not less than $2,500,000, and if the 
new regulation as to whisky tax should prove 
practicable, there will be a much greater re- 
duction, This will leave usa net loss of reve- 
nue of $29,000,000, and with a margin of 
$21,000,000 for the reduction of tariff duties. 

Upon what articles and upon what principle 
shall this reduction be made ? 

The House of Representatives propose to 
repeal the duties on coal and salt, articles 
largely produced in this country, and on tea 
and coffee, which are not produced in this coun- 


try. The aggregate duties collected on these 

articles last year were: 

On coal . $588,375 82 
nsal 1,175,587 37 

On tea 8,322,994 67 

On coffe 10,969,098 77 


+» +0 $21,006,056 63 
or just the amount we are able to repeal. 
Why single out these articles for special repeal ? 

‘The whole quantity of coal imported last year 
was 431,1083 tons. The amount of bitum- 
inous coal produced in this country last year is 
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/ estimated at 15,000,000 tons, and of anthra- 


cite at 19,000,000 tons, or an aggregate of 
84,000,000 tons. So that the imported coal 
is less than one and one half per cent. of that 
consumed, ; 

The whole benefit of this repeal would inure 
to the benefit of Nova Scotia, and not to any 
part of our country. The cost of the produc- 
tion of domestic coal fixes the price, and the 
only effect of this repeal will be to raise the 
price of foreign coal for the benefit of Nova 
Scotia miners and land-owners, or more espe- 
cially for the benefit of American speculators 
in coal mines in Nova Scotia. It will not 
appreciably inure to the benefit of our con- 
sumers. - Tothe precise extent that the repeal 
increases the importation of foreign coal, it 
will diminish the mining of our own. Find- 
ing our vast market open and free to them, 
they will force the production in Nova Scotia, 
and divide the profits between their Jand-own- 
ers, their miners, and their sailors. Our in- 
dustry will be diminished to the same extent 
without benefiting our consumers, 

Again, free coal will have the same effect 
apon Nova Scotia that the reciprocity treaty 
had in Canada. It will give them the benefit 
of our markets without the burden of our taxes 
on home producers, It will make the annex- 
ation of those kindred countries impossible. 

Again, it is gross injustice not only to our 
miners, but to our shippers... By the settled 
policy of our navigation laws, no foreign vessel 
can carry our coal from Philadelphia to Bos- 
ton, but they can from Nova Scotia to Boston. 
It is said a foreign vessel_can-carry cheaper 
than ours. Thus you discriminate in favor of 
Nova Scotia by allowing their products to-be 
carried in the cheapest. vessels in the world, 
while our miners must ship in an. American 


vessel. You must repeal your navigation laws 
before you can make coal free. The same ves- 
sel that carries coal from Nova Scotia to Bos- 
ton cannot carry domestic coal there, and yet 
Boston at the same moment insists upon the 
navigation laws and upon the repeal of the 
duty on coal. : 

Again, so faras the duty on coal is concerned, 
it is only claimed that it may slightly reduce 
the cost of coal consumed northeast of New 
York. It cannot affect the price elsewhere, 
for without a duty foreign coal will not be used 
south or west of New York. Now, New Eng- 
land has the benefit of our navigation laws 
and our duties, protecting their industries. 
Coal is the finished product of the miner as 
much as cloth is of the manufacturer. How 
can you convince the miner that he should not 
have the benefit of a duty on coal when you 
demand it on eloth? 

So with salt. Salt is largely produced in 
this country. It is chiefly the product of inte- 
rior sections, where other manufacturing in- 
dustry does not exist. The chief source of 
supply is at Syracuse, New York, Saginaw, 
Michigan, and at Pomeroy, Ohio. It employs 
fifteen thousand persons and twenty millions 
of capital. It is an absolute. necessity of life. 
This industry must be maintained in war, for 
our foreign supply would be imperiled by any 
maritime Power, 

The domestic supply is ample, and the pro- 
duct is cheap. It is sold in every domestic 
market at less than one cent per pound. Our 
fishermen, who must compete with foreigners, 
have their salt, in effect, duty free, for they 
are paid a drawback of the duty on all they 
use. It is a western product, and its produc- 
tion, transportation, and use represents labor, 
Every part of it is labor. The raw brine costs 
nothing but the labor of pumping. It is labor 
in the form of salt. If labor is to be protected, 
why should labor, producing salt, be excepted? 
There is now a duty on salt of eighteen cents 
per hundred pounds, or less than one fifth of 
one cent per pound. If all textile and metallic 
fabrics must be protected, why not salt? 

If you look for revenue, it yields over one 
million with little cost and absolute certainty, 
If you look to protection to labor, what duty 
gives protection more properly than the duty 
on salt? The duty on salt does add to the cost 
of the article on the sea-coast, but does not 
affect the price in the West, but if duties are 
to be levied only on articles the manufacture 
of the Hast, how long will they stand? 

The revision of the tariff must be treated as 
a whole. General principles must be applied. 
If special exemptions from duty are applied to 
one article of domestic product, they must be 
applied to all. We may stand upon exemp- 
tions from duty on articles that we cannot pro- 
duce, but you cannot stand upon special ex- 
emptions on any article that we can and ought 
to produce. Free coal and free salt mean free 
iron and free woolens, You may discriminate 
in rate of duty by reason of cost, bulk, capa- 
city of production, and for other causes, and 
for them you may properly reduce the duty, 
but you cannot make the article free whether 
you adopt the theory of a revenue or a pro- 
tective tariff. 

It is said that coal and salt are raw articles. 
Every article is the finished product of one 
industry—coal of the miner, salt of the boiler. 
Every commodity is only the raw. basis of 
other industries—cloth for the tailor, tools for 
the farmer, machinery for the manufacturer, 
and ail of them are the raw article of the 
merchant. I therefore conclude that whether 
we regard the duties on coal and salt as rev- 
enue duties or protective duties, they ought 
not to be entirely repealed, and therefore the 
House bills ought. not to pass. 

As to the duties: on tea and coffee, their 
repeal is simply a question of revenue. We 
cannot. produce. them. . They are of such gen- 
eral'use as-to enter into the consumption of 
nearly every family in. the United States. The 
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duties on sugar, tea, and coffee are the most 


stable and unchangeable sources of revenue. 
The quantities consumed vary less than of any 
other chief articles imported. They are bulky, 
and cannot be easily smuggled. The duty is 
specific, and is rarely evaded by fraud. Still 
they are regarded as necessaries of life. The 
repeal of the duty will lessen the cost to the 
precise extent of the duty. Dealers do not 
at first lower the price, bat competition soon 
reduces it; so that the repeal of either of these 
duties will, in some degree, cheapen the daily 
meals of nearly every family. The House of 
Representatives has shown its desire to make 
tea and coffee free by twice passing bills for 
that purpose; but it is manifest that if this is 
done we must postpone for the present all 
other reductions of duty. We are compelled 
to consider whether other duties ought not to 
be modified before this purely revenue duty is 
entirely repealed. 

I now come briefly to consider the measure 
proposed by the Committee on Finance. In- 
stead of repealing entirely the duties on coal, 
salt, tea, and coffee, we propose a large reduc- 
tion on them. We reduce the duties on Jum- 
ber, rice, lead, and other articles, the rawer 
products of industry, on which the present 
duties are excessive. We largely add to the 
free list, and propose a reduction of ten per 
cent. of the duties on most textile and metallic 
fabrics. The reduction proposed is $22,507,- 
353 26, but we may fairly anticipate the les- 
sening of expenses and such increase of import- 
ation as will reduce the loss of revenue to 
$21,000,000. 

This is not the time for stating in detail the 
reasons for the great reduction on certain spe- 
cific articles. As the debate progresses each 
article will be separately considered, and if 
we err as to details, the Senate will correct us. 
J have now only to consider the general prin- 
ciples involved. We are met by opposing 
theories of political economy, by theories of 
protection, and theories of free trade. The 
object of protection is to secure to home indus- 
try the benefit of the markets of our own coun- 
try. The means proposed are high duties on 
foreign fabrics which compete with our’own, 
and low duties or none at-all on articles used 
in manufacturing. The object of free trade is 
to secure an article at the lowest price without 
regard to the place of production. 

A revenue tariff is inconsistent with the 
extreme theories of both the free-trade and 
protection schools, for if a foreign article is 
excludéd by rates of duty so high as to give 
the home producer the entire market, the 
revenue is destroyed as absolutely as if no 
duty at all was imposed. This obvious truth 
reduces a revenue tariff to a matter of detail, 
and in determining the rate of duty on any 
article, due weight must be given to the na- 
ture of the article, whether it can or cannot 
be produced in this country, and whether the 
daty should be higher or lower than the aver- 
age rate requisite to produce the revenue 
needed, This principle is admirably stated 
in the report of Robert J. Walker, made in 
1846. While I do not agree with all the -de- 
tails of that report, it contains some excellent 
‘general principles. . 

In the innumerable discussions on this sub- 
ject by different commercial nations it became 
obvious that theories and maxims adopted by 
one nation in fixing the rates of duty were 
totally inapplicable to another nation by reason 
of the difference of climate, soil, production, 
labor, and age. This is especially true of 
Great Britain and the United States. In all 
the essential elements which determine a tarif 
policy we are the exact antipodes of Great 
Britain. Their ebief occupation is manufac- 
tures; ours agriculture. Their chief commerce 
is foreign; ours is domestic. They produce 
but little raw material; we produce more than 
any other nation. Their extentis small; ours 
is vaste They are very rich; we are not. In 
Great Britain capital yields the smallest in- 


terest; here it yields the highest. There labor 
is low in price and abundant; here it is very 
high. The industry of Great Britain could 
not survive without foreign raw materials. 
Here we have undeveloped every raw material 
for all products essential to the happiness and 
comfort of man. 

Again, this subject of the tariff has been so 
ofien discussed and acted upon in Congress 
that we may say that certain principles are set- 
tled in the United States by the common con: 
sent of our people. It is settled that our na- 
tional revenue mustin the future, as in the 
past, be mainly colleeted by duties on imported 
goods; aad as the war has enormously in- 
creased our wants, we may as well dismiss to 
fature generations the extreme ideas of free 
trade and protection, which are alike incon- 
sistent with a revenue tariff. Itis fairly set- 
tled that, in levying duties, at least the aver- 
age rate of duties will be put upon articles 
of foreign manufacture that come into com- 
petition with home industry, and that these 
duties will be so graded and classified as to 
give full incidental protection to industries nat- 
ural to our country, and for which we have the 
raw material. It is settled that, as the differ- 
ence between the price of labor in this coun- 
try and in Europe is the chief cause of the dif- 
ference in the cost of production here and 
there, it is not good policy, by permitting 
too close a competition between foreign and 
domestic production, to réduce the wages of 
American labor engaged in producing any 
article essential to our wants below the stand- 
ard of other similar labor in this country. 
It is agreed that, to secure certainty and to 
avoid undervaluation, all duties as far as 
practicable should be specific instead of ad 
valorem. These principles are the basis of the 
American system of protection embodied in 
the act of March, 1861. The rates of duty 
have been much increased by the new demands 
for revenue caused by the war, and may now 
be reduced as these demands diminish, but 
these protective principles will, I trust, be 
maintained as the essential foundations of our 
‘national prosperity. 

On the other band it is equally settled that 
there are a multitude of articles in’ which the 
trade should be as free as our domestic trade. 
All raw productions of nature, which are the 
gift of Providence, ought to be free asthe hand 
“that gave them, but if they can only be made 
available by labor, and yetare abundant in our 
country, the rate of duty should not be Bigher 
than the bare difference in the wages of such 
labor here and in the place of exportation. 

There are a great multitude of articles, the 
product of tropical climes, or which for other 
causes are not readily producible here, that 
ought to be admitted free or at such moderate 
revenue rates of duty as our wants demand. 
Where the amount imported is small, the arti- 
cle should be free, for a multitude of duties 
create expense. When the quantity is large, 
as tea, coffee, and sugar, the only question 
should be whether the tax proposed is less 
burdensome than other taxes imposed. As 
this class of articles enter largely into the 
consumption of all, it has been the general 
policy of the country to admit them free or at 
low duties. We taxed them heavily during 
the war for purely revenue purposes. We 
reduced these taxes two years ago, and now 
propose to reduce further the taxes on tea and 
coffee, but we are not yet prepared for their 
entire repeal. 

I come now to consider the duties itoposed 
on textile and metallic fabrics. These con- 
stitute the great bulk of foreign fabrics that 
come into competition with the domestic fab- 
rics. It is said the present duties are not 
too high; that under them our industries are 
prosperous, labor is well paid, and that if the 
duties are undisturbed domestic competition 
will reduce prices as rapidly as increased for- 
eign competition can do so; that-any change 


disturbs the business of the country by deter- 


ring new enterprises, and reduces the wages 
of labor. On the otber hand, it must be 
remembered that the present duties taken 
together ‘are far in excess of. what they ever 
were before-the war, that they have been three 
times largely increased since the passage of 
the Morrill tariff act of 1861. 

After a careful examination in detail of all 
the duties and the industries affected by them, 
it does not appear that the reduction proposed 
will seriously affect them. During the war 
these duties were increased to counterbalance 
the internal taxes levied upon domestic indus- 
try. The. last shred of those internal taxes 
will now be repealed, and no article of domes- 
tic industry will be taxed but whisky, tobacco, 
and beer. Our manufacturers have’ now ‘to 
compete with their foreign rivals, with: no 
disadvantage but higher-priced labor, aad 
this is met by a duty of from thirty-five to one 
hundred per cent., or an average duty on the 
whole list of fifty per cent. ‘This very: bill 
repeals or reduces duties on raw materials for 
domestic fabrics fully equal to the reduction 
of ten per cent. on the Snished product. This 
is admitted to be so as to many industries. 
The general lifting off of the burdens of inter- 
nal taxation and the repeal of taxes on raw 
materials will enable our home industry to 
enter into a fairer competition. Shall, then, 
the protective duties be maintained without 
diminution when all internal taxes are re- 
pealed, when raw materials are admitted free 
or at reduced duties, when our currency is 
appreciated near to the gold standard, and 
when the present duties are not needed for 
the support of the Government? Will the 
producers in other forms of industry consent 
to the maintenance of excessive rates of duty 
on mechanical fabrics? 

The result of such duties is to secure to 
mechanical industry higher wages than can be 
‘earned in other kindred employments. . Such 
excessive protection ceases to diversify pro- 
duction, but forces labor into protected em- 
ployments. Ifthe present rates of duty were 
high enough during and since the war, when 
home industry was: burdened with heavy inter- 
nal taxes—with stamp taxes, income. taxes, 
and high duties on raw materials—then surely 
they are now too high when all these taxes are 
removed, 5 : 

In a controversy like this between opposing 
theories the highest wisdom often lies between 
them. While protecting home industry we 
ought not, in any case, levy so high a duty as 
to exclude the foreign fabric, but levy such a 
duty as will secure fair but not excessive 
wages, and such a competition between the 
foreign and domestic fabric as will secure to 
the consumer the lowest prices consistent with 
the maintenance in our country of all the 
industries for which we bave equal natural 
facilities. We must not compel our laborers 
to compete with the poorly-paid labor -of 
Europe, but we ought not, by our protection 
laws, secure them higher wages than can be 
eurned in kindred employments. 

Another series of causes is now slowly but 
surely operating in favor of American labor. 
The laboring men of Europe, by trade associa- 
tions—by Jaws prohibiting the employment of 
minors and women, and limiting the number 
of apprentices—are raising the general rate of 
wages among ali Christian nations, This is 
especially so in Great Britain. It is adding to 
the cost of foreign production, and operates as 
a protection to our domestic labor. : 

For these reasons, and many others that will 
be stated in the course of the debate, the Com- 
mittee on Finance was:of the opiuion that now 
when so many taxes are repealed there ought 
to be a general reduction: of the duties on tex- 
tile and metallic fabrics, and that this reduction 
should be at the rate of ten per cent., which is 
about the rate of ‘the aggregate reduction. of 
tarif duties. We expect to encounter. the 
opposition of those who favor the mainte- 
nanceof the highest duties on foreign compet 
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dug fabrics, and -of those. who, would abruptly 
disturb our industry. by sudden and radical re- 
duction of duties to what they term a free-trade 
standard, and perhaps both classes of opposi- 
` -tlon will unite in repealing the purely revenue 
‘duty on tea and coffee. _ If thisis done, we can 
repeal no other taxes with.safety to the public 
service, and I will then vote for striking out 
‘the ratable.reduction on textile and metallic 
fabrics. 
. Indeed, Senators, the only question about 
which there is much controversy in this tariff 
“pill, is. whether you will leave all the present 
duties.stand upon textile and metallic fabrics 
after we have given their producers the raw 
material free of duty and repealed all taxes 
upon them of an internal character, and re- 
pealed the purely revenue duty on tea and 
:coffee,.or whether you will reduce the taxes 
on, textile and. metallic fabrics.. My friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] has presented 
‘by his amendment, very properly, at the out- 
‘set, the only question in this whole tariff debate, 
and if, that question was settled, we could 
arrange. the details of the entire bill in one 
day. If, therefore, Senators unite—I do not 
‘speak: of parties in this matter—but if Sen- 
: ators: who represent different constituencies 
unite in repealing the duty on tea and coffee, 
itis utterly impossible for us to go one step 
further, because, as I have shown, the very 
utmost limit to which we.can go in the repeal 
of tariff duties, if we propose to reduce our 
internal. revenue, is, $21,000,000. We dare 
not go beyond that; and if you repeal the 
duty on tea and coffee, you have surrendered 
all the revenue we can afford to surrender, 

I hope, therefore, that Senators when they 
-eome to vote on this final question, though all 
would like to vote to repeal the duty on tea 
and coffee, so as to give relief to every family 
in the country to some extent, will remember 
that by such a vote we foreclose ourselves from 
the power. of repealing the duties on textile 
fabrics. 

_. Lhave listened with patience day after day 
‘to the statements of gentlemen who are inter- 
ested. in our domestic productions. Iam a 
firm. believer in the general idea of protecting 
their industry; but I assure them, as I have 
assured their representatives here, that if the 
present high rates of duties, unexampled in 
our country, higher than they were in 1861 by 
nearly fifty per cent., are maintained on me- 
tallic and textile fabrics, after we have repealed 
the very internal taxes which gave rise to them, 
after we have substantially given them their 
raw materials free of duties, we shall have a 
feeling of dissatisfaction among other inter- 
ests in the countyy that will overthrow the 
whole system, and do greater harm than can 
possibly be done by a moderate reduction of 
the present rates of duty. And I am quite 
sure that intelligent men engaged in the pro- 
duction of various forms of textile and métal- 
- lic.fabrics feel as I do, that it is wiser and bet- 
ter to do what is just and right, to make a 
reduction on their products at least to the 
extent of the reduction in this bill on their 
raw material, rather than to invite a contro- 
versyin which I believe they will be in the 
wrong. 

I have now, Mr. President, stated. the gen- 
eral features of this bill. I will end as I com- 
menced, with the congratulation that we are 
able so soon again to throw off burdens 
cheerfally assumed. by our people during the 
great civil war. No man can candidly‘review 
the dangers we have passed, the difficulties we 
have overcome, the burdens we have borne, 
and the success, growth, and prosperity that 
attended us amid all our difficulties, without a 
reverent feeling of thankfulness. to Almighty 
God. Our honorable name and admitted rank 
among the nations of the earth, the general 
intelligence.and comfort of our people, the 
rapid spread of our civilization over the west- 
ern. plains, the diversity of our industry, and 
the vast increase of.our productions—ail these 


are accomplished results, which, if properly 
preserved and utilized, will. realize the highest 
good that can be derived from human govern- 
ment. # 

Mr. SCOTT addressed the Senate inremarks 
which will be. found in the Appendix. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 


.on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania [Mr. Scorr} to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the vote is taken 
on that question. I desire, with the consent of 
the Chair, to make certain modifications of 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance. . I suppose the Committee on Finance 
have a right to modify their amendment before 
the vote is taken or the yeas and nays are 
ordered upon it. I will ask the Secretary, 
therefore, simply to note the amendments I 
send up, as modifications made by the com- 
mittee. I presume it is not necessary to take 
a vote upon them, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will entertain the modifications. 

Mr. FENTON. I suggest that we had bet- 
ter adjourn over until Monday; and, if the 
chairman will give way, I will make that 
motion. . . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we can go on to- 
morrow, but I bave no particular wish about 
it. Jf the Senate is manifestly disposed to 
adjourn over, of course it will do so. We are 
very much crowded, and it would be well if 
we could get a vote on these important amend- 
ments. Ido not wish the question taken on 
these amendments without a quorum, 

Mr. COLE. I do not think there will be 
any difficulty in having a meeting to-morrow. 

Mr. FENTON. If the chairman of the 
committee will give way fora moment I will 
make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
New York? ; n 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will remain 
in session to-morrow in order to proceed with 
the real business of the session. We have now 
just touched matters of business, and we pro- 
pose to adjourn over and waste a day. We 
have wasted many weeks on matters that did 
not pertain to business at all. I really think 
we can get a quorum here to-morrow, I will 
make tbis proposition: if the Senate will re- 
main in session to-morrow I will consent that 
all who want to be absent may be absent, and 
I have no doubt the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs and myself can get along 
very well with the Indian appropriation bill. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANTHONY. I intended to vote for 
adjourning over, but after the very earnest 
appeal of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, [laughter, ] I think I shall vote to sit 
to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be modified as proposed 
by the chairman of that committee. The Chair 
will present a message from the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the Chair 
to say that after the bill is reported the com- 
mittee itself has a right to modify the amend-. 
ments reported by them? I thought the ruling 
had been otherwise. 1 merely ask for inform- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
there can be no doubt about it, if it is done by 
direction of the committee. Certainly the 
chairman of the. committee would have no 
right to do it, but he stated that this was by 
direction of the committee itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These are modifications 
agreed upon by the committee unanimously. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It has been 
decided repeatedly in the case ofa bill re- 
ported by a committee that the gentleman 
reporting it has no right to modify it or accept 
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amendments to it; but the question in this 
case is whether a committee have not the 
same right to modify an amendment that they 
report that an individual member would have 
to modify an amendment that he presents. 
The Chair thinks they. certainly have that 
right. Ifthe Senator from Vermont doubts 
it, however, the Chair will. submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate whether a committee have 
the same right to modify a bill which they 
have prepared as a member himself would 
have a right to modify a bill he had prepared 


alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought of modifying 
it so that the modifications should be open to 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not making this 
objection in order to embarrass anybody; but 
I think it injurious to the transaction of busi- 
ness that a report made bya committee, which 
is an official act, and which ceases to be their 
property when it is presented to the Senate, 
and becomes the property of the Senate, can be 
modified by a body of people who, when in 
this Chamber, have no different rights from 
any other members. It becomes part of the 
official action of the Senate... I only make 
this suggestion: now, not for the purpose of 
embarrassing this bill, because 1 would be 
quite willing, for one, to assent to anything 
that is agreeable; but as a rule for the future 
I should think it would be somewhat danger- 
ous to do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does not make this objection now, but while 
this matter is on his mind the Chair desires to 
present this point to him: when a member has 
presented a bill, it has been read twice, re- 
ferred to a committee, reported, and placed 
on the Calendar; ithas passed from his power. 
But when a bill has been presented by a mem- 
ber, and thus passed from his consideration, 
when it comes before the Senate, if there has 
been no amendment to it, no decision upon 
it, no yeas and nays ordered upon it, the rules 
allow him to modify it. Now, the question is 
whether, when a committee report a bill and it 
is placed also on the Calendar, and afterward 
comes up, they should not have the same right 
to modify their bill that a Senator would have 
at that particular stage to modify his own bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to that is 
that a committee can have no existence in this 
body. Itis a selection of members who act 
outside of the body and bring in the result of 
their work, which then becomes the property 
of the Senate to all intents and purposes. It 
is not the individual property of the committee 
or of any of its members, it is a part of the 
official action of the Senate, and therefore a 
committee cannot modify any more than the 
Senate could modify something it had already 
agreed to. I think that is the distinction; but, 
as I say, I do not make the point now, because 
it may embarrass what Senators wish to do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
make a single suggestion to the Senator from 
Vermont. A bill is written out by.a Senator 
at his own lodgings and brought here; the re- 
port of a committee. is made up in their com- 
mittee-room and. brought here after the Sen- 
ate has been called to order and organized ; 
and the Chair cannot yet, with all respect for 
the opinion of the Senator from Vermont, see 
the distinction which is evident in his mind, 
but does not occur to the mind of the Chair. 
However, in order that there shall be no ques- 
tion of it, and that it may be reserved for 
future consideration, the Senator from Ohio 
asks consent that, the Committee’ on Finance 
may modify their amendment. 

Mr, EDMUNDS.. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That consent is 
granted, and this point of right is reserved, 
though the Chair is of the same opinion as he 
has before stated. Now, if there is no objec- 
tion, the Chair will present a message of the 
President. of the United States. 

Several Senators. No objection. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a recommendation 
of Hon. M. D. Leggett, Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, for the reorganization of his office, and a 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior accom- 
panying it; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 181) to change the bound- 
aries of the collection district of Brazos de 
Santiago, in the State of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bili (H: R. No. 1275) for the relief of 
Wiliam Vails, late a private in company A, 
third regiment Indiana volunteer cavalry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1638) to create the 
Linkton land district, in the State of Ore- 

on—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for other 

_ purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Harding—to the Committee 
on Pensions. š 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1063) to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and 
provisioning militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief of 
Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, Con- 
necticut ; f 

The bill (H. R. No. 1940) 
William Andrews ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1941) for the relief of 
Haas & Powell, of Chicago, Ilinois ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1942) for the relief of 
D. C. Farrell, of Peoria, Ilinois; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, jr., collector third district 
Ohio; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1944) for the relief of 
Edward F. Gates, postmaster at Thomaston, 
Connecticut; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 1945) for the relief of 
E. W. Whitaker, of Hartford, Connecticut. 


TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Committee 
on Finance having modified their substitute 
for House bill No. 173, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has moved an amendment. The Sen- 
ator desires his amendment to apply to the 
modified bill? i 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir; I desire that it may 
be the pending amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis pending as 
an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, 


for the relief of 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. FENTON. Now I move thåt when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks consent to enter a motion that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. The Chair hears 
no objection. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object, but be- 
fore the vote is taken I wish to say that I am 
paired on this question with the Senator from 
Maine, {Mr. Haury, ] who would if here vote 
to adjourn over, and Í should vote against it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
before the Senate by unanimous consent, and 
the question is on the motion that when the 


Senate adjourns: to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. : 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 26, noes 12. -. 


AGRICULTURAL CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the fol- 


lowing resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-five 
thousand copies of the proceedings of the convention 
of delegates from American colleges, State agricul- 
tural societies, &c., held in the city of Washington, 
February 15, 16, and 17, 1872; two thousand for the 
use of the Senate, six thousand for the House, and 
seventeen thousand to be distributed by the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, including one hundred 
copies to be supplied to each delegate to the con- 
vention. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr.. FENTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1890) for the relief of the sureties of the 
late Jesse J. Simpkins, deceased, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary ; which was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R, No. 1550) for the relief of 
the estate of Dr. Jobn F. Hanks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 628) granting a pension 
to Joseph Bryant; Py 

A bill (H. R. No. 1021) for the relief of pre- 
emption settlers in California ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 619) appropriating 
money for the purchase of a suitable site, and 
erecting a building thereon, in the city of St. 
Louis, Missouri, to be used for the purposes 
of a custom-house, post office, and other 
Federal offices; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1056) authorizing the sur- 
vey and marking of the boundary between the 
territory of the United States and the posses- 
sions of Great Britain from the Lake of the 
Woods to the summit of the Rocky mount- 


ains. 

_ Mr. WRIGHT. Before the adjournment of 
the Senate to-day I move to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 1021 was passed yes- 
terday. I make the motion, not because I 
wish to commit myself certainly against the bill, 
but because | have some doubts as to the pro- 
priety of the bill. Ido not ask for action now, 
in consequence of the absence of the Senator 
from California, [ Mr. Cassenuy,] who had the 
bill in charge. J merely enter the motion to 
reconsider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Towa proposes to enter a motion to reconsider 
the vote upon the passage of a bill which the 
Speaker and Vice President have already 
signed as an cnrolled bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Senator from Iowa 
may be mistaken in the number of the bill. I 
think the bill to which he alludes hasnot passed 
the other House. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Iowa referred to the bill (H. R. No. 1021) for 
the relief of preémption settlers in the State 
of California. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought the Senator 
had reference to another bill. I have always 
liad some doubts about that bill myself. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I referred to House bill 
No. 1021. 

Mr. POMEROY. It ought to be made to 
extend to settlers inthe Northwest burned out 
during the last fall. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
ation of the motion at this time. 
the motion. 

Mr. POMEROY. It scems to be too late. 

Mr. COLE. The bill has not yet left the 
custody of the Vice President. 


I do not ask the consider- 
I only enter 


The VICK PRESIDENT. . The: Chair ‘will 
state that by the usage of the Senate itis now. | 
too late to enter a motion to. reconsider. 4f. 
the Chair had known that-that motion. was: to 
be made, he would not have affixed. his signa- 
ture to this enrolled bill. 

Mr. POMEROY, Has the signature been 
announced ? SPERA 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ft has been.an: 
nounced. In a case ‘some years ago, where 
there was an error in an enrolled bill; the 
mode by which that error was corrected after 
the two Presiding Officers had signed, the. bill 
was by passing a resolution:requesting the offi- 
cer of the body where the bill: originated. to 
rescind his signature, and afterward to rescind 
it in the other House, which restored it to’ the 
condition where a motion to reconsider could 
be entered. ‘This bill is now before the Presi- 
dent, virtually ; that is, it has been passed and 
signed by both Presiding Officers. oie 

Mr. WRIGHT. I was not aware that was 
the condition of the bill. Iam not to be un- 
derstood as really opposing the bill; but there 
are some things about.it which [ think ought 
to be considered. It was passed here very 
hurriedly during the morning hour, and my 
experience satisfies me every day that we pass 
these bills too hurriedly. > 
© Mr. POMEROY. I wanted to include in it 
those settlers in the Northwest who: had been 
burned out, and. to. extend ‘the. time to- them 
also. There were a large number burned out 
by fire. My objection was that I wanted to add 
to the bill. : 

Several Senators. What is the bill? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis very brief, . 
five lines. It has been signed by both, Presid- 
ing Officers. The Secretary will report it for 
information. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: É 

Beit enacted, e., That all bona fide preëmptio: 
claimants who may have filed their declaratory state- 
ments prior to the passage of this act, upon any of 
the public lands in the State of California, shall 
have one year from and after the passage of this act 
in which to make proof and payment of their respect- 
ive claims, ; 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Iowa asks unanimous consent for the 
Chair to erase his signature, the Chair will put 
the question. The Chair doubts his power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be equivalent 
to à resolution. el 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chairthinks 


80. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Ido not make any such 
request. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I observe that 
the Senate is about through with the day’s 
business. I ask consent. of the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 1761, extending the time 
for the completion of the Portage Lake aud 
Lake Superior ship-canal. The bill has been 


reported 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


I do not see why we 


T cannot go right along with the tariff bill, 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. . I trust.the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance will allow 
this bill to pass. The parties who desire to 
complete this. work are making their arrange- 
ments in New York preparatory to the opening 
of the season. The bill has passed the House 
and been reported by the Committee on Public 


| Lands, and I think no Senator will have any 


objection to it, and in one moment it can be 


passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must. interpose an ob- 
jection to taking up another bill, because that 
will displace the tariff bill. Ido not intend to 
allow it to be displaced by any bill, though I 
have no objection to the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Lask the Senator 
if he desires to go.on with his bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly; I am- ready 
now for a vote as far as I am concerned. If 
no other Senator wishes to say anything, Jam 
ready for a vote. 
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oc. Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. - I supposed the 
Senate was about to adjourn, and: therefore I 
made the suggestion. 

Mr. HILL: I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, ` 


. PORTAGE AND SUPERIOR CANAL. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I trust the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will withdraw his motion 
and allow me to call up this bill. I think the 
Senate will pass it without objection. 

Mr: HILL. Certainly. 

: The- VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Georgia has moved an adjournment, but 
yields to allow the Senator from Michigan to 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of'the bill named by him, subject, however, to 
a demand for the regular order, the tariff bill, 
if it should give rise to debate. 
>. Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1761) extending the 
time for. the completion of the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior ship-canal. The bill ex- 
tends the time for the completion of the Port- 
age Lake.and Lake Superior ship-canal to the 
8d day of March, 1873. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. This is merely 
an extension for a year; the work is almost 
completed; and I am sure there will be no 
objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PAYMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the bill reported a day or two ago, 
in regard to the Paymaster General of the 


Army. 

: Mr. HILL. J inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts if it will lead to debate? 

- Mr. WILSON. [think it will not. It will 
‘take but a moment, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be taken up on the 
‘same conditions as the other bill was. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the condi- 
tion that if it should give rise to debate the 
turiff bill shall be regarded as the unfinished 
-business before the adjournment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 463) to enable the Presi- 
dent to, appoint a Paymaster General of the 
Army. It so far modifies the sixth section 
of the act of 3d March, 1869, making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army, as to 
authorize the President to appoint a Paymas- 
ter General to fill the vacancy now existing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


` PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Through an error this 
morning, of myself more than of the Chair, 
two little pension bills that have been reported 
favorably-were overlooked. They are House 
bills;‘and'as: they are very small matters it 
takes more time to get them up in the regular 
way than to do it informally. I ask unanimous 
consent, for their consideration now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
incorrect in ‘stating: this morning that all the 
pension bills on the Calendar had been’ dis- 
posed of. There are two left. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 

624) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Mor- 
gan, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is a direction to the Secretary 
of. the. Interior. to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Hlizabeth H. 
‘Morgan, widow. of Peleg W. Morgan, late an 
ensign in the United States Navy, and to pay 
‘her a pension during her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 


I hope there 


March 15, 


to a nied reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
1209) granting a pension to George J. St. 
Louis was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is a direction to the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of George J. St. Louis, 
late a private in company A, thirty-third regi- 
ment Illinois volunteer infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. CORBETT. Task unanimous consent 
to take up the bill (S. No. 241) for the relief 
of Chauncey M. Lockwood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Onthesamecon- 
ditions as before, that the tariff bill shall be 
regarded as superseding it if it gives rise to 
debate? 

Mr. CORBETT. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read, with the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I object. 

Mr. CORBETT. Ihave risen to explain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the bill is removed from the con 
sideration of the Senate. . 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope the objection will 
be withdrawn. I should like to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I insist on the objection. 
* Mr. CORBETT, I ask the Senator to allow 
me to make a statement before he objects, and 
then I will forego the request. I do not want 
the bill prejudiced in the minds of Senators, 
because it provides for a large amount of 
money being paid to this gentleman. I wish 
simply to make a statement in connection with 
it, and then {am willing that the bill should 
go over, as it is objected to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Ihave no objection to 
the Senator making a statement, but I object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The bill must be 
before the Senate before a statement in regard 
to it can be made. 

Mr. HILL. I think IT must object. My 
object was to give convenience to gentlemen 
who had little bills that could be disposed of 
without debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to give a 
notice in reference to the bill just read. I 
wish to say, as a matter of precaution, because 
bills are sometimes called up in the morning 
hour when very few are here, that for one Í 
will never consent thata bill shall pass author- 
izing the Postmaster General to settle upon 
principles of equity and justice a claim like 
this, amounting to $200,000, leaving it discre- 
tionary with him. I hope no such bill will be 
allowed to pass this House. We have had 
one Chorperining case, and I hope we shall 
have no more. 

Mr. CORBETT. This bill has been amended 
in that particular. It was presented in the 
original form by my former colleague, but it 
has been amended so that the amount allowed 
shall not exceed the amount now paid to per- 
sons who are performing the same service. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. l merely give notice to 
the Senator from Oregon that when the bill 
comes up we must have an opportunity to 
discuss it. 

‘Mr. CORBETT. My object in calling it up 
now was that we might have a full Senate to 
consider it, that I might explain its object and 
the circumstances of the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not 
before the Senate. 

JEFFERSON W. DAVIS. 


Mr. FENTON.. I have a bill reported from 
the Military Committee of ten or twelve lines 


that I should be obliged to the Senate if they ll 


would put on its passage. It is Senate bill 
No. 451. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks unanimons consent, subject to 
the same conditions as before, that Senate bill 
No. 451 be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 451) for the relief 
of Jefferson W. Davis. It authorizes and 
directs the Paymaster General of the Army 
to pay to Jefferson W, Davis, late of the sixty- 
fourth regiment New York volunteers, out of 
any money appropriated, or which may here- 
after be appropriated, for the pay of the Army, 
a sum equal to the pay and emoluments of a 
first lieutenant of infantry, from the 23d day 
of June, 1864, to the 10th day of May, 1865, 
deducting whatever pay he may have received 
for that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. SCOTT. As the Senate seems to be in 
a consenting mood, I ask them to take up the 
bill which was up in the morning hour, the 
supplement to the Texas Pacific railroad bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent, subject 
to the same conditions as in the other cases, 
to take up Senate bill No. 724. 

Mr. HILL. I inquire of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania whether the bill is likely to give 
rise to amendment or debate? 

Mr.SCOTT. I do not know whether it will 
or not. When the bill is read we shall soon 
ascertain whether it will give rise to debate 
or not. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. No. 724) 
supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and to aid in the construction of its 
, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1871. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That billis read 
for information, I suppose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is read sub- 
ject to objection or to a demand for the regular 
order, which is the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. My inquiry is if 
the bill is read for information ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is, and toask 
unanimous consent for its consideration, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I object. 
a very important bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senate. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. „I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up Senate bill No. 770, reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 770) 
to erect two new land districts in the State of 
Nebraska was considered as in Committee of - 
the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not 
like to object to the bill; but Í desire to know 
what is the necessity for it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to be engrossed tor a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SOLDIERS HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. LOGAN. Task leave to call up Senate 
bill No, 447, to be put on its passage. It has 
been reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Subject to the 
same provisions as before? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not to be invidious, I 
wish, before anybody. else makes a motion, to 
state that after this bill is through I shall move 
to adjourn. 


It is 


It is not before 


1872. 
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Mr. COLE. Will notthe Senator allow me 
one more? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; no more. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. No. 447) to 
enable honorable-discharged soldiers and sail- 
ors, their widows and orphan children, to 
acquire homesteads on the public lands of the 
United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is too important a 
bill to be considered at this time and in this 


way. : 

Mr. POMEROY. The very reason we want 
it passed is that it is a very important bill to 
soldiers, and they are petitioning for it in 
great numbers. 

Mr. SHERMAN... I cannot consent to the 
consideration of that bill now. It involves, 
probably, one hundred millions acres of public 
lands. I want time to look at it. 

Mr. POMEROY. It involves nothing 
unless the soldier goes on the land in person 
and lives ‘there, 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if he has served in the 
Army four years he does not have to live on 
it at all, but can sell it. 

Mr. POMEROY. He has to live on it a 
year, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to its consider- 
ation. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 15, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
“RESTRICTIONS ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is 
hereby instructed, in carrying out, the resolution 
of the House of January 24 last, directing certain 
inquiries by them concerning injuries to commerce 
by reason of combinations or monopolies in control 
or ownership of the present means of land trans- 
portation, particularly to inquire into the nature, 
extent, and object of an alleged combination of rail- 
road interests, known as the South [Improvement 
Company, alleged to be designed to control all the 
existing avenues of transportation from the oil re- 
gions of Pennsylvania to the sea-board, to the oppres- 
sion andinjury of the producing classes. 


JAPANESE STUDENTS. 


On motion of Mr. MOREY, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 464) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to admit six Japanese 
youths to the West Point Military Academy, 
was taken from the Speaker's table, read a 
firstand second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, not to be brought 
hack by a motion to reconsider. : 

CUBROKEN TREATY. 

Mr. AVERILL, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, re orted 
back, with. amendments, the bill (E. 3. No. 
1496) to carry out certain provisions of the 
Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for the relief 
of settlers on the Cherokee lands in the State 
of Kansas; and the same was recommitted to 
the committee, and ordered to be printed, not 
to be brought back hy a motion to reconsider, 

FREEDMEN OF CHOCTAW NATION. 

On motion of Mr. AVERILL, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 879) for the relief of the 
freedmen of the Choctaw nation, and for other 
purposes; and ‘the same was referred to the 
Committee on Freedmen’s Affairs. 

MISS KETURAH COLE. ; 

On motion of Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous 

consent, the bill (S. No. 94) for the relief of 


42p Cone, 20 Sxss.—No. 108. 
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Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, 


ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


> Mr. COGHLAN, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, requested to. furnish to this House 
copies of all papers and information he may have 
relating to the extension of the Indian. reservation 
known as the Round Valley Indian reservation, in 
the State of California, over lands claimed by settlers 
in Round valley, Mendocino county, California. 


AROOSTOOK-—ONEIDA . 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, ‘and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Sécretary of State is hereby 
directed to forward, for the information of the House 
of Representatives, any papers relating to the claim 
of the owner of the steamer Aroostook, used: by 
the United States legation at Japan to search forthe 
bodies and property of persons lost in the United 
States ship Oneida, in the bay of Yeddo, in 1870, 
and any recommendations he may have to make in 
the matter of suid claim. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HAMBLETON, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committce on Com- 
merce House bill No. 403, to reénact the act 
approved March 17, 1800, entitled “An act 
declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia,”’ 
and moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, 
and that it be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL ‘moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BEATTY. I ask unanimous consent 
to make a brief explanation, not exceeding 
five or ten minutes, touching matters of im- 
portance to the Committee on Printing. 

No objection was made, and leave was 
accordingly granted. ; 

Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, Messrs. Rives 
& Bailey inserted a column in the Globe of 
Thursday, the 7th instant, calculated to con- 
vey the impression that the Committee on 
Printing had neglected to make timely provis- 
ion for paying them for publishing the debates, 
and that in consequence of this neglect they 
had been compelled to borrow money and 
make great pecuniary sacrifices to carry on the 
work, This impression they have endeavored 


bers of this House. 

In reply to this I desire to say, in the first 
place, that the contract for publishing the 
Globe expired with the last Congress, weeks 
before the Committee on Printing was ap- 
pointed. During the first session the commit- 
tee had not time to investigate the subject, 
and during the early part of the present ses- 
sion two membersof the joint committee were 
absent on public business, and it was thought 
best to ‘await their return before considering 
a contract involving the expenditure of be- 
tween four and five hundred thousand dol- 
lars. ‘This accounts for the’ delay, in part. 
Again, the whole subject was new to the 
House committee, and we were unwilling to 
take action in a matter of so much importance 
until we had time to examine it deliberately 
and thoroughly. Again, when we came to 
consider the proposition of Rives & Bailey, 
we found that they insisted upon a contract for 
a period of six years, at rates considerably 
higher than the Government had ever paid, 
even when our currency was fifty per cent. 
less valuable than it is now, and the commit- 
tee were of course disposed to hesitate about 
recommending Congress to enter into &@ con- 


tract for so long a time at rates apparently so 


! exorbitant. 


to confirm by personal interviews with mem- | 


a f 
Miss Keturah Cole was taken ` from the 


Very recently the publishers modified -their 
proposition somewhat by agreeing to accept 
a contract for the present Congress, and: the: 
Senate. committee. very promptly reported a- 
bill, which passed the Senate on. the ist in~ 
stant,. and ‘is- now on the Speaker's. table.: 
This bill simply-provides for the work during 
the present Congress, and proposes to pay an 
advance on former. rates: “The House: com- 
mittee have been for ten days ready to report: 
a general bill, which, if adopted, will provide: 
permanently and definitely for this work in 
the future, prevent the recurrence of the pres- 
ent condition of affairs, reduce the -expense: 
$150,000 a year, and secure a better, distri- 
bution of the Globe. I have been: seeking 
an opportunity to report this bill ever since 
Wednesday of last week, but have not: been 
able to obtain the floor. ae 

This ig all I desire to say in regard to the 
charge of neglect which is made against us.: 
But there is another thing for which the House 
committee are censured. It is said we should 
not push our bill at present, that we should 
give way and allow the Senate bill to. pass. 
Why should we? We consider ours the better 
bill’ We believe the Senate bill proposes to 
give these contractors far more than their 
work is worth. We believe that now, when 
money is appreciating and labor and material 
depreciating, is not the time to advance the 
prices. Se ere 

But itis said the Globe men have had no 
pay for a year, and have been compelled to 
borrow money to carry on this work. This is 
their own fault. We told them long ago, and 
have told them time and again, that we would 
make immediate effort to obtain the appropria- 
tion of any reasonable sum they might desire, 
to apply on account. The Senate committee 
have told them this, and also the House com- 
mittee. They knew very well they could get 
every dollar the Government owed them any 
day they saw fit to ask for it or would consent 
to acceptit. The House and the Senate would 
at any hour have passed an appropriation bill 
for their especial benefit, but they would not 
accept a dollar until the contract was secured 
to them, They thought they had us in their 


| powert and proposed to drive just ‘such ‘a 


argain ag suited them, and. they ‘would 
accept no'money simply because’ they ‘de- 
sired to remain in a position where they 
could work upon the sympathies and: fears 
of members, by declaring that they were 
making great sacrifices, and that the Globe 
must stop unless relief came soon. , It would 


H indeed be a great calamity to our constituents 


if the Globe should stop. Egyptian darkness 
would cover thre land; and the days of the lean 
kine wouldbeuponus. But the Globe will not 
be discontinued. There is over one ‘hundred 
thousand dollars clear profit init, and it will go 
on. The publishers have been busy on this 
floor for a week organizing their forces to carry 


| the Senate bill over the heads of the committee, 


by a suspension of the rules on Monday... It 
will be carried, and they will pocket $75,000 
more for doing the work than it is worth: 
This will end alllegislation on the subject until 
two years hence, when the same whine about 
debts and sacrifices and anxieties will give 
them another contract, and thus this extrava- 
gant work will go on indefinitely. ee ee 

This argument of debts and sacrifices and 
anxieties isan old one, It has been.used from 
time to time forforty years. It was never wholly 
true, and has been growing less and. less 
truthful. as these men have. been growing 
richer and richer. It is simply a convenient 
and successful trick by which the wheels of 
legislation are made to move-to suit these pub- 
lishers. Itwon three years age, when the con- 
tract of 1869 was made. Jt will win on Mon-. 
day, and it will win two years bence, and it 
is for this reason-that they preferred to deposit 
United States bonds in Wall street as collat- 
eral, and borrow money, rather than accept it 
from the Government, 
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March 15, 


8T.. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


Mr. RUSK. I call for the regular order of 

business. ' i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
_ called for, the House will resume the consid- 

eration of the unfinished business of yesterday, 

being Senate bill No. 565, to extend the time 
to. the State of Wisconsin. to complete a road 
from: Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior, upon 
which; and the amendments pending-thereto, 
the‘ main question has been ordered. The first 
question will be upon the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, and the 
amendments to the amendment.. The Clerk 
will report the amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Exprepes] to 
the amendment of the Committee on Public 

Lands. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

Striko out of the amendment to section one the 
following: 

Or as granting. to said State any lands in lieu of 
which other lands might be selected by said North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Am I not entitled to the 
| floor for one hour, as the organ of the com- 
mittee reporting this bill, for the purpose of 
closing the debate ? 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman is enti- 
tleđ to an hour to close the debate, if he 
claims it. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Then I propose to oc- 


cupy it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thope the gen- 
tleman will not allow this debate to run on 
longer, but let the vote be now taken. 

Mr. KETCHAM. In the discussion of thig 
measure I intended to be perfectly fair, so far 
as the division of time was concerned. I sup- 
posed the understanding yesterday was that 
the time was to be divided. equally between 
the friends and tho opponents of this bill, 
The first two hours were so divided. But the 
last hour was occupied almost entirely by the 
friends of the bill, to the exclusion of those on 
the other side who desired to be heard, Now, 
for the purpose of accommodating those gen- 
tlemen, I propose to yield the most if not all 
of my time. Iwill first yield to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Srrone] for ten 
minutes, « 

Mr. STRONG. It was not my intention to 
make any remarks upon the bill now before 
the House, nor should I say anything now, 
except for the unwarrantable assault by the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Concer, |. in 
his remarks of yesterday, upon the State which 
T have thé hoor in part to represent. T'he 
gentleman made use of this language : 

“ And yet welearn that the peopte of Connecticut 
have instructed their Representatives in this Louse 
to.come here and vote against the appropriation of 
an acre of land in the new Territories or tho new 
States to. build our roads, 

” Shanie to Connecticut, thatreserved its hundreds 
of thousands and millions of acres of the very best 
lands-of Ohio, bordering for a hundred miles upon 
Lake Uris. She reserved to herself that land and 
sold it to the settlers of Ohio, compelling the settlers 
of northern Ohio to build roads through it at their 
own expense, tuus increasing the value of the Con- 
necticut lands there by the energy and labor of the 
early immigrants to that region, in order that Con- 
necticut might be able to put more money into her 


treasury from the sale of the lands she had reserved 
to- herself in the State of Ohio.” 


Mr. Speaker, a gentleman hailing from a 
State born more than half a century after the 
closing agonies of the revolutionary war could 
not be expected to be very familiar with the 
early aunals of the Republic; and I am happy 
to believe that if the honorable member from | 
Michigan had been thoroughly acquainted with 
the history of good old Connecticut he would 
never, even in the heat of debate upon a favor- 
ite bill, have indulged in the contemptuous 
sneer just quoted. He certainly is incapable 
of willfully falsifying history, and I make no 
question that'his gross libel upon the people 
of my State sprang from erronecus impres- 
sions received by him from some unfriendly 
source. 

Sir, can Connecticut be justly reproached | 


f 


for having saved from her cession of 1786 the 
territory. commonly. called the Western Re- 
serve? Let us recur for a moment to the reyv- 
olutionary period. What part did Connecticut 
play in that long and bloody war for the 
rights of man, and how did she conduct after 
the war was over and peace proclaimed? Did 
she then act selfishly and unpatriotically to- 
ward her sister States ?. I point to the record 
with pride. Connecticut, smallas she was in 
population, furnished more soldiers for the 
revolutionaty war than any other State save 
one, and that was the State of Massachusetts, 
then comprising the territory now covered by 
the States of Massachusetts and Maine. Con- 
necticut was then the eighth State in popula- 
tion, and yet she kept more troops in the field 
than any other but Massachusetts. She had 
less than one third of the population of sev- 
eral other. States, and yet her soldiers went 
forth in much larger numbers for the common 
defense. 

The following table, derived from the report 
of General Knox to ‘Congress, in 1790, in 
obedience to a call on the War Department 
by the House of Representatives, shows the 
number of regular soldiers furnished by each 
State to the war of the Revolution, (see 
National Intelligencer, October 7, 1850:) 


ome Copulation 
Soldiers, in 1790. 


New Hampshire... 141,891 
fassachusetts, ing 475,257 - 
Rhode Island 69,110 
Connecticut 238,141 
ew York... 340,120 
New Jersey.. 181,189 
Pennsylvania, 434.373 
Delaware..... 59,098 
Maryland. 319,728 
sete 748, 

393,751 

249,073 

82,548 

Total cess snopes sorena sinin eos nin oes asoan ses 281,971 2,820,959 


that she entered 
great struggle after having been ex- 


Let it also be borne in mind 
upon that 
hausted by protracted Indian and French wars, 
not carried on alone within her own borders, 
but upon the territory of adjacent States, and 


that in her exhausted condition she cheerfully 
assumed the burden of the Revolution and did 
her full part in men, in money, and in supplies. 
Strange as it may seem at this day, she was 
then called ‘ the provision State.” Often, very 
often, sir, did Washington appeal to Brother 
Jonathan to furnish food and clothing for his 
suffering army, and never did he appeal in 
vain, Thus much only have I time to utter 
in relation to the part played by my State in 
the drama of independence. 

The war being ended, the rights and claims 
of the several States then properly came up 
for settlement. 

Connecticut’, was entitled by the Warwick 
patent, bearing date March 19, 1681, to the 
mainlands ‘‘from the Western ocean to the 
South sea,’’ and by the charter of Charles II, 
to territory ‘running from east to west; that 
is to say, from the said Narragansett bay 
in the east to the South sea on the west 
part.” This broad extent of territory was 
given to her long before any part of it wag 
granted to any other colony. Nevertheless, 
as soon as the war was.over, she was shorn 
of possessions which honestly and properly 
belonged to her. The rich and beautiful Wyom- 
ing valley was claimed by the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and after a bitter and protracted 
contest it was held by her by virtue of an 
award of arbitration which was agreed upon 
and sanctioned by act of Congress. We owned 
the Wyoming valley by grant from the king ; 


| we owned.jt by purchase from the Indians; and 


we were entitled to it by actual occupancy ; 
nevertheless, it was taken from us and given 
to Pennsylvania. . In the selection of arbitra- 
tors, this time at least, the Yankee was over- 
reached by the Pennsylvanians. I do not 
allude to this matter for the purpose of fault- 
finding, but simply to vindicate the truth of 


history. Pennsylvania has taken good care 
of Wyoming, and we do not complain. 

Again, sir, although entitled to a broad belt 
of territory reaching through to the Pacific, we 
gave up all to the Federal Government except 
the tract known as the Connecticut Reserve, 
which comprised three million five hundred 
thousand acres. Millions of acres, which have 
since been appropriated to the building ‘of 
railroads in the western country, belonged to 
our State and were ceded by her to the 
United States. We reserved a tract in Ohio; 
that is all.. The State of Virginia, although 
she had furnished less men and fewer supplies 
than we during the revolutionary war, saved 
in the States of Kentucky and Ohio more 
than three times the land contained in the West- 
ern Reserve. Has anybody ever charged Vir- 
ginia with selfishness or want of patriotism in 
this matter? I think not; neither can that 
charge be justly brought against Connecticut. 

Sir, this complaint against old Connecticut 
comes with an ill grace from a gentleman 
hailing from a State so young as not to have 
had born upon its soil a single one of its dis- 
tinguished members on this floor; a State 
which has never received anything but kind- 
ness from the ‘land of steady habits ;’’ and 
may I not truthfully add, with more New Eng- 
land blood in the veins of its citizens than any 
other State possesses west of Ohio? I say it 
comes with an ill grace from him to complain 
of the conduct of Connecticut because she did 
not go out into the Western Reserve aud con- 
struct railroads and make other internal im- 
provements for the enterprising people there. 
No, that country was able to take care of 
itself, and it is to-day one of the richest, best- 
educated, and most prosperous sections in our 
broad land. Sir, if the people of new Con- 
necticut have any cause of complaint against 
the parent State, they .will make it known 
through their able Representatives here. They 
will not trouble the gentleman from Michigan 
with their grievances. But, sir, what did Con- 
necticut do with her reserved lands? She gave 
five hundred thousand acres in 1792 to the citi- 
zens of the towns of Norwalk, Danbury, Fair- 
field, New London, and Groton, to compensate 
them in part for the destruction of their prop- 
erty by the British troops when they invaded 
our territory. Many of them moved thither 
and settled, 

Nor did Connecticut hold on to the rest of 
that territory, wait for improvements, and then 
sell it out. I have here the history of my 
State; and it shows that in 1795 Connecticut 
sold her three million acres in the Western 
Reserve for the sum of $1,200,000, and conse- 
crated the whole of the proceeds to the edu- 
cation of her children. She appropriated 
every dollar to the upbuilding of her com- 
mon-school system, whose beneficent influ- 
ences have been witnessed and admired by 
succeeding generations, Let the census tell 
the.story of its success. Sir, we did not sell 
our land piecemeal to replenish. our depleted 
treasury. We made a single sale and conse- 
crated the proceeds to the purposes of educa- 
tion for all time. f 

But, sir, I cannot longer dwell upon the 
early history of my State. I come down toa 
recent period, and inquire, what has so moved 
the ire of the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan? He says, ‘Shame upon Connecti- 
cut, because her people in convention declare 
that no more land grants shall be made to 
railroad and other corporations!’’ Sir, I take 
issue with him. Is it right that this vast do- 
main of ours, already so far depleted by these 
grants, shall all be given up to these corpora- 
tion cormorants who are haunting these Halls? 
This biil does not stand alone. This grant is 
not asked for by the State of Wisconsin on 
the ground of necessity. That State does not 
come here and say that she cannot build this 
road, that she cannot develop her resources 
without this grant. No, no; that is not the 
ground, Here is a rich corporation, a cor- 
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poration which can build the road without 
any assistance from the Government, asking 
for millions of acres of the public domain; 
and this request is backed up by otherschemes, 
having behind them two hundred million acres 
in the aggregate. 

Not only that, but Goat Island and all 
the subsidies for steamship lines combine to 
push this bill through. Yet the gentleman 
from Michigan gets up here and bitterly com- 
plains of Connecticut because her political 
conventions of both the great parties say that 
these lands belong to the people; that they 
are the common inheritance of the people of 
the whole country, and that they shall not be 
given away to enrich corporations; that they 
shall be preserved for settlers under the home- 
stead act, for soldiers, and for educational pur- 
poses. Connecticut has always been liberal 
in giving these Jands to the actual settler, and 
in donating them to the purpose of education. 
It has in years gone by been quite too liberal 
in giving them to corporations. We do not 
expect to benefit our Treasury by the sale of 
the lands. We say, let actual settlers have 
them; let the brave soldier have them; let the 
poor people of the country have them for an 
educational fund, but do not fritter them away 
for the benefit of corporation monopolists. 
By passing this bill we shall help to build up 
a landed aristocracy, the curse of every coun- 
try and every age. 

Mr. Speaker, the land-grant policy cannot 
be defended; and, sir, if there be anything 
which can bring the dead Democracy to life 
again, if there be anything that can restore to 
power the party represented on the other side 
of the House, it is the supposed opposition of 
the Democratic party to land grants, and the 
support which such grants receive on this side 
of the Chamber. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

r. KETCHAM. I now yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.. I have 
not intended, Mr. Speaker, to. take any part 
in this debate, and I only rise now in order to 
correet what seems to me to be an erroneous 
impression left by the very eloquent and able 
speech of the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. 
Coxncer.] He says the provision of the Con- 
stitution and the action of the Government 
under it in admitting new States into the 
Union, by which all of the lands of the Union 
are held for the benefit of all, is a fraud; and 
the new States have a right to complain of the 
old States, and do complain, that the public 
lands have not been given them for their sep- 
arate and individual use, all that lie within 
their borders, for the purpose of building rail- 
roads and other internal improvements. | 

He says the first generation of settlers in the 
new States were engaged in the hard struggle of 
redeeming from the wilderness the soil which 
composes their States, in making roads and 
bridges and other improvements necessary to 
civilization. Well, sir, does not the gentleman 
forget that the first generation of settlers of the 
old States came here and redeemed from the 
wilderness, holding theax and the shovel in one 
hand and the rifle in the other for their defense, 
the land they wrested from the savage and from 
the barbarous state in which it was? Who 
aided Massachusetts in building its roads? 
Who aided Connecticut in building its roads? 
Who aided New York in building its roads? 
More than that, who aided Massachusetts in 
building a gridiron of roads over her own soil, 
for the common convenience and necessity of 
every citizen of the United States, by any grant 
of publie lands? 

Let me say the new States, and all the set- 
tlers of the new States, most of them going out 
from the old States, have had a very different 
lot from what our fathers in New England 
and the Atlantic States met and overcome. 
The settlers of the new States have a great 


and strong Government to protect them ; they | 
have the protection of the Army of the United | 


States to take care of them while they are 
pursuing their industries. In almost every 
instance they have received grants of lands 
from the United States for the purpose of 
establishing and supporting their. school sys- 
tems and their colleges. They have in almost 
every instance grants of lands toward build- 
ing their railroads. 
might get to their new homes, many years ago 
the national Government built national roads 
by which their homes might be accessible. 
Therefore, if there is any inequality between 
the condition of the old States and the condi- 
tion of the new States in this Union, under 
the Constitution, it is in favor of the new 
States. We in the old States do not complain 
of this; for the men who have settled the new 
States are our children, they are of us, and 
we, as every protecting father does, have made 
their condition as pleasant and profitable as 
possible to them, with justice to ourselves. 
What the gentleman from Michigan com- 
plains of is that we will not give them for 
their use and their convenience the whole of 
our patrimony which we redeemed from the 
savage and the wilderness. They might, per- 
haps, have some reason to complain did we 
hold it with a niggardly hand for our own ben- 


efit; but we simply hold it under the Consti- | 


tution for the benefit of all. I call the atten- 
tion of my friend from Michigan [Mr. Concer] 
to that point; we simply hold these lands under 
the Constitution for the benefit of all, for the 
benefit of Wiscousin and Michigan, as well as 
every State inthe Union. If we hold them 
for the benefit of any particular State in the 
Union, and if we give to this, that, or the 
other State rights over the public land not 
enjoyed by all the other States, then the pro- 
-vision of the Constitution, that all States shall 
be admiited on an equal footing, would no 
doubt be a fraud and a wrong. I ask my 
friend, carried away undonbtedly as he was in 
the heat of debate, I ask him to review his 
words, and if he finds he has brought an un- 
just charge against the old States, and a still 
more unjust charge against the Constitution 
of the United States, which we all love and 
reverence, to withdraw those charges. ‘There 
is no provision in that instrument which. in- 
volves or permits a fraud or wrong. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Donyew.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I had not expected to 
occupy the time of the House any further 
in the discussion of this question. 1 did not 
desire todo so. But the friends of the bill have 
assigned to mea few minutes to refer to cer- 
taip positions which have been assumed here 
in this debate by the enemies of the bill. 

Some things have been gaid here, Mr. 
Speaker, to which I ask the attention of the 
House. One gentleman upon the other side 
said that the settlers, in whose behalf an argu- 
ment has been made here, ‘took their risk’? 
when they went into this then new and unset- 
tled portion of Wisconsin, and upon the faith 
of the Government paid out their $2 50 per 
acre for every acre of land they acquired, some 
two hundred thousand acres in all. The gen- 
tleman said these settlers took their risk. The 
moral is, Mr. Speaker, that those men, going 
out as settlers upon the public domain, and 
paying $2 50 per acre for every acre of 
land they took up, were dealing with a Gov- 
ernment who might have replied to them, 
Gentlemen, you are taking a risk’? It is 
surely a low idea of the Government to sup- 
pose that when settlers went upon the pub- 
lie domain in good faith and paid for their 
lands, they could turn round and say to these 
settlers, ‘‘ You are indeed American citizens, 
but you took your risks in dealing with the 
Government.” Has a citizen who accepts the 
plighted and pledged faith of the nation no bet- 
ter answer to receive in the House of Repre- 
sentatives than that these men took their risks ? 


Is it right that such an answer should be given 


And in order that. they | 


to any settler who has gone upon the publie 
domain, whether he has paid for his land $2.50 
or $1 25 an acre? An American citizen ought 
not to be thus dealt with.. He ought. to have 
the confidence that he is dealing witha Gov- 
ernment: that is honorable, that loves equity, 
and that will.act equitably in its: transactions. 

Now, Mr.: Speaker, there has heen-no reply 
to the position we have taken upon this floor, 
that the Governmenit is under an obligation to 
make good its pledged faith. These men went 
out there, as was said by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] yesterday, and they 
paid into the Treasury more than half a million 
dollars. They, as was said by the géntleman 
from Illinois when this matter was under dis- 
cussion some weeks ago, have some claim’ on 
this Government because of this pledge that 
was made to them. ii 

In the discussion which we had here yester- 
day and in the remarks of the gentieman from 
New York, [Mr. Kercnam, ] the chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands, I regret- 
ted profoundly that he should make charges, 
not indirectly but directly, against the officers 
of this Government. He told the House of 
Representatives and the country that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior had been cheek by jowl 
with the men that are seeking to get this land 
grant at the present time. e told the House 
and the country that the Secretary of the In- 
terior had failed to do his duty, and’ that ‘he 
had gone back upon the settlers who have 
gone to that country. Mr. Speaker, the Sec- 
retary of the Intertor needs no word of mine 
to uphold him before this House or the coun- 
try, and no word that the gentleman can utter 
can detract one iota from the high rank he 
holds here and throughout the Union. ` 

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman will allow 
me one word of explanation. I said not one 
word about the present Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. I had the contract read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Gentlemen of the House 
know very well what words were said. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concur] made 
a better answer than I can make to the remarks 
which have beeu made here during this dis- 
cussion, that the country through which this 
road is to bë built is a well-settled one: He 
showed that this country comprises one hün“. 
dred and ninety-two townships, and yet -has’a 
population of but three ‘thousand and thirty- 
one. The very figures which he gives form a 
complete answer to that position which was 
assumed by one of the enemies of this bill. 

But I am assigned but afew minutes and must 
pass on. This bill, strangely as it may seem, 
is in the hands of an enemy of the measure, 
although a majority of the Committee on the 
Public Lands was in favor of this measure, 
and voted a bill through the commiitee pre- 
cisely in the form in which the bill came before 
the House from the Senate. Yet, strange as 
it must seem, an enemy of the bill has charge 
of it here on the floor of the House, and [and 
other friends of the bill are cat down to a few 
minutes during the closing debate on the bill, 
and the closing minutes of the hour are as- 
signed, as I understand it, to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Scevenson,] who will ful- 
minate against it, and there can be no reply to 
the figures which he may make use of, or the 
arguments he may adduce in his strange hos- 
tility to anything that looks like permanent 
and progressive development in the country. 

Mr. Speaker, there was made during the 
early part of this session a speech by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon, { Mr. Suavet,] a member 
ofthe Committee on the Public Lands, aud facts 
were stated in that speech that have not-been 
answered. We add tothe public wealth five 
times the cost of every road: that has been 
built. Let us build two hundred miles of road 
through northern Wisconsin, and we add to the 
wealth of the nation more than all these lands 
would be worth at five dollars an acre. Jam 
surprised that sensible men, sagacious mien, 
good statesmen, should have caught hold of 
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the ‘theory that. our public lands are all to be 
forever locked up, and. notione acre shall be 
devoted for public. improvement. Here isa 
great country asking for development.: Here 
18 wealth that is begging.to be brought to the 
light, and to'be poured into. the Treasury of the 
United States, yet men are talking here, as the 
gentleman from Michigan eloquently said, 
about ‘‘myths,”’ about ‘ actual settlers,’’ no- 
where liying:.on God’s footstool. These men 
are talking about actual settlers, and the gen- 
tleman. from Ohio will talk about them when 
he never saw them. They have no pee 
except in disordered imaginations. here 
are those who seem to think that every acre 
of the public lands that has been donated has 
been squandered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make this challenge: 
there is nota man upon this floor that can ad- 
duce one single instance wherein the appro- 
priation of public lands in this country has 
not paid back tenfold, not one instance. Take 
Ilinois, take any of the western States; take 
any State ia this Union where there have been 
donations of public lands, and what has been 
the result? An‘ increase of population, an 
increase of wealth, an increase of men—of 
strong stalwart men developing the resources 
of the country, fighting its battles and doing 
honor to the country. There is not one square 
acre of this country that doés not respond to 
the policy we have inaugurated. And yet 
there are men who are mad, who are crazy 
over this question of the public lands, as though 
they had all been given away, when we have 
not given away one acre out of ten. We have 
a domain big enough for all creation, I was 
about to say, and yet men are frightened as 
though they were to be robbed. 

The gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Tyxur] 
made a singular argument against this bill. 
Now, Indiana has received twelve hundred 
thousand acres of swamp lands, and yet 
she is here this winter asking us to give 
her the bed ofa certain lake that has dried up 
within the last ten years. Not satisfied with 
all that has been given her above water, she 
now wants even the dried beds of lakes, one 
of which is worth $180,000; she wants us to 
give that to her. And her delegation are all 
opposed to anything like a donation of public 
lands, so they say to us. 

Mr. KERR. Indiana drained that lake at 

. her own expense. 

Mr. DUNNELL. With lands that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States gave her, and 
not a dollar out of her own treasury. 

Mr, KERR. Not so; only at the expense 
of the State and of her own people. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hay] fortwo min- 
utes. k 

Mr.. HAY. Iwish to say right now that I 
want the constituency I represent on this floor 
to know that under the rules. of this. House 
but'two minutes are granted to me to reply to 
the many arguments that haye been made in 
favor of this grant. Now, in this short period 
of time, what I wish to reaffirm as true is what 
has. been repeatedly denied in this discussion ; 
that is, that the single State of Wisconsin has 
received more acres of land in grants for the 
construction of railroads than her three sisters 
of the Northwest Territory, Ohio, Indiana, and 
Ilinois. I say that the figures of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office show 
that to be so. The fact that the company hay- 
ing those grants have not taken out patents 
for the land is because the owners of those 
land grants are seeking to shirk their duty 
and responsibility in paying the just taxes 
which they ought to pay, if they were act- 
ing in good faith toward the Government in 
accepting these grants of land. 

There is not a portion of the United States 
where there is less‘eause. for a grant of land. 
to build'a railroad than the region embracing 
this proposed grant. A. parallel case to this, 


to show how little reason and justice there is 
in this claim for a grant to build this road, 
would be to suppose there was a body of pub- 
lic land in the State of Illinois, from Chicago 
to Cairo, within fifteen or twenty miles. from 
the line of the Ilinois Central railroad, and a 
company of capitalists proposing to build a 
railroad came: here and asked for a grant of 
such lands. The foundation upon which that 
request would rest would be as reasonable as 
this. Here, within a range of fifteen or twenty 
miles, a range within which political econo- 
mists say a railroad benefits settlements. and 
gives them the benefit of a market; here, within 
a range of fifteen or twenty miles, is a railroad 
commencing and terminating parallel with this, 
dotted all along with towns and settlements, 
as the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands [Mr. Kercram] has said—a 
region that is sure to remunerate largely the 
investment of private capital in constructing 
a railroad. 

Now, the truth about this matter is this : that 
a few rich men in the city of St. Paul, and a 
few owners in Wisconsin of pine forests, are 
all the people in the whole of this broad con- 
federacy that have a particle of interest in this 
grant of public land for this purpose; and 
while I have time I wish to say this onething, 
that nothing has delighted me more than the 
fact that one of the purest and ablest Senators 
from New England, who represents the State 
which you, sir, in part have the honor to rep- 
resent, has told the American Senate, in the 
most solemn language that he could command, 
that this policy of granting away the public 
land must cease; that one of the most extraor- 
dinary and startling chapters in American 
legislation is that chapter which records the 
legislation of the Congress of the United States 
on that subject since 1866. ‘This Senator also 
made the announcement that gentlemen would 
do well to heed that there have been granted 
away of the national domain the enormous 
amount of two hundred and cighty-six million 
acres, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I now yield eight min- 
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. RANDALL. J 

Mr. RANDALL, I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr, Hotmay, ] 
that he may have a petition read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have just 
received a petition from numerous citizens of 
this country, laboring men, protesting against 
the policy of which this bill is an exempli- 
fication. 


Mr. RUSK. T havea petition here, as long 


as that of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


Hormax, ] in favor of this measure. 

The SPEAKER, The petition sent to the 
desk by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Homan] will be read, i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States: 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States, 
fecling the urgent necessity for the enactment of a 
law to prevent the further absorption of the public 
lands of the United States by railroads or other cor- 
porations, and to have the residue of said public 
domain forever set apart. for the exclusive use of 
actual settlers, in limited quantities, do respectfully 
petition your honorable body to take prompt action 
in_the passage of such a law. 

We urge our appeal on the grounds that tens of 
thousands of the industrial classes of large cities 
and towns now unemployed must seek an outlet and 
escape from the poverty and distress which sur- 
round them, or be rapidly driven to pauperism and 
crime, 

, We urge our appeal on the ground of simple jus- 
tice to our children, and to the emigrants now seek- 
ing our shores, fleeing from the very monopoly of 
lands so alarmingly threatening our Republic by 
the enormous absorption of the public domain by 
giant corporations and private monopolists. 

We urge our appeal as a measure of justice to the 
whole American péople, as a rich legacy in trust by 
our generation for those to come after us, never to 
be alienated. 

We urge our appeal finally, as one deeply affecting 
the morals and well-being of our people, in that 
these giant corporations have become the allies.of 
stock gamblers in turning our public domain (the 


heritage of all) into one vast national gambling 
“Po put a speedy termination to theso threatened 
evils, and to confer a measure of eguity and justice 
on the American people, we urgently pray the adop- 
tion of a law embodying the features -herein sot 
forth. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the attempt 
has been made here to show that this is not a 
new grant; and I fear that not a few on both 
sides of this House will attempt to justify their 
votes in favor of this bill upon the pretense 
that it is nota new grant. But when the facts 
of the case are properly presented, it is as 
clear as the noon-day sun that this land is 
now owned by the United States, and should 
be in the market for homesteads. 

In 1869 this grant lapsed for the second 
time. Governor Fairchild, recognizing the 
fact that this land had reverted to the Govern- 
ment, came to Washington and entered into 
an illegal and unjustifiable contract with Mr. 
Joseph Wilson, the then Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, (the contract was sub- 
sequently approved by the then Secretary of 
the Interior, Mr. Cox,) whereby it was agreed 
that these lands should be held: in reserve 
until further legislation by Congress, Imain- 
tain, sir, that no action of this character would 
have been necessary if these lands had not re- 
verted. The Governor of that State acted, 
no doubt, under the advice of able counsel in 
coming here for the purpose of consummating 
that contract. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman 
yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Thereis no such agree- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The next point to which 
I wish to call the attention of the House is that 
this bill is not only a land grant, but that it 
provides for a subsidy in money. `The State 
of Wisconsin, by reason of this contract, and 
by reason of the fact that the lands were 
reserved under it, has retained $135,000, as I 
am informed, which belongs this very day to 
the Government of the United States. There 
has been realized, and is now held by the State 
of Wisconsin, (and under the operation of this 
bill it will go into the hands of this corpora- 
tion,) the entire money received from timber 
cut and sold, from stumpage, and from pen- 
alties from trespassers. At the proper time, 
if I shall havé an opportunity, I shall offer an 
amendment with the view of securing the re- 
turn of this $135,000 to its lawful owner, the 
Government of the United States. I ask the 
Clerk: to read as a part of my remarks the 
amendment which I propose to. offer, and 
which I hope will be accepted. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Add at the end of section two the following: 

‘That before the provisions of this aot shall have 
the effect of law there shall be paid -by the authori- 
ties of the State of Wisconsin all moneys received 
and held by said State, coming from the lands here 
tofore granted for timber cut and sold, or from 
stumpage, or from penalties from trespassers. 

Mr. RANDALL. . Mr. Speaker, it will not 
do for any gentleman. here who may be dis- 
posed to vote for this bill. to shield himself 
behind such a pretense as that this is not a 
new grant. Sir, itis confessedly a new grant ; 
and Í am able to state that it isthe opinion of 
Mr. Drummond, the present Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, that tbis land has 
absolutely reverted to the Government, and is 
to-day owned by the Government of the. Uni- 
ted States. Therefore, the gentlemen who vote. 
for this bill, vote actually for a new grant of 
these lands; and it would be vastly more 
manly for them, I think, to say so here when 
they say they are going to vote for this bill. 

Mr, Speaker, allusion has been made this 
morning, by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Srrona,] to the policy of the Demo-' 
cratic party. I defy the production of any 
expression on this. subject of any number of 
Democrats, however small, in any county, 
city, or State convention, who haveever uttered 
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any other sentiment than that of strong oppo- 
sition to these land grants, of condemnation 
against these enormous land subsidies,- and 
of bitter denunciation against these land rob- 
beries in behalf of corporations and against the 
interests of the masses of the people. 

Mr. STRONG. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will permit me to ask bhim aques- 
tion, 


Mr. RANDALL. What is it? i 


Mr. STRONG. Task the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania whether there are not twenty men 
on his side of the House who will vote for this | 
bill, and whether there are not twenty others 
who will dodge the vote by taking refuge in 
the cloak-room? 

Mr. RANDALL, I only know in regard to 
my own vote; butif they vote for it, they will 
do so with their eyes open. Not only has the 
record of the Democratic party been intact in 
reference to these land grants, but I maintain 
that almost the entire body of the people, 
without respect to party, join in this Demo- 
cratic. judgment in reference to these land 
grants.. I can cite the gentleman’s own State 
of Connecticut, where both parties have de- 
clared in their conventions against these land 
grants. But the most striking instance of all 
is that of the State of California. During the 
last Congress there were three members from 
California who steadily voted for. all these 
land grants. What did we witness, in the last 
canvass in that State? Both parties passed 
resolutions adverse to and condemnatory of 
land grants, and in denunciation of Congress 
for its profligacy in this respect. But let us 
come down to instances of a more recent date. 
While the Labor Reformers may have no direct 
representative on this floor, nevertheless we 
have a great number here who profess to be 
in full sympathy with their convention and 

- their platform of principles. What did they 
enunciate at their convention as the principles 
upon which they placed their candidates for 
the Presidency and Vice Presidency? I ask 
the Clerk to read a resolution taken from the 
platform adopted by the Labor Reform con- 
vention held recently at Columbus, Ohio, bear- 
jing on this particular point. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ That the public lands of the United States belong 
to the people, and should not be sold to individuals 
nor granted to corporations, but should be held as a 
sacred trust for the benefit of the people, and should 
be granted free of cost to landless settlers only, in 
amounts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres 
of land.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, sir, I say there is 
not a man on this floor who, when a candidate, 
had the boldness to go before the people and 
say he was in favor of any more land grants 
to these immense corporations and landed 
monopolies. Iregretthe time allowed me stops 
me at this point, but before closing I desire to 
insert the contract to which I have alluded. 
It sustains fully the construction I have given 
it, notwithstanding the denial of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. ELDREDGE :] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAD LAND OFFICE, July 3, 1869. 

Whereas it has been represented by Governor 
Lucius Fairchild, the Governor of Wisconsin, that 
there are extensive spoliations on the public lands 
in Wisconsin, both on the even and odd. numbered 
sections, “in, place,” and “indemnity,” within 
twenty mile limits, along tho line of certain rail- 
roads in that State, in which the grant has failed 
by reason of the roads not having been completed 
within the period stipulated in the grant; and 
whereas it ig represented by the said Governor that 
the authorities of the State will undertake the pro- 
tection of the timber on the said odd sections, and 
the amount of stumpage, or the amount of sale, 
where compromise is inexpedient, shall be paid into 
the treasury of the State, according to the act of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin approved March 3, 1869, 

entitled “An act to protect the lands and timber 


thereon granted to the St. Croix and Lake Superior 
Railroad Company,” with this distinct understand- 


ing: 

First, that there shall bea prompt return at least 
monthly made by the said Governor to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior of the amount of the receipts 
from stumpage in cage of compromise or sale by the 
State authorities of the timber in said odd sections, 


H 


for which amount. the State shall be liable to the 
United States Government in the event that said 


railroad grants. are nob renewed and extended. by. 
act of Congress; and second, the said Governor, ag 
the chief Executive of the State, hereby agrees that 
in regard to any claim, either for the five per cent, 
fund or for swamp. indemnity, the said State shall 
be charged with the amount received by the State 
from stumpage or sale as aforesaid, unless hereafter 
relieved from such liability by express act of Con- 
gress extending the said railroad grants, or by other 
remedial legislation. 
JOS. S. WILSON, 


Commissioner, 


LUCIUS FAIRCHILD, 


Governor of Wisconsin. 


J. D. COX 


Approved: ` 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I yield for one minute 
to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Tyner. ] 

Mr. TYNER. I desire only to reply for 
that length of time to a suggestion thrown out 
by the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Dux- 
NELL.] He was pleased in the progress of his 
remarks. to state, what he claims to be the 
fact, that the State of Indiana was here by 
her delegation asking a grant of the lands 
reclaimed by the drainage of Beaver lake, in 
that State. I see that he is a member of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and if he 
had paid proper attention to the business be- 
fore that committee he would have known that 
I myself introduced a bill, and. referred it to 
that committee, providing for thesale of those 
lands to the highest bidder. I ask that gen- 
tleman, as a member of the committee, toaid 
me in the passage of that bill. | I say, further, 
that. there isno member from the State of 
Indiana, now holding a seat in this House, 
who has been before that committee urging the 
passage of any other bill than the one which 
J had the honor to introduce. When the 
time shall come, I think I shall be able to show 
that the State of Indiana has no interest in that 
grant of lands, and that the bill which came 
from the Senate a few days'ago on this subject, 
and which may havo already been referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, will, if it 
becomes a law, inure more especially to the 
benefft of persons who claim these lands under 
color of title derived from others, who at- 
tempted to swindle the United States out of 
them, than to the benefit of the State. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Hazen 
TON. 

Ne DUNNELL., Iask the gentleman to 
yield to me a single minute to make a remark 
in answer to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
TYNER. ] 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I yield 
to the gentleman for a minute. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Thegentleman from Indi- 
ana, I know, will pardon me. I think he will 
admit that I did not intend to make a mis- 
statement. If gentlemen will look over the 
proceedings of Congress, as published in the 
Globe during the last fortnight, they will sce 
that Senator Pratr made an argument in favor 
of the Government relinquishing the title to 
eighteen thousand acres of land in the State 
of Indiana, a title to one half of which is 
now in the State of Indiana, The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Tyner] has done well in 


introducing the billhe referred to. But all that. 


has been argued and said before the Committee 
on Public Lands has been in favor of another 
bill, which asks that the Government shall 
relinquish the title to that land. 

Mr. TYNER. The other side of the ques- 
tion will be presented when my bill comes 
before the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I do not 
expect, Mr. Speaker, in the brief moments 
allotted to me to be able to do more than touch 
very bricfly and cursorily the facts involved in 
this question. Iam aware that the patience 
of the House is already exhausted by this de- 
bate, andI simply appeal to members to listen 
to me for a few minutes, while I state as perti- 
nently as I am able some of the facts which I 
think have a bearing upon this question and 
ought to be considered; and it will be ro- 


membered that Wisconsin has occupied: but a: 
very small part of the time in this: discussion, 
although deeply and vitally interested in the 
questions here involved. ` ; n 

The gentleman at my right, from Hlinois, 
[Mr. Hax, ] said that nobody was asking for. 
this measure. except a few interested specula- 
tors—a few railroad: men inthe ‘city of St: 
Paul.. Why is it necessary to ignore facts and’ 
to trample on obvious truths in the discussion 
of sucha question as this? Is it not true and 
within the knowledge of. the House that: the 
State of Wisconsin has. memorialized Congress 
almost unanimously for this: measure? Is it 
not true that the State of Minnesota. stands 
here ås a unit in favor of it? Is it not-true 
that. the great body of the people of the State. 
of Iowa are in favor of this measure? And 
yet we are told that nobody is interested in it 
save a handful of speculators. This, I beg to. 
say, is not the truth in regard to this. mat- 
ter. The people of those States, two million 
people, are here as one man asking for this 
bill. They are here as one man memorializing 
Congress for this act of justice. And those 
who stand up in array against the request of 
this great. body of people, claiming that they 
are in the interest of the people and not in the 
interest of monopolies, pervert the truths that 
underlie this whole controversy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let. me just allude. in, 
passing to the interest which naturally gathers 
around this bill, in view of the position of: the. 
people to whom I have just alluded. Here 


‘stands this local corporation asking that this 


grant may be extended for the purpose of 
securing a railroad in which our people are all 
interested. Standing on the other side is a 
great overshadowing corporation, saying that 
this act shall not pass, that this bill shall not 
become a law. And why? Because that ad- 
verse interest controls the only outlet from 
St. Paul to Lake Superior; because it pro- 
poses to monopolize the whole carrying trade . 
of that region; because it proposes to hold 
its hand violently and forcibly, by the exercise 
of its authority and its influence here, over the 
whole carrying trade in which this great body 
of people are interested. ‘That is the reason 
why this. interests. stands arrayed against the 
friends of this bill. N 2 

Let me call the attention of the House for a. 
moment to what transpired when this subject... 
was last under consideration a few weeks ago. 
I stated then to the House that this bill only 
gives this local company what would other- 
wise go to the Northern Pacific railroad. 

The sentiment came up here from every- 
body, when I made that statement, ‘‘ Amend 
your bill so as to limit the grant to that 
amount of lands, and we will stand by you.’’ 
That was the sentiment of three fourths of this 
House when that statement was made, and 
amendments were sent up to the Chair involv- 
ing this principle. And yet, after a few weeks. 
have elapsed, and this question comes up again 
for consideration, we find arrayed against us. . 
the same sentiment which proposed these 
amendments to the bill, which claimed to be 
representing the people, which asked to guard 
this bill by these amendments. After the 
amendments had been accepted by the friends 
of the bill, we yet find these same parties fol- 
lowing us, and insisting that the bill shall not 
become a law, and all this in the interest. of 
the people and against monopolies! Can it 
be that it is expected that the eye of this 


i House and the country will be closed to the 


fact that this is not a contest between this rail- 
road company, which proposes to build this 
road, and the people, but a contest between 
this company and another and adverse inter- 
est, which is proposing to control and monop- 
olize the only outlet from St. Paul to the Lake 
Superior country? , , 
Yow, Mr. Speaker, I cannot in the time 
allotted me go over the whole ground. But 
a moment's time is left me.. Misstatements 
have been made here—they have been multi- 


1718 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 15, 


plied on.us.in the course of this discussion— 
which we have no time to answer. I ought, 
perhaps, to sayin reply to misrepresentations 
just made, that I have a letter within reach 
from the late Governor of Wisconsin, show- 
ing that the total amount of money in the treas- 
ury:of: that State received by reason of. settle- 
ments with trespassers on these landsis less than 
forty thousand dollars, instead. of $140,000. 
Whatever it ‘may be, it is subject ‘to be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States when 
‘the. proper time shall come. Nor should we 
be diverted from this issue here by an attempt 
that. has been made to talk about the interests 
of other. States, about pig iron, about this 
thing and that thing. It is simply a question 
whether this company shall have this land to 
build this road—a:road which the people want 
built-——whether these two million people shall 
have what they have memorialized us for, 
what they are vitally concerned in, or whether 
these lands shall go to that other and adverse 
interest which stands here telling us that this 
bill shall not-become a law, because, forsooth, 
it-is in the way of that monopoly. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. KETCHAM. I yield the remainder of 
my: timeto: the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
STEVENSON., | 
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
regret that I prolong this debate, but there has 
been so much scattering that it seems the duty 
of some one to bring us back to the questions 
at issue; and first, what is the line of road to 
be subsidized? The original grant to the State 
of Wisconsin in 1856 provided for the con- 
struction of several roads, among which was 
oue from Madison westerly to a point near the 
Minnesota line, and another from that road at 
the St. Croix lake or river north to Superior 
City, with a branch northwest to Bayfield. 
This is the line now in controversy, extending 
from St. Croix to Superior City and Bayfield. 
Is it necessary? 
The chairman of the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands has well said that there is already a 
line running from St. Paul, near St. Croix, to 
Duluth, near Superior City, and there is a road 
projected: from Duluth to Superior City, which 
will be built before this road can be completed, 
making a connection from St. Paul, Minnesota, 
within a few miles of the southern terminus 
of this road to Superior City, the end of the 
main line. This road from St. Paul to Du- 
luth was built by a grant of public lands, ten 
sections to the mile, given by the Government, 
and, asl understand, a large quantity of swamp 
lands given by the Government to the State 
` were transferred by the State to this road. 

This line from St. Paul to Duluth forms a 
shorter route to Superior City than the new 
road now proposed, and another land-grant 
road now being constructed from Superior 
City to Bayfield will form a line trom St. Paul 
to that point but little longer than the route 
proposed from St. Croix by the branch to 
Bayfield. The St. Croix and Superior City 
road will run parallel with the existing line at 
at average distance of not over twenty-eight 
miles. Is it not plain that the new line can- 
not bea necessity to that region, but would be 
a rival route to the roads already built or being 
built at the public expense by land grants? 
Yet we are asked to give lands on both sides 
of this main line and the branch—a double 
grant to build their road, which is not needed— 
to grant public lands'to enable capitalists to 
compete with each othér in railroad projects. 
This would be a step further in the direction 
of railroad land subsidies than has yet been 
taken: by any Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, this project is a'mere specula- 
tion’ of capitalists, living chiefly at St. Paul, 
supported by landholders in and about Supe- 


rior City, who want to build at the national | 


expense a rival road to the one that has 
already been built by public bounty. They 
want the Government of the United States 
to give them land to build: this road for their 


own advantage. And what are the lands they 
ask for? ‘They are valued by the chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands, [Mr. 
Kercouam,] after most careful inquiry, as he 
says, at $15,000,000. Fifteen million dollars’ 


miles of railroad along a line where it is not 
needed, as a mere rivalto another road! Sup- 
pose that estimate is inordinate; suppose the 
lands are worth but $10,000,000, that would be 
more than the possible cost of the road. Sup- 
pose they are worth but $5,000,000, that would 
almost build the road. It would be $25,000 
per mile. These lands cannot be worth less than 
from five to ten million dollars. They are 
among the best timbered landsin this country. 
Wecean scarcely realize their value. Land grants 
generally are underestimated when they are 
made, but after lands are granted - it is aston- 
ishing how rapidly they rise in value. A re- 
cent statement from high authority shows that 
“ the average price at which twenty-five lead-. 
ing land-grant railroads have sold their lands 
is $7 04 peracre. The lowest average is $8 07, 
and the highest, $18 98. The average value 


is steadily rising from' year to year.’’ The 
following table shows this in detail: 
go | 833 
aS Ag 2 
Railroads, aH. | Sas 
Bra | Ege 
Bag | Sak 
<q o 
Grand Rapids and Indiana...... 3,625 | $18 98 
Burlington and Missouri «| 128 11 70 
Ihinois Central... ae 8,840 11 42 
Hannibal and St. Joseph...........{ 3,840 11 00 
Chicago, Rock Island, d 
ACLLLC. 1 seereevesserseeensass cons asedia 1,613 763 
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa 
EG: sscssespeeatsacyehissisiccsenavensavaedl:. 05400 7 0 
Flint and Pere Marquette... 7,680 718 
Southern Minnesota .. 8,960 7 04 
Atlantic and Pacifici. 4,545 677 
St. i 6,400 6 50 
Winona and St. Peter... 5.486 “7 08 
Towa Falls and Sioux City. 3,840 6 50 
Minnesota Central ........ turers] 1,518 | 6 33 
Cedar Rapids. and Missouri 
River... R 4,138 6 00 
Jackson, Sagi- 
NAW wa. 4,348 6 00 
4,378 6 00 
6,834 5 67 
6 39 
1,879 6 00 
8,666 5 30 
6,889 5 00 
Lake | 
BIDDV aicecsccu A 10,880 4 88 
Union Pacific. . 12,800 4 25 
Denver Pacific . wf 9,415 418 
Kansas Pacific. cereceseeeee] 12,800 3 07 


Here is a grant proposed which is almost 
exclusively pine lands of high value, and the 
value of this grant would probably exceed that 
of any other ever made. 

Gentlemen may tell us of an amendment to 
this bill which requires all agricultural lands to 
be sold to actual settlers. Sir, thatisa mockery. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Conczr] 
told us about the agricultural lands along this 
line. Hetold us what sort of lands the farmer 
might look for. He described the impenetra- 
ble forests through which he said the active 
little gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
could hardly ride on the smallest donkey. 
There are no agricultural lands there. They 
arerich timbered lands. We place no limitation 
upon the price at which or the quantities in 
which they are to be sold; and when we grant 
them to these capitalists, they will divide and 
hold them for the highest price they can get, 
or take the timber off for their own profit. 

It is idle to attempt to deceive the House 
by concealing this fact, or to divert us by talk- 
ing of the pittance of agricultural lands in the 
‘‘intervales’’ of these pine forests. 


Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? © | 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir; the gentle- 
man. deprived the committee of half an hour, | 


worth of public lands, to build two hundred. 


and he is not entitled to ask courtesy at my 
hands. 

Mr. RUSK. The majority of the Commit: 
tee on Public Lands are in favor of this bill, 
and yetits enemies have taken the control of it, 

Mr. CONGER. I want to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] if he has: 
ever been upon these lands? 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir; I took the 
gentleman’s own testimony; he said he had 
been there, and that is enough. 

Mr. RUSK, The gentleman does not rep- 
resent a territory as large as one township in 
| my district, which embraces twenty-four coun- 


| ties. 
| Mr. STEVENSON. These are valuable 


timber lands, among the richest in this coun- 
try, among the richest in the world. If you 
grant them to these capitalists, they will run 
two lines of railroad through them.. 

The Northern Pacific railroad will ruu an- 
other line through this region. We have 
already granted lands along Lake Superior 
to run another line through the same section; 


and there is the parallel line from St. Paul 
to Duluth, making five land-grant railroads 
through this general region of rich timber 


| lands. ‘You give lands to build all the roads, 


and the lands you give will more than build 
them all. And then this region will be better 
supplied with railroads than the average of 
the oldest and best-developed States, and all 
at the public expense. 

But gentlemen argue that this is only an ex- 
tension of time, and plead equity against what 
they call a forfeiture. Let us not be misled by 
sophistry. This isa grant. It is not an exten- 
sion, because the old grant is dead. This 
measure does not save the life of the grant; 
it resurrects it from the dead. The original 
grant was made in 1856, seventeen years ago. 
it had ten years to run, but in 1864 Congress 
extended it to 1869, and it lapsed. nearly 
three years ago. Thirteen years these people 


e 
| had to build this road, ad utterly and will- 


fully failed. Why have they not built it? 
Because they have been waiting for these 
lands to rise in value—holding the lands on 
speculation at our expense. And now their 
eloquent, Representatives talk about equity. 
Sir, they stand in the attitude of defaulting, 
unfaithful parties, who have broken their bond 
and their faith. Doubly, trebly; have they 
broken faith. First, they did not build the 
road within the time limited, but purposely 
refrained from doing so. Then they asked 
and received the favor of an extension for 
three years more, and again they failed to 
i comply with the conditions of the grant—will- 
fully failed—making no attempt to perform 
what they were solemnly pledged to do. 

But gentlemen say “The war!” The war 
prevented the building of this road. Why, siz, 
I thought the war began in 1861; and I have 
‘heard thatit endedin 1865. This grant began 
in 1856, and ended in 1869. They had five 
years before the war began, and four years 
after it closed. Yet gentlemen come here 
with affected sorrow because the war has pre- 
vented the building of this road. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Have not 
two hundred. miles of the road been built? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Not of this road. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. But of 
the same line, 
Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir. There is a 


line running’ east and west which hag been 
built; and another line, ranning north and 


south, which has not been built. The two 
lines are not the same road. 
Mr, HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. They are 


parts of the same line. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘They were at the first 
grant linked together; that is all, You cannot 
well make a line of road running east and west 
and north and south. It is absurd to talk 
about it. . This. line is to run from. St. Croix 
northeast, The line which has been built 
runs from Madison westwardly. If these are 
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to make one line of road it will be a broken- | 
backed railroad. They built the first line 
because it was profitable to build it when they 
did so; and they did not build the other be- 
cause it was not profitable at that time.: They 
have waited seventeen years, until by the 
settlement of the country, by the industry 
of others, these lands have been brought into 
market and rendered valuable, almost in- 


valuable. Now, they come and ask for a 
resurrection of the grant. On what ground? 
Equity? 


Sir, the first rule of equity is that he who 
asks equity must de equity. The Govern- 
ment had the right to the completion of this 
line of road seven years ago. ad this been 
done the alternate sections would have been 
sold at $2 50 per acre long since, and thus 
three or four million dollars would have been 
added to our treasure, while the prosperity of 
the country would have been enhanced. By 
willfal neglect the parties who should have 
built this road have injured the nation to this 
extent. 

But they have broken faith in another form. 
Having induced Government officers without 
warrant of law to surrender the control of 
these timber lands to them upon the promise 
to account for the proceeds, they have refused 
or neglected to account, and now conceal the 
facts, so that while we know they have a large 
amount of public money to which they have 
no right, we do not know whether the sum is 
fifty or one hundred and thirty thousand dollars. 
Again, they have broken faith with the settlers 
who, relying on their promises to build this 
road, have taken up lands along the line. 

If these parties were in a court of equity 
they would be required to show due diligence 
and good faith, which they could not pretend 
to show, and then to make good the damage 
to the Government by loss of sales of lands, 


with interest on the proceeds, to account for 
and pay over the public money they have un- 
lawfally received and unlawfully hold, with 
interest thereon, and then to compensate the 
settlers whom they have deluded for whatever 
losses they may have suffered by the want of 
a road. Yet, such is the blindness of these 
spoiled monopolists that with hands unclean, 
and faith thrice broken, they have the assur- 
ance to talk of equity, and demand a revival 
of a grant they have twice forfeited, without 
making compensation for injuries inflicted by 
their failure to perform their contract; and 
they even arraign the Government for the 
wrongs they themselves have done to the 
settlers. 

It is time the recipients of public bounty, 
one and all, should know that favors con- 
ferred for public ends impose duties, and that 
they will be held to the performance of those 
duties. They have been so long indulged that 
they seem to consider that every favor granted 
creates an obligation on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to grant another, and another, when- 
ever it may be asked; and the obligations of 
the Government seem toincrease, while those 
of its favored citizens decrease in a geometrical 
ratio to favors granted, until these classes 
begin to imagine they have a first mortgage 
on the Government, with all its functions, 
property, and treasures. , 

This occasion presents a fair opportunity to 
dispel this delusion. Let us adopt and pass 
the substitute offered by the chairman of the 
committee, [Mr. Kercuam,] restoring these 
Jands to actual settlement, and thus give all 
subsidized corporations to understand that 
when they fail to comply with the conditions 
of grants they lose the grants, and that their 
loss will be the people’s gain. $ 

This motion brings us face to faċe with the 
people, who demand that the public lands 
ghall be reserved for actual settlers. 

The people are unanimous in this demand; 


all parties bow to their voice. Every party 
platform announces the doctrine; every re- 
spectable newspaper, partisan and independ- 


ent, advocates it. This House, last Monday, 
reaffirmed it without division, no man daring 
to oppose it. This is the first application we 
have been called on to make of what we then 
professed, and the people will. not fail to read 
the record we make to-day. Wise men are 
busy reading the news from New Hampshire. 
Having taken an humble part in that struggle, 
and felt the pulse of that gallant and loyal 
people, as only a public speaker can, I testify 
that if there be one thing on which the people 
of New Hampshire agree without audible dis- 
sent, and about which they are thoroughly in 
earnest, it is that the remainder of the public 
domain shall be secured to actual settlers. If 
either party had offered this measure it would 
have been condemned by the people for that 
alone, but all parties emulated each other in 
zeal for this reform, and the two old parties 
sought to lay the abuses of the past at the 
door of each other. 

But we are told that this measure is excep- 
tional, because these lands if not granted to 
this company will go to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. If this be so, then, if we 
take them from that company, it will get 
others in lieu of them. And this is the point 
which was concealed from this House for a 
whole day by the advocates of this bill, when 
it was first considered two weeks ago. They 
would still, if they could, ignore the fact that 
for every acre granted this company which the 


North Pacific Company would otherwise get, 


that company must have another acre, and 
will take the best it can find within its limits. 
When the five projected land-grant railroads 
about Lake Superior are all done, every acre 
of land within the region covered by their 
influence, whether agricultural, mineral, or 
ine land, will be of great value, and the 
North Pacific Company will find enough good 
land in Wisconsin or in Minnesota to make 
up for this grant. So that in attempting to 
take lands from that company by granting 
them to this we are hut increasing the total 
grant of public lands by every acre thus given 
away, and adding over a million acres of the 
best lands hitherto ungranted in those two 
States to the grand total of railroad grants. 

But as a last appeal we are asked to pity a 
few settlers along this line, and grant. public 
property, worth ten or fifteen million dollars, 
to wealthy eapitalists, in order to aid these set- 
tlers. If we were under obligations to make 
good to the settlers the broken promises of 
others we could better do so by taking back 
the lands and giving them others on other 
lines with compensation for losses. And this 
compensation could be made from the moneys 
unlawfully received from the proceeds of the 
timber on these lands and withheld from the 
Treasury. But the claim of the settler is not 
against the Government; it is against the 
parties who were bound to build this road and 
failed to do so. The fervent advocates of the 
rights of these deluded citizens would do better 
to declaim against the guilty parties. 

The fact that they raise this hue and cry 
against the Government shows that the names 
of the settlers are used as a cover for this 
attempt upon the public domain. And this 
accounts for the siugular spectacle presented 
in this House where we see gentlemen from all 
parts of the Union, North and South, Hast 
and West, from the Atlantic and Pacific slopes 
from the Mississippi valley, from the lakes, 
and even from the Gulf States; gentlemen of 
both parties in about equal proportion rising 
up simultaneously in the name of the ‘ set- 
tlers’’ of St. Croix, of afew lumbermen of 
northern Wisconsin. What is the bond of 
sympathy which thus reconstructs the Union? 
Ts itindeed a commonsympathy for distressed 
follow-citizens? Would that it were. But no, 
Mr. Speaker, it is something more powerful 
and less honorable than sympathy. It is inter- 
est. Ibis common interest of capitalists and 
large land-owners, at St. Paul, at Superior City, 
in the East and the West, and ät the South. Do 


gentlemen suppose their outcry about settlers 
can cover up the fact ‘that distinguished:men 
in Kentucky and in Georgia and other southern 
States are interested in this speculation, either 
as stockholders in the corporation proposed, 
oras land-owners along the line and at its term- 
inl. What else could bring-so’ many. south- 
ern gentlemen on the other side to support 
such a measure? i : 

Do its advocates suppose the people do ‘not 
know that eastern capitalists are interested both 
in the corporation ‘andin lands to be benefited? 
What else could move such mento- oppose the 
policy favored by the people’ of the eastern 
States, and to advocate and support such a 
project as this? Domembers of this House sup- 
pose that the combination of allinterests asking 
lands and subsidies to carry this measure, 
escapes our eyes and ears? Do not all intelli- 
gent members and observers know that bargains 
have been openly made, by which all such inter- 
ests are in firm alliance to aid each other, and 
to force this measure through this House in 
order to make a breach in the line of those who 
feel it their duty to defend the public domain 
against all comers, and {preserve the public 
lands for the people and their children? The 
advocates of this measure have gone so far as: 
to bargain to divide the lands with another 
railroad company not contemplated by Con- 
gress, in order to get influence to pass this bill. 

Certainly this measure has been well chosen 
by the combination of subsidisis, capitalists, 
aud monopolists. There'isuo other on which 
they can unite more power; but we meet them 
here on their own chosen ground and deliver 
battle for the people, confident that the right 
must prevail. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask unanimous con- 
gent to make an explanation of the action of 
the Committee on the Public Lands—not to 
say anything concerning the merits of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I object, unless I can have 
consent to occupy a minute or two, 

The SPEAKER. The gentlenian from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] objects. The time 
allowed for debate having expired, the ques- 
tion is first upon the pending amendments. 
The first amendment is: that of the gentleman 
from. Wisconsin, [Mr. Eiprepes, J ‘to. strike 
out in the second section, reported as an 
amendment by the committee, the words which 
will be read by the Clerk. i ; 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Or as granting to said State any lands in lieu of 
which other lands might.be selected by said North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the whole sec- 
tion may be reported, so that we may under- 
stand the effect of this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seo. 2. That this act shall be so construed as to 
grant to the State of Wisconsin all the lands here- 
tofore reserved and embraced in its provisions 
which would inure to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, under existing laws, by any location of 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company authorized 
by existing laws, if this grant or extension had not 
peen made to said State of Wisconsin, and as lim- 
iting the grant to the lands which, in the absence 
of further legislation, would, by fair interpretation 
of existing laws, inure to the benefit of or might be 
taken by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company: 
Provided, That this act shall not be construod to 
enlarge the grant of land to the Northern Pacifie 
Railroad Company, or to authorize said Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company to select lands elsewhere 
in lcu of any lands embraced in this act, or as 
granting to suid State any lands in lieu of which 
other lands might be selected by said Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, or as granting any coal 
lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask unanimous consent 
to add at the end of the section Just read the 


following: ae 
That before the provisions of this act sha ayo 
tho effect of law there shall be paid by the author- 


| itiesof the State ef Wisconsin all moneys received 


and held by said State, coming from the lands here- 
tofore granted, for timber cut and sold, or from 
stumpage, or from penalties from trespassers. 


Mr. RUSK. We have no objection to that 
proposition. . We will pay that money over at 
any time. 
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<; Mri BANKS. I rise to a question of order. 
` dounderstood the amendment I offered last 
` evening was received and pending, but I have 
not heard -it read by the Clerk. poo 
., The SPEAKER, The Chair was not in his 
seat: yesterday; but he is informed that the 
gentleman’s amendment was objected to and 
not received. ae: . 

Mr. BANKS. I did not so understand it. 
_.Mr. KING. : My understanding was that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
-sachusetis was received. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the amend- 

ment was offered to the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from New York, and was received 
without objection. . 
. The SPEAKER. According to that under- 
standing, the Chair will rule it as being re- 
ceived and now pending. Is there objection to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] being received and 
pending? f 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I should like to have that 
amendment again read. ; 

The amendment was again read. 

_ Mr. RUSK. We accepted that, and are 
ready. _ ; 

-a Mr. COX, | Was my motion to lay upon the 
table received? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist on that motion now. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, 
if it be made. 

There was no objection to Mr. RANDALL’ S 
amendment being received, and it was ordered 
accordingly. , 

The SPEAKER. The question first recurs 
on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. ELprepex,] to strike out of 
the proviso in the second section of the report 
of the committee the words, ‘‘or as granting 
to said State any lands in lieu of which other 
lands. might be selected by said Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company.” l 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will have the 
section read. . 

The Clerk read the second section, as follows: 
` Süd. 2.: That this act shall be so construed as to 
grant to the State of Wisconsin all the lands hereto- 
fore reserved and embraced in its provisions which 
would inure to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, under existing laws, by any location of said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company authorized by 
existing laws, if this grant or extension had not been 
mado to said State of Wisconsin, and as limiting tho 
grant to the lands which, in the absence of further 
legislation, would, by fair interpretation of existing 
laws, inure to the benefit of or might be taken by 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company: Provided, 
That this ‘act shall not be construed to. enlarge tho 
grant of land to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, or to authorize said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to select lands elsewhere in lieu of any 
lands embraced in this act, or as granting to said 
State any lands in licu of which other lands might 
bo selected by said Northern Pacifie Railroad Com- 
pany, or as granting any coal lands. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 
63, noes 61. 

Mr. STEVENSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Wxiprepce 
and Mr, Stevenson were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 71, noes 57. 

Mr. AMBLER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympsoy, onè of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 895) granting a pension to Hannah Gray, 
without amendment. 

The. message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 494) placing 
the name of Theodore S. Comparel on the 
pension-roll; in which the coneurrence of the 
House was requested. 

At farther announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill (H.R. No. 1060) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and 

, Judicial expenses of the Government for the 


year ending Juhe 30, 1878, with sundry amends || 


ments ; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested, 


ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 83, not voting 
73; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Averill, Barber, Beck, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Burchard, Caldwell, William T. Clark, Comingo, 
Gonger, Conner, Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Goodrich, Hale, Handley, 
Harper, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 


Hooper, Houghton, Lansing, Leach, McCormick, |i 


McJunkin, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Orr, 
Palmer, Isaac ©. Parker, Pendleton, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Price, Ritchie, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sher- 
wood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J, Speer, 
Stoughton, Sutherland, ‘Taffe, Thomas, Washington 
Yownsend, Twichell, Waddell, Waldron, Warren, 
Wells, and Young—84. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Braxton, Buffinton, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dickey, 
Vinkelnburg, Forker, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hal- 
deman, Hancock, Hanks, Harmer, John Ù. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Herndon, Holman, 
Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, 
Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Mo- 
Crary, McGrew, McKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Mor- 
gan, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Aaron P. Perry, 
Porter, Prindle, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis 
H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Shanks, 
Shoemaker, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm, Strong, Terry, Turner, Tyner, 
Upson, Van ‘rump, Voorhees, Wakeman, Walden, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M, Wilson, John T. Wilson, and Winchester—83. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Acker, Ames, Banks, Bar- 
num, Barry, Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, 
James Brooks, Burdett, Benjamin E. Butier, Roder- 
ick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Cox, Creely, De Large, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Halsey, Hambleton, 
George B. Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, 
Kellogg Kinsella. Lamison, Lamport, L neh, May- 
nard, Metlenry, McIntyre, McKee, ‘MeN ooly, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Hosea Parker, Peck, Perce, Potter, 
Rainey, Edward Y.Rice, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Ll. Boardman Smith, Starkweather, 
Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher, Dwight Town- 
send, Tuthill, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, Wheolcr, 
Willard, Williams of New York, and Wood—73. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. COX stated that he was paired with his 
colleague, Mr. WILIAMS. 

Mr. McCLELLAND stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Acker, was paired with Mr. 
Turnitt, who woald vote for, while his col- 
league would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BIRD stated that he was paired with his 
colleague, Mr. Harssy, who would vote in the 
affirmative, while he would vote in the negative. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, stated that he was 
paired with Mr. Bowes, who would vote “ay,” 
while he would votein the negative. 

Mr. PEOK stated that he was paired with 
his colleague, Mr. Moxrox, who would vote 
in the negative, while he would vote in the 
afirmative. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, stated that 
he was paired with his colleague, Mr. AMES, 
who if present would vote “ay,” while he 
would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to announce 
that on this question Mr. Farwenn, of Ilinois, 
has paired with Mr. Ery, of New York. Mr. 
FanewELL would vote for this proposition, and 


| Mr. ELY against it. 


The result of the vote was then announced 


i| as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. When the hour of two 
o'clock arrived the Chair did not call the 
attention of the House to the fact, the call of 
the roll being then in progress. He now 
announces that the remainder of to-day after 
two o'clock, being the third Friday of the 
month, belongs to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Bat the Chair is advised 
privately that the Committee for the District 
do. not wish to report business to-day, bat to 
make a statement. 

Mr. POLAND. The Committee for the 
District of. Columbia ask unanimous consent 


that they may have Friday of next week in- 
stead of to-day, 1 will state that the reason 
for this request is, that our time has beeu 
wholly occupied. by our investigation in rela- 
tion to the government of the District, so that 
we have had no time to consider the ordinary 
business coming before the committee. I 
would state also that the chairman of our com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
STARKWEATHER,] is sick in bed. We there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that we raay have 
Friday of next week. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Potanp] asks that by unanimous 
consent the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia may have Friday of next week, after 
two o'clock, instead of to-day, assigned for 
the business of that committee. Js there 
objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. POLAND. | 1 give notice that on Mon- 
day I will move to suspend the rules so as to 
assign Friday of next week, after two o’clock, 
to the Committee for the District. 

The SPEAKER. It will be the duty of the 
Chair on Monday to recognize the gentleman 
from Vermont for that purpose. 


BT. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD, 


The Honse resumed the consideration of the 
bill (8. No. 565) to extend the time to the 
State of Wisconsin to complete a road from 
Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELp- 
REDGE] having been agreed to, the question 
recurs upon the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Public Lands, as thus 
amended. 


The amendment of the comuitiee, as 


- amended, was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question is next on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KILLINGER,}] which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the first section the following: 

Provided, That in the construction of the sai 


railroad there shali be used none other than rails 
manufactured from American iron. 


Mr. COX. I asix for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 52, nays 113, not voting 
753 as follows: 


YEAS-—~Messrs. Ambler, Archer, Bigby, Bingham, 
William T. Clark, Cobb, Soghion, Crocker, Darrall, 
Dickey, Duell, Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Goodrich. 
Griffith, Harmer, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hooper, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lowe, McClelland, McGrew, 
McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Morey, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Packer, Eli Perry, Randall, Saw- 
yer, Scofield, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Worthington 
C. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stoughton, Stowell. Strong, Swann, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Upson, Whiteley, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, and John T, Wilson—62. j 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Averill, Beatty, 
Beck, Beveridge, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Catdwell, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Con- 

er, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, 
Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eames, Hidredge, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John 
F. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hern- 
don, Hoar, Holman, Kerr, King, Lansing, Leach, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Intyre, McKinney, Merrick, Moore, Morgan, Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, 
Peters, Porter, Prico, Prindle, Read, Edward Y, 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritehie, Ellis H. Roberts, 
William R. Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sargent, See- 
ley, Shanks, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, Snapp, Stevens, Stovenson, Storm, Taffe, 
Terry, Thomas, Tyner, Van Trump,Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron. Warren, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Win- 
chester, Wood, and Young—113, 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks, 
Barber, Barnum, Barry, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Boles, 
Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, 
Crebs, Crecly,,De Large, Elliott, Ely, Farwell. 
Charles Foster, Henry D, Foster, Hale, Halsey, 
George E. Harris, Hayens, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lam- 
ison, Lamport, Lynch, Maynard, McHenry, McKee, 
McNeely, Benjamin , F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroc, 
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Morphis, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Par- 
ker, Peck, Platt, Poland, Potter, Rainey, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sessions, Shellabarger, Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Starkweather, Ste John, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, 
Twishell, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, Willard, and 
Williams of New York—7o. A 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The amendments to the 
original bill having now been disposed of, the 
Clerk will report the substitute offered yester- 
day by the chairman.of the Committee on the 
Public Lands, [Mr.. Keroman. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That all the lands which were granted by Congress 
in the year 1856 and the year 1864 to the State of 
Wisconsin to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from St. Croix river or lake to Lake Superior, with 
a branch road to Bayfield, the said grant having 
expired by limitation, be, and hereby are, forfeited 
to the United States, and shall henceforward be 
eubject to homestead entry and settlement under 
the act of Congress approved May 20, 1662, ‘to 
secure homesteads. to actual settlers on the public 
domain,” and shall be disposed of according to the 
provisions of said act. But no part of said lands 
shall beselected by or inure to the benefit of any rail- 
road company under any assumed grant from the 
United States; and said lands are expressly reserved 
for the benefit of actual settlers under the provisions 
of the said homestead act. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope I may be allowed 
to state that an impression prevails among 
gome members that this substitute has insome 
way received the sanction of the Committee 
on the Public Lands. That is not the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to debate. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I offered it on my own 
responsibility. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I so understood, but 
other members supposed that it was sanctioned 
by the commiitec. 

The first question was on the amendment 
to the substitute effered yesterday by Mr. 
Baxks, which is as follows: 

Provided, That no lands embraced in the grant to 


the St. Croix railroad shall in any case revert to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company; and all acts 
or parts of acts inconsistent with this provision are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. BANKS. That was intended to apply 
to the original bill, and if there is no objection 
J will withdraw it, as I intend to vote against 
the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
leave it here. It certainly belongs properly 
to the substitute. Jt was understood on this 
side of the House that it was to come in as 
part of the substitute. . 

Mr. BANKS. Very well; let it stand. 


The question was put, and there were—ayes |! 


G4, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELDREDGE 
and Mr. Bangs were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 


reported—ayes 66, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agrecing to the 
substitute as amended; and being put, there 
were—ayes 71, noes 69. 

Mr. RUSK.  Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. A 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
iv the affirmative—ycas 95, nays 85, not voting 
60; as follows: . 

_ YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty, Biggs, Bingham, Braxton, Buffinton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, 
Dickey, Finkeluburg, Forker, Garfield, Getz, Gol- 
jaday, Griffith, Haldeman, Hanks, Harmer, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Herndon, 
Holman, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, King, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Mo- 
Clelland, McGrew, McIntyre, McKinney, Mercur, 
Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, Niblack, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Aaron E, Perry, Porter, Prindle, Ran- 
dali, Read, Jobn M. Rice, Elis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Shanks, Shoemaker, 
Jobn A. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, Strong, Sypher, 
erry, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, 
Wakeman, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M Wilson, Jobn T. Wilson, Win- 

ter, 00 A 
han Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beck, 
Beveridge, Bighy, Austin. Blair, James G. Blair, 


„paired on all votes on this bill with Mr. Ames. 


next. 
ii Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task the gen- 


George M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, William T. 
Clark, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, .Crocker, 
Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dun- 
neli, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Hale, Hancock, Handley, Har- 
per, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, 
Lynch, McCormick, MeCrary, Mitchell, Moore, Neg- 
ley, Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peek, Pendleton, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Price, Edward Y. 
Rice, Rogers, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Worthing- 
ton C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer. Stoughton, 
Sutherland, Taffe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Twichell, Waddell, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Warren, Wheeler, and Young--85. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Barnum, 
Barry, Bell, Bird, Boles, Bright, James Brooks, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, 
Cobb, Cox, Creely, De Large, Hames, Elliott, Ely, 
Farwell, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Halsey, 
Hambleton, George E. Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, 
Hill, Kellogg, Kinsella, Lamison, Maynard, Me- 
Henry, McJunkin, McKee, McNeely, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Hosea W., 
Parker, Perce, Potter, Rainey, Ritchie, Roosevelt, 
Sessions,Sheldon, Sheliabarger, H, Boardman Smith, 
Starkweather, St. John, Swann, Tuthill, Vaughan, 
Wallace, Walls, Wells, Willard, and Williams of 
New York—60. 


So the substitute was agreed to. j 


During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. BIRD. On this vote I am paired with 
my colleague, Mr. Hauser. If here he would 
vote “no,” and I should vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I am paired on 
this vote with Mr. Bores. He would have 
voted “no,” and I would have voted ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 


On this question he would vote ‘‘no,’? and I 
would vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. CREBS. My colleague, Mr. MeNEELy, 
is absent by leave of the House. If here he 
would vote “ay.” 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. RUSK said: Iask unanimous consent 
before the result of this vote is announced to 
have a letter read. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others objected. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yon have had all the 
debate that is necessary. 

Mr. RUSK. Then I will change my vote 
from the negative to the affirmative, for the 
purpose of moving a reconsideration. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the substitute moved by Mr. 
Kercuam was adopted; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing, from the President of 

the United States, was communicated to the 

House, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Private 
Secretary. 


SESSION OF SATURDAY. 
Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I rise to a privi- 
leged motion, and move that when the House 
sball adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday | 


tleman to withdraw that motion and ask that 
unanimous consent, be given for a session to- 
morrow for general debate only, no business 
whatever to be transacted, 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I have no objec- 
tion to that, and will ask that consent be given | 
for that purpose. y | 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the order just made; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the j 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ST. CROIX AND LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hormax, } to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House has 


agreed to the substitute moved by the gentle- 


man from New York [Mr. Kurdaam]: for the 
Senate bill in relation to the St. Croix and 
Lake Puperigr railroad: ES 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Pending that motion, J 
move that the House now adjourn. `; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope not. 
Let us dispose of this matter now. : 

The motion to adjourn was-not agreed to. 


. TheSPEAKER. The question recurs'upon 
the motion to Jay on. the: table the motion to 
reconsider. eet 3 

Mr. RUSK. On that. motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. . 3 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Inow renewthe motion 
to adjourn, : 

The motion was not agreed. to, upon a 
division—ayes 57, noes 74. me 

TheSPEAKER. The question again recurs 
upon the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider, upon which the yeas and: nays 

have been ordered. a 

The question was then taken; and there 
were -yeas 91, nays 82, not voting 67; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Beatty. 
Biggs, Bingham, Braxton, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Coburn, Coghlan, Crebs, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Darrall, Davis, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garfield, 
Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hanks, Harmer, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hern- 
don, Holman, Kelley, Kendall, err, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, King, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Me- 
Clelland, McCrary, McGrew, McIntyre, McJunkin, 
McKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, 
Niblack, Packard, Packer, Aaron F., Perry, Porter, 
Prindlo, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Ellis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Shanks, 
Shoemaker, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Ste~ 
vens, Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, Strong, Sypher, 
Terry. Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tyner, Upson, - 
Van Trump, Voorhees, Wakeman, Whiteley. Whit- 
thorne, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T, Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beck, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, 
Buckley, Caldwell, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cot- 
ton, Crocker, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Hidredge, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Garrett, Goodrich, Hancock, Handley, 
Harper, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Lansing, Lynch, MeCor~ 
mick, Mitchell, Moore, Orr, Palmer, Isaac Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Price, Edward Y. Rice, Rogers, Rusk, Sar~ 

ent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
slater, Slocum, Sloss. Snapp, Stoughton, Suther- 
land, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twich- 
oll, Waddell, Walden, Waldron, Warren, Wolls, 
Wheeler, Willard, and Young—82. te 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Bird, James. Q. Blair, Boles, 
Bright, James Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R, Butler, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, De Large, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, George 
E. Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Meynard, Me- 
Henry, MeKee, McNeely, Merriam, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Hosea W., Parker, Potter, Rainey, Ritchie, Roose- 
velt, Sessions, Shollabarger, Shober, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A, Smith, Worthington ©. Smith. 
Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, St. John, Swann 
Tuthill, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, and Williams o 
New York—67. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon ordering the bill, as amended, to be read 
the third time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and was accordingly read the third 
time. : 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order to move to 
amend the title? DES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had anticipated 
a motion of that kind, as the present title does 
not correspond with the provisions of the bill, 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Kercnam] sent up yesterday 
an amendment to the title. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not advised 
of that. The amendment to the title, as pro- 

osed by the gentleman from New York, [Me. 
Keronam,] will be read. 


I move that the House 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the title go as to read: 

A bill to declare forfeited to the United States 
‘certain lands granted to the State of Wisconsin to 
aid in. the construction of a railroad and branch 
therein. : 


"The SPEAKER, If there be no objection 
the title will be so amended. 

‘Mr. ELDREDGE. I object. 

: Mr. COX: I thought I had the floor to 
“move'an amendment to the title. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New 
York: (Mr. Keronam] was entitled to the floor 
for that purpose. g ; 

Mr. COX. That gentleman lost the floor 
by the vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not un- 
derstand how a gentleman whose amendment 
is adopted loses the control of the bill. 

Mr. COX. I want to move to amend the 
title so'as to express what isin fact the sub- 
stance of the bill. It should be entitled “A 
bill to reserve lands to actual settlers under 
the homestead law.” That is the real gist 
of the measure. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move to amend the 
title by striking out what the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] has proposed, and add- 
ing to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New: York [Mr. Keromam] the 
words ` ‘and to give these lands directly to 
the Northern Pacific railroad. That is the 
real effect of the measure. . 

Mr. COX. That is not so. 

The SPEAKER. This discussion is entirely 
premature. {f there is to be discussion on the 
title of the bill, it must be after the bill has 

. passed. The Chair entertained the question 

at this point because he supposed there would 

be nodispute.. The bill having been read 

three times, the question is now on its passage. 
The bill was passed. 


_.Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
_ on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER.. The question is now on 
the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Kercuam,] to amend the title of the bill 
so as to read, ‘‘a bill to declare forfeited to 
the United States certain lands granted to the 
State of Wisconsin to aid in constructing a 
railroad and branch therein.” 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the amendment 

“so as to add to the title the words ‘‘and to 
reserve the same under the homestead law to 
actual settlers.” . That: will express the-real 
purport of the bill. 

Mr. KETCHAM. T have no objection to 
that; I accept it as part of my amendment. 
The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote: by which the title was amended; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


; LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask that the 


legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, which has been returned. from the 
Senate with amendments, may be taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that the amend- 
ments be ordered to be printed by numbers, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
that order will be made. , 

There was no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr.POLAND. On bebalfof the:Committee 


for the District of Columbia, I desire again to 
ask unanimous consent that Friday next after 
two o’clock be assigned to the business of 
that committee. The gentieman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Hoar] withdraws his objection.: 


The SPEAKER. If there be no farther 
objection, Friday next after two o’clock will 


be assigned to business. reported from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, the 
committee not having exercised its privilege 
to-day. 
There was no objection. 
REORGANIZATION OF PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the. House the 
following message from the President of the 
United. States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have the honor herewith to transmit to Congress 
arecommendation from Hon, M. D. Leggett, Com- 
missioner of Patents, for the reorganization of his 
office,and also a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior accompanying it. I concur with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in the views expressed in his 
letter, and recommend the careful consideration of 
Congress to the subject of this communication and 
action which will secure a more efficient perform- 
ance of the dutios of tho Patent Offico than is prac- 
ticable under present legislation. 

U.S. GRANT. 


Executive Mansion, March 15, 1872. 

The message, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, and ordered to be printed, 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: i l 

Anact (H. R. No. 623) granting a pension 
to Joseph Bryant ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1056) authorizing the 
survey and marking of the boundary between 
the territory of the United States and the pos- 
sessions of Great Britain, from the Lake of the 
Woods to the summit of the Rocky mountains ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1021) for the relief of 
preémption settlers in the State of California ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1550) for the relief of 
the estate of Dr. John F. Hanks; and 

An act (H. R. No. 619) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a suitable site, and erect- 
ing a building thereon, in the city of St, Louis, 
Misgouri, to be used for the purposes of a 
custom-house, post office, and other Federal 
offices. 

MARGARET COGGINS. 


Mr. MOORE. Iask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the amendment 
of the Senate to House bill No. 1058, grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Coggins, widow of 
William Coggins, in order that it may be 
concurred in. 

There was no objection; and the bill and 
amendment were taken from the Speaker's 
table. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word ‘‘ volunteers,” in line 
five to the end of the bill, as follows: ‘‘and pay her 
a pension from the date of the passage of this act 
and during her widowhood, at the rate of eight dol- 
lars a month. 


Mr. MOORE. The amendment of the Sen- 
ate merely strikes out superfluous words, 
making nọ actual change in the House bill, 
and I therefore move the amendment be con- 
curred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ABIGAIL RYAN. . 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 805) granting a 
pension to Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas 
H. Ryan, was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARGARET BEEKER, 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (S. No. 804) granting a pension 
to Margaret Beeker, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

THEODORE S. COMPARET. 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, by unanimous 

consent, a bill (S. No, 494) placing the name 


of Theodore 8. Comparet on the pension-roll 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


CAPTURE OF THE ALBEMARLE.. * 


Mr.COGHLAN. TI askunanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s tablea bill (S. No. 
715) relating to the capture of the Albemarle. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object, and 
call for the regular order of business. 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being called for, the morning hour 
now begins at twenty-five minutes to four 
o’clock, and reports of a private nature are 
in order, beginning with the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


J. SEWALL. 


Mr. McGREW, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back the peti- 
tion of J. Sewall; and the same was laid upon 
the table. ; 

CHARLES F. SIBBALD. 


Mr. MERCUR, from the same committee, 
reported back the memorial of the heirs of 
Charles F. Sibbald, in relation to damages 
sustained by reason of said Sibbald being dis- 
possessed of lands by the United States an- 
thorities; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


JOHN BOYER, 


Mr. MERCUR, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1720) to 
confirm the title of John Boyer to certain 
lands therein described with amendments. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
title of John Boyer to the south half of north- 
west quarter and northeast quarter of south- 
west quarter of section thirty-four, township 
thirty-three, range twenty-eight west, one hun- 
dred and twenty acres, in the district of lands 
subject to location at Springfield, Missouri, 
be confirmed, and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be issued to thesaid John Boyer 
a patent on bounty-land warrant location No. 
39526, one hundred and twenty acres, act 
March 8 1855. 

The amendments reported by the committee 
were as follows: 

In line nine, after the word ‘‘patont,” insert the 
words “for said lands.” 

At the end of the bill add the words ‘‘ first correct- 


ing the location papers and records to cover tho 
aforesaid tracts.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on th 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTURE OF THE ALBEMARLE. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent that 
the’ bill (S. No. 715) relative to the capture 
of the Albemarle, in regard to which the gen- 
tleman from California | Mr. CocHian] rose a 
few moments ago, be taken from the Speaker's 
table, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


- Affairs. 


There was no objection, and the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. HALDEMAN, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. f 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. 
have the morning hour. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. The Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, which is now on call, basa 
great deal of business before it, and is not now 
prepared to make further reports. We do uot 


Thope not. Let us 


1872. 


desire to lose our place, and I therefore move 
that the House do now adjourn. 
Pending the motion to adjourn, 


CHIPPEWAS ON LAKE SUPERIOR. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of 
the House of December. 20, 1871, in relation 
to the issuance of scrip to the half-breeds or 
mixed bloods belonging to the Chippewas of 
Lake Superior; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered: to 
be printed. - 

TREATY WITH SPAIN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, in relation to an alleged delin- 
quency on the part of the United States in 
carrying into effect the concluding paragraph 
of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 be- 
tween the United States and Spain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WEBERER. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- | 
tary of War, in relation to the alleged services 
of John Heberer as an enrolling officer in the 
fourth congressional district of Illinois in the 
years 1864 and 1865; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

MARCOS RADISH. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State, in relation to the seizure 
by officers of the United States in Texas, in 
the course of the late rebellion, of property 
belonging to Marcos Radish, a subject of the 
Porte ; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTRATION OF FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting the draft 
of a bill entitled ‘A bill to provide for the 
registration of foreign-built vessels owned by 
citizens of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. l 

YERBA BUENA, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of telegrams addressed to the Attorney Gen- 
eral from San Francisco, concerning Yerba 
Buena or Goat Island; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL AGENTS AT BELIZE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State, relating to the compensa- 
tion of the commercial agents at Belize, Brit- 
ish Honduras ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 7 

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the examiner of claims and sta- 
tistical clerk of his Department in relation to 
the annual report, known as the report on the 
relief and protection of American seamen; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS DALY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the contract of Cor- 
nelius Daly in reference to dredging the har- 
bor of Ogdensburg, New York; which was 


| the case of David Sargent. 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House additional papers in 
the contested-election case of Whittemore vs. 
Herndon, from the first congressional district 
of Texas ; which were referred: to. the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Porter until Monday, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family; to Mr. SMITS, 
of New York, for six days; and to Mr. HERE- 
FORD for ten days. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. STOUGHTON, by unani- 
mous consent, , leave was given to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the 
ease of E. T. Brossman; also the papers in 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PHILADEDLPIITA. 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (HÆ. R. No. 1947) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Philadel- 
phia, in the State of Penasylvania, for the use 
of the post office and United States courts ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS TO MISSISSIPPI AND ALABAMA, 


Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, requested to far- 
nish to this House all the information in his office in 
regard to the lands granted to the States of Missis- 
sippi and Alabama, to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from the mouth of the Ohio river to the |; 
city of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, by the sev- 
eral sections of an act entitled “An act granting the 
right of way and making a grant of lands to the 
States of Illinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, in aid 
gf the construction of a railroad from Chicago to 

obile. 


AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief 
of the American Express Company; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with 
the. accompanying papers, referred to. the 
Committee of Claims, 

WILLIAM F. BARKER. 


Mr. CARROLL. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads the bill (H. R. 
No. 1564) for the relief of William F. Barker, 
postmaster at Northville, Fulton county, New 
York. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr.. SPEER, of Georgia. I call for the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business is the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Harpeman, ] thatthe House 
do now adjourn. The House will be in ses- 
sion to-morrow as in Committee of the Whole 
for debate only, no business whatever to be 
transacted, and Mr. Saaru, of Ohio, will be in 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The question was taken on Mr. HALDEMAN’ S 
motion, and it was agreed to; and the House 
(at three o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. ` 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. CROCKER: The petition of 8. S. 
Eastman and 175 others, in favor of a new 
post route from Greenfield to Conway. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Billings and 94 
others, in aid of said petition. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Low and 33 
others, of Fitchburg and Lunenburg, Massa- 


chusetts, asking the inviolate. preservation in 
the Constitution of the United States of the 
great guarantees of religious liberty. li 


By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: ‘Lhe petition 


of Jedediah Grey, for increase of pension: ‘for 
services in the warof 1812. °° = 0 8 : 

By Mr. HARPER: The ‘petition of James 
W. Cooper, of Cherokee county, North Caro- 
lina, asking the removal of his political dis- 
abilities. j 

By Mr. HOOPER, of: Massachusetts: The 
petition of William Perkins and others, mer- 
chants and ship-owners, of Boston, Maasachu- 
setts, praying a reduction of the duty on un- 
cleaned rice to onë anda half cents, and ‘on 
paddy to one cent per pound, and protest- 
ing against any reduction of the present“ duty 
on cleaned rice.’ oè: oo 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of. James 
E. Montett, of Baltimore, praying Congress to 
allow him to stamp certain packages of snuff, 
and to refund to him the amount of money 
paid for said stamps. : 

By Mr. PACKER: Additional. papers re- 
lating to the application of David È McDer- 
mott, of Pennsylvania, fora pension. i 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of John 
L. Guinter and 84 others, workers in various 
industries, citizens of Lycoming county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the repeal of the duties on 
tea, coffee, and such other. articles as cannot 
be produced in the United States, and remon- 
strating against any change in the tariff laws 
abating duties on articles successfully produced 
in this country. : : 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of Joseph C. Beckham, of Pike county, Georgia, 
asking the removal of his political disabilities. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 16, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. 
Smita, of Ohio, occupying the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
G. Burien, D. D. : 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. BECK. Iask unanimous consent that 
the forter reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. . 

There was no objection; and the farther 
reading of the Journal was dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
meets to-day as in Committee of the Whole 
for debate only, and no business is in order: 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. If you 
examine the map of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, 
you will be struck with the course of two im- 
portant rivers, which, after approaching each 
other as if to form a junction, abruptly change 
their courses and move off in almost. ex- 
actly opposite directions. The Wisconsin, 
taking its rise in the magnificent pine forests 
of the North, and running southerly a hun- 
dred and fifty miles to Portage City, just mid- 
way between the east and west boundaries 
of the State, makes an abrupt angle’ and 
courses westerly and southerly to the Missis- 
sippi. The Fox, rising in the southern half 
of the State, approaches almost within sight of 
the Wisconsin at the point of this angle, and 
then makes a detour easterly and northerly 
until it loses itselfin an arm of Lake Michi- 
gan known as Green bay. ; 

At the city of Portage, before mentioned, 
these rivers are scarcely more than a mile apart, 
while their mouths are separated by the width 
of a great State, the eastern by way of the lakes 
being more than two thousand miles nearer 
the markets of the Atlantic sea-board than the 
western by way of the Gulf.. : These facts, early 
in the history of Wisconsin, suggested œ water 
communication by aid of these rivers across 
Wisconsin from the Mississippi to Green bay. 
And now, in view of the growth and develop- 
ment of the West, and the vast increase of the 
volume of trade and commerce: between the 
West and the East, still augmenting with mar- 
velous rapidity, the suggestion has all the force 
of an argument. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 16, 


: {The proposition under considerationinvolves 
two inquiries: one asto the feasibility, and the 
other’ as tothe importance of: the ‘project. 
These questions I shall examine in their order, 
not deeming it necessary,to spend a moment 
in discussing the question of constitutional 
power to deal with the subject—a power which 
long since ceased to be questionable. __ 

.- There are, however, some matters of history 
pertinent to the subject which seem to precede 
the.consideration of the above-named questions, 
and to these I invite a moment’s attention. 

On the 8th day of August, 1846, Congress, 
after a full consideration of the subject, real- 
izing the importanee of making the Fox and, 

Wisconsin rivers available as a water commu- 
nication, enacted as follows: 

“That there be, and hereby is, granted to, the 
State of Wisconsin, on the admission of said State 
into the Union, for the purpose of improving the 
navigation of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, and of constructing the 
canal to unite the said rivers at or near the Portage, 
@ quantity of land equal to one half of three sections 
in width-on each side of the said Fox river and the 
Jakes through which it passes, from its mouth to the 
point where the portage canal shall enter the same, 
andon each side of said canal from one stream to 
the other, reserving the alternate sections tothe Uni- 
ted States, to be selected under the direction of the 

overnor of said State, and such selection to be áp- 
proved by tho President of the United States. The 
seid rivers when improved, and the said canal when 
finished, shall be and forever remain a public high- 
way for the uso of the Government of the United 

States, free from any toll or other chargo whatever, 
for the transportation of the mails or for any prop- 
erty of the United States or persons in their service 
passing upon or along the same: Provided, That 
Said alternate sections reserved to the United States 
shall not be sold at a less rate than $2 50 the acre: 
Provided also, That no preëmptivo claim to the 
lands so reserved shall give the occupant, or any 
other person claiming through or under him, a right 
to said lands at any price less than the price fixedin 
this act at the time of tho settlement on said lands,” 

By the terms of this act the State of Wis- 
consin was to commence said improvement 
within three years after the admission of the 
State into the Union, and to complete it within 
twenty years. tin , 

In pursuance of this act the State, by suit- 
able legislation, assumed the trust, and through 
its agents entered upon the contemplated work, 

By-an-act of the Legislature approved July 6, 
1853, the State placed the improvement in the 
hands of an association incorporated under 
and by the name of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Improvement Company, vesting all the rights, 
franchises, and property of the State in and 
to said improvement in the aforesaid company, 
and requiring that said company should com- 
plete the improvement within three years, 
according to the plan tatty by the chief 
engincer, so as to enable boats with a draught 
of two feet and breadth of thirty feet, drawing 
ordinary stages of water, to pass with facility 
from Green: bay into the Wisconsin river, to 
pay all the outstanding indebtedness incurred 
on account of the said improvement, and to 
save the State harmless on account of the 
same. : 


The act also provides that the surrender of | 


the improvement to the company and their 
management of the fund should be subject to 
the conditions of the act of Congress making 
the grant, and that the State mightatany time 
become: the owner of the improvement after 
twenty years by paying to. the company what 
they may have expended on it over and above 
the avails of the grant. 

Subsequently the improvement company, by 
by an act approved -March 31, 1855, obtained 
the right to increase its capital stock $250,000. 
‘By this act the company was required to com- 
plete the improvement according to the plan 
of the engineer, Captain Cram, so as to allow 
boats drawing not less than three -feet to pass 
from Lake Winnebago to the Wisconsin river, 
and. lands belonging to the State along the 
line of the improvement were given to the 
company, and are now held and owned by the 
present company, but which are to pass to the 

nited States under the arbitration to which I 
shall refer. 

“Tn. 1856 another act was passed requiring the 


reconstruction and enlargement of the works 
according to a plan prepared and submitted by 
the engineer, D. O. Jeune, so that steamboats 
drawing four. fect of water may pass during 
the ordinary. stage of water from Green bay 
to. Lake Winnebago, and boats drawing three 
and a half feet of water may pass from Lake 
Winnebago to the Wisconsin river, 

The act also provides for the appointment 
of three trustees, to whom the ‘improvement 
company should execute a deed of trust of the 
entire property, upon conditions therein speci- 
fied. ` 

In April, 1861, another act was passed author- 
izing a sale of the lands and property of the 
company by the trustees under the trust deed, 
and providing for the organization of a new 
company by the purchasers, which company 
might own the improvement and carry on the 
work to completion. 

In February, 1866, the Green Bay and Mis- 
sissippi Canal Company, a new organization, 
became the owner of this valuable property, 
and has so remained since that date. 

Such in brief is the history of the improve- 
ment and the legislation following the first 
grant made by the General Government in 
1846, above mentioned. 

It is easy to see that the legislation obtained 
from the State since 1853 has been altogether 
friendly to the parties owning and controlling 
the property, rights, and franchises hereinbe- 
fore mentioned ; nor will it be denied that these 
parties have been naturally more concerned in 
making the improvement subservient to their 
own interests tham to the wants of commerce 
between the West and the Bast. 

After the close of the recent war the atten- 
tion of leading men in the Northwest was nat- 
urally drawn anew to the importance of this 
improvement as a great national enterprise, 
and the subject, in the light of the statistics 
brought out in the progress of discussion 
through the press, in popular conventions 
and otherwise, speedily assumed a magni- 
tude challenging the attention of the country, 
And through the same means it became ap- 
parent that before the Government could take 
hold of this enterprise with a spirit and vigor 
commensurate with its great importance, it 
must acquire the control of the franchises and 


property of the-Green Bay and Mississippi 
Canal Company. Thiswas the first step to be 
taken. 


Accordingly Congress, after due considera- 


tion of the subject, by a law approved July 7, | 


1870, enacted as follows: 


An, act for the improvement of water communica- 
tion between the Mississippi river and Lake Mich- 
igan, by tho Wisconsin and Fox rivers. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America iù Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of Wir is hereby 
authorized to adopt for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Wisconsin river such plan as may 

o recommended by the chief of the Bureau of 
Engineers, . 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary aforesaid is hereby authorized to ascertain, at 
any time he shall deem proper within three years 
from the passage of this act, the sum which ought in 
Justice to he paid to the Green Bay and Mississippi 
Canal Company, a corporation existing under the 
laws of Wisconsin, as an equivalent for the transfer 
of all and singular its property and rights of property 
in and to the line of water communication between 
the Wisconsin river aforesaid and the mouth of the 
Fox river, including its locks, dams, canals, and 
franchises, or so much of the samo ag shall, in the 
judgment of said Secretary, be needed; and to that 
end is authorized to join with said ‘company in 
appointing a board of disinterested and impartial 
arbitrators, one of whom shall be selected by the 
Secretary aforesaid, another by said company, and 
the third by the two arbitratorsso selected. The Sec- 
retary aforesaid is authorized to employ a competent 
agent or attorney to represent the interests of the 
United States upon the hoaring before such ‘board: 
Provided, That in making theiraward the said arbi- 
trators shall take into consideration. the amount 
realized from the sale of lands heretofore ranted 
by Congress to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the 
construction of said ‘water communication, which 
amount shall be deducted from. the actual value 
thereof as found by said arbitrators." 

Sue. 3. And be it further enacted, That no money 
shall be expended on the improvement of tho Fox 
or Wisconsin river until the Green Bay and Missis- 
sippi Canal Company shall make and file with tho 


Secretary of War an agreement in writing, wh ereby 
it shall agree to grant and convey to the Unitea 
States the property and franchises mentioned in the 
foregoing section, upon the terms awarded by the 
arbitrators. Itis hereby made the duty of the Sec- 
retary of War to transmit to Congress a copy of the 
report of the arbitrators, upon which Congress may, 
at its then present session, elect to take such prop- 
erty upon making an. appropriation to pay the 
amount awarded: Provided, That if the Secretary 
of War shall not transmit to Congress a copy of the 
report of the arbitrators at least sixty days befora 
the close of its session, Congress may at its next ses- 
sion make such election and appropriation. 

Sro, 4. And be it further enacted, That all tolls aud 
revenues derived from the improvements made or 
acquired under the provisions of this act, after pro- 
viding for the current expenses of operating and 
keeping the same in repair, shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, and whenever tho 
United States shall be reimbursed for all sums ad- 
vanced for the samo, with interest thereon, then tho 
tolls aforesaid shall be reduced to the least sum 
which, together with other revenues properly appli- 
cable thereto, if any, shal be sufficient to operate 
and keep the improvements in repair. 

Suc. 5. And be tt further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of War shall annually report to Congress the 
progress made in the completion of said improve- 
ments, the amount expened thereon, the amount, 
if any, required for the succeeding fiscal year, and 
the amount of revenue derived therefrom. 

Approved, July 7, 1870. 

The agreement mentioned in section three 
having been filed, arbitrators were duly chosen, 
the investigation made, and the award, in sub- 
stance as follows, has been transmitted to Con- 
gress: 

Value of locks, dams, franchises 


&o $868,070 


Value of water-power 140,000 
Value of personal propert: 40,000 
Obi Sen faudaat eaves ccs a 1,048,070 
From which deduct for proceeds of land 723,07 
Balan OGsisccsissteaviss esas svsstsvesanicivaises a $825,000 


seers 

It will be observed that under this. award 
the Government has the opportunity to acquire 
this great franchise, including all the rights, 
interests, and property of the company, (per- 
sonal property alone excepted,) at an expense 
of only $285,000 or less than one third the 
sum at which it has always been held by the 
company—an opportunity which will not be 
likely to present itself again. 

The precise point to which my remarks are 
directed is, therefore, to urge most earnestly 
the acceptance of the award as to all except 
the personal property, and the necessary ap- 
propriation to carry our action into effect ; but 
I have another object in view, which, how- 
ever, embraces this, to wit, to set forth the 
claims of the enterprise upon the attention of 
Congress and the country. 

This brings me to the question of the foasi- 
bility of the proposed improvement, because 
if it be not clearly practicable, and moreover 
within the limits of a reasonable expenditare, 
then no adequate reason exists for making the 
‘election?’ contemplated in the act of July 7, 
1870, But if it can be demonstrated that the 
work is not only feasible, but ean be accom- 
plished at a cost, compared with its import- 
ance, altogether trifling and insignificant, then 
we are prepared to urge that the Government 
at once take hold of the enterprise and push it 
to completion. 

Upon this question I might content myself 
with simply referring the House to the reports 
of the several engineers, heretofore made on 
careful examinations and surveys, These re- 
ports concur in affirming the entire practica- 
bility of the work. ‘The estimates of expense 
are moreover: so exceedingly moderate as to 
plead powerfully for the proposition. Gen- 
eral Warren says, in speaking of this improve- 
ment, ii— 

_“ Will afford a thoroughly reliable water commu- 
nication from the Mississippi to Lake Michigan, 
capable of transporting millions of tons annually: 
at comparatively small cost. It will be seen, algo, 
that aside from the item of expense, this route will 
afford facilities for the transportation especially of 

eavy freights, unequaled by any existing or pro- 
posed routo. North of the Rock Island rapids, in tho 
lississippi river, the boats to be used should be of 
a class that can be loaded at any elevator on the 
Mississippi, or its navigable tributaries, below the 
falls of St. Anthony, and go through the lake with- 
out breaking bulk. =, 

* A comparison of tariffs by varions lines of trans- 
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portation shows that freights can be carried by such 
a line as is here proposed, for about one fourth of 
what they can by railroad. This fact alone, when 
the immense and continually increasing amount of 
grain annually shipped to the east from west of the 
Mississippi is taken into consideration, seems to de- 
Hane ee the necessity of its immediate construc- 
ion, 


But, I desire to call particular attention to 
the report of the survey and experiments under 
the supervision of Colonel Houston, of the 
United States corps of engineers, which took 
place during the past summer and autumn. 
These experiments must be regarded as the 
most important advance step yet taken in the 
direction of practical results. They demon- 
strate very clearly the solution of the problem. 
They show that by the aid of a series of wing- 
dams of moderate cost the Wisconsin river can 
be rendered navigable for steam vessels draw- 
ing five feet of water. From a statement of 
Captain Nader, published in advance, and 
embraced in substance in the report just sub- 
mitted to Congress, I quote: 


“Before entering upon the subject of experi- 
ments, and their result, I will give a few important 
properties of the river which are in close connection 
with its improvement. The first is the supply of 
water at its lowest stages. 

“ Atthe Portage the quantity is nearly three thou- 
sand cubic feet per second, which is increased along 
its route by a number of small tributaries, until it 
enters the Mississippi with a volume of seven thou- 
sand cubic feet per second, being a little less than 
one third of the whole Mississippi at Prairie du 
Chien, above the mouth of the Wisconsin. 

“ The next thing of importance is the condition of 
the river at particular places. 

“Wherever the whole volume of water flows in 
one channel of moderate size—say, from three to 
four hundred feet wide--the depth of water is not 
less than six feet; but where the river-bed is wide, 
or divided by islands into a number of minor chan- 
nels, the current is not capable of carrying the sand, 
and bars result, reducing the depth, at many places, 
to less than two feet; and in such places the bottom 
fluctuates with the surface during moderate stages, 
which, alone, goes to show that if the proper equi- 
librium is once established for any depth, the same 
would be preserved. iS he 

“ Upon the foregoing peculiarities was based the 
plan of the oxperimental improvements by means 
of wing-dams, and it. was decided to decrease the 
breadth of the low-water channel sufficiently to 
produce the required depth, by building dams from 
alternate sides of the river. The ease with which 
the sand could be. moved left no doubt as to. the 
cutting of a channel, but at the samo time left the 
stability of the dams in doubt. The dams were in- 
tended to confine only the low-water channel, and 
were built to the low-water surface only, so as not 
to impede high water. 

“Twenty-two dams were built during the past 
season, varying from fifty to seven hundred feet in 
length, and give a total Jength of sixty-six hun- 
dred and twenty foot. Tho experiments were made 
at two points—one near Dekorra, eight miles below 
Portage, and the other near the Lone Rock bridge. 
The dams were built of stone and brush only, with 
a little gravel tostop leaks at the hottom and pre- 
vent undermining. _ i ? 

“The latest goundings of the comparative surveys 
made in connection with the experiments, gives 
already, practically, a four-feet channel, The chan- 
nel was then still improving and adjusting itself to 
the curve which was expected; aud had there been 
time to oxpend about twelve hundred dollars more, 
and had not the obstruction of the aforementioned 
bridge existed, it would have been in my power to 
report a reliable five-feet channel for the seven 
miles under construction. 

“ As to the stability of the work I have not the 
slightest doubt, although repairs may and will be 
necessary; yet of the sixty-six hundred feet of dam 
every foot is as built, in place; and I consider the test 
which they withstood when they were in such a stage 
that the water was just pouring over in one sheet, 
as much severer than any they would be subject to in 
high water, for it is a known fact that when the 
height of water above the dam is considerable, as 
compared to the height of the dam, the irregular- 
ities on the surface disappear and the upper water 
flows off freely, while that at the bottom scarcely 
moves, and a deposit takes place which makes the 
work more secure. wkd 

““Asregards the cost of the work, this is below any- 
thing yet estimated; and so far has been $4,000 per 
mile, including all expenses incident to commencing 
a work without precedent. This can probably be re- 
duced to $3,000 per mile, and perhaps less for the 
whole river, making a total ef about three hundred 
thousand dollars. Additions and repairs will neces- 
sarily follow, but the expense will be comparatively 

` small 


Colonel Houston says: 


“T feel, no doubt, that by the system of wing-dams 
a reliable navigation of at least four feet, and in all 
probability five feet, can be obtained. 


From this report. it will be seen that this 
water communication can be rendered entirely 


| available, and made to subserve the pressiiig 
need of a vast area of country and an immense 
and rapidly augmenting commercial traffic, at 
an expense of only $300,000—a sum utterly 
insignificant in view of the present and pros- 
pective importance of the enterprise to both 
the East and the West. 5 

T pass now to consider briefly the other ques- 
tion involved in the improvement, namely, its 
importance. And this is the vital question to 
be considered, because if this projected work 
is what itis claimed to be, if it is’ likely to 
accomplish the half of what its friends insist 
itis clearly capable of doing, then the ques- 
tion of cost becomes wholly secondary and sub- 
ordinate. The American people can be trusted 
to do a thing when it can be demonstrated that 
it is obviously the proper thing to do. The 
t discussion of this question opens up a broad 
field of inquiry, which, I regret to say, can only 
be touched upon in the brief time allotted me. 

The primary object of this improvement is 
to secure the advantages of cheap transporta- 
tion by water for the cereal products, espe- 
cially the wheat, of the vast and fertile region 
of country lying between the Missouri river and 
the base of the Rocky mountains—a region 
capable, with proper cultivation and develop- 
ment, of furnishing the breadstuffs for a whole 
continent of people. : 

A secondary but not unimportant object is 
to provide additional facilities for transporting 
the immense freight and merchandise which 
annually moves in either, but mainly in the 
opposite direction. These objects, it will at 
once be seen, are of sufficient magnitude to 
lift this improvement above the level of a 


the characteristics and features of a great 
national enterprise; and such it is. f 

Now, sir, if you glance at the map you will 
perceive that the proposed improvement con- 
nects the upper trans-Mississippi States and 
Territories with the great lakes, and furnishes 
to that vast region of country continuous water 
communication with the markets of the sea- 
board. And here upon these general state- 
ments, which are incontrovertible, this whole 
case might be rested. But I turn from these 
to what is stronger and more conclusive than 
any generalization—the argument of statistics. 
Indeed, no merely general or wholesale state- 
ment, however unqualified, can convey an 
adequate idea of the magnitude of this enter- 
prise. The simple facts are the strongest argu- 
ment. a R 

I have alluded to its importance in the 
transportation of wheat to the markets of the 
East. This consideration alone is ample to 
explain the deep interest taken in it by the 
great States of Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, and by the hardy settlers in the 
region still beyond. 

Fromthe report of Gencral Warren, made 
in the month of July, 1868, bearing on this 
li} subject, I quote: 

“The region of the upper Mississippi is preémi- 
nently adapted to the production of wheat, and the 
low price at which land can now be purchased, and 
tho ease with which it can be tilled, make wheat- 
growing one of tho most profitable of pursuits.” | 

“Tt is estimated that there are now two million 
acres of land under cultivation in Minnesota, and 
that of wheat alone there is this year a product of 
twenty million bushels. It is also estimated that 
thisis only about five per cent. of the capacity of the 
State when it shall all come under cultivation, If 
So, the future crop may reach four hundred million 
bushels in this State alone, amounting to twelve 
million tons; of thistwo thirds would not be needed 


by the population of the State, so that there would 
be of this article alone eight million tons for trans- 
portation. N y 
At the present time it is estimated that in the 
States of Wisconsin, Illinois, Lowa, and Minnesota 
there are seventy million bushels of wheat for trans- 
‘| portation eastward, within the limits of the Missis- 
ii sippivailey tributary to the water lines oftransporta- 
tion, the improvement of which is under my charge, 
(namely, the Mississippi and tributaries above Rock 
Island rapids,) and one half of which would, were 
the Wisconsin and Fox river line as good now asit 
is susceptible of being made, pass over that line in 
preference to any other; that is, about 85,000, 
bushels, or 1,050,000 tons. The present ebarges for 


transporting this from the Mississippi river to Lake | 


merely local interest, and to invest it with all } 


Michigan, by railroad, is about-five dollars per. ton, 
making thecostof moving this half of the crop from 
the Mississippi to the lakes, not including river 
transportation, $5,250,000. It is believed that, the ` 
railroad transportation would be profitable at. $3 30 


Fulton and Chieago.... 

Racineand Savanna. 
Dunleith and Chicag 
Prairie du Chien and M: 
La Crosse and Milwaukee 
Hudson and Bayfield... 
St. Paul and Superio 


_‘Thecompetition ofan independentcanal and river 
line would then bring the railroads down át least to 
this price, and make the price of moving half of this 
year’s crop $3,675,000, thus effecting. a saving to. tho 
producers and consumers of $1,785,000. : 

* Tf the red line, as it is called, from New York to 
Chicago, should effect an extension to the Missis~ 
sippi, and carry freights at the rates they now do, 
which is about one and seven tenths per ton per 
mile, it would not reduce the prie in Minnesota, for 
connections can only be made by way of Chicago, and 
the increase of distance would make, at even these 
low rates, a higher average cost of reaching the lake 
from the Mississippi. Even those points on the Mis- 
sissippi nearest Chicago, like Rock Island, Savanna, 
and Dunleith, would, by the red line, lose all the 
benefits to be derived from the water transportation 
from Lake Michigan east, since the grain, once in 
these cars, would have to go on them all the way to 
the sea-board at the same rates. 

‘We believe it safe to say thata good lineof water 
transportation from the Mississippi to Green bay can 
be built so as to. profitably transport wheat at. ono 
half cent per ton per mile. The line would be. 230 
miles long, and this would make the cost $1 40 per 
ton, » saving of $1 90 per ton over the cheapest 
practicable railroad transportation. This, in the 
present wheat crop, would save over what the rail- 
roads charge $3 60 per ton, making a saving of 
$3,780,000; or, allowing the railroads to. carry as 
cheap as possible for them to do, the canal would 
carry $1 90 per ton cheaper, which would save on 
this year’s crop $1,995,000. 

“Tt must be kept in view that in these last figures 
we have supposed one half the crop to go by rail- 
road, and down the Mississippi below the. rapids, 
and we have not, taken into account the benefits of 
the trade from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi, 
which will be quite as great an addition. Nor have 
we more than stated the great future productions of 
thesingle State of Minnesota. Itis probable that tha 
development will be so rapid in all this wheat-grow - 
ing region that all the present and proposed rail- 
roads, as well as the canals and rivers, will be 
wanted as fast as they can be built. The stimulus 
to a full development of the agricultural resources 
which a return of one hundred per cent. per annum 
givos could inot,:of course, be felt to that extent but 
in favored localities for present transportation., >, 

** Perhaps the foregoing is enough to insure full and 
thorough consideration of the plans and estimates. I 
have submitted for improving the Wisconsin river.” 


These estimates, be it remembered, were 
made almost four years ago, and four years of 
growth in such a magnificent country as we 
are considering means much—more, I suspect, 
than many of our steady-going friends at the 
East apprehend. Statistics based upon the 
results of the past season would render still 
more manifest the value of this project. 

In the examination I have been able to give 
the subject I have been struck with tho fact, 
not that the wheat-producing territory has been 
constantly extending with the star of empire 
westward—that was to be expected-—but. that 
while the West has been year by year growiag 
more and more of this cereal, the older States 
and communities of the Hast have been grow- 
ing less and less. 

New England and New York produce, not 
relatively, but actually, less wheat than thirty 
years ago, while States then having no exist- 
ence are now supplying in great measure the 
eastern demand. I have been unable to find 
reliable statistics for 1889, but in 1849 the New 
England States produced in round numbers 
1,191,000 bushels of wheat ; in 1859, 1,084,000 
bushels; and in 1869, 1,000,700 bushels. 

The State of New York in 1849 produced 
18,122,000 bushels ; in 1859,.8,681,000 bushels; 
and in 1869, under thestimulus of higher prices, 
the quantity rose to 12,200,000 bushels, still 
nearly 1,000,000 bushels short of the crop of. 
twenty years before. The force of these figures 
ig enhanced when we remember the large. iu- 
crease of population and consequent increase 
of demand in those years. The Commissioner 
of Agriculture, in referring to wheat culture in 
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a recent article, says this crop has diminished 
in the middle States one third, or thirty-three 


-` percent. in the last twenty-five years. 


‘Now, turn for a moment to some of. the 
western States interested. specially in this im- 
provement. : In 1849 Wisconsin grew of wheat 
4,236,000 bushels; in 1859, 15,657,000 bush- 
els; and in 1869, 25,606,000 bushels, Iowa in 
1849 grew 1,580,000 bushels; in 1869, 8,450,000 
bushels; ‘and in 1869 only a‘ fraction, short of 
-80;000,000 bushels.’ -Minnesota in 1849 grew 
1,400 bushels ; in 1859, 2,187,000 bushels; and 
in 1869 only a fraction less than 19,000,000 
bushels} the three States together producing 
about one third of the total wheat crop of the 
country. 

Beyond these is Nebraska with her seventy- 
six thousand square miles, whose Legislature 
has memorialized Congress for this improve- 
ment; and a vast region of territory north and 
west, mere fragments of which have as yet 
been cultivated, ere long to become the grain 
garden of the New World. 

` Why, sir, the examinations and investiga- 
tions made.within the last two or three years, 
in connection with the location and construc: 
tion of the North Pacific railroad, have brought 
to the attention of the public the fact which 
only the few knew or realized before, that far 
beyond the reach of present settlement or 
civilization, far beyond the extreme limits of 
our northern boundaries, even, are countless 
acres, of virgin prairie capable of yielding 
thirty, forty, or fifty bushels of wheat to the 
acre, 

Last season, a party of distinguished gentle- 
men made a trip through Minnesota, Dakota, 
and Manitoba, and in looking through their 
reports of the country I confess the statements 
seem to savor more of romance than reality, 
and yet there is no reason to doubt their truth. 
_ Of western Minnesota and the valley of the 
Red river C. W. Bryan, one of these gentlemen, 
says in a letter to the Springfield Republican : 

“Since leaving Minneapolis, first by rail to Morris, 
on the: St. Paul and Pacific road, one hundred and 
fifty-five miles, then by coach to Prog Point, on the 
Red river, one hundred and eighty miles, and thence 

y steamer one hundred and sixty miles in a direct 

. ling,’but nearer five hundred of actual river travel, 
to Fort Garry, where I now write, I have looked 
and wondered, and feasted and tired my eyes, with 


the miles upon miles of prairie, almost unbroken 
save by the trail over which we passed, until I am 


dawed with wonder und admiration, and utterly fail | 


to find. words for an adequate expression of the sen- 
sations which moved me as I looked upon the im- 
mense “green sea of the great Northwest.’ 
< Along tho entire length of the railroad, thriving 
villages have sprung up as fast as tho railroad has 
progressed, and towns of two years’ growth, and one 
year, and six weeks even, were busy, bustling places, 
having the prairies about them cultivated and be- 
ginning to bloom with the first fruits of and first 
attempts at agriculture. From Morris, where we 
left the cars and took to stage-coaches, “across lots,’ 
until we struck the Fort Abercrombie and Rod 
: Tiver trail, our way was for many miles over a most 
beautiful rolling prairie, with now and then a hab- 
itation, until wereached Pomme de Terre, a distance 
: of nearly forty miles, where we struck the great 
level prairie of all the western world. The prairie 
sea rolled its waves of grass before and around us, 
and naught broke the monotony of the swell save 
the beaten trail we were following, and the eye 
looked out and on until it could see nothing but 
prairie and sky blending in the distance so closely 
gs to render it impossible to say where the prairie 
ended and wherethe sky began.” ¥ +. ° x 
“My recent journey across the prairies and down 
the Red river convinces me that thero is good found- 
ation for all the hopes which those interested 
have in the growth and development of the great 
Northwest. Here is surety a soil of the greatest 
fertility, anda climate very much milder and better 
adapted to the growing ‘of cereals than has been 
supposed to exist here until quite recently. And 
now that I have reached and looked upon this far- 
away region, which we have been told is to become 
the garden of the world, I am tantalized by thestate- 
mentjust made to me by one who has been there, that 
still richer and more promising fields exist still fur- 
ther on, in the valleys of the Saskatchewan and Yel- 
lowstone rivers, ‘fhe iron horse will mark out and 
open ùp the highway which will bring the settlers 
to this distant country, and when he has introduced 
‘them to their frontier homes on the broad prairies, 
will follow up that work by bringing to them the 
means and facilities requisite for the successful de- 
velopment of these opening western worlds, and at 
no distant day carry back the wheat which can be 
grown here by the million bushels.” 


Governor Bross, so well known to the coun: 


try as a gentleman of the highest character, 
speaking of the Red river country, says “the 
soil of the valley fully equaled expectations. 
Tt is a dark, rich loam, and, as we saw for our- 
selves, will produce fine crops of wheat, oats, 
barley, and potatoes. The grasses that cover 
it are very nutritious, as the fat cattle we saw 
abundantly testify.” ; A i 

Mr.. Marsh, writing to the Advance, from 
Fort Garry, in. the British province of Mani- 
toba, two hundred and fifty miles north of the 
line of the Northern Pacific, railroad, says : 

“The same remarkable fertility that I mentioned 
last week as the great characteristic of the Red 
river valley appears here in data that cannot be 
disputed. Governor Archibald told us of fields that 
had been cropped with, wheat for forty successive 
years, and which still yield from thirty to forty 
bushels an acre. We saw those which were sown on 
the 15th of May and reaped on the Ist of August ! 
Oats, barley, and potatoesyield corresponding crops. 
The secret of this remarkable summer growth, aside 
from the fertility of the soil, lies in the length and 
warmth of the sammer days. Though the nights 
were cool, during the week we were there the mer- 
cury went up at mid-day, in the shade, to one hun- 
dred degrees. And not only are the days warm, but 
here on the fiftieth parallel they are several hours 
longer than with us, as is easily understood when it 
is remembered that on the sixty-eighth parallel, 
in summer, ‘daylight lasts’ the twenty-four hours 
through. With such long days and warm days grow- 
ing crops ought to do good work. Essentially the 
same conditions exist for fifteen hundred miles fur- 
ther on up tho great Saskatchewan valley, which, if 
it had the population to till it, could raise wheat 
enough to feed the world. Bishop Tache, who, as 
priestly explorer, traversed all this country years 
ago, told us that the Saskatchewan was navigable 
for a thousand miles save somo short rapids in two 
places about five hundred miles apart.” 

I might multiply evidence on this subject, 
but I forbear. Enough has been shown to 
satisfy any one, even the most incredulous, 
that the resources of the great Northwest are 
as yet but feebly comprehended. 

Here is a country large enough for a might 
empire, rich in agricultural resources, still 
stretching away in countless acres, as it came 
from the hand of the Almighty, unbroken by 
the plowshare but ready, at the magic touch 
of labor, to glow and gladden with the golden 
harvest—a country, as we have already seen, 
to be ere long the wheat granary of the nation. 

But it may be said that only a part of this 
vast area 1s to be accommodated by this chan- 
nel. It is unquestionably true that the more 
northerly portions of it will make use of the 
proposed improvement of St. Mary’s river, but 
itis.also true that they will be benefited by 
a competing channel further south. The 
greater the competition in means of transport- 
ation, the better for buyer and seller. But 
sir, this improvement now under consideration 
will be employed by and will accommodate the 
great majority of the people within the limits 
i have specified. Within the past year one 
hundred and forty thousands tons of shipping, 
aside from wheat and lumber, passed through 
that portion of this caual already completed, 
and thisis but a fraction of the business of the 
same Class which will be done as soon ag the 
improvement shall be consummated from the 
lake to the river. 

It is hardly probable, with the sum Con- 
gress may be expected to appropriate, that the 
work can be completed before the expiration 
of two, or three, or possibly four years from 
the present time. 

At the end of that period it is safe to affirm 
that not less than fifty million bushels of 
wheat will be transported by way of this chan- 
nel to Lake Michigan and the Hast every sea- 
son, which amount will be augmented almost 
indefinitely in subsequent years, and that a 
vast tonnage of merchandise and miscellaneous 
freight will pass through it East and West every 
year; to all of which may be added an un- 
limited quantity of coarse grains hitherto of 
small consequence, because debarred by cost 
of transportation. on railroads from being 
moved to the markets of the Mast. When 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr: WALDEN] was 
speaking a few days.since of burning corn for 
fuel in portions of his State, because it would 
not pay at existing rates to ship it, it occurred 


to me that if the present generation cannot 


devise some remedy for using corn as fuel in 
the West, while in the marts and workshops of 
the East the poor are needing it for bread, it 
will have left one great duty undone. ` 

Indeed, sir, there is hardly a question of 
domestic economy this nation can consider of 
such vital interest as the question of. cheap 
transportation. . It is the commercial.desidera- 
tum of to-day, vastly more important in its 
relations to the development and prosperity 
of the nation than the revival of our shipping 
interests, and these I certainly would not 
undervalue. It ig but another word for wealth- 
creation. The possibilities of national growth 
are largely bound up in it. The very magni- 
tude of our domain pleads for it, and in the 
remarkable topography of the country an all- 
wise Providence has pointed out the way to it. 

In this connection I transcribe the follow- 
ing significant facts, which have been often 
published, and cannot be, and never have been, 
gainsaid : 

“It is ascertained, by comparing the receipts 
and the cost of transportation of fourteen different 
canals, that the cost of transportation is from four to 
six mills per ton per mile, and the average receipts 
eleven and a half mills per ton per mile, making the 
cost about thirty-four per cent. of the receipts.” 

The following table shows the comparative 
cost and receipts per ton per mile upon rail- 
roads, canals, rivers, bays, and sea-borne: 


Classification. Cost. Receipt. 


Mills. Mills. 
Transportation by railroad... 29.80 
Transportation by canal....... 6.40 11.40 
Transportation by rivers, (steam) 2.26 2,90 
Transportation by bays.. o 2.27 3.13 
Transportation by ocean. PEREON 1.26 2.50 


From this statement it appears that the re- 
ceipts and còst of transportation by rail are 
each about three times as great as by canal, 
and about eight times as great as by river. 

From the report of 1866 of the State auditor 
of New York it appears that the Central and 
Erie railroads moved that year 809,561,319 
tons,at a costin round numbers of $20,000,- 
000, while the canals moved 1,012,448,084 
tons, ata cost in round numbers of ten $10,000,- 
000, or one third the cost of railroad trans- 
portation. A calculation based on these figures 
for ten years carried only to that portion of 
business now done by railroads which might 
and ought to be done by canals would present 
a startling aggregate, but it would only dis- 
close what the people are paying to existing 
agencies for which they may substitute others 
if they will. ` 

And yet, Mr, Speaker, I am satisfied that the 
very prominence given to railroads as carry- 
ing agents in the last few years.has given the 
impression to many that water-ways are things 
of the past. Iremember, when passing up the 
Mohawk valley in the cars, about a year ago, 
to have heard from a gentleman of much intel- 
ligence the opinion expressed that ere many 
years the channel of the Erie canal would be 
employed only asa bed for railroad tracks. 
Had his mind been directed to the. statisties 
bearing onthe question he would at once have 
seen the wildness of the prediction. He had 
overlooked the fact stated in the report of 
the State engineer of New York, that in the 
thirty years ending with 1868 the tonnage of 
that canal had increased more than six huv- 
dred per cent., and that the annual business 
of the same exceeds, by forty per cent., the 
total freightage of both the Erie and Central 
roads. 

‘In Great Britain and France there are to-day 
between eleven and twelve thousand miles of 
canal in successful operation, and whoever 
lives to see the end of the present century will, 
in my judgment, witness in this country a sys- , 
tem of water communication of which that now 
completed is but the feeble beginning. 

But to return to the project under considera- 
tion; a moment’s reflection will satisfy you, 
sir, that the sum required for the work will be 
saved to the people several times over every 
season when once it is completed. 
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If its business were limited to the one 
item of wheat, and but ten cents a bushel 
were saved, this, on a total shipment of only 
25,000,000 bushels, would show an aggregate 
of $2,500,000 per annum. Butif you-double 
the amount to be shipped, which would bea 
juster estimate, you have an aggregate of 
$5,000,000 on this single item. Regarding 
this as half only of the business of this chan- 
nel, you get some idea of its importance, but 
not an adequate one, for nobody can: doubt 
that its business will increase immeasurably 
in the course of twenty-five years. 

It is obvious that in view of the opening of 
the Northern Pacific railroad, and the con- 
struction of branch lines consequent upon it, 
together with the characteristics of soil and 
climate already mentioned as inviting migra- 
tion thither, the Northwest is to advance in 
population, productiveness, and wealth, for 
several years to come, as never before. But 
if it were to keep pace only with other parts 
of the great West, and indeed of the whole 
country, the argument for this improvement 
would be no less cogent and unanswerable. 

If, sir, there is one thing more than another 
before which an American stands in dumb 
amazement, it is our national growth and 
development. There is nothing like it in his- 
tory. I cannot contemplate it but with won- 
der; still less can Lignore it in dealing with 
such a question as this, a question which 
grows with the growth of the nation. 

Why, sir, it is not yet fifty years since the 
first keel parted the waters of Lake Michigan ; 
and now, as you stand on the shores of that 
great inland sea during the navigable portions 
of the year, you tite of counting the number- 
less sails which go bearing the wealth of our 
vast prairies to the East and returning with 
the rich and varied merchandise gathered 
from every quarter of the globe. There are 
cities on that lake, whose infant beginnings are 
within the memory of living men, whose com- 
merce is now reckoned by hundred of millions 
per annum, and constantly increasing. In my 
judgment, sir, the business of our great lakes, 
vast as it is, is yet in its infancy. 

A very significant recognition of this idea is 
found in the recent treaty with Great Britain, 
whereby the free and unembarrassed naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence is secured to each of 
these nations. Both Governments realize the 
importance of these growing interests. Ere 
long, permanent commercial relations are to 
be established between these lake ports and 
the marts of the world. Who can doubt it? 

And right hereyI beg you to consider the 
bearing of this improvement. There is no 
reason why the United States may not in afew 
years, if suitable attention be paid to the sub- 
ject of cheap transportation for the grain-fields 
of the Northwest, supply Great Britain with 
seventy-five per cent. of her wheat import- 
ations, instead of thirty-three, as heretofore. 

In 1871 England imported 32,865,338 hun- 
dred-weight of wheat, of which only 10,832,561 
hundred -weight were supplied by the United 
States. The total amount received for wheat 
and flour for the year from this one nation was 
$38,633,080. There is no reason why the 
amount should not be doubled as soon as this 
improvement can be perfected. 

But not to the British isles alone would ex- 
port trade be limited. Nearly all of western 
Hurope imports breadstuffs, and this nation 
has for years exported wheat in moderate 

uantities to all these States except Austria, 

Prussia, Russia, and Holland. Give to this 
trade the advantage of a reduction of five to 
ten cents per bushel on wheat, and you arm it 
with the power to command a business: in for- 
eign markets from which it has been hitherto 
largely excluded, and which may and will 
ultimately assume vast magnitude. 

Consider also the question of railroads; and 


I allude to them here for two reasons: first, . 


because they serve to illustrate the rapid devel- 
opment of the nation, to which I am asking 


attention; and second, because I wish to refer 
to the system of railroad transportation in its 
relation to this questiun. The friends of cheap 
water transportation are not necessarily antag- 
onizing railroads. The policy they urge will- 
doubtless tend to classify freights and reduce the 
scale of rates, but experience shows that busi- 
ness increases as facilities of transportation 
increase. The history of railroads in our 
country is particularly significant on this point. 

In January, 1830, not a mile of locomotive 
railroad was in operation in the United States. 
In 1870 we had 58,899 miles, fully. one third 
of all the railroads in the world, constructed 
at a cost of $2,400,000,000 carrying annually 
125,000,000 of tonnage, whose value was esti- 
mated at $10,875,750,000, more than four times 
the vast total of the national debt. 

More railroad was constructed in 1870 thar. 
in the whole decade ending with 1850. The 
significant fact is that notwithstanding this 
marvelous expansion of railroad facilities the 
carrying business of the country has still more 
rapidly expanded. Witness these facts: in 
1850 the tonnage was 400 pounds per head of 
total population ; in 1860 it was 1,200 pounds 
per head, and in 1870 it reached 3,816 pounds. 
The value of such tonnage increased in about 
an equal ratio. In 1850 it was $29, in 1860 
$80, andin 1870 $285 per head. So with the 
earnings of the roads. In 1850 the average 
earnings per mile were $4,000, or $1.55 per 
head, and in 1870 they had gone upto $9,000 
per mile, or $11 75 per head for each inhab- 
itant. 

These figures, as I said, are significant. 
They show that the business of the country 
has outrun the railroads, active as the latter 
have been. In 1870 we had 53,899 miles of 
railroad, against 9,021 miles in 1850, and yet 
each mile of road in 1870 was paying more 
than twice as much as in 1850. Striking as 
these statistics are, it is to be remembered that 
we are only in the infancy of our domestic or 
internal traffic. Indeed, it has been stated by 
one who has given much attention to the ques- 
tion, that by the end of the present decade we 
shall be able to boast 70,000. miles of rail- 
road in operation, with a business capacity of 
250,000,000 tons per annum... Butitis evident 
from these figures that there need be no antag- 
onism to this measure from the railroad inter- 
est, because there is ample business, and al- 
ways will be, for both. But there is one view 
of this question, the relation of the two modes 
of transportation, which cannot be ignored. 
Already the railroads of the country represent 
enormous capital and wield tremendous power, 
and they are constantly expanding. 

Against combinations which we are com- 
pelled to anticipate in the future, what protec- 
tion for the people like healthy competition? 
It is better than any pro rata freight bills, 
because it executes itself. This improvement 
now under consideration, insignificant as its 
cost may seem, will do more to protect the 
people interested in the carrying trade of the 
Northwest from possible imposition and exac- 
tions than any measure I can think of. On this 
ground alone I might press its claims, were it 
necessary to do so. 

These figures I have introduced, showing 
the wonderful growth of internal commerce, 
might be multiplied indefinitely, but I forbear. 
The same statistics attest as well our general 
growth and expansion. ‘They carry with them 
the necessary inference of such growth. ; 

Every one wbo has taken pains to investi- 
gate the subject understands that the varied 
forces and elements of our American develop- 
ment move in parallel lines and together. 
The expansion of our inland traffic, of which 
railroads and ships are but the symbols, means 
increase of population, and this again im- 
plies multiplication of schools and colleges, 
of churches and eleemosynary institutions, 
of industrial enterprises, of courts of justice, 
of newspapers, of postal facilities, of cities 
and villages, of wharves and warehouses; in a: 


word, of everything which makes up our civil- 
ization. We of the Westsee and realize this. 
as possibly others cannot, becansé it is con- 


| stantly before us, a part of our daily observa-’ 


tion and experience.» We have seen, nay, sit,: 
we are constantly seeing, the end at which/all 
this progress aims, the logic of these varied 
agencies, namely, the building up of new.com- 
munities there with wants precisely like those’ 
of the old. oo wt 

The birth of an American State, with all its 
functions of government perfected, with all the 
forces of a high civilization in full play at the 
very outset, is, in my humble judgment,. one: 
of the grandest events of modern history, the 
flower at once and fruit of American progress; 
and yet we are witnessing such events with a 
rapidity that might startle if it did notinspire. 
There is an old German play in which, with 
merry humor, Adam is represented crossing the 
stage going to be created! The birth of States. 
in the marvelous march of empire westward has 
in like manner anticipated all preconceived 
ideas. While we have been awaiting their 
advent as something to occur in the indefinite 
or distant future, they have one after another 
burst upon our vision as accomplished facts, 
and quietly taken their places in the family of 
States. ; ; 

Now, sir, while thesé events are transpiring,' 
aiding as they do in every way toward’ build- 
ing up and enriching the nation, it ‘is ‘hardly 
to be supposed that nothing will or may ‘be 
asked in return. The spirit of a just recipro- 
city only is invoked. < These States and com- 
munities, asalready intimated, have their wants, 
They could not be the active, enterprising, pro+ 
gressive people they are, and not have wants. 
Are the demands based upon them reasonable 
and just? This is the practical question you-are 
asked to solve. Here are four great States— 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, and Nebraska, 
with an aggregate population equal to that 
of our entire nation when independence was 
achieved—asking for this improvement. It'is 
a population as enterprising, as intelligent, as 
devoted to the Government as any within our 
whole domain; a population, moreover, which 
has never refused to respond with. heart and: 
hand and purse to every just demand on thè 
part of the Government; a ‘population; sit, . 
whose historic achievements in the great strug~ 
gle for the life of the Republic, and the: tri: 
umph of free institutions, constitute one’ of 
the brightest chapters in American annals. 
They are asking for nothing new or strange. 
Not only has Congress committed itself to the 
proposition, but representative men, Boards 
of Trade, commercial conventions, alike in 
the East and West, have pronounced in favor 
of it. ' 

Nor are they asking anything for themselves 
alone. The older communities of the East are 
to share in its advantages as well. Every 
dollar saved on a ton of breadstuffs is a dollar 
divided between producer and congumervalike.: 

Nor is this project an experiment. It has 
received the careful attention and thought of 
our most eminent engineers and practical busi- 
ness men, and all agree in asserting its entire 
feasibility. ; 

Itis a project in the interest of commerce 
between the East and the West. It. means 
cheaper breadstuffs on the sea-board and beiter 
prices on the prairies. lt means increased 
facilities for increased trade. It means. the 
acceptance of an opportunity.’ {¢ means 
another cord in’ the wonderful net-work -of 
exchanges and business relations which binds 
together different and distant States and sec- 
tions, upholding and enforcing by the laws of - 
trade the sentiments of a broad and healthy 
patriotism, which makes‘iis one people in fact 
as well as in name. 00 0. ; : 

A proposition so ‘practicable, so inexpen- 
sive, so vitally important, so thoroughly na- 
tional, so earnestly and urgently demanded, 
this Congress will not, I am confident, feel 
that it can afford to refuse, 
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co. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

-A message from the Senate by Mr. Syur- 
SON, one. of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate: had passed without. amendment bills 

of the House of the following titles : 
Abin: (H.R. No. 624): granting a pension 
to: Hlizabeth H. Morgan; 

SA bill (H. R. No. 1209) granting a pension 
to George J. St. Louis; and l 

A bill (H. R. No. 1761) extending the tinie 
for the completion of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior ship-canal. 

“The ‘message further. announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : ae 

A_bill (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jefferson 
W. Davis; . À 

A bill (S. No. 468) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army; 
an ; 

A bill (S, No. 770) to erect two new land 
districts in the State of Nebraska, - 


‘RENLIGIBILITY OF THE EXECUTIVE., 


Mr. DONNAN.. Mr.. Speaker, since’ the 
organization of the present Congress several 
propositions have. been submitted iù one or 

oth Houses for additional amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. To the 
one, favoring such change as will render the 
Executive ineligible fora second term of office, 
I desire for a few minutes to call the atten- 
tion of the House. 

At is not strange, Mr. Speaker, that the ever- 
expanding area, the ever-increasing popula- 
tion, the ever-progressing civilization, and 
the ever-changing circumstances of a Repub- 
lic like our own, have, from time to time, 
prompted her people to ingraft amendments 
upon the fundamental law of Government 
` suited to such, changed circumstances and 
relations. It is not.strange that the complete 
overthrow of the recent.attempt to- tear asun- 
der our grand Union of States, and to build 
upon its ruins and within. its limits another 
government with the avowed object and for 
the egpecial purpose of protecting and perpetu- 
ating the odious system of human bondage, has 
regulted, through sense of justice and proper 
appreciation of the long-since declared prin- 
ciples of American freedom, in prompting, yes, 
in impelling, the statesmen to suggest, and 
the citizens of this country to adopt, such con- 
stitutional, amendments as recognize the uni- 
versality. of human rights and guaranty to 
those millions of our people thus uplifted from 


the darkness of serfdom into the sunlight of- 


citizenship the full enjoyment of all those 
precious rights secured to us in the formation 
of this Government, and for the establishment 
and maintenance of which we justly do not 
cease ‘to revere the wisdom and to laud the 
patriotic devotion of tho fathers of the Repub- 
lie. It is not strange if thoroughly earnest, 
thinking men believe that still other provisions 
of. the Constitution may yet be so amended ag 
will render more harmonious, more perfect, 
the. working of our whole system of govern- 
ment.: i 

While we do not forget that religion, the 
most precious of interests, has more than once 
sought proselytes by. fire rather than by the 
persuasive teachings of the Saviour, and that 
politics, next in value, as embracing the tem- 
poral well-being .and happiness of man, is 
oftentimes nourished. by prejudice and pas- 
sion rather than by appeals to the better judg- 
ment, and that particular measures are not 
unfrequently urged with sinister or selfish ends 
in view, yet let us believe that the consider- 
ation of this.amendment ig pressed, not.at all 
because of. the. present. peculiar juncture of 
political affairs; not at all because there are 
those sufficiently illiberal to suggest that either 
of those zealous advocates of the “ one-term 
principle,’’ the philosopher of the Senate, of 
the press, or of the rostrum, would not abso- 
dately refuse to serve for a single term only, as 


l 


President, if the people should insist upon it! 
Rather let us infer that it arises from the best 
of motives, a sincere desire for the most judi- 
cious organization of the executive power, and 
that to prohibit the. redlection of that officer 
would attain the proposed object. 

; QUESTION STATED, 

The public mind is sensitive to proposed 
changes of organic law. Hager to approve 
and adopt any amendment which enlarges the 
rights and privileges of the. great body of the 
people, it is equally timid, jealous, and sus- 
picious of any proposition an examination of 
which justifies the belief that its adoption 
would practically result in the deprivation of 
any just right already enjoyed by them, or in 
the restriction ofa privilege to which, through 
time and experience, the people may have 
become accustomed and attached. To my 
mind this is conclusively substantiated by. the 
action of the different States in the various 
revisions of their respective State constitu- 
tions, as also by their action upon the amend- 
ments of the Federal Constitution which haye 
been heretofore submitted for ratification, ‘lo 
such a standard. of liberality in thought, in 
speech, and in action have the citizens of this 
country attained, however, in these closing 
years of our first century of national existence, 
that any proposition put forth professedly as 
a means of fortifying this edifice of liberty, 
reared and preserved at such nameless ex- 
pense of treasure, blood, and life, will receive 
ready attention, and candid, if not favorable, 
consideration. With this professed purpose 
comes this proposed amendment to place a 
ban in the Constitution against any retention 
whatever, under any. circumstances; of the 
Executive beyond a single term of office, 
which, as I hope in.some measure to eluci- 
date, is neither in accord with the spiritof our 
past history, not advantageous to a more steady 
and faithful administration of public affairs, 
nor at all necessary to the continued security 
of constitutional government. 

Probably the germ of political parties in this 
country was developed in Jefferson and Ham- 
ilton. I do not question that the cause of 
free. government, to which they alike had 
devoted so much of their labor and care, was 
equally dear to them; but they early took 
widely different views of the dangers by which 
it was in the future likely to be assailed. ‘The 
former feared in the possible degeneracy of 
future generations a return to aristocracy and 
monarchy, a form of government which expe- 
rience had taught him thoroughly to detest, 
The latter dreaded through weakness of civil 
authority the prospect of the dissolution of 
order and the disintegration of the Republic. 
Possibly both of them magnified their appre- 
hensions; yet itis quite likely their very anxiety 
for the existence of our governmental fabric, 
while it gave proof of their sincerity and zeal, 
may also by reciprocal action have essentially 
contributed to its preservation. 

These eminent and primitive statesmen of 
our country were prototypes of individuals and 
of parties. The same apprehensions have been 
entertained by earnest, patriotic men from 
that time to the present. And although onr 
more recent history may, and in my judgment 
must, logically compel the conclusion that the 
greater danger to our institutions lies largely 
in relaxation of necessary authority, and con- 
sequent irretrievable confusion and anarchy, 
yet I do mot now question that some of the 
diatribes with which the Halle of Congress 
resounds against real or imaginary accumu- 
lations of patronage, concentration of polit- 
ical power, centralization-of government, and 
assumption of dictatorial authority on the part 
of the Executive, may. arise-not wholly from 
partisan acerbity: or from personal vindic- 
tiveness and animosity, but at least partially, 
let us hope largely, from. apprehensions of 
which I have spoken, and’from a laudable and 
earnest desire for the best’ possible govern- 
ment. 


The Constitution went into effect on the 
4th of March, 1789, There was wisely placed 
among its provisions an alternative method 
of securing amendments to that Constitution, 
namely: 


“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 


Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments, or, on the application of the Legis- 
latures of two thirds of the several States, shall 
call aconvention for proposing amendments, which, 
in either case, shall be valid as part of this Consti- 
tution when ratified by the Legislatures of three 
fourths of the several States,” de, : 

Under this provision fifteen amendments 
have been made, one of which relates to the 
Executive—only, however, to the manner of his 
election—which was added in 1804.. The term 
of service and reëligibility of the President 
have therefore remained unchanged since the 
formation of the Government. That the want 
of the present proposed limitation has. not 
been seriously or practically felt in our past 
history appears evident from the fact that I 
discover but one proposition submitted which 
reached a final affirmative vote in either House 
of Congress from the time of the Federal Con- 
vention to the assembling of this Congress, 
that in 1826, and the amendment then pro- 
posed was that no person should be elected 
President a third time. 


ACTION OF FEDERAL CONVENTION, 

If, however, this question of limitation of the 
Executive to a single term of office is com- 
paratively new at this date, it is not by any 
means unknown to our history. The òrgan- 
ization of the executive department caused 
more agitation in the Federal Convention, and 
in the conventions of some of the States called 
to consider the adoption of the proposed Con- 
stitution, than perhaps any other subject which 
came before them. The power to be con- 
ferred upon that officer; the length of his offi- 
cial term, with and without limitation as to 


Halsey ts terms; his election mediately or 


immediately by the people; and his appoint- 
ment by the national Legislature, were fally 
argued and carefully considered. From tho 
following abstracts from the proceedings it 
will be perceived that sentiment ranged all 
the way from an Executive appointed by 
Congress for a period as brief as three years, 
and not eligible thereafter, to a President 
elected by the people, reéligible for a rea- 
sonable length of official term, or even, as 
twice proposed, elected for life or during good 
behavior. 

On June 1, 1787, Governor Randolph intro- 
duced a resolution that the national Execu- 
tive be chosen by the Legislature fora term 
of—~ years, to beineligible a second time, é&c. 
The term was fixed at seven years, and the 
ineligibility clause and the mode of appoint- 
ment were adopted, and the consideration of 
other clauses of the resolution was postponed. 

On the 15th of June Mr, Patterson submit- 
ted a similar proposition in connection with 
several others, which, on motion of Mr. Madi- 
son, were referred to a Committee. of the 
Whole House. 

Three days later, Mr. Hamilton subm'tted 
a plan of government which included a Peesi- 
dent to be clected by electors chosen by the 
people, to serve. during good behavior, with 
functions similar to those now devolved upon 
the Executive. 

Onthe next day thereafter Mr. Gorham sub- 
mitted Mr. Randolph’s resolution, as altered 
and amended in the Committee of the Whole 
House, which report provided for an Eixecu- 
tive to consist of a single person, to be chosen 
by the national Legislature for the term of 
seven years, to be ineligible a second time. 
This resolution came up for consideration on 
the 17th of July, when it was moved to strike 
out the words ‘‘national Legislature” and 
insert “the citizens of the United States,’’ 
thus rendering the Executive independent: of 
Congress and elective by the people; but the 
motion was defeated. it was then moved to 
agree to the words “to be ineligible a second 
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time;” which was carried by a majority of two, 
counting by States. A motion was then made 
to strike out the words ‘‘seven years ;”’ which 
was defeated. It was then agreed to recon- 
sider the clause relating to ineligibility a sec- 
ond time. i 
On the 19th of the same month, on motion 
of Mr. Ellsworth, the mode of selection was 
changed, so as to render the Executive 
‘chosen by electors appointed for that pur- 
pose.’’ It. was directly afterward moved to 
restore the words “to be ineligible a second 
term,’ and it was defeated, only two States 
voting aflirmatively, ` 

On the 25th of July, Mr. Pinkney. moved 
that no person be capable of holding the office 
of President more than six in any twelve 
years, which was defeated. On the next day 
the Committee of the Whole agreed to report 
to the Convention the whole resolution insti- 
tuting an Executive, to consist of a single 
person chosen by Oongress for a term of 
seven years, ineligible a second term, and it 
was on the same day so reported to the Con- 
vention. 

‘This aud other resolutions were referred to 
a committee consisting of Rutledge, Randolph, 
Gorham, Elisworth, and Wilson, who, on the 
6th of August, reported a draft of a Constitu- 
tion, one of the provisions of which was that 
the President ‘‘shall be elected by ballot by 
the Legislature, shall hold his office during 
the term of seven years, but shall not be 
eligible a second time.” 

On the 31st of August, this, with other parts 
of the Constitution, was referred to a commit- 
tee consisting of ane member from each State. 

On the 4th day of September, Mr. Breasly, 
from that committee, reported alterations and 
amendments, among which was one removing 
the election of the President from the national 
Legislature, and providing for such election 
indirectly by the people, fixing his term of 
office at rour years, and without any limitation 
whatever as to reéligibility. On the next day 
an effort was made to substitute an Executive 
elected by joint ballot of the Legislature for 
the term of seven years, not to be elected a 
second time. It was largely negatived, only 
two States voting favorably, and one divided. 
This appears to have been the last effort made 
in the Convention in favor of limitation to a 
single term. 

When the Constitution was submitted for rati- 
fication to conventions of the several States, 
some of them saw this question warmly dis- 
cussed, and the conventions of Virginia and 
North Carolina proposed amendments that no 
person should be capable of being President 
more than eight years in sixteen; and that of 
New York proposed that no person should be 
elected President a third time. But the article 
of the Constitution was ratified without amend- 
ment, and bas remained unchanged except ag 
to the mode of election above referred to. 

A careful examination of the proceedings 
of the Federal Convention must, 1 think, con- 
vince almost any one that the original idea of 
many, probably of a majority of its members, 
was to create an executive department, with 
the power of selecting its officer vested in the 
legislative department. The limitation to a 
single term followed as a natural if not an 
almost inevitable consequence, as a necessary 
means of preventing, through improper motives 
on the part of Congress, the promotion of un- 
worthy men to this most responsible station; 
as well, also, the danger on the part of the 
Executive of accomplishing reappointment 
through subserviency and intrigue. ; 

The anticipated and evident evils of this sys- 
tem caused it to be finally abandoned, although 
it had been twice adopted by the Convention. 
Gradually the idea of trusting the election of 
this highest officer of the Republic to the peo- 
ple gained ground, until it was adopted by a 
decisive vote of the Convention, No subse- 
quent effort was made to render a President 
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elected by the people for four years ineligible 
for a second term, and the only attempt to 
reach the limitation to a single term was by 
proposing the longer term of seven years, and 
as a noticeable fact linked with it was a return 
toa President appointed by Congress. Those, 
therefore, who would compel a change of ad- 
ministration every four years, ho matter what 
the circumstances or what the desire of the 
people, find little encouragement for their pró- 
posed innovation from the opinions of the 
framers of our Government. 
ACTION OF THE STATES, 

It may not be amiss, sir, to call attention 
for a few moments to the history of the differ- 
ent States of the Union, touching this. ques- 
tion, as developed by their action relative to 
their own more immediate Executives, the 
Governors of the States. At the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution, in a majority of 
the original thirteen States, the period was 
limited in which the State Executive could 
hold office; and in at least five of the thirteen 
States that officer was elected by the State 
Legislature. That this pratice, in so large a 
number of the States, had much to do with the 
proposition of a national Executive chosen by 
Congress, in the early history of the Federal 
Convention. may be readily conceived. This 
limitation, however, little occasion they had 
found for its use, was deemed salutary iu prin- 
ciple aud safe in practice. So recently sepa- 
rated from a* Government where hereditary 
succession obtained, it is not strange if the 
principle of a different succession were almost 
irresistible. 

But what, sir, has been the action of the 
States in this regard since that time? At the 
present time there is not asingle State among 
the entire thirty-seven which does not com- 
mit the election of her Executive to the people. 
There are but few which deprive the Exec- 
utive of a second or third term, and twenty- 
six of them, or more than two thirds of the 
entire number, have no restrictions whatever 
as to the reéligibility of this officer, Of the 
States which originally made their Governor 
ineligible after a first, second, or third term, 
and which have revised their constitutions 
within the last twenty-five years, nine of them 
have removed this limitation clause. Of the 
thirteen States which have been admitted to 
the Union since the admission of Missouri, 
not one of them has any limitation of eligi- 
bility to the executive office, save Oregon, 
which was admitted fifteen years since, and 
has not revised her constitution since. she 
came into the Union. 

Thus has the recommendation of those pru- 
dent and able men who framed the funda- 
mental law for the infant Republic not only 
been followed by the people through eighty- 
seven intervening years, varied by general 
prosperity and by public distress, by peace 
and by war, by sectional animostity and by 
‘most bitter political commotions, with com- 
paratively nothing of dissent and dissatisfac- 
tion; but it has been approved, with a con- 
tinually advancing sentiment toward unanimity 
by the separate sovereign States. 

PERMISSIBLE REBLECTION, 

Jt has been urged by the claimants for no 
reélection that a great fundamental principle 
in republicanism is sapped by election of 
the President without compulsory rotation 
attached; that the inevitable tendency of 
reéligible Executives would lead to an elective 
monarchy, and thence to an hereditary oué. 
It was said, if rotation is not absolutely re- 
quired, the President once elected will be 
reélected time after time, and will be continued 
in office for life. Bat what has been our ež- 
perience in this respect? Have these appre- 
hensions been confirmed? Have they not 
rather been shown wholly groundless?, With 
fifteen years of the future still requisite to 
complete our first century under the Constitu- 
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tioti; we have seen not one, or two, but eight- 


ceti different Presidents iti occupancy of the 
executive chair. Six of those have filled that 
high station @ second time. Others of them 
have sougbt a reélection with all the political 
appliances known to theit timés ahd parties; 
but the people in their. absolute right; ati 
sovereign choice, have préferred a -chatige of 
men or measurés, None of the whole list of 
Presidents have been elected a third: tims, 
nor has one of them ever sought for such 
election. y : . 

Nor do I believe that danger to out free 
institutions, if come it ever does; ftom ‘the 
executive department, will be hastened- or 
induced by the maintetance of thé principle 
of permissible reélection at the hands of the 
people. I know not but somewhere, fardown 
the vista of the coming ages, stands 8 future 
Cato to mourn the loss of liberty to America. 
If that sad event is in store for our posterity, 
and is to be accomplished by some individual 
who shall use the influence, the patronage, and 
the political power of the presidential office 
to overturn our governmental fabric and estab- 
lish beneath this Liberty-surmoutted dome 
a royal throne and scepter, I ask gentlemen 
to consider, from past experience and from 
their knowledge of the incentives to human 
action, whether we shall be likely to find that 
execrable personage in one who is permitted 
to preside over the grandest nation upon the 
face of the earth, so long as he ‘iherits and 
maintains the support and confidencé of its 
people? Or whether we should iot be much 
more likely to find him in an ambitious Presi- 
dent, who, having been crowned with his coan- 
try’s highest honors, and because of constitu- 
tional inhibition, seeing before him only inev- 
itable descent from that high @thinence, and 
considering that no measure of desert past or 
present, no confidence on the part of the peo- 
ple, however well and largely bestowed, could 
save him from unwelcome reverse, would be 
extremely tempted to seize ah opporttine junc- 
ture of affairs Lo subserve his ambition at every 
personal risk, and the sacrifice of the Govern- 
ment we sd greatly love und so justly revere? 

ADVANTAGES OF EXPERIENGR.. “ 

Again, sir, it will be readily admitted: that 
the duties of the presidential oifice arë equally 
if not more difficult thah those of auy other 
office in the country. 

lt follows that thé same advatiages are 
to be reaped from ability and experience 
in this ag iii any other posilidh of public re- 
sponsibility. There is ho position of trust in 
which the ovcupant may Hot prove faithless; 
no position of power which may not be mis- 
used; no place of emolutitent which may hot 
be made a sotirce of corruption. There is in 
my judgment, therefore, no logival reason why 
if it be wise to apply this limitation to one 
office, it should not be tnade to apply to all. 
Yet who now or ever has proposed such. bar 
to reélections for positions less difficult and 
less important? Who of the people. propose 
that they shall be denied the benefit of ability 
and experience gained by prior occtipancy in 
places of public trast? Or what legislator, in 
State or nation, proposes it for them? Let 
me illustrate from my preseit stirrouidings: 

There have been and there still are men 
whose voices have echoed from the walls of 
this Capitol who have made theit services of 
incalculable value to thë country as legislators. 
How was this aitdined? AHN will admit by 
continued service. Suppose limitation for the 
congressional office had been obtaitied, (for it 
was also subtnitted by Mr. Randolph in the 
Federal Conveniion as otie of the tesolutions 
accompanying the oue I havé -before referred 
to, that members. of the national Legislature 
should be ineligible for a tiutiiber of yeats,) 
should we ever have had our Websters and 
Clays and Bentons and Crittendens, whose 
words of wisdom so brightly illumine tha:pages 
of our legislative history? Or to speak of time 
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present, let. gentlemen look. around them 

. ‘here and tell me who most leave their impress 
upon the legislation of the country to-day? 
Whose. counsel is sought? Whose judgment 
ig relied on in these questions, at once so 
intricate and so important, which you here en- 
counter? The men just from private station? 
Ah, no, six, They, like he who now for the 
first: time. addresses this House, are only. too 
well pleased to sit at the feet of our legistative 
Gamaliels, and learn of them the difficult les- 
‘sons of practical and prudent legislation, 
which they have largely attained by long 
experience. 

imagine this House, from Speaker to Dele- 
gate, to have been organized without a single 
member of the last or of any preceding Con- 
gress among the number; the next and all 
succeeding Congresses composed solely of new 
comers, with no past experience to assist us 
or them. What hesitation, in intricate but 
necessary legislation, would ensue! What in- 
stability and incongruity of laws would result! 
What lack of confidence by the people would 
follow ! $ 

TENDENCY TO CHANGE OF OFFICERS, 

Do.not understand me as condemning rota- 
tion of official position, or of claiming that the 
Executive ought to be reélected many times 
or for life. That jeslousy of power and of the 
influence of patronage, which has been so long 
a distinguishing feature in the American char- 
acter, gives quile a sufficient tendency toward 
the displacement of officers, especially so as 
to the Executive. And we have accordingly 
seen in all our past history, since Washing- 
ton, no general desire manifested by the peo- 
ple for the retention, beyond a second term, 
of ‘a single Chief Magistrate, no matter how 
pure his conduct, how exalted his political 
virtues, or how unswerving his integrity. Why 

. should we; therefore, fetter their action? We 

_ all concede that political power is an inherent 
right of the people. They seldom err in con- 
ferring it. When, therefore, any officer, from 
a town magistrate to a President, so acquits 
himself in his position as not only to justify 
the selection, but also to prompt the desire for 
his retention, it is, and ought to remain, the 
right and the privilege of the people to reélect 
him to such office. 

Does any one assert that those Presidents 
who have held that position for eight years 
gave to the country administrations less pure, 
less safe, less promotive of peace and pros- 
perity than those whom the people retired 
at the end of a single term? Undeniably, I 
think, history establishes the reverse. Can it 
be successfully disputed that the administra- 
tions of the rechosen Executives were more 
acceptable during the second than during the 
first term? Certainly not. Wisely and well 
the people have hitherto discriminated in this 
matter. If they have not reélected all the 
worthy Presidents, they have, at least, never 
rechosen a bad one. Iam not of those who 
believe they are deteriorating in intelligence, in 
political virtue, or in their ability to judge of 
the merits and demerits of candidates, from the 

© Jowest to the highest. During his term a 
President, from whatever political party he 
comes, is fulsomely adulated by some, sharply, 
if not unkindly, criticised by others of his party 
friends, vilified by his political enemies, but 
his acts and administrative policy are more 
fairly, yet closely scrutinized by the people. 
Be he wise as Jefferson, patriotic as Jackson, 
or pure as Lincoln, he shall not escape the 
abuse of politicians ; but he may receive the 
plaudit of ‘well done, good and faithful ser- 
vant,’’ from a just and appreciative people. 

LIMITATION EFFECTIVE IN WRONG. DIRECTION. 

So long, therefore, and only- so, long, as a 
President commends himself to the country 
in the faithful performance of public duty and 
fulfillment of public trust, does the probability 
remain of his being rechosen for that position. 
The proposed amendment would thus affect, 


not those who have shown themselves incom- 


constitutional barrier against those Executives 
who during their first term might so demon- 
strate their capability for this high trust, and 
their acceptability to the people, as to produce 
a manifest desire for their continuance, and 
hence their reélection probable. The amend- 
ment, if adopted, would be effective in pre- 
cisely the wrong direction. 
PATRONAGE, 


Again, it was originally urged as an argu- | 


ment in favor of this limitation that it would 
be necessary to a proper independence of 
action on the part of the executive branch 
of Government. Hamilton assures us in the 
Federalist, No. 48, that— 

“The tendency of republican governments is to 
an aggrandizement of the legislative at the expense 
of the other departments.”’ 

But just now the argument is all reversed. 
We are assured that the Executive is entirely 
tooindependent; thattoo much political power 


| is within his control; that through improper 


use of patronage a President may operate on the 
motives of the other departments, may attain a 
dangerous personal influence, may compass his 
own reélection. Accordingly, to remove any 
ground of suspicion in this regard, we have 
recent enactments by which it is intended the 
individual will of this officer is to be suspended 
inthe matter of appointments, and recommend- 
ations for positions by membeys of Congress 
also rendered nugatory. Lest this may fail to 
be completely effectual, we have before us pro- 
posed legislation rendering it an unlawful act 
for a member of either branch of Congress to 
recommend any person for appointment to 
civil office, and another proposition by which 
the great mass of Federal officers are to be 
wholly withdrawn from any appointing power 
and made elective by the people. While it is 
hardly possible that all improper use of pat- 
ronage can or will be eliminated from Gov- 
ernment and from polities, yet these means 
to which I have referred must remove any 


‘dangers, real or ‘supposed, in the method of 


appointment. If this be the argument against 
reélection, and the objection is thus removed, 
why shall we then decree that there shall be 
no reélection ? 

But, sir, has patronage, its proper or im- 
proper use, been the cause or means of reélec- 
tions? ° 

During the first forty years immediately 
succeeding the adoption of the Constitution 
very little use was made of the appointing 
power in a partisan sense ; yet during thirty- 
two of those forty years the executive office 
was filled by Presidents who were reélected. 
One fifth of that period only was it filled by 
the two Adamses, neither of whom were re- 
chosen. Then came the Democratic régime, 
which inaugurated the system of appointing 
politicel friends of the Administration to the 
Federal offices. This practice has been fol- 
lowed more or less closely by the Democratic, 
Whig, and Republican parties, when in power, 
up to the present time. If the bad use of 
patronage elects Presidents, we have certainly 
had splendid opportunities to testit during the 
intervening forty years. I will not deny that 
Jackson may have thus aided to a second term, 
but from Jackson to the present time but one 
only of the eleven Presidents have been re- 
chosen; and who will say that any spot of cor- 
ruption was ever found on Lincoln’s official gar- 
ments? No, sir, itis fidelity that wins. Grati- 
tude to a great, generous people, anda high 
sense of duty, are strong cords which bind a 
President to fidelityin the discharge of his trust; 
yet who that stops a moment to consider the 
springs of human action will not agree that 
should he desire-to obtain a continuance of this 
highest honor among men, and is not debarred 
the hope by legal prohibition, then will interest 
and ambition itself combine to prompt him, 
not to corrupt, but to faithful, honest, earnest 


; | administration for the public’ benefit, with a 
petent and unworthy, but would only raise a || 


sympathy which will seek ‘to enforce no 


| pelicy against the will of the people?” 


EXECUTIVE AND SENATE, . 

In addition to this, sir, circumscribed as is 
the executive power, less danger is evinced 
from unauthorized action on the part of the 
President than from virtual control of that 
officer by the other branch of the national 
Legislature. Let me briefly draw a compari- 
son between their respective powers. The 
President is elected for four years; is Com- 
mander-in-Chief of Army and Navy; has the 
exclusive power of nominating Federal offi- 
cers, but the concurrence of the Senate is 
necessary to their appointment, He has the 
power to negotiate treaties, but two thirds of 
the Senate is necessary to their ratification. 
He has a veto upon legislation, but two thirds 
of the Legislature may render that inoperative. 

The Senate is elected for six years; has the 
exclusive right of trying tmpeachments, except 
in case of impeachment of the President, when 
the Chief Justice presides ; has equal power 
with the other branch in legislation, except 
in originating revenue bills; has concurrent 
power with the President in appointment of 
public officers, and the affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the number present is necessary to 
render a treaty valid. Itisapermanent body; 
only one third of its membership being liable 
to change once in two years. Its members 
share largely in recommendations for appoint- 
ments, and a majority contribute equally with 
the President in conferring the patronage of 
the Government. 

The President is liable to impeachment, to 
be tried by the Senate; its members are not 
liable to impeachment at all. ‘The President 
is responsible to the great body of the people; 
the members of the Senate are responsible only 
to their respective State Legislatures, yet not 
even subject to be recalled by those Legisla- 
tures, The President may form our foreign 
connections, yet a minority of the Senate may 
embarrass negotiations and control the validity 
of all treaties with other nations. The Senate 
is the superior power of the Constitution. In 
that body are vested legislative, executive, 
and judicial powers. Permanent in its char- 
acter, it will exert its full powers. In his His- 
tory of Charles V, Dr. Robertson affirms that 
‘‘history has furnished no instance of a relin- 
quishment of power by an organized body 
unless compelled so to do by a foreign force.” 
What security has the country for the proper 
exercise of these vast powers conferred upon 
the Senate? Little, beyond the personal char- 
acter of its members and such rules as it may 
adopt for its owu honor and self-respect. 

If it has not already been, a disposition to 
control the executive department will be 


| more likely to show itself from this direction 


than from any other. Now, imbed in the 
fundamental law that the Executive, no mat- 
ter what his capabilities or his deserts, what 
the circumstances of the country, or what the 
desires of the people, shall be a creature of a 
single term, thus decrease the inducements to 
good behavior, with a certain disinclination to 
hazard censure or perplexity through independ- 
eut exertion of his proper powers; how much 
more easily might’a predominant faction of 
the Senate debase his fortitude and render 
him pliant to their will? Is it then strange 
that we see Senators, clothed with this vast 
authority, and without limitation as to reéli- 
gibility themselves, occupying their seats in 
that body through consecutive reélections for 
nearly a quarter of a century, among the fore- 
most advocates of an unqualified retirement 
of the President at the end of a single term? 
STABILITY OF ADMINISTRATION, . 

Little observation is necessary to convince 
one that in very many instances the successor 
seems to deem it the very best proof he can 
offer of his capability to undo so faras is possible 
what has been done by his predecessor. Whether 
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it proceeds from a supposition that a dislike 
of the measures of the predecessor on the part 
of the constituency has wrought his own sub- 
stitution, and that a marked difference be- 
tween them will best commend himself to that 
constituency, or whether it proceeds from a | 
self-complaisant desire to give an individuality 
to his own administration of affairs, the result 
is the same, A continued change of officers | 
results in change of measures, A stability of 
administrative measures is, therefore, hardly 
to be looked for if we continually vary the 
officer of that department. 

The present length of the presidential term 
affords a reasonable time between its com- 
mencement and close for the public to seru- 
tinize and carefully consider the measures and 
administrative policy of the incumbent. If it 
should meet approval and a desire for the 
continuance of the same, why should consti- 
tutional exclusion prevent it, and subject the 
country to undesired change? On this point 
it seems to me the words of Hamilton are at 
once prudent and full of wisdom, He says in 
the Federalist: 


“We need not be apprehensive there will be too 
much stability while there is even the option of 
changing; nor need we desire to prohibit the people 
from continuing their confidence where they think 
it may be safely placed, and where by constancy on 
their part they may obviate the fatal inconven- 
iences of fluctuating councils and a variable policy.” 


EXCLUSION DETRIMENTAL. 

There are times in the history of nations 
when the public services of certain individuals 
have seemed indispensable to the public wel- 
fare or even to the national existence. Men 
seem sometimes raised up, as by Providence, 
for a great emergency. If we turn backward 
but a few pages in our history we find a crisis 
where no man can estimate the detriment, 
nay, the danger that might have resulted had 
this proposed amendment then been in force. 
Who now fails to recognize, in the political 
triumph which retained Mr. Lincoln in the 
Presidency, a greater victory for our national 
unity and life than any hitherto achieved by 
our valorous brothers upon the field of morta! 
combat? : : 

The time may come to America when she 
cannot afford to absolutely exclude some par- 
ticular man, who may have demonstrated his 
ability and worth, from the executive service 
of thecountry. Letthe indistinct speck, barely 
observable upon our political horizon east-" 
ward, develop into an overshadowing, threat- 
ening war cloud, and who doubts to whom 
the people of America would instantly turn 
with imploring eyes and confident hearts for 
a second deliverence from the terrible ordeal 
of war? How unwise, then, would bea con 
stitutional provision which would prevent the 
people of this Republic from recalling to the 
highest station of public duty that man who 
might be in their opinion best syited to the 
exigencies and circumstances of the nation. 

LIMITATION RECOGNIZED. 

If, sir, I have intimated that this proposed 
amendment has received no indorsement at 
all by any portion of the people of this coun- 
try, I must beg permission to correct it. It 
was one of the provisions of the constitution 
of that abortive government which happily 
sank into an early grave, ‘‘unwept, unhonored, 
and unsung.” In a confederacy sought to be 
established for the perpetuation of a system 1 
of involuntary servitude, which denied the 
rights of man to millions of the human race, 
it was eminently proper that its fundamental 
law should also disable its people as to an un- 
restricted selection of their own chief magis- 
trate. Who regrets if its fruitless attempt 
at dominion. has succeeded in carrying with 
itself upon a brief page of history a compul- 
sory one-term Presidency as a distinctive fea- 
ture of ‘‘ the lost cause??? 

POLITICAL EFFECT. 
One cannot fail to observe the manifest 


intent of some within and without these Halls 
who are urging the consideration of this sub-- 


ject to affect the probability of success of a 
certain candidate in the approaching Repub- 
lican convention and in the ensuing presi- 
dential campaign. For myself, sir, recogniz- 
ing that this amendment affects not simply a 
present candidate or an immediate election, 
but that if adopted it will affect parties, can- 
didates, campaigns, and elections by the peo- 
ple for the entire future of the Republic, I 
have intentionally left all indorsement and 
laudation of the present Administration, how- 
ever well deserved, to those who seem to con- 
sider it a most delectable thing to bask in the 
sunshine of administrative favor, as also all 
possible criticism to those who seem so sed- 
ulously to chew the cud of jealous discon- 
tent, and have sought, rather, sincerely and 
earnestly to examine this proposition in its 
deeper, broader, higher significance as affect- 
ing the strength and durability of our free 
institutions and the privileges of the people. 
Past amendments have enlarged those priv- 
ileges, never abridged them, 
CONCLUSION. 

If this amendment be called for by the peo- 
ple themselves; if it be necessary for the con- 
tinued security of Government; if it be just 
to the officer and to the public; if it will be 
salutary in its permanent operation, it is our 
duty to adopt and propose it to the several 
States. With careful consideration, I find no 
favorable response to either of these inquiries 
when applied to this proposition. It is right 
to lay the hand of reformation upon a wise 
fabric of fundamental law when the experience 
of the past unites with the wisdom of the pres- 
ent in firm assurance of a better and safer 
governmental guidance for the future. Then, 
and only then. l 

It is our good fortune, Mr. Speaker, to exist 
under a Government which now, in the main, 
answers all the great ends for which Govern- 
ments were instituted. Within these latter 
years we can in truth speak of our country as— 


“A great land of earth and stone and treo, 
Where breathes no castled lord nor cabined 


Where thoughts and tongues and hands are free, 
And friends will find a welcome, foes a grave ;” 
a land whose hills and valleys, twice redeemed 
by worthy sires and not unworthy sons, are 
doubly consecrated to liberty; a land pos- 
sessed by men who have proven their ability 
to abide by and to enforce the vital principle 
of a republic—the will of the majority consti- 
tutionally expressed. They will not consent 
to hold their rights in charity, nor will they 
yield to any abridgment of them in needless 
fear; and they have more than once proven 
that they will not surrender them to force. 
We enjoy, in fact, a well-regulated system of 
freedom, more perfect in its operations than 
any which has ever heretofore existed in the 
world. Confidence in the people has borne 
the Government safely hitherto. No back- 
ward step in withdrawal of that confidence 
will render it more secure as the joy of the 
present, a rich legacy to all future generations, 
and the continuing bow of promise to all 
nations of the earth aspiring to be free. 
PUBLIC BUILDING Aw ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 
Mr. BIGBY. Mr. Speaker, on the 12th day 
of February last I introduced in the House a 
bill asking an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the purpose of erecting a public building in 
the city of Atlanta for the use of the United 
States court, post office, revenue offices, &c: 
I am thoroughly persuaded that the bill is a 
meritorious one, and deserves to receive the 
support of the House. The Government has 
no building of its own there for any of the pur- 
poses named. Previous to the war its courts 
were held in Marietta, a town twenty miles 
distant from Atlanta, and the court-house in 
which they were held was a very good one, 


Then there was not and could not be any just |; 


complaint on account of suitable accommoda- 
tions for holding the courts. During the war 
that court-house was completely destroyed by 
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fire. Upon the reorganization of the court 
after the war it was found very desirable that. 
it should be held in Atlanta, and accordingly, 
by an act of Congress approved July 25, 1866, 
the place of holding it was changed from 
Marietta to Atlanta. A court-room was pro- 
cured for the use of the court, but is wholly 
unsuited for the purpose for which it is used. 
Itis inconvenient, uncomfortable, inadequately 
ventilated, and altogether too small. It really 
is without sufficient capacity to accommodate 
a full bar, to say nothing of parties and their 
witnesses, and many persons who always feel a 
deep interest in the proceedings of the courts, 
and are much gratified to have the privilege 
of witnessing them. I do notknow of a coart- 
honse in all of western Georgia in whick the 
State courts are held that is not far better. 
The poorest county in that section of the State 
would be unwilling to have its circuit judge 
hold his courts in a place so entirely unsuited 
to such a purpose. 

Although the accommodations for holding: 
the United States courts are so inadequate, 
the business has increased to such an extent 
that two and three months are found too. short 
a time in which to dispose of it. The dockets 
are very heavy, and in view of the constantly 
increasing number of cases, the terms will 
necessarily grow in length. A public build- 
ing with suitable court-rooms is therefore an 
absolute necessity. The Government needs 
it, and it is poor economy to undertake to get 
along without it. For the make-shift now used 
by the Government, it pays $900 per annum. 
It pays beside, for rooms for the use of the 
post office, $1,800 per annum, and for revenue 
offices $600 per annum, making an aggregate 
of $8,800 for rent in the city of Atlanta. 

While the necessities of the case render 
the appropriation for which we ask eminently 
proper, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the business, commercial and indus- 
trial interests of the city, its history and growth. 

About thirty years ago the two hundred 
acres of land now covered by the city sold for 
forty dollars, that sum being considered at the 
time its fair market value. Then it was an 
unbroken forest, the solitude never having 
been disturbed by the sound of the woodman’s 
ax. It did not enter into the mind of the 
wildest dreamer that even in the remote future 
it would be the site of a busy and populous 
city. The assessed value of real estate within 
its corporate limits now is $12,000,000.. The 
number of buildings ¢rected during the past 
year was about four hundred, many of them 
costing as much as $40,000. The ‘number 
that will be built this year promises to be still 
larger. 

The postal business done there furnishes an 
instructive illustration touching the growth 
and expansion of its commercial interests. 
The following slatement shows the gross and 
net revenues of the post office for the year 
ending December 31, 1871, by quarters: 

First quarter, 1871, 
Letter postage paid in money.... 
Newspaper postages,....0. ss 


BOX rents....u00 
Stamps sold... 


Gross revenue 
Net revenue......... 


Second quarter, 1871. 
Letter postage patd in money.. 
Newspaper postages 
Box rents... 
Stamps sold... 


$36 62 
0°45. 


GOSS LOVONUC.. cssnsessecensencenetea citierte 
Net revenue esarri erresiren 


Third quarter, 1871. 
Letter postage paid in money’ 
Newspaper postages 
Box rents. 
Stamps sol 


Gross reVENUGs..cccicccececelentccsseccsses serene enS 


Nef LOVODUC rercseesseetsanenesiirer eros eeeeeee 
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Fourth quarter, 1871. 


‘Detter postage paid in monty... $41 42 
Newspaper postages. 230 50 
‘Box rents... 1,009 45 


Stamps sold... see 8,405 38 


Gr0ss FOVERUE...esicscsceseseleseceeseesccusteseeseeeed $9,746 75 
Web Tevem Weis scocieieessstsd cesess ssesesseeoreis doses PO,O87- 61 


Tu addition to the foregoing the business 
donë ih the money-order department was as 
follows: 

First quarter, 1871... 
Secotid qitartér, 1871. 
Third quarter, 1871... 
Fourth quarter, 1871. 

This is a most satisfactory exhibit, and few 
offices of the same grade anywhere have 
done‘so well. It evidences a steady advance 
in the development of the resourcesof the city, 
and-in the extehsion of the business relations 
of her citizens. 

The receipts to the Government from in- 
ternal revenue in the fourth collection district 
of Georgia, which district. embraces Atlanta, 
and the greater portion of which she pays, are 
quite large. The following is a comparative 


statement of receipts for the fiscal years ended. 
June 380, 1866, 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, and 
L871; 


$396,830 46 

82,009 OF 
* 982,122 36 
288,577 12 
826,708 74 
. 288,807 04 


revenue collections alone. Is will be perceived 
that the annual increase was immensely great 
until the tax was taken from cotton, and the 
taxes upon other articles were reduced or re- 

ealed. If we compare the revenues received 
rom this collection district with those received 
from the other collection districts in the State, 
we shall find a steady advance in the revenues 
of this, while there bas been a faliing off in 
the receipts of the others, indicating a mani- 
fest growth in the industries and wealth of the 
Atlanta district. 

The annual sales of merchandise in the city 
of Atlanta aggregate not less than nineteen 
million dollars per annum, of which sum sev- 
eral houses sell each a half million. Goods 
are sold by the wholesale to the Carolinas, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, and Flor- 
ida. Her merchants, by their tireless industry 
and indomitable energy, are constantly open- 
ing new sections of country to their trade, and 
increasing wealth is pouring in through widen- 
ing channels and over lengthening lines of rail- 
road to their city. 

The sales of horses, mules, and other stock 
received from the West and Northwest are 
estimated at more than one million dollars 
per annum. , 

The products of her larger manufacturing 
establishments exceed a million dollars per 
annum. The products of her railroad shops 
are estimated at not less than three million 
dollars per annum. a 

Her annual cotton receipts are thirty thou- 
sand bales, and of the value of at least two 
and a half million dollars. 

In every department of industry there is 
manifested the liveliest interest. The city has 
one rolling-mill, three founderies, three plan- 
ing-mills, two railroad machine shops, a large 
brewery, three tobacco factories, and many 
other manufacturing. establishinents on a 
smaller scale. She is the terminus of five 
important lines of railroad, and another very 
important road is just being projected. 

Her population is keeping pace with the de- 
velopment of her resources and the expan- 
sion of her trade. In 1860 it numbered about 
fifteen thousand, In 1866, a year’ after the 
close of the war, it had not increased: Now 


it is thirty thousand, having doubied itself in i] 


a half dozen years. If the same ratio of in- 
Greasé shall be maintained for a few years to 
come, and itis confidently believed that it will, 
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her population will reach fifty thousand, or 


| more. Enjoying a geographical position which 
o ji gives her incalculable advantages, she is des- 


tined tọ a future of prosperity and greatness. 
Almost entirely destroyed during the war, em- 
barrassed for the want of capital at its close, 
she has, nevertheless, in the work.of rehabili- 
tating herself, gone far in advance of any of 
her southern sister cities. The heroism with 
which she has struggled with her misfortunes 
commends her to the generous consideration 
of all who feel a regard for manly action, and 
pleads powerfully for an appropriation de- 
manded by the best interests of the Govern- 
ment. 

In 1868, Atlanta was made the capital of 
the State, a matter which has contributed 
greatly in many ways to the prosperity of the 
city. Atlanta has not been indifferent to her 
educational interésts, A system of common 
schools has been inaugurated under the most 
flattering auspices—a system creditable to her 
means and honorable to her intelligence. 

Young and vigorous, fall of life and buoy- 
ant with hope, she promises in wealth, enter- 
prise, intelligence, refinement, and popula- 
tion to surpass the highest expectations of her 
most sanguine friends. It seems as if capital, 
skill, and population were gravitating toward 
her from every point of the compass, 

The city has tendered. to the Government 
real estate of the value of $50,000 upon 
which to erect the desired buildings. She needs 
to be made a port of entry and to have a cus- 
tom-house. The demands of her commerce 
render a custom-house indispensable, and the 
Government ought to build it. The honor of 
the nation requires a court-house in keeping 
with its dignity and commensurate with the 
wants of its judiciary, and it cannot with 
justice to itself refuse to furnish it. The mag- 
nitude of her revenues to the Government 
creates a claim upon the country’s generosity, 
and to disregard it will be to expose herself 
to the imputation of selfishness. ; 

_ Inconsideration of these facts, coupled with 
the additional fact that the destruction of 
Atlanta during the war was thorough and 


complete, and that her citizens since its close | 


have struggled with manful courage to conquer 


| their misfortunes, | submit if the Government 


can do a better, a more magnanimous, a more 
righteous thing than to make this appro- 
priation, L trust that Congress, recoguizing 
the merit of the case, will not hesitate to make 
thé appropriation. 

TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Mr. CLAGETT. Mr. Speaker, on the 29th 
of January last L introduced for the consider- 
ation of the House the following bill; 


Beitenacted by the Senateund House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the supreme and district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby declarcd territorial 
courts while exercising their jurisdiction in cases 
arising or. properly cognizable under the Jaws of 
said Territories; and the Legislative Assemblies of 
said Territories shallhave power to prescribe by law 
the pleading, practice, and procedure in all cascsin 
chancery and at common law now pending or here- 
alter instituted in said territorial courts, and to pro- 
vide in such cases for the joinder of legal and equita- 
ble causes of action, for the interposition of equitable 
defenses to legal causes of action, and for the same 
mode of pleading, practice, and procedure in cases 
in chancery and at common law: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize 
said Legislative Assemblies to change or interfere 
with the pleading, practice, or procedure of said 
courts tyhile exercising their jurisdiction as circuit 
or district courts in cases arising under the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States: And provided 
further, That the existing legislation of the several 
Territories prescribing the mode of pleading, prac- 
tice, and procedure in said territorial courts, as 
specified herein, is hereby recognized as valid and 
declared in force in said courts, and in the determ- 
ination of all appealstherefrom, until the same shall 
be amended, modified, or repealed by the Legis. 
lative Assemblies of said Territories respectively. 


I regret the necessity for the. introduction 
of such a bill. Simple as it seems to be, it 
possesses a scope wider than would at first 
appear, and an importance rendering its pas- 
sage a matter ofabsolute necessity, To demon- 
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‘several county treasuries, 


strate this it is requisite that there should be 
a brief review of the presént condition of the 
nine Territories in the Union, ag compared 
with that of the Territories less than one gen» 
eration ago. Formerly the character of the 
western settlements was purely agricultural. 
The Territories were few in number, and par- 
cels of land were from time to time severed 
from the ever-receding boundaries of civiliza- 
tion, erected into States, and the balance 
created into two or three large Territories. 

The population essential to secure admis- 
sion into the Union was comparatively small. 
The industries of the people were crude and 
unimportant, and suggestive mainly with ref- 
erence to future development. To-day (ex- 
clusive of the District of Columbia) we have 
nine Territories instead of two or three, cover: 
ing an area of a million and a half of square 
miles, with a population of six hundred thon» 
sand, and (owing to the large excess of able- 
bodied male adults) representing a productive 
capacity of at least a million and a half of peo- 
ple. Their industries have become varied, 
and their mining enterprises, yielding annually 
forty five millions of the precious metals, the 
product of hundreds of millions of invested 
capital, demand the use of great technical and 
scientific knowledge, and in connection with 
agriculture and matiufactures have produced 
all of the delicately adjusted industiies inci- 
dent to large business communities. 

Civilization in its highest forms of develop- 
ment has been transplanted bodily in the very 
heart of the western wilderness. Local needs 
aud necessities, requiriug many radical changes 
in the systems of jurisprudence prevailing itt 
the older States, have made themselves appa- 
rent, These necessities, the offspring of a new 
condition of things, have found at once ex- 
pression and provision in the local legislation 
of the several Territories. In these Terti- 
tories, thus briefly described, it is necessary to 
know what kind of legal practice has obtained, 
and by what kind of courts has justice been 
administered, in order to appreciate the im- 
portance of this bill. 

The nature of the district and supreme 
courts created by the several territorial or- 
ganic acts has since 1828 until recently rè- 
ceived a uniform interpretation. They have. 
been regarded as being at once Federal as 
well ag territorial courts, exercising jurisdic- 
tion on the one hand as eircuit or district 
courts of the United States in cases arising’ 
under the Constitution and laws of the national 
Government, and on the other as territorial 
courts in cases arising or cognizable uader: 
the laws of the Territories. 

In the former class of cases their process. 
has been served, their witnesses and jurors: 
summoned by the United States marshal, and: 
the expenses of litigation paid out of the Uni- 
ted States ‘treasury. 

Lhe forms of pleading, practice, and pro- 
cedure have been such as are prescribed by 
the laws of the United States and the rules of 
the Supreme Court. 

In the latter class of cases the pleading, 
practice, and procedure have been prescribed 
by the territorial Legislatures; the process 
of the courts has been served by the sher- 
iffs of the several counties, and all of the 
expenses incident to litigation defrayed by the 
No appropriation 
has ever been made by the national Govern- 
ment to defray the expenses of litigation ün- 
der local laws, nor have the local Legislatures 
ever been called upon to pay the expenses of 
litigation under the laws of the United States. 
The same district judge has acted as a United 
States officer and as an officer of the Territory, 

The two classes of litigation have been kept 
distinct, and thig practice, analogous to that 
prevailing in the States, has met with the uni» 
versal approbation of the people of the Ter- 
ritories, and -has enabled the territorial Legis- 
latures to adapt their laws to the-ever-shifting 
necessities of new communities; Nor has this 
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practice been destitute of judicial sanction. 
Jn fact, for more than forty years, it has found 
its authority in a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, decided by Chief 
Justice Marshall in the case of the American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter, reported in ] 
Peters, page 546. 

In this case, after an exhaustive inquiry into 
ihe nature of these territorial courts, it is held 
that— 


“These courts are not constitutional courts in 
which the judicial power conferred by the Constitu- 
tion on the General Government ean be deposited. 
They are incapable of receiving it. They are legis- 
lative courts, created in virtue of the general right 
of sovereignty which exists in the Government, or in 
virtue of that clause which enables Congress to 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory belonging to the United Scates. The juris- 
diction with which they are invested is not a part of 
that judicial power which is defined in the third 
article of the Constitution, but is conferred by Con- 
gress in the execution of those general powers which 
that body possesses over the Territories of the United 
States. Although admiralty jurisdiction can be ex- 
ercised in the States in those courts only which are 
established in pursuance of the third article of the 
Coustitution, the same limitation does not extend 
to the Territories. In legislating for them Congress 
exercises the combined powers of the General and 
State governments.” 


This decision, rendered in 1828, in a case 
arising under the organic act of Florida, which 
is substantially the. same as the organic acts 
of the Territories now, was held as law in all 
of the Territories, and by the legislative depart- 
mentof the Government, in making its appro- 
priations for judicial expenses, until the Su- 
preme Court in 1863, in the case of Orchids 
vs. Hughes, reported in 1 Wallace, page 77, 
held otherwise. In this case, which was an 
appeal from the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of Nebraska, in an action for the fore- 
closure of a mortgage, and in which a balance 
was found due on the mortgage debt after the 
mortgaged premises had been sold, and to 
collect which balance general execution was 
ordered, (Justice Nelson rendering the opin- 
ion,) the Supreme Court say: 

“Ttwas held by this court in Noonan vs. Lee (2 
Black, 499-601) in an appeal from a decree from the 
foreclosure of a mortgage in chancery by the dis- 
trict court of Wisconsin with cireuit court powers 
in which execution was directed for the balance o 
the debt, that this part ofthe decree was erroveous, 
inasmuch as the equity courts of the United States 
under the Constitution are governed by the practice 
of the court of chancery in England, modified by 
acts of Congress and the rules of the Supreme Court; 
and as no execution could issue, according to the 
practice in tye English chancery, for this balance, 
and no rule had been adopted in this court authoriz- 
ing it, this part of the decree was reversed. R 

“The decree in the present case was rendered ina 
territorial court, and it has becn contended that 
this court is not a court under the Constitution, nor 
organized under the judiciary act of 1789, but by the 
Legislature of the Territory, under the organic law, 
and whose jurisdiction is regulated by thatlaw, and 
therefore that the decision in the case of Noonan vs. 
Lee doesnot apply. (1 Peters, 546.) 

“Of this opinion are Messrs. Justices Swayne, 
Field, and myself, but a majority of the court are of 
opinion that the case is governed by the previous 
one. This part of the decree is therefore reversed, 
and the residue affirmed.”” $ 

It will readily be seen that this case goes in 
principle to the extent of holding that the 
district courts in the several Territories are 
United States courts in all cases, and that in 
their exercise of chancery jurisdiction the same 
rules and practice are applicable therein as 
prevail in the high court of chancery in Eng- 
land, or ‘‘as they may be modified by acts of 
Congress or the rules of the Supreme Court,’’ 
thus destroying (as the legislation of Congress 
now stands) the entire system of practice 
built up with so much care and expense in the 
nine Territories of the Union, 

In the same general line of decision is the 
case of Dunphy vs. Kleinsmith, (11 Wallace, 
page 610,) in which it is held that under the 
language of the organic acts of the several | 
Territories, conferring common-law and chan- 
cery jurisdiction on the district. courts therein, 
it was not competent. for the Legislative 
Assemblies thereof to establish a system of 
chancery practice different from that prevail- 
ing in the district courts of the United States. 

These two decisions were concurred in by 


a bare majority of that court, and in the-recent 


ease decided from Utah,in which the same 
general question of the nature of these terri- 
torial courts was raised, there was an equal 
division of the judges. I refer to this fact 
merely for the purpose of showing the conflict 
of legal and judicial opinion upon this subject 
as the law now stands, and the difficulties that 
surround it. So strongly, indeed, did the Sua- 
preme Court seem to deprecate the evil conse- 
quences flowing from the decision of Orchids 
vs. Hughes, in the confusion of the rights of 
property and the chaos of judicial opinion 
which it was sure to engender, that it changed 
its rules at the same term that the decision 
was rendered, by providing in rule ninety- 
two— 

“That in suits in equity for the foreclosures of 
mortgages in the circuit courts of the United States 
or in any court of the Territories having jurisdiction 
of the same, a decree may be rendered for any bal- 
ance that may be found due to the complainant 
over and above the proceeds of the sale or sales, 
and execution may issue for the collection of the 
same, as is provided in the eighth rule of this court 
regulating the equity practice where the decree is 
solely the payment of money.” 

In a thoroughly organized industrial com- 
munity there is nething so well calculated to 
produce a financial paralysis and arouse the 
evil passions of men as uncertainty in the law. 
The wisest and purest of judicial decisions 
totally fail to answer the purpose for which 
courts are created, if there is not at least rea- 
sonable certainty in the law prior to their 
rendition. 

In the vast majority of cases arising for 
judicial determination the questions at issue 
are those of fact and not of law; and when 
to the difficulties that surround questions of 
fact there is superadded an absolute uncer- 
tainty in the law, from the filing of the com- 
plaint to the rendition of judgment, the tem- 
ples of justice are practically closed, and 
society resolved into its original elements, 
This is to-day, in great measure, practically 
the condition of things in the nine Territories 
which I have previously described. The sys- 
tems of practice, blending together law and 
equity, substantially modeled upon the New 
York code, and imperatively demanded in the 
Territories, whose changing populations re- 
quire that there shall be not only certainty, 
but expedition in the settlement of legal con- 
troversies, have by these decisions been swept 
away and no other system provided in their 
place. 

However willing the Supreme Court may be 
to amend its rules from time to time to meet 
the exigencies of new hardships presenting 
themselves upon its records, it cannot, in the 
nature of things, afford the relief demanded 
by the business interests of these growing 
communities, exercising a local autonomy 
through their several Legislatures. No law- 
yer in the Territories now knows how to insti- 
tute a suit, no jadge how to decide it. Fromall 
of the Territories the Delegates on this floor 
are in daily receipt of communications from 
bench and bar praying for the speedy passage 
of this bill. It has been urged as an objection 
to its passage that it will impose a large in- 
crease of labor upon the Supreme Court, 
whose calendar is already overburdened. I 
find, however, by actual examination, that dur- 
ing the last ten years that court has passed 
upon only forty-two cases from all of the Ter- 
ritories, or less than one case per annum for 
each, and of this number probably more than 
one half were dismissed upon simple motion 
without inquiry into their merits. It is there- 
fore manifest that this objection is not well 
taken. 

I have thus far shown the supreme neces- 
sity for the passage of this bill with reference 
to the Territories. It is, however, one of im- 
portance to the Government itself froma finan- 
cial point of view. It is conceded in Orchids 
vs. Hughes that the practice in the district and 
supreme courts in the Territories may be mod- 
ified by act of Congress. But in case Congress 
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shall fail to act, and: the decision that these 
courts are to be held United States. courts-in 
all cases, and in no sense territorial courts,. 
isto continue to be the law, then it will follow 

as a necessary sequence that the national Goy- 

ernment must assume the entire burden ofthe 

administration of law in the several Territo- 

ries. 

Under that decision, if these courts. are 
United States courts, and in no sense territa: 
rial courts, it will be difficult to see how it is 
possible to impose upon the territories any 
portion of the expense incident to their ad- 
ministration of justice. Every prisoner con- 
victed therein, even under a territorial. statute, 
will be a prisoner of the United States, and 
all of the expenses of his conviction and sub- 
sequent incarceration will fall upon the Goy- 
ernment. All process must be served by the 
United States marshal, thus practically abol- 
ishing the office of sheriff, without which the 
average American mind can scarcely compre- 
hend how justice can be administered at all. 
The fees of jurors and witnesses, whether in 
cases in chancery or at common. law, and 
whether arising under the laws of the United 
States or of the Territories, aud generally all 
the incidental expenses of the courts which 
have heretofore been paid by the Territories, 
will devolve upon the Government. This will 
involve an annual charge upon the Treasury 
of at least $1,000,000. 

It is idle to suppose that the people of the 
Territories, already overburdened with the 
innumerable expenses incident to the settle- 
ment of a new country, will continue to levy 
heavy taxes upon their resources to defray the 
expenses of United States courts, administer- 
ing systems of practice so unadapted to their 
circumstances as to almost utterly fail to 
answer the purpose for which courts are pri- 
marily created i 

Under these decisions to which I have re- 
ferred there is scarcely a title in these nine 
Territories resting upon a judicial decision 
that is worth the parchment upon which it is 
written. These disastrous results have flown 
from tbe attempt to fritter away, by judicial 
construction, the political rights. granted to the 
Territories. by. their organic laws, and which, 
under a decision of the Supreme Court, they 
have for more than forty years exercised. with- 
out question. But it is said that the bill as it 
now stands confers upon the people of Utah 
the same powers as upon those in the other 
Territories.. It is therefore assumed that this 
power will be exercised in that. Territory in 
such a manneras to thwart the prosecutions now 
pending therein, and having in view the sup- 
pression of the civil rebellion against the laws 
which have existed there for the last twenty 
years. I concede that it would have this result 
if passed in its present form. 

The bill was made general in its terms, 
however, not because Í think it should be 
madeapplicable to Utah, but to meet the objec: 
tions of that large number of members of this 
House who object to every bill having refer- 
ence to the Territories, unless it applies to 
them allalike. Sincerely do I hope that in 
attempting to avoid this objection the passage 
ofthe bill may not be endangered by the oppo- 
sition of those whd are opposed to granting to 
the people of Utah the same rights of local 
self government as are conceded to the other 
Territories. My own views are that the bill 
should not be made applicable to Utah. Sev- 
eral of the other Delegates are of opinion that 
it should be general; but the representatives 
of eight of the Territories are unanimously of 
the opinion that if. the inclusion of Utah 
endangers the passage of the bill, Utah should 
be excepted from its operations. My own 
views are based upon the following consider- ` 
ations: i P ‘x 

it is conceded by all that the condition of 
things in Utahis exceptional in its nature. As 
statesmanship demands that legislation should 


|| accord with facts instead of making facts sub- 
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ordinate to theories, it is clear that the rule 
should be provided for by general, and the 
exception by exceptional legislation. [fthis ex- 
: dèption exists in Utah, then strike Utah from the 
body of the bill. The people of thé other Terri- 
torics are not responsible for the condition of 
things.in Utah. If this sorely-needed relief is 


to be denied them—because, to make Utah an’ 


exception, would militate against the theories 
of members of Congress that all legislation for 
the Territories should be general in its appli- 
eation—then are they punished for their obedi- 
ence to law,a premium offered for its violation 
in’ Utah, and protection, the price with which 
the Government purchases its right to the alle- 
giance of its citizens, wrongfully withheld. 

In urging the passage of this law we ask 
for nothing that is new. It affords a relief 
imperatively demanded by eight Territories in 
the Union, producing by far the larger part 
of our annual yield of precious metals, and 
who respectfully but most earnestly petition 
to be permitted to pay the expenses incident 
to their right of local self-government; to 
retain intact their present judicial systems, 
with which courts, attorneys, and people are 
thoroughly familiar; do that which they have 
heretofore uniformly done without complaint 
from any quarter, and which Chief Justice 
Marshall as long ago as 1828 decided they had 
a right to do. 


INCOME TAX. 


Mr. RICH, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the 
question of revenue reform and reduction of 
taxation is engrossing more of the attention of 
the people than any other with which. this 
Congress has to deal. I therefore propose to 
address the House in that connection and con- 
fine myself to the discussion or presentation 
of reasons against the repeal or discontinuance 
of the tax on incomes. he various proposi- 
lions looking to revenue reform and reduction 
of taxation submitted to this Congress are 
strongly suggestive of the selfishness that gov- 
erns in arranging a system of taxation, 

We have,.coming from Maine, a proposi- 
tion-for free coal and salt; yet when you pro- 
pose to admit lumber free her Representatives 
will be heard protesting that those great for- 
ests with which she is so bountifully provided 
will have to stand untouched by the wood- 
man’s ax unless protection is given on lumber. 
We find Massachusetts in line with the State 
of Maine demanding free salt and coal; but 
when you propose to reduce the present ex- 
orbitant tariff imposed upon all foreign arti- 
eles that compete with the products of her 
manutactories, her Representatives on this floor 
will be heard protesting that this policy will 
close her. manufacturing establishments, and 
the manufacture of bunting become one of the 
lost arts. Pennsylvania, that by means of 
a high protective tariff has grown rich upon 
the bounties poured in upon. her from every 
section of the Union, is for the admission free 
of duty of all articles not produced in this 
country, and clamors for the imposition of 
still higher duties upon all foreign articles that 
compete with the product of her factories and 
machine-shops, 

The eastern States, that have grown rich and 
powerful within. the past few years, with a 
keen discrimination in favor of their own in- 
terests, seek to relieve themselves of Federal 
taxation and leave. the industries of the other 
States of the Union to bear the burden. It 
is with this view that their Representatives in 
this and the other end of the Capitol have so 
persistently urged the repeal of the income 
tax, seeking thereby to relieve their national 
bondholders, their bankers, their yast corpora- 
tions, and protected manufacturing monop- 
olists from Federal taxation. ‘They tellus that 
the repeal of the tax on incomes, and its dis- 
continuance as a part of our iax system, is 
the revenue reform. and reduction of taxa- 
tion upon which this Congress should enter. 
Upon this I take issue, and maintain that it 
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sities of an impoverished and heavily taxed 
people require and demand at the hands of 
this Congress, nor such as should commend 
itself to our approval. ; 

Sir, in my opinion, if there is any feature or 
principle in the system of taxation adopted 
by the Federal Government that is consistent 
with sound statesmanship, and in keeping with 
the principles of equity that should underlie 
all laws imposing taxes, it is the tax on in- 
comes. Its burdens rest almost entirely, if 
not altogether, upon the capital and wealth of 
the country, and but comparatively few have 
it to pay, and the few who pay it the best able 
of any who enjoy the blessings of the protec- 
tion.of Government. This tax is paid by the 
Astors, the Stewarts, the Vanderbilts, the Jay 
Cookes, by the millionaires of the country 
who count their incomes by the hundreds of 
thousands. 

This tax is paid by the national banks, those 
monopolies, plunderers of the public, called 
into life and fostered by congressional enact- 
ments. Jt is paid from the large revenues 
of railroads, those monster corporations that 
wield so potent an influence over the legisla- 
tion of the country, many of them made rich 
by the bounties and subsidies voted them by 
Congress. It is paid from the immense profits 
derived by the manufacturing monopolists 
from the large bounties collected from the 
people by means of an unjust and most iniqui- 
tous tariff. It is paid by the favored bond- 
holder from the income derived from the inter- 
est paid upon the bonds of the Government. 
He is reached by this tax alone, because the 
law under which the bonds were issued ex- 
empts him from the imposition of any other 
tax, State, Federal, or municipal. It is paid 
by members of Congress and Federal office- 
holders upon their salaries in excess of $2,000. 
This tax is the only tribute that wealth is made 
to pay whose burden is felt not by the poor. 
‘This tax, sustained by every principle of jus- 
tice and equity, and that has received the 
unqualified indorsement of nearly all the 
writers on political economy, it is now pro- 
posed shall no longer continue a part of our 
internal tax system; and we are told by those 
who favor this policy that the people were 
clamorous for the repeal of this tax, and are 
now Opposed to itsreénactment. What people, 
sir, demanded its repeal, or now ask its discon- 
tinuance? 
mechanic, that large class of citizens upon 
whom the burden of taxation, Federal and 
State, rests most heavily; that’ class who 
have become so accustomed to congressional 
discrimination against their interests, and in 
favor of capital and monopolies, that they have 
ceased to look to Congress for relief?. ‘They, 
sir, had no voice in the clamor for the repeal 
of the income tax, nor do they or their friends 
bear any part in the protest against its reén- 
| actment. They have no lobbyists here who 
crowd the aisles and corridors of the: Capitol, 
seeking to shape the legislation of the country 
in their interests. They have not the means 
to pay lawyers eminent in their profession for 
long written opinions as to the constitution- 
ality of any law sought to be repealed, or the 
reénactment of which they desire to defeat, 
Their time and energies are. ali devoted to 
hard labor, and their earnings are swallowed 
up in the stream of Federal and State taxation, 
The people whose clamor and protest have 
reached the ears of those who are opposed to 
the income tax number less than seventy thou- 
sand out of a population of nearly thirty-nine 
millions. They belong to and are of that class 
| of persons: whom I have enumerated from 
whom the income tax is derived; they are 
the possessors of the capital and property of 
the country; the representatives of wealth, 
! wealth that is always domineering and dicta- 
torial, exacting and blindly selfish, whose 
horizon is bounded by greed, and every im- 


| pulse is swallowed up in the desire to acquire 
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is no such reduction of taxation as the neces- | 


Was it the laborer, the farmer, and || 


more and still more of the object of too general 
worship, the ‘‘ almighty dollar.’’ 

And IJ confess, Mr. Speaker, when I review 
the action of Congress for several years past, 
and see how uninterrupted and uniform its 
course has been in favoring and fostering cap- 
ital and building up monopolies, how its legis- 
lation in every instance, when there was a 
conflict between labor and capital, discrimin- 
ated in favor of capital, and when I consider 
the fact that his Excellency the President, in 
his annual message submitted to Congress in 
December last, while suggesting the changes 
he thought expedient for this Congress to make 
in the tariff and internal revenue taxes, failed 
to notice or make any mention of the tax on’ 
incomes, thereby virtually throwing the weight 
of his executive recommendation against this 
tax, [have no hope that anything I may say, 
or that has been or may be said, will prevent 
the dropping out from our tax system of this 
most just and equitable tax, Yet, sir, I pro- 
pose in the discharge of my duty as a Repre- 
sentative on this floor of people, not capital, 
to submit briefly some of the reasons that gov- 
ern me in resisting the repeal of this tax, and 
impel me to favor its continuance. 

‘The amount derived by the Government from 
this tax for the fiscal year which ended June 
30, 1871, as reported by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, was $19,162,650 75. 

Why should this tax that yields to the Gov- 
ernment so large an income be singled out 
from our vast and complicated system of tax- 
ation ; this tax that bears upon the wealthy, 
as against that large class of citizens, the la- 
borer, the mechanic, and the farmer, who are 
bound to the earth by a load of taxation im- 
posed upon them by an unjust, discriminat- 
ing, and iniquitous tariff; this, the only tax 
levied by the Government upon capital, the 
only discrimination in our entire tax laws made 
against property; this tax maintained as cor- 
rect and just by nearly every writer on polit- 


j ical economy, that imposes a burden on the 


wealth and property of the country, so light 
that it is scarcely felt by those who pay it? 
Yet, sir, just as this tax is, light as the bur- 
den may be which it imposes, we are urged 
to discontinue it, and leave the poor to strug- 
gle and toil on under the cruel burden of Fed- 
eral taxation now imposed on all they eat, 
and drink, and wear. 

No proposition can be clearer than if you 
reduce the revenues of the Government $20,- 
000,000 by discontinuing the income tax, this 
Congress will not be able nor can it afford to 
reduce materially the present high tariff rates. 
This fact is well understood by the Represent- 
atives on this floor from the States whose 
manufacturers are gathering a golden harvest 
from the bounties paid them by the whole 
people of the country through the present high 
and exorbitant tariff. Hence it is you find 
them allarrayed against this tax, and through- 
out the history of the opposition to this tax in 
Congress those who favor a high protective 
tariff have been the most blatant and persist- 
ent advocates for the repeal of this tax, 

Many objections have been urged against 
the income tax, which I now propose briefly 
to notice. It is contended that the Congress 
of the United States possesses no power under 
the Constitution to impose this tax. If I be- 
lieved this objection well taken, there would 
be an end of the argument; for, sir, I have 
been taught ta respect and revere the Consti- 
tution as the supreme law of the land, its limit- 
ations to be respected and not transgressed 
by Presidents, by courts, or by Congress, and 
have attempted to shape my political course 
consistent with its provisions. But I can see 
no force in this objection, and without enter- 
ing into an argument as to the power of Con- 
gress to levy this tax, (todo so would carry 
me far beyond the limit I have assigned myself 
in this diseussion,) I will remark that the 
power to levy or impose taxes for the objects 
specified in the grant, ‘to pay the debts, pro- 
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vide for the common defense, and secure the 
general welfare of the people,” has less re- 
striction or limitation thrown around it. than 
any power or right conferred by the Constitu- 
tion upon the Congress of the United States. 
The argument that itis a direct tax and should 
be apportioned among the several States can- 
not be maintained. 

The Supreme Court of the United States 
have already decided that direct taxes, within 
the meaning of the Constitution, are taxes 
upon lands and slaves. Therefore, although 
an income tax is laid down by the writers on 
political economy as a direct tax, yet within 
the meaning of the Constitution, as interpreted 
by the Supreme Court, it is an indirect tax or 
excise. But the fact that this income tax was 
imposed by Congress in 1863, since which time 
the Government has collected under it over 
$175,000,000, the courts being open and acces- 
sible during all that time to any party or par- | 
ties who thought themselves aggrieved by the 
collection of this tax, and no United States 


court having decided the law to be unconstitu- | 


tional, or no State court, so far as I am ad- 
vised, having so decided, I regard as conclu- 
sive upon this point. And the fact that the 
persons from whom this tax has been collected, 
with ample means to bring to their aid the best 
legal talent of the country, having failed to 
resort to the courts for redress against this 
tax, is conclusive that they and their legal 
advisers have all along believed that Congress 
had the right to impose it. 

It is urged as an objection to this tax that 
no distinction is made between incomes from 
land and incomes from trades and professions. 
It is argued, and with some plausibility, that 
when an income is derived from some perma- 
nent source, such as real estate, it should or 
may properly pay an income tax; but when 
derived from a trade or profession the income 
perishes with its use or consumption, and 
should not be taxed. This objection was thor- 
oughly and elaborately discussed in the British 
Parliament by that eminent statesman and 
financier, Mr. Pitt, when in 1798 he first pro- 
posed an income tax. I shall content myself 
in this connection by quoting the conclusive 
argument of Mr. Pitt. His reasoning is just 
as applicable to the condition of society at this 
time as when made. Mr. Pitt says: 

‘As to the criterion of the general tax, it haslike- 
wise bcon objected to the details that the application 
is unequal in respect to the nature of income, its 
duration, &c, , 

“The honorable gentleman says that if two persons 
have each £500 per annum, one of whom derives his 
income from land and the other from industry, they 
ought not to be both taxed equally at £50. 

He assumes that cach having £450 a year left the 
impost is unequal, What does the new tax do? Are 
they not left in relation to each other precisely as 
they were before? The tax creates no new inequal- 
ity. The justice or injustice remains precisely as it 
was. To complain of this inequality is to complain 
of the distribution of property; it is to complain of 
the constitution of society.” 

Mr. Pitt further says: 

“Mo think of taxing these two species of income 
in a different ratio would be to attempt what the 
nature of society will not admit, what has never 
been practiced in the course of four thousand years. 
But on what foundation does this principle, which 
the honorable gentleman has broached, rest? Where 
js the clear inequality on which he so vehementiy 
insists? Is the industry of the artist, the manufac- 
turer, the mechanicless thecreature of the protection 
of law, less involved in the great contest in which 
we are engaged, less likely to be overthrown in any 
disasters of the State than the income which arises 
from land?” : : 

Continuing the line of argument, Mr. Pitt 
again says: 

“It is objected still that it is unjust that the man 
who has an annuity or an income, the fruit of his 


labor, should pay in the proportion of a man who | 


has the same revenue from fixed property. ‘This ob- 
jection is altogethera fallacy. A permanent estate, 
which is represented as never dying, and, as it were, 
the property of a man after his death, contributes on 
every exigency which may occur; the income from 
jabor and industry is extinguished ; it contributes 
but once; it is no longer the property of the same 


person; while the other, which is considered as the | 


game property, is subject to renewed demands. 


“This reasoning may be thought refined, but the | 


answer is justly applicable in tho case where the 
yeason why fixed property shOuld contribute more is 


founded on its supposed permanancy in opposition 
to the fleeting character of the other. How, then, is 
it possible to discriminate between the various kinds 
of property; or to enter into the details which could 
alone enable you to apply any scale of exemption 
without an investigation more oppressive, a disclos- 
ure more extensive than anything which the bill 
permits? How much safer is it to submit to those 
inequalities which are the lot. of man, and which it 
is not the business, nor is it in the power of schemes 


H of finance to correct? Could we even indulge the 


wish to correct these inequalities which arise out 
of the very nature of society, is this the legislative 
remedy? Let-us then forbear to attempt what is 
porbaps beyong the power of human legislation to 
correct. 


Another objection urged to the income tax 
is that it is inquisitorial, compelling parties to 
make an exposé of their business. It is to be 
regretted, Mr. Speaker, that the rich who have 
princely incomes and live in ease and luxury, 
knowing nothing and feeling nothing of the 
care and anxieties that weigh upon and beset 
those of their fellow-citizens who toil and labor 
from early morn till sitting sun for a bare sub- 
sistence, should be subjected to the annoyance 
of a visit from an internal revenue officer, who, 
in the discharge of his duties to the public, 
desires a few plain answers to some plain 
questions. : 

I confess, sir, that my indignation is aroused 
when I contemplate the picture presented by 
one of our favored bondholders receiving his 
interest in gold, paying no part of the taxes 
that goto support and maintain the govern- 
ment of the State or Commonwealth that has 
the proud honor of claiming him as its citizen, 
contributing nothing toward the support of 
the municipal government of the city in which 
he lives, and exempt even from helping to 
sustain the schools in the district or township 
in which he resides; compelled to pay a mere 
mite (compared to what others have to bear) 
in the shape of a tax on the income derived 
from the interest paid him by the Government 
on the bonds he holds. The great hardships 
imposed upou the voor unfortunate bond- 
holder by this tax so excites my sympathy in 
their behalf that I would willingly make a sac- 
rifice of my peace and comfort by taking upon 


myself all the annoyance to which they are sub- | 


jected by reason of the income tax, provided 
there was transferred to me the golden curse 
that caused it. 

The espionage into a man’s private affairs 
under the law imposing this tax is less than 
any other tax law, State or Federal. The 
framers of this law (I refer to the late income 
tax law) were so tenderly considerate of a 
rich man’s feelings that they devised the mild- 
est means ever incorporated into a tax law 
for the re¥enue officer, when he had reason to 
beliéve a man was concealing or making a 
fraudulent return of his income, to ascertain 
that fact. It was not near so strict as it 
should have been, and I hope, sir, when we 
come to reénact the law imposing a tax on 
incomes, that its provisions will be made so 
strict that frauds will be rendered impossible, 
and that no citizen whose income exceeds the 
exemption provided for shall evade the pay- 
ment of his just quota of tax. 
State in the Union whose revenue laws do 
not authorize a greater espionage into a man’s 
business and private affairs than any income 
tax law ever proposed or adopted by the Con- 
gress of the United States. There is not a 
Federal statute fixing or regulating a tax or 
tariff but what provides for a far more search- 
ing espionage than can be complained of in 
this. 


When, returning from a tour in a foreign || 


country, you land at the city of New York, or 


at any of our sea-board cities, you are met by | c i 
7 |! the law imposing it; but it should admonish 


a custom-house officer, who examines all your 
baggage, literally goes through your trunks, 
overhauling your cast-off clothes, and extends 
his search even to your person, to see if he 
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cannot find upon you, or in your baggage, 


some article that should pay daty under our 
customs laws. 
because it is a necessary espionage to protect 
the revenues of the Government against smug- 


There is not a | 
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No one complains of this, 
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-gling. The whisky tax authorizes and, pro+ 


vides for an espionage the most searching 
and inquisitorial, and assumes that in the pro- 
duction of whisky fraud must inevitably be 
practiced.. Should we be more considerate 
for the nice sensibilities of the rich, who énjoy 
large incomes, than -the manufacturer of 
whisky? The manufacture of whisky is a law- 
fal trade, and the men engaged in it are just 
as reputable and clever gentlemen as you will 
find in any other of the various business pur- 
suits; yet there is no complaint made: that 
the internal revenue law provides for a store- 
keeper, a gauger, a detective, and a spy to 
watch the distiller, and yet another spy to 
watch the store-keepers, gaugers, detectives, 
and spy. ‘There is no country or Government 
on earth in whose system of revenue laws the 
espionage feature cannot be found, All the 
States composing this Government have incor- 
porated it in their revenue laws, 

The State I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent on this floor provides for the most search- 
ing investigation into a man’s property, real 
and personal. The officers charged with mak- 
ing the assessment are required to swear the 
party as to his property, its kind, and value, 
and ply him with a perfect drag-net of ques- 
tions to ascertain if anything subject to taxa- 
tion has been omitted. Every State, so far as 
Tam advised, or with whose revenue laws I 
am at all familiar, provides for an cqually 
searching investigation into the amount of 
taxable property owned by its citizens. If, 
therefore, the law imposing an income tax 
should be done away with because of the 
slight espionage necessarily anthorized under 
it, then all our revenue laws, Federal and 
State, should be repealed because of this 
objectionable feature. 

It is urged that this was a wartax, and now 
since peace is restored should be discontin- 
ued. Sir, it is as much a war tax to-day as 
when first imposed in 1863, its collection. just 
as necessary now as then. Itis an incident 
of the war, growing out of the necessities of 
the Government to meet the increased expend- 
itures arising from the war. The immense 
incomes upon which this tax is levied are.in 
most cases a result of the war. The founda- 
tions of the vast wealth from which the incomes 
are derived were laid through means of Gov- 
ernment contracts awarded during the war, 
in which the Government was always the suf- 
ferer, and in the purchase of the bonds of the 
Government at ruinous rates of discount. Now 
since the Government prosecuted the war to a 
successful close, thereby greatly enhancing 
the value of it securities, itis but just that these 
fortunate speculators should, through means 
of the income tax, be made to contribute to 
the Government to meet the increased ex- 
penses growing out of the war. 

But, say gentlemen, this tax is unequal 
because the honest only pay it, while the dis- 
honest evade its payment by fraudulent returns 
or failing to make any returns whatever. This 
objection applies with equal force to all our 
tax laws. ‘The smuggler evades the payment 
of duties under our tariff. The dishonest 
importer, to evade its payment, makes out 
fraudulent invoices and schedules. Wil it 
be insisted for this that we abolish the tariff 
tax? The dishonest manufacturer of whisky 
or tobacco devises means to defraud | the 
Government out of the tax imposed on those 
articles. Will any one seriously urge for this 
reason that we repeal the whisky and tobacco 
tax? The fact that the dishonest man evades 
the payment of a tax is no argument against 


the legislator to make the provisions of the 
law more strict, s0 as to prevent any. evasion 
or frauds whatever. : 

It is further urged that an income tax. is 
unjust. If this.be-true, it should never have 
been imposed, and should not be renewed. 
But, sir, they are not sustained in this objec- 
tion by reason or authority. Nearly all the 
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writers on political economy, from Adam Smith 
to. the present time, maintain the doctrine that 
it-is the most just and equitable tax that can 

“be imposed by a. Government. The axiom 
that aman should pay according to his income 
wag daid. down by Adam Smith in his great 
work on the wealth of nations before the in- 
come tax law was offered in the British Parlia- 
ment by Mr: Pitt. Jt is the true and. correct 
principle of taxation; any other system is un- 
equal.: : A tax on consumption alone is grossly 
unequal, because it requires a larger propor- 
tion of the earnings of a poor man to pay the 
taxes for the absolute necessaries of life than 
it does for the articles consumed by the rich. 
Take, for instance, tea, coffee, and sugar; it 
takes just as much of these to satisfy the wants 
of the poorest of our citizens as the wealthiest, 
and yet the poor man pays just as much tax 
for his cheap tea and coffee as the rich pay for 
the costliest. John Stuart Mill, in his work 
on political economy, speaking of an income 
tax, after mentioning the exemptions that 
should be made, says: 


* An income tax fairly assessed on these principles 
would be in point of justice the least exceptionable 
ofall taxes.” | 

Our American. writers on political economy 
sustain the position taken by Smith and main- 
tained by Mill, Mr. Walker, lecturer on polit- 
ical economy in Amherst College, in his work 
on the science of wealth, when speaking of the 
income tax, says: 

“Tt is unnecessary to say that this tax is in per- 
fect accordance with the first maxim laid down by 
Adam Smith, ‘that every man should be taxed ac- 
cording to the revenue he derives under the State,’ 
and also consistent with every other principle we 
have stated. It is ‘clear and plain’ tothe contrib- 
utor and every other person. The income-tax payer 
knows when and how much he pays, and it can be 
collected as conveniently and economically as any 
other.” $ * * ie * K * 

‘OF all modes of taxation this is tho most just and 
equitable, Every man can afford to pay according 
to his income, and ought to do so. There is no other 
perfect standard of taxation ; none other which does 
not inflict more or less hardship and injustice.” 

oe kod + a * * * * * ae 


“ Were it to supersede all other forms of taxation 
perfect equality would be established. Property 
and labor would bear each its just share of the pub- 
lc- burdens.” 


Mr. Walker then proceeds to answer some 
of the objections urged against this tax, which 
I quote; 


“ The objection tothis form of taxation is the diffi- 
culty of ascertaining what a person’s actual incomo 
is. In the first place, it is said that many do not 
know their own affairs so as to be able to state their 
truc income, hore is doubtless much of truth in 
this; but the very fact that such a tax is certain to 
bo enforced every year will, in a short time, remove 
this difficulty to aconsiderable extent, because men 
will be compelled so to keep their accounts as to 
know what they gain or lose. The operation of the 
law in this respect, therefore, is favorable to private 
interest,” k * k * $ ka w * 

“Secondly, it is said that some men will be dis- 
honest in their disclosures and statements, and 
therétore.a correct result cannot be reached. That 
many men are dishonest there can be no doubt; but 
when the law taxing incomes is regularly enforced 
from year to year, the diffleulty of concealment on 
the part of the tax-payer is constantly increasing, 
His neighbors and competitors in business have an 
eye upon him if they believe be is making false 
statements, and he cannot long escape detection.” 

%. ka $ Ed ka k fcd kd $ * 


The immense difference between the reported 
incomes of the United States in 1864 and those of 
1863, even after allowing for the general rise of 
prices, serves to give an idea of the advance that 
Will naturally be: made in the application of the 
income tax,” * Te AE MOT A ig 

“The third objection made is that men do not 
always like to have their incomes known. Butwhy 
should they not? ‘We have already said that in the 
matter of taxation all aro copartners, having apro 
vila interest; what one does not pay another must. 
All, therefore, may rightfully demand such inform- 
ation as shail furnish the means of assessing a cor- 
Teet tax? =O 5 RR ag 
., Our purpose is to show that so far as practicable 
it(the income tax is the most just and economical 
mode ofraising a revenue.’ 

And again Mr. Walker says: 

“ The income-tax principle, if universally. adopted, 
while it would dowdtless relieve poll-tax payers of 
their present taxation, would at the same time bring 
their interests into harmony with those of property- 
tax payers, and thus promote the general welfare of 
the public.” : 

‘Mr. Speaker, E could take-up the entire time 

allowed me in quoting from. authors on polit- 


ical economy in support of the justuess of this 
tax, but I shall content myself with but one 
other quotation, and that from an American 
author. Mr. A. L. Perry, professor in Williams 
College, in his work on political economy, says : 

“An income tax, if the exact amount of income 
couldin all cases be ascertained, would be a perfectly 
unexceptionable form of taxation.”’ 

Again, when speaking of the income tax 
under the law of 1868, he says: 


“The income law at present in force in the United 
States has perhaps been subject to lesscomplaint than 
the manufacturers’ tax and other forms of indirect 
taxation; and it is becoming more and more pro- 
ductive every year, as the forms are perfected,” &e. 

But, sir, it is further urged that the income 
tax is an expensive tax to collect, that its 
continuance would prevent the discharge of a 
vast horde of internal revenue assessors and 
collectors, and the cost of their continuance 


in ofice would be equal to the amount derived | 


by the Government from the tax. This objec- 
tion is urged with seeming earnestness by 
those who oppose this tax, Why, sir, the 
whole cost or expense of collecting the inter- 
nal revenue tax, including the whisky tax, 
the tobacco tax, in fact, all that is derived 
under the internal tax, for the fiscal year 
ending the 80th of June, 1871, amounted to 
$9,001,680 71, an average of about six and 
oue third per cent., while the amount received 
by the Government from the income tax alone 
during the year 1871 was $19,162,650 75. 
Instead of being expensive, it is the cheapest 
tax collected under the internal revenue sys- 
tem except the tax on banks. 

This tax is collected from corporations, such 
as railroads and manufacturing companies, in 
a single sum and in large amounts, with com- 
paratively little or no cost, and the official 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury made 
four years ago shows that while the general 
average cost to the Government of collecting 
taxes was between three and four per cent., 
the estimated cost of collecting the income 
tax was not over two per cent. 

This tax from its very nature is less expen- 
sive in its collection than any tax on the in- 
ternal revenue tax-list. Take, for instance, 
the railroad companies and other large corpor- 
ations; the income tax on their dividends is 
collected in a single sum and in large amounts 
with comparatively little or no cost, except it 
is swelling the salaries paid to the collectors. 

The tax on the incomes derived from sala- 
ries is collected or retained by the disbursing 
officers without any cost whatever. This tax 
is collected mainly in less than twenty-five dis- 
tricts, and these districts include “our large 
cities and money centers, where the wealth of 
the country is concentrated. They are wealthy 
districts, and from the very nature of the in- 
ternal revenue system, so long as Government 
officials superiatend the assessments and col- 
lections deputy assessors and collectors must 
be provided for them, to collect the special 
taxes on whisky and tobacco, and on beer- 
shops, &e., so that should the income tax be 
discontinued altogether it would not enable 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to dis- 
pense with the services or dismiss from his 
employment a single deputy assessor or col- 
lector within any district in the United States. 

Sir, there is no one more anxious than my- 
self to rid the country of the vast horde of 
Federal officeholders who are eating out the 
substance of the people, and have, by their 
stupendous frauds, peculations, and defalca- 
lions, brought shame and disgrace upon the 
American name. But this consummation so 
devoutly to be wished cannot be realized by 
the discontinuance or repeal ‘of the income 
tax. We can rid the people of the horde of 
internal revenue officers by letting the States 
through their revenue agents collect the special 
taxes, and I shallcheertully, when the oppor- 
tunity offers, vote for an amendment to the 
revenue. laws looking to this end. By this 
means I am satisfied there would be. less 
cheating, fewer theftsand defaleations, fairer 


| 


assessments, and a much larger sum realized 
by the Government than under the present 
mode of collection, beside a large saving in 
the salaries paid to officers and the fees for 
collection. 

It is said the income tax is odious and un- 
popular, Who ever knew or heard of a tax 
that was not odious and unpopular with those 
who had it to pay? Weall like the security 
and protection that Government affords; yet 
selfishness getting the better of us, we would 
like to avoid paying anything toward support- 
ing it. But Governments cannot be carried 
on or maintained without taxes. And who, 
Mr. Speaker, are more interested in the main- 
tenance of Government than the possessors 
of wealth and property ? 

The Government, it is true, protects all 
alike, the rich and poor, in the enjoyment 
of liberty and life, but it goes‘ further in its 
guardianship of the fortunate possessor of 
property, by throwing its strong arm around 
him, in protecting and securing his right to 
its use and enjoyment. The courts are all 
open, and give to him the power of their 
judgments to enforce this right, and the whole 
power of the Army stands ready to vindicate 
its maintenance. It is therefore the possess- 
ors of property that are most interested in 
the continuance and maintenance of Govern- 
ments; it is they who would suffer most 
should disaster befall theState. Yet, sir, not- 
withstanding this, the possessors of the wealth 
and property of the country, blinded by greed, 
have kept up a constant clamor against the 
income tax, and by its repeal have sought to 
evade the payment of their just portion of 
the tax thatis necessary for the support of the 
Government to which they owe so much. 

Mr. Speaker, it is urged that this tax is un- 
necessary ; that more ìs now collected from 
the people than is consistent with an econom- 
| ical administration of the Government. Icon- 
cede, sir, that there is more money collected 
from the people under our tax system than ig 
necessary to meet the requirements of Gov- 
ernment economically administered. Iam as 
desirous as any one to see the suppiies cut down 
to the lowest possible point, thereby putting 
an end to the wasteful extravagance and the 
criminal squandering of the public money that 
have characterized the present Administra- 
tion. I want to see a return by ali depart- 
ments of Government to the good old rule that 
was observed during the better days of the 
Republic, of rigid and unflinching economy in 
the disbursement of the public moneys. This 
result, so much desired by the people of this 
country, I am aware, sir, can only be ob- 
tained by abolishing in some respects, and 
largely reducing in others, the taxes imposed 
under the tariff and internal tax system. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what argument can be 
urged in favor of the repeal or discontinuance 
of the income tax that will not and does not 
apply with fourfold force to the repeal of the 
stamp tax, and ihe tax on tea, coffee, salt, and 
many other articles that I care net now to enum- 
erate? ‘The stamp tax yields within $5,000,000 
as much as the income tax. It reaches out and 
takes hold of every man’s business, the rich 
and poor alike. All transactions are subject 
to its interference. The title-bonds and title- 
deed in the saie and conveyance of land, bills 
of exchange and promissory notes, checks, 
drafts, and orders for money, and bonds of 
all kinds, must bear the hated impress of this 
most odious tax. 

This tax is to-day and has been throughout 
its continuance the most unpopular and odi- 
ous of any tax imposed by the Government. 
It should be repealed; and I hope, sir, when 
the Committee of Ways and Means revise our 
tax system, they will relieve the industries and 
business of the country from the stamp duties. 
The tariff on salt, while it yields to the Gov- 
ernment about two million dollars in revenue, 
takes from the pockets of the people, by reason 
of the enhancement of price, from eight to ten 
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million dollars, and gives it to the manufac-. 
turers of salt. This oppressive and iniquitous 
robbery of the people under the form of law 
should be done away with. If we propose in 
good faith to inaugurate revenue reform and 
relieve the people of the oppressive burdens 
of taxation under which they now labor, this 
is the very article upon which to begin. Salt 
is one of the prime necessaries of life; its use 
cannot be dispensed with by the rich or poor; 
and while the repeal of the duty on this article 
would cause but little reduction in the revenues 
of the Government, it would result in the 
saving of millions to-the people in reducing 
the price. i 

Mr. Speaker, there is no man in or out of 
this House that is more in favor of revenue 
reform and a reduction of taxation, and will 
more heartily support any measure looking to 
that end than myself. But that reduction, to 
meet my approval, must be made to apply 
to articles of consumption, not to property. 
This will confer benefits and blessings upon 
the whole people of the country, the poor as 
well as the rich. We should begin this reform 
and reduction by stripping the tariff of its 
odious and unjust feature of class legislation, 
by arranging it with the view to the creation 
of revenue alone, and soadjusted that the rev- 
enues derived under it shall be sufficient, and 
not more, to meet our obligations and pay the 
expenses of Government conducted according 
to the strictest and most rigid principles of 
economy and retrenchment. This is the rev- 
enue reform and reduction of taxation that is 
demanded of us and expected by the people 
we represent, They will be satisfied with none 
other, nor with less than this. 

The six million voters, Mr. Speaker, rep- 
resented by us on this floor do not demand, 


seventy thousand property-holders, now paying 
an income tax, from bearing their just bur- 
dens of the Government. They donot require 
of us to exempt the property and wealth of the 
country and leave taxes to rest on consump- 
tion alone, and should this be done, the people 
will demand of us to know why this great 
wrong against the labor and industry of the 
country was committed. I can understand, sir, 
the motive that governs the Representatives 
on this floor of the wealthy communities of 
the eastern States in their opposition to the 
income tax; but when I find the Represent- 
atives of a western or southern State opposing 
it, I confess the motive that actuates them in 
their opposition is beyond my comprehension. 

The cries of ‘‘espionage”’ and “inquisitorial” 
that have been rung, with all their changes, 
from 1863 to the present, will not avail, be- 
cause examination will show that these objec- 
tions will apply to all taxes, and to most of 
them in a far more obtrusive and objectionable 
formthan this. The objection that it is unjust 
is without foundation, All the authorities agree 
in saying that it is the most just and equitable 


strate, when you compare the wealth and pop- 
ulation of the eastern States with the wealth 
and population of the western and southern 
States, that its repeal and discontinuance would 
be an act of gross injustice to the people of 
the West and South. in proof of this, I sub- 
mit the following table, showing the true valu- 
ation of the real and personal estate on the 
Ist day of June, 1870, of the States named, 
as shown by the report of the Superintendent 
of the Ninth Census, and the amount of in- 
ternal revenue tax paid by each of said States 
for the year ending 80th June, 1871, and the 
amount of income tax paid by each for said 
year: 


True valuation of 


Massachusetts... 
Connecticut... 
Rhode Island. 
New York...... 
Pennsylvania, 
Ohio 


Kentucky 


Internal tax paid | Income tax paid 


real and person-| for fiscal year | for fiscal year 
al estate, June} ending June30, ending June 80, 
T 1871. 1871. 
$2,152,148, 741 $6,723,217 34 $1,911,808 92 
774,631,524 1,422,236 16 296,531 38 
327,674,147 670,903 19 214,283 82 
6,500,841, 264 28,798,891 91 7,182,918 60 


12,869,279 74 
15,123,706 20 


1,263, 180,548 4,789,680 17 155,322 63 
2,121,680,579 15,038,536 67 410,391 G4 
1,284,922,897 5,074,390 98 400,140 84 

604,318,552 6,495,971 50 257,470 14 


It will be seen by reference to this table 
that Massachusetts, with property valued at 
$2,132,148,741, pays less than three hundred 
thousand more of internal tax than does Ken- 
tucky with only $604,318,552 of property. Con- 
necticut, with $170,312,872 more property than 
Kentucky, pays less than one sixth of the 
internal tax paid by Kentucky. Illinois, 
with property valued at $2,121,680,579, pays 
$15,088,536 of internal tax, more than twice as 


much as Massachusetis, and nearly three mil- | 


lions more than Pennsylvania with property 
valued at $8,808,840,112. Take off the income 
tax, and the disproportion of tax paid to the 
wealth of the States is largely increased. Ken- 
tucky will then pay nearly one and ahalfmillion 
more than Massachusetts, and Daois will pay 
$5,201,053 more than Pennsylvania, and three 
times as much as Massachusetts. , 
But, Mr. Speaker, I will not extend this 
comparison. Here are the figures taken from 


official reports, and any one can see ata glance |; 


the inequalities I have indicated, and what 
States are to be benefited by the repeal and 
discontinuance of this tax. I have occupied 
more time in the discussion of this subject than 
I expected or intended when I began, and 
have only to say in conclusion that when Í 


compare those persons who pay the income |! 
tax, and upon whom its burdens will rest, with | 


the great body of tax-payers of this country, 
and contrast this tax with the other taxes im- 


posed upon the people, I am surprised to find 
either in or out of this House any formidable 
opposition to its continuance. But, sir, I care 
not what others may do as regards this tax; to 
me the path of duty is plain, and I will follow 
it. Never, solong as there is a dollar of the 
public debt to be paid ;. never, so long as there 
ig a pensioner to be paid from the public 
Treasury; never, so long as taxes have to be 
imposed or moneys collected from the people 
to pay the expenses and maintain the Govern- 
ment, will I consent to see the possessors of 
the property and wealth of the country relieved 
or exempted from the payment of an income 
tax. 


CHINESE SLAVE 


Mr. COGHLAN. Mr. Speaker, there is now 
pending before the Judiciary Committee of 
this House a bill which Lintroduced sometime 
1; since, for the suppression of the Chinese slave 
trade, and as I have been requested by some 
members of that committee, as well ag by 
other gentlemen upon this floor, to take this 
occasion to lay before the House my reasons 
for wishing that bill to pass, and as I know that 
to many the question is a novel one, I will, 
with the consent of the House, proceed to dis- 
cuss some of the many arguments that might 
be advanced why that bill should become a 
law. The Chinese cooly question is one that 
is possibly. less understood. by. members than 


TRADE—COOLYISM. 


tax that can be imposed; and figures demon- | 


any other that will demand the attention of thia 
House. I find by private conversation that 
some: Representatives here have by half an 
hour’s contact with the free Chinese in San 
Francisco judged of the morality, the standing, 
and the intelligence of the fifty thousand 
Chinese coolies or slaves that to-day compete 
with the labor of the free men of the great 
State of California, 

I cannot hope, Mr. Speaker, to open the 
eyes of prejudice, or to make the willfully 
blind to see, but I do ask the House, in the 
name of the laboring men of the far West, to 
assist, ere it be too late, in checking the im- 
portation of the host of slaves which are yearly 
being landed on American soil. This bill asks. 
no more, nor do I seek for further legislation, 

Startling as the proposition may be to some, 
a personal knowledge for the last twenty years 
of the workings of the Chinese system of labor 
compels me to say that in my judgment the 
labor of the fifty thousand Chinese who to-day 
infest the State I have the honor in part, to 
represent, is owned and sold by a few rich 
companies of merchants who traffic in human 
flesh. I know that these companies make the 
engagements for the laborers, fix the com- 
pensation, and send their agents along to re- 
ceive the wages of the coolies’ labor. The 
records of our courts show that they sell their 
women for so many pieces of silver, and their 
own conversation tells that they have intro- 
duced into free America the vile system of 
Chinese slave labor. 

J am aware, sir, that in this portion of our 
country, where the Chinese question is go little 
understood, it is generally believed that the 
opposition to Chinese coolyism by the people 
of the far West is engendered by a feeling of 
caste prejudice, and that it has no nobler or 
more generous sentiment to support it. But, 
air, while | admit with sorrow that some few 
ruffianly attacks upon persons of that nation- 
ality might give color to such a supposition, I 
emphatically deny that the enlightened and 
generous-hearted people of the Pacific coast 
are influenced by any such ignoble feeling. 
No people deprecate and abhor the cowardly. 
instincts that impel men to ill-treat and abuse: 
the defenseless more than they, and the swift 
vengeance of an impartial law follows’ close 
upon the heels of all these outrages when their 
perpetrators can be discovered, Butknowing 
as we do that the foul stain of slavery is upon 
us, and feeling that all our efforts to suppress 
it are futile, and finding that our cries. for 
assistance, instead of bringing us aid, are an- 
swered by you with incredulous. smiles and 
derisive taunts, we may deplore, but we. çan- 
not be surprised at the fact, that our laboring 
men are gradually becoming prejudiced against 
the whole Chinese nation, because a false rea- 
soning leads them to believe that. the poor 
cooly is responsible for the slavery that existe 
amoug us, when in truth you and I and the 
law-makers of the land are the real culprits. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, tempting as the subject 
undoubtedly is, | do not intend to essay a 
speech at this time. I propose to make a 
simple and straightforward statement of facts, 
which I believe will prove to every member 
upon this floor that the Pacific coast is to-day 
cursed with as vile a system of slavery ag 
ever disgraced any country on the face of 
God’s fair earth. 

The Chinese slave system is, I. believe, 
unique. It is a quasi voluntary servitude, 
The cooly intended for foreign marts is 
sometimes kidnapped and carried aboard ship 
by violence, or while -stupefied by drugs ad- 
ministered by the kidnapper, and after he 
finds himself detached from bis home, his 
fears and his superstitions are alike used as 
levers to compel him to sign a contract to 
labor for. his capturer for a certain number. 
of years, which contract once signed is, as I 
will directly show, as binding upon him as an 
edict from heaven accompanied by a threat 
from hell. Mention is made in the North 
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China Herald, of June 23, 1870, as quoted in 

the correspondence between the Secretary of 
State and the American consulate at Shanghai, 

that for many years the custom of kidnapping 

even little children was very common in China. 

: Thirty-five years ago, says this paper, 4 | 
writer complains that kidnapping is growing 

more and more common in Canton. The way | 
was, ‘‘for kidnappers to give notice to the 

parents that if a certain sum were sent, 

within a certain time, to a certain place, the 

girl would be returned, otherwise she would 

be sold as a slave.” A little later, mention is 

made of the crime at Peking and Macao. 

That notable publication, the Peking Gazette, 

spoke of it as ‘‘a gross infraction of the laws, 

which ought to be carefully investigated and 

prohibited.” In 1833 we find acomplaint in the 

Canton Circular that there are ‘‘ several hun- 

dred kidnappers in and about the city of 

Canton, who are constantly carrying off and | 
selling young women and children, aud gain | 
their livelihood by this infamous traffic’? ‘In 
1884 a censor complained to the emperor | 
about a system of kidnapping children and | 
young persons in Peking.” 

Sometimes the Government itself becomes 
aslave-trader, and by its edicts declares that 
a certain number of coolies from a specified 
district shall engage their labor for a number 
of years ata given price. Thus to the wiles 
of the procurer and the treachery of the kidnap- 
per is added the fear ofa horrible punishment 
from a despotic and cruel Government where 
the will of the tyrant who thus enacts that he 
ig a slave is the only law to which the cooly 
can appeal for justice. 
sent to the State Department by the American 
consul ai Shanghai, we are told that in the 
trial of a poor wretch who, with more of man- 
hood than slaves can have consistently with the 
safety of their masters, had led his comrades 
to liberty over the dead bodies of the slave- 
ship’s captain and crew, we find one of his 
brother coolies testifying: 


“J expressed to the authorities my willingness to 
become an emigrant to Peru’— 

An emigrant he cailes himself. These 
wretched slaves to be called emigrants! 


“but in my heart I was not willing, and I was afraid 


to say sọ, because Chea Ahfook (the kidnapper) told | 


me if I did not say I was ready to go I should be 
sent to Canton and have my head cut off!’ 


Oh, most foul perversion of the true purpose 
of ail government! The Constitution which 
binds together this happy Republic was framed 
to promote the welfare of the people, and to 


Thus, in the papers | 


insure to them the blessings of liberty; but this 
Chinese plan is evidently designed to promote 
the misery of the people and to insure to them 
all the horrors of slavery. But I will examine 
this remarkable trial a little more closely by 
and by. 

I have now alluded to two modes—kid- 
napping, and the edicts of the Government— 


by which traders are enabled to secure their | 
supplies of Chinese slaves, and before I pre- 


sent what I conceive to be conclusive evi- 
dence of the wide extent and general direc- 
tion of the trade, I desire to state that I be- 
lieve that by far the most prolifie source from 
which these supplies emanate is the poverty, 


ignorance, and degradation of the coolies || 


themselves. Suffering from want, stupefied 
by the poisonous fumes of the opium-pipe, 
with no conception of the sublime idea of 
freedom, ‘and though in very truth a slave, 
not knowing that there is a “deeper damna- | 
tion’’ in the hold of the slave-ship and under | 
the lash of the task-master than he has yet | 


known, he falls an easy prey to. the wiles of || 


the slave-trader, and almost before any con- 
ception of what he is doing pierces his be- 
fogged brain, he has for a few pieces of sil: | 
ver bartered away his labor, either for a life- 
time or for a term of years, and he is held 
to his contract by a bond stronger than ten 
thousand cables of steel. 


lam aware, Mr. Speaker, that there are hon- 
prable gentlemen in this body who do not be- j 


H 
| 


| with your labor on your native soil. 


lieve that any such thing as Chinese slavery 
exists, and who are listening to me merely out | 
of courtesy to a brother member, but who say | 
in their hearts that these charges are but. the 
outcroppings ofa Californian prejudice against 
Chinamen. Now I ask these gentlemen to 
listen a little longer, and if they are not con- | 
vinced of the truth of what I say, then facts 
with them are of no value as evidence. 

As early as 1862 a Republican Congress 
passed a law to prohibit the cooly trade with 
China, which in its remedial part is very sim- 
ilar to the one now before this House. In 
fact, the consular examination clause in this 
bill was suggested to me by that law; the only 
difference being that the clause in this bill is | 
fuller, and instead of one permit being given 
for a whole ship-load of passengers, under 
which half of them may be slaves whom the 
consul has never seen, we have here a clause | 
which requires a personal permit for each pas- | 
senger, and a heavy fine upon any vessel | 
which lands Chinese passengers in the United | 
States without this consular permit. Thus 
we see that as early as ten years ago the 
attention of the American people was directed 
to this infamous traffic, and that the Congress 
of the United States attempted—in a very | 
lame manner, it is trae—but still attempted 
to prohibit it by law. | 

On the 27th of January, 1870, Mr. H. M. 
Brent, of the American legation in Peru, sent | 
to Mr. Low, the American minister to China, | 
a petition signed by the Chinese companies | 
resident in Peru, and known as the Swatow | 
Guild, the Kwang Tung Guild, and the Tung | 
Sheng Club, setting forth the distress of the 
Chinese coolies in Peru, and praying the Gov- 
ernment of China to appoint an envoy to in- 
quire into their condition. I present here the 
translation made by Mr. Drew, for two pur- 
poses: first,.to show that the Chinese cooly 
before leaving China selis or allows his Gov- 
ernment to sell his labor for a term of years, 
and is thus for that time a slave in every sense 
of the term; and secondly, to show that the 
barbarities of the old slave system necessarily | 
find their counterparts in this Chinese system 
of involuntary servitude. I read the docu- 
ment: 


“Chéng Chuan, Wen Téh-lin, Chéng Chun-ta, and 
Lin_Hu-shib, representing the 
Fu-Keén Gulids, all being Chinese subjects lost 
abroad, with their foreheads to the ground, present 
a petition tọ your excellency. They cast themselves 
upon your heaven-like intelligence, thatthe insolent 
deception and cruelly oppressive treatment suffered 
by Chinese subjects at the hands of wicked barba- 
rians may be inquired into. Petitioners would ham- 
bly set forth that the reason why, though born and 
bred in China, they took service abroad is because | 
they were unable to gain a livelihood at home, ow- | 
ing to the swarm [like bees] of rebels and robbers 
from the fourth year of Heen Féng, (1854.) Later, in | 
the eighth year of Heen Fêng, (1838,) there appeared | 
a joint notification by his excellency Hwang, gov- | 
ernor gencral of the two Kwang provinces, and his | 
excellency Pih, governor of Kwang Tung, to the ef- 
fect that rules of agreement had been entered into 
with England and France, with reference to the 
engagement of laborers to go to Peru, the period 
of service to be eight years.” 


Here you see that by order of the Govern- 
ment these men have become slaves for eight 
years. 


“On the expiry of which term those thus engaged 
to be sent home, &.; and consequently the num- 


Kwang Tung and | 


ber of emigrants who have come to Peru since that 
year is no less than several myriads,” 


Poor laboring man of Peru! No less than 
‘‘ several myriads’? of these slaves to compete 
Your 
wife and children may lack the necessaries 
of life, but the rich slave-owner will grow 
richer nevertheless. But I read again: 


“But, far from what was expected, the barbarians | 
have shown themselves treacherous in many ways. | 
In China, when they were seeking men, they spoke 
of our taking service as laborers, and designated us 

guests,’ [4. e., visitors abroad :] on landing in their 
country, however, they said we had ‘sold ourselves,’ | 
and called us ‘slaves.’ Furthermore, they beat and 
swear at us with great violence, and feed and clothe | 
us insuiliciently; they brand two characters on the | 
side of the face as is done in China in cases of banish- 
mont; they fasten shackles on the ankles, just as if 
we were captured prisoners. We have to till the 
soil or dig canals, day and night: with flogging and 


heating to death, one cannot reckon the number of 
resentful ghosts. Notwithstanding rules of agree- 
ment were drawn up, in how many instances have 
they been regarded? While it was stated that we 
should be sent home, yet, who, we ask, has been so 
sent on the expiry of the term of services? Alas! 
Alas! Your suppliants went forth from a land of 
reason and justice to one where no sense of right 
prevails; from being the faithful subjects of a great 
country we have unwittingly fallen into the poison- 
ous clutch of barbarian slaves.” = Z % w œ 

_ “The avarice and cruelty of the wealthy merchants 
is wolf-like, and the vexations treatment of the for- 
eign [Peruvian] officials is like a tiger. Our coun- 
trymen cannot make a motion without its being 
construed into a fault.” 

What a picture of the old slave life in its 
worst aspects. Can any gentleman here draw 
a better or more vivid one? Ithinknot. But 
it is worth while to hear the pathetic appeal 
which closes this petition: 

i May 11, 1871. 

Your petitioners, in sore distress at the cruelties 
inflicted, and with a sense of resentment for the liv- 
ing and the dead, have prepared a petition in com- 
mon, supplicating your favor to save and lift them 
up; they would beg your excellency to have the 
emperor memorialized to exercise his special grace, 
and commission an envoy to proceed to Pern to make 
an investigation, when the wicked barbarians must 
certainly put a stop to their cruel conduct; or, fail- 
ing this, to commission the minister of tae United 
States to act for him. Then the restoration of your 
humble petitioners from death to life will be the gift 
of your excellency. On our knees we present this 
petition, praying that your excellency’s posterity 
may be ennobled for all generations, 

The humble members of the Kwang Tung Guild, 
and of the Fukeen Guild, prostrate themselves, 

Petitions presented on the 26th day of January, 
(according to the accidental date.) True translation: 

EDWARD B. DREW. 

“Then the restoration of your petitioners 
from death to life will be the gift of your 
excellency.” How true the words, for slavery 
is a living death, and freedom to man is life 
itself, 

Here, then, we find by the evidenee of the 
coolies themselves, that the Chinese slave sys- 
tem exists in Peru, and that it is recognized 
at least by the provincial governors of the 
Chinese empire. 

In the very able and exhaustive paper on 
the Tien-Tsin massacre, dated at Shanghai on 
the 22d August, 1871, and sent to the State 
Department by its author, Mr. G. F. Seward, 
the consul general at Shanghai, we are told 
that kidnapping for slave-trade purposes has 
been practiced extensively in China for many 
years, both by foreigners and by natives. 

“I refer ?’— i 

Says Mr. Seward— 

“to the cooly trado, the last of which has not yet 
been seen, Ido not doubt tbat in years gone by the 
number of Chinese carried off against their will, to 
be sold into a servitude from which death might be 
esteemed a happy relief, has reached annually ten 
times that of the foreign men and women murdered 
at Tien-Tsin.” . 

But I must hurry on. On the 25th of 
March, 1871, Justice Smale, chief justice of 
the supreme court at Hong Kong, rendered a 
decision in the case of one Kwok, a Sing, whose 
rendition was claimed by the Chinese Govern- 
ment on the ground that he was guilty of the 
crime of murder, committed on the Chinese 
seas, by assisting in the killing of the captain 
and crew of a Cooly-ship called the Nouvelle 
Penelope, in which the learned judge refuses 
the rendition, and releases the prisoner on the 
specific ground that the captain and crew were 


| engaged in the slave trade, and that these 


coolies were being taken to foreign countries 
to be sold as slaves, and had a naiural right 
to regain their liberty even at the expense of 
taking the lives of those who held them in 
custody. To show that I do not misstate the 
reasoning of the learned chief justice, I quote 
from the decision: 


‘Mr. Francis contends that the depositions dig- 
close no offense whatever, assuming for this pur- 
pose that on all his other points he has failed. He 
wisely left it for the attorney general to prove the 
affirmative, to show what offense if any this man 
had committed, that onus being onthe accuser. The 
attorney general selected portions of the deposi- 
tions, which, if trae, clearly showed that the prisoner 
was active in the China cooly rising, and that he 
took part in the fight in which the captain and cight 
of the crew were killed. This fact is, as I assume, 
not denied by Mr. Francis, buthe adopts very perti- 
nently the well-known rule of evidencein criminal 


1872. 
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eases, that the hypothesis of delinquency must be 
consistent with all the facts proved. He suggests 
that the inference from the evidence, all tainted | 
more or less by coercion on the Chinese witnesses | 
(one manifestly with the sword suspended. over his 
neck) by animosity in the French seamen, is that all 
these coolies were in fact under coercion, amounting 
to unjustifiable and entirely iHegal imprisonment; 
that they all had, according to English law, theright 
to regain their inalienable personal liberty as much 
as if it were to save their lives, and that they did no 
more.” # * % $ * * + f3 Bs 

“I hold that the prisoner was beyond question 
under unlawful coercion, assuming, as I must and 
do assume, the law on board the Nouvelle Penelope 
to bethe same as the English law here is, and on the 
authority of the Felicidade, Den. C. C., reserved, 
vol. 1, pages 104-154, referred to and commented on 
in 1 Phil. Int. Law, 333-334, it is to me clear that 
according to English law a man under unlawful 
restraint of his personal liberty at sea, as well as on 
shore, has aright to take life to free himself from 
such constraint on his personal liberty : and further, 
on the authority before cited, to use his masters’ or 
captors’ property necessary to effect his object, that 
object being in itself not only a lawful but a laud- 
able object, This would seem to be the first law | 
of nature, the right of self-preservation, of liberty 
equally with life, which is fully sustained by text- 
books and cases.” 


Then, after citing authorities to uphold this 
view, he adds: 


“It is clear from the evidence that this prisoner 
and the coolies were being taken forcibly, against 
their wills, (there is certainly no evidence of consent 
by the prisoner,) to a destination they desired not to 
goto; this is manifest in the depositions; from the 
wailings of some of the coolies; from the declara- 
tion by others, to the number of one hundred, that 
they had been kidnapped; from the marching the 
coolies on board under an cscort of soldiers at 
Macao as if they had been convicts. and by the acts 
of desperation by two of the coolies who jumped 
overboard to put an end to their miserable lives, 
successful (may I not say happily successful) in one 
case. J hold that this coercion, enforced as it was 
by cannon planted, and raking the coolies’ dens, 
and by grape-shot in reserve against these coolies, 
was a crime irrespective of the acts to abolish 
slavery. Again, thelaw quoted from Mr. Justice 
Forster, in 1 Russell, page 895, is thus stated: a man 
may repel force in defense of his person, habitation, 
or property, against one who manifestly intends 
and endeavors by violence or surprise to commit 
a known felony upan either, and the very exception 
mentioned by Forster, ‘this rules does not apply to 
any crime unaccompanied with force, as picking 
pockets, points the rule as including such force and 
coercion as were here applied.’ ”? 


I would like to give the House the benefit of 
this able decision ; but as J am simply offering 
proof of the existence of the Chinese slave 
trade, I will only read two or three paragraphs 
more as tending to elucidate the truth in that 
regard. The chief justice says, further on: 


“ The barricr across the deck, abaft the mainmast, 
was constructed of strong wood, about four inches 
square, seven or eight feet high. There were two 
open-barred doors opening aft in the barrier, and 
there was a cannon at each door with the muzzle 
pointed forward. The cannon were notloaded. The 
coolies were not allowed to go aft of the barrier. 
There was a sentry at one door during the day, and 
the doors were closed during the night. The coolies 
were all below during the night, and one of thecrew 
stationed at the gangway. The coolies were not 
allowed to come up during the night excepting for 
necessary purposes. The crew were all berthed aft 
of the barrier. The ship’s arms were in the saloon 
and captain’s cabin-—about twelve muskets and 
bayonets, some swords, and about twenty revolvers. 
These latter were in the captain’s cabin. I know 
that there was gunpowder on board and some grape- 
shot. There was no grape-shot kept on deck. Ac- 
cording to the cases this appears to me be prima 
facie evidence not rebutted of the fitting up of a 
slaver. 

“Were the Chinamen on board slaves? I assume, 
as I bave before said, that white men, that is, in this 
care Chinamen, are within the acts. I collect the 
evidence of the treatment to which this prisoner 
and the other coolies were subjected from the dep- 
ositions. he chief witness, Wong Ahee, for the 
prosecution, deposed thus, under threats from_a 
kidnapper, whom I consider as an agent for the 
captain: ‘I expressed to the authorities my willing- 
ness to become an emigrant to Peru, but in my heart 
I was not willing, and I was afraid to say so, because 
Chea, Ahfook (the kidnapper) told me if I did not 
say I was ready to go I should he sent to Canton and 
have my head cutoff!’ We find from the same wit- 
ness also (page 2) that three days after they sailed 
one of the ‘emigrants’ jumped overboard and 
was drowned, and that the chief mate beal some of 
the coolies for playing at fantan. This witness 

j aid: Eet 
futher sa angry with Chea Ahfook for deceiving me. 
I did not want to go to Peru, but I was foreed to go 
on board ship. When I went on board I was fol- 
lowed by two or three foreigners, and some of those 
belonging to the ‘‘barracoon.” T mean, I and the 
party of about thirty coolies that went on board 


with me. Some of these were willing to go, some 
ners unwilling, some told me that they came will- 
ingly, others that they had been kidnapped, and we 


talked over the matter. Some said that they would 
have to work eight years, and perhaps would not 
live to return to their country. Inever talked about 
getting means to free ourselves.’ Paul Perrot, one 
of the crew, deposes that while at Macao, and before 
sailing from Macao for Callao, a cooly jumped over- 
board and tried to swim to shore, and was picked up 
and put in irons for an hour; and that on the 3d 
October, when out of sight of land, one other cooly 
jumped overboard and was drowned, though a boat 
was lowered, thus preferring death to the coercion to 
which he was subjected, and who will blame a choice 
for which many an European has been eulogized as 
a hero, in preferring death to slavery? The same 
witness, one of the crew, describes how the coolies 
were taken on board, guarded as convicts would be; 

* One hundred and eighty coolies were brought on 
board the first day. They came off in three boats: 
there were three, four, or five Portuguese soldiers in 
each boat with muskets and fixed bayonets. Allthe 
remainder of the coolies came on board in three or 
four boats the day beforesailing, each boat had some 
armed soldiers on board. One of those that first 
came on board was erying, and the same night he 
jumped overboard, he was picked up out of the 
water, all the others were quiet, they had freedom to 
go where they pleased about the ship.” 


I now turn to the correspondence sent by 
the United States consul at Hong Kong, Mr. 
Bailey, to the State Department here, and I 
find that under date of April 25, 1871, he says: 


“The subject of Chinese emigration from this port 
to the United States has claimed my careful thought 
and patient investigation for the last four months, 
with a view to get at the facts, and to understand it 
in its surroundings and bearings. The whole sub- 
ject isan anomaly. Rules that will do elsewhere 
in the world, when applied in considering questions 
of immigration, haye no application to Chinese im- 
migration to the United States. Immigrants. to 
America from other parts of the world go of their 
own volition, free and voluntary. Emigration from 
China to all parts of the world is an organized busi- 
ness or trade, in which men of large capital and 
hongs of great wealth, engage as aregular traffic, by 
which men are bought and sold for so much per 
head, precisely asa piece of merchandise is handled, 
at its market value. The poor laborer of Europe 
applies hisown scanty means to get to the land of 
promise, or is assisted by his friends, charitable so- 
cieties, or benevolent institutions, to reach a place 
where he hopes to have his toil properly requited, 
where his labor will inure to his own benefit. The 
cooly of China is bought by the rich trader to serve 
his purchaser at low wages for a series of years in a 
foreign country, under contract for the faithful per- 
formance of which in many instances he gives a 
mortgage on his wife and children, with a stipula- 
tion that at the end of his term of service he is to be 
brought back to China by his purchaser, his con- 
tract is sold by the dealer through his agents in the 
United States and elsewhere at alargo advance, and 
is a source of great profit to capitalists who have 
the means to buy and sell large numbers of men. 
This contract, in the United States, is no doubt 
null and void, but nevertheless the cooly will com- 
ply strietly with all its terms, a copy of which in 
Chinese characters is always in his possession, and 
this he willdo because his purchaser holds his house- 
hold dares in the land to which he always hopes and 
expects,to return, in pledge forthe faithful perform- 
ance of his bonds. Tho central idea of a China- 
man’sreligion, if he hasany religion at all, is that 
of the worship of the tombs of his ancestors. The 
superstitions of Fung-Shusy dominate him wherever 
he may be in the world. Tho subtile mysticisms of 
China so strangely governing all its people in their 
social, political, and quasi religious life are as a 
hook in his nose, by which his purchaser controls 
him at all times and in allplaces; and thus this rela- 
tion of master and quasi slave, no matter how many 
miles apart, is welded by the mystical links of reli- 
gious superstitions, family ties, and rights of ances- 
tral tombs, which control and regulate the reciprocal 
duties of trader and cooly in the home-land. | 

‘The means of obtaining coolios are as various as 
the ingenuity of man can devise, and are as corrupt 
as the incentivo to large gains can stimulate and 
invent. Men and boys are decoyed by all sorts of 
tricks, opiates, and illusory promises, into the 
haunts of the traders. Once in the clutches of these 
men-dealers, by a system of treachery and terror- 
ism connived at by the local Chinese authorities, 
whose chief business in life is to ‘squeeze’ the peo- 
ple, the stupefied cooly is overawed into making 
a contract under such Chinese influences and sur- 
roundings as give it a sacredness of character no- 
where else knownin the world. From that moment 
heisthe mere tool of the rich dealer wherever he 
may go. It is difficult for persons accustomed to 


-western civilization to understand the depth and 


extent of this relationship; but Chinese civilization 
is unique, perhaps opaque, and cannot be measured 
by that of any other.” 


And this is the language of the American 
consul. Surely this House needs no further | 
proofs as to the fact of the existence of this 
damnable traffic. 

Mr. Bailey closes this dispatch with— 


“Jt will be asserted that am putting obstacles in | 
the way of commerce. I will endeavor to do my 
duty, let the consegences care for themselves. Well, 
so far as concerns that commerce which has for its 
object the buying and selling of men, I propose to 


put obstacles in its way. Legitimate. emigration 
and legitimate commerce shall - have my active co- 
operation and encouragement in every possible law- 
ful way; but if commerce demands at my hands 
assistance in a new mode of enslaving men, differ- 
ing from the African slave-trade "in little elge than 
the employment of fraud instead of force to make 
its victims captive,’ I will not lend my aid to build 
up its nefarious. traffic, nor bow to the behests of the 
great houses that are interested in forcing this great 
wrong.” ; 

Truly, a worthy representative of free and 
enlightened America. May we always be. xep- 
resented both abroad and in this building by 
gentlemen as solicitous for the great cause of 
human freedom as Mr. Bailey shows himself 
to be in these last sentences. In looking at 
his terrible indictment against this foul system 
of slavery, gentlemen will do well to remem- 
ber that Mr. Bailey is not imbued with any 
California prejudice against these people; and 
that a strong sense of justice alone impels him, 
at every risk to himself, to inform his Gov- 
ernment that this infamous traffic is so com- 
mon that among the thousands of Chinese who 
reach our shores annually scarcely one is a 
free emigrant, but that they all are owned by 
some rich “hong,” who buys and sells them 
at so much per head! 

Mr. Speaker, I might pile document upon 
document and proof on proof from this time 
till to-morrow morning, but I desist, for if 
what I have already shown does not convince 
every gentleman present of the existence, 
extent, and enormity of this hell-born spawn 
of African slavery, then I may certainly be 
allowed to say that there are other people 
besides Californians who are governed by preju- 
dice on this Chinese question. However, from 
the monntain of evidence at hand, I desire to 
read one more document bearing directly upon 
this trade as it exists between China and the 
United States, p 

In Mr. Bailey’s dispatch, No. 63, to the 
State Department, under date of September 
12, 1871, he says: 

Sir: Referring to my dispatches Nos. 33 and 35, I 
have the honor to inclose an official communication 
from the colonial secretary of this colony, with ac- 
companying documents, concerning the shipment 
of coolies hence to the United States by Mr. George 
E. Payne. A large proportion of the coolies referred 
to in the registrar general’s letter had undoubtedly 
been inveigled, and some kidnapped, by the cooly 
broker Lai-on, who is, as learn, a notorious Macao 
dealer in human flesh. Fortunately, the coolies all 
escaped from the vessel, (the Pacific mail steamer 
China,) and are now at liberty, 

As J have frequently stated before, I repeat. now, 
that the entire traffic is top-full of fraud, corrup- 
tion, and the most brutal inhumanity, 

Ihave, &e., DAVID H. BAILEY. 

And here it is but just to say that I know 
from a gentleman high in authority in the Pa- 
cific Mail Company, that that company is will- 
ing and anxious to coöperate with the Gov- 
ernment in crushing out this trade, and that 
when their vessels are used for the purpose 
of bringing slaves they are purposely kept in 
ignorance of the matter, for it is well known 
by the slave-traders that they are earnestly 
opposed to this degrading traffic. 

Bat to return. The correspondence alluded 
to in this dispatch just read is short, and J 
read it entire: 

[No. 74.] 
Mr. Smith to Mr. Austin. 
REGISTRAR GRNERAL’S OFFICR, 
Hone Kong, August 14, 1871. 


Sr: On Friday last, the 11th instant, some mem. 
bers of the board of direction brought me. the 
inclosed Chinese letter, (translation annexed,) which 
purported to come from some one who was, against 
his will, on board the outgoing American” mail 
steamer bound for San Francisco. Having sent for 
the Chinese broker, I gathered from him the inform- 
ation given in his statement, annexed, and finding 
that the intending emigrants had all come on 
shore, it did net seem necessary to take any imme- 
diate action in the matter. However, as I learned 
that the coolies, as alleged, were to have signed 
the contracts when on board, after the steamer had 
left the harbor, I think it right to bring the subject 
to the notice of his excellency the Lieutenant Goy- 
ernor, as, if true, there was an attempt at infring~ 
ing the emigration laws. : É 

A copy ofthe contract, which I obtained from the 
Chinese broker, is inclosed. 


T have, de orn 0, SMITH, Registrar General, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 16, 


(No, 392.] 
Mr. Austin to Mr. Bailey. 
COLONIAL SECRETARY’S OFFICE, 
a August 15, 1871. 
Stn: am directed by his excellency the licuten- 
ant governor to forward for your consideration a let- 
ter which has been sent to this department by the 
registrar general, in reference to the action alleged 
to have been taken by Mr, George Payne, an Amer- 
ican citizen, regarding emigration to San Francisco, 
I beg to draw your attention to that part of Mr. 
Smith’s letter in which he refers to the evasion of 
theemigration laws of the colony, which must neces- 
sarily haye resulted from the signature of contracts 
after the departure of the steamer. 
I have, &e., I. GARDNER AUSTIN. 


[No. 430.] 
Mr. Austin to Mr, Bailey. 


COLONIAL SEORETARY’S OFFICE, 
September 11, 1871. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 6th instant, and to forward to 
you, in accordance with your request, a copy of the 
letter addressed to this department by the registrar 
eneral, in reference to tho coolies recently em- 
farked for San Francisco by Mr. Payne. . 
I have, &c., I: GARDNER AUSTIN. 


The cooly’s letter referred to in Mr. Smith’ s 
note is short but very impressive. I read it: 


The committee of the hospital should come for- 
ward to save human lives, ` 
Phere was a Hakka named Lai-on, who seyeral 
times last year took people over to Macao and sold 
them; thus he and his brothers ate human flesh, 

“On thezdthof this month acertain foreigner who 
does not belong to any firm, unlawfully induced 
people to go to foreign countries, which arc twice the 
distance to California, at five dollars a head, More 
than ten brokers dared not to undertake the busi- 
ness, but Lai-on undertook it, and brought some 
printed forms to our villages and induced the people 
to go to the interior o!' California. You had better 
goto the On-ki emigration house on Wing-on street, 
where you can obtain a printedform and request the 
harbor-master not to allow people to go. Also have 
a notice posted up at the California mail steamers 
whart. This will be the means ot saving men’s lives, 
as on the 24th or 25th days they will go on board the 
California ship, where they will receive their pay 
and proceed on their voyage.” 


This enabled the registrar general to warn 
this ship-load; but listen to the kidnapper 
himself’: 
“Iam Laj-on, master of the On-kee shop, No. 31 
Win op lane, Lam acting as emigration agent for 

Mr.G. E. Payne. Mr. Payne promised to give to 
inyself fiyo dollars as commission, and two, three, 
or five dollars as expenses and commission to the 
sub-agent for every emigrant from the ivterior, and 
shipped on board the California steamer that leaves 
here to-morrow. I had got on board the steamer 
yesterday for Mr. Payne, altogether, two hundred 
and. seventy men. Betore they went on board each 
ot them was promised to be paid an advance of five 
dollara at ten a. m. this morning, At eight a.m. 
this worning there were about forty or fifty of those 
men from the steamer who came to my shop asking 
mé tọ give them: five dollars each as promised. | 
told them that Mr. Payne said that they could not 
be.paid until the bank is opened, which will be ten 
o’clock. They commenced to abuse me, and accus- 
ing me of selling them as pigs, for which two of their 
fellow-men lost their lives by jumping overboard 
aud drowning themselves, They then smushed every- 
thing in the shop; even the sign-board outside was 
broken.: Tho whole of the two hundred and seventy 
men have left the steamer.” , 

` . When the men came from the interior, and before 
they were shipped on board, all their expenses for 
board and lodging were paid by me. From the day 
I undertook the agency ap to this day I have al- 
ready spent a sum of six or seven bundred dollars. 
There was to be an agreement between Mr, Payne 
and myself, and another between Mr: Payne and 
the emigrants, but all of them have not been signed, 
Before the emigrants were taken to the harbor- 
master’s office, where each of them gota paper from 
that office to go on board, they got passage-tickets 
from the California Mail Steamer Company’s office, 
These tiekots-were given to them by me, and were 
handed over to me by Mr. Payne. They went on 
board of their own will and accord, I never used any 
improper means or force of any kind to secure them 
on board. When they were at the harbor-master’s 
office, I asked them whether they knew where they 
were going to, and whether they were going of their 
own accord? They answered in the afirmative. 


They were further asked whether or not they had | 


been induced to go by unlawful means? They an- 
swered no. Then they were passed on to the harbor- 
master’s office, whero they reecived their papers or 
certificates going on board the ship, 

‘The'above statement was made by Lai-on on Sat- 
urday, the 12th instant. oc. 8. 


‘Erne copies: ia 
1, GARDINER AUSTIN, Colonial Secretary, 

He first states his infamoas contract with 
Payne, and then .in a tone of injured inno- 
cence, which would be Indicrons if it did not 
show such abominable depravity, complains 


that: his poor dupes had found him out and 
left before they signed the contract which was 
to make them slaves. 

Who among ‘you but has shuddered at the 
bare recital of the barbarities of the old Afri- 
can slave trade, and who among you but 
could shed very tears to know that in the last 
part of the nineteenth century those barbari- 
ties are being reproduced and multiplied, while 
this great Republic, the first-born of liberty 
and the special guardian of human freedom, 
sits idly by and refuses even to stretch forth 
a hand to warn the damning traffic from her 
own shores! What incident of the old slave 
trade is more appalling than the burning of 
the cooly ship Dolores Ugarte on the 6th of 
May last, together with six hundred and sixty- 
five coohes. As Mr. Bailey says in his dis- 
patch on the subject: 

“Truly Providence seems to have set her apart to 
shock the nations with a new horror that shall star- 
tle them to their duty in suppressing this infamous 
slave trade, Qn Saturday, the 6th, the ship was dis- 


covered to be on fire in the hold, where the coglies 


were kept. The captain states ‘that, with a view to 


save his own and. his crews’ lives, he battened down 
the hatches on the passengers, and took to the boats.’ 
The ship was burned to the water’s edge, and with 
it over six hundred victims of this atrocious trafie 
in men,’ 


Chief Justice Smale, in the decision from 
which I have read during the course of these 
remarks, says that he has endeavored to make 
a list of the cooly ships burnt or sunk together 
with all on board, and that he finds that in a 
very short time some seven ships with about 
three thousand coolies have been thus de- 
stroyed. 

In the Nouvelle Penelope the coolies who 
had not yet signed their contracts sought to 
free themselves from their captors by death, 
and two of them actually escaped in this way. 
They sprang overboard and were drowned. 
Epics are written to commemorate deeds less 
heroic than this. Let not these poor coolies 
die unhonored and unsung. Enact a law which 
will prevent their countrymen from sharing 
their fate, and you will have ereeted to their 
honor a monument more enduring than the 
grandest epic ever yet sung. 

But we come now tothe objection that the 
cooly is by our laws free as soon as he lands 
upon American soil. To those unacquainted 
with the Chinese this would seem to be unan- 
swerable; but a very slight reference to their 
customs and their religious belief will demon- 
strate the utter falsity of this proposition. 

There are three different religions in China; 
but they seem now, although still having sepa- 
rate temples and a distinct priesthood, to be 
far advanced in the process of. amalgamation, 
at least the common people seem to believe in 
the superstitions and practice the rites of each. 
Their worship and adoration appear to be ac- 
corded to the gods of either of these religions, 
with an impartiality and an indifference that 
are perfectly horrifying to the believer in the 
one true God— i 

“The indigenous religion of China?’ — 
says Mr. Lay, in his excellent work on the 
moral, social and literary character of the 
Chinese— 

“is a system of polytheism, which, like the the- 
ogonies of Egypt and Greece, is nothing more than 
acongeries of canonized fables. The regions of the 
sky, the earth, and the sea are parted into different 


pre rdonoles, under the tutelage of some particular 
eity. 


This indigenous religion, as Mr. Lay calls 


it, is represented by, or rather divided into, two. 


sects, called the sect of Taow and the Confu- 
cians or sect of the learned. The former of 
these, though infinitely more interesting to the 
student, in the weird mysticisms, of its rites, 
and in the almost exhaustless number. and 
variety of its idols, than the latter, can serve 
no purpose in this argument, but among the 
superstitions of Confucianism we find one of 
the irresistible reasons which. impels the poor 
exiled cooly to work out his slave contract 
with scrupulous exactions, even in a land 
whose beneficent laws would strike the self- 
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imposed chains from his limbs and give him 
all the rights of a free man. I allude to the 
worship of ancestral tablets. These, after the 
proper ceremonies have imbued them with the 
spirit of their departed ancestors, are set up 
either in what are called ancestral halls or in 
private dwellings, and woe to the Chinese 
devotee who does not worship these tablets at 
stated periods. The poor cooly’s life would 
indeed be a hell upon earth if.he lost all hope 
of offering at some time sacrifices to the spirits 
of his ancestors, which he believes at stated 
times are encased in these mysterious tablets, 
or if he lost all hope that in case of death his 
bones would be returned to his home that a 
tablet might be raised to his memory, and he 
in turn become a household god to his pos- 
terity. Ifhis contract is broken he knows he 
cannot return either dead or alive to China, 

Noristhis all. If these mysterious rites are 
not performed he is threatened with an eternity 
of damnation. And the Chinese idea of- hell 
is not avery pleasant place fo contemplate as a 
future residence. Lakes of blood into which 
the wicked are thrown; red-hot iron pillars 
which the sinner must embrace; devouring 
and ferocious lions, tigers, snakes, and other 
terrible animals roam at large;: mountains 
stuck all over with knives, upon the points 
of which the condemned are cast down; cut- 
ting out of tongues, strangling, and sawing 
asunder between flaming posts are very com- 
mon there; the condemned creeping into the 
skins of hideous animals, in the form of which 
they are destined to appear again on earth; 
boiling of the wicked in caldrons; horned 
demons, with swords, spears, hatchets, and 
hooks; wretched mortals alternately shiver- 
ing with indescribable cold, and burned to 
coals with fierce fires, give some idea of the 
place the poor cooly thinks he will be cast 
into should he break his contract, and be pro- 
hibited from returning to China, 

But before this hell is reached another pun- 
ishment after death awaits him. The doctrine 
of metempsychosis, as introduced into China 
by the Buddhists, has there gained universal 
credence, and by it the cooly is taught that a 
contract broken in life must be fulfilled in the 
most ignominious manner after death; that 
the soul of the contract- breaker enters into the 
form ofa dog, a horse, an ox, or some other 


.domestic animal, and is compelled in that 


mean disguise to work out the unexpired time 
for the person to whom, under his contract, 
he owed his labor in life. 

Thus gentlemen will see that it matters not 
what country he may be in, or how many be- 
neficent Jaws he may invoke for his protection, 
the cooly’s religious belief, his superstitions, 
his hopes of heaven and his fears of hell, all 
combine to compel a strict observance of his 
labor contract. If he comes here a slave no 
earthly power can free him till his contract 
expires. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, shown you by 
unimpeachable evidence, and by proofs to 
which I challenge contradiction, that there 
exists between China and other parts of the 
world a slave trade so vast in its proportions 
and so horrible in its details that it might even 
now dispute the bad preéminence of crime 
which has hitherto been accorded to-its Afri- 
can prototype. . 

It would seem that a plain statement of the 
facts, even in my crude and unpolished style, 
would be enough to excite the indignation of 
every Christian man within the sound of my 
voice, and would impel each and every lover 
of his kind upon this floor to rise up and do 
all in his power to stamp out this damning 
traffic in human flesh; but there ave yet other 
weighty considerations why this bill should 
pass, to which I desire briefly to call the” 
attention of the House. 

As the friends of human liberty, it is emi- 
nently just and proper that a Republican Con- 
gress should do all in its power to prevent 
slavery in any land and among any people; 
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but as patriotic statesmen, guarding jealous! 
the rights, the interests, and the liberties o 
this Republic, it is not only our privilege, but 
it is our sworn duty, to zealously guard out 
own people from contact with slavery in any 
of its hideous forms. It needs iio historian to 
tell this House that we have but yesterday 
closed @ gigantic war, caused solely by the 
conflict between free labor.and slave labor—a 
war which shook thé Republic to its very 
foundations, and the effects of which are still 
vibrating painfully throughout the land. And 
it needs no prophet to tell you that you are, by 
a mistaken policy, in favor of 4 nation of 
pagan slaveholders building up in the far West 
aslavesystem which is encroaching day by day 
and foot by foot upon the domain of freedom, 
until at last the irrepressible conflict between 
the two elements must culminate in an erup- 
tion whose end no man can foretell. 

The Chinese who come to our shores ¢ould 
never, even if released from the bonds of 
pagan superstition, become ‘a homogeneous 
people with us. Their ideas of government 
are so entirely distinct from. otirs that repub- 
licanism is completely beyond their concep- 
tion. As the mind of thé holiest man the 
earth has produced cannot expand enough 
to take in and compreheud the delights, the 
glories, and the beatitudes that float around 
the throne of the Most High, so the Chinese 
mind, enveloped in the superstitions and dark- 
ened by the despotisms of ages, catinot expand 
enough to comprehend our theory of self-gov- 
ernment. A Chinese republican is a simple 
im possibility. 

Another fallacy is that they are a sober, mild, 
and inoffensive people. This is cotitradicted 
by all who have studied their habits or read 
their history. They are & debauched, 4 cow- 
ardly, and a blood-thirsty people. Their 
debauchery is not the drunkenness of intox- 
icating liquors, but of opium. It is the most 
filthy, the most horrible of all debauchery. 
Its victims are numbered by thousands, and 
its votary may be known by his pallid and 
death-like countenance, by his glaring and èx- 
pressionless eye, and his restless and uneasy 
manner. He has no appetite, no strength; 
his habits of sleep are changed ; bis shoulders 
become unnaturally high; the fearful opium 
disease sets in, and he dies in the most excru- 
ciating agony. Doolittle, in his excellent work 
on The Social Life of the Chinese; says that 
though the use of Chinese whisky is univer- 
sal among all classes, there can bé no doubt 
that opium is the producer of ati immensely 
greater amount of piiséry, sickness, poverty, 
and death, than Chinege liquors. i 

That they are crue! and blood-thitsty will be 
partially apparent from the fact that female 
infanticide is so common among them that 
some of their writers on moral ethics refer to 
its prevalence without any emotion of horror 
at so atrocious a deed, , 

But the revolting cruelties attending the 
massacre of the foreign residents at Tien- 
Tsin on the 2lst of June, 1870, show the 
t mild and peaceable Chinese” iti their true 
character. Be 

The French consul, all the foreign fer- 
chunts, theit wives, daughters, and children, 
the Catholic priests, and the Sisters of Mercy, 
and about one hundred little orphan children, 
were cruelly and premeditatedly murdered by 
a Chinese mob, under circunistances of the 
most revolting barbarity. Having set fire 
to the building occupied by the Sisters; they 
entered the gates and dragged them into the 
street. There they stripped them. naked, 
exposed them to the public gaze, plucked out 
their eyes, cut off their breasts, ripped them 
‘open, dragged out their bearts, and deliber- 

- ately cut them to pieces, and divided portions 
of their flesh among the infuriated mob. 

One account of this horrible affair says 
that— 


< “Chinese spectators of the bloody scone relate 
Other horrors perpetrated on these innocent ladies 
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that cannot be mentioned. The lady superioress, it 
is said, was cut in twain while yet alive.. God alone 
and the sisters know all they endured of mortal 
agony and bodily sufferings. Their modesty out- 
raged, their purity defiled, their poor, frail frames 
torn asunder, their blood scattered, and their lives 
destroyed by savages whose murderous rage inflicted 
all thesé and other outrages amidst à seene of horror 
that alone would be too terrible to encounter.” 

The mutilated fragments of the bodies of the 
dead sisters were, together with the little chil- 
dren under their charge, thrown into the burn- 
ing ruins, making a horrible holocaust, too 
terrible to dwell upon even in imagination. 
These are ‘‘the mild and peaceable” beings 
who, gentlemen think, are the victims of Cali- 
fornia prejudice. 

But the opposition to this bill that I most 
fear comes neither from ignorance of the 
énormities of the Chinese slave trade, nor 
from. a misappreliension of the character of 
the Chinese. It comes from the capitalists’ 
cry that the influx of Chinese cheapens the 
wages of labor. ‘This is the true enemy of this 
bill, let gentlemen sugar-cout it as they will. 

Tati aware, Mr. Speaker, that, superficially 
considered, cheap labor may appear to be 
advantageous to the country, But even in 
this narrow view, it is no longer an open quès- 
tion that its supposed advantages are as noth- 
ing in the balance when weighed against the 
national demoralization of slavery. This ques- 
tioh has been decided upon the battle-field in 
ballots of blood, and the decision is irrevo- 
able. 

But I go further, and I confidently assert here 
to-day that cheap labor and republican institu- 
tions cannot live at the same time upon the 
same soil. Fair wages for a fair day's work 
is in truth the key-stone of this Republic. 
Destroy the first and the latter must crumble 
to atoms. It is true that the cheap labor- of 
other days has reared grand and beautiful 
monuments of architectural skill, and that 
under that system nations have become rich, 
gtand, and powerful; but behind this beauty 
and this power there looms up the sullen 
specter of despotism, which must inevitably 
follow if it does not precede a national system 
of cheap labor. ` 

thé reasoning is simple and the logic is irre- 


sistible. Under the cheap-labor systern, which | 


otily pays the laborer enough to purchase the 
commonest necessaries of life, his children at 
the tenderest age must be put to work to assist 
in the support of the family. There is no time 
for school, atid the child grows up uneducated, 
with mind and body alike dwarfed by inces- 
gant toil, with no hope, no powers, no incli: 
nation even to better his condition, and you 
have thus, by throwing the dark mantle of 
ignorance and want dround him, bound him 
down to his father’s station in life, with as 
little hope of rising from it as an Hast Indian 
has of leaving the caste in which he was born. 
It almost reaches the dignity of a self-evident 
tiith that neither general ignorance nor castes 
can exist in the same government with repub- 
lican institutions. The history of the world, 
from the earliest times down to the last mis- 
erable mockery of republicanism in France, 
teaches this fact, and I bélieve that thoughtful 
minds will uphold me in saying that to-day 
the monarchies of Europe owe their stability 
to the ignorance and the poverty which cheap 
labor produces.. 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, placed before thia 
House, ina tough and inartistic way, no doubt, 
some of the many reasons why this bill should 
pass. The facts presented should draw to its 
support as well thé Christian philanthropist as 
the American statesman, This biil alike pro- 
tects the Chinese cooly and the American 
laboret. Gentlemen have said upon this floor 
that it is impossible to legislate in aid of labor; 
this bill proves the falsity of that assertion. 

It has been grandly said by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Bincaam]. that ‘‘Labor is 
America,” and now, in the name of that 
t: America,” Task your agsistance, not for a 
t ciredmlocution office’’ for invéstigation, but 
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for the passage of an active; living, breathing’ 
law; which shall forever prohibit the competi- 
tion of slave labor with the free labor of the 
eotiutry. F ; 
CONSERVATIVE PARTY IN VIRGINIA DEFENDED; 


Mr. BRAXTON., Mr. Speaker, it afforded 
me great pleasure.on. my return to: my-home 
after the adjournment of the first session ‘of 
this Congress to be able to say, which I did 
on all proper. occasions, private and’ public, 
that notwithstanding the heated, criminating, 
and reciiminating debates that I had listened 
to here, I had not heard one single unkind 
word or sentence uttered against the people 
of my State, And I now, sir, tmost earnestly 
regret that a sense of duty requires’ me. to 
notice sowe remarks of my colleague, [Mr 
Puatt,] made when the deficiency bill was 
under consideration, which reflect injuricusly 
ait the citizens of cértain localities in Virginia, 
where fifteen years of my life as a tian and 
boy have been spent. © And let me heré say, 
sir, if surprise should be felt or expressed at 
the delay in raking this teply, that I waited 
to obtain that which my colleague was with- 
out, that is, proof oh whith to rest what I have 
to say. i f 

Sir, to call it qtestion the integrity of one 
mah is to assüme ‘responsibility. The patty 
charged is entitled to an opportunity for. his 
vindication; and the accuser recéives praise 
or condemnation as his allegations túri but to 
be true or false. But, sir, for one in bigh 
position to assail the fairness and Honest 
purposes of a community, intinusted with’ the 
exercise aiid manageinetit of important trusts 
involving individual and politieal rights, not 
only impairs the happy results that generally 
follow in the wake of honest ahd upright 
action, but it inflicts a wrong for which there | 
is noadequate remedy, when the assatltconies 
from the representative of the parties assailed, 
And in order that no injustice may be done to my 
colleague I here ask to have read his remarks 
as they appéar in the Globe, of which I com: - 


plain. ; 
The Clerk read as follows : 


“And Ido say further, that the party which is 
¥epresonted on this floot by the gentleman who has 
‘Just spoken, having had the control of the'State of 

irginta, havo by their aats in every possible. way, 
except by ati organized Ku Klux system, intitnidated 
voters and kept thei froiti éxerdising the rights 
which the laws of this country declired they should 
have,” x & wk ig $ R £ 3 #. 

“I wish to call the attontiott of thse committee te 
an act passed by the Legislature of Virginia only a 
few weeks ago, and I challenge the history of this or 
any other country to producte a parallel to it: En 


| the city of Norfolk, in my district, there is a con 


siderable Republican majority, but uy än dnholy 
gerrymandering, the Legislature have thrown alithe 
Republican majority into one part of the -dity, 50 
that the common council is equally divided. è 
have in the council six Republicans and six Demò- 
erats. Of course, in these circumstances, nothing 
could be done, Everything was at a deadlock, 
There wero Republican officers selected by the pré- 
vious Republigan council and by the peuple. Well, 
what did the Legislature of Virginia do? They 
passed a law givitig one of the men in the douncil 
two votes, so that by one voie hecould prodticé atie 
and then give a casting and deciding votei ‘and to- 
day we have presented the spectacle of six men with 
seven votes—astate of things produced by the Legis- 
lature of Virginia to enable thein ty carry out pat- 
tisan ends and to eject from office tha Republitans 
elected by the péople, i 

“ Now, let me ask the gentleman to carry his mind 
back to the period two poate ago, when iùn thë sity 
of Richmond G. W, Chahoon was electéd mayor. It 
was supposed by his party that they were absolutely 
certain of dartying the city; but when the ballots 
came to be counted on the night of the blédtion they 
found to their astonishment that the Republican 
party had carried the city of Ridhmond, ` But what 
did they do? ‘The law of Virginia.requires that af- 
ter the ballots are counted they shall beput in a box 
and that that box shall be carried by the officers of 
election and deposited with the clerk of the court. 
The next morning after the election, while the of- 
ficer of election of one of the wards was proceeding 
with the box containing tho ballots to deposit thom 
with the clerk of thecourt, he was attacked in broad 
daylight in the streets.of Richmond by men indis- 
guise, the box taken, and its contents scattered to 
the winds. 7 

“And although the result of the election was on 
record, signed by.every officer of election; the judges 
of election, when they came to innko the count, thiviv 
out thevotes of that ward on the ground that the hiy 
had not been complied with, because the votes nid 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 16, 


1742 


not been deposited with the clerk of the court. And 
the gentleman’s party to-day, as the fruit of thatvil- 
lainy, are holding in defiance of the majority of the 
voters of Richmond, all the offices of that city. They 
do so in consequence of that violation of law and 
justice committed in broad daylight in the city of 

ichmond,.and for which no living man has ever 
been punished in any way or manner.” 

EE # * ki s * * + 


oo Now, I charge that all over Virginia, at every 
-election held there since the war, since the pas- 
sage of the. reconstruction agts, these things have 
occurred. What do you see to-day in the city of 
Norfolk? Whenever an election occurs there, in 
defiance of a.law which says there shall be no dis- 
tinction, they have two ballot-boxes, one for the 
white men and one for the colored men, The elec- 
tion officers take fifteen minutes or half an hour to 
take the vote of a colored man, while a white man 
votes in thirty seconds, At every election in Nor- 
folk and in Richmond when the polls close there are 
hundreds of colored men standing on the street who 


have been deprived of the right to vote by the action . 


of the officers of the election delaying them in that 
way.” 


Mr. BRAXTON. It will be observed that 
the foregoing extracts contain charges against 
the city, of Norfolk, the city of Richmond, the 
Legislature of Virginia, and the Conservative 
party throughout the entire State. Itis charged 
first in regard to the Legislature of Virginia, 
that there were six Republicans and six Demo- 
crats in the council of Norfolk city; and that 
the Virginia Legislature passed a law giving 
one man two votes, one to produce a tie, the sec- 
ond to be used as a casting and deciding vote; 
second, that the judges of election in Nor- 
folk take from fifteen minutes to half an hour 
to vote a negro, and only thirty seconds to 
vote a white man. In reply to these charges 
Task permission to have read the following 
letter received on Tharsday last from Colonel 
Walter H. Taylor, the present senator from 
Norfolk city in the Virginia Legislature. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, March 13, 1872, 


. DRAR SiR: I have but this moment returned to 
Richmond after an absence of several days, and find 
your two letters of the 7th and 12th instant. This 
will explain why you have notsooner had an answer. 
In regard to the matter first mentioned: the coun- 
cil of the city of Portsmouth consists of twelve mem- 
bers, six from each of two wards, One ward sent 
Conservative and the other Republican members, 
so that the councilstood six to six, For along time 
no organization could beeffected. No president nor 
clerk could be elected, and, indeed, nothing at all 
done which wag calculated to draw party lines. 
Finally a compromise was made; it was agreed that 
the Conservatives should have the presiding officer, 
and the Republicans the elerk, (the latter a paying 
office, the former not.) The next difficulty arose 
when the council proceeded to elect certain muni- 
cipal officers, collectors, &c. It was impossible, of 
course, to agree on any one man. Six would vote for 
the Conservative and. six for the Radical nominee, 
If one of the Radical members happened to be sick, 
the remaining five absented themselves, thus pre- 
venting a quorum, and producing a dead-lock. 
Under the circumstances, a bill was introduced in 
the Legislature and passed, granting the presiding 
officer, in the event of a tie, the right to give the 
casting vote, he, of course, voting as a member 
besides. P 

Iu regard to the second matter mentioned, I can 
only say Ido not believe what is asserted. Lt may be 
that colored men are sometimes too late to vote; and 
the samé may besaid of white voters; but that what 
you say Mr. Parr asserts is the general rule or 
practice, Iam not prepared to admit. I am sure if 
guch was the case I would be cognizant of the fact, 
whereas I have no good reason whatever to believe 
for a moment that the assertion could be sustained 
by the facts; but on the other hand, I am convinced 
from my. own limited observation, and move espe- 
cially trom what I am told by others better posted, 
that no unreasonable delay whatever is made in 
the caso of a negro offering to vote. To this there 
may be exceptions, but of such exceptions I am not 


informed. 
Very truly, yours, W. H. TAYLOR. 


Hon. E. M. Braxron, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BRAXTON. I have no comments to 
make on Colonel Taylors letter. It- speaks 
for itself; it speaks for the people of Norfolk ; 
and clearly shows that my colleague was inac- 
curately informed as to the action of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature of which he complains and 
criticises. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the charges against 
the Conservatives of the city of Richmond, 
what are they? First, they are charged. with 
destroying one of the ballet-boxes at an elec- 
tion held for mayor in that city, when G. W, 
Chahoon was the Republican candidate. Sec- 


ond, that the judges of election take from 
fifteen minutes to half an hour to vote a negro, 
and only thirty seconds to vote a white man, 
and that hundreds of negroes are deprived of 
the opportunity of voting by the delay. In 
reply to these charges I ask that the following 
communication written by a gentleman of 
high standing and unquestionable integrity, 
who resides in the city of Richmond, and there- 
fore has better opportunity than my colleague 
{Mr. Pharr] or myself, of knowing what 
occurs at elections held in that city. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE Mayor, 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, March 9, 1872. 


My Drar Sir: Your note of yesterday, asking the 
facts relative to the facilities allowed to the respect- 
ive colors in our city elections, and the amount of 
colored voters who are kept from the exercise of 
the elective franchise by the officers of election, was 
received this morning. Ihave made the necessary 
examination of official returns, and assure you that 
they completely refute the charges of unfairness 
and official terrorism.. I might furnish you with 
the returns of every election held since the war, 
but it would needlessly incumber this note, with- 
out, in the slightest degree, varying the result. I 
select, therefore, the first and last election in which 
respectable people have generally participated in 
Richmond since the war—the election of 1869, held 
under the auspices of General Canby, and the gen- 
eral election of last fall. I quote from the official 
return of Canby as to the first, and from the elec- 
tion returns in my office as to the last: 

The registered white vote in 1869, in Richmond, 

WAG PEREA E a veaiaeets 
The registered black vote in 1869, in Richmond, 5 
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White majority... cscsecsessenees 


enna enee ree ees trees 


The number of white votes cast, WAS........6..0006,362 
The number of black votes Cast, WAS.....s00-+ss00005, 998 


White majority... cccessessersecesteeesscesrees BOL 


In other words, the difference between the white 
registered majority and the white voting majority 
was 72, in an aggregate vote cast of 12,860. This 
election was held under Federal bayonets. 

In the last election, November, 1871, the total regis 


tered white vote WAS....sseseeor 
The total registered black vote w 


White registered majority... 


The total Conservative vote cast at that election, 
which is very nearly the measure of the white 
vote, Wag........ a oeeeee vue 

The total Radical vote. 


Conservative Majority ec cececcseessseccsneerseces 986 


These figures show that the voting was at least 
as free as the registration. Now, to demonstrate 
that the registration was free, compare the total 
registered white and colored vote respectively with 
the total white and colored population, and you will 
find that the blacks register a larger vote in propor- 
tion to aggregate population than the whites do, 
either in Richmond or in any other city in the 
Union. Ihave not the census returns; but I defy 
the investigation. This disposes of the charge of 
unfairness in this matter. You ask also what ground 
there is for the accusation that the election officers 
take from fifteen minutes to half an hour to count 
a colored vote, while they take less than fifteen sec- 
onds to receive a white vote. As you are aware, 
whites and blacks vote at the same place, and hand 
their ballots to the same judges of election. There 
are twenty-one precincts in Richmond, and at the 
last election eleven thousand four hundred and 
sixty-cight votes were cast--an average of five hun- 
dred and forty-six votes at each precinct. This was 
at the average rate of sixty votes an hour for each 
hour of the day at each precinct, or a vote a minute, 
making no allowance for the long intervals of com- 
parative quiet, the time lost in cases of special chal- 
lenge, the slowness of voting in the hour that fol- 
lows sunrise, at the dinner hour, and at other times 
during the day; nor of the rascally attempts by 
Radical carpet-baggers to close strong Conservative 
polls by arresting their judges on false and frivolous 
charges. You see what utter and shameless reck- 
lessness of fact appears in the assertion that a quar- 
ter, much less half an hour was occupied in receiving 
a black vote. 

There is not the slightest foundation for the charge 
that long lines of unvoted blacks are found at the 
precincts at the closing of the polls deprived of their 
rights by the malfeasance of officers of election. 
The above figures of votes cast demonstrate the 
falsity of this charge; but I speak of my own kuowl- 
edge when I say that this is not the case. A great 
many blacks remain, around the polis after they 
close, because there. are hundreds here who have 
nothing else todo. You see them at every loafing 
place; hundreds of them throng the criminal court 
of this city every day, out of the same idle curiosity 
which induces them to hang round a precinct or fol- 
low a hand-organ; but the great majority, nearly 
all of these, have voted, or have tried to yote im- 


properly and havefailed. Very few entitled to vote 
fail of the opportunity. . They come earliest and 
stay longest at the polis, there being no Texas Gov- 
ernor here to drive them home. There has been 
but one public accusation of this sort made in Rich- 
mond, and the arrest which followed it was made 
on affidavits which will be found to be perjuries 
ene? the case, now eighteen months old, is 
ried. : 

The only other inquiry of your letter refers to the 
destruction of a ballot-box. That has occurred once 
only in tbiscity. Itwasalieged, and I believe truly, 
that the return in that ballot-box would have given 
an apparent Radical majority, whereas without that 
return the commissioners gave the Conservative 
ticket the return, A Conservative judge set asido 
the return and ordered a new election, and a Con- 
servative bench of appellate judges unanimously 
sustained him. Whether a Republican Congress 
would have or would now imitate this action, you 
know perhaps better than T. 

Very respectfully, your friend, 


Hon. E. M. BRAXTON. 


Mr. BRAXTON. The verity of the state- 
ments contained in Mr. Keiley’s communica- 
tion would be fully established by his high 
character if they stood solely on his declara- 
tions; but, sir, they are matters of record-— 
the judgment of courts, accessible to all,.con- 
cealed from none. And I merely ask that those 
who are making up opinions as to the fairness 
of the Virginia people in their dealings with 
colored citizens, will not do so upon the hear- 
say testimony of strangers; but that their own 
people may be heard before they are con- 
demned. 

Most unfortunate, the allusion of my. col- 
league to the idol of his party, and their nom- 
inee for the mayoralty of Richmond city, a 
man convicted twice of felony; and when par- 
doned by a Conservative Governor, I have good 
reason. for believing that some members of the 
Republican party desired to have him renom- 
inated for that office, and so express them- 
selves, 

As to the charge of intimidation practiced 
by the Conservative party in the State of Vir- 
ginia, I only have proof as. to one of the con- 
gressional districts; and I here say that the 
charge, so far as the district that I represent is 
involved, is utterly unfounded, and I believe it 
to be untrue as to every district in the State., 
Sir, the seventh district was scoured by a Uni-* 
ted States commissioner and an attorney-at- 
law after the last congressional election. It 
was hunted all over before the election by white 
and black men, who were paid by the executive 
Republican committee in this city to canvass, as 
they termed it, but in fact to search up some- 
thing to sustain a contest determined on weeks 
before the election for the seat that [ now have; 
and all that could be found to sustain the charge 
of intimidation was one poor, idiotic negro, 
who, when asked by the commissioner, ‘* What 
is an oath?” answered, “It is what you see, 
and what you know.” 

What becomes of the inconsiderate and 
sweeping charge of intimidation throughout 
Virginia, made by my colleague, when an 
election is held in one of her congressional 
districts containing one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand people, conducted by five hundred off- 
cers, at which twenty-four thousand votes were 
polled, resulting in the election of one hun- 
dred and fifty officers; and yet not one single 
contested election, save the one made over 
my seat, no one arrested by State or Federal 
authority, and no voter claiming that he was 
hindered or delayed in his exercise of the 
right of voting? f 3 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that all future charges 
which impugn the motives and bring censure, 
if true, upon the people of my State, may be 
as groundless as those made by my colleague. 
He resides in the city of Petersburg, where a 
handsome majority is generally cast for him- 
self; he speaks of no intimidation there, and 
to his recent sojourn among us and his over- 
confidence in hearsay testimony may be attrib- 
uted the unwarranted charges laid at the doors 
of those to whom I am bound by long years of 
intimate association, and whom. every feeling 
of my heart prompts me to defend, as I shall 
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always do, when assailed here where they have 
no voice to speak in their behalf. 


TARIFF AND ITS BURDENS. 


Mr. CROSSLAND addressed the House on 
the subject of the tariff and its burdens, [ His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 


WHAT IS A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ? 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, to-day I shall 
not express opinions concerning the probable 
action of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
or state to what extent, in my judgment, taxa- 
tion can now be reduced, but will defer dis- 
cussion of those matters until the committee 
reports. Mr. Speaker, several times here- 
totore, under a sense of duty to the country, 
I have discussed with much care, in this 
Hall, the great subject of taxation by tariff. It 
is a subject of vital importance to every citi- 
zen, for it affects almost every interest of 
human beings in their relations to business or 
society. It is beset by many difficulties; it is 
the cover for many false pretenses ; it is full of 
details and complications. It affords inex- 
haustible material for research and reflection ; 
but it seldom fails to reward the patient and 
unselfish investigator with clear views and 
safe guidance. More than any other subject 
of current legislation it demands the most 
careful study, thoughtful analysis, and wide 
range of facts and comparisons. Without such 
aid and preparation, the most conscientious 
and experienced statesmen are constantly lia- 
ble to error. Indeed, it may be confessed 
that human life is too short and human knowl- 
edge too limited to permit any one fally to mas- 
ter this-great subject in all its details and rela- 
tions. But so far as itis practicable, the faithful 
legislator should attempt it. He should at least 
endeavor to comprehend its great principles, 
a task by no means difficult. It is of some 
of the results of such an effort, imperfect 
I know, but conscientiously and unselfishly 
made, that I propose now to address the 
House. This duty I shall discharge in a spirit 
of kindness and frankness, but under the im- 
pulse of deep conviction. My facts shall be 
the most faithful and reliable that are attain- 
able by me after diligent study and inquiry. 

LAWFUL OBJECT OF TAXATION. 


J assume that the only just and lawful object 
of all taxation is revenue. So long as govern- 
ment is a necessity to mankind, taxation and 
revenue will be also. But taxation for any 
other purpose than revenue is in its best forms 
questionable and partial, and almost always 
absolutely wrong, dishonest, and oppressive. 
Every good citizen will always be willing to 
pay needful tribute to support his Government. 
But good, brave, and intelligent men will not 
consent to pay tribute to other men for their 
private coffers without discontent, protest, and 
agitation for reform. Yet the chief end and 
aim of every tariff for protection is to compel 
the great body of the people to do this very 
hateful thing. It is against this sort of ‘‘ pro- 
tection,” forced tribute, that honest men should 
wage the most uncompromising hostility, A 
tariff duty is a tax. A tariff daty imposed for 
revenue alone isa just tax for the support of 
the Government. A tariff duty imposed for 
protection is a tax imposed upon all the con- 
sumers of the article in question for the bene- 
fit of the protected producer of that article, 
and to enable himto charge for it a higher 
price than it would otherwise cost. 

“Government has a right to take a part of the 
fruits of every man’s industry for its own mainte- 
nance; but when it goes beyond this, and forcibly 
takes a portion of the fruits of one man’s industry 
to reward another man’s industry, it steps out of its 
true sphere.” 

The value of the protection to the producer 
is just the increased cost of his product to the 
consumer of it caused by the duty. The protec- 
tive tariffs arenever made for consumers. The 
consumers as a class cannot be protected, only 
the few favored producers. The Government 
does not pay the cost of protection. It only 
legalizesthe means by which the protected pets 


compel the comsumers to pay it. It barsthe 
sea-board against the admission of competi- 
tors, keeps out competition, and thus enables 
the favorites to add the tribute to the price 
of what they sell our people. 

SYSTEMS OF TAXATION IN THE UNITED STATES, 

Under our Constitution it is not practicable, 
without amendment, for Congress to abandon 
taxation by excises or by customs duties, 
They must be continued of necessity, but they 
are capable of infinite improvement and reform 
in adjustment and administration. It ia for 
these ends that the people should struggle with 
persistent and intelligent earnestness. All 
Federal taxes now rest upon consumption, 
not production, except the income tax and a 
few other taxes upon capital. The extentand 
amount of these latter taxes on prosperous 
wealth should be increased, not diminished, 
The aggregated and prosperous wealth of our 
country has never paid its just proportion of 
taxation.. During the last fiscal year the excise 
tax collected on spirits was $46,281,848. In 
the same year the Treasury realized from the 
tax on fermented liquors $7,389,501, and from 
the tax on tobacco $33,578,907. These pro- 
ducts are accepted by almost all nations as 
among the most legitimate objects of taxation. 
They are classed, like tea, coffee, and sugar, 
as secondary, not primary, necessities. All 
these taxes, although voluntary in their na- 
ture, are taxes on consumption, and are paid 
by the consumers. But the tax-payer, the 
good citizen, will find that all these taxes are 
tribute paid to the Treasury for the support of 
the Government, and not to monopoly, nor to 
a few favorites of power. Being voluntary 
taxes, he is not compelled to pay them, but 
may do so if so impelled by hig tastes and 
appetites. Whatever they cust the citizen, 
they pay to his country. They are, therefore, 
in the strictest sense, revenue taxes, and, in 
my judgment, in the present condition of our 
country, they ought not to be very materially 
reduced in their productive capacity to the 
Treasury. They ‘ protect’? nobody, and give 
special privileges to none, but treat all alike. 
They are therefore disliked by protectionists, 
and their repeal is demanded by them in order 
that the revenue raised from them may be im- 
posed under the tariff, where it will ‘‘ protect” 
and compel everybody to pay tribute to the 
monopolists, the bounty-fed favorites, the great 
corporations. 


EXAMPLES AND ILLUSTRATIONS OF REVENUE DUTIES 
SALT, 


It is not honest or patriotic under the cover 
of a tariff to take away personal liberty in the 
great business of buying and selling, except 
for the one lawful purpose of raising revenue. 
It is not right to compel me to trade with A 
when I can do better by trading with B, unless 
my Government gain what I lose. It is unjust 
and oppressive to me if A gain what I lose, be- 
cause that compels me to pay tribute to A, to 
my neighbor, to my fellow-man, and not to my 
Government. And this outrage is put upon 
the people by every tariff imposed for protec- 
tion and not for revenue. ’ 

During the last fiscal year the people of the 
United States consumed about 40,000,000 
bushels of salt, and salt is a primary neces- 
sity for human health. Salt is also rapidly 
becoming indispensable as a fertilizer for 
our cotton producing soils of the South, and 
ought to be as cheap as possible. But less than 
12,000,000 bushels of it were imported, and that 
was estimated at the custom-house to be worth 
$1,158,208, and paid in tariff tax to the 
Treasury $1,176,587. The other 28,000,000 
bushels paid no tax to the Treasury, but the 
people paid the same prices to its protected 
manufacturers as if it had. The scandalous 
and oppressive duties, amounting to one hun- 
dred and forty per cent. on salt in bulk, and 
eighty-six per cent. on salt in bags, keep out 
fair and healthful competition, enable the salt 
monopolies-in the country to charge their own 
prices, and compel the consumers of salt for 
every dollar they pay to the Treasury to pay 
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| to the monopolists over two dollars, amount- 
ing to an aggregate annual logs to the con- 
sumers of about $3,000,000. HRR 

But the enormity of this tax is made more 
impressive by the fact that, in addition to the 
statutory protection, the domestic. producer 
has the advantage of a natural protection 
against the foreigner. afforded. by intervening 
oceans and great expense of importation: to 
our sea-board, equal on Turk’s Island salt to 
at least one hundred and forty per cent. of its 
cost at the island, and on Liverpool salt to at 
least one hundred and thirty-five per cent. of 
its cost there, and on Trapani salt to at least 
one hundred and sixty-five per cent. of its 
cost in Sicily. Of one ship-load of the latter 
salt, containing 3,818,750 pounds, the. in- 
voice gold cost in Sicily was $1,907 95, and 
the duty was $6,864 84 in gold. : 

It is not surprising that, with the aid of such 
munificent tribute, the associated salt monops 
olists of Ohio, are able, at an annual cost to 
them of $75,000, to lease and close up the 
great Kanawha salt-works in Virginia, simply 
to keep out competition and enable them. to 
extort their own prices from the consumers, 
Thus, although our great country is singularly 
enriched by most fruitful salt wells in many sec- 
tious, yet these people, by the aid of iniqui- 
tous laws, can force on us all the manacleg 
of monopoly. : 

COAL. 

The total importation of coal during the same 
year was estimated in gold at $1,144,638, and 
paid in duties only $543,257. Yet the tax on it 
is $1 25 per ton, cqual to forty-eight per cent. 
of value, and the natural protection is at least 
thirty-three per cent. of the foreign cost, making 
an aggregate protection of at least eighty-one 
per cent. ad valorem. The coal consumed in 
the country, the cost of which to the consum- 
ers is affected by this duty, must amount to at 
least.15,000,000 tons. By this protective and 
prohibitory duty all fair and manly competition 
in the mining and sale of coal is repelled from 
our sea-board States, especially from New 
York and New England, and the monopolists 
of Pennsylvania and other States are enabled 
to dictate prices. Thus the consumers.in those 
States are made to pay tribute of only.$548;257 
to the Government, and about $15,000,000.to ` 
the monopolists. ‘This is lawless exaction, and 
so is the duty on salt, and they ought both to 
be at once very greatly reduced and very soon 
abolished. These are not revenue taxes: It 
is not possible to make them so in any just 
sense. 


, corrnr, : 

But the importation of coffee during. the 
calendar year 1871 was 821,686,707 pounds, 
equal to 8} pounds for each person in, the 
country. The total importation is estimated 
at $33,725,017 in gold, and the duty per pound 
is three cents, being less than thirty-one per 
cent. ad valorem, and it paid to the Tréasury, 
$9,650,601. It therefore cost the consumers, 
per capita, a trifle less than twenty-five cents, 
and did not compel them to pay a penny to 
monopoly. It is a revenue tax, pure and 
simple, costs the peoplé what it pays the 
Government, builds up no stupendous fortunes 
at the expense of the people, fosters no corrupt 
corporations or ‘‘rings,’’ and bars the door 
against no competition. Then why reduee it? 
‘Or where can you obtain $9,650,601 iu revenue 
that will cost the people less? Nowhere. Not 
in the whole list of taxable articles, whether of 
domestic or foreign production. ‘The, people 
are entitled to have their taxes cost them the 
least possible sum. True and honest states- 
manship will not make them cost one cent 


more, 
WOOLENS. ; 


How isit with the varied fabrics of wool, 
and their diversified uses. in society? Their 
necessity to-every human being for the promo- 
tion of life, health, and happiness, will not be 
denied, for it is primary and universal. They 
are of almost. equal importance to each mem- 
ber of every class in society, whether young or 
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old,:rich or poor: . The aggregate value in 
> gold of all imported manufactures of wool in 

the last fiscal year, was. $42,860,037. These 

imports, with the duties and cost of trans- 
portation added, may be safely assumed to be 
“orth $88,000,000.. -The duty on all these 
fabrics: averages about sixty-eight. per cent. 
ad valorem on the original cost, and it paid to 
the rewenne- last year, $29,024,372, equal to 
about: seventy-three cents per capita paid by 
the people of the United States to the Treas: 
ury on the imported fabrics of wool. But there 
were domestic manufactures of wool consumed 
in the country last year which paid no duty, 
worth at least $176,000,000 more, making the 
aggregate consumption of the manufactures of 
wool in the country at least $264,000,000, of 
which one third only paid duty to the Treasury; 

But the domestic manufacturers of woolen 

goods, by reason of this enormous duty, areable 

to keep out effective competition from abroad, 
and to charge to the consumers the same prices 
as ifall their products had paid the same duty; 

Thus this excessive duty is made to cost the 

people in a single year for protection alone, 

and in addition to what it paid the Treasury, 
at least $80,000,000, or two dollars per capita, 
in tribute to favored classes and to monopolists, 
or in enhanced prices caused by the tariff. It is 
absurd, it mocks common sense, to call such 
exactions revenue duties. Theyare not; they 
defeat revenue, and are simply and grossly 
protective and prohibitory, and are imposed 
in the interests of the few, and to enable them 
to extort unrighteous tribute from all the 
people. 

TEA: 

Let us take another subject of taxation for 
comparison: In the calendar year 1871, the 
importation of tea was 59,022,145 pounds, 
equal to ohe and a half pounds per capita, 
and the duty is fifteen cents per pound, yield- 
ing.in revenue $8,943,321, so that the average 
cost of this duty per capita is just twenty-two 
and a half cents. And every dollar it costs 
the people it pays the Treasury. It is pure 

_Tevenue;, with not a cent for ‘protection,’ 
`: monopolies; rings, favorites, or tariff-fed rob- 
bers. . There is uo possibility of imposing any 
tariff tax that will pay so much in revenue 
and cost less to the people. It builds up no 
ill-gotten fortunes, or powerful corporations, 
and does not expel competition nor violate the 
law. of fair play. It is impossible to impose a 
italy duty on tea or coffee. There is no 

omestic producer of them to protect. Hence 
the protectionists want them free. They want 
no tariff taxes imposed that will not pay them 
as much or more than they pay the Treasury. 

COTTON. 

‘Another view is afforded bya brief reference 
to the fabrics of cotton, also of universal use 
and primary necessity. ‘The import in the last 
fiscal year Was in gold value $26,587,994, which 
paid the Treasury $10,778,882, the average 
rate of duty being forty-one per cent. ad va- 
lorem, atid the result to the Treasury amotinting 
to about twenty-seven cents per capita of the 
people.. The currency value cf the imports 
of cotton fabries was abont $30,000,000, but 
the domestic manufactures of cotton fabrics in 
the same year were worth at the mills about 
$170,000;000, taking aii aggregate of con- 
suinption of stich goods by all the people of 
$200,000,000, otily three twentieths of which 
paid tribute to the Goverhmient, Yet, by reason 
of the tariff, the forty million consumets of | 
cotton goods were cottipelled to pay tribute | 
upon the other sevehteen. twentieths to the | 
protected manufacturers in:this country, the 
gentlemen who devise and dictate tariffs, be- | 
cause the tariff shuts out competitors, gives | 
them the command of the market, and thus i 
builds wp monopolies here at an expense to | 
the people of not jess than $50,000,000, no 

| 
f 
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part of which the Treasury receives: Doeg 
any gentleman fail to-sée that such au adjust 
ment of tariff taxes violates every principle of 
devetit regulation for teveiue? Such laws are | 
demanded. only by men--selfish men—whose | 


moral perceptions have been so disciplined 
in the struggle for gain as to enable them to 
believe it is just and honest for the Govern- 
ment to compel theirfellow-men to pay bounty 
to them. 

BUGAR. 

I must ask attention to another illustration 
of the practical difference between a tariff for 
reyenue and one for protection. The total 
importation of sugar in the calendar year 
1871 was 1,837,656,073 pounds, worth in gold 
$72,317,951, and it paid to the Treasury in 
revenue about $33,600,000. That shows an 
average consumption per capita of thirty-three 
and a half pounds in the year, at a cost in tax 
to the Government of eighty-four cents per 
capita.. This tax is in its essential nature also 
a pure revenue tax, because the amount of 
sugar produced in our country is inconsider- 
able in comparison with the total consump- | 
tion, and the tax therefore tends to foster no 


hateful and oppressive monopolies. But. in 
the practical adjustment of this tax on the 
different qualities of sugar great wrong is done 
by imposing too high a duty on imported clari- 
fied sugars. The result is that the refiners of 
imported raw sugars are enabled to erect a 
greedy monopoly in their business and rob the 
people by charging too high prices for the 
refined sugars. A reduction of the duty on 
refined sugars would open the door to fair 
competition, give the people cheaper sugar, 
and increase the revenue. But no protectionist 
clamérs for this reform, because the existing 
adjustment of the tax favors a monopoly. 
IRON. 

I come next briefly to consider iron, one of 
the most invaluable products of the earth, a 
supreme necessity for civilization in the devel- 
opment of resources and capacities, and, after 
those products of industry which either directly 
nourish or protect the human body, this is the 
most indispensable necessity for mankind in 
all his struggles for material progress and im- 
provement. Every principle of just policy, 
every suggestion of enlightened justice, every 
sentiment of manly sympathy, demands that, 
upon such necessities as iron and steel, and 
their innumerable products, the least taxation | 
shall be imposed that will afford adequate rev- 
enue—the minimum on the raw material and j 
instrumentalities for the successful employ- 
ment of labor. Observe how little these great 
obligations are regarded or discharged in our 
abominable tariff as it exists to-day. 

The imports of iron and steel and of their 
manufactured products during the calendar 
year 1871 were worth $47,849,802 in gold, 
and paid in revenue about $20,530,000. The 
duty on these imports averages about forty- 
three per cent. ad valorem, and amounts to | 
a tax of fifty cents per capita against all the | 


people. These imports, reduced to currency 


value, amount to about $52,634,980. But in 
addition to these imports, it is estimated that 
the people of the United States consumed in 
the same year of the primary manufactures of 
iron and steel the followiig products of domes- 
tie furnaces, rolling-mills, and forges, the tons 
being of 2,000 pounds each: 


Value. 

$60,710,000 

45,312,500 

Merchant bar and rod. i 26,400,000 

Sheet and plate...... + 118,000 11,800,000 

Hoops... Easain 22,000 2,640,900 

Nails and spikes... «e 155,000 12,400,000 
Axles and other rolled and : 

i 3 7,000,000 

Steel of all kinds . 75,000 11,250,000 

Old rails and other scrap iron.. 500,000 18,000,000 
Totari EPRS” 8,906,000 


$195 512,500 


Adding the imports and domestic products 
together, they give the grand total of con: 
sumption at $248,147,480. But if you follow 
this vast aggregate of consumption of iron and 
steel to its final finish by the founderies, ma- 
chine-shops, and other subordinate manufac- 
tories, and by the million of individual me- 
chanics throughout the country, its value would 
no doubt attain the magnificent sum of at least 
$750,000,000. The exact extent to which these 
infinitely diversified products are aggravated 
in cost to the consumers, the people, by the 
tariff and this protective duty no man may 
precisely estimate. But if the imported 
$52,634,980 paid in tribute to the Govern- 
ment $20,530,000, itis self-evident that the 
$195,512,500 of domestic product cost the 
consumers, in tribute to the iron-mongers, 
manufacturers, and monopolists, or in en- 
hanced cost by reason of the tariff, a vast sum, 
moderately estimated at $50,000,000. It will 
be readily perceived by every one, however 
unfamiliar with the teachings of political econ- 
omy, that such a mode of taxation sets at 
defiance the true principles of tariff adjust- 
ment, and is simply protective of the few 
favorites, and cruelly and scornfully neglectful 
of the rights and welfare of the many. It repels 
competition, fosters monopoly, oppresses gen- 
eral industry, and retards progress. It affects 
directly, pecuniarily, and injuriously every 
industry in our country. It aggravates all 
prices to the damage of all consumers. {t 
enhances the cost of railroads and all other 
modes of transportation, and of all freights, 
to the gross and manifest injury of every mem- 
ber of society. I will append to these remarks 
an interesting table, showing the foreign and 
domestic iron and steel consumed in this coun- 
try inthe year 1871. It is prepared by a very 
intelligent protectionist of Pennsylvania. * 

SILKS—SPIRITS AND WINE—TOBACGO. 

Further pertinent illustrations of the real` 


* Foreign and domestic iron and steel consumed in the United Statés in 1871. 


{ F 
Productand value ofdo- | Quantity and value of 
mestie iron and steel naed in ana sreel Total consumption. 
a ted States in 1871. 
Articles. * > 4 
R Estimated $ ; 
Quantity, Estimated quantity, Declared Quantity, Estimated 
value, tons 0 value. value, 
2,000 lbs. 2,000 lbs. 2,000 lbs. 
i 1,906,000 $58,000,00 210,000 $3,300,000 2,116,000 | $61,300,009 
Rails eas one 725,000 47,125,000 70,000 18,500,000 1,295,000 65,625,000 
Merchantable bar and rod 330,060 29,000,000 110,000 4,500,000 440,000 83,500,000 
Pj react 80,000 8,500,000 300 300,006 80,300 800,01 
Sheet, 38,000 4,560,600 12,000 1,150,000 50,000 5,710,000 
Hoo 22,000 3,080, 0 16,000. 750,000 38,000 8,830,000 
ai spike: 155,000 13,950,000 = = 155,000 18,950.000 
Axles and other. 75,000 500,600 50,000; 3,600,000 125,000 11,100,000 
Old rails and ser 90,000 18,620,000 185,000 4,000,000 675,000 22,620,000 
Total irons... 8,821,000 190.335,000 1,153,300 36,100,000 ` 4,974,300 | 296,435,000 
Total steel... = 75,000 -| 12,000,000 85,000 7,250,000 | ~ 100,000 | “19,250,000 
Total of iron and steel....| 3,898,000 . | $202,335,000 | 1,238,800 | $43,350,000 5,134,300 | $245,685,000 
fae of the articles Eiown as manufactures of iron and steal are: here included, either in quantity or 
value, ; P 
$ But few cut nails and spikes imported, 


f Including Russia sheets 
{including band and scroll iron. 


| Including T, L, H, and other shapes, 
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nature of revenue, as distinguished from- pro- 
tective duties, may be found in the articles 
of imported fabries of silks, spirits and wines, 
and tobacco. Their value, product, and cost 
to consumers may be fairly indicated by a 
tabular statement for the year ending June 
30, 1871; 


Value of Average 
. imports. Duty. rate. 
g per cent. 
Silks and manufac- 
LUT OSasse ss izeoe -11e $31,068,252 $17,965,819 60 
Spirits and wines... 7,831,272 8,432,078 100 
Tobacco.. + 5,206,708 4,801,576 92 


..§44.103,232 $31,199,473 


There are but few more legitimate or profit- 
able subjects for pure revenue taxation than 
the various manufactures of silk, for the rea- 
son that very little raw silk is produced in our 
country, and the fabrics of silk are all in the 
nature of luxuries, and may on correct prin- 
ciples of revenue reform be subjected to as 
high a tax.as will promote the interests of the 
Treasury. But sound principle forbids that 
they shall be taxed higher. 

The only just and honest purpose of high 
taxation of luxuries must be revenue—not 
protection to build up monopolies, nor to com- 
pel the rich even to pay tribute to a dozen 
men. Yet the actual adjustment of the duties 
on raw silk and on silk fabrics under the pres- 
ent tariff well illustrates how a just tax may 
be so imposed as to defeat revenue and pro- 
mo'e monopoly, selfishness, aud greed. Raw 
silk is admitted free, but the average duty on 
imported manufactures of silk is sixty per cent. 
ad valorem. Hence, the few silk manufac- 
turers of New Jersey and other parts of our 
country, with their raw material free, with a 
statutory protection of sixty per cent., and a 
natural protection of at least ten per cent. 
more on their manufactures against all com- 
peting nations, have been enabled to build up 
an immensely profitable monopoly in their 
manufactured products, which products last 
year amounted in value to about $30,000,000, 

but did not pay.a penny of duty to the Govern- 
ment, and yet were sold to the consumers of 
the country at as high prices as the imported 
fabrics of like character, which paid sixty per 
cent., duty and about ten per cent. cost of 


importation. Such legislation is a gross abuse 
of the true functions of government. There 
should be a small duty imposed upon imported 


raw silk, and a reduction of the duty on foreign 
fabrics of silk, so that revenue should become 
at least the principal aim of the law, and pro- 
tection the incident. 

The taxes on imported spirits and wines, 
and on tobacco, although high, are not much 
more than a fair offset against the excise 
tax imposed upon the domestic products of 
like character; and besides, most of the im- 
ports of these articles are of the higher and 
finer qualities, used mainly by the rich, and 
are to be classified as luxuries, and are there- 
fore fit subjects for high taxation. It is also 
to be noted that such taxes do not nourish 
monopoly, nor aggravate other prices, nor 
corrupt legislation by rings and combinations. 

LEATHER—HIDES. 

I may also refer briefly to the duties on 
hides, leather, and the other component parts 
of shoes, and chiefly to remark that these 
articles are. of such universal consumption and 
necessity, and hides, skins, and leather are 
so extensively produced in all the parts, sec- 
tions, and climates of our country, that it is 
simply impossible to impose any tariff duties 
on such articles without doing infinitely more 
harm than good, and giving tenfold more. to 
monopoly than to revenue, and aggravating 
prices to the millions of consumers without 
any resulting advantage except a pittance of 

. revenue. Common humanity as wellas sound 
principles demand that such articles shall be 
absolutely free. In- the last fiscal year the 
imports of hides and skins, and of leather 
and the manufactures of leather, amounted in 
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gold, at invoice prices, to.about $24,000,000, 
and paid in revenue about $5,200,000. Bot 
the total consumption of the products of 
these articles by our people must have reached 
$200.000,000. The extent to which all these 
products were enhanced in prices to the con- 
sumers beyond what they paid the Govern- 
ment in revenue must have been many mil- 
lions—at least ten or twelve millions.” Such 
enhancement is substantial loss and waste to 
the people. It is bad economy, unjust. tam- 
pering with personal liberty, and injurious 
interference with the industries of the people. 
TRUE PRINCIPLES OF REVENUE REFORM. 

I could multiply like examples .of vicious 
tariff adjustments indefinitely. But my present 
purpose requires me to ask your attention to 
other considerations on this great subject. 
From these illustrations and the general truths 
of political economy I deduce certain great 
principles which appear to me as clear as sun- 
light. I maintain that in the practical adjust- 
ment of a tariff for revenue, the only true and 
just principles require that all duties shall be 
low, because moderate imposts produce more 
revenue than high and protective imposts; and 
that the number of dutiable articles shall be 
small, because sufficient revenué can be thus 
secured, with infinitely less expense in collec- 
tion, or injury to the general interests of pro- 
duction, or intricacy, fraud, and jugglery in 
the organization of the tariff; and that the 
leasi burdensome duties shall be imposed on 
all kinds of imported raw materials, because 


thereby domestic industry will be most effect-. 


ually aided and encouraged, and domestic pro- 
duction least burdened and best enabled to 
compete successfully in all the markets of the 
world; and that the highest duties shall be 
imposed upon imported articles of luxury and 
articles consumed chiefly by the rich, because 
thereby labor, the poor, the great body of the 
people, may be more lightly burdened ; and 
that all duties imposed upon articles which 
are produced to any material extent in the 
country shall be always moderate and made 
to bear constant reference to the production 
of. reasonable revenue—not protection—be- 
‘cause, if such duties are high, or protective, 
or prohibitory, they tend constantly and pow- 
erfallyto build up monopolies, unduly encour- 
age favorite classes, unjustly increase prices 
to the advantage of the few and the oppression 
of the many, excessively stimulate production 
and divert capital from more useful and legit- 
imate enterprises, and encourage and invite 
improper, selfish, and corrupt influences to 
control legislation and override the interests 
and rights of the people; and that liberal 
duties imposed upon articles which cannot be 
produced to any extent in the country yield 
more revenue upon the amount of capital 
engaged in their importation, and aggravate 
domestie prices of other commodities less, 
and therefore injure the people less, than any 
others, because all the additions to the prices 
of such articles made by the tariff are actually 
paid into the Treasury, and never go into the 
pockets of monopolists or Government favor- 
ites, and do not tend to build up exotic enter- 
prises, relying upon class legislation and plun- 
der for their support. 

I must not be understood as holding that 
it is not most desirable that if possible ali taxes 
be abolished, for all taxes are burdens, and 
more or less interfere both with production 
and enjoyment. But taxes cannot all be dis- 
pensed with. I therefore affirm that it is the 
solemn duty of the Government to reduce taxa- 
tion to the uttermost farthing that is consist- 
entwith the absolute demands of the ‘Treasury ; 
and that it should be accepted as an axiom in 
every rational system of revenue reform that 
sach reduction should be first made-as will 
most relieve the people and cost the Treasury 
least. This axiom requires that-our reform 
shall commence in the largest practicable re- 
duction of the duties on all imports of those 


great and universal necessities, both of toil 


and comfort, iron, steel, wool and. wooleng,. | 
cottons, copper, lead, lumber, leather, galt, 

and coal; because all these reductions can. be 
made, and if made would cost the Treasury 
least and relieve the people most, effectively. ` 
They would reduce the cost of production and 

thus increase both. production and. consump: | 
tion. ; cee 

I assume with complete.confidence that the 

present tariff, by the reduction of all prohib- 

itory and protective duties to a fair and rea- 

sonable revenue standard, on the great lead- 

ing articles named, and by such. a.free list as 

I bave indicated, may beso reformed as to 

relieve industry, agriculture, commerce, and 

consumption of. taxation and -tribute..to the 

extent of at least one hundred and forty: mil- 

lion dollars per annum, and yet not..reduce 

the receipts from customs over thirty million 

dollars below the last fiscal. year. -But no 

such result can ever be achieved by any reduc- 

tions that can be made in duties imposed for 

revenue alone, and which pay to the Treasury 

what they cost the people. : 

Under our present tariff, and, indeed, so 
long as Government is supported by taxation, 
the promise or boast of a “free breakfast- 
table” is simply an able-bodied absurdity, no 
matter how free you make tea, coffee and 
sugar. Let us see. Your table is held tọ- 
gether by taxed nails and hinges, and covered 
with a taxed cloth. Your breakfast. is pre- 
pared by a cook or a good wife who is clad 
from the soles of her feet. to the top of.her 
head in taxed clothing. It is prepared in a 
stove made of taxed iron, over a fire made of 
taxed coal, kindled with a taxed match, and 
adjusted with taxed shovel and tongs. Your 
bread is leavened with taxed soda, saleratus 
or yeast powders. Your victuals are served 
to you on taxed dishes, and eaten from: taxed 
plates, or. drunk out of taxed cups, saucers, 
or tamblers, with the aid. of taxed knives, 
forks, and spoons. Your food is seasoned 
with taxed salt, pepper, vinegar, oil, or other 
condiments. Your meal may consist in part 
of taxed fruits, such as prunes, figs, raisins, 
or nuts. Your bread, potatoes, and other 
substantials of daily diet, are produced by the 
farmer by the aid of taxed implements of | . 
every kind, and brought to your house over. 
railroads or on wagons made of taxed iron 
and steel. Your good wife is even compelled 
to seek culinary wisdom from a “cook-book”” 
printed on taxed paper with taxed. ink and 
taxed type. Let us reform or abolish all 
these covert, mean, vexatious, dishonest, and 
oppressive taxes, that pay much to monopoly 
and favorites and little or nothing to the Treas- 
ury. Then we can wisely turn to thoge taxes 
which contribute to the support of the State 
alone, and never to monopoly, rings, or favor- 
ites. 

But on most articles subjected to tariff tax- 
ation, these essential principles are utterly dis- 
regarded in our present tariff. Except iu the 
duties on tea, coffee, sugar, wines, spirits, 
cigars, tobacco, fabrics of silk, spices, and .a 
few other imports, our présent law is framed 
in the interests of protection as its primary 
and principal object, the collection of revenue 
being a mere incident of secondary import- 
ance. The zeal of the protectionists to repeal 
these duties on tea and coffee, and other purely 
revenue duties, and the excise taxes on tobacco, 
fermented liquors, spirits and stamps, has its 
origin in the fact that these forms of taxation 
are productive of revenue alone, and never of 
protection, and compel the consumers of the 
taxed articles to pay tribute to their Govern- 
ment alone, not to monopolists, and impair 
no man’s right of free exchange, but subject 
all citizens alike to open and equal competi- 
tion. If they can accomplish the repeal of 
these revenue taxes, they well know the netes- 
sities of the’ Government will enable them to 


ii retain and increase the protective duties: òn 


other commodities in the interest of monopoly 
and. favorites. ; ` 
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aa “TARIFFS OF DIFFERENT NATIONS. 
‘There is no nation among men so oppress- 
: ‘Svely: tariff-ridden as the United ‘States. 
“With ‘duties averaging forty-five per cent. ad 
walorem: on about three thousand articles, 
‘more thana thousand of them being substan- 
+ tlally-prohibitory, the Treasury realized in the 
_ calendar year 1871 about $220,000,000 in 
‘old, on a total of dutiable imports amount- 
Jing to $525,515,104 gold value. There is 
‘now no nation in the world whose average 
‘of customs taxes ranges half so high as ours, 
or'the number of whose tariff-taxed articles is 
equal to one fifth of ours, or whose duties 
‘are so palpably and shamelessly adjusted in 
the ‘interests ef favored classes. The British 
tariff. rests alone on a dozen articles as class- 
ified, and they are almost entirely commod- 
ities produced in foreign countries, such as 
tea, coffee, sugar, tobacco, spirits, wines, and 
spices, with no taxes on any crude mate- 
rials worthy of mention, and the people of 
Great Britain are, therefore, not compelled to 
pay tribute-to monopoly, or to a small class of 
favored manufacturers, but only to the Gov- 
-ernment. The average rate of these duties 
on the few dutiable articles does not exceed 
one half of our average, and yet in the year 
“1871 their total imports reached the vast sum 
of $1,684,173,235, and their total exports 
$1,096,595,355, and their customs revenue 
exceeded $120,000,000 in gold. Daring the 
same year our imports did not exceed ove 
third of theirs, and our exports were about 
one half as much as theirs. 

Nine years ago Mr. Gladstone, now the 
Promier of Great Britain, in a public speech 
said: 

» “We have advanced far in the process of liber- 
ating trade. The efforts and. the legislation of a 
quarter. of a century have reduced our tariff from 
twelve hundred articles, it may almost literally be 
said, to seven. Of these seven there is one which, 
ight as the duty is, I cannot justify or defend. It 
is the duty on grain. The others are duties levied 
“only to meet the necessities of the State, and they 
include no protective element.” 

: ` This tax on grain has since been repealed. 
Thus the last element of tribute is forever 
exorcised. Under this complete revolution 
in the British system of tariff, the customs 
revenue has been steadily maintained and 
slowly increased. It was last yearabout twenty- 
four million pounds sterling, over ninety-two 
per cent. of which was collected from the du- 
ties on five articles, tea, coffee, sugar, tobacco, 
and spirits. 

Labor in Great Britain is thus supplied with 
the most sbundant untaxed raw materials 
“drawn from every nation, soil, and climate on 
earth, and the commodities consumed by 
labor are made cheaper, and the purchasing 
power of wages is greatly augmented, and 
commerce, the bandmaid of every industry, 
flourishes beyond precedent, until England 
has become. the most prosperous nation in the 
Old World and the recognized mistress of the 
seas. i 

The magnificent progress. and development 
of Prussia in all her industrial and commer- 
cial interests is chiefly creditable to the reve- 
nue-union or zollverein tariff adopted in 1851. 
Under that’ tariff no duty can exceed ten per 
cent., and very few are so high, and the whole 
number now taxed is but one hundred and fifty- 
two. Ofall their customs revenue over ninety- 
` one per cent. is collected from only twenty-five 
articles. Of these coffee, tea, and tobacco are 
the chief articles. All raw materials are ad- 
mitted almost free, and all the duties are for 
-revenue alone. The tariffs of Belgium and 
Holland are so low as to be merely nominal 
when compared with ours. They are adjusted 
for revenue alone—not a cent for protection 
or monopoly. Thus it results that the cheap 
labor in Belgium has greater purchasing power 
than the same rate would have in any other 
principal nation of Kurope. 

Our tariff legislation is dishonorable to our 
country; it casts. reproach upon our institu- 


; tons; it does discredit to: our law-makers; it | 


puts us behind the civilized world in fiscal pol- 
icy; it violates personal liberty, and docs all 
thesé scandalous things in order to perpetuate 
favoritism and tribute at the expense of all 
thé people. In fiscal legislation the poorest 
of the petty States of Europe put. our country 
to shame. They have gathered wisdom from 
the experience and blunders of the past. We 
take counsel of the blind and wicked tenets 
of the rulers of medieval Europe. We reject 
alike the teachings of the philosophers, the 
demonstrations of economic science, the ex- 
perience of our own country, and the results 
of wise fiscal policy and industrial freedom in 
other nations. 
NATURAL PROTECTION. 

It is very indispensable to a fair compre- 
hension of the subject of tariffs in their domes- 
tic or international relations that we shall not 
forget the important element of natural pro- 
tection resulting from intervening distances, 
obstacles, and expenses of transportation. 
No people enjoy such effective or valuable 
protection from this source as the people of 
the United States. No country in the world 
has as little need of statutory protection. Our 
sea-boards are remote from all the chief com- 
peting nations, and then our country is almost 
a continent in extent. A careful inquiry fully 
satisfies me that this element alone is equal 
to an average protection of twenty per cent. on 
the cost of all our imports. On some it is 
much greater, as I have already shown. Let 


me illustrate this fact by a case in detail, the 
prices stated being in gold: 


Total, gold ...eusecssecseeereessseees 
Premium on gold ten per cent.. AIS 
Cost of hauling to depot, &c,, in New York...... 
Freight to New Albany, (ndiana......ssseeccenes 


Total, CUrrency......cccccrsrsseceerececercsssegsssessenes 


Thus, before the Scotch manufacturer of pig 
iron can compete with a manufacturer at New 
Albany, Indiana, or at any other central point 
in our country, he must expend in freight and 
charges about one hundred and forty-five per 
cent. of the original cost of his iron at Glas- 
gow. _ His freights and charges per ton, to 
bring it to our sea-board alone, would be 
$4 54, equal to something over twenty per 
cent. of its costin Glasgow. And the freight 
and charges from the sea-board to New Al- 
bany amount to over seventy per cent. more 
on its cost abroad. 

Take another example of iron in another 
form, the prices stated being in gold: 

One ton (2,240 pounds) Failroaq iron in Wales, $37 o 
osese ol 


Freight on same to New Yor 
Insurance and primage....... 


Duty seventy cents on one hundred pounds. 


Commission five per cent. ON COSb..... cesses 
Total cost at Now Yorkin gold........ 59 88 
To reduce to currency add ten per ce 5 98 


Landing-charges and loading on cars a 


Total cost in Currency sesessessrree sesen PEE $84 16 

Tt is thus demonstrated that before Welsh 
rails can compete in the Louisville market, or 
at any central place in the West, they must pay 
ia freights and charges about one hundred 
and thirteen per cent. on the original cost in 
Wales. The freights and charges per ton to 


bring the rails to our sea-board alone amount | 


to $7 20, equal to very nearly twenty percent. 
on the cost abroad, and the freights and charges 
from the sea-board to the interior of the coun- 
try average nearly fifty per cent. more on the 
cost abroad, and the duty is over forty-three 
per cent. of the foreign cost. 

The expense of importation to our sea- 
board of manufactures of wool averages at 


least eleven per cent. of their value, and on 
cottons at least eight per cent., and it is dem- 
onstrable that these rates: of natural protec- 
tion more than compensate domestic manufac- 
turers for the difference in the cost of labor, 
even withoutany statutory protection whatever. 
CAN ‘WE COMPETE WITH FOREIGN NATIONS AT ANY 
LOWER RaTES? 

The manufacturers, the iron-mongers,. the 
favored classes of no country on earth, either 
demand or receive from their Government such 
enormous and munificent tribute. No people 
are so generously and grandly provided by 
nature with all the advantages of geographical 
position, climatic variety, productive capacity, 
boundless supplies of most crude materials, and 
personal enterprise, intelligence, skill, adap- 
tiveness, versatility of inventive genius, and 
power in their citizens. And yet the greedy 
few, the great wealth-owners, and the monop- 
olists of our country, under the spur of cupid- 
ity, demand that these oppressive bounties 
shall be continued. Although our laborers 
are more intelligent and skillful, and their 
labor more effective and valuable than that 
_of any other nation in the world, yet these pro- 
tected and bounty-fed gentlemen tell us that 
whenever they are denied any material por- 
tion of the present bounties they will imme- 
diately become bankrupt. 

A very careful inquiry abroad and at home 
fully satisfies me that the average efficiency and 
productiveness, and therefore intrinsic value, 
of American labor, by reason of the greater 
intelligence, activity and skill of our workmen, 
are atthe least twenty per cent. greater than 
of British laborers, and at a very low estimate 
fifty per cent. greater than of laborers on the 
continent of Hurope. 

The pretense is that they cannot compete 
successtully with the alleged ‘‘ pauper labor of 
Europe.” This is in chief part an unreal 
bugbear. It is at best but a selfish claim that 
American consumers shall not be free men to 
buy and sell where they please, but shall by 
law be compelled to buy and sell where they 
must pay tribute to a few men, really less than 
‘one per cent. of our entire population, and the 
incidental and remote advantages of which 
tribute will not reach in any degree whatever 
more than eight per cent. of our people. Yet 
this small number, about three million souls, 
do not in fact produce over nine per cent, of 
the aggregate annual values of our country, 
but by reason of the tribute paid to them, the 
other thirty-six million are made to lose, in 
aggravated prices on all they consume in the 
exactions of monopoly, in the disturbance 
and oppression of all other industries, and in 
the corrupting and immoral results of selfish 
rings, lobbies, and corporations fostered by 
such laws, untold millions in money, and to 
suffer infinite harm by inviting the wrangling 
conflicts of mere individual ‘selfishness and 
cupidity to infest Congress, destroy the fair- 
ness, the impartiality, and the national charac- 
ter of legislation, and pervert the great func- 
tions of government. There is no great 
legislative body in the world so environed by 
pernicious influences of this kind as the Ameri- 
can Congress. 

Tt belittles the matchless powers and re- 
sources of our people, and seriously questions 
the value of free institutions, to pretend that 
we, the proprietors of a continent, blessed with 
every advantage of geographical position, must 
confess inferiority to any people in productive 
resources or industrial capacities, and erect 
costly barriers upon our borders to repel com- 
petition, and do violence to the civilization of 
the age by the enactment of *‘ protective” 
statutes, in my judgment it is a slander, and 
it is propagated by interested parties who 
shrink from fair and. manly competition, and . 
desire the aid of extorted tribute to increase 
their gains. : 

EFFECTS OF PROTECTION IN ENGLAND 

A faithful historian of Hngland’s fiscal legis- 

lation from 1842 to 1865, Mr. Noble, says 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


iar 


that in 1842, the year in which “ 
reached its culmination— 

_ ‘Everyinterestin thecountry wasalike depressed ; 
in the manufacturing districts mills and workshops 
were closed and property daily depreeiatedin value; 
in the sea-ports shipping was laid up useless in har- 
bor; agricultural laborers were eking out a misera- 
bic existence upon starvation wages and parochial 
relief; the revenue was insuffictent to meet the 
national expenditure; the country was brought to 
the verge of national and universal bankruptcy.” 

This condition pervaded the entire king- 
dom; it reached all classes of society. 

Another most competent historian of the 
same scheme of blind cupidity and folly in 
English polities, says: l 
“Tho protective system, which was supported 
with the view of rendering this country independent 
of foreign sources of supply, and thus, it was hoped, 
fostering the growth of a home trade, had most 
effectually destroyed that trade, by reducing the 
entire population tobeggary, destitution, and want.” 

The number of able-bodied paupers in Eng- 
land and Wales increased under high protec- 
tion between 1836 and 1842 from 195,000 to 
407,570, notwithstanding extensive emigration 
each year to our country and to British col- 
onies. in the same period, the increase in 
the poor rates in Wales was twenty-one per 
cent., and in the twelve great manufactur- 
ing counties it was thirty and one half per 
cent., and demoralization and crime increased 
in like proportion, until in 1842, in Parlia- 
ment, the national interests were declared to 
be ‘‘in a state of the most complete prostra- 
tion.’’ Production was reduced by protec- 
tion, because the tost of production was 
increased. Prices were enhanced by il. Con- 
sumption was therefore diminished by it, 
and comfort, The people must buy less as 
prices are increased. But they were impov- 
erished by it also, and could not buy. Then 
agitation for revenue reform and for free 
trade, after years of persistent and fierce 
struggle, had become too imperative and 
powerful to be longer resisted, the work of 
practical reform began, and, amid continued 
agitation, was carried forward by some of 
the noblest friends of. mankind who ever did 
honor to Great Britain. Free trade proved 
to be the most effective remedy. for the evils 
of the State, and the surest antidote to exces- 
sive toil. In 1861 the population of England 
had increased since 1842 over two millions, 
and yet able-bodied pauperism had fallen 
down to 154,528. 

As the country approached from year to 
year nearer and nearer to practical free trade, 
the wages of labor in the fields and in the 
shops and in all the factories steadily in- 
creased, and the hours of labor were short- 
ened, and popular education enlarged, and 
the conditions of all classes improved, and 
have ever since continued to improve in all 
these respects. But these facts express only 
in part the grateful results of free trade to 
the laboring population. The repeal of all 
protective duties reduced the cost of the crude 
materials for industry and increased their 
abundance, and thus diminished the cost of all 
kinds of production, and gave to all the people 
the added and inestimable advantage of cheap 
commodities for their daily consumption, com- 
fort, and happiness. Thus the purchasing 
power of wages was still further increased. 
Agriculture revived and became more pros- 
perous than ever before, and all the industries 
and interests of the people flourished in aug- 
menting volume and harmony. . Such was the 
fruit of ** British free tradé,’’ so much misrep- 
resented by the hired agents of bounty-fed pro- 
tectionists in our country. eh 

The experience of that great nation triumph- 
antly demonstrates that trade loves freedom, 
and that agriculture and commerce attain their 
highest development only when least restricted. 
The historian of that great struggle in Eng- 
land says: 

“The results of the first cautious experiments 
demonstrated the wisdom of the new financial pol- 
icy. Its advantages are now universally acknowl- 
edged. Therevenue is collected with greater ease 


protection ”’ 
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and to an amount far exceeding the possibilities of- 
the restrictive era. Agriculture, manufactures, and 
trade have vastly increased in prosperity. The 
laboring classes have received constant employment 
at considerably higher wages. ‘Che landed proprie- 
tors have benefited in the improved value of their 
property. Disaffection has been banished, and all 
classes are now united in support of the institutions 
mador gae such unexampled prosperity has been 
cared. 


ACTUAL COST OF GOVERNMENT TO BACH CITIZEN. 

T hold it is the right of every. citizen to. be 
so taxed that he may be able to determine 
what. proportion of his annual earnings his 
Government requires from him for its support. 
Underany rational and just system of taxation, 
whether direct or by excises and customs, this 
can be done. It is practicable with almost 
absolute exactness to do this under the system 
of taxation now prevailing in Great Britain, 
Mr. Baxter, in his able treaties on Taxation 
of the United Kingdom, published in 1869, 
verifies this statement. He shows under that 
system, including all internal and external 
taxes, and estimating fairly the enhancement 
of cost in the things taxed, which is caused by 
the tax, that the percentage of all incomes 
and earnings taken from the different classes 
for the support of the Government is as fol- 
ows: 


Of landed incomes 
Of personalty incomes. 
Of industrial incomes... 


him, orin any reliable or intelligent manner 
even to approximate it. With three thousand 
articles taxed, and most of the taxes imposed 
for protection, not revenue, the disturbing, 
exciting, and vicious effects on every industry, 
pursuit, and production become at once abso- 
lutely pervading; enhance every value, aug- 
ment the cost of all productions, derange the 
natural relations of business, and confuse all 
sensible ideas concerning the real cost of gov- 
ernment. This system strikes most injuriously 
and fatally at the true interests and rights of 
labor. Its expense rests most heavily upon 
laborers and. the common people, and taxes 
them in vastly greater proportion than it does 
the rich, the owners of wealth and incomes. 
Ido solemnly believe that under this eruel 
and dishonest system the proportions of the 
cost of the British Government to the differ- 
ent classes of her citizens is in our country 
reversed, so that here the poor and the mass 
of our people are compelled to pay, in propor- 
tion to their entire incomes and earnings, at 
least thrice as muchas the rich. This system 
tends to enslave the people, to make them 
mere payers of tribute to wealth and power. 
Whatever system aggravates the costs of pro- 
duction as ours does, demands larger capital 
to carry on business, gives greater potency to 
wealth, invites its aggregation and combina- 
tion in all the ways so familiar to our country 
of late, crushes out men of small means, 
builds up monopoly, and leads constantly to 
greater and still meaner conspiracies against 
good government and the rights and liberties 
of the people. 
‘*PAUPER LABOR OF EUROPE.” 

This stereotyped outcry about ‘pauper labor 
of Europe” is delusive. It is designed to mis- 
lead. Real “ pauper labor ” is poor labor, igno- 
rant, inefficient, worth but little. It is not 
intelligent or skillful. A stupid, half fed, 
half-staryed, poorly-clad laborer is every way 
inferior in capacity aud in value to an intel- 
ligent, experienced, self-governing, and vig- 
orous man. The latter kind of laborer is 
worth more, because he can earn more. He 
has more ability, mechanical skill, capacity 
for adaptation, better taste, better morals, and 
every way more power. Of this kind are the 
great body of white American laborers. Of 
this kind are the ‘‘ skilled laborers ” of Europe, 
and especially of Great Britain. And these 
skilled laborers, intelligent, capable, vigorous 


men, are very nearly as well paid there asthe 
same -classes are here; that is, their wages; 
although nominally a little lower than here, 

have greater purchasing power than-our higher: 
wages, because the prices of all commodities 
consumed by the foreign laborers are so. much 
lower than here. : wight 5 
` Genuine ‘ pauper labor,’? of which there.is 
plenty in every country,.is usually also: idle, ’ 
lazyy.and more or- less vicious, and its ‘bad 
conditions are the results, to a great extent, 

of voluntary worthlessness or bad practices.. 
Pauperism is also often the offspring of ex- 
cessive population, of old and effete. institu: 
tions, of ages of oppression, bad laws, and un- 
just social distinctions. Such is the case. in 
most nations of the Old World. No condition 
of laws, or of trade and commerce, can abol- 

ish all pauperism. But the experience of: all 
the nations to which I have referred. conclu- 

sively establishes the beneficent influence of 

free trade in the relief and reduction of pau- 

perism. 

Recent reports of British foreign legations 
to the home Government show that it requires 
five persons in Belgium (one of the cheapest 
labor countries in Europe) to do the work of 
three persons in an English mill. The cost 
of operative labor in the cotton and woolen 
factories of Great. Britain is not twenty. per 
cent. less to-day than in the like factories of 
New England. Late official. investigations in 
English factories prove that more work isdone 
in them now in ten hours than was ever done 
in any country in Europe in twelve or fourteen 
hours; and the Bradford (England): Chamber 
of Commerce have shown that in ten years the 
production of the woolen and worsted factories 
has increased from sixty to seventy per cent. 
with the same number of hands. This results 
from improved processes of manufacture and 
increased intelligence and skill in workmen. 

Wages are advancing more rapidly now in 
the great labor countries of Europe than in- 
the United States. The prices of coal and 
iron are also advancing abroad, and iron ships 
on the Clyde cost twenty-five per cent. more 
now than they did nine months ago. Great 
Britain. has.established almost complete free 
trade, and yet her employers always pay higher: 
wages to. labor than are paid on the Continent. ` 
Yet the constant dread of continental manus 
facturers everywhere is. British competition, 
and they demand protection from their Govern; 
ment, where the average of wagesis the lowest, 
against the better paid labor of Great Britain. 
The truth is, the high wages are only paid for 
that intelligence, skill, and effectiveness in 
labor which results in low cost of production. 
In other words, cheap labor, being also poor and 
unskillful labor, is dearer in the outcome than 
highly paid labor, which, by reason of superior 
skill and intelligence, is more productive. 
Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, one of the 
most intelligent and enterprising. manufac- 
turers in this country, says: ; 

“It may be alleged that in some parts of Germany 


. the wages of operatives in woolen mills are only one 


half what they are here, and such is probably the 
fact; but itis also true that in such localities the | 
number of operatives employed upon a given amount 
of machinery is nearly or quite double the number 
employed on the same machinery here; therefore, 
the cost of labor on the yard of cloth does not vary 


materially.” 

Mr. Atkinson further very truthfully adds: 

“The true disadvantages of our woolen manufac- 
turers at this time is in the oppressive impost, upon 
wool, dye stuffs, and oil, and upon all tho supplies 
entering into the cost of goods; and also in the 
duties on iron, steel, leather, lumber, and all othor 
materials entering into the cost of machinery. 

WHAT AMERICAN INDUSTRY NEEDS. 

Whai our people of ail classes most need, 
and what it is their sacred right to enjoy, is 
immediate and absolute relief from all duties 
imposed for protection alone, and not for rev- 
enue, and the imposition of the lowest possi- 
ble rates of duties, consistent with the raising of 
reasonable revenue, upon all imported articles 
which constitute in any justsense:the crude ma- 
terials for domestic labor, such as iron, steel, 
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: eoal, lead, copper, wool, leather, and lumber, 
and moderate revenue duties on the imported 
manufactured products of these crude mate- 
rials, and liberal duties on all imports of com- 
smodities not produced: in: our country to any 
considerable extent, and which are articles of 
‘secondary necessity, such as tea, coffee, sugar, 
and spices, and. high duties on all-imported 
Juxuries, such as wines, silks, spices, and 
“precious stones ; and such duties on imported 
‘Spirits, tobacco, and cigars as will fully com- 
pensate the domestic producers of like pro- 
ducts against the excise taxes which they are 
“required to pay. : 
With such an adjustment of tariff taxes, 
and all other imports, numbering at least one 
thousand articles, madefree, and the repeal of 
our foolish and restrictive navigation laws, 
and with free trade in ships our country and 
‘people would speedily attain the most endur- 
ing and pervading prosperity, and our manu- 
facturers and artisans could compete most 
successfully, not only in our own markets, but 
‘in the markets of the world, and, with their 
‘acknowledged superiority among men in ia- 
vention, enterprise, skill, and creative power, 
and our magnificent agricultural resources, and 
our inexhaustible, cheap, and accessible sup- 
plies of all the materials for mechanic indus- 
try, we could soon regain our rightful position 
as the foremost commercial nation in the 
world. It isan unjust reflection and a humil- 
jating confession, for any man to assume that, 
‘under such impartial, equal, and honest laws, 
the young blood, the matchless energy, the 
adaptive genius, and the quick-rallying power 
of our people could be distanced in competi- 
‘tion by any people under the sun. Such a 
policy could not fail to increase our prosperity, 
rapidly develop our resources, better call out 

. ‘the industrial talents and skill of our citizens, 
and restore equality in the public burdens to a 
great extent. © 


AGRICULTURE AND OTHER UNPROTECTED PURSUITS 
g 


; HAVE RIGHTS. 

, The pretentious demands of the protection- 
sts entirely ignore the equal rights of all other 
: | “elasses. It is well known to intelligent men 

‘that at least farty-one per cent. of our whole 

“population are engaged in and supported by 
agriculture; and at least fifty per cent. of all 
the annual values produced in the country owe 
their existence to the unprotected pursuits of 
agriculture; while all the protected industries 
produce less than nine per cent. of the aggre- 
gate of values, and the remaining forty-one per 
cent. of these values is justly creditable to the 

. other unprotected classes and industries of the 
country. All the classes directly or indirectly 
benefited by protection do not exceed eight per 
cent, of our population, and yet it is in their 

interest alone that all protective duties are im- 

posed, ana the ‘“lion’s share’? of ail the 

tribute thus extorted from 40,000,000 people 
is appropriated by a.few thousand men of that. 
number—the capitalists, the wealthy employ- 
ers, the mill and factory owners, the iron- 


mongers, and the imperial monopolists. Agri- 


‘culture cannot be protected except by being 
Jetaloue; but these gentlemen have discovered 
that it: čan pay tribute as well as taxes, and 
therefore *‘protective’’ tariffs are made. 

It isa precious fountain of national pros- 
‘perity and growth, the most enduring basis of 
public safetyand patriotism, and in all respects 
entitled to the favor of the Government, and 
especially to protection against the payment 
of bounties to any other classes. Besides, 
nearly nine tenths of our domestic mechanic 
industries are so distributed throughout the 
country, and are so essentially local iu their 


nature,and are so closely identified with the | 


people in allthe local relations of business, that 
they are-entirely beyond the reach of any 
-benefit from protective duties, and ean only 
be injured and. oppzessed by them, and of such 
industriesare the manufacture of houses, faeto- 
ries and buildings of all kinds, of stores, fur- 
‘maces, Carriages, agricultural implements, har- 
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nesses, clothing, steamboats, cars, locomotives, 
fire-engines, furniture, printing-presses, books, 
newspapers, wooden ware, blacksmithing, and 
hundreds of other most useful and valuable 
industries. Yet all these are by ‘' protection ”’ 
made to. suffer and pay tribute on. almost all 
they eonsume, whether in clothing, the com- 
forts of life, the raw material for their indus- 
tries, or the instruments of toil. : 

The greatest want of our agriculture to-day, 
and indeed of every commercial interest in our 
country, is cheap transportation. That we do 
not now enjoy this inestimable boon is directly 
chargeable to our ‘protective’? tariff. Their 
devices and crimes against equal rights and 
the liberty of free exchange have made our 
railroads cost: at least thirty-three per cent. 
more than they should have cost. If our people 
in building railroads could have enjoyed the 
advantages of a justand rational tariff, they 
would not now be compelled to pay such bur- 
densome and excessive freights on all our 
interior commerce. The farmer and the arti- 
san would not be compelled to pay such large 
tribute to our great corporations. ‘Commerce 
and exchange would develop more rapidly, and 
the welfare and happiness of all classes be most’ 
effectively promoted. 

CONCLUSION, 

I hold that one of the greatest vices that 
ever cursed our country is that of legislation 
which discriminates in favor of one class and 
against another; which holds one manor one 
pursuitin higher estimation than another; which 
restricts the freedom of trade of all to increase 
the gains of favorites ; which makes the many 
pay tribute to the few. It is the primary duty 
of the Government to collect its needful rev- 
enues at the least practicable expense to its 
citizens, and with the least possible interfer- 
ence with personal liberty, and to guarantee 
to all the people equal laws, privileges, and 
protection. 

These fundamental duties our present sys- 
tem of tariffs utterly ignores. If the youthful 
vitality and energy of our people were not in 
all respects unparalleled, this system would long 
since have borne here the same bitter fruits it 
brought to the people of Great Britain. The 
statesmen who effectually reform this selfish 
and tyrannical system will. rank in our future 
history as the greatest benefactors of this age. 
Future generations will revere and bless their 
memory—the rich as well as the poor, the 
artisan and the agriculturist—as all classes in 
England to-day do honor to the great name of 
Richard Cobden, the free trader, the ‘political 
econowist, the friend of mankind, and who 
was also and in an especial manner the friend 
of America. i 

For my part, I am willing to follow these 
precious principles of wise economy and 
human liberty to their logical results, and 
I shall do it in the profoundest confidence 
that their fruits will be most just, profitable, 
and beneficent to all the people, and that 
they will extend the domain of personal lib- 
erty, give firmer anchorage to public morals, 


| and surer basis to our institutions. I may not 


live to witness the achievement of these results. 
But, whatever may be the present course of 
our country on this great subject, I know these 
principles will find their vindication in our 
tuture history, 

Mr. KELLEY. I grieve that I cannot pro- 
ceed immediately to reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr.] but I propose to 
do so as soon asthe gentieman from Missouri, 


| [My. McCormiox,] who is next entitled to the 


floor, shall have concluded bis remarks. 
CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. The pres- 
ent condition of the civil service of the United 
States, Mr. Speaker, calls so-loudly for reform 
that its consideration rises above party. The 
evils which afflict it result. mainly from a dis- 
regard of principles found in the Constitution 
and from a widespread avarice now pervading 


almost every condition of society in this coun- 
try. Our Government being composed of a 
legislative, executive, and judicial department, 
cannot be safely conducted, except by the 
separate and independent action of each one of 
these departments. This is our only security 
against maladministration and tyranny which 
must ever result from a coneentration of the 
powers of government in the hands of one 
department. This concentration of power is 
despotism ; it isan end of constitutional liberty, 
wherever it may obtain. Therefore, every- 
thing in our present civil service system which 
tends to these results calls at once for redress. 
That such tendencies do exist I think is fully 
demonstrated by practices which have obtained 
in the administration of our civil affairs. Un- 
der the Constitution it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to nominate, and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate to appoint embassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, judges of 
the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the 
United States whose appointments are not 
otherwise provided for. This power cannot 
be delegated by the President to the legisla- 
tive department of Government, nor can he 
confer office upon its members without im- 
pairing their independence; to guard against 
which, the Constitution provides: 

“ No Senator or Representative shail, during the 
time for which he was elected, be appointed to any 
civil office under the authority of the United States, 
which shall have been created, or the emoluments 
whereof shall have been increased. during such 
time; and no person holding any office under the 


United States shall be a member of either House 
during his continuance in office.”’ 


This contemplates separate and independent 
action of the codrdinate departments of Gov- 
ernment; and to foster purity of purpose in 
Senators and Representatives, by leaving no 
inducements to create unnecessary offices or 
to improperly increase the emoluments of those 
already in existence. i ; 

It was also intended to preserve the inde- 
pendence of the legislative department, which 
might be subject to undue influence from the 
Executive, who, if at liberty to confer office 
upon Senators and Representatives by ap- 
pointment, might thereby exert an influence 
over Congress which would enable him to shape 
legislation and effectually control a depart- 
mentof Government of which he was no part. 
It is true that under our present civil service sys- 
tem the President does not appoint Senators 
and Representatives to office, but by appointing 
their friendsto office, and turning over to them 
the Government patronage of the States they 
represent, he is likely to obtain that very 
influence over them which this provision of 
the Constitutior was intended to prevent. 
Nor does this system lessen the influence of the 
President with those appointed to office, who 
understand their official term depends upon 
the will of the Executive, notwithstanding 
their nomination by a member of Congress, 
It is thus the independence of the legislative 
departmentisimpaired, while that of the exec- 
utive is increased ; the tendency of which is to 
impair the adjustment of those checks and bal- 
ances in our system of government upon which 
its harmonious action must depend. Impressed 
with the importance of this subject, Congress 
at its last session made an appropriation to 
pay a board of commissioners charged with 
the duties of investigating this subject. Ac- 
cordingly, the investigation was made, and the 
report of the commissioners laid before Con- 
gress, in which I find the following statement: 

“ During the early Administrations appointments 
were made from considerations of character and fit- 
ness, and removals took place for cause. This prac- 
tice, as it was the wisest and most reasonable, way 
also to beexpected, because Washington wis unani- 
mously elected to the Presidency, and party divis- 
ions, as we know them, were developed only toward 
theclose.of his administration, He required of ap- 
plicants proofs of ability, integrity, and_ fitness. 
* Beyond this,’ he said, ‘nothing with me is neces- 
sary or will be of any avail to them in my decision.’ 
John Adams made few removals, and those for 
cause. Jefferson said that the pressure to remove 
was like a torrent. But heresisted it, and declared, 
in his famous phrase, that ‘the only questions con- 
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cerning a candidate shall be, is ke honest: is-he 
capable; is he faithful to the Constitution Y. Madi- 
sop, Monroe, and John Quincy Adams followed him 
so faithfully that the joint congressional Cominittee 
on Retrenchment reported in 1868 that, having 
consulted all accessible means of information, they 
bad not learned of asingle removal of a subordinate 
officer except for cause, from the beginning of Wash- 
ington’s administration to the close of that of John 
Quincy Adams.” : 
_ This was the practice of the early Admin- 
istrations. Faithful and efficient men were ap- 
pointed to office without regard to their polit- 
ival views and retained in office by Presidents 
who felt the responsibility of seeing that the 
laws were faithfolly executed. Now the first 
great prerequisite for office is fidelity to party; 
without this no ability, integrity, or fitness 
will avail. No term of office, however long or 
faithful, will retain him in-office whose views 
are not in strict accord with the dominant 
. party. 
it is thus the present. system has impaired 
the independence and moral tone of our public 
officers, becawse men of integrity must be men 


ot independence in thought, speech, andaction, | 


which elements of character, however desirable 
in a public officer, have proved fatal to thou- 
sanda under our present system, and made 
place for a class infinitely less to be trusted. 
In calling the attention of Congress to the evil 
tendencies of our present system, the com- 


missioners say: 
“In obedience to this system, the whole machin- 
ery of the Government is pulled to pieces every four 
years. Political caucuses, primary meetings, and 
conventions are controlled by the promise and the 
expectation of patronage. Political candidates for 
the lowest.or the highest positions are directly or 
indirectly pledged, The pledge is the price of the 
nomination, and when the election is determined 
pledges must be redeemed. The business of the 
nation, the legislation of Congress, the duties of the 
Departments, are all subordinated to the distribu- 
tion of what are well called the ‘spoils.’ No one 
escapes. President, Secretaries, Senators, Represent- 
atives,are pertinaciously dogged and besought on 
the one hand to appoint, on the other to retain, sub- 
ordinates. The great officers of the Government are 
constrained to become mere office-brokers. 
time they may have their own hopes, ambitions, and 
designs, They may strivo to make their patronage 
secure their private aims, The spectacle isas familiar 
asit. is painful and humiliating. We accuse no in- 
dividual, We appeal only:to universal and deplor- 
able experience, | 
“ But the mischief does not end here. When pub- 
lic offices are regarded only as rewards for political 
service they will be constantly multiplied to supply 
more places. There will be incessant temporary em- 
ployments, as they are called, and consequent defi- 
ciency bills and supplementary appropriation bills. 
Meanwhile the influence which bas obtained the 
office, not for the public service, but as a private 
reward, will be slow to see inefficiency or actual dis- 
honesty in the conduct ofthe incumbent. Thetend- 
ency will be to disbelieve and to excuse, and to post- 
pone inquiry; so that, under this system, not only 
are useless offices created, but there is the strongest 
temptation to conceal corruption, and every abuse 
and every extravagance resulting from a multipli- 
cation of such offices are constantly increasing. 
- “Tt is not easy to compute in figures the exact eco- 
nomical difference between a good anda bad system 
of the civil service. It is, necessarily, a matter of 
inference and of comparison between the probable 
operation of a careless and a careful’method. But 
it is calculated by those who have made a careful 
study of all the facts that one fourth of the revenues 
of the United States are annually lost in the collec- 
tion, and fora large part of that loss a system of the 
service which is fatally unsound may reasonably be 
held responsible.” 

This statement is calculated to arrest the 
attention of the whole country, and to appeal 
to men of all parties for redress. According 
to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the receipts of the Treasury last year amounted 
to $383,328,944 89. Jf one fourth of the rev- 
enue was losi in the collection, as estimated by 
the commissioners, then our loss from this 
source alone amounted in a single year to 
'$124,411,814 96. This is an amount greater 
by $40,000,000 than was required to defray 
the entire expenditures of the Government, for 
any one year from its foundation down to 
1861. , g 

But the evil does not exhaust itself in the 
collection of the revenue. It reaches almost 
every Government bureau, resulting in the 
loss of millions which have been collected and 

said into the Treasury by a system of reck- 
{ess expenditures, fraudulent claims, and ex- 
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orbitant contracts. If we look into the opera- 
tions of the Pension Bureau, we. will find, 
according to the last annual report of the 
Commissioner, that the whole number of pen- 
sioners. borne on the rolls for the past year 
amounted to 207,495, being an- increase. of 
8,769 over the previous year. . 

This seems strange, as every soldier who has 
died, every widow who was married, and every 
child that has attained a certain age, has been 
dropped from the rolls. It would seem. these 
causes should operate to reduce the number 
of pensioners, but a steady increase has been 
the result, Last year we paid for pensions 
$33.077,883 63, being an increase over the 
previous year of $5,296,718 63.. What amount 
of pensions are being paid upon fraudulent 
claims we have no meaus of knowing. ‘Lhe 
Commissioner in his report deplores their 
existence, and suggests and appropriation of 
$50,000 (which amount has just been appro- ! 
priated) to aid him in their detection. Some 
idea of the amount of frauds in this bureau 
may be obrained, however, from a speech de- 
livered in the House a short time’since by the 
geutleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrieup,] in 
which he says: : 

*‘ Those gentlemen who. have charge of our pen- 
sion-rolls tell us that this bill, if it shall become.a 
law, will add $32,500,000 to our expenses. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior says, and the Commissioner of 
Pensionss concur with him, that one fourth of all the 
pensions on our rolls to-day are, in his judgment, 
deliberate and outrageous frauds. Now, one fourth, 
orat least one eighth of this $32,500,000 will go to 
sharpors and rascals, to the claim agents of thecoun- 
try, who are not soldiers, and who have no right, to 
this gratuity from the Government.” 

Here is the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, concurred in by the Commissioner 
of Pensions and reported to the House by 4 
leading Republican member, that one fourth 
of all the pensions are believed to be deliber- 
ate and outrageous frauds. 

Mr. DUELL. Does not the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. McCormick] understand that 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
afterward corrected the statement to which 
reference is now made? He stated that the 
number of fraudulent pensions was much less 
than one fourth, and that statement was sub- 
sequently corroborated by the Commissioner 
of Pensions himself. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. It may 
be that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] did make a correction of that particu- 
lar statement; I was not aware of it. But that 
gentleman and the Commissioner of Pensions 
and the Secretary of the Interior all concurred 
in the statement that a grievous fraud was 
being perpetrated in that bureau. ; 

If that statement is correct our losses in 
this bureau alone amount to more than eight 
million dollars per annum. {Į will not say 
this isso. I hope itisnotso. Butwhat are 
we to think when such statements are made 
by officers having charge of this bureau, and 
who can have no reason to exaggerate, as their 
statements reflect upon the imperfect opera- 
tions of their own department? 

These losses result in part from a recogni- 
tion of dishonest agents who present fraudu- 
lent claims sustained by perjury alone, and in 
part from the fact that many able-bodied men 
have been put upon the rolls through corrupt 
influences, and from the additional fact that 
‘the -system for the detection of frauds upon 
this bureau is greatly deftcient. I have also 
heard it suggested that able-bodied men are 
retained as pensioners upon the Government 
by political influences so Jong as their votes 
accord with the views cf the dominant party. 

The operations of the Indian burean_ is 
another illustration of the evils which afflict 
our civil service. “The expenditures of that 
department steadily increase as the Indians 
decrease. In proof of this, I will state thai, 
according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, during the first twenty-five years of 


$1,000,000. and for the whole period’ averaged’ 
but $356,364 67perannum. -Last year we ap: 
propriated for this purpose $7,426,997: 44, and 
for the whole:period of the present A dministra- 
tion. over. twenty-three million. dollars; and 
yet the Indianis poor and wreiched... In Febru- 
ary of last. year a committee of this House 
was instructed to investigate alleged frauds, 
then said to exist in. the Indian bureau. That 
committee in their report say; : 

“To the mind of the commitiee,: the testimony. 
shows irregularities, neglect, and incom petency, 
and, in some instances, a departure from the express 
provisions of law for the regulation of Indian ex~ 
penditures, and in the management of affairs in the 
Indian department.’ 

After submitting certain evidence relating 
to the payment of Indiar annuities, they con- 
tinue: f 

“Tt will thus be seen. that out of tha payment of 
$125.000 to tbe Chickasaws, General Blunt received 
$62,500; out of $84,000 to the Choctaws he received 
$33,600, and out of $90.000 to the Quapaws, $30,000; in 
the aggregate $126,100 out of payments amounting: 
to $299,000.” : 

If such injustice is inflicted by asingle agent 
upon civilized Indians on our border, wha: are 
the probable wrongs of untutored: tribes in- 
habiting the remote interior, and exposed to 
the avarice of numerous agents? The oppor-. 
tunity for these frauds is found in a system of: 
treaties concluded with. Indian tribes at the 
suggestion of interested ‘agents, contractors, 
superintendents, traders, and officers. of. the 
Indian bureau, who find in them a means. to 
enrich themselves by defrauding the Indians 
and speculating off the Government. © As an 
illustration of the way contracts are obtained 
for Indian supplies I submit-the evidence 
of John Finn, as reported by the committee, 
in reference to a beet contract, which I think 
correctly illustrates the contract business i 
many instances : : 


Question. What amount did you inform the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs you would take the 
contract for? : 


& pound, and six and a half 
In fact there were no American cattle in that coun- 
try, and four and a half cents was the bid I made for 
Texas cattle, 

i. Question. Were the cattle you had on hand as 
as those furnished by Bosler? -io Ve Sas 


goo 

“Answer. I nover saw his cattle. ee 
“Question. Were they ‘as good as the average of 
Texas cattle ? T ae : E 
‘Answer. Better, a good deal. : 

“ Question. Why? 

“Answer. Because they were there on the ground 
the year previous; they were not just driven from 
Texas; they were there that year, and they were 
better than ordinary Texas cattle, 

“ Question. Who else was present at that con- 
versation between you and Commissioner Parker? 

“Answer, Mr. Baldwin, from Council Bluffs, heard 
my conversation with General Parker, . 

'‘ Question. What was his other name? 

newer. Ido not know. : ` 

“ Question. When you heard .of the Bosler..con- 
tract and its terms, how much less could you have 
takon that contract for? How much would you have 
given for that contract, which was for three anda 
half million pounds, gross, at six and a half cents, a 
pound? : 

‘‘Anower. I never figured up on it, and I cannot 
tell you now. I offered Bosler here $75,000: to'.turn 
the contract over to me,” 


Here we have the evidence of a man who 
had filled ‘contract after contract for Govern- 
ment stock, and who. day after day, verbally 
and in writing, proposed to fill this one at four 
and a half cents per pound. Why was jt 
refused him and given to ‘another at just 
$70,000-in advance of his bid? How muck 


i the Government has: lost in other contracts for 


beef, bacon, flour, blankets, and other Indian 
goods, I cannot state. S 
In further evidence of the corrupt practices 
which have obtained in this bureau, L-submit 
the three last charges. in an indictment of 
thirteen, made by William. Welch against the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in. the investi- 
gation of. which the evidence we have already 
quoted was taken. ‘he charges are as follows : 
PHILADELPHIA, January 9; 1871; 


Eleventh: —Wastefuiness: of the public money in 
purchasing other articles, all from tko same favored 
contractor; say bacoun, (with the rib bones.) at 25 


the. present. century appropriations for the 


cents per pound; coffee at 28 cents per pound; com- 


| Indian bureau in no one year amowhted to 


mon “sugar, made from molasses, af 18 cents per 


“Answer. For Texas cattle at four and a half cents. - 
for American cattle.: 


z 
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pound; inferior tobacco at 85 cents per pound, and 
flour at 6: cents per pound, delivered at the agen- 
eies.: Also, in buying from the same person, a resi- 
dont in Pennsylvania, 25,000. ninety-eight pound 
sacks of second quality flour, at $3 50 a sack, deliv- 
ered ‘at Sioux City, where the market price was $2 20, 
purchasing ‘all privately from one person instead of 
advertising according to law, and not allowing bids 
of one thousand. sacks or more, that persons living 
near the reservation might find a market for their 
roducts and ‘manufactures. Wheat could have 
heen contnated for at from 1 to 1s cent per pound, 
and a morenutritious diet manufactured on the res- 
ervation, with existing machinery, at less than half 
the'cost of the flour furnished. 
“Twelfth.—Exorbitant rates paid for freight up the 
Missouri river, by not encouraging or allowing com- 
petition, g . 
‘Phirteenth.—Grievous wrong to the Indian service 
by allowing peculiar facilities to a superintendent 
or superintendents, agent or agents, having strong 
political friends, by which the Government has been 
defrauded or the welfare of the Indians retarded. 
WM. WELSH. 


The investigation of these charges resulted 
in the removal from office of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, but, not I fear, in the removal 
of the evil itself. From the facts that for the 
present year the Indian appropriations are but 
little below those of last year, being, I-believe, 
a little over seven. million dollars, $2,000,000 
of which I verily believe, if judiciously ex- 
pended, would prove of more substantial ben- 
efit. to the Indian than did the $7,426,- 
997.44. expended last year. Another loss 
results from the employment of many unneces- 
sary clerks in the Government bureaus. Hun- 
dreds of these clerks are thrust upon the 
Departments by the importunity of members 
of Congress who feel indebted to them or to 
their friends for services rendered in their own 
elections. The headsof Departments, wearied 
with their importunities, yield to their wishes, 
and not unfrequently another unnecessary, and 
it; may be incompetent clerk is added. to the 
list. The Department officers in turn appeal 
to members of Congress to sustain their recom- 
mendations for large appropriations to defray 
the current expenses of their bureaus, partic- 
ularly contingent. expenses, which embrace 
light, fuel, books, stationery, &c., which is 
expended in the discretion of the bureau offi- 
cers and not generally inquired after. This is 
another evil in our present system, in illustra- 
tion of which I may state that the contingent 
fund for the different bureaus of the Interior 
Department for the present year are as follows: 
Pension Office, $75,000; Land Ottice, $20,000; 
Indian Office, $5,000; Patent Office, $180,- 
000, and for the Post Office, $40,000, and the 
Treasury Department, $215,000, and so of all 
the: Departments and bureaus of the Govern- 
ment. Nor is this all. The evil reaches all 
partsofthe country, corrupting every branch 
ofthe service. ; 

In the custom-hòuses of New York, Phila- 
delphia, and New Orleans, corrupt officials, 
political favorites, and defeated politicians find 
places, Bribes are taken, frauds perpetrated, 
smuggling encouraged, merchants victimized, 
and the traveling public. blackmailed by a 
horde of public officials, who enrich them- 
selves, disgrace the Republic, and impoverish 
the people. Nor is any. branch of the service 
more degraded.than is that intrusted to the 
marshals, the deputies of whom are generally 
appointed trom the lower classes of society, 
who find:in our. present code new offenses, 
new crimes, and. new. pretexts for arrests. 
These officials are found m almost every town 
and county, who, instead. of informing the 
ignorant of the requirements of the law, are 
spies upon the community, anxious to arrest 
all whom rumor may charge with the most trivial 
offenses, in order to obtain for themselves a 
miserable fee. I will not pursue this subject 
further than to. repeat its consideration rises 
above party, and that the reform should begin 
with the President, who should at-once resume 
the appointing power, and exercise it accord- 
ing to the letter.and spirit of the Constitution. 

The claim of members of Congress to Gov- 
ernment patronage should be unconditionally 
repudiated. Nor should they recommend any 

“one for-oflice except in. writing, and then only 


after having been solicited to do so by the 
President or a Cabinet minister. Especially 
does it seem inconsistent with the duties of a 
Senator that he should recommend or urge the 
nomination of persons for office whose appoint- 
ment depends upon-confirmation by the Senate 
of which he is a member... a ue 

The pian of competitive examinations pro- 
posed by the commissioners. appointed.to in- 
vestigate this subject would doubtless prove 
useful. - But it cannot ascertain all the facts 
necessary to be known. It will reveal the 
scholarly attainments of the candidate, but not 
his business qualities, moral rectitude, or integ- 
rity of character, without which his educational 
attainments would render him more capable 
of mischief should he be appointed to office 
with a predisposition to a dishonorable career. 

Nevertheless some system of examination 
to ascertain the educational qualifications of 
the candidate for office is indispensable. I 
am aware great difficulties surround this sub- 
ject. The vast machinery of our civil service 
and the increasing multitude of officers render 
it difficult for the President at all times to be 
fortunate in his appointments. But so long 
as he permits interested politicians and mem- 
bers of Congress to dictate his choice he can 
hope for no reform. 

The Constitution, in imposing upon the 
President the duty of appointing, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, certain 
high officials, continues ; 

“But the Congress may by law vest the appoint- 
ment of such inferior officers as they think proper 
in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in 
the heads of Departments.” 

Under this provision of the Constitution 
Congress has by law provided for the appoint- 
ment of clerks in the Departments by Cabinet 
ministers having charge of the same. But 
under our present system members of Con- 
gress have filled the Departments with clerks 
from their own districts, many of whom are 
unnecessary and incompetent, while the young 
men of entire districts, and almost whole 
States, have been deprived of any and all ben- 
elits to be derived from appointments to clerk- 
ships in the Deparments. ‘This evil should be 
reformed by a modification of existing law so 
as to secure to each congressional district an 
equal distribution of the Government patron- 
age in the Departments, as is the case in the 
schools of West Poiut and Annapolis. De- 
partment clerks so appointed would represent 
every congressional district in every execu- 
tive bureau of the Government, who, after 
thorough training, would constitute a class of 
practical business men conversant with the 
affairs of Government, and whom, if occasion 
required, the President could safely commis- 
sion to perform the daties of more important 
offices. 

But under the existing system, clerks in the 
Departments are not only appointed on account 
of political service, but while thus employed 
are degraded below the dignity of freemen by. 
being required to aid the dominant party in 
controlling elections in this District and city, 
and to vote side by side with vagabond negroes 
imported at every election from Virginia and 
Maryland for this purpose. Nor is this all; 
they must submit to being blackmailed for 
electioneering purposes State, county, and na- 
tional, in addition to which they are expected 
to return to their respective States at every 
important election and there claim their citi- 
zenship and vote according to party dictation. 
Such a system of civil service is a degrading 
despotism and unworthy of the respect or con- 
fidence of the American people. 

Under our internal revenue system, which ig 
a branch of the civil service, we have an army 
of officials, among whom are spies, inform- 
ers, and detectives, clothed with extraordinary 
powers and entitled‘to fees. and moiety. This 
statement is all that is necessary to understand 
the despotic tendencies of the times.. These 
men are kept in office, not by virtue of elec- 


i 


tions by the peòple, but by appointments 
made by the Hixecutive, and at an expense 
of $6,000,000 per annum, 

This whole system should be abolished and the 
country returned to a system of taxation pro- 
vided for by the Constitution, which declares: 

“Representation and direct taxes shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be in- 
cluded within this Union according to their respect- 
ive numbers”? 

Under such system States could by their 
own officers collect their proportion of the 
Government revenue and-pay it into the Treas- 
ury of the United States without the vast ina- . 
chinery and weighty expenditures of our pres- 
entsystem of Federal tax-gatherers. Such re- 
form would, however, be fatal to the schemes of 
thousands of Federal officeholders who would 
oppose it with all the means which a thirst for 
power can suggest. J am therefore impressed 
with the belief that the only efficient civil ser- 
vice reform which should be proposed by the 
people is an entire change of men and meas- 
ures, and a prompt rejection of the present 
Administration at the polls. I yield the 
remainder of my time to my colleague, 
(Mr. Buarr.] : 

CIVIL RIGHTS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, addressed the 
House upon the subject of civil rights. [EUs 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WHITELEY. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] desires to reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kerr,] and with the permission of the 
House, in order toafford him that opportunity, 
I will ask that my remarks be printed with sut 
delivering them. l 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly, [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor, and yielded 
a portion of his time to Mr. Curpmay. ` 


EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


-Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
avail myself of the courtesy of the House for 
a few moments to speak of the importance of 
extending the grounds surrounding the Cap- 
itol building, and fixing definitely, for all time, 
the boundaries to the same. 1 think my im- 
pression as a citizen of the United States may 
be mentioned as the impression of all persons 
who visit this great Capitol, that this Capitol 
building may be regarded as a great central 
figure in the plan of onr city, representing to a 
certain extent the civilization of this country. 
While the beauty of this building in its exte- 
rior or interior is beyond comparison with any 
other building erected for the same purpose in 
the world, yet the moment the eye leaves the 
Capitol building itself, it rests upon surround. 
ings which not only diminish the beauty of the 
buiding, but present a standing reproach and 
disgrace to the whole people of this country. 

Here we have a structure which has cost 
not far from ten or twelve million dollars, and 
which is yet uncompleted on its original plan. 
The center must be projected eastward and 
improvements made at that point, with the 
plan of which we are all familiar, before it 
ean be said that the Capitol building is com- 
plete. Then, when that is done, and you bave 
here the forty additional members of Congress 
that have been added to the already large list, 
and when you have developed in this country, 
after ten-or twenty years, vast interests the 
consideration of which will center in this great 
building, it wili be discovered that the present 
Capitol, with the proposed extension in the 
center, and excluding from the Capitol build- 
ing the Supreme Courtand our great Congres- 
sional Library, and the Court of Claims, and, 
in short, all the offices of the Government 
whose duties are not directly connected with 
the legislative branch of it—I say, when these 
are all excluded, as they will be, from ‘the 
Capitol building, it will be found that it is 
scarcely adequate to the needs of this grow» 
ing country. : 


1872. 


Now, sir, if you will take up a map showing 
the surroundings to the Capitol, and the limit 
of the grounds as now prescribed, you will 
perceive that squares 687 and 688, lying the 
one to the northeast of the Senate wing and 
the other to the southeast of the House wing, 
are essential to the completion of the grounds, 
not only in an esthetic point of view, but in 
a practical point of view, as moch so as itis 
essential for aman to have proper grounds 
surrounding his residence to enable him to 
have free ingress and egress to and from it. 

You will perceive, by examining this map, 
that the distance at present from the north- 
east corner of the Senate wing to the south- 
west corner of block No. 687, now commonly 
known as “ Whitney’s,’’ is but about one 
hundred and fifty feet. Then, if you will 
examine the plan further, it will be seen that 
the distance between the southeast corner of 
the House wing and the northwest corner of 
square 688, commonly known as ‘ Sander- 
son’s,’’ is about the same. Thus it will be 
seen that by preserving in front of the Capi- 
tol, which must be done if the grounds are 
restricted to their present limit, a street of a 
hundred feet width, which is the ordinary 
width of streets in this city, there will remain 
surrounding those portions of the Capitol to 
which I have alluded a space of but fifty feet, 
and if reduced by the terraces and pavements 
that are necessary. to the protection of this 
portion of the Capitol building, it will be found 
that this street of one hundred feet will run 
practically against the very Capitol itself. 

Now, I need not, I hope, Mr. Speaker, 
attempt to prove to this House that this 
building should not be confined by any such 
limits. The Government already owns the 

. grounds inclosed upon the west front of the 
Capitol building. It also owns. the ground 
extending to B street north on the north front 
of the Capitol. It owns the grounds extend- 
ing to First street east of the Capitol, and to B 
street south, south of the. Capitol.. By taking 
in the. two squares which, I have indicated the 
grounds. will be embraced in. what I may de- 
scribe as ‘a parallelogram; but by excluding 
these two squares thereis and always will be a 
disagrceable projection into the very heart of 
these grounds, marring their harmony, and 
making it impossible for ornamentation, except 
in certain directions from the Capitol building. 
I do not believe that it comports with the 
dignity of this nation, nor is it contributive to 
the good order of Congress, that private prop- 
erty should abut so closely to the national 
Capitol and be subject to occupation, as itnow 
is, by saloons and restaurants. 

But without speaking further of the plan 
itself, or of its importance to the, Government 
in making this Capitol something of an expo- 
nent of the civilization of our people and illus- 
trating their appreciation for the. beautiful as 
well as the useful, let me suggest a few points 
wherein further delay upon this subject will 
work great injury to private property, and to 
the. interests of private individuals as well as 
the public.. I assume, sir, that no intelligent 
person in this House, unless it be some one 
who is innoculated with the idea of removing 
the national capital, a scheme at once mis: 


chievous, and I think unpatriotic, will say 


that ultimately these two. squares are not to 
be included within the Capitol grounds. Tt 
is then a question simply as.to when this 
shall be done. This is. not a new. question. 
It has agitated Congress within my own obser- 
vation for eight years, and the records of 
Congress will show that the idea was discussed 
for many years previous to 1861. : 
Before speaking of the peculiar hardships 
to citizens residing upon Capitol Hill, let me 
call the attention of the House to the report 
of the district attorney of the United States 
for the District of Columbia, made under the 
authority of an act. of Congress approved June 
5, 1860... This report will be found in Miscel- 
neous Document, Senate No. 17, Thirty-Sixth 
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Congress, second session. I call attention to 
this report, not for the purpose of giving it 
entire, although it cannot be found except 
upon the files of the Senate, but more partic- 
ularly to show that this is not only not a new 
question, but that Congress and the nation are 
pledged to a certain extent to. make this pur- 
chase, and that the people living in the vicinity 
of the Capitol building who have abstained 
from improving their property have done it 
upon the faith which the Government pledged 
in this act of Congress that this purchase would 
be made. 

This report shows the total valuation of the 
property as assessed at the time by the corpo- 
ration authorities of Washington city. It also 
shows the actual valuation of the property as 
reached by nine of our most intelligent citi- 
zens, who under oath made an award and a 
report which the district attorney of that day 
submits with his report. The aggregate value 
was $417,574 90. 

The district attorney stated : 

“Tt may be safely assumed that the total cost of 
the purchase, including all expenses, cannot exceed 
$500,000, allowing the most extravagant margin pos- 
sible to cover such cases where the value named in 
the report of the commissioners may be refused and 
a resort to legal proceedings rendered necessary.” 

I have had prepared within a few days by 
the District authorities a statement showing 
the assessed valuation of these two squares 
with the improvements, and without giving 
it in detail I would state that the valuation 
of square No. 687 is $175,661, and of square 
No. 688, $202,820, making a total of $378,- 
481. I think it may be assumed as true that 
owing to the peculiar situation of these two 
squares and the doubts which will always hang 
over titles in consequence of this proposed 
enlargement of the grounds, the assessed 
valuation which I have given would not be 
increased by an assessment of any jury, so 
that the total would exceed the sum of $500,- 
000, from which, of course, should be deducted 
the value of the materials which would be re- 
moved from the squares. The value of the 
improvements as given by the report of the 
assessors amounts to about one hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. 

There aré some other facts Connected with 
the subject which I wish to give in this con- 
nection as tending to show the favorable side 
of this purchase. I find as an exhibit to this 
same report to which I have alluded, a state- 
ment made by Mr. Randolph Coyle, an old 
and skilled surveyor of this city for many 
years, from which E give the following facts: 
the present area of the Capitol grounds is, 
1,848,976 square feet, or 80.986 acres; the 
area of the proposed enlarged ground will be 
2,450,578 square feet, or 56.257 acres; the 
difference between the present and the pro- 
posed inclosure is 1,111,602 square feet, of 
which 254,986 feet is private building ground, 
and the remainder, 856,616 feet, public spaces, 
avenues, streets, and public alleys. 

Thus you will perceive, Mr. Speaker, that 
in a purchase of these two squares the Gov- 
ernment will come into possession by its right 
to close the alleys and avenues, and including 
the public spaces about the Capitol, ofa quan- 
tity of ground more than three times as great 
as that which it is proposed to purchase. This 
statement will be varied probably somewhat 
in the total by excluding from the estimate 
two small squares which are not now included 
in the proposed plan of extension; but the 
relative advantage which the Government will 
derive by this purchase by possessing itself 
of what are. now streets, avenues, and alleys, 
will not be materially changed. This tends 
directly to reduce the cost of the purchase, 
and should be considered in that connection. 

Now, sir, one word with regard to the effect 


of this measure upon the present and future, | 


not only of the improvements in the city of 
Washington at large but more immediately 
upon those contemplated upon Capitol Hill. 
There is at present, I may say truthfully, no 


decent, certainly no convenient approach. to 
the Capitol from the west, which is the locality, 
occupied by the great. masses of our popula-. 
tion, and no such approach can be made with. 
the present limited area of the Capitol grounds. 
The people of the District have made a loan. 
of $4,000,000 for the purpose of beautifying: 
and improving the capital-of the nation. In 
the plan of improvement. which is proposed to: 
be adopted, Capitol Hill forms a part. Our. 
people appreciate the importance of the Capi-: 
tol building itself as the central figure in this 
great plan of. improvements. This plan, 
stretches in its extent from the limits of 
Georgetown in the west, to the limits of 
Washington in the east. Improvements. are. 
going On in the western portion of our city, 
but in this portion immediately surrounding 
the Capitol, those which are dependent to. a. 
certain extent upon the grade which may be 
established permanently about the Capitol are 
stopped and must remain suspended until this 
question is settled. 3 aires 

Sir, it is the remark of all persons who visit 
this city that Washington should have been 
built upon Capitol Hill. Why it was not so 
built is a question unnecessary for me to an- 
swer, but certain it is that Capitol Hill is one 
of the most desirable and delightful portions 
of the District of Columbia for private resi- 
dences; and must ultimately become one of 
the most popular and attractive portions òf. 
the city for that purpose. It should be the 
wish of all who feel an interest in the devel- 
opment of the national capital that the im- 
provements in the city should be made. as 
much as possible throughout the entire city 
and for the equal benefit of all, so that you, 
Mr. Speaker, who may prefer to live on Cap- 
itol Hill, or my friend who has just spoken, 
who may prefer to live in the western por- 
tion of the city, may have equal facilities 
and advantages of ingress and egress to the 
Government buildings in the various parts of 
the city, and especially to the national Capitol 
building. But, sir, so long as there remains 
a doubt about the boundaries of the Capitol 
grounds, so long will this beautiful part of the 
city remain unimproved to a certain extent, 
and unsought by investors in real estate... 

You will find, by passing around. the two 
squares I have indicated, Nos. 687 and 688, 
that there is not a house which has been con: 
structed upon either of those squares’ since 
Congress authorized an assessment with a view 
of purchase. This plan of the extension. of. 
the grounds has hang over this property like 
a pall. The lots that are unimproved. have 
remained vacant and useless to their owners 
while houses have gone into dilapidation ‘an 
decay, and have not produced a sufficient in- 
come to warrant the owners in keeping them 
in even ordinary repair. Not only that, but 
the squares immediately opposite these, out- 
lying the present proposed limits to the Cap- 
itol grounds, have been affected by this same 
nusettled condition of affairs. Suppose that 
any man places a valuable improvement upon 
any one of these squares he may be said to do 
so to-day caveat emptor; so that if he puts an 
improvement there which would not be-made 
with economy and prudence, he would be liable 
to loss in case the Government should dis: 
possess him. : 

In his report to Congress, in 1861, the Uni- 
ted States district attorney said: y 

“Jt may not be considered inappropriate to say 
that very many of the parties interested’ consider 
that they are justly entitled to a settlement of this 
matter at this session of Congress, ag it has been in 
suspense for many years. They complain that they 
cannot rent their property for any fixed period of 
time, and that they feel unwilling to improve the _ 
vacant ground, or add to present Improvements, in 


their state of uncertainty as to- when the: Gov~ 
ernment may think proper to take it and at what 


prices.” ; : 

You know,sir, there 1s a proposition made to 
reduce. the grade upon the east front. of the 
Capitol; so as to give the building a greater 
elevation, and repair to some extent the. mis- 
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‘building where it now is, instead of placing it 
about the line of First street, east. ‘Lhe doubt 
which still obtains upon the point of reducing 
the ‘grade has retarded improvements upon 
‘those squares which would be affected by that 
change, which outlie the limits to the Capitol 
grounds which I have described. I can state, 
believe, without violating any confidence, that 
there. is~a proposition to build’ a mammoth 
hotel upon tbe square immediately east of the 
House wing of the ¢apitol, fronting on First 
street east and the Capitol grounds. 

This proposed hotel is to be fitted up more 
particularly tor the accommodation of mem- 
bers ot Congress and their families, visitors to 
the national Capirol, and the traveling public; 
and that negotiation hangs to day unclosed in 
consequence of the doubts resting upon this 
qu-stiun, Withinthe last year a fine block of 
houses, costing hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars, has been erected on East Capitol street 
by an enterprising citizen, and they are to- 
day imperiled by this question of ihe change 
of grade around the Capiol building; nor can 
thatfine ‘row of houses be’ pravided safely 
With any pavement in front of hens uatil this 
question of the grounds is settled, and the 
grade, which is a necessary question involved 
in the exiension, is settled, 

There is'this consideration which may be 
mentioned also: the march of improvement 
in this city will not wait a great while the 
tardy action of Congress in securing proper 
protection to the public buildings. Whether 
the United States will complete its necessary 
work or not, the citizens of the District of 
Columbia propose to do their part of it, and 
this will involve necessarily a large expendi- 

_ ture of money upon Capitol Hill for improve- 
ments which will ultimately have to be changed 
by the action of Congress itself. Those im- 
provements must necessarily enhance the value 
of properly upon Capitol Hill, as they are en- 
hancing the value of property in the western 
portion: of the city, and they cannot fail to 

ave their effect upon this measure and the 

“squares which it is proposed to take in; 
ŝ0 that while we may to-day or this summer 
purchase, by the cousent of the property- 
owuers, these squares at less than their actual 
value, and less than the maximum figures | 
have given, $500,000, I do not believe that 
they can be purchased a year or two hence for 
much less than double the sum, so that econ- 
omy would dictate their purchase at this time. 

The rapid growth of Capitol Hill will astonish 
any one who has not watched it for the last five 
years. This growing population, comprising 
our intelligent and enterprising citizens, should 
not be cut off from other portions of the city, 
äs they now are practically, by this impassable 
ground around tne Capitol. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is not a local improve- 
ment. it is not an improvement which will 
materially affect the property interests of the 
people of the District of Columbia. I do not 
speak upon this question as the representative 
alone of the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, but I urge this measure upon the House 
as of national importance. We should not 
only ‘protect the public faith and the public 
credit, but: we should protect the nation from 
the disgrace-and humiliation which wiil attend 
a postponement of this question of completing 
the surroundings of the national Capitol build’ 
ing. You may expend from year to year, ten, 
fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars, as you have 
been doing, but as was. truthfully said by the 
geutleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bure, ] 
the other day, in the discussion which was 
sprung-upon the House upon this question, 
those appropriations are made ‘only to fill up 
the places which are made waste again by the 
storms of the fall and winter. 

1 ask any gentleman hereif he has perceived 
io. the last ten yearsany material improvement 
inthe grounds surrounding the Capitol baild- 
ing. Our citizens are beautifying and build: 


take which was made in locating the Capitol 


ing up the’ city several squares from these 
grounds, but they dare not expend money 
where you desire it, and they desire, for fear 
it will be lost to them. I came in here to-day, 


Mr. Speaker, somewhat unexpectedly to say a 


word upon this subject, because the House will 
be called upon to meet the issue probably dur- 
ing the coming week. The Senate has for sev- 
eral years, and almost with unanimity, insisted 
upon making a sufficient appropriation to pur- 
chase these two squares and complete these 
grounds, and year after year the House, from 
a sense of economy, and doubting probably tlie 
propriety of making the purchase, have struck 
out the appropriation, 

l hope that this year the usual opposition 
will not be made to this extension. I do 
not believe the time will ever come when 
the Government can better afford to make 
this purchase, and 1 trust there will be no 
more delay in the mauer. l am looking 
into a not distant future which shall pre- 
sent in Washington a ciiy that shall illustrate 
the great characteristics of our people. If 
the Government of the United States would 
pay to the authorities of the District. of Co- 
lumbia its fair proportion of the tax upon its 
own property, we would make this city a great 
one and a beautiful one without further cost 
to the Uniied States, and would agree also to 
make this purchase which I am now arging. 


j Ou this near future the people whom 1 have 


the honor to represent propose to make their 
impress. We ask that the United States shall 
not retard us in that work by refusing to do 
that which all must see is a necessity, and for 
the doing of which the United States has itself 
given its pledge. 

Let us, then, no longer, while we point 
with pride to this great building, and exhibit 
to our friends and visitors its beauties and 
the glory of its architecture ; let us no longer 
be obliged, as we conduct them from this 
splendid monument to American taste, to 
apologize for the shabby, mean, and dis- 
graceful condition of its surroundings. 

This is not in any sense a sectional ques- 
tion, and those who favor this measure are the 
representatives of nosection. The discussion 
which was sprung upon the House the other 
day developed in a few minutes the fact that 
it has the support of Representatives from 
ocean to ocean. IJ hope, then, that no false 
economy, that no dread of the responsibilities 
of the presidential year, that no possible and 
not probable effect on the reélection of any 
member of Congress; in short, that no per- 
sonal reasons, will be urged against the meas- 
ure at this time. 

I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, to have secured 
time from my other duties to have prepared 
with some care the reasons for making this 
extension of the Capitol grounds at this time, 
and I had thought of presenting them in con- 
nection with a bill for this purpose which I 
introduced at the beginning of the session. 
But the probability is that the question will 
have to be met, coming to us from the other 
branch of Congress, before the bill can be 
reported which Lintroduced. This, sir, is my 
apology for stating in this cursory and pos- 
sibly disjointed manner the reasons in support 
of this measure. 


PROTECTION TO AMERICAN LABOR. 


Mr. KELLEY. It will doubtless seem to 
all an act of temerity on my part to attempt 
an impromptu reply to the carefully prepared, 
plausible, and elaborate speech of the gentle: 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr.] But his 
remarks are of such grave import that, coming 
as they do from a leading member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways aud Means, I feel that they 
should not be permitted to go to the country 
without an immediate response. It would, in 
my judgment, be detrimental to the best inter- 
esis of the country to permit them to go forth 
without an immediate rejoinder ; and Í there- 
fore propose; rash as the act may seem, to 


offer as well as I can without preparation a 
few suggestions in opposition to the views the 
gentleman has presented with such an air of 
confidence. 

I will not, as the gentleman from Indiana 
has so often done, impugn the motives of those 
who disagree with me in opinion. I will not 
doubt, or invite others to doubt, thé houesty, 
patriotism, and integrity of purpose of the gene < 
tleman, or that of those who believe with him. 
T know him to be honest in every utterance he 
has made to-day. I know that he holds his 
faith on this subject as a religion. No loving 
disciple of Mohammed, of Ann Lee, or of 
Brigham Young ever believed with more un- 
doubting faith in the dogmas of the founder 
of his sect than the gentleman from Indiana 
does in the delusive maxims of the sophist 
Bastiat. I shall meet him with equal frank- 
ness, and I believe he wiil give me credit for 
believing with equal sincerity the views I 
express. 

1 meet the gentleman, sir, atthe very thresh- 
old of his argument. His fundamental pro- 
position is that the Government has uo right 
to impose a duty on goods imported into the 
country except for purpose of revenue. This 
I deny, and say that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to maintain the 
autonomy, the life of the nation, and the spirit 
and principle ofthat life; to maintain that system 
of Government which, according equal rights 
to all, exacts equal and intelligent duties from 
all. This, sir, involves the maintenance by 
the laborers of the country of family and hone, 
and that, at the cost of so small a portion of 
their earnings that they shall also be able to 
send their children tothe public schools thrown 
wide open throughout the country, and pos- 
sibly to the free colleges endowed by the States 
or by private munificence. To the existence of 
a Government-resting upon the virtue and in- 
telligence ofthe people this is essential. Itis 
no boon to the laborer, Itis the duty of the 
Government asthe only means of keeping firm 
and unshaken the foundation upon which our 
republican institutions rest—intelligent pop- 
ular opinion. Nothing is more apparent to 
me than that the Government and people of 
this country may defend their rights and in- 
stitutions by peaceable measures, as well as 
by those implied by the maintenance of a 
standing Army and a Navy. 

The speech of the gentleman as it goes broad- 
cast through the country will cause many ashud- 
der and many a sigh in the homes of our work- 
ing people. It adjudges the standard of their 
wages to be those given in othér lands. It 
holds up England, France, and Belgium as the 
exemplars we should follow. Sir, there are in 
this country more than a million toiling farm- 
ers, artisans, and laborers who have fied from 
the blessings of Belgium, the Zoliverein, and 
Great Britain; and they know that a system 
of customs duties equivalent to the difference 
between American wages and those paid in 
the lands from which they fled is the barrier 
that defends their homes and families, and 
their ability to send their children to school 
for the education required to qualify American 
citizens for the intelligent performance of their 
civie duties, : f 

Belgium! says the gentleman. Sir, the 
gentleman’s kind heart should have corrected 
his head there. In the coal mines of Indiana, 
women and children do not work. In the 
iron furnaces now rising rapidly throughout 
the whole southern region of the gentleman's 
State. there are no budding girls, no matrons 
leaving their young children at home while 
they toil as forgemen, or do the drudgery of the 
furnace. How isitin Belgium? The coal of 
Belgium is largely mined by women and girls. 
The unskilled drudgery of the iron furnace is 
there done by women and girls. In the glass 
factory the men retain the hght work of blow- 
ing and molding, while women and girls do 
the rough labor of hauling the coal aud other 
materials and removing the heated refuse of 
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the works. Is that an example to commend 
to the working people of the iron region of 
either Indiana or Pennsylvania? No, sir; it is 
not an example which American statesman- 
ship should follow or propose. 

Great Britain! The gentleman closed in a 
blaze of glorification to Great Britam. He 
told us that in 1842, under protection, pau- 
perism had reached the enormous figure of 
four hundred and seven thousand. | Why, sir, 
there are nearly half a million people fleeing 
from the British islands annually to escape 
the ‘‘blessings of free trade,” and a large 
share of them come to place themselves under 
the oppressive ‘‘curse of protection” in the 
United Siates; and under free trade the num- 
ber of paupers has swoilen to more than twelve 
hundred thousand, as asceriained by the num- 
ber found in the unions on a holiday, the first 
day of the year, which process showed as the 
Government has shown jess than one third of 
that number in 1842, butthirty years ago. Tiet 
is not the real number who reach pauperiem 
during the year; for the census of the work- 
house is taken ou the Ist of January, a holiday, 
and the number of paupers found on that day 
is what is given to the world. 

Mr. William Hoyle, a manufacturer of Man- 
chester, observing that the annual report was 
imperfect and delusive, went to his own, the 
Bury union, and had a report made of the 
number of paupers that had been in that union 
duringthe year. The authorities had reported 
but a little over four thousand. They had, 
sir, reported but eleven vagrants. But what 
was the result of Mr. Hoyle’s investigation? 
During the year of which that report was 
made there had been received as paupers in 
that union more than fifteen thousand people, 
and though its officers had reported but eleven 
vagrants, there had been more than fifteen 
thousand four hundred received.* 


* As the Globe is not published on Monday, I am 
able to append as notes a few passages which I 
would have quoted, had the books from which they 
are taken been. at hand. The following is from a 
thoughtful book by William Hoyle, of Manchester, 
which was’ published in 1870, entitled “Our National 


Free trade a blessing to the people of Eng- 
land! Why, all her philanthropists deplore 
the fact that the small holding of land is dis- 
appearing, that the small workshop which 
might have grown-to be a factory, is being 
absorbed by the monopolizing capitalist. The 
laborers flee from the blessings free trade con- 
fers upon them. in England, that they may not 
go down in drunkenness and destitution to 
unhonored graves, leaving no mourner to drop 
a tear over their release from the miseries 
inflicted upon them by the governing classes, 
who look only to the interests of the consumer, 
and take the very life blood from the operative 
in every depariment of productive industry. 

Let us look at the facts. Where does Eng- 
land get her door-frames, her doors, her win- 
dow-trames, and her window-sashes? Go look 
at St. Thomas’s Hospital, the last noble build- 
ing erected by private munificence and Gov- 
ernment aid in the city of London, and inqnire 
where each door and door-frame, each window- 
frame aud sash came from, and you will learn 
that they came ready made from Norway. 

On the 4:h of Jnly last my distinguished 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] wrote 
me from London. His letrer was brief, and I 
ean recall most of it. Among other things he 
said that having become somewhat familiarly 
acquaiuted with an intelligent workingman, a 
leader of his class, he had asked him how 
the experiment of free-trade was working. 
“ Fatally for us, was the reply, as reported 
by Mr. Hoar; ‘we begin to see how terrible 
a mistake it was for the working classes. 
Sir, in Pimlico alone I knew about eight 


| present population of the United Kingdom (1869) is 


hundred men who made decent livings by cut- 
ting lath ; but now all our laths are imported 
ready-cut from Norway, and most of those 
men are either on the poor rates or are earn- 
ing @ precarious living by doing jobs. ‘he 
few who were able to have emigrated.” He 


30,838,210; of these 1,281,651 are returned as paupers, 
and 6,692 as vagrants. 

“The following table will show, the 
continued increase in our pauperism. _ 
number of paupers in the United Kingdom from 


radual and 


Resources, and How They Are Wasted:” ‘The |! 1860 to.1870, inclusive: k 

Year. ee Scotland, Treland. Total. 
851,020 | 114,209 44,929 1,010,158 
890,423 117,118 50,683 1,058,219 
946,166 118,928 59,541 1,124,635 
1,142,624 120,284 66,228 1,329.136 
1,009,293 120,705 68,135 1,198,129 
971,423 121,394 69,217 1,162,044 
920,344 119,608 65,057 1,105,009 
958,824 121,169 68,650 1,148,643 
1,034,823 H 128,976 < 12,925 1,236,724 
1,039,549 | 128,339 74,745 1,242,633 

1,079,391 | - 73,921 - 


“The Government returns as to pauperism and 
vagrancy do not, however, by any means represent 
the extent of these two evils. They give the num- 
ber of paupers on the books on the Ist day of Jan- 
nary, and the number of vagrants who apply for 
jodging or casual relief on the same day; but this, 
but very imperfectly portrays the pauperism, &c., 
of the country. According to this method of reckon- 
ing, if a man becomes chargeable to the union on 
the 2d of January, and comes off again on the 31st 
of December, he is not counted, though he has been 
receiving relief during the whole year, except two 
days. The statistics of the poor law board give 
the number of paupersand vagrantsrelieved on one 
day, (which is what they profess to do.) but it does 
not give the number of persons who get relief as 
paupersand vagrauts during the year, Thisis the 
idea generally received, but it is erroneous. 

“Tn order to get the number of persons who re- 
ceived relief during 1869, we must multiply 1,281,651 
by 33, which gives 4,465,778. This, then, is the real 
number of persons who were chargeable as pau- 
pers, at one time or another, during that year, 
or nearly one in seven of the entire population. 
‘Admitting that a considerable number of these 
might be persons who applied twice or three times 
over during the -year, it would still leave us about 
one in every ten of the population as having been 
paupers during the course of the year. 

“The Government returnsin reference to vagrancy 
are even more imperfect and uusatisfactory than 
the pauper returns. I have not been able to obtain 
any nitional figures to illustrate this, but it will 
be sufficiently manifest if I give the statistics in 


reference to one union, the Bury union, in which I 
reside. 

‘The following table gives the number of paupers 
and vagrants returned to the poor law board, Jan- 
uary 1, 1870, and published in their report as repre- 
senting the pauperism and vagrancy in the Bury 
union, the population of which, in 1861, was 101,142: 
Paupers 4,372 
Vagrants..... u 

"The actual number of cases of paup m and 
vagraney during the year ending March, 1870, in the 
Bury union was as follows: 

Number of cases of paupers relieved 15,012 
Nomber of cases of vagrants relieved 15,474 


“These returns corroborate the figures given by 
Mr. Purdy in reference to the pauperism of the 
country; and they show that if the total cases of 
yagraney during. the year were given, it would, 
bumericaiy, be equal or greater than the number 
of paupers. 

“No doubta very large number of the vagrant 
cases are from among the paupers, and in a large 
proportion of the cases the same. parties apply sev- 
eral times over in the same union, and also at differ- 
ent unions; still, it shows that there is a very large 
class of our population who have no fixed dwelling- 
place: they move about. getting a living by begging 
or stealing or by imposition upon the public, as may 
be most convenient. Adding this class to the pau- 
per class, it revealsan amount of destitution and 


| demoralization in the country that is perfectly ap- 


palling,-and that isa lasting disgrace to our civiliza- 
| tion and Christianity.” ‘ 


t gives the 


then pointed to St. Thomas's Hospital and 


mentioned the facts to which I have referred; 
and added, ‘‘ Sir, but for the fact that. the 
bricklayers’ union would not permit. men to 
lay foreign bricks in Londen, the very bricks 
‘of that building wonld have been brought from 
Belgium, where they had been contracted for."". 
Has free trade blessed these working- people ?: 
But let us. proceed... Where does Kng-, 
land go for her knit. goods—she whom: the. 
gentleman from Indiana says free trade has. 
made foremost of nations and the mistress of; 
thesea? Sir, England was foremost among the 
nations and mistress of the seas a good while. 
before 1842, when the abstract theories of 
speculative philosophers vanquished the expe- 
rience of ages, and abandoning the protective: 
principle she adopted free trade. ` Sbe has: 
more competition now among nations, ‘and. 
more competition for supremacy upon tie sea 
than she has experienced at any time since., 
Sir George Downing gave old Noll Cromwell 
the uavigation laws, which probibited: the im- 
portation into England or her colonies any 
production of any portion of her widely ex- 
tended empire in aay other than an Euglish 
bottom. When that law went into effect the 
cross of St. George supplanied the broom of 
Van Tromp, and Hollaud ceased to be the mis- 
tress of the seas. From that.time England 
reigned mistress of the sea till during the 
existence of our tariff of 1842, andfor a few 
years after its repeal we were competing: with 
her.. And now France, protective France, 
and Germany, protective Germany, are com- 
peting with her, as we soon: shall be if free 
trade does not prevail and destroy our ship» 
ards and our ability to produce at conven: 
ient points American iron with which to build 
ships. ; ; 
But I have digressed. Let me answer my 
question. She goes to Sweden. for her. knit 
goods. That ckarlatan who aspires to the 
ttle of friend of the working-people,. Mr. 
Mundella, the member of Parliament who 
recently came over here to lecture us into 
adopting free trade, is a leading manufacturer 
of knit goods.. Does he. pay his constituents 
even liberal English wages for producing his 
goods? No, sir; but while the English oper- 
atives starve around ‘him, he ‘goes to. Sweden, 
where wages are lower, to get his work done,* 
Hard as this is upon the oppressed. and. suf 
fering laborers of Great Britain, it js very.well 
for us, and will continue to be so as long as:we 
shall defend and protect the higher wages of onr 
operatives by an adequate tarif. Such of the 
working-people who are thus thrown out of em- 
ployment as have not been reduced to a con- 
dition of poverty that preeludes the possibility 
of their emigrating, come to our country to 
earn good wages guarantied by a protective 
tariff, and to enjoy home. and familyand a free 
church as well as free schools for their chil- 
dren. 


*On page 33 of Sir Edward Sullivan’s Protection 
to Native Industry, the following remarks oceur in 
the text anda note: 7 Moe, 

“Those unacquainted with manufacturing indus- 
tries can have no idea of the strength and number 
of the temptations that already exist to induce the 
English manufacturer to remove his capital: and 
enterprise to Prussia, Austria, France, or Belgium, 
Some have already done so, and if the present. con 
dition of affairs continues, many more will do so.t 
It will become a necessity of their existence. They 
will then have two markets to manipulate—the Hng- 
lish, where they are admitted duty: tree, and their 
own foreign market, where they are protected.” 


t There is some little difficulty in reconciling 
the conflicting statements of those manufatturers 
who bave started f:.ctories abroad; for. instance, 
‘Mr. Mundella, M. P. for Nottingham, has.on two 
separate occasions elicited cheers by most conflicting 
statements. At the cduealional conference, he'd at 
Manchester, January 18, 1863, he said that ‘bis 
firm employed seven hundred people in Saxony, and 
that they could all read- and write.’ [Loud cheers.] 
A few weeks ago he stated that only five per cont. 
of his work was done in Saxony, ninety-five per 
cent. in England. [Loud cheers.] It: becomes a 
simple rule of three sum, if it takes seven hundred 
people to do five per cent, of his work, how many 


willittake to do ninety-five per cent.? Answer, thire 
teen thousand three hundred”? 
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Again, let me ask, where does England go 
for much of her paper, her printing, and many 
of her books? Not to London. She was 
publishing ‘almost as largely as-she is. this 
year when her compositors, to the number of 
five thousand indiondon ‘alone, were without 
work, and: were-sustained by private charity. 
What were the sufferings of the skilled work- 
men of England to her capitalists? Did they 
not pay: poor-rates to maintain work-houses, 
and was uot this their whole duty? Yes, so 
at’ least: they thought, and they went to Bel- 
giùm for their paper, their. stereotyping, their 
printing, and their binding, The wages of 
Belgium being so much lower than those of 
England, she let: her own people starve, and 
broke up ‘almost the last industry of Ireland, 
~ the manufacture of paper, by going to Belgium 
for cheap books. 

Where ate the three hundred and more 
copper mines in Cornwall and Devonshire 
alone, whichin 1866 employed seven thousand 
men in mining? The late Sir Roderick Mur- 
chison is my authority for saying that the im- 
portation, duty free, of the cheap surface ores 
of Chili and Peru closed more than three hun- 
dred drifts and tarned adrift. more than seven 
thousand skilled miners. Do yon think those 
mea, bred to copper-mining irom early boy- 
hood. in’ the beautifal counties of Cornwall 
and Devon, with their families about them, 
living humbly, it is true, but living by their 
labor, -hailed free trade as a blessing when 
turned from home and they and their girls and 
boys huddled with the pauper herd in the 
work‘house? The gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kerr, ] being only a consumer and want- 
ing cheap goods, may say ‘‘ As we arenot the 
keepers of our brethren, that is not our busi- 
ness ;’’ but, sir, the laboring man of this coun- 
try will regard it as worthy of his consider- 
ation and will declare by his vote that he does 
not want any such “‘ blessings” as free trade 
is bestowing upon the working classes of 
England.  * : 

But what further blessings has free trade in 
store forthe ‘toilers of the British islands? 
Sir; within ‘six: months greedy capital—for | 
will not dispute with the gentleman about the 
greediness of capital—has. begun a work which 
must result in the speedy closing of many of 
the iron-ore beds of England, Ireland, Scot- 
land, and Wales. I have in my possession, 
but unhappily not here, the prospectuses (with 
the like-of which London teems at this day) 
of iton- ore importing companies. The cheap 
copper of Chili and Peru has operated admir- 
ably, the English manufacturers getting. it, 
mined as itis by unpaid peons, at much less 
than they used to pay per ton for copper mined 
by native miners from their own mines. Alas 
for the miners, where are they? But why 
should statesmen who have not the right to 
protect their people by a defensive duty pause 
to consider the condition or fate of such poor 
creatures? English capitalists now propose to 
buy.on the Mediterranean and other parts near 


the coast of Spain—indeed they have bought— | 


immense bodies of land containing inexhaust- 
ible deposits of iron ore, said by these pros- 
pectuses to'be equal to the best Cumberland 
ore. ‘They state that wages in Spain are lower 
even than in Belgium, and that the ore can be 
mined, transported,'and laid down near the 
iron-works of England at a lower cost than the 
good ores of Cumberland can be-mined for at 
Hnglish wages and ttansported by rail or water 
to the same points. 

~ Letthem goon, Let them thus force an emi- 
gration to this country of a hundred thousand 
skilled workers in iron, miners ‘and smelters, 
and they will, if the gentleman from Indiana 
cannot succeed by the repeal of the tariff in 
forcing wages down to a point that. will pre- 
clade. the possibility of our working-people 
consuming the: products of the field, orchard 
and dairy as freely as they now do, make’ the 
gentleman's own State so rich that he will feel 
that a tale of magic has been told by time; 


=— 


attract by our better wages a hundred thousand 
people from the coal and iron regions of Eng- 
land, put them in the coal regions of Indiana, 
and you will add fivefold or tenfold to the value 
of every acre of farm-land in the State. You 
will build villages in what are now waste places, 
and transform what are now villages into cities. 
The gentleman himself will be lost in wonder 
at the marvels rising around him in a country 
that has wisdom enough to protect its laborers 
against fatal competition and develop its own 
exhaustless and infinitely diversified resources. 

No, sir, England has not found free trade 
a blessing. The last census shows that the 
rate at which her population increases has 
already been greatly diminished; and if they 
will only open plenty of iron mines in Spain, 
and close those of England, where mining and 
handling the ore would cost them more, he 
who lives to read the census of 1881 wijil 
find written on every page of the statistics of 
population palpable proof of free trade Eng- 
land’s rapid decadence. 

I happen to ‘have with. me a copy of the 
English tariff, which the gentleman presents as 
a model which we cannot too speedily copy, 
together. with a presentation of one year’s 
results. A more infamous piece of legisla- 
tion was never planned by the cunning of 
greedy capitalists. Itis the work of heartless 
eupidity. 

The English tariffhas two objects, sir; the first 
is to tax every import of which the laborer is 
a special consumer, and to admit free of duty 
everything that the governing classes of the peo- 
ple require. Thatisone of its objects. The 
other is to tax two of the leading agricultural 

roducts of the United States. The English 
aborer and small farmer know two kinds of 
fruit, and two only—raisinsand dried currants. 
These even: the poor, before they approach too 
nearly to pauperism, enjoy in their Christmas 
pudding; and the better class of laborers enjoy 
them on Sunday at intervals throughout the 
year. The aristocracy enjoy white grapes, and 
figs, and prunes, and nuts, and indeed every 
variety of imported fruit. Does the English 
tariff touch either class? Yes, sir; the cur- 
rants and raisins of the laboring man pay a 
duty of seven shillings per hundred weight; 
but the luscious fruits of the aristocracy, the 
grapes of France and Italy, the figs of Smyrna, 
the prunes of the world, the banana, and all 
those things which beautify and grace the 
tables of the aristocracy, are admitted free of 
duty. Would the gentleman have us copy sach 
features as these? 

The English laboring man enjoys tea when- 
ever he can afford to get it, and being—I was 
going to say ninety-nine hundredths of the 
community, but I will not go-so far as that; I 
will say ninety per cent. of the community— 
to tax tea is to tax him. Consequently tea is 
taxed threepence a pound. Coffee for the aris- 
tocracy is taxed but‘three or fourpence per 
pound, while chickory, its substitute, for the 
poor man is taxed £1 6s 6d per hundred. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not correct about the amount of 
those taxes; but I presume he can make the 
correction when he gets to his room. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana will not attempt to correct these figures, 
for [ read from the tariff of Great Britain and 
Ireland, published by the American Free-T'rade 
League, Nos. 67 and 69 William street, New 

ork, 

Mr. KERR. Ido not think the gentleman 
followed the amounts as stated in the pam- 
phlet which he holds in his hand. I have no 
doubt, however, he will get them all right 
when he comes to publish his speech. 

Mr. KELLEY, Although my eyes are some- 
what dim to-day, I think I have quoted them 
accurately. f 

Now, Mr. Speaker, chiccory, the substitute 
for coffee used by the poor, is; as I have said, 
taxed £1 Gs. 6d. per hundred, while coffee is 
taxed three or four cents per pound, Tea-is 


taxed sixpence per pound, whether it be the 
costliest article used by the wealthy or the 
poorest stuff the laborer is able to buy. 

Let us look at wine. The wine of the small 
tradesman, costing one or two. shillings at the 
most, brought across the straits from wine-grow- 
ing countries, pays one shilling, while the costly 
wines of the aristocracy, costing from thirty to 
fifty shillings, pay only two shillings and six- 
pence. The framers of this model tariff seem 
to agree with the gentleman from Indiana in 
the opinion that the growers and manufacturers 
of tobacco ought to be made the objects of 
special and inordinate taxation. To accom- 
plish this laudable purpose they strike at the 
poor miner and laboring man who may still 
enjoy his occasional pipe of tobacco. ‘They 
also agree with the gentleman in regarding 
the grain-fields of the West as fit objects for 
heavy special taxation. Tobacco and spirits 
are American productions, and with sagacity, 
quickened by British greed, the framers of 
this model tariff knew that to tax them heavily 
would make our farmers and tobacco-growers 
pay for the privilege of entering. British mar- 
kets. But for the enormous tax upon spirits 
our grain-growing States would be growing 
grain to-day to a much larger extent than now, 
and distilling and exporting it to England. 
English statesmen say ‘America produces to- 
bacco ; the aristocracy preferring brandy, port, 
sherry, and Madeira wines, does not use much 
whisky, and does not use. much tobacco except 
in the form of cigars, because whisky and to- 
bacco are vulgar, inasmuch as they are used by 
the laboring people ;” and, as a consequence, 
while they raise a total of £21,893,713 from 
customs, they collect from whisky and tobacco 
£10,827,382 of it. In other words, more than 
fifty per cent. of England’s customs revenue 
is derived from agricultural productions of 
the United States in the first and simplest 
form of manufacture. 

Mr. KERR. Here tobacco and spirits pay 
eighty millions, and tea and’ coffee less than 
twenty millions. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman says, and 
I do not wish to misrepresent him, that duties 
on articles of the kinds we produce should be 
lower, and those on things which we do not 
produce ought to be higher, and that a fair 
share of our income should be derived from 
internal taxes. This is a summary of his 
philosophy. 

Mr. Speaker, why should the laborers and 
farmers of the United States be taxed $20,000,- 
000 a year forthe privilege of taking a draught 
of tea or coffee with their morning and evening 
meal? Why should this be, I ask? That is 
included in the gentleman’s proposition, Why, 
sir, should the American people be taxed 
$2,250,000 a year for the privilege of lighting 
their homes, workshops, factories, churches, 
and public halls with illuminating gas? Why 
should they pay $2,500,000 per annum for the 
privilege of using American-made friction 
matches? Why tax every man two cents who 
by a check draws upon. his own funds in 
the bank to which he has confided them for safe 
keeping? Why draw from the American people 
$90,000,000 a year. for the privilege of using 
two or three of the productions of their own 
fields when slightly advanced by manufacture, 
such as tobacco, grain, and hops? Why unite. 
with Great Britain in endeavoring to check the 
growth of the agricultural interests of Amer- 
ica by imposing inordinate and corrupting 
taxes on tobacco and spirits? I cannot see 
ihe philosophy of it, nor do I believe the gen- 
tleman will be able to make the American 
people see it. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Does the gentle- 
man see the philosophy 

Mr. KELLEY. . I am now replying to one 
gentleman, and I do not undertake to fight two 
without some notice and training. The gen- 
tleman from New York will. have ample time 
on some other occasion to air his philosophy, 
if he has any. >. - 
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Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I wished to ask 
the gentleman, does he see the philosophy of 
imposing high duties on wool and other raw 
materials of our manufacturing industry? 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to be interrupted; 
for lam following a current of thought which 
will answer very well for the presentation of 
ray views, and I do not want to be diverted 
from it by the ingenuity.of any lieutenant of 
the gentleman who has opencd the war on the 
wages of American labor. Ir ay, however, say 
in passing that I recognize mutton as whole- 
some food, with which I would keep the mar- 
ket well supplied; and wool-growing as an 
important national interest that should be 
well protected and fully developed. 

If the purchasing power of English wages is, 
as the gentleman froin Indiana asserts, so much 
greater than it is in America, why do so many 
English skilled laborers come to this coun- 
try? Why do no American laborers migrate to 
England? Sir, a gentleman who was yester- 
day before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the mayor of the city of Cambridge, Massachu- 
setts, Mr. Houghton, of the firm of Hurd & 
Houghton, told us he had gone to England to 
get workmen, when his office had yielded its 
able-bodied men to the war; and he found 

” there the best compositors so poor that they 
were not able to pay their passage and come 
with him. And he told. us, further, that he 
found in London ove poor compositor from 
Indiana, who having saved something here, had 

one over there to see the world, and who hav- 
ing exhausted his American earnings had found 
his wages so small that he had been unable to 
save enough to pay his passage home, although 
he had been working steadily for more than 
two years. He begged Mr. Houghton to bring 
him to this country, where, according to the 
gentleman. from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] the 
wages received have not the same purchasing 

ower as those he had been earning in Eng- 
and. How, if this assertion be truc, was he 
to repay the passage-moncy to be advanced ? 

This theory is-a mere fiction, sir, and those 
who assert it cannot adduce any facts which 
supportit. Indeed, they maintain their system 
of political economy in sublime indifference to 
the iessons of history and the course of cur- 
rent facts. You may bring to a man’ pos- 
sessed, as the gentleman from Indiana is, with 
a conviction of the correctness of his abstract 

theories all the facts in the world, and he will 
answer them with the remark of the French 
philosopher, who, when told that his philoso- 
phy did not agree with the facts of the case, 
answered, ‘‘So much the worse, then, for the 
facts.” You will not find an English working- 
man in America who will not tell you that the 
purchasing power of current American wages 
is vastly greater than that even of the recently 
advanced rates paid in England. An Eng- 
lish silk-weaver told the Committee of Ways 
and Means a few days ago that he had been 
at work in Macclesfield before the reciprocity 
treaty which closed the silk factories in that 
town was concluded between France and Eng- 
land, and that he was now at work at the same 
branch of business in Paterson; New Jersey, 
in a factory employing the looms on which he 
had worked in Macclesfield. When asked to 
compare the wages he received then and now, 
he answered thus: ‘Sir, I can now save 
more in a year, and have done ‘it for years 
past, than the whole of the earnings of my 
labor amounted to in a year in England.” 
Yes, sir, that man’s net savings, the net re- 
sults. of his labor after all his expenses of 
living are provided for, are greater than his 
whole earnings were in England; and he now 
enjoys his meat every day as all American work- 
men do, instead of only once a week as very 
many skilled English mechanics do. who are 
comparatively prosperous. Yes, sir, while 
enjoying a more generous diet and educating 
his children an American silk weaver can save 
‘more in the course of a year than the total 
amount of the gross wages he could earn in 


England. But-what are facts like these to those | 


who have implicit faith in the inspired wisdom 
of the teachings of free-trade revenue reform! 

May God forbid, sir, that in the parsuit of 
cheapness we should reduce the women and 
girls of America to the condition of those of 
Belgium'and the Zollverein, and may He, in 
His mercy, forever prevent any portion of the 
children and women of America from being 
reduced to the condition of those of Stafford- 
shire and other parts of England. 

Sir, have you read.the little book of George 
Smith, of Coalville, Leicestershire, England, 
entitled ‘The Cry of the Children from the 
Brick-Yards of England?” It is the most 
thrilling and loathsome story of English in- 
humanity and suffering that I have read for 
years; no fiction parallels it. It shows that 
children, girls in the fourth year of their age, 
are not too young to be employed in making 
the pottery-wares and bricks of England.* 
And Mr. Smith’s story is corroborated by the 
venerable Elihu Burritt and correspondents of 
leading English journals, whose statements are 
embodied in his book. 

Boys and girls above twelve years of age are 
often required to walk over twenty miles a 
day, carrying from six to nine tons of wet clay 
half the distance. The distance walked and the 
weight carried are easily ascertained. They 
walk from.acertain bank to a certain table; and 
the amount of clay worked by the men or 
women they supply tells the weight they carry, 
and the number of loads they carry determines 
the distance traveled. And for what do they 
thus labor? A few pence a day,f the best 
workers (the adults) getting but from one to 
three shillings a day. 1 commenéthe book to 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Kerr,} and ask him whether, in addition 
to turning girls and women into the ore banks 


*“Tn our brick-fields and brick-yards there are 
from twenty to thirty thousand children, from as 
low asthree and four, up to sixteen and seventeen, 
undergoing a bondage of toil and a horror of evil 
training?’ — T'he Cry, &e., pago 8. , 

_" The yards we have visited aro under the direc- 
tion of managers who let out the work of making 
bricks to men at per thousand. These men, who, it 
may be stated, are on what is termed ‘piece work,’ 
(that is, get as much as they can earn,) are stationed 
at large tables where they make the bricks; and on 
each sido of them troops of boys and girls, ranging 
from eight years of age to eighteen, some three parts 
and others half naked, while the rest are as ragged 
as robbins. Phe children get four shillings a week, 
work as hard as they may. There they stand silent 
and still, like the warriors of Roderick Dhu, until 
the signal is given to commence. Then off they go. 
First, onc ragged, semi-nude contingent runs wildly 
down an inclined plane into the dark and mir, 
bowels of the earth, where, with a sort of clongate 
cheese-knife, they slice out about fifty pounds of clay 
each, and in single file return with their lumps of 
dirt upon their heads. Some march nimbly along, 
while the smaller ones, the little girls, with short 
skirts and bare legs, trudge along more slowly. Ar- 
rived at the table, they bow their heads, and the clay 
isdeposited before the oger, who, with nimble hands, 
fashions it into those square lumps called bricks. 
It is then that the other coptingent, in all respects 
like the sister brigade, commence their part of the 
work, trotting briskly to the spot allotted for the 
reception of their burden. And so the ball goes on. 
No cessation, no shirking, no stopping for breath, 
and wo betide the discradled youngster who falters 
or delays. At him the oger at the boardshies a luinp 
ofclay. As the day wears on their mareh is slower ; 
their heads sink slightly between the shoulders; 
their faces and foreheads are besmeared with clay; 
their hair is matted, and their logs and arms become 
of the color of the clay they carry.” —The Weekly 
Dispatch, London, quoted on page 37 of the Cry, Če. 


+‘‘Asa further proof of the severe and extremely 
heavy nature of the toil undergone by the children, 
I would submit to your inspection a Jump of solid 
clay, weighing forty-three pounds. This, in a wet 
state, was taken a few days ago from off the head of 
achild nineyears of age, who had daily to walk a 
distance of twelve and a half miles, half that dis- 
tance being traversed while carrying this heavy 
burden. The distance and weights are arrived atin 
this way: the workman makes, on an average, three 
thousand bricks per day, the whole weighing about 
twelve tous; the whole of which has to be carried by 
two children only, the distance from the clay heap to 
the brick-maker’s table being thirty-five yards. 
This shows that each child has to travel six miles 
and a quarter with forty-three pounds of clay on his 
head, and six miles and a quarter back to the clay 
heap. ‘The clay was taken from the child, and the 
calculation made by me, in the presence of both 
master and mon. 


and. coal mines of Indiana in order to obtain: 
cheap iron and steel, he will also take infanis,. 
too young for schools, and employ them. in the. 
drudgery of American potteries. and brick». 
yards; for if heis going to burden our. indus” 
tries with a permanent system of internal taxes, 
and contend with England and the continent for 
cheapness, these consequences are all involved. * 
. Now, sir, if a tariff-and tax law should be. 
adopted such as the gentleman’s speech fore- 
shadows, the period of 1870-80 would repro-. 
duce with enormous aggravation. all the bank- 
ruptey and ruin, all the. sorrow and. misery 
experienced by the American people in 1857— 
1860, in 1884-40, and.in 1817-20. Those 
three periods are memorable as. periods of 
profound distress and widespread ruin in this 
country. The prevalence of the opinions.of 
the gentleman from Indiana would, Í reiterates. 
inaugurate almost instanter such an era. What. 
would beits process and successivesteps? Let 
me hastily indicate some of them. i 
First, let us look at its effects upon capi- - 
tal. I have heard that nothing is so timid ag 
$500,000, unless it be $1,000,000. Capital is 
proverbially timid. The scale on which. our 
leading industries are now conducted requires 
capital to inaugurate them. Announce that 
you intend to maintain a system of internal 
taxes, with the high duties now imposed on tea 
and coffee, and to repeal the duties which are 
the only possible defense of the high wages 
now received by our working people; that you 
are going to make our operatives compete with 
the low wages and long hours of foreign lands, 
and yet to tax their tea, coffee, and other articles 
of food which we must import, and their spirits, 
beer, tobacco, &c., and capitalists will say, 
‘í There is no use in opening mines or ore 
banks now. This law will compel employers 
to reduce wages or close their works. It will 


“OF course the natural results ensue. Ignorance 
and immorality prevail to a fearful extent among 
the workmen and children so employed. How 
could it be otherwise? All goodness and purity 
seem to become stamped out of these. people, 
and were I to relate what could be related, the 
whole country would become sickened and horri- 
fied.’ — From a paper read by Mr. George Smith at 
the Social Seience Congress, Neweastle-upon~ Tyne, 
September, 1870. : tei 


“ A writer who visited the difforent brick-making 
_establishments of the district estimates that: fev-, 
enty-five per cent. of the persons employed are 
females, and perhaps two thirds of these-are yoang 
girls from nine to twelve years of age.. We saw one 
set of these hands at work at the molding bench, and 
watched with special interest the several parts they 
performed. A middle-aged woman, as we took her 
to be, from some dress indications of her sex, was 
standing at the bench, butter-stick in hand. Ap- 
parently she bad on only a single garment, reaching 
to her feet. But this appearance may: have. come 
from her clothes being so bespattered and weighted 
with wet clay that they adhered so closely to: her 
person that it was as fully developed through them 
as the female form of some marble statues through 
the thin drapery in which they are clad. by the 
sculptor. Sbe wore a turban on her head, of the 
same color; for only one color or consistency was 
possible at her work. The only thing feminino in 
her appearance was a pair of ear-drops she wore ag 
a token of her sex and of its tastes under any cir- 
cumstances. With two or three molds she formed 
the clay dough into loaves with wonderful tact.and 
celerity. With a dash, splash, and a blow one was 
perfectly shaped. One little girl then took it away 
and shed it out upon the drying-floor with the great- 
est precision to. keep the rows in perfect line. 
Another girl, a little older, brought the clay to the 
bench. This wasaheavier task, and we watched her 
appearance and movements ‘very closely. Sho was 
a girl apparently about thirteen. Washed, and 
well clad, and with a little sportive life in her. she 
would have been almost pretty in face and form, 
But though there was some color inher cheeks, it 
was the flitting flush of exhaustion, She moved in 
ə kind of swaying, sliding way, as if musclo and 
joint did not fit and act together naturally. She 
first took up a mass of the cold elay, weighing about 
twenty-five pounds, upon ker head, and while bal- 
ancing it there, she squatted to the heap without 
bending her body, and took up a mass of equal 
weight with both hands, against. her stomach, and 
with the two burdens. walked about a rod and de- 
posited them on the molding bench. No wonder, 
we thought, that the color in her cheeks was an 
unhealthy flush: With a mass of cold clay held 


| against her stomach, and bending under another on 


her head, for ten or twelve hours ina day, it seemed 
a marvel that there could be any red blood in, her 
veins at all.’-- Walks in the Black Country, by Elihu 


Burritt. 
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invite an immense increase of imports and con- 
sequently compel a reduction of domestic pro- 
duction: ` The coal of Indiana is doubtless very 
superior, and it lies very near to the ores of 
Missouri, and is quite aecessible to those of 
Michigan; but we will wait until this tide of 
free trade -has brought about ruin, and we can 
buy in: cheaply at forced. sales, and when pov- 
erty will also compel men to work for lower 
wages; thea we may go. into basiness with a 
prospéct of success.” The mere consideration 
of such a scheme is already checking enter- 
prise, and to enact it into a law would com- 
pletely paralyze it. 

Those who are old enough to remember 
1857-60, and preéminently those who -can 
remember - 1834-40, as E can, when for nine 
months I walked the streets of my native city, 
and would have been glad to earn a half a 
dollar on any day, and could find no man who 
could give me work or wages, though I en 
joyed the reputation of being a quick and 
skilful workman; it was the first year of 
freedom from my indentures, and L grieved 
tbat I had not come: into the world one year 
later than [had done, that the home of the 
worthy gentleman to whom [ had been in- 
dentured- might have sheltered me during 
those terrible months; keenly do I still re- 
member the agony I endured at finding that 
with manhood I had become a cbarge upon 
members of my family, who cheerfully sup- 
plied my simple wants and kept me from 
despair—those, I say, who can remember 
the eras referred to, who are now in business, 
will be admonished by the passage of such a 
law to take in sail. No new hands will be 
employed, or new enterprises entered upon. 
The immigrant coming here will find himself 
idle, and the: tide of immigration will ebb. 
Gradually the people in employment will be 
‘discharged, as cheap goods from Belgium, 
France, the Zollverein, and Great Britain 
crowd the more costly domestic goods out of 
the market. I query, sir, whether the mechanics 
‘of the United States will call that system which 
deprives them of a market for their skill and 
RR the only property they have to sell, free 
‘trade. 

And then, what? Then will begin contrac- 
tion, sir, contraction such as Congress could not 


inaugurate by direct financial legislation. And’ 


why? During the last eleven years, under a 
protective tariff, with the duties increased by 
the difference between paper and gold, our 
industries have expanded, and the increased 
cost of articles to the consumer has largely 
gone in increase of wages to the laborer. Our 
laborers are. not indolent, or dissolute, or 
drunken. They know the value of home. 
They cherish wife and children. They dream 
of leaving behind them a little home in which 
‘the widow and orphan children shall be domi- 
ciled after the dread summoner shall have 
called them hence. And to secure this they 
make timely provision. Go to the savings 
banks of New England, New York, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, or of the western States, 
where cheap lands tempt to that. form of invest- 
ment, and you will find that the amount de- 
posited by our laborers is more than the entire 
volume ef greenbacks. It is now invested by 
the savings banks in bonds and mortgages on 
real estate, in: Government loans, and the 
loans. of corporate companies. If those depos- 
its should be withdrawn, as they must be when 
an influx of cheap foreign goods shall deprive 
our laborers of work, mortgages must be called 
in, bonds must be sold, and the commercial 
classes. simultaneously called upon for heavy 
payments, and deprived of usual bank accom- 
modations, will feel the effects. ‘These work- 
ing men have on deposit nearly four hundred 
million dollars. Compel them by throwing 
them into idieness to draw upon their reserve, 
to eat up their deposits, and where will your 


capitalist or your business men get the money | 
With which to conduct business, or find a pay- | i 
ing market for heavy importations ? Congress || moval of disabilities, &e. 


cannot by any other means compet such a con- 
traction of the currency as would be felt in one 
year if it should deprive the laboring people 
of work in the mines, factories, forges, and 
furnaces of this country, and throw them upon 
their deposits in the savings banks. 

The gentleman from Indiana may say his 
bill does not involve such consequences. Isay 
that itdoes; and therein I express my opinion 
honestly as he expresses his. And asa proof 
of the correctness of my position I cite expe- 
rience of the periods to which I have re- 
ferred. I cite lreland as a perpetual witness, 
and Turkey as another. India furnishes per- 
haps stili more striking proof that free trade 
is but another name for British monopoly. Tre- 
land has enjoyed free trade, and what is she? 
Whereare her eight millions of people? In 1840 
they were happy upon the green isle. Ah, sir, 
one million went to the grave from starvation 
and diseases resulting from inadequate food ; 
and other millions have fled, and the takers of 
the last. census found little more than five mil 
lions of them upon the island. Turkey! Why, 
sir, the system under which Turkey has been 
made the sick man of Europe, and is keptin 
a condition which allows no convalescence, is ! 
tender to her people compared with that which 
the gentleman from Indiana would inflict upon 
us. Turkey imposes eight per cent. taxes on 
her products and levies eight per cent. pro- 
tective duties ; and there she is, the hopeless 


dependent of Great Britain, who has shaped 


her legislation for half a century. The gen- 
tleman, not content with eight per cent. pro- 
tective duties, would maintain $140,000,000 
of internal taxes, would impose high duties 
on every element of life and manufacture that 
we cannot produce, and would reduce to a 
‘revenue standard,” as he calls it, the duties 
‘on all things that.we do produce, In his own 
emphatic language, he would ‘ protect noth- 
ing;’’ no, sir, not even the right of the Amer- 
ican laborer to home and food! 

I find that I have trespassed very far upon 
the patience of those who have done me the 
honor to listen to me at this late hour of the 
day; and I shall not go further except to say 
to the gentleman that if it be true that the duiy 
on coal, which produces $500,000 a year, im- 
poses, as he says it does, a tax of $18.000,000 
on the people, there is a worse hardship im- 
posed upon the miners of that coal and other 
laborers who are taxed by the duties on agri- 
cultural products; for I find. by examiuing 
the tables that in order to get $1,055,295 80 
into the Treasury by duties on wheat, rye, 
oats, Indian corn, barley, buckwheat, and 
potatoes, we pay to the farmers, according to 
the gentleman's theory, (I deny the theory in 
toto, and denounce it as false, fallacious, 
delusive.) a bonus on those seven articles of 
$179,336,851 87. How could the gentleman’s 
argument be more effectually reduced to an 
absurdity? The correctness of my figures is 
shown by the following table: à 


ha 
Table showing the amount of imports and domestic products consumed in the United States in 


the fiscal year 1869, with duties and amounts 
bounties paid to the farmer. 


paid into the Treasury, with the amount of 
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Articles, | euusptiog’wien rafo] Meme, [Averege] Beyonye, | amount paid 

duties added, countries. consumed. duty. |.Government. | tO ars pos 
Wheat.......sccorcess $222,008,181 20 | $1,270,588 35 $220,540,861 “155 $196,781 35 $34,183,833 45 
BG wesvacesastares 21,934,562 55 97,080 10 21,821,337 163 16,145 45 8,655,073 94 
Oats... ETEA 137,187,143 63 119,630 27 187,041,222 213 26,291 36 29,806,465 78 
Indian corn......... 651,783,064 85 72,254 00 651,711,981 12} 8,828 85 79,835,817 67 
Barley .....cscce seese 29,989,129 29 5,873,139 61 23,341,719 113 774,270 68 2,684,297 68 
Buckwheat. 15,816,925 50 2,418 64 15,814,265 10 241 86 158,142 65 
Potatoes... 71,318,478 71 80,396 46 71,200,295 403 32,785 25 29,014,120 20 
Total... essere cee - - - - $1,055,295 80 |$179,336,851 37 


A tax for the benefit of the farmer of $4 65 on each inhabitant; $27 50 on a family of'six persons. 


I now leave the question till the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means shall have reported a 
bill. The gentleman and I will then ‘‘meet at 
Philippi.” 

Mr. DUELL moved that the House do now 
adjourn, . 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees; 

By Mr. HALDEMAN: A petition of 70 
soldiers of the late war, from Pennsylvania, 
praying $8 834 per month during the war, and 
also for the privilege of entering ove hundred 
and sixty acres of land, under the act approved 
July 25, 1870, without cultivation and settle- 
ment. i 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of J. G. 
Sanborn and others, citizensof Wooster, Ohio, 
praying Congress to place printers’ type upon 
the free list. i 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
James McCollum, of Giles county, and Moses 
White, of Shelby county,- Tennessee, for re- 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday 
last was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COLE. I present the memorial of the 
officers of the Academy of Science of Califor- 
nia, and also of the University of California, 
and of other scientific institutions of that State, 
appealing to Congress to make liberal provis- 
ions for the observation of the transit of Venus 
across the disc of the sun, to take place. in 
December, 1874. They set forth that. other 
nations have already made liberal provision 
for this purpose; and they ask that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may not lag 
behind in an enterprise of this sort. I move 
the reference of the memorial to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of California, in favor of declaring 
San Diego, in that, State, a port of entry ; wbich 
was-referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of five 


l! hundred natives of Ireland, citizens, or having 
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the intention to become citizens of the United 
States, praying that increased protection be 
given to all industries which require it, and 
that in all changes in the tariff the interests 
of domestic industry shall be considered para- 
mount to every other consideration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, late soldiers of. the United 
States Army, praying the passage of an act 
equalizing bounties and modifying the home- 
stead law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Kent county, Maryland, pray- 
ing for the improvement of Worton harbor, in 
that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of 
James McCallum, of Pulaski county, Tennes- 
see, praying for the removal of his political 
disabilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present the petition 
of B. F. Gentry, of Good’s Mill, Rockingham 
county, Virginia, praying the removal of his 
political disabilities. Mr. Gentry says that he 
has sinned against the best Government under 
the sun; that he is deeply penitent, proposes 
to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and pledges his support to the.Repub- 
lican party. He says furthermore that he 
agrees with the Senator.trom Michigan, [Mr. 
CHANDLER, | that a rebel should not be par- 
doned unless he asks for it. He therefore 
asks to be forgiven. I move the reference of 
his petition to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented additional pa- 
pers in the case of the application of the widow 
of William S. Derrick, showing the dates of 
his appointments as acting Secretary of State, 
and when the several appointments expired ; 
-which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims, es 

Mr. PRATT. Ipresent the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of the State of Indiana, late soldiers 
„of the Army of the United States, who ask 
Congress to pass an act giving to all soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who enlisted in the ser- 
vice of the United States for the suppression 
of the late rebellion, and who have been hon- 
orably discharged, and to the heirs of those 
that are deceased, $8 834 per month for the 
entire time served, deducting all Government 
bounty heretofore paid. They also petition 
Congress to amend the twenty-fifth section of 
the act approved July 15, 1870, so as to allow 
soldiers aud sailors to enter the amount of 
land therein allowed, or such amount as may 
be thought proper, without the requirement of 
settlement and cultivation. I move the refer- 
ence of this petition to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PRATT. I also present the proceed- 
ings of a convention of soldiers held in Lafay- 
ette, Indiana, on the 8th of March, 1872, in 
which they adopted sundry resolutions, and 
requested that those resolutions be forwarded 
to the members of Congress from the State for 
presentation. One of these resolutions is: 

“ Resolved, That we earnestly demand that there 
be donated one hundred and sixty acres of land to 
every honorably discharged soldier and seaman, and 
the widows and children of such as may be deceased, 
in jee simple.” 

I move that these. resolutions be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM presented four petitions of 
citizens of Minnesota, Lite soldiers of the Uni- 
ted Siates Army, praying Congress to pass an 
act giving to all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who enlisted in the service of the United States 
for the suppression of the late rebellion, and 
who were honorably discharged, and to the 


heirs of those deceased, $8 38} per month for 


the entire time served, deducting therefrom 
all Government. bounties heretofore received 


by them; which were referred to the Com-: 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of late soldiers 
and sailors of the United States volunteer 
Army and Navy, praying a modification of the 
homestead law, so that the time which the sol: 
dier or sailor served in the Army and Navy of 
the United States, during the war, after two 
years’ actual residence upon his homestead, 
may be deducted from the term of five years’ 
residence which the act now requires before 
he can acquire title thereto; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the petition of 
George Young, late second lieutenant com- 
pany Í, third regiment Missouri volunteer in- 
fantry, praying pay as second lieutenant from 
the date of his commission; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Mount Pleasant, Iowa, in favor of setting 
apart a portion of land in the West as a home 
for the freedmen about Washington city who 
rely upon the Government for support; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, i 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of surviving soldiers of the wars of 
1812 and 1861, for themselves and their com- 
rades, widows and orphans, praying Congress 
to legislate during the present winter so as to 
give pensions to all soldiers of 1812, and their 
widows, without any exceptions; equalize all 
bounties to soldiers of 1861, as to give 
$8 384 per month for every month of service; 
allow without limitation back pensions to time 
of wound or disability to all pensioners of 1861; 
give a land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to every soldier of 1861; estab- 
lish a soldiers’ commission similar to the pro- 
posed labor commission, composed of three 
private soldiers, to inquire into and report 
annually upon the claims and grievances of 
the defenders of the Union. 

The petition was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I presenta large number 
of petitions, numerously signed, all for the 
same object and having the same purpose. I 
ask that one of the petitions, which is very 
short, be read, and then I will send all the 
petitions to the desk and ask that they be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Yo the Senators and Representatives in Congress as- 
sem 

We, the undersigned. citizens of Louisiana, with- 
out regard to race or political antecedents, and to 
the end that a fair and peaceable election may be 
had in said State, at which every citizen may have 
the right to vote just once, and that said vote may 
be fairly counted and returned, do respectfully and 
earnestly petition Congressto extend over theentire 
State of Louisiana the provisions of the act entitled 
* An act to enforce the rights of citizens of the Uni- 
ted States to vote in the several States of the Union, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 28, 1871. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. These petitions 
will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and El-ctions. 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of B. S. 
Kerr, praying tbe passage of an act permitting 
the children of Michael O’Connor 10 receive 
a pension, which is now denied them in con- 
sequence of the neglect of their guardian to 
secure the same within five years; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a petition of citi 
zens of New Hampshire, praying a moditica- 
tion of the Jaws and regulations affecting and 
governing appointments to and removals from 
public offices; the salaries, perquisites, and 
moieties of public officers; and the seizures 
of private books and papers; which was re- 
ferred.to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLE presented the petition of Henry 
Goodrich, late coporal company C, third Cali- 


s 


fornia infantry volunteers,: praying tobe reim- 
bursed for money expended in traveling ex- 
penses from the place of discharge to the place 
of enlistment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : ce 

He also presented the petition of the presi: 
dent, directors, and officers of the First. Na- 
tional Gold Bank of San Francisco, Califor- 
nia, praying the passage of a law authorizing 
the right to use the issues of national. gold 
banks for the payment of duties on imports 
and other coin payments to be made to the 
Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of B. D. 
Wilson and Phineas Banning, of: Wilmington, 
California, praying that the piece of. land 
conveyed by them to the United States, in 
1863, for the accommodation of United States 
troops, may be reconveyed to them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of 
Samuel Davis, of New Trenton, Indiana, 
praying that a pension of fifty dollars per 
month be granted him; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I present a petition 
from Plainwell, Michigan, signed by about 
two hundred persons, praying for the passage 
of the bill known as the Chicago relief bill. 
They state that a remonstrance had been‘ cirs 
culated there in opposition to the passage of 
such a bill; but on understanding what‘ the 
bill was, believing that lumber should be fur 
nished at fair rates, and that the people of 


i Chicago should have the benefit of purchas- 


ing at those rates for the purpose of building 

up their city, they ask that the Chicago relief 

bill may be passed. -As that bill is now before 

the Senate, 1 move that the petition lie on the 

table. ` a 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I present a memorial 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in regard to 
what is called the Duluth canal across Minve- 
sota Point, a canal which has been dug by the 
authority of the State of Michigan, and which 
has the effect, as is claimed, to. destroy the 
harbor and Government works at Superior 
City, in Wisconsin. I move its reference :to 
the Committee on Commerce, . UE 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER also presented a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of the extension of telegraphic 
and postal facilities ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices. and Post Roads. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law; which were referred to’ the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of fifteen hun- 
dred officers and soldiers and sailors of the Tate 
war, citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the pro- 
visions of the bounty land act of Septembér 
28, 1850, be extended to officers, soldiers, ‘sail- 
ors, and seamen who served between April 12, 
1861, and April 19, 1865; which was referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present a petition. quite 
numerously signed by members of the first 
regiment of infantry who served in the war:of 
1812. They state in their memorial tbat they 
are excluded from the provisions of the pres- 
ent law granting peusions to the soldiers of the 
war of 1812 bya techuicaiity which ought not 
to apply in their case, I move the relerence 
of the petition to the Commit'ee on Peasions, 
and I ask the chairman of the committee to 
be kind enough to give it his own careful 
examination, : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN also. presented the petition 
of Sarah Graffan Glover, praying that a pen- 
sion be granted to her sister, Deborah Norton ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Peu- 


sions. : 
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He also presented the petition of Sarah Graf 
fan Glovér, praying that a pension be granted 
to her “sister, Cornelia Allen; which was re- 
ferred to. the Committee on Pensions. 

: Mr. SCHURZ presented a petition of citi- 
wens of Missouri, praying that no law repeal- 
‘Ing the duties on tea and coffee may take effect 
‘until ninety days after its enactment; which 
was orderéd ‘to lie on the table. 

«Mr. NORWOOD. presented a petition of 
citizens ‘of Georgia, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French between 
‘the years 1798 and 1801; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. : 

~ Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, presented three 
memorials of citizens of Michigan, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Chicago relief 
bill so far as it relates to the remission of 
duties on lumber; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. COLE presented the petition of James 
P. Gillespie, praying for a moiety of the pro- 
ceeds of four hundred and sixty-five casks of 
distilled spirits and other property of ‘one 
Bernard Esch, seized by the collector of in- 
ternal revenue for: the fifth ‘collection district 
of Ohio for and on account of frauds of Esch 
in the manufacture of distilled spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CRAGIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 
of McKean Buchanan, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSH REPORT. 


_ Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing have had under consideration a concurrent 
resolution recommended by the Committee on 
‘Investigation and Retrenchment for the pub- 
lication of their report and the testimony taken 
by them in regard to the New York custom- 
house, and as a majority of the Committee on 
‘Printing are on that committee also, I suppose 
At is. probably reported by the committee. I 
ask for its present consideration. 
| í There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to, as follows : 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That there bo printed ten thou- 
sand copies of the report of and testimony taken 
betore the Senate Committce on Investigation and 
etrenchment in regard to alleged abuses in the 
Now York custom-house, four thousand of which 
shall be for the use of the Senate, and six thousand 
for the use of the Louse; also twonty thousand copies 
of tho report exclusive of the testimony, eight thou- 
sand of which shall be for the use of the Senate, and 
twelve thousand for the House. 


BARTHOLOMEW COUSIN. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Private 

Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
AS. No, 790) extending the provisions of an 
act entitled ‘An act for the relief of certain 
purchasers of lands from the legal representa- 
tives of Bartholomew Cousin,” approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1871, have instructed me to report 
it back without amendment; and Í ask for its 
present consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to extend for one 
year the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
for the relief of certain purchasers of lands 
from the legal representatives of Bartholomew 
Cousin,” approved February 18, 1871. 

Mr. BLAIR, 1 will state in explanation 

that this bill simply proposes to extend the 
- time fixed in a bill passed at the last Congress, 
giving a certain time for these. purchasers to 
make up their claims. The Commissioner of 
the General Land Office has written me a 


letter in regard to it, recommending that the | 


time be extended one year. Ihave the letter 
here, and it can be read if any one desires it, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


f CANCELLATION OF.A DEED. 
Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on the 


Judiciary, to whom wasreferred the memorial 
of Phebe G. Adams, asking to havea certain 
deed from one Whaling and wife to the Uni- 
ted States canceled by act of Congress, have 
instructed me to report a bill; and I will state 
very briefly what the case’ is as shown by the 
proof. The Government entered into a nego- 
tiation for the purchase of a piece of land in 


“Vicksburg for the purpose of a marine hos- 


pital. The owner made out a deed signed by 
himself and wife and had it recorded in the 
records of that county and forwarded it to 
Washington. Subsequently, the Department 
changed their minds on the subject, never paid 
for the property, never asked an appropriation 
for it, and concluded, I believe, not to employ 
it for that purpose. This bill simply provides 
that the deed shall be canceled and the Uni- 
ted States renounce all title under it; and I 
ask for its present consideration. Itis import- 
ant to the party that it should pass at once. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 823) 
to cancel a certain deed to the United States 
of America was read twice, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
cancel and declare of no effect the deed from 
Thomas Whaling and Anna Whaling, his wife, 
to the United States of America, dated Feb- 
ruary 28, 1856, conveying certain lands in 
Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, re- 
corded in book Z, pages 447 and 448, of rec- 
ords of deeds, in the county of Warren, Mis- 
sissippi, and the United States of America 
renounce and disclaim all right and title to 
the lands conveyed by the deed. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to report back a resolution of the 
Legislature of New Jersey recommending the 
purchase of Independence Hall, and to ask 
that it be indefinitely postponed. In my own 
opinion, no person would ask for this who has 
asoul worth praying for. It seems to be very 
much on a par with the proposiiion of the new 
government of Washington for cutting the 
public park in two and establishing a great, 
snorting, roaring nuisance of steam engines on 
Pennsylvania avenue. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The committee 
will be discharged from its further considera- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
report is about, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of New Jersey asking 
for the purchase of Independence Hall, re- 
ported adversely by the committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. lf it has any relation to 
the speech of the Senator, I object to it; but 
if the report has no relation to his speech, 
then I do not care what they report. 

Mr: HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect the fourth 
article of the treaty of February 23, 1867, with 
the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and other 
Indians, reported it with amendments. 

Mr, HOWE, from the Commitiee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 204) 


I do not know what that 


_for the relief of Lewis Johnson & Co., reported 


it adversely, and recommended its indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr. PRATT. In behalf of the minority of 
the Committee on Claims, I desire to present 
their views on that bill-and ask that they be 
printed, and that the bill go on the Calendar, 
so that it may be considered by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. “The bill will be 
placed on the Caléndar, and if there be no 
objection the views of the minority will be 
ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 642) to relinquish the title of the 


United States to certain lands in the State of 
Louisiana, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement ; which was agreed to. 


SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS TO OFFICES. 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senate to take 
up 4 resolution which has been up two or three 
times before in the morning hour... £ think 
there will be no difficulty in having a vote upon 
it this morning. If it is taken up I will let it 
lie aside for the regular morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
of reports of committees the Senator from New 
York asks the Senate to take up at the present 
time the resolution offered by himself in regard 
to recommendations to office. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate. The Senator from 
New York states that he will now yield to 
morning business. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 
824) to authorize the purchase of a patent; 
which was read twice by itstitle, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 825) to annul an act of the Legislative 
Assembly of the District of Columbia entitled 
‘An act to incorporate the National Junction 
Railroad Company,” and to prevent the build- 
ing or operating of steam railways in said Dis- 
trict without the consent of Congress; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 826) to aid in rebuilding the levees on the 
Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the select Committee on the Levees 
of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 827) for the relief of the freedmen of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations;. which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accom. 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian A fairg. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 828) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri river opposite to 
or within the corporate limits of Nebraska 
City, Nebraska; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 829) granting the Kearney military reser- 
vation to the State of Nebraska, for the use and 
benefit of the Nebraska State Deaf and Dumb 
and Insane Asylum; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 'and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 830) to create a United States court for 
the Indian territory; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 881) to amend an act entitled ** An act to 
amend the fifth section of-an act entitled ‘An 
act donating public land to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,’ approved July-2, 1862, so as to extend 
the time within which the provisions of said 
act shall be accepted and such colleges estab- 


lished,” approved July 28, 1866; which was 


read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. ~ i 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
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consent obtained; leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No, 832) for the settlement of the accounts of 
John G. Doughty, late first lieutenant. and 
regimental quartermaster fifty-first Indiana 
volunteers; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military A fairs, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. CARPENTER, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce the 
following bills, which were severally read. 
twice by their titles: f 

A bill (S. No. 833) for the relief of Edward 
H. Wilson; and 

A bill (S. No. 834) for the relief of Charles 
W. Adams. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [I introduce these bills 
by request, knowing nothing of their merits. 
I move their reference to the Committee on 
Claims, and that they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 885) for the relief of Mrs. Cecilia Barr, 
widow of William Barr; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
` Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 837) to authorize the issue of an Ameri- 
can register to the’ brig Delphine; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. PRATT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
886) declaring the true construction of a stat- 
ute; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the bill be print- 
ed, and lie on the table for the present. I 
wish, at the convenience of the Senate, and 
before its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to submit some views to the Senate 
in explanation of it. - The bill construes an act 
of Congress of March 8, 1857. That act 
required the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office “to state an account between the 
United States and the State of Mississippi, for 
the purpose of ascertaining what sum or sums 
of money are due to said State, heretofore 
unsettled, on account of the public lands in 
said State, and upon the same principles of 
allowance and settlements prescribed’? in an- 
-other act referred to here, and also required the 
Commissioner to include in that account the 
reservations under the various treaties with 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians, within 
the limits of Mississippi, and to allow and pay 
to the State five percent. thereon as in the 
case of other sales, estimating the lands at the 
value of $1 25 per acre. 

The second section of that act reads as 
follows: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the said Commis- 
sioner shallalso state an account between the United 
States and each of the other Statesuponthe same 
principles, and shall allow and pay to each State 
such amount as shall thus be found due, estimating 
all lands and permanent reservations at $1 25 per 
acre.” 

‘ In other words, this bill relates to what is 

- called the two per cent. fund, two fifths of the 
fund reserved by the compact between Con- 
gress and the people of the Territory of Indi- 
ana at the time of its admission into the Union, 
for the purpose of internal improvements with- 
in the State and the construction of a road 
leading through the State. I have before me 
a memorial signed on the 4th of January, 1872, 
by the Governors of the States of Ohio, Ili- 
nois, and Indiana, addressed to their Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, in which 
they request their favorable consideration to 
“the elaims of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois to 
two fifths of the five per cent. received into 
the national Treasury from the proceeds of 
thé public lands sold in said States respect- 
ively, being a part of the five per cent. granted 
to them in their enabling acts, and for all of 
which the States rendered a large equivalent 
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in refraining from taxing said lands for five 
years after. they were disposed of to individ- 
uals.” The State of Indiana has never received 
any portion of this two per cent. fund. The 
three per cent. has been paid over and applied 
under the direction of the Legislature, and 
that amounted to some six hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars. What is due the State ac- 
cording to the act of March 3, 1857, upon & 
fair accounting, is the sum of $413,537 20. 
This is a matter of very great importance to 
the State of Indiana, and I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to it this morning, with a 
view of asking at some convenient time this 
week or next week to present my views in sup- 
port of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will lie 
on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1192) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I simply rise to say that on 
Friday last I called the attention of the Senate 
to an amendment I intended to offer to the 
Indian appropriation bill, which I then stated 
I offered by authority of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. That fact, I observe, is not 
stated on the amendment as ptinted, and I 
simply desire to call the attention of the clerk 


to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the amendment was reported 
by the authority of the committee ? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction 


NATIONAL JUNCTION RAILROAD. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the secretary of the Legislative 
Assembly of the District of Columbia be, and he is 
hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate an official 
copy of a memorial presented to said Legislative 
Assembly by sundry citizens of Washington, prop- 
erty-holders along N street, against the passage of 
the act of the said Legislative Assembly to incor- 
porate the National Junction Railroad Company. 


SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to state that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections have 
directed me to give notice that on Thursday 
afternoon they will move to postpone all pend- 
ing and previous orders and take up the reso- 
lution reported by that committee in relation 
to the claims of Joseph C. Abbott, of North 
Carolina, to a seat in the Senate, and if the 
motion prevails, they will ask the Senate on 
Friday next to sit until a final vote be reached 
on that resolution. Í 
SENATORIAL RECOMMENDATIONS TO OFFICE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business having concluded, the resolution of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Coxx- 
LING] is now before the Senate. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska, [ Mr. Trrrox,] upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, extending the || 
scope of this inquiry beyond the Senators from 
the three or four States named to Senators 
from all the States of the Union. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, when this | 
resolution was called up.a few mornings since, | 
I expressed the hope that it would be allowed | 
to pass at some time when it did not interfere 
with important public business, because my 
colleague deemed it needful for his vindica- 
tion. It seemed to me proper, as it was a 


matter which would cost very little time:of:the 
Senate, and would be of very little expense to 
the Government to furnish the information, 
as it was important for the vindication of my 
colleague, that it should ‘be accorded’ by: the 
Senate.. It, seems to me, also, that’ it would 
be well that the: amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska should be incorporated in tbe 
resolution, as there may be others in the Sen- 
ate who may desire to: be vindicated. r 

Ít has been said, I know, that Senators 
whom I now have in my mind have had a large 
share of influence in- securing: appointments 
under this Administration, that they have made 
a great many recommendations,. and yet it 
may turn out to be true that upon: an investi- 
gation and report from the several Depart: 
ments they have made as few recommenda- 
tions as. my colleague; and therefore it is 
proper that they should bave the vindication 
which this amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will afford to them. i 

I have been very careful not to charge at 
any time that my colleague had madè many 
recommendations for appointments, and éspe- 
cially since his declaration of a year ago last 
January of his non-interference in one of. the 
departments of the Goverument where his nod, 
his simple motion which would indicate desire 
or dissent, would have more. power. than the 
voice or the pen of any other Senator or indi- 
vidual. It has occurred to me that it was a 
singular and perhaps fortunate coincidence, to 
my colleague at least, that the changes which 
have been made and the appointments which 
have taken place during the past year and three 
quarters in the State of New York have. been 
such removals from office and appointments to 
office as my colleague would, I suppose, have 
deserved, and doubtless would have recom- 
mended if his practice had allowed him ‘to 
indulge in recommendations, 

But to return to the statements of my col- 
league to which I have referred, I will read 
from the Congressional Globe, part one, third 
session PForty-First Congress. following the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. PATTER- 
son,] who was discussing the report of the 
Retrenchment: Committee in. regard. to New 
York custom-house affairs, my colleague said: 


“Perhaps in one respect there is not in this: body 
a more disinterested and unbiased witness touching 
the New York custom-house in its present manage~ 
ment than myself. Ishall prove this when I'state 
that since the present‘collector of the port of Now 
York was appointed I have never, verbally or in 
writing, directly or indirectly, recommended to him 
or requestedof him the appointment or the retention 
in office or theromoval of a singlo person.” 


I was disposed to accept this. declaration of 
my colleague, and I read from the Globe what 
I said uponthat occasion: 


“Ishall have no controversy now with my col- 
league in regard to custom-house matters in New 


| York. I shall have no controversy at this time with 


himor other persons growing out of the practices of 
the Administration tn appointing this person or that 
person to office. It is not a question as to who shall 
hold the offices, so that they enjoy the confidence of 
the Republican party and are competent officers, 
and faithful to the publie interests. It is a ques- 
tion, rather, if it was to be raised here or elsewhere, 
of proscription within the party organization for a 
differenco of opinion relating to its organjzation and 
preferences for men, and notin regard to the support 
of its candidates, the Administration, andits policy. 
“But, Mr. President, L rise for another purpose than 
to discuss this matter relating to New York appoint- 
ments. In passing I will simply remark that if:it is 
true, and I have no purpose now to deny it, that my 
colleague hus not advised auy appointment under 
thepresent collector of the port of New York, itis 
fortunate for his reputation that he hag made the 
statement, for current rumor in New York has it 
otherwise, and in this light it is due to the truth, of 
history that ho should have stated what he hus. 


Afterall, Mr. President, I was a little curious 
about this matter. While I did not at all 
doubt the statement of my colleague, I desired 
to know how it was under the previous col- 
lector of the port of New York. It will be 
understood by the Senate and the country that 
if my colleague has exercised no influence in 
securing appointments under Mr. Murphy, 
that officer was entirely free from senatorial 
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influence, so far as New York was concerned. 
I wrote to: Hon. Moses H. Grinnell as follows: 


Uyitap STATES Senate CHAMBER, 
i WASHINGTON, January 30, 1871. 
-MY Drar Str You have nö doubt seen the state- 
mentin the Timesin regard to the appointments in 
the custom -house upon the recommendation of Sen- 
ators.and others, Ltis said nineteen are chargeable 
to. me. Of course I have not asked Mr. Murphy to 
appoint any one nor to retain any already appointed, 
Thradly think you at my suggestion, or upon my 
request, gave. places to nineteen, all told. You will 
remember a list was made out when the matter of 
patronage in your department was the subject of 
unfriendly comment, a little less than one year ago. 
The number of persons. appointed, as I now bring 
the matter to mind, upon my recommendation, was 
about the same as were appointed for Senators 
ConkLine and Morgan, respectively. 
May. i ask of you the kindness to state how it 
was? Did I have nineteen appointments more or 
less? And further, how many, near as may be, were 
appointed on account of Senator CONKLING ? 
Very truly, your friend, R. E. FENTON. 


Hon. Moses H. GRINNELL, Naval Ofice, New York. 
He replied to me February 1: 


OFFICE or THE NAVAL OFFICER, 
New York, February 1 1871. 

»My Duar Sin: I have not the means of being 
exact, as the papers of gentlemen whom I ap- 
pointed were left by me on file in the collector’s 
department, 

. L received a good many applications and made a 
number of appointments in cases where your own 
‘name or Senator CONKLING’S appeared with others 
on the papers of the applicant. 

From the memoranda which I have your name 
appears with others as indorsing twenty-one per- 
sons, and Mr. ConkLiIne’s name appears as indors- 
ing sixteen. In eight of these both your names 
appear. 

I made appointments which were understood to 
‘be desired by you, as well as appointments desired 

«by Senator CONKLING. and according to my recollec- 

tion these appointments were about equalin number. 
For instance, I appointed four weighers indorsed 
‘by Mr. Conxirya and four indorsed by you. In the 

‘appointment of three of these. however, Mr, Conk- 
LING and yourself united in recommending them. 


Very truly, your friend, 
j M. H. GRINNELL, 
«Hon. R.E. FENTON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
A little after the appointment of Mr. Mur- 
phy it-was said—I have‘ not credited the re- 
i port—that-my colleague met Mr. Murphy, Mr. 
: Terwilliger, and. Mr. Cornell in the city of 
New York and arranged a list of a little less 
»than two hundred appointments—as I have it 
cone hundred and seventy-nine were placed 
upon the list for removal. It is certain that 


many removals were made following this | 


alleged interview and prior to the State con- 
vention, and some following the State conven- 
tion of September of that year, in all I believe 
-about two hundred. But I do not suppose 
that it can be true, for I have no desire to 
insinuate that my colleague was instrumental 
in securing these changes, and J am pretty cer- 
tain that if he would not do it in the New York 
custom-house, he would hardly interfere in 
any other department of the Government. It 
happeus, however, that the nineteen persons 
mentioned by Mr. Grinnell in his letter were 
removed during the period to which I refer 
and following the appointment of Mr. Murphy. 
Lhave here letters from these gentlemen which 
were voluntarily given to me following the 
statement of my colleague in the Senate, Jan- 
uary 24, 1871, that he had not interfered in 
-the appointments in the custom-house in the 
city of New York. I will read one letter as a 
specimen : 
New York, February 2, 1871. 
Drar Srk: I see by the newspapers that Senator 
Cong.ina denies. having recommended ‘any person 
to the collector of this port either for retention or 
appointment in the eustom-house.. ` 
Sir, it is not for me, an humble citizen, to ques- 
tion the statvinent of the honurable Senator, but at 


“Jeast ninety per cent. of the Republicans of the city | 


of New York believe_otherwise. Aud what are the 
facts in tire case? I was appointed by tHon. M. 
H: Grigneil on your solicitation, and was known 
and recognized ut all times asa trae and coustant 
friend of Seuator Fenton, (which L always snail 
be, no matter what shail occur.) 

Time rolled on, and Mr. Marphy wasnominated for 
the position of éeliector, You opposed his confirm- 
ation in the interest of the Republican party of the 
city of New York, and in fact of the State. Senator 
CoONKLING was his special champion in that memo- 
rable contest, and he was finally confirmed, but dur- 
“ing that-time and after, rumors ran thick and fast 


through the eustom-house, of ostracism, as this was 
a CONKLING and Fenton fight, and Frnton’s friends 
would be decapitated. Sure enough the guillotine 
did fall, (very soon.) Mr. Murphysent for your hum- 
bleservantand told him that be was in daily consulta- 
tion with President Grant, and that it was his (Pre- 
sident Grant’s) desire that he (Murphy) and Senator 
Conk.LING should have the full control of the Federal 
patronage in the city of New York; and that those 
persons holding office under the Administration 
would be expected to send delegates to the State 
convention that would act in harmony with him 
(Murphy) and vote for him and his friends on the 
temporary organization, as it was of the greatest 
importance to have the temporary chairman, as he 
would appoint committees in the interest of Mr. 
Murphy ; he said he knew who my friends were, but 
that that did not make any difference if I would act 
with him, he would be as good a friend of mine as 
Senator Fenton had been, ‘if not better,” and that 
Senator CoNKLING had more weight in Washington 
than all the rest of them put together, s 

Mr. Murphy then asked me what I was going to 
do about the delegates to tha State convention, and 
Ttold him I wouldsubmit hisdemand to the members 
of our executive committee when called together, to 
make out a ticket; he told me that was unnecessary 
as I had the power to send who I pleased to the 
convention. 


I ought to state that the writer of this is 
Mr. John Duke, a reliable citizen of the fourth 
Assembly district, | believe, in New York, and 
who has exercised a large political influence 
in that Assembly district tor a great many years 
past and was then president of the district 
association, and had fiiled the position of 
weigher in the New York custom-house. 


The convention was held, and our delegates did 
not do as Mr. Murphy requested, as they thought 
more of the success of the Republican party than 
the retention of any individual in the custom- 

ouse, 

A few days after the election I received a very 
polite note from Collector Murphy, stating that ` my 
services were no longer required.” Why did I re- 
ceive this note? Simply because I was a steadfast 
friend of Senator Fenron’s, and would not follow the 
dictates of Murphy & Co. to the destruction of the 
Republican party in this city and State. The gen- 
tleman that relieved me is believed by some per- 
sons to be a Democrat, while all that know him 
agree that he seldom (if"ever) goes to the polls to 
vote, and one gentleman, who has been associated 
with him for eight or nine years, has told me he 
never heard him say one word in defense of the 
Republican party, although most of that time em- 
ployed as an inspector in the custom-house. 

There could not have been any other reason for 
my removal, as my record as a Republican is above 
reproach, and my official record during my short 
stay in the custom-house will compare fivorably 
with that of any person who ever held a like posi- 
tion. 

Hoping to be pardoned for troubling you with 
this long statement of facts, and sincerely trusting 
that you may be able to cement the good feeling 
that should exist in the ranks of the Republican 
party in the State of New York, I remain, your 


obedient sérvant, 
JOHN DUKE. 
Hon. R. E. Fanton, Washington, D. O. 


I will not take up the time of the Senate by 
reading. any more of these communications, 
but the persons mentioned by Mr. Grinnell 
were all similarly removed from the custom- 
house, and their places were supplied by those 
who were supposed to have different personal, 
if not political feeling. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York will please panse at this point. 
The morning hour has expired, and the tariff 
bill is before the Senate. The understanding 
was that it would be superseded to-day by gen- 
eral consent informally, or by a formal monon, 
by the Chicago relief bill. i 

Mr. CONKLING. Iask that my colleague 
may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
think there will be no further debate. As four 
morning hours have been talked out now, I 
hope this resolation wiil not go over again, 

Mr. WRIGHE. Mr. President—— -~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

hio (Mr. SHERMAN} does not claim the floor, 
but the Senator froni Iowa [Mr. Wricar] is 
claiming it, as the Chair supposes, to call up 
the Cuicago relief bill. : 

Mr. CONKLING Iappeal to the Senator 
from lowa to allow my coiieague to conclude 
his remarks. 

Mr. FENTON. Itis not important that I 
should proceed further, -However, if the Sen- 
ator will give way, I will conclude in five min- 
utes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the tariff bill will be informally 
passed over. It must be called up again, to 
resume its place, before adjournment or going 
into executive session this afternoon. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I hope that may be the 
understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Presiding 
Officer will call it up before the adjournment. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Now the Chicago 
relief bill is before the Senate, subject to be 
superseded by the tariff bill, if it is not con- 
cluded before the adjournment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Jf no debate will follow the 
remarks of the Senator from New York, I shall 
not object to allowing him to conclude. If I 
can get up the Chicago bill in a few moments, 
I shall not object; but ifthere is any question 
in the world, l shall insist on the bill being pro- 
ceeded with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be subject 
to a demand for the regular order by any Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Chicago re- 
lief bill will not be superseded by anything 
until it is finished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The tariff bill isto be the 
next in order, whenever it may be disposed of. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say that I shall 
ask the Senate to remain here to-day until 
we dispose of the Chicago relief bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is subject to 
demand for the regular order. The Senator 
from Ohio must see to calling it up himself, 
for the Chair does not desire to do it without 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from IHi- 
nois did not object, as I understood him, to 
an arrangement that after the Chicago relief 
bill is disposed of the tariff bill should be 
the unfinished business. 

Several Senators. No objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to, that order. The Chair 
will then himself call up the tariff bill, pend- 
ing a motion to adjourn, or as soon as the 
Chicago relief bill is disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Assoon as the relief bill 
is disposed of, whether to-day or to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York will now continue, if there 
be no objection, his remarks on the resolu- 
tion of his colleague, subject to the demand 
for the regular order at any time. 

Mr. FENTON. I haveonly re ferred to this 
matter of appointments and removals under 
Mr. Murphy’s administration for the purpose of 
giving a reason if I could why I was estopped 
from saying that my colleague bad exer- 
cised very much influence in the disposition 
of these offices in New York, and therefore 
very likely in other departments of the Ad- 
ministration. 

Now, sir, as to myself, I made a large 
number of recommendations during the period 
that I was deemed in full accord with the 
Administration, or rather when my recom- 
mendations were regarded with equal favor 
by the Adminisiration. I did then exercise 
the liberty of making recommendations as 
applications were made to me by persons 
whom | believed to. be deserving of public 
position. My acquaintance is very extensive 
in the State, as well in those Democratic 
counties which were not represenied here 
by Republican Representatives as in other sec- 
tions. The applications to me, especially for 
post office appointments not presidential, were 
very numerous. 

it will be borne in mind that the counties 
of Kings, Queens, Richmond, Saffolk,. New 
York, Westcbes:er, Puinam, Rockiaud, Ul- 
ster, Albany, and Schoharie were represented 
in the Forty-First Congress by Democrats, 
and all the appointments made in these coun- 
ties were relerred to the Senators, 1 suppose; 
at least. a large number were referred to me 
for my recommendation and advice thereon. 
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There are in those counties three hundred and 
ninety-three post office appointments not pres- 
idential, where changes were made under this 
Administration. While I did not approve of 
the wide-sweeping changes that were made, 
yet as the practice prevailed, I had-a duty to 
discharge to my constituents, not only in their 
having referred these papers to me through the 
mail and by pergong calling upon me, but I 
was asked to visit the Departments, and 
especially the Post Office Department, very 
often. There are, in addition, in this Con- 
gress the counties of Warren, Essex, Clinton, 
Erie, Rensselaer, and Washington, having two 
hundred and sixty-four of these non-presi- 
dential appointments. So that it will be seen 
that my colleague, or myself, or some other 
person was to exercise the prerogative of 
advising the Department what appointments 
might properly be made, in our judgment. I 
shall be surprised if it turns out on investi- 
gation that I have not made in this and other 
Departments more than two hundred and three 
recommendations, as stated in some western 
paper. It may run up to three or four hun- 
dred ; very likely to, if the resolution of my 
colleague is broad enough to cover all the 
cases of recommendations that I have made. 
I have made some to the Navy Department, or 
to Admiral Goldsborough, who had charge 
of the navy-yard in this city; some to the 
Agricultural Department, and I do not under- 
stand that my colleague’s resolution embraces 
this class of recommendations. 

I have said this much, Mr. President, for 
the purpose of giving my most hearty assent 
to the resolution introduced by my colleague, 
and my support to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, because it will not only 
vindicate my colleague, but vindicate other 
Senators of whom it may have been said that 
they have made many recommendations, while 

- in fact they have made but few. 
I do not regard it as a matter of very grave 
importance. I would be glad if this practice 
of frequent changes in the various appointees 
under the Government was limited, and no 
longer one of the daily practices of the Admin- 
istration. Ido not mean by that to say that 
changes should not be made upon the incom- 
ing Administration such as seem to be import- 
ant to the public interests, butI am utterly op- 
posed to these constant and sweeping changes, 
without cause, that are going on from week to 
week and from month to month, dependent on 
political interests or the recommendations of 
this man or that. 
I presume, however, if my recommendations 
were still regarded, that I should be exercis- 
ing this authority. I would regard it in many 
instances not only a duty but a pleasure to do 
it. I have appeals made to me now almost 
daily of persons who are in need, who have 
suffered in the military service, and whose 
applications are meritorious, and as long as 
the practice prevails of making frequent 
changes, and.as long as the need for employ- 
ment continues in the several Departments of 
the Government, I would be glad to have it in 
my power to aid these needy and meritorious 
persons to public positions. I am obliged to 
turn them away. It is in the power of my col- 
league to assist them. I have no doubt he has 
the disposition, and I only wish that he would 
break over his false pride as to recommenda- 
tion and help some of them, as Iam sure he 
could. 
Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, I 
hope we may have the vote. y 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the atnendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska, [Mr. Tirron,] widening the scope 
of the inquiry from the States named to all the 
States. ` 

‘Phe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted--yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecti- 
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gut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, 
Kelly, Pogan, Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—21, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Caldwell. Carpenter, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Morton, 
Nye,Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, and Stewart—2. 

ABSEN T—Messrs, Buckingham. Cameron, Clay- 
ton, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hitchcock, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Patter- 
son, Pool, Robertson, Tipton, West, Wilson, and 
Windom—20, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask now to modify my 
resolution in accordance with the amendment 


‘which I sent up the other day, so that it will 


embrace the matter proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York, in accordance with previous 
notice, now proposes to modify his resolution 
as suggested by himself the other day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave no objection to 
his modifying it; but as to the last remark he 


| made, that the modification is to conform to 


my amendment, I protest that his modification 


does not embrace it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I will modify it, 
and the Senator can subsequently offer any 
addition that he wants. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
as modified, will now be read. 
_ The Curer Crerxk. The modification is to 
insert at the end of the resolution the follow- 
ing: ' . 

And whether appointments or removals have in 
any instance been made at the suggestion or request 
of any third party, who has acted as a go-between 
between either of said Senators and the appointing 

ower, or represented, or in any manner caused it to 

o understood, that such appointments or removals 
would be agreeable to, or were desired by, any Sen- 
ator, and if so, giving the name of the Senator and 
of the person who so represented or caused it to be 
understood ; and particularly whether any such ap- 
pointments or removals have been made at the sug- 
gestion of Roswell Hart, an assistant superintend- 
ent of mail service in the State of New York, or of 
A. H. Laflin, naval officer of the port of New York, 
or of A. B. Cornell, surveyor of the port of New 
York, they, or either of them, professing to repre- 
sent any such Senators; also, whether any persons 
speaking for or on behalf of any such Senators have 
approached the executive department or any of its 
branches with proposals to arrange or compose the 
dissatisfaction of any such Senators on the basis of 


The resolution, 


| patronage or by means of patronage: also, whether 


any ofsuch Senators have made application or sug- 
gestion in regard to the award of any contract re- 
quired by law to be let to the lowest bidder, and if 
so, what Senator, and the name of the bidder in 
whose behalf such suggestion was made. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not 
want to occupy more than five minutes of 
time; but Ido want to occupy that much on 
this resolution. I wish to observe in passing, 
however, that the amendment or modification 
just proposed to ask the President or heads of 
Departments if there are ‘ go-betweens’’—— 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator from Illi- 
nois proposed that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not care who pro- 
posed it. My criticism does not depend upon 
who proposed it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I thought the Senator 
seemed to think I invented that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not care who has 
the puatent-right for it; it is a funny proposi- 
tion to ask the Secretary of State to tell the 
Senate whether there is a go-between between 


| the Secretary of State and a Senator, or to 


ask the same question of each of the other 
Depariments—to ask them to state whether or 
not Senators have approached them to try and 
make bargains for the reconciliation of diffi- 
culties. What kind of answer do you expect 
to that? What sort of answer could there be 
to that? Is it becoming the dignity of the 
Senate or the common proprieties among gen- 
tlemen to put any such question as that to the 
head of a Department? I cannot, for one, 
see it, and therefore [am opposedto the modi- 
fication. Per, i 

I am opposed to the whole resolution since 


the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. T1pron] has been voted down: 
If that amendment had prevailed, I would have 
voted for the resolution in the belief that possi: 
bly the revelations under it might be of some 
service in the consideration of ‘civil ‘services 
reform, if it is admissible here to speak of that 
lately highly respectable thing.. But now'that 
it is limited to four States I cannot vote for it 
at all. I know it is very hard to resist the 
appeal made by the Senator from New York, 
[Mr: Conxtine,] who says he wants this resò- 
lution passed for his own vindication ;and if 
I thought it was necessary for his vindication 
I would vote for it to oblige him; but does‘ he 
not see that no answer that can be given will 
have any effect, one way or the other, upon 
the charges made or supposed ‘to be made 
against him? He wishes to vindicate himself, 
as I understand him, from a charge of having 
exercised undue influence in the matter of 
appointments. Does he not see that if the 
Departments report that there is not oné single 
recommendation of his on file it serves ‘to 
strengthen the charge instead of weakening it; 
that then his enemies will say that the Senator 
from New York does not put himself on paper, 
he does not file recommendations in the Depart« 
ments; he speaks personally to the appointing 
power or to some familiar of that power? ~ 

Mr. CONKLING. And this resolution:ealls 
expressly for that. 

Mr. THURMAN. And what kind of an- 
swer will you get? Is the Administration going 
to give us a list of its familiars? No, Mr. 
President, it is all sham; I do not say meant 
to be sham; but the inquiry will all bé mere 
smoke, and nothing but smoke, and it does not 
become the Senate to indulge in any such—I 
will notsay ridiculous, but futile and frivolous— 
inquiry as this. I shall vote against the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I voted a few 
minutes ago against the adoption of the amend: 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska. I have 
all along thought that this family feud was a 
thing hardly suited to the dignity of the Senate. 
I think it had better be settled in some other 
place. It never did matter to me which of the 
Senators who are anxious to investigate: the: 
conduct of each other, and some of them by 
comparison with the whole Senate, were most 
praiseworthy, or what were the particular sub- 
jects of grievance between them. I think 
there is important business enough for this 
body to devote itself to without turning aside 
to ascertain the inducements that have oper- 
ated upon Senators to take one course or: an- 
other in regard to political affairs in the nation. 
It does seem to me that if we have in contem- 
plation an adjournment as early as the last of 
May, with an immense number of bills on the 
Calendar, and many of them of great import- 
ance, there are things which might command 
with more propriety the attention of the’Sen- 
ate than the discussion of matters involving 
simply the number of requests for appoint- 
ments to office made by Senators, the number 
that were complied with, and the number that 
were rejected. I feel no interest whatever 
myself in such matters. It is not because. I 
am at all afraid of having my own record 
investigated, for I will say without any self 
sufficiency, or any degree of complacency, 
that I think I might compare records on that 
eubject with almost any gentleman on the floor. 

Tam not inthe habit of recommending every- 
body for office or for anything else. Inever 
knowingly recommend a man fora place unless 
I believe him to be worthy of it by his past 
history. I have never done it yet, and I shall. 
not begin at this Jate period of life; nor have 
I ever made a suggestion of a name’ wit 
view of benefiting myself personally. or pi 
ically, and I do not think I ever will do it; “be 
I have in view, as far as lam able to determ- 
ine it, the best interests of the. pūblic ser- 


Í vice. If I present the name of any individual 
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for office and recommend him it is because I 
believe it will be for the benefit of the country 
that he should be appointed. I am prepared 
to believe that other gentlemen are quite as 
conscientious on that subject as I am, and 
even the: Senators from the four States em- 
braced in the resolution, I think, are in the 
main. actuated by the same motives that lam 
myself... Then where is the necessity, I would 
ask; of going into this. tedious investigation, 
of taxing the various heads of Departments 
for information for the Senate to determine 
how the account stands between these respect- 
ive Senators? 

I know how easy it is for heart-burnings to 
spring up between persons in the same party. 
T have some experience in that respect, and I 
have. always been prepared to listen to those 
who stood comparatively indifferent between 
myself and others, and I think that the counsel 
I venture to give to-day to these belligerents, 
if I may use the term, is not inappropriate. 
The suggestion is, ‘‘ Let them fight it out,” 
according to a voice near me. No; I want 
no such fight. If there is to be a contest any- 
where, pray let it be outside of these walls; 
let it go on somewhere else. The newspapers 
of the country are open, and the contest can 
be carried on there. This information canbe 


spread abroad quite as well through that | 


medium as on the floor of the Senate. I have 
no curiosity to see these galleries entertained 
with disputations and exposures. I know how 
kind the parties concerned are, and how they 
will yield to each other, and therefore I shall 
conclude. the remarks I am making with a 
suggestion that the whole subject be laid on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
ator make that motion? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Georgia moves that the resolution lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 
nays on that motion, and I hope it will be 
atest, - 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 80; as follows: 

YBAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Davisof West Virginia, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sprague Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, 
Vickers, and Wright—24. 


AYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Cor- 


Does the Sen- 


ett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, | 


Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Trumbull, West, and 
Windom—30. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Buckingham, Cameron, Clay- 
ton, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fiana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hitch- 
cock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, 


Ramsey, Schurz, Stockton, Tipton, and Wilson—19, 


So the motion was not agreed to, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend by 
adding the word “Indiana” in the resolution 
after the word “Nebraska,” so that it will 


require the recommendations of Senators from | 


the States of New York, Missouri, Ilinois, 
Nebraska, and Indiana. I think there can be 
no objection to that on the ground that it will 
take so much time that the inquiry cannot be 
answered. The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Morton, | it will be remembered, was the per- 
son who brought to the notice of the Senate 
recommendations made in the Departments, 
and stated on information derived from some- 
body who had been searching through the 
Departments in advance the number of recom- 
mendations that had been made by a particu- 
lar Senator; and I think if auy one should be 
inquired in reference to it might be as well to 
inelude the Senator from Indiana, whose State 
the Senator from New York seems to have 
left out. I move to insert “ Indiana’ after 
| # Nebraska.” 


Mr. MORTON. I have no objection to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Tli- 
nois. I have made no disguise that I have 
made recommendations. I think it no shame, 
and I am willing to avow all I have made here 
or elsewhere: {f I ever made recommend- 
ations and then denied having made them, 
and imputed the making recommendations 
to others as a fault, and almost a crime, my 
position might be different; but as I have no 
concealments upon that question, I am per- 
fectly willing that the amendment should be 
agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. Laccept the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
is accepted. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, I desire to have’ 
the resolution amended by an amendment 
which would come in properly before the 
printed amendment which the Senator from 
New York adopted as a modification of his res- 
olution, by inserting these words which wili be 
found in the amendment which was intended 
to be proposed by me. I propose to amend 
the resolation by inserting before the printed 
part of the modification adopted by the Senator 
from New York the following: 


Also, that he furnish the Senate with a copy of 
therecord or list kept in the respective Departments 
showing the appointments or removals therein which 
have been credited or charged to euca of the Sena- 
tors aforesaid, and to what Senator, together with 
the names of the persons recommended to, or for 
removal from office by each of said Senators, stating 
particularly in eacb case whether it was a request 
for an appointment or removal, the indorsement of 
recommendations made by others, or of the charac- 
ter of the parties recommending without any refer- 
ence to the applicant, or a reference of the papers 
of others to him or the head of a Department, 
without any expression of opinion by the Senator in 
regard thereto. 

It will be seen that I leave out ‘‘the names 
of such others,’’ because it might be thought 
to be obnoxious to the objection that it would 
take too much time to give the names of the 
other recommenders, but it can take very little 
time to give a copy of the list which is kept 
in the Departments of the appointments and 
removals that are charged to these different 
Senators. It can take but little time to give 
the names of the persons recommended to ap- 
pointment to or removal from office by each 
of said Senators; and it can take bus little 
time to state whether it was a request for an 
appointment or a removal, the indorsement 
of recommendations made by others of the 
character of the parties recommending without 
any reference to the applicant, or a reference 
of the papers of others to him or the head of 
a Department, or any expression of opinion 
by the Senator in regard thereto. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrapt him one moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will it be agreeable to 


i| him if I accept the amendment? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly; I shall be 
very happy if the Senator accepts it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does that complete the 
changes the Senator wants to make, so that 
we may vote? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, That will complete the 
amendment I proposed to make. I wish to 
make a suggestion, however. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, after the Senator 
makes his suggestion, if there is nothing beside 
this, I will be ready to accept this amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That amendment may 
be considered, then, as accepted. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York does accept it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to see what the 
other suggestion is, first. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The reason that I desire 
to have this amendment adopted is to get at 
the real facts as well as we can. It will be 
remembered that in regard tothe papers. which 
I called for from the Departments, the Depart- 
ments treated as recommendations every paper 
in connection with which my name appeared 


at all. Ifa petition was sent to me asking 
for the appointment of a postmaster at some 
inconsiderabf place, and I wrote across the 
back of it “ respectfully referred to the Post- 
master General,” that was counted as a recom- 
mendation to office. It was no recommenda- 
tion at all, nor was it intended to be a recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President—— g 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois yield to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishall not occupy more 
than two or three minutes. The indorsement 
of the recommendations of others in such 
eases is entirely unobjectionable. Nobody 
could object to that. That was not what was 
complained of; and the Senator from Indiana 
does not seem to make the distinction now. 
In the bill which I originally introduced, and 
which he has referred to so frequently as a 
bill to make it a penal offense for a member 
of Congress to recommend to office, it was 
provided that members of Congress on being 
appealed to by the Departments or by the 
President might give their opinions as to the 
propriety of the person recommended. There 
was never anything objectionable in that.. The 
objection is to solicitations, to hanging about 
the Departments, taking up the time of the 
Departments by members of Congress, thus 
breaking dowa the independence of the dif- 
ferent Departments of the Government. No- 
body ever supposed that if members of Con- 
gress should confine themselves simply to the 
reference of papers or indorsing on the back 
of a petition for the appointment of a man to 
office that the persons recommending him 
were gentlemen of character or that the per- 
son recommended was a gentleman of char- 
acter and capacity, there was any objection to 
that. I never made any objection to that. 
And when the’Senator from Indiana seeks to. 
make those out as the cases that there is 
objection to, he confuses two entirely differ 
ent things. That is not the abuse of the civil 
service system ; it is beyond that. It is such 
cases as I have frequently brought to the 
notice of the Senate on the testimony of Gov- . 
ernor Cox and others. 

My object in wishing this amendment 
adopted is to have the Department distinguish 
the character of these cases. I agree with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. THurMan] that we 
shall get very little by this, because the answer 
can be made up in sucha way as to give a very 
unsatisfactory account of what really occurred. 
The only way, perhaps, to get at the real facta 
would be to have a committee of investigation 
where you could propound questions and trace 
the thing out. But still I thought it better to 
make the resolution as full as I could, and 
therefore I proposed this amendment, which I 
believe the Senator from New York accepts. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I beg to accept 
the amendment, and I accept it, inserting two 
words which the Senator will not object to, I 
take it. In the seventh line, in the phrase 
“whether it was a request for an appoint- 
ment,” I propose to insert after ‘request’? 
the words ‘‘ verbally or otherwise.” That, of 
course, the Senator will have no objection to, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. None. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I accept it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
zerura on agreeing to the resolution as modi- 


ed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before I vote I should 
like to know of the Senator from New York 
whether there is any reasonable ground to sup- 
pose that this resolution can be answered im- 
mediately. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think so. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says he thinks 
so. It has already occupied, I do not know 
how many days of debate, and the natural in- 
quiry in my mind was whether during this 
session we could expect an answer. 
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Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator wishes 
my opinion about it I can tell him that I have 
no doubt that one clerk in each Department, 
with the devotion of not more than a day or 
two, can furnish the information, and we ean 
get it all very soon. Therefore it is that I 
have sought to have these four States go first, 
being always willing to vote for all others in 
separate resolutions, and not wanting this to 
wait until everything else can be investigated. 

Mr. SUMNER. Thad a reason for my in- 
quiry. Senators may remember that on the 
20th of December the Senate, on my motion, 
adopted a resolution calling upon the Secre- 
tary of the Navy for the “expenditures in- 
curred in support of the navigation of the sev- 
eral ships already reported to the Senate by 
the Secretary as employed on the coast of St. 
Domingo since the beginning of negotiations 
for the acquisition of part of that island, setting 
forth the expenditures on account of each ship, 
and the sum total taken from the annual ap- 
propriations on account of all these ships.” 

. Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? Was not that resolution 
amended so as to instruct the Committee on 
Retrenchment and Investigation to collect that 
information? 

Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. The Senator 
now refers to another resolution introduced 
by myself contemplating an entirely different 
inquiry. I am obliged to the Sénator for call- 
ing attention to that, for it is very important. 
That related to the advance by any private 
individual in New York or elsewhere of funds 
for the payment of the lease of the Bay of 
Samana. This resolution is pointed to the 
actual expense of our Navy in the ports of St. 
Domingo and ranging about that island. lt 
was offered with a sincere desire of ascertain- 
ing what the cost of that hasbeen. The reso- 
lution was adopted by the Senate, I think unan- 
imously; I think the Senator from New York 
concurred in it; it was amended, indeed, on 
his suggestion, and I accepted his amendment. 
That was the last that has been heard of it. 
On inquiry at the desk I find that it was com- 


i smaunicated duly to the Secretary of the Navy, 


December 20. .January and February have 
assed, and we are far toward the 20th of 
March? three months, and a resolution asking 
for information with regard to an important 
class of expenditures in one single Depart- 
ment is not yet answered. Why, sir, I very 
naturally inguire whether the Senator from 
New York has any reason to expect that 
his resolution, which is addressed to several 
Departments, which proposes a wider range 
of inquiry, is to be answered at once. If we 
allow his resolutioa the three months that 
have already been occupied in considering this 
other resolution, it is hardly probable we shall 
get our answer during this session. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I beg the Senator 
to let us vote so that they may begin as soon 
as possible. R 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. I wish that the 
Senate, in voting on the proposition of the 
Senator, shall see the inquiry they are insti- 
tuting, and shall consider whether there is rea- 
sonable ground to. believe that during this 
session it can be answered; that is, judging 
by the experience of the Senate ; and certainly 
if the resolution to which I have called atten- 
tion cannot be answered in three months, 
how can the resolution of the Senator be 
answered before our adjournment? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply. wish 
to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
I may be mistaken, but my impression is very 
strong that an answer to that resolution has 
come to the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING., Please do not argue that. 

Mr. SUMNER. It has never come, to my 
knowledge, and I have inquired at the desk ; 
none was reported to me there. et 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution of the Senator 
from New York as modified. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— ; 

Mr. WRIGHT.: Tf there is to be another 
word said on this question I must-call for the 
regular order. If we can have a vote at once 
T will yield. 

Mr. HILL. I will not claim the floor, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

‘The resolution as modified was agreed to, as 
follows: ; 


„Resolved, That the President be requested, if in 
his judgment not incompatible with the public inter- 
est, to inform the Senate of the number of recom- 
mendations for appointments to or removals from 
office, so far as the same can be ascertained, made 
tothe present Administration by persons now Sena- 
tors from the States of New York, Missouri, Illinois, 
Nebraska, and Indiana, respectively, giving such 
particulars as may be given in regard tosuch recom- 
mendations, and in regard to the persons whose ap- 
pointments or removals were proposed, together with 
a statement of the number of cases in which action 
was taken in accordance with such recommendations 
respectively, and of the number of persons so re- 
spectively appointed who have been removed; and 
also whether any such Senators have solicited or 
asked appointments or removals in any sense other 
than transmitting papers, or stating the character 
and qualifications either of applicants or of those 
who vouched for applicants; and if so, what Sena- 
tors, Also, that he inform the Senate whether the 
head of any Department has caused to be prepared 
in his Department the tabulated statement, or any 
part thereof, referred to in the following statement 
made in the Senate by theSenatorfrom Indiana, Mr. 
Morroy, on the 234 of February, 1872: “Isaw this 
afternoon a tabulated statement giving the num- 
ber of recommendations madein each Department 


since the 4th of March 1869, by the Senator from Ihi- 


nois, {Mr. TREMBULL,] numbering one hundred and 
three;” and if so, at whose instance and for what 
purpose said tabulated statement, or any part 
thereof, was prepared; whether the head of such 
Department at the same time caused like tabu- 
lated statements to be prepared giving the number 
of recommendations made by the other members 
of the Senate for the same period. Also, that he 
furnish the Senate with a copy of the record or list 
kept in the respective Departments showing the 


| appointments or removals therein which have been 


credited or charged to each of the Senators afore- 
said, and to what Senator, together with the names 
of the persons recommended to or for removal 
from, office by each of said Senators, stating par- 
ticularly in each case whether it was a request 
verbally or otherwise for an appointment or re- 
moval, the indorsement of recommendations made 
by others, or of the character of the parties recom- 
mending without any reference to the applicant, or 
a reference of the papers of others to him or the 
head of a Department, without any expression of 
opinion by the Senator in regard thereto; and 
whether appointments or removals have in any in- 
stance been made at the suggestion or request of any 
third party, who has acted as a go-between of either 
of said Senators and the appointing power, or rep- 
resented, or in any manner caused it to be under- 
stood, that such appointments or removals would be 
agreeable to, or were desired by, any Senator; and if 
so, giving the name of the Senator and of the person 
who so represented or caused it to be understood; and 
particularly whether any such appointments or re- 
movals have been made at the suggestion of Ros- 
well Hart, an assistant superintendent of mail ser- 
vice in the State of New York; or of A. H. Lafin, 
naval officer of the port of New York; or of A.B. 
Cornell, surveyor of the port of New York; they or 
either of them professing to represent any of such 
Senators. Also, whether any persons speaking for 
or on behalf of any of such Senators have ap- 
proached the executive department or any of its 
branches with proposals to arrange or compose the 
dissatisfaction of any of such Senators on the basis of 
patronage or by means of patronage. Also, whether. 
any of such Senators have made application or sug- 
gestion in regard to the award of any contract re- 
quired by law to be let to the lowest bidder; and if 
so, what Senator, and the name of the bidder in 
whose behalf the suggestion was made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1058) 
granting a pension to Margaret Coggins, wido 
of Philip Coggins. : 
The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 565) to extend the 
time to the State of Wisconsin to complete a | 
road from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior, 
with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 
The message further announced that the | 
House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 1720) to 
confirm the title of John Boyer: to certain 


lands therein described ; in which it requested | 
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- LAKE ST. CROIX AND SUPERIOR. RAILROAD; =. 
| Mr. HOWE. I should like to have the bill’ 
which has just come back from the House of | 
Representatives reported, and then‘ I-desire to 

submit a motion in regard to if, ee 

The amendment of the House of. Repre- 
sentatives to. the bill (S. No. 565) to extend 
the time to the State of Wisconsin tocomplete ' 
a road from Lake St. Croix to Lake Superior 
was laid before the Senate. : 

Mr. HOWE. I do not care about having 
the amendment reported.’ I understand what 
it is, if the Senate do not. I move that the Sen- 
ate non-concurinthe amendment of the House, 
and ask for a committee of conference. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. T should like to have 
that bill lie over until to-morrow, merely that 
we may have a vote upon it in the morning 
hour. { have no desire to delay it or to speak _ 
upon it, but I do desire to have a vote on the 
amendment of the House, and I should lke 
to have it taken up when we can have a yea, 
and nay vote ina full Senate. : è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The first question will be 
on concurring in the amendment of the Hoase 
of Representatives. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing 
to have the vote now if there isa quorum 
present, but I am fearful that there is not. 
If the Senator will let it lie gn the table 
until to-morrow morning, during’ the morning 
hour; I shall make no further opposition. 

Mr. HOWE. I shall have to do so if the 
Senate insists upon it. I think the bill was. 
passed by the Senate unanimously; I was not 
present at the time. If the Senator insists 
upon it, of course I will withdraw the motion, 
or will let it lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will lie over. i 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the 
16th instant, approved and signed an act (S. No. 


| buildings burned by sai 


528) to continue in force a grant, to the 
State of Nevada for college purposes. - ; 

The message also announced that the: Presi- 
dent had this day approved and signéd -the 
following acts : 

An act (S. No. 358) to restore the records 
of the United States courts in the northern 
district of Illinois ; 

An act (S. No. 442) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to provide for a building suited 
to the use of the post office, the pension and. 
revenue officers, and the judicial officers. of 
the United States in the city of Trenton, New 
Jersey ’’ approved March 3, 1871; and 

An act (S. No. 742) to amend section 
thirty-five of an act entitled “An act to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes.” 


CHICAGO FIRE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No, 555) 
for the relief of sufferers by fire at Chicago, 
the pending question being upon the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert the following: 

That all goods, wares, and merchandiso which 
may be sent from places without the limits of the 
United States as gratuitous contributions: to. the 
relief of sufferers by the fire which occurred at 
Chicago, Illinois, October 7, 8, and 9, 1871,shall, when 
imported and consigned to ‘the proper aathority at 
Chicago for distribution, be admitted. free of duty. 

Sec. 2. That thereshalibe allowed and paid, under 
such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury 
; shall prescribe, on all materials imported to be and 


tually used in buildings. erected on the site of 
buildings 1 fire, a drawback of the 


import duties paid on thesame: Provided, That said. 


| materials shall have been imported and used during 


the term of one year from and after the passage of 
this act. fata ; 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nucis hereby authorized to suspend the collection 


| of such taxes as may have been assessed, or as: may 


ha ed, prior to the 9th of October, 1871, in 
thro Brat collection district in the State of Illinois, 


the concurrence of the Senate, 


against any person residing or doing business and 
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owning property in that portion of the city of Ohi- 
eago recently destroyed by fire, and who, in the 
opinion of said Commissioner, has suffered material 
loss by such fire: Provided, That such suspension 
shall not be continued after the close of the next 


regular session of Congress. : 


Mr. WRIGHT. I had designed to say some- 
thing upon this bill; but in view of the length 
of:time taken upon the resolution which has 
just been disposed of, and what I know is the 
anxiety of the friends of the bill to have it 
acted on to-day, I shall forego it, and shall 
say but a very few words calling the attention 
of the Senate to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance. 

I may state that when this bill came from 
the House of Representatives it contained but 
two sections. The first section provided that 
gratuitous contributions for the relief of the 
sufferers by the fire which occurred at Chicago 
at the time stated in that section, and con- 
signed to the proper authorities of that city, 
should be admitted. free of duty. That sec- 
tion is retained in the amendment that now 
comes from the Committee on Finance. The 
second section is the one on which the contro- 
versy arises. The Committee on Finance re- 
ported a third section, and upon that I do not 
understand that there is any controversy. I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate par- 
ticularly to the change that has been made in 
the second section of the bill as reported. 

The second section, as reported from the 
committee, changes the section in the bill ag it 
came from the House in these respects: the 
bill as it came from the House provided that 
there should be a drawback ‘on all materials 
actually used in buildings erected on the ground 
burned over by said fire.” It will be found 
that the section as reported from the commit- 
‘tee differs from that in providing that the 
materials imported and upon which the draw- 
back is allowed must have been imported to 
be used; that is to say, that must have been 
the intention at the time the articles were im- 
ported; and not oniy must they be. imported 
to be used for that purpose, but they must be 
actually used. And instead of standing as it 
did in the section as it came from the House, 
that if the articles were actually used in the 
building without reference to the purpose or 
the intention of the importer, then the draw- 
back was allowed, as the bill stands now the 


articles must have been imported to be used - 


and'must be actually used in the burned dis- 
trict. In addition to that, the committee pro- 
vide not only that the materials thus imported 
shall be used in buildings erected on the ground 
burned over by the fire, but in buildings erected 
on the site of buildings burned over by said 
re, : 
Thus it will be seen that the provisions of 
the second section as they now stand are 
restricted as compared with the House bill. 
It will be seen also that under the provisions 
of the bill as it now stands there is but little, 
ifany, fair possibility of fraud in carrying out its 
provisions, for it must be shown under the 
regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury 


that the materials imported were to be used, | 
and were actually used, not alone in the burned | 


district, taking the entire territory burned over, 
but upon lots where the buildings were, upon 
the site ‘of the buildings that were burned by 
the fire. Ithink these amendments upon the 
bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives are very material and very important. 

This is all that I design to say at this time 
with reference to this bill. It is not my pur- 
pose to enter at all into the discussion of 
the general merits of the bill or the possible 
constitutional questionsethat ‘may be raised. 
T have:no purpose of doing so at this time. 
If time shall allow before the vote is taken, 
‘it is possible I may do it; but at present 
I prefer to let the bill go to the Senate. as 
it stands with what I have said. 
at this time that itis my purpose, if possible, 


to insist on having a vote on this bill before. 


“the Senate shall adjourn to-day. 


I say now | 


Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to make a suggestion? I, of course, do 
not wish to dictate to the Senator in any way 
the course which he shall take in regard to 
this bill; but there is a question to which 
he has referred, a question of law which I 
know does trouble some -Senators who would 
like to vote with the Senator from Iowa for 
the bill; and if it would not. inconvenience 
him at all, as he has examined that question, 
I think it would be very useful if he would 
state as briefly as he pleases his conclusion 
about it. Of course Tdo not ask him to go 
into any argument. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will state that I intend to 
do so, as I have already suggested, before the 
vote shall be taken on the bill; but at present 
I prefer that the discussion shall be taken up 
by others. At present I do not propose to 
enter into it. I have a very clear conviction 
on the subject, and do not hesitate to state 
that conviction is that there is no violation of 
the constitutional provision in this bill. Iam 
very clear that so far as the provision that the 
duties and imposts shall be uniform, that is, 
that they shall be made in a uniform manner 
is concerned, there is no violation of the Con- 
stitution in this bill. I say the duties are uni- 
form according to the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the amendment which 
was reported by the Committce on Finance in 
the form of a substitute: 

Strike out all after the word “that” and in lieu 
thereof insert: 

There shall be allowed and paid, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe, to the owners of all materials 
actually used in buildings erected on the ground 
burned over by said fire, the sum of $400,000: Pro- 
vided, Application therefor be made within two 
years of the passage of this act. ` 

At this time I merely wish to state that as I 
understand the theory of the bill, it is bascd on 
the precedent of Portland, and I have in con- 
formity to that theory proposed the amend- 
ment taking money out of the Treasury of the 
United States, by which the whole country 
will contribute to this object; and upon that 
basis taking the statement of the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Locan,] who introduced the bill 
as to the destruction of the city of Chicago, 
and also having reference to the destruction 
of the city of Portland, the amount which 
should be voted reaches the aggregate stated 
in my amendment, $400,000. 

Now, sir, to show that I am not alone in 
this view of the subject, in taking direct ground 
against the policy of touching the revenues of 
the country to accomplish this object, and in 
believing it to be a case of charity, no matter 
by what name it is called, I send to the desk 
a paper containing twenty reasons against the 
bill, sent to me from the city of Chicago itself 
with a request that it might be read here; and 
Task the Clerk now to read it for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Chicago Relief Bill—Twenty Reasons why it 
should not pass. 


1, Itis a doubtful policy for Government to adopt. 

2. It professes to relieve sufferers, but does not do 
it only to a very limited extent. 

3, It does not attempt or propose to relieve thesuf- 
ferers by the great fireon the7th of October, where- 
by thousands were made houseless and homeless, 


| lost all, and are in good faith as much entitled to 


relief as the sufferers by the fire of the 8th and 9th 
of October. . 

4. It proposes to relieve those only who own lots, 
orwho can buy inthe district burned overon the 8th 
and 9th of October, and so not one in a thousand 
aciual sufferers are even offered relief. 

5. It gives parties who owned lots, vacant before 
the fire, a rebate on building up their property, and 
they not losers by the fire at all. 

6. It gives speculators everywhere a chance to 
come into the burned district, buy lots and build, 
getting the rebate from Government. 

7. Itraises the value of lots in the burned district, 
(already held at fabulous prices,) so that they are 
entirely out of reach of a vast majority of the suf- 
ferers by the fire. N 

8. It does notask for or propose relief to the thou- 
sands of men who lost all, by the loss of their busi- 
ness, 


3 


9. It does not offer relief to the hundreds of mer- 
chants who lost stocks of goods and merchandise. 

10. it does not seek to help the thousands of poor 
men and women who lost houses, stores, and other 
buildings that were on leased lots. | 

li. It puts money into the hands of hundreds of 
men who lost by the fire, but: who are rich beyond 
their losses, and do not need relief from Government. 

12. It gives the property-owners in the vicinity of 

Wellsand Jackson streets benefits in building up 
their lots they are not entitled to, the fire having 
swept off a mass of worthless buildings, houses of 
prostitution and dens of infamy, leaving the ground 
worth hundreds of thousands of dollars more than 
it was before the fire. 
_ 13. It strikes a direct blow at the manufacturing 
interests of Chicago, such as are engaged in making 
any articles that enter into the construction of build- 
ings. 

14, It prevents improvements being made by ae- 
tual sufferers, outside the so-called burnt district, 
a very unjust discrimination. 3 

15. It attempts to force all improvements into the 
burnt district, and if passed in its present shape 
will do so, a result hoped for, no doubt, by its most 
ardent supporters, 

_ 16. It should not pass unless it includes the towns 
in Michigan and Wisconsin that suffered even 
greater loss than Chicago. 

17. It should not pass at all unless it gives actual 
sufferers by the fire the privilege of building any- 
where in Chicago where they may chance to have a 
lot, and so get the rebate. 

18. It should be a donation from Government 
direct to sufferers, (if any bill is passed,) and then 
the widows and orphans, the poor man with his 
family, the rich, and all alike would get relief pro 


rata. 

19. It should, on the donation plan, have the undi- 
vided support of the committee now in Washington, 
and all who are in good faith asking Congress for 
relief to the sufferers by the great fire of October 
Tth, 8th, and 9th, and they ought not to object to the 
proposition. E k 

20. It seeks to obtain relief (under false pretenses) 
from Congress, knowing that such relief cannot 
reach the masses that are tho greatest sufferers. 

And finally, if the Logan bill passes, and by its dis- 
crimination the business of Chicago is to be erowded 
into a small area, in the vicinity of the court-house, 
us before the fire, it is plain enough to any fair- 
minded man that in five or ten years hence the city 
of Chicago would have been far better offif the relief 


“bill had never passed, and business had spread over 


a larger territory, as it would have done without 
such unfair legislation. If the Government chooses 
to continue the Portland precedent of relieving cities. 
partially destroyed by fire, let Congress pass such bills 
as willlook toward benefiting at least a majority of 

sufferers, instead of speculators and vast numbers 
ot persons who have lost nothing. It isstrange that 
the large committee of gentlemen sent to Washing- 
ton to urge the passage of the Logan bill cannot so 

amend or modify it as to give some show of relief to 

the real sufferers, If they cannot, it is respectfully 
suggested that the title be changed to read: “A 
donation to real estate owners, to assist them in 

building up their property in the burnt district.” 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. As I under- 
stand from the reading of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance, two of 
the objections urged in that protest against 
this bill are met by the amendment; but the 
other eighteen stand, and I think the citizens 
of Chicago holding these views have the right 
tobe heard. Those reasons are urgent and 
bear forcibly upon the project now before the 
Senate, and I trust the Senate will give them 
that consideration which their importance 
demands. 

Mr. LOGAN, 
body? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator from 
Illinois asks if this paper is signed by anybody. 
I reply that it has been transmitted to me by 
citizens of Chicago, and if necessary I will 
reveal their names. But I desire to state right 
here that the name of the gentleman from Chi- 
cago which I gave on a former occasion has 
been so dealt with by the press of Chicago that, 
so far as I can screen citizens of Chicago who 
are opposed to this bill, I shall do so. If the 
Senate compel me to reveal the names, how- 
ever, I am ready to do so. ` I answer the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that I have not only one 
name, but more than one name to a letter 
accompanying that paper, and I should have 
had the letter read but for the peculiar circum- 
stances of the case and the criticism that has 
been indulged in by the press of Chicago upon 
any citizen there who sees fit to exercise his 
right of freedom of expression. On that ac- 
count I have withheld this letter, but it may 
be necessary to present it, and I may during 


Ts that paper signed by any- 


}| the pendency of this debate give their names, 


and shall do so if I deem it necessary. 
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Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, [have 
no desire to waste any time in the considera- 
‘tion of this bill, If Senators are determined 
to pass it I would as soon have it passed: at 
one o’clock as at five o’clock, ora week hence. 
I have therefore no desire to do anything more 
than state the objection which seems to me to 
be insuperable to the passage of this bill; and 
I desire to ask the attention of the lawyers of 
the Senate to a consideration of this question, 
which seems to me to be an exceedingly im- 
portant one. 

I do not propose in this connection to enter 
into any general consideration of the import- 
ance of the Constitution of the United States 
to our country or to the world; nor of the 
importance of adhering to its provisions and 
obeying its commands. I assume that all that 
is understood, and that there is no difference 
of opinion betwecn us in regard to it. The 
single question, therefore, is whether this bill 
violates the provisions of the Constitution. If 
it does, we are all bound by the solemnity of 
our official oaths to vote against it. 

There are provisions of the Constitution 
which seem to be vital to the Federal system. 
There are others which should be obeyed, be- 
cause they are in the Constitution, and yet are 
not so material and important to the working 
of our complicated system of Government as 
others. We ail know that the Union of the 
States under the Constitution grew out of the 


necessities of commerce more than any other || 


one thing. We were made up at that time of 
thirteen States scattered along the Atlantic 
coast with a large territory outside of all the 
States, which would sooner or latér be trans- 
formed into States inland in the Union, and it 
was known that if these States were permitted 
to act as independent, sovereign nations, some 
could levy such duties upon imported articles 
as would subject all the other States of the 
Union to servitude. It was therefore one of 
the strongest inducements to the formation of 
the Union, Mr. Webster, in the argument of 
the celebrated case in the Supreme Court in 
regard to the free navigation of the waters of 
New York by steamboats, I think, states the 
proposition that the interests of commerce 
more than anything else induced the formation 
of the Union and the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution. It was designed to make us one 
nation as to all the purposes of trade and com- 
merce; and whether a citizen lived in Maine 
or Massachusetts, or Pennsylvania, or Ohio, or 
Indiana, or any other portion of the Union, he 
should be on a footing with the citizens of the 
most favored States in regard to all the regula- 
tions of commerce. 

Now, in the light of the political history of 
that time, which demonstrates that this was the 
motive of those who formed the Constitution, 
let us see whether they accomplished that 
end. In the first place, the States transferred 
this power of levying duties. on imports from 
the States to the General Government. What 
was the object in transferring it there? Sim- 
ply that it might be exercised uniformly 
through all the States. If it had been left to 
the respective States, the tariff would have 
been different upon the same article. This 
would have resulted in building up trade in a 
particular State at the expense of the people 
of another State. The very object and pur- 
pose of transferring this power to the General 
Government was to securé-a uniformity of 
impost duties. ` 

But the framers of the Constitution did not 
content themselves with merely transferring 
this power to the General Government. They 


took care to regulate its exercise by the Gen- 


eral Government. No subjectwas more care- 
fully regulated and guarded in the Constitu- 
tion than this fundamental principle, uniform- 
ity throughout the United States of all duties 
imposed upon imports. i 

Article one, section eight, provides: 


“The Congress shall have power to lay and col- 
leet taxes, duties, imposts, and- excises; to pay the 


debts and provide for the common defense and: 
general welfare of the United States; but aH duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform. throughout 


the United States.” 


That is the limitation on or the regulation. 
of the power in Congress. - It was: supposed 
that, lodged in a single Government, it would 
be more fairly exercised ; but the people did 
not leave it to that hope; they secured that 
end by express provisions of the Constitution. 
Now, this language contains no ambiguity. 
There is no possible escape from its meaning. 
It means. that every section of this Union 
shall pay the same duty upon every imported 
article; and it cannot mean anything else; 
for when it is declared that all duties shall be 
uniform throughout the United States, no 
other construction can be placed upon the 
language. 

Then it was desirable and thought necessary 
to prevent Congress from making any regula- 
tions which should give preference to the ports 
of one State over those of another, and clause 
six of section nine of article one provides; 

“No preference shall be given by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to or 
from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay 
duties in another.’’ : 

The. Constitution does not leave the matter 
here, but in the second clause of the tenth 
section of the first article it is provided: , 

“No State shall, without: the consent of the Con- 
gress, lay any imposts or duties on imports or ex- 
ports, except what may be absolutely necessary for 
executing its inspection laws.” 

Bear in mind, the matter is not left even 
here. 

“And the net produce of all duties and imposts 
laid by any State on imports or exports shall be for 
the use of the Treasury of the United States; and 
all such laws shall be subject to the revision and 
control of the Congress.” 

See, Mr. President, the safeguards with which 
the framers of the Constitution surrounded this 
power and the care with which they secured 
this end, uniformity throughout the United 
States. In the first place, taking the power 
from the States, they lodged it in the General 
Government, which it was believed would 
speak one voice overall the States. Not will- 
ing to leave'it there without additional safe- 
guards, they regulated the power in the hands 
of Congress, and provided that Congress shall 
never discriminate, but that all duties shall be 
uniform throughout the United States. The 
Constitution then forbids Congress to discrim- 
inate between the ports of different States, 
and then the Constitution denies to the States 
the right to lay any duties whatever except for 
the purpose of executing their inspection laws, 
and even in that case the money received is 
for the benefit of the United States, and is to be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, the little examination 
I have given to this subject has not developed 
many decisions, perhaps there is no direct 
decision of the judicial department upon it, 
and there is very. little discussion upon the 
subject in the elementary writers; and for the 
manifest reason that it had been made so plain, 
so clearly settled by the text of the Constitu- 
tion, that there was nothing to discuss. It is 
alluded to in the opinion of the Supreme Court 
delivered by Chief Justice Marshall in the case 
of Loughborough vs. Blake, 5 Wheaton, pages 
318 and 319. There the court say: 

“The eighth section of the first article gives to 
Congress. the ‘power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises,’ for the purposes thercinafter 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limita- 
tion as to place. It consequently extends to all 
places over which the Government extends. If this 
could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the sub- 
sequent words which modify the grant. These words 
are, ‘but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States,’ It. will not 
be contended that the modification of the power 
extends to places to which the power itself does not 
extend. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, 
imposts, and excises may be exercised, and must 
be exercised throughout the United States. Does 
this term designate the whole, or any particular 
portion of the American empire? Certainly this 
question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is com- 


posed of States and Territories. The District of. 
columbia, or the territory west-of the Missouri; is 


not less within the United States, than Maryland or... 


Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary, on the 
principles of our Constitution, that: uniformity in: i 
the imposition of imposts, duties, and excises should: 
be observed in the.one than in the other.” ` CES 

The Chief Justice was not passing upon tbis 
as a litigated question, but he lays down this 
premise from-which to reason in regard: to the 
particular case before the court, assuming this 
to be so plain that it might safely be made the 
basis of his reasoning in regard’ tothe partic- 
ular question before the court. i 

Now, then, Mr. President, with this. Con- 
stitution before us, with the history: of that 
time before us, knowing as we do, . every 
one of us, that it was the intention and pur- ; 
pose ‘to prevent a discrimination in this re- 
spect in the different States and localities: of 
this Union, fortified by the opinion of Chief 
Justice Marshall, which says these duties must 
‘be uniform in every State, in every Territory, 
in the District of Columbia, and wherever the 
Government extends, I come to ask your atten- 
tion to the precise language of this bill which 
the mover of it, the Senator from Towa, has 
declared to be in his opinion entirely consti- 
tutional. Thesecond section reads as follows: 


That there shall be allowed and paid, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe, on all materials imported to: be and. actu- 
ally used in buildings erected on the site of buildings 
burned by said fire, a drawback of the import duties 
paid on the same. : 

That section does not even furnish us a 
decent disguise for violating the Constitution ;. 
it does not even attempt to whip the devil 
around the stump by providing that if proof 
shall be made to the Secretary of the Treag- 
ury that certain materials have been employed 
for this purpose he may pay them so much 
out of the Treasury ; but this bill meets the 
Constitution fair in the face, and declares 
that all building materials used in Chicago 
shall have “a ‘drawback of the duties paid 
thereon.” ; ; 

Now, Mr. President, when you drop words 
and consider things, does not this section sub- 
stantially provide that these articles imported 
into and used in Chicago for one year shall 
pay no duty? Does the Senator from Iowa, 
so distinguished as a lawyer, as a judge, ag a 
statesman and a Senator, believe that this 
artful dodge satisfies. the Constitution? . Does 
he believe that because you compel a man to, 
pay the money in with his right hand and 
allow him to take it back with his left the 
Constitution has been obeyed, and that Chi- 
cago has paid uniform duties on these articles? 
Why, Mr. President, it would seem impossible 
for the most technical mind to reason itself 
into such a conclusion; but it is very certain 
that the public mind, which. is after all the 
fairest interpreter of the Constitution, be- 
cause the Constitution meant to steer clear. 
of technicalities and deal with the substance 
of things—that great, broad, public intelli- 
gence, the sound judgment of the country, 
will certainly never sustain such a construc- 
tion. ` 

To test this a little, suppose I move, and I 
think I shall at the proper time, this amend- 
ment: 

Src. 4. Be it further enacted, That all wool manu- 
factured into cloth, and all hides manufactured into 
leather in the State of Wisconsin, for one year.after 
the passage of this act, shall be entitled to a draw- 
back from the Treasury of the import duties paidon 
the same. eee 

Jf the-second section of this bill-is con- 
stitutional, this amendment is constitutional. 
Then I should expect. the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis, if in his place, to move: 

Suc. 5. An i enacted, That all wool 
atad islet ta the State of Massachu=' 
setts, and all machinery used in the manufacture of 
cotton fabrics in the State.of Massachusetts, shall. 
have a drawback from the Treasury equal: to. thoi 
duties on the same, for one year. © : 


Then I expect the Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania to move that his State shall be exempt; 
las to certain articles, and then I expect- the! 
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Senator from. Vermont to come in to exempt 
his State in regard to other articles; and if 
one of these. exemptions is constitutional all 
are, and I defy any lawyer—I beg pardon; I 
forget myself and think Iam talking in a court 
when I am discussing a question.of law ; there 
we:do.defy. lawyers—but.I invite, most. defer- 
entially, any Senator to draw a distinction 
between the second section of this bill and the 
amendments which I have suggested until there 
shall be no uniformity in any two States in 
regard to the imposts upon any article imported 
into the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to spend 
more than a moment in regard to the details 
of this bill. I think the bill unjust., I think 
if the nation is going to relieve the great 
calamity in Chicago it ought to do it-by a 
national act of grace, and not to transfer the 
burden- upon Wisconsin and Michigan. I 

' think if is is going to interfere, it should do so 
to protect those who suffered from this fire. 
This bill provides for the nabobs of Chicago, 
for men who do not need aid, the men who, not- 
withstanding the loss of sums by this fire, are 
yet. rich enough-to keep on their feet, hold 
theirland, and rebuild their buildings, because 
if they are not, they get no benefit whatever 
from this act; but the comparatively poor 
man of Chicago, the merchant who rented 
his. store and sold imported goods and lost 
everything he had in the world, gets no bene- 
fit from this act. You do not provide that he 
may. import another stock of goods free of 
duty, or, to use precisely the language of this 
act, may have a drawback of duty upon a new 
stock of goods; you do not provide that the 
man who lived in a shanty on a lot in the 
city aud lost it, and is now utterly unable to | 
rebuild and is compelled to leave the city, 
shall be relieved; you make no provision for 
him.. No, Mr. President, this bill looks over 
the heads of the poor, it is a bill based upon 
the idea of a national charity overlooking the 
men who need the charity, to pour into the 
pockets of those who do not need your aid 
the charity of the nation. Nor is it confined 
to,those who were in Chicago prior to the pas- 
sage of the bill. Mr. William B. Astor may 
go to-morrow to Chicago and buy up the lot 
of every poor man who was ruined by this 
fire at just such figures as that man may be 
compelled to take for it, and then Mr. Wil- 
liam B. Astor, with millions at his command, 
may rebuild palaces where shanties stood, and 
he is to enjoy the benefit of this act. Is that 
Just? Js it a proper way to redress the great 
calamity of this fire? Is that aiding those 
who suffered by the fire? 

-But I shall not dwell- particularly upon 
the lumber interest in our State which is sup- 


posed to be so materially affected and aggrieved | 


by the passage of this bill, if it passes, on the 4 
ground of sympathy. And here I desire to: 
speak without offense. to any Senator; I cer-; 
tainly do not mean to throw any ridicule upon} 


on behalf of my own constituents who suffered 
more, measuring human suffering not counting 
loss of money, than was suffered in Chicago, 
and upon whom you now propose to lay the 
duty of rebuilding Chicago. 1f I cannot stay 
you with the Constitution, if I cannot protect 
the people I have the honor to represent by 
this compact of States, I will not attempt to 
fence you in with pine lumber. ; 

Mr.. LOGAN. Mr. President, I should 
think from. the manner and tone of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Carrenter] that 
this was getting to be not so much a question 
of sympathy as a question of excitément. I 
do not know that Í can convince any one in 
this Chamber, in reply to the able and elo- 
quent argument of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, that this bill is unconstitutional; but I 
can convince the Senate of one thing, if they 
will listen to me, namely, that if it is not con- 
stitutional the fathers and all those who ad- 
ministered this Government from 1790 down 
to 1866 were very poor lawyers and misunder- 
stood. the Constitution. Whether they were 
poor lawyers or misunderstood: the Constitu- 
tion, is not for me to say. One thing is very 
certain: they differed widely with the Senator 
from Wisconsin. I can show you, and I will 
do it before I sit down, precedent after prece- 
dent where the very principle was applied that 
we ask you now to apply in the Chicago case. 
If I cannot show that, I will not ask you to 
pass the bill. 

I do not claim to be a lawyer of sufficient 
eminence and ability to carry everything by 
storm asI go. Ihave never attempted that; 
but I do claim that when I examine a question 
and read the statutes relating to it, and read 
the construction given, and the reports of dif- 
ferent committees on the subject, I have at 
least common sense enough to understand 
what they mean. ‘There is not one particle of 
controversy between the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and me so far as the legal question is con- 
cerned as applicable to the laying of duties. 
But the Senator, in my judgment, misappre- 
hends the proper construction of the Consti- 
tution, if he will allow me to say so to so emi- 
nent a gentleman, in applying the same rule 
to the refunding duties that he does to the 
laying of duties. There is where the differ- 
ence is, and there is where the construction 
has been given to this section of the Constitu- 
tion by dilferent Congresses and by different 
statesmen. It is true that the Constitution 
provides that— 

* The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; butall duties, imposts 
ae excises shall be uniform throughout the United 

aves. xi 

What does that mean? All duties shall be | 
laid uniformly throughout the United States. 
Is not that the meaning? Itapplies to duties; 
and what are duties? Duties are taxes laid by 
the Government of the United States on the 


sympathy, which is, beyond all question, ras I ay of certain goods into this country. 


purest emotion that cau spring from the heart; 
the whole world exhibited its sympathy and 
poured in supplies when Chicago was in flames. 
_ Lhe State of Wisconsin did it. The State of 
Michigan did it. Toreign nations did it. 
‘Two continents rose up and made contributions 
to-meet the necessities of Chicago, and cer- 
tainly I am not desirous of condemning sym- 
pathy in the heart of a Senator; but if our 
sympathy lits us above our judgment and intel- 
leet, if our sympathy can stifle cur consciences 
in regard. to the Constitution of the United 
States, if our sympathy can induce the Senate 
to pass a bill which provides that Chicago 
shall pay no duty on imported articles for one 
year, in‘defiance of the Constitution, which 
says the duties on all imported articles. shall 
be uniform in every town, city, county; school 
distriet, and place over which the Government 
of the United States extends—if, Senators, 


your sympathies can lift you over ali these dif- 
ficulties, I cannot stay you by appealing to you 


‘A duty isthe amount you pay for the privilege! 
of bringing foreign goods into this country. 
Now, I would askthe Senator, when Congress 
has laid a duty and that duty has been collected, 
is not that a compliance with this provision of 
the Constitution? Suppose you never under- 
take to refund it, does not its collection com- 
ply with the Constitution ? Certainly it does: 
if, then, duties are uniformly laid upon arti- 
cles imported into this country and paid, your 
Constitution is complied with to the very 
letter. 

Now, what connection is there between the 
refunding of money by the Government of the 
United States to any individual and the laying 
of duties? The Senator says the trouble is | 
that you refund the same duties; you refund 
the same amount to the person who paid it for 
a certain purpose, "Now, suppose you appro- 
priate out of the Treasury for a certain pur- 


pose the same amount, is that constitutional? 
should like to know, if you can appropriate 


money for a certain purpose, can you not 
refund money that has been paid as duties for 
the same purpose? -Certainly it seems to me 
that you ean, 

Mr. CARPENTER. If I do not annoy my 
friend I should like to ask.a question. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If I do annoy him I 
trust he will say so, for I do not want to inter- 
rupt him. The precise difference between him 
and myself on that point is this: I agree that 
after duties have been collected under the 
general law with no expectation or right to 
demand a rebate or drawback, if Congress 
should remit that amount of money to a par- 
ticular individual it might be constitutional. 
That is a wholly different thing, however, from 
saying in advance that the people of one State 
may for twelve years or one year import as 
much of a particular article as they please and 
be allowed a drawback on the same. In other 
words, in one case the man has imported his 
article without any such inducement; in the 
other you have promised and bound the Gov- 
ernment in advance to make that discrimina- 
tion in favor of a State; and that is precisely 
the thing which the Constitution says you shall 
not do. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think the Senator and 
myself understand one another on this ques- 
tion. We differ as a matter of course; but 
now let us go to the authorities and see which 
of us is sustained. I will put some cases to 
the Senator. Suppose the Congress of the 
United States should remit duties on a par- 
ticular article for a particular purpose, is that 
a violation of the Constitution? Suppose that 
the duty on molasses is five cante per gallon; 
suppose that that duty is laid and collected ; 
that is a uniform duty on all molasses; but if 
Congress provides in the same bill that if a 
portion of that molassesis used for the purpose 
of manufacturing New England rum then the 
duty shall be refunded, is not that a parallel 


case? 

Mr. CARPENTER. It would be parallel 
if your law read that all molasses manufac- 
tured into New England rum in the State of 
Massachusetts should be exempt. That would 
be parallel ; but in the case the Senator sup- 
poses every man manufacturing molasses into 
New England rum in every State of the Union 
has the benefit of it. It is therefore uniform. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator, I presume, 
understands me; at least I think I understand \ 
myself. I understand the laying of uniform | 
duties to be the laying of duties on the same | 
article at the same value per gallon or per | 


pound or per yard or per anything else any- | 


where in the United States. Is not that so? 
Then, if you lay a duty on molasses of five 
cents per gallon, and when a portion of that 
molasses is put into a certain thing refund the 
duty, I ask you if that is uniformity in laying 
duties? And that is precisely what the United 
States has done time and again, and I have 
the statutes here to show, if any gentleman 
disputes it, that at different times the duty on 
molasses, on sugar, on different articles that 
were employed in the making of New Eng- 
land rum was refunded on every pound and 
gallon that went into the composition of rum, 
while on the residue it was not refunded. 
Hence, the duty could not be uniform on mo- 
lasses, according to the gentleman’s argument, 
because only on a portion of it was. the duty 
paid and on a portion it was refunded; but 
that was the statute. : 

Now, let me give you another instance. The 
Government has time and again discriminated 
in its duties. For instance, if certain articles 
were imported into the United States and 
were afterward exported through the port of 
New Orleans when it belonged to the French, 
the duties were refunded, but on the very same 
articles exported anywhere else the duties 
were not refunded. 
That law was passed in 1791, authorizing mer- / 
chants who exported goods from the port of / 


f 


There is one instance, ; 


į 
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* times in this country the Congress of the Uni- 


| 


1872. 


New Orleans, in French territory, to obtain 
the refunding of the duties paid on those goods. 
Another statute, passed not very many years 
ago, provided that merchants exporting goods 
to Santa Fé, New Mexico, should have the | 
duties refunded. On the very same character 
of goods duties were received, and if they 
were exported anywhere else the duty was not 
refunded, but if exported to this particular 
place, the duty was refunded.; According to 
the Senator’s doctrine, the refunding of duties 
being required to be in accordance with the 
provision for laying duties, this would have 
been a discrimination, and have been uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend will par- 
don me. To come exactly to the point, be- 
cause that is the quickest way for two lawyers 
to get together on a legal proposition, I think 
the error the Senator makes is in construing 
the word ‘‘ uniform” in that connection in the 
Constitution. I do not understand that it 
requires that the Government, for instance, in 
laying duties upon molasses, should lay pre- 
cisely the same amount upon every gallon of 
molasses. What it requires is that the duties 
which it does lay and all the provisions it 
makes in regard to imposing duties on molas- 
ses shall have the same operation in one State 
of the Union that it does in another. In 
other words, uniformity is as to territory and 
not as to the article. : 

Mr. LOGAN. I think I understand the 
Senator. I did not know that I could cause 
him to explain so often, he being so good a 
lawyer; but I think I understand him. He 
says it applies to territory and not to the arti- 
cle. Hence you may assess a duty of fifty 
cents a yard upon a certain quality of silk, 
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coming from foreign countries, and certain 
duties on articles imported from thence to this 
country; but with a provision that whenever 
the foreign country referred to, whether South 
America, France, or any other, laid a uniform 
tonnage duty equal to ours or less than ours, 
or a duty on articles imported less than ours, 
there should be an equalization of the: duties 
and the law should cease to operate ; but other- 
wise it’should stand. I could cite you a num- 
ber of cases where our tonnage duty was so 
much per ton, and it was provided that when a 
country that had commerce with us reduced 
its duties below that, we should reduce ours so 
as to equalize them with the countries we were 
on favorable terms with in reference to com- 
merce. As to other countries that did not do 


and thirty cents a yard on the same quality 
of silk. Is that what the gentleman means as 
to laying a uniform duty? 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator certainly 
cannot misunderstand me upon that point. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I do not misunderstand 

the gentleman. . 
' Mr. CARPENTER. If the law provides 
that a certain duty shall be laid upon silk, of 
a certain quality fifty cents, silk of another 
quality thirty cents, gnd that silk of another’ 
quality shall come in free, if that law is applied 
equally to every State in the Union itis con- 
stitutional ; in other words, it is a uniform 
tariff on silk, uniform as to territory, not 
uniform on all silk. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not talking about all 
silks. Ithink I can make myself understood 
before the Senate if Iam permitted to do it. 
Whether this uniformity applies to territory, 
or to thearticle, or to individuals, let us see 
how the argument comports with what he said 
awhile ago. I am not speaking of silk of 
different kinds; 1 am speaking of silk of & 
particular kind. IfI import silk ofa particu- 
lar kind, and you import silk of a particular 
kind, and a duty of fifty cents a yard is levied 
‘on that which I import and thirty cents on 
that which you import, is that a uniform duty 
{ï should like to know? It certainly would not 
be either as applicable to individuals or. as 
applicable to the article itself; it could not be 
uniform; and yet when I put the case of mo- 
lasses. the duty is uniform ; itis five cents per 
gallon; but on the molasses used for a certain 
purpose the duty is refunded. That was the 
point I was making. Hence the uniformity 
applies to:the article as well as to the indi- 
vidual, and to the individual as well as to the 
article, and therefore it is not the refunding 
ofa duty, but it isthe laying-of a duty on the 


article. : 
Now, let us go a little further. At different 


ted States has passed acts. making discrimina- 
tions between. different countries, and E pre- 
sume there -is nota Senator: here who is not 
_ familiar with the history of the tariff in. this 
conntry. At certain times tonnage duties of 


that we allowed our tonnage duties to remain. 
Was that laying a uniform tonnage duty on 
vessels? Why was that? And yet that was 
done. That has never been criticised, and it 
has been done time and again by men who 
understood the Constitution as well as we do. 

But that is not a parallel case. I only cite 
it to show somewhat the history of legislation 
in reference to duties in this country. But 


a particular amount have been laid on. vessels | 


one we are asking ‘to have passed, “approved 
June 14, 1790: £ p Ee 


} mitted on a parcel of homp, duck, ticklenburg, and 


‘molasses, the property of T 
‘pany, merchants, of the city of Hudson, in the State 
of New York, which were lost by fire in the. brig 
Minerva on her passage from New York to the city 
-of Hudson, her port of delivery.” 


‘individual for the loss of his property by fire, 
‘IT suppose that would be constitutional. “Why? 
The Senator said awltile ago you might re: 
‘fund ‘to one individual; but if you can refund 
o an individual on account of loss by fire, or 
y anything else, can you not refund tö- one 
undred thousand individuals? I do not. cite 
‘this case to show that it is precisely applica- 
‘ble in principle to the one that we ask, but I 
_cite it to show that the custom of the Congress 
ofthe United States has from 1790 to thé pres: 
‘ent time been to refund duties on different 
rticles for different reasons and at different 
times. i 

| Then, again, in 1790, the duties were ire: 


now I will put a case to the Senator and see 
whether that is in accordance with this or not. 
The State of Kentucky is engaged very ex- 
tensively in distilling Bourbon whisky. I do 
not cite the case as applicable, but am merely | 
putting a case to see whether it would be ‘ap-/ 
plicable to this or not. Suppose Congress’ 
should say that all copper stills of a certain’ 
size and form imported into Kentucky for thé 
purpose of distilling Bourbon whisky should, 
have the duty refunded, would that be consti- 
tutional ? J 

Mr. CARPENTER. No. Pa 

Mr. LOGAN. I presumed the Señato 
would say that. Now I want to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] to a point in regard to his own 
State that perhaps he never noticed. Those 
who have gone before us have certainly acted 
very badly so far as the Constitution is con- 
cerned, if the objection now made is tenable. 
Inasmuch as the Senator from Pennsylvania 
suggested this constitutional objection, I will 
read a statute applicable to Pennsylvania, 
bearing on this very point. Itis an act which 
was passed by the Congress of the United 
States, January 19, 1824, and I will read 
several acts following this, if I have time, of 
precisely the same character, not applicable 
to the same article, but of the same importi 
This bill that you are asked to pass to-day i 
precisely such a statute as this copied from 
what is commonly known as the Portland bill; 
this statute is to be found in volume six, Stat- 
utes-at-Large, page 291. 

“Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the 

Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to refund, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to the distillers of 
spirituous liquors within the county of Berks, in the 
State of Pennsylvania”— . 
ot all over the United States, but in the 
county of Berks, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia— : 
“who, at any time since the Ist day of January, 
1814, have used stillsmade according to Henry Whit- $ 
mer’s improvement upon Anderson’s condensing- è 
tub; and who have paid a duty upon the capacity: 
of the globes of such stills, all such sums of money | 
as they may have paid, respectively, as a duty on 4 
the capacity of the globes of their said stills.” ~ 

There is a statute passed in 1824 in refer- 
ence to refunding the duties on certain arti- ; 
cles imported for the distillation of spirits, 
applicable to whom? To distillers in Berks 
county, Pennsylvania—precisely such an act 
as we ask to have passed to-day. In 1824, if 
the Senator from Wisconsin wi 
names of the Senators that were here then, he 
will find that there were statesmen and law- 
yers too in this body at that time. 

Now I wish to read another statute, and 
this looks‘a little more in the direction of the } 


ems 


imported in the ship Mercury into the port of 
Annapolis, in the State of Maryland. Here-is 
the act: $ 
“ That so much of the duties accruing on eighteen 
hundred bushels of salt, imported in the ship Mer- 
cury, into the port of Annapolis, in ‘the State of 
Maryland, some time in the month of April last, on 
account of Messrs. John Stewart and John David- 


bushels thereof, which were casualiy destroyed by 
a flood on the night of the same day on which the 
said. salt was landed and stored, shall be, and the 
Sama are hereby, remitted. Approved, August 4, 


This is the refunding of duty to the individ- 
ual that paid it on the article when the article 
was destroyed. The Senator may argue that 
this is not refunding the same duty that was 
paid on the article destroyed. That is ‘true; 


articles destroyed in Chicago, upon which the 
duties have been paid, being building material, 
which are transferred time and again, there is 
no possible means of ascertaining the amount 
of duties that have to be refunded, or the 
amount of duties that would be claimed by each 
individual. There is no manner in which it 


which they can be recompensed or comipen-: 
sated is by refunding the duties on. the articles 
that are required for rebuilding that which has 
been burned. 
further with this. 

The time has been in this country. when the 
Congress of the United States thought it was 
well enough to encourage certain things to be 
done for the purpose of improving the coun- 
try. It is on this principle that we ask this. 
It is to rebuild Chicago, that revenues again 
may be received by the Government, that that 
great city may again show itself as it was be- 
fore, a model before the eyes of this world, 
and that the Government itself may receive 
that which it ought to receive, its regular dues 
from that city, and they have not been light, 
for in seven years the city of Chicago has paid 
into the Treasury of the United States over 
forty-five million. dollars as internal revenue 
to this Government.. Not as duties, but as in- 
ternal revenue, Chicago has paid you over forty~ 
five million dollars, and paid it, too, almost 


This, then, as I said, is on the principle that 
you advocate protection to American: indus: 
try; itis to encourage and to. advance these. 
people in rebuilding the city. Dp aie 
In times gone by the Congress of the United 
States passed many laws of this kind. They. 
passed a law refunding all the duties on rail- 


ll examine the |} road iron when that railroad iron was laid down 


I the Treasury showing that it was absolutely 
laid for the purpose of traversing this country. 
| Why was that done? 


the building of railroads, and it was done by 


and the proof submitted to the Secretary of 


Tt was done to encourage 


son, as relates to thirteon hundred and twenty-five - 


but the principle is the same; and why?,. The - 


could be ascertained, and the only way in- 


` “That the duties amounting to $167 50 be ree 


omas Jenkins and com- ` 


`- There was an act remitting the duty to one- ` 


ee ee 


| funded on eighteen hundred bushels of salt - 


Now, sir, let me go a litile:": 


entirely from this very district that was burned. ` 


i 
# x 

$ 

i 
$ 

; 
| 

f 
A 


4 


. clamps, and bolts, or other fastenings for the rails 


» on that road. 


$ 
\ 


` 


: Po read-itnow, as it bears on the case. 


_ plied it to spikes, clamps, &c.? I will state. 


‘which Congress has legislated on precisely 
' this principle. But let me go further; I will 
igive you many more, and I will show the Sen- 
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the Congress of the United States by an act 
approved July 7, 1838. I will read it: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to refund to the New Castle”— 

~ L perceive that I am reading the wrong stat- 
ute; Düt inasmuch as I have turned to this one 
said that Congress. passed a general statute 
relative to railroad iron, which is true, and I 
will turn to it.in a moment; but I. read this 
statute for the purpose of showing that the 
principle we ask in reference to Chicago has 
been applied to railroads in this country in 
1888. Let me read it: 


“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is; directed to refund to the New Castle and 
Frenchtown Turnpike and Railroad Company ?— 


Designating a particular company, particu- 
lar parties— 
“the duties paid by them to the collector of the 


customs for the port of Wilmington, in the State of 
Delaware, upon two several importations of spikes, 


upon the railroad of the said company, the one made 
on the 12th day of October, 1836, in the ship Kutuzoff, 
and the other on the 27th day of February, 1887, in 
the:ship Isaac Hicks, the duties to be refunded upon 
both importations, to the sam of $2,003 83: Provided, 
That the said company shall first prove to the satis- 


faction of the said Secretary that the said duties 


were properly chargeable to and paid by the said 
company, and were not covered by their contract 
with ‘their agents.” 

There is a statute applying to a particular 
railroad company. Why is it that they ap- 


In another statute that I cannot just now turn 
to, but which I will read before I am through, 
if it is desired, the Congress of the United 
States agreed to refund the duties on railroad 
iron after being laid down, without being ap- 
plicable to any particularroad; and it stood 
until 1836 as the general law in this country ; 
but there was dispute as to the construction, 
of it. The company claimed that it meant 
spikes, &c., and the Secretary of the Treasury 
denied it and would not refund the duties on 
them. Congress then passed a special act in 
reference to this railroad requiring the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund the duties on 
spikes, on clamps, and on everything that was 
required for the purpose of fastening the rails 


p 


There are three instances I have given in 


ate a few statutes that stand to-day unrepealed, 
that if this law is unconstitutional will require 
the action of Congress in order to repeal cer- 
tain statutes that do to-day precisely what we 
are asking you to do, and those constructions 
have been given after long debate in Congress. 

Trefer the Senator from Wisconsin to the 
debate on the refunding of the duties on salt 
used for thé purpose of drying fish—a debate 
that took place between the Senators from 
Massachusetts and Senator Benton in 1882, in 
which debate reference was made to a report 
made by Thomas Jefferson in 1791. Inas- 
much as I am on that point I will state now 
how this occurred. When Thomas Jefferson 
was Secretary of State a question arose on a 
petition presented from the general court of 
Massachusetts to the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States asking for fishing bounties, asking 
for the refunding of the datics on rope, on 
tackle, on everything that entered into the i 
fisheries, and asking that it apply to vessels of 
certain dimensions. This petition was referred 
by the House of Representatives of the United 
States to the Secretary of State, Thomas Jef- 
ferson, and he made the report which I hold 
in my hand. Itis long, and I shall not read 
it. “1 will simply say that in this report he 
went through the whole question, took up the 
history of the colonies, the history of fishing, 
the history of rebates, the history of duties, 
the history of everything in connection with 
the question ; and i will read one sentence of 
his report to show what his views were. 


This was on the question of fishing bounties. 
In the debate to which I allude, some of the 
Senators maintained that giving bounties for 
fishing was unconstitutional ; but no Senator 
maintained that the refunding or remitting of 
duties was unconstitutional. It was main- 
tained by some that granting bounties was un- 
constitutional. Why? Because the bounties 
were not always equal to the duties that were 
paid. Sometimes the duties being reduced 
and the bounties remaining the same, the 
bounties would be more than the duties; and 
hence it was maintained that that was appro- 
priating money from the Treasury for that pur- 


| pose, and so was unconstitutional; but no man 


maintained that the remission of duties was 
unconstitutional. And for what purpose were 
the duties on salt to be refunded? For use in 
drying cod-fish. It was not applicable to the 
whole country. It was not applicable to the 
valley of the Mississippi; we have no cod-fish. 
It was not applicable anywhere except on the 
Atlantic coast; it applies only to ‘the people 
engaged in fishing, who employed probably 
from three to five hundred fishing-smacks. 


Those who sustained the bounties argued į 
that they were necessary for the purpose of: 


fostering a nursery for seamen. That was one 
argument. Another argument was that our 
people were imposed on because foreigners 
could import fish cheaper than we could sell 
them, unless there should be a rebate of the 
duties on the salt used in drying them. Others 
argued it from different stand-points. Mr: 
Jefferson solved the whole question in this 
way: 

“This brings us to the question 
the condition of this fishery requi 

Then he answers; 

T. A remission of duties on the articles used for 
their calling.” 
` That was Mr. Jefferson’s answer. Mr. Jef- 
ferson was for remitting the duties on the 
articles employed by them in fishing, and on 
that the debate sprang up, and on that the 
question was decided. That same thing has 
remained off and on ever since, sometimes 
discussed and changed, but the same theory 
has gone through from 1791 to the present 
day. 
In 1839, in a discussion on this vor 
tion in the Senate of the United States, this 
report of Mr. Jefferson was referred to, and 
I will read a portion of that debate to show 
the manner in which it was understood then. 
Mr. Benton said: ‘ 


“The forei 
flourished.’? 


He goes on and s 


» What relief does 
re?” 


peaks of them, quoting 


from this report of Mr. Jefferson, as follows: | 
“Of the disadvantages which depend on others, 


are— 

ii. The loss of the Mediterranean markets. 

“2, Exclusions from the markets of some of our 
neighbors. , 

3. High duties in those of others; and 

“4, Bounties to 
with us.” # # : 

“This brings us to the question, what relief does 
the condition of this fishery require?” 


And the answer is: 


“1, A remission of duties on the articles used in 
their calling, See ns 
“2. A retaliating daty on the foreign article. 


19 
ve 


Free markets abroad.’’ 
Mr. Benton, in this same debate, 
of this memorial from Massachusetts 
“The mem 


speaking 
; Said: 
orial from the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts, presented at the first session of the First 
Congress under the present Constitution, prayed for 
aid in four different ways to the fisheries: 

“I. A remission of duties on the articles used by 
the fishermen. 

“2, A monopol 
ory duties on foreign fish. 
._ „2. Improved markets abroad by amicable nego- 
tiations with foreign Powers in favor of American 
fish. : 

“4. Premiums and bounties in imitation of the 
system of England, France, and Tolland.” 


What does Mr. Benton say of those four 
propositions? i 
“Of these four varieti 
granted the first three, 


y of the home market by prohibit- 


os meen 


e5 of aid the Government | 
and denied the fourth. The || 


y ques: | 


gn fisheries have declined; ours have 


i| Purviance, 


the individuals in competition | 
$ * * & + 2 


i| the one now before us. 


: ported 


, be, and heis hereby, 


Constitution was victorious: in that movement 
against it, and the Constitution is the same now that 
it was then.” 

Tn that debate, when the question of consti- 
tutionality arose on these four propositions, Mr. 
Benton maintained that the Constitution was 
victorious when Congress agreed to refund the 
duties according to the report of Mr. Jefferson. 
Sir, after an examination of this question from 
the beginning of the Government to the present 
day, I defy any Senator whose opposition to 
this bill is based upon constitutional grounds 
to show me that any man of eminence in this 
Senate Chamber ever maintained for one mo- 
ment the unconstitutionality of refunding the 
duties upon any particular article, in any par- 
ticular place, or for any particular reason. 
They always maintained that Congress had 
that power. It was not according to the con- 
struction given for the laying of imposts or for 
the laying of duties, but very different. 

I desire to read now a few of the statutes, 
because I wish to hurry on, and prefer pre- 
senting the precedents for this bill rather 
than to undertake to argue it myself. My 
reputation as a lawyer, I know, is not sufi- 
cient to satisfy the Senate, when I say a thing 
is constitutional or unconstitutional, that they 
should take it for granted. Such things heve 
occurred. But, sir, I contend that the con- 
struction that has been given from the com- 
mencement of our Republic down to the pras- 
ent day, by statute after statute on this sub- 
ject, is a better lawyer than I am or than any 
other Senator present. The uniform c'm- 
struction of the Constitution from 1790 to the 
present day is the establishment of that cun- 
struction, and no man can gainsay it. . I pro- 
pose to read several of the individual cases in 
which this has been done. On the 9th of May, 
1794, the following act was passed : 


An act for the remission of the duties on eleven 
hogsheads of coffee which have been destroyed by 
re. 

Whereas cleven hogsheads of coffee were im- 
in the brig Jason from Cape Francois, by 
two French citizens, to the port’ of Norfolk and 
Portsmouth, in November last, and tho duties 
theroon secured to be paid by Messieurs Elliott and 
of the same port; and whereas the said 

eleven hogsheads of coffee were afterward, on ac- 
. count of the same importers, shipped to the port of 
Baltimore, and there, in the night of the 7th day of 
January last, destroyed by fire: i , 

Be it therefore enacted, &e., That the duties paid 
or payable to the United States on the same eleven 
hogsheads of coffee he, and the same aro hereby, 
remitted; and it shall be the duty of the collector 
of the port of Norfolk and Portsmouth to refund 
the same duties if they have been received, 


On the 8d of March, 1801, the followi 


ng act 
“was passed; 


An act authorizing the remission of duties on cer- 


tain teas destroyed by fire while under the care 

of the officers of the customs in Providence, Rhode 

Island. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the collector of the fis- 
trict of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
: f authorized and directed to re- 
\mit the duties on such part of a certain quantity of 
jteas imported into the port of Providence, in the 
Seip called the Resource, on the 29th day of July, 

$00, by Thomas Lloyd Halsey, John Corlis, William 
F. Megee, and Henry Smith, of the town of Previ- 
dence, merchants, and on such part of a certain 
quantity of teas, imported into the said port, in the 
ship called the Ann and Hope, on the 22d day of 
August, in the same year, by John James Clark, of 
‘the saidtown, merchant, as remained deposited to 
secure the payment of duties, under the care of the 
officers of the customs on the 2ist day of January 
last, in theaforesaid town of Providence, and shail 
be proved, to the satisfaction of said collector, to 
have been burned and destroyed. 


I have noted down fully twenty statutes of a 
similar character, but I will not take the time 
of the Senatein readingthem all. I will give, 
however, a few cases that are identical with 
The Senator from 
Wisconsin has maintained that such a bill is 
unconstitutional unless there is a uniformity 
in place, in territory, and unless it is applica- 
ble to all goods, I believe, or to all persons or 
individuals. Now, sir, I will show you that by 
different statutes passed time and again, dis- 
criminations have been made in favor of institu- 
tions, in favor of schools, in favor of colleges, 


j 
i 
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so that duties have been refunded upon arti- 

cles imported by them that the Senator would 

have to pay duties upon. On the 2d of Feb- 
ruary, 1813, the following act was passed: 

An act for the relief of the Bible Society of Phila- 

delphia. 

Re it enacted, de., That. the duties arising and 
due to the United States upon certain stereotyped 
plates imported during -the last: year into the port 
of Philadelphia, on board the ship Brilliant, by the 
«Bible Society of Philadelphia, for the purpose of 

`; printing editions of the Holy Bible, be, and the same 
are hereby, remitted on behalf of the United States 
to the said society, and any bond or security given 
for the securing of the payment of the said duties 
shall be canceled. 

There the Government refunded to a society 
having its location in Philadelphia the duty 
on Bibles, althoygh there was a uniform duty 

. on Bibles. If you purchased or imported 

Bibles as a merchant, you paid the duty, but 

on all that were imported by this society in 

Philadelphia the duties were refunded. Now, 

what is the difference? I should like to see 

you apply the rule to a society, and refuse to 
apply it to a city, and say the principle was 
not the same. : 

Again, on the 22d of July, 1818, the fol- 
lowing statute was passed—it seems strange 
reading thege statutes, some come in date 
long before others, but this is the manner 
in which the statutes are compiled; I will 
read them as I come to them: 

An act for the remission of certain duties to the 

Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts. 

Be it enacted, &e., That all duties due and payablo 

„~to the United States ona large box of paintings and 

engravings, owned by the Pennslyvania Academy of 

the Fine Arts, imported from Halifax to Boston in 
the year 1812, on board the cartel ship Agnes, be, 
and the same are hereby, remitted. 

Quite a number of these acts seem to refer 
to Pennsylvania societies, and the duties are 
all refunded on particular things at particular 
places. i. 

Then, again, in reference to Harvard Col- 
lege the following act was passed on the 9th 
of April, 1816: 

An act for the remission of certain dutics on the 
` importation of. books for the use of Harvard Col- 

Dy logo, and on tho carriago and personal baggage of 

His Excellency William. Gore, Governor of the 

British Province of Upper Canada. 

Be it enacted, £e., That all duties due and pay- 
able to the United States on an invoice of books 
belonging to Harvard College, in Cambridge, Mas- 
sachusetts, imported into Boston in the year 1815, 
be, and the same are hereby, remitted. i 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That all duties 
due and payable tothe United States on the car- 
riage and personal baggage of His Excetlency Wil- 
liam Gore, Governor of the British Province of 

Upper Canada, imported into New York in the 

year 1815, be, and the same are hereby, remitted. 

Here is an act for the relief of the Balti- 
more and Massachusetts Bible societies, ap- 
proved April 20, 1816. Let us see what the 
difference is in principle between that which 
we ask and this act: 

“ Be it enacted, &e., That all the duties due and 
payable to the United States on a set of stereotype- 

« plates, owned by the Baltimore Bible Society, im- 

, ported from London to Philadelphia, in the year 

© 1815, on board the ship Electra; and from London to 

* Baltimore, in the same year, on board the ship 

Joseph, be, and the same are hereby, remitted. 

The second section extends the same relief 

to the Massachusetts Bible Society. Then, I 

have here an act for the remission of duties to 

a captain inthe Navy. These private acts are 

innumerable; I cannot read them all. Then 

here is an act for the benefit of Benedict 

Joseph Flaget, of the same character, and 

an act for the relief of Thomas Jefferson, 

who made this report, of the same character, 
an act authorizing him to import certain arti- 
cles for the benefit of a college in Virginia, the 
duties upon which amounted to several hun- 
dred dollars, and the law provided that those 
duties should be refunded to Thomas Jefferson, 

In 1848 the Congress of the United States 
passed the following act: 


“ For refunding certain duties paid by colleges, 
academies, schools, and seminaries of learning in 
the United States, on philosophical apparatus, in- 
struments, books, maps, and charts, agreeably to the 
provisions of an act passed July 30, 1846, entitled 
‘An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other 


t 


ke 


purposes,’ thesum of $7,000; and hereafter all phi- 
losophical apparatus, instruments, ooks, maps, and 
charts; statues, statuary, busts, and casts, of mar- 
ble, bronze; alabaster, or plaster of Paris; paintings, 
drawings, engravings, etchings, specimens of sculp- 
ture; cabinets of coins, medals, gems, and all collec- 
tions of antiquities, provided the same be specially 
imported in good faith for the use of any society incor- 
porated or established for philosophical or literary 
purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, 
or for the use or by the order of any college. acad- 
emy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 
States, shall be imported into the United States free 
of duty, ahything in the act above named to the 
contrary notwithstanding.” 

That law stands upon your statute-book 
to-day unrepealed. As I understand it, the in- 
struments, philosophical apparatus, and every- 
thing of that kind furnished to a college or 
imported by a college are entitled to be im- 
ported duty free ; but, sir, if you import one of 
those articles you must pay the duty upon it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Give me the reference 
to the volume in which that is found. 

Mr. LOGAN. — Statutes-at-Large, volume 
nine, page 296. Now, sir, is that a uniform 
rate of duties? If I import; if you import, 
if a merchant imports any one of those arti- 
cles for sale, he pays the duty upon it and he 
has no right to a refunding of that duty; but 
if a college imports it, it has the right to have 
the duty remitted or refunded. I should like 
to ask, with all these statutes before us, (and 
there are a great many more that I have not 
read, ) where it has occurred that this question 
has ever been raised in this Congress before? 

I know it is very convenient to find a con- 
stitutional objection to everything that you do 
not want to pass, but very convenient to find 
no objection in the Constitution to anything 
you want to pags for any purpose whatever. 
Why, sir, if a gentleman names the Constitu- 
tion here when there is a desire to pass a bill, 
the Constitution is construed by the Declara- 
tion of Independence, and the bill is passed; 
but if a bill is to be defeated or there are objec- 
tions to it, then it is very easy to ascertain 
that there is some constitutional difficulty in 
the way. ‘There has always been trouble in 
the minds of some men in reference to the 
Constitution if you want to do a proper and 
good act for some individuals or some com- 
munity. It may be said that there is trouble 
in the Constitution in reference to the Terri- 
tory you have here, called the Territory of 
Columbia. Ido not say there is, but I could 
find more reason for objecting to that than 
the Senator from Wisconsin can for objecting 
to this bill on constitutional grounds, because 
the Constitution gives Congress the exclusive 
legislative jurisdiction over the ten miles square, 
and yet you passed a law organizing it into a 
Territory, giving them a member of Congress, 
giving them courts, giving them a Legislature 
and a council. That is all right; the Consti- 
tution is perfectly plain in that case. 

So it is in reference to your currency or legal 
tenders in this country. When a necessity 
arises—and Ido not make any question with 
the court; I rather agree with them, because 
T.agree that necessities when they arise have 
to be met—we find constitutional reasons for 
making a legal tender of that which was once 
thought could not be, and we find plenty of 
reasons for it. We find plenty of reasons for 
everything we desire to do. We can suspend 
the writ of habeas corpus; we can do anything 
we desire, and find constitutional reasons for 
it; but if a class of people burned out and 
destroyed come forward to Congress and ask 
for the refunding of duties on such materialas 
is absolutely necessary to place them back 
where they were, the Constitution stands up 
in our face and confronts us! I can find no 
word, no sentence in it covering the case; but 
by a mode of reasoning strange to me, though 
possibly not strange to others, a conclusion is 
arrived at that it is unconstitutional to do this 
act, although it has been done a thousand 
times by the Congress of the United States 
where the principle involved was precisely the 
same. - 


| 
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Now, sir, let.me. call yonr attention toa: : 


section in a tariff bill to be found in volume 

twelve, page 197 of the statutes, and see: how 

it reads: ; ee eS 
“And be it further enacted, That from and-after.. 


the day. and year aforesaid, there shall be allowed. 


a drawback on foreign hemp manufactured: into 


cordage in the United States and exported there- 
from, equal in amount to the duty paid on the for- 
eign hemp.” as 

There you import-foreign hemp. When the 
foreign hemp is imported, under this partic: 
ular law, if you manufacture it into a certain 
kind of cordage for foreign countries, you get 
a drawback or a refunding of the duties, but if 
it is not manufactured into that particular arti- 
cle, there is no refunding of the duty. . Is that 
a uniform duty? It is uniform go far as that 
particular hemp is concerned, but it is not in 
reference to other hemp. A uniform duty laid 
upon hemp would be the same duty laid upon 
all hemp, and the principle of uniformity re- 
quires that if you give a drawback to a portion 
you should give to all, according to the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin... This 
bill would be perfectly constitutional, accord: 
ing to his theory, if this drawback were given 
all over the United States upon these articles 
everywhere, 

Mr. CARPENTER. That would be unë 
form, I think. a 

Mr. LOGAN. That would be constitutional, 
too, would it not? as 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think so. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Then you may remit the 
duty on every article in the United States by 
the law; you have the power to do that; but 
you have not the power to allow a rebate of 
duties on a few of the articles imported into 
the United States. , 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not say that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say that. Iam drawing 
my own conclusion from the gentleman’s argu- 
ment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ob, no, you are not. 

Mr. LOGAN. If it is not mine, I do not 
know whose it is. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not say that you 
are not entitled to that conclusion, but I deny 
that you draw it from anything I have-said, - 

Mr. LOGAN. Very. well; then I mistook 
what the Senator said. I understood him to 
say a while ago in his argument that wool in 
Wisconsin had the same right to be put on as 
anything else; that you could put on every- 
thing in every other State and rebate it ag 
well as you could on these things in Chicago. 
If I misunderstood him, I beg his pardon. 

But now let us see. You import. hemp. 
You may use it in Massachusetts, you may use 
it in Wisconsin, you may use it in Illinois; and 
you must pay the duty on it; butif you use it f 


+ 


in Kentucky to make a certain kind of cord- $ 


age, then you have a refunding of the duty, 
That is the law. Let us see whether that is 
not in accordance with the principle involved 
in this bill. You pay the duty on the article, 
and you only refund the duty on the amount 
used for a certain purpose. So it is with this 
hemp. If you use it for cordage, the duty is 
refunded ; but if you use it for bagging, the 
duty is not refunded. That is the condition 
precisely. Hence, in order to get.a refunding 
of the duties on hemp in this country, you must 
import it alone for cordage, and that cordage 
to be exported to a foreign country.: I should 
like to know if the principle is not the same?: 
If it is not, I cannot understand the principle. 
It may be that I am so dull of comprehension 
that I cannot understand what men have done 
before us, nor can I understand the laws ag 
they read ; but I do not think J am. 
Now, sir, let us go alittle further. We 
have drawbacks now on whisky, and have 
had ever since the Government began. almost. 
To-day, if you export whisky, you have a 
drawback of sixty cents a gallon, but you pay 
a tax of sixty-five cents a gallon. The Gov- 
ernment gives a drawback of a certain portion 
of the tax. In reference to tobacco it has 
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„after precedent for this bill. 


= the Atlantic coast, and only applies there 
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given:a drawback for less than the tax, as I 
understand. So it is with reference to almost 
every article so far as the law of drawback is 
concerned. ido not say that in the case of 
the drawback on whisky the same principle is 
applied as we ask’ to apply here, but itis on 
whisky to. be exported anywhere or by any 
person. « It only shows that the principle of 
drawback is a principle that has been carried 
out from the time the Government commenced 
to the present day, and that, too, in the very 
samé line that we are asking it to be carried 
to-day. 

The Senator said (and I thought it was so 
at the time, and evidently the Senate thought 
so when this question was before us pre- 
viously) that the constitutional question had 
never been made before, that the precedent 
in Maine was the only precedent; but when 
we come to examine the statutes we find that 
the Senator is mistaken. We find precedent 
We find a pre- 
cedent in Berks county, Pennsylvania; we find 
it in reference to schools, in reference to col 
leges, in reference to Bible societies located 
at certain places; in reference to everything 
of that kind used for a certain purpose, andin 


reference to railroads; and the statute itself | 


says ‘‘for the encouragement of the railroads 
in this country.” This is applicable to this 
particular railroad with reference to spikes, 
benches, clamps, and fastenings; and if you 
examine the law in reference to refunding the 
duties on spikes and clamps, you will find that 
Mr. Lyncu, of Maine, drew the Portland bill 
and copied it almost verbatim from this law of 
1824, So, sir, this bill in not without prece- 
dent, and not without plenty of them. 

Then, in reference to the tisheries. Ido not 
wish to take up time; I have a number of 
statutes here that I should like to read; but I 
will give way in a moment for somebody else, 
who may argue the question much more ably 
than I cau. I have quite a number more of 
these statutes, as I have said, that I could 
read, but I will not do so. Let me refer, 
however, to the statute in reference to the 
drawback on salt, applicable to the Atlantic 
coast alone, because it is used nowhere else, 
and the drawback on dried fish, pickled fish, 
and certain other qualities of fish. If you 
should use the salt on mutton, you would 
have no drawback; if you should use it on 
beef, you would have no drawback; butif you 
use it on a certain kind of fish, then you have 
a drawback. If you take fish in the State 
where my friend on my right [Mr. Haminron, 
of Texas] lives, you would not get a drawback 
on the salt used in preserving the fish, because 
I guess they do not raise the kind of fish down 
there on the salting of which a drawback is 
allowed. Out in my country we would not, Iam 
sure. We have no fish out there except white 
fish and perch, and some others of a kind not 
enumerated in this statute. Hence, I say this 
statute does not apply generally, but only to 


where ‘cod-fish and. certain other fish enum- 
erated in the statute are taken. There the 
rebate or remission is given for the purpose 
of encouraging the catching of fish and for the 
purpose--of supplying a nursery for seamen. 
Ít is upon the very same principle that we ask 
the passage of this bill.. “That principle is as 
old.as the Government; that law is as old as 
the Government; the statutes are as old as the 
Government; aud yet we are told they are 
unconstitutional. 

I was very much astonished at one point 
that the Senatoralways attempts to make. He 
tries to encourage the prejudice of the Senate | 
against Chicago. I have never found it in my | 
heart to'say anything against Milwaakee, for 
l have nothing against her. But he speaks 
of Chicago as having nabobs init. He spoke 
the other day, when it was in its ashes. and 
the smoke had hardly been swept by the winds 


| 


away from the smoldering remains, of its “ar- 
rogance,’’ He insinuated that it was arrogant, | 


and therefore you must not do justice to it. 
This afternoon he says this.appeal is for the 
benefit of nabobs, and nobody else; the poor 
people will not receive any benefit from it. 
Why, sir, if a poor man is able to build him a 
house, he will get the benefit of this act. It 
depends on whether he builds himself a house 
or not. If he builds a house, he will get it. 
Itapplies to nobody but those who build houses; 
whether they be nabobs or not makes no dif- 
ference. The bill is not for the benefit of the 
nabob, or of the poor man, or of the rich man, 
or of the middle man, as he may he called, but 
it is to encourage the rebuilding of that city 
again. The same principle is involved that 
was involved in every statute that has been 
passed here for the remission of duties on 
rails for railroads, philosophical apparatus, 
and everything of that kind. Duties are re- 
mitted on the latter for the encouragement of 
education; on rails for the encouragement of 
commerce. We propose this measure to aid 
in rebuilding the city for the encouragement 
of the people there, and that the Government 
may be benefited by it. They are all on the 
same principle precisely. 

Sir, the idea seems a strange one of a Sena- 
tor talking about nabobs when he speaks of 
the ashes of a smoldering city. There are 
no nabobs there now. They have gone to the 
Senator’s city of bricks, and they are residing 
there to-day. The wealthiest man we had in 
Chicago lives to-day in the Senator’s own city, 
and he knows it; and yet he talks about 
nabobs. Sir, this is but the prejudice of a 
small town against a large city; but the preju- 
dice of a small town ought not to take root in 
the brain ofa large man. A man of generous 
and noble impulses ought to reject and root 
out every small thing-from his mind. But, 
sir, if a man makes an appeal against a bill of 
this kind on the ground of prejudice, it is an 
evidence that the days of small things are not 
yet past. 

I hope that so far as this bill is concerned it 
will be decided on its merits. If we are enti- 
tled to it in justice, in equity, in good con- 
science, on the grounds of generosity and pre- 
cedent, give it to us. If we are not, do not 
give it to us; but do not refuse it because cer- 
tain men may or may not live in Chicago. 
That is a strange argument to be addressed to 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy 
the time of the Senate so long as I have, and 
I must apologize for doing so. My humble 
apology is my feeling in behalf of this suffer- 
ing people. My humble apology is that we 
ask that the same justice be done to us that has 
been done to others; that the samerelief that 
has been extended to others shall be extended 
to the unfortunate people of Chicago. My 
excuse further is, that it is desired that Con- 
gress should act with the same magnanimity 
and generosity toward that unfortunate city 
that the people of the whole world have acted. 
Why, sir, you have fed foreign nations; you 
have fed your enemies; you have clothed 
your enemies; you have built school-houses 
in the South, and many other things of that 
sort you have done for charity, and because 
you thought it was right to doso. To-day the 
people of Chicago ask the Congress of the 
United States to extend to them that generos- 
ity which has been extended to every other 
city that has ever asked for it in this country, 
which has been subject to a like great misfor- 
tune, and they ask for it on precisely the same 
ground that the relief was heretofore asked. 
Do not let it be said that the people of the 
world nobly responded in charity to the suffer- 
ing and wants of these people in misfortune, 
and yet, when Congress was asked to do alittle 
generous act to the people of that city by re- 
funding duties on certain articles imported, we 
were met with the argument that nabobs were 
to be benefited or that the Constitution stands 
in the way. Sir, it has never stood in the 
way from 1790 up to the present day until it 


i son to determine by this bill. 


was suggested in the case of Chicago. That 
is the first time that such an objection was 
ever brought to bear in the Congress of the 
United States. It does look like a prejudice 
against that unfortunate city more than any- 
thing else. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, when the 
original bill was voted upon sometine since, 
without much consideration, having a kindly 
feeling toward the péople of Chicago who had 
suffered in consequence of the fire, I voted for 
it. Subsequently a motion was made to re- 
consider that vote, and in the discussion which 
followed the question of the constitutionality 
of the bill was raised, and the Senator from 


i Wisconsin, who we all know is a very good 


lawyer, gave it as his opinion’that it was un- 
constitutional, and made a short statementin ` 
support of that opinion, and I voted for the 
reconsideration. As I now propose to vote as I 
did in the first instance, for the bill when it 
shall be put upon its passage, I think it proper 
that I should explain the reasons why I do so 
after having voted for the reconsideration. 

When it was first suggested that the bill was 
unconstitutional it struck me that there was 
something in the objection; but, upon more 
mature reflection, I have come to the con- 
clusion that there is nothing in this bill in 
violation of the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, to which reference has been made. In 
the first place, Ido not regard this ag a bill 
for the admission of goods free of duty at the 
port of Chicago. It proposes to give to these 
people who use the materials described in the 
bill a drawback to tke amount of the duties 
imposed by law. - 

Now, sir, according to my understanding of 
the law and the practice, it will be found that 
this phraseology is used here merely to ascer- 
tain the amount that is to be paid to these 
people out of the Treasury. The duties upon 
these goods are to be paid; the money is to 
go into the Treasury; and under such regula- 
tions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary’ 
of the Treasury the money is to go out of the 
‘Treasury again. The language used here, I 
repeat, is simply for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the amount due to each individual. In 
other words, it is simply an appropriation of 
so much money, and in substance is precisely 
the same, if the amount should turn out to be 
the same, as the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Michigan a few moments 
since—— 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Did he ever know of 
an appropriation made by Congress which 
left to the person to whom the appropriation 
was made to determine whether it should be 
$1,000 or $100,000 that was to be paid to him? 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is not left to the per- 
The question 
I do not think touches the precise case here. 
Thisis to be done under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will allow 
me, it is optional with a man residing in 
Chicago whether he will import $1,000 or 
$100,000 worth of lumber in a year. The 
Secretary of the Treasury cannot regulate the 
amount he is to import. 

Mr. BOREMAN. He cannot regulate the 
amount he is to import, but the amount is 
regulated by the language of this statute. 

Mr. CARPENTER. By the good pleasure 
of the importer. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The statute is that he is 
to have a drawback upon the amount of this 
material that he puts upon the ground hereto- 
fore occupied, and on which a building was 
burned. That can be ascertained; there is 
no difficulty about that; and it results in a 
precise sum ultimately. Of course it must do 
so, else it cannot be drawn out of the Treas- 
ury. Itis not left, therefore, to the individual, 
except that he may build a finer house or a 
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more moderate one. He may choose to put a 
larger amount of material in his house or a 
_ smaller amount of material, it is true, and to 
that extent it may be left so; but that is a 
matter that cannot be regulated, nor can that 
enter into the proposition, as I understand it, 
which I am discussing. f 
_ Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have no de- 
sire to interrupt the Senator, but inasmuch as 
he has accorded with the idea suggested by 
the amendment I have offered, and says that 
both, in his jadgment, are appropriations, I 
shouid like to ask him whether he does not 


consider that there is a difference between | 


making a direct appropriation from the Treas- 
ury, where there is no interference with indus- 
tries or the laws of trade, and making an indi- 
rect appropriation from the Treasury, a direct 

id for importations, and thus interfering with 
the laws of trade? 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not see that that 
touches the question I am discussing. That 
is a question of propriety, of expediency ; but 
my proposition is that this bill provides for an 
appropriation. Why, sir, how often do we 
make appropriations out of the Treasury to be 
determined when the bills are passed? We 
make appropriations here almost daily, leav- 
ing it to some officer to determine what amount 
shall be drawn out of the Treasury under those 
laws. I think, so far as that matter is con- 
cerned, there is nothing whatever in the objec- 
tion. This is a bill intended to be a law, when 
passed, to take money out of the Treasury, 
and not to stop it going into the Treasury—an 
entirely different proposition. 

But let that question be as it may, my view 
of the provision of the Constitution which has 
been read here is entirely different from that 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. The provis- 
ion in the Constitution to which reference has 
been made, and upon which the argument is 
based, is article one, section eight, clause one: 

‘The Congress shall have power to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” 

The Senator from Wisconsin very properly 
cited the history of. the Constitution; and 
gave some of the reasons why our fathers 
deemed it necessary to makea Constitution at 
all, and to make a Government instead of a 
rope of sand, as we had under the Articles of 
Confederation. You will recollect, sir, as he 
stated, that one of the most important con- 
siderations, one of those things which more 
than any other induced the making of the 
Constitution at all, was this subject of duties 
upon imposts and the regulation of commerce. 
The States could not agree about this matter. 
One State would allow goods to come in at a 
less duty than another, and there was constant 
conflict. The Congress of the United States 
under the Articles of Confederation had no 
power to regulate the subject. There was no 
common arbiter; in other words, there was no 
Government of the United States; it was a 
mere association ór confederation. Each 
State was left to regulate the matter as it 
chose, and our fathers got together to make 
this Constitution in order that they might have 
a Government which should regulate this 
among other questions. i 

My understanding of this provision of the 
Constitution, according to that history and 
the language of the Constitution, is that it 
refers to territory alone. The taxes ‘‘shall 

_be uniform throughout the United’ States ;’’ 
that is to say, there shall be no preference 
given to one State over another State. Thé 
controversy before that had been between 
the States. One State was prejudiced: and 
another was injured by this or that course of 
conduct. Here was a contest: between the 
States. The Convention go to work and reg- 
ulate this difficulty between the States, and 
they say that this imposition of duties “shall 
be uniform throughout the United States,” 


that it shall: be the same in one State as an- 


other State; it shall be the same at one port | 


as at another port, not depending on whether 
the goods are going from New York to Wis- 
consin, or Chicago, or elsewhere, when they 
come into the United States, but in their ad- 
mission, in the regulation of commerce, there 
shall be no preference given to one State over 
another. There is where this provision of the 
Constitution originated, and to that it must 
be confined ; it is territorial, that taxes “shall 
be uniform throughout the United States.” 
Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to interrupt 
my friend by calling his attention to clause 
six, section nine, article one, which accom- 
plishes the end which he thinks is accom- 
plished by this clause, by an express provision, 
namely: . 


“ No preference shall be given by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to or 
from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay 
duties in another,’”’ 


That has no reference whatever to the sub- 
ject covered by the clause the Senator is now 
discussing, which says that ‘‘ Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, excises,’’ &c., ‘but all duties, im- 
posts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States,’’ which, as Chief Justice 
Marshall says, means in every place over which 
the United States Government extends. 

Mr. BOREMAN. That is, every place where 
duties are collected. I have not overlooked 
the provision which the Senator has read, and 
Ido not think it sustains him at all in the 
position which he takes in the construction of 
this provision of the Constitution. There is a 
great deal more in the sixth clause of the 
ninth section of the first article than the Sen- 
ator would seem to indicate. What does that 
provision say? ‘‘ No preference shall be given 
by any regulation of commerce;’’ not simply 
in regard to the laying of duties, not simply 
in regard to the laying of taxes, but no pref- 
erence shall be given by any regulation of 
commerce whatsoever. Why, sir, there are a 
thousand regulations of commerce, I appre- 
hend, besides the imposition of duties upon 
imports. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin 
if there are not many regulations in regard 
to the revenue which are not the imposition 
of duties? The language of this clause is, 
“ regulation-of commerce or revenue.” There 
are many regulations, I repeat, in regard to 
commerce which ate not confined to the impo- 
sition of taxes. This sixth clause of the ninth 
section of the first article is much more com- 
prehensive than the other. It says distinctly 
that in no regulation of commerce or of reve- 
nue shall any preference be given. There are 
a great many regulations besides the laying of 


taxes. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend: par- 
don me a moment further? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is undoubtedly 
true; but at the same time, if the duties are 
regulations of commerce, this sixth clause of 
the ninth section certainly includes the first 
clause in section seven, with the construction 
the Senator now gives toit. This sixth clause 
is much more extensive than the other, and the 
first clause was wholly unnecessary with the 
construction which the Senator gives to this? 

Mr. BOREMAN. No, sir. The first clause 
to which I have referred speaks regularly on 
the subject of laying taxes, imposing duties, 
and so on. Afterward we come to the ninth 
section, which contains a different class of pro- 
visions of the Constitution, mostly made up of 
negations; and while it may be true that it 
would cover the imposition of duties, imposts, 
and excesses, according to the first clause of 
the eighth section, yet it comprehends a great 
deal more. 

Then, sir, suppose that be so; “no prefer- 
ence shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or revenue ?’—to what? ‘‘ To the ports 
of one State over those of another ’’—not as 


to whether the articles shall go to one place or 
another, or be consumed in one. place: or 
another, but no preference shall be given to. 
the port of one State over the port of another: 
State. ‘That is precisely what Lam contending 
for; that it is: territorial, that this-uniformity 
clause here requires uniformity throughout. the 
United States, wherever the taxes are col- 
lected, and that whether goods enter at New 
York or Charleston: they shall pay. the same 
taxes, and it makes no matter where they go 
or what the use theyare putto.. Both the pro- 
visions to which I have referred were inserted 
in this Constitution-to meet the difficulty which 
had pfesented itself during the existence of 
the Confederation. : l 

Mr. SCOTT.’ If the Senator from West 
Virginia will permit me, I should be glad to 
say to him that in looking at the origin of the 
clause which he has cited, ‘‘no preference 
shall be given by any regulation of commerce 
or revenue to the ports of one State over those 
of another,” I find that when that was under 
discussion in the Convention the illustration 
of the meaning of it was given in this form: 
that it was intended to prevent such a regula- 
tion, for instance, as would require a vessel 
destined to Baltimore to stop at Norfolk and 
pay the duties there, or that would require a 
vessel bound out from Baltimore to stop at. 
Norfolk, so that it adds to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin that if that 
clause had the meaning contended for by the 
Senator from West Virginia, then the provision 
in regard to duties, imposts, and excises would 
have been unnecessary. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Really, sir, I am not 
able to understand the point of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, I thought I had been 
contending for a part of the proposition he has 
stated myself, that this clause was very com- 
prehensive and did not merely relate to taxa- 
tion; that it was intended to cover all the 
regulations of commerce ‘of every character 
whatsoever. l l 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
pardon me, to come to the precise question, 
so that he may understand my point about it, 
what I claim is that. this clause of section nine 
protects the States against the evil which he 
mentions—that is, against. preference to: the 
ports of one State over those of another ; and 
that shall not be done by any regulation of 
commerce or revenue. Now, if it had been - 
the purpose of the clause in the eighth section 
simply to say that the same duties should be 
paid in one port that were paid in another port, 
the clause was entirely unnecessary, because 
it is covered by this clause of the ninth gec- 
tion. The regulations, that is, the duties, must 
be the same whether the goods are admitted 
at New York, or Baltimore, or Philadelphia, 
Therefore, this first clause of the eighth sec- 
tion, with the construction the Senator gives 
to it, is uscless; itis only part of the other, 
and therefore wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I was going to state, if I 
had not been interrupted, that I regarded the 
provision in the ninth section, so far as it 
related to the collection of revenue, as cumula- 
tive; and we find in constitutions frequently, 
as we do in laws, that there isa clause ia a 
subsequent part of a statute which may cover 
the provision of an earlier portion of the stat- 
ute, and yet may cover a great deal more. 

But, sir, it was not my purpose to make any- 
thing like a systematic or extended argument 
on this subject. I have not examined it sufi- 
ciently to do so. 

The Senator also referred to the second 
clause of section ten of the first article : 

“ No State shall, without the consent of tho Con- 


gress, lay any imposts or duties on imports or 
exports, except what may be absolutely necessary 
for executing its inspection laws; and the net pro- 
duce of all duties and imposts laid by. any State .on 
imports or exports shall be for the use of the Treas- 
ury of the United States; and all such laws shall be 
subject to the revision und control of the Congress. 


I do not see that that explains the provision 
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upon which. this question of taxation arises. 

I.do-not understand the. precise use that the 
~ Senator from Wisconsin intended to make of 
itina discussion of the bill, because I did not 
give it sufficient attention. I wish, however; in 
order to sustain the position that I have taken, 
to read a little bit of law, the only law that I 
have hunted up on this subject. : It is from 
Mr. Justice Story’s commentaries on the Con- 
stitution, section four hundred and twenty- 
nine. While there is a great deal said in 
a short compass in this extract, I think there 
will be found in it the distinction I make, 
that this provision of the Constitution on the 
subject of uniformity was intended to regu- 
late this difficulty among the States, and 
had nothing to do with reference to the place 
where the article should be used, or whether 
the duty should be rebated, or a drawback al- 
lowed upon it, or otherwise. In this passage 
Judge Story is discussing this particular pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and he says what I 
have marked in the book, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“It was to cut off all undue preferences of one 
State over another in the regulation of subjects 
affecting their common interests. Unless duties, 
imposts, and excises were uniform, the grossest and 
most oppressive inequalities, vitally affecting the 
purune and employments of the people of different 
states, might exist, The agriculture, commerce, or 
manufactures of one State might be built up on the 
ruing of those of another, and a combination of a 
few States in Congress might secure a monopoly of 
certain branches of trade and business to themselves, 
to the injury, if not to the destruction, of their less 
favored neighbors, The Constitution throughout 
all its provisions is an instrument of checks and 
restraints, aswell as of powers. It doesnot rely on 
confidence in the General Government to preserve 
the interests of all the States. It is founded in 
a wholesome and strenuous jealousy, which, forc- 
seeing the possibility of mischief, guards with 
solicitude against any exercise of power, which 
may endanger the States, as far as it is practicable. 


if this provision, as to uniformity of duties, had 
been omitted, although the power might never have 
been abused to the injury of the feebler States of 
the Union, (a presumption which history does not 
justify us in deeming quite safe or certain,) yet it 
would, of itself, have been sufficiont to demolish, in 
a, practical sense, the value of most of the other 
restrictive clauses'in the Constitution. New York 
and Pennsylvania might, by an easy combination 
with the southern States, have destroyed the whole 
navigation of New England. A combination of a 
different, character, between the New England and 
the western States, might have borne down the 
agriculture of the South; and a combination of a 
‘yet different character might have struck at the 
vital interests of manufactures. So that the gen- 
eral. propriety of this clause is established by its 
intrinsic political wisdom, as well as by its tend- 
ency to quiet alarms and suppress discontents,” 

Mr. BOREMAN. Now, Mr. President, I 
willallowthe Senator from Wisconsin to make 
his argument upon this construction of the 
Constitution given by Justice Story, but I think 
the idea running through this whole section 
which I have had read is this: a difficulty 
among.the States. That is the phraseology 
throughout. 

“St was to cut off all undue preferences of one 
dState over another.” 

Again; 

* Unless duties, imposts, and excises were uniform, 
the grossest and most oppressive inequalities, vitally 
affecting the pursuits and employments of the peo- 
ple of different States, might exist.” : 

Not different localities. You do not find 
ihe phraseology “different localities”? in any 
particular States, but all the time throughout 
a reference to the "States, that injustice 
might have been done to “a State’? if this 
provision had not been incorporated into the 
Constitution. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question at that point? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Certainly: 

Mr. CARPENTER. Do I understand him 
to say that it would be unconstitutional to ex- 
empt the State of Hlinois from paying duties 


for. twelve months on lumber, and constitu- 
tional to exempt part of the State? 

Mr. BOREMAN. | No, sir; I do not say 
any such thing. That is justwhat I am arguing 
against. -My proposition is, that this is terri- 
torial and applies to. the ports of particular ! 


States ; that this provision of the Constitution 
means that you shall not give a preference to 
one port over another. Ofcourse, the whole 
coast of any particular State is not a port of 
entry, but there are ports in all the sea-board 
States, and it was sufficient to employ language 
inthe Constitution which would convey theidea 
that no preference should be given to one State 


over another State, and that comprehended | 


ports. There could be no entry except in the 
port of a State. Again, Justice Story says: 

“ Itdoes not rely on confidence in the General 
Government to preserve the interests of all the 
States. . Itis founded in a wholesome and strenuous 
jealousy, which, foreseeing the possibility of mis- 
chief, gnards with solicitude against any exercise of 
power, which may endanger the States, asfar as it is 
practicable.” 

He says further: 


“If this provision ag to uniformity of duties had 
been omitted, although the power might never have 
been ahused to the injury of the feebler States of 
the Union, (a presumption which history does not 
Justify us in deeming quite safe or certain,) yet it 
would, of itself, have been sufficient to demolish, in 
a practical ‘sense, the value of most of the other 
restrictive clauses in the Constitution.” 


_Now, Mr. President, understanding as I do 
that under this bill goods may be imported into 
any port of the United States, (if the Senator 
prefers that language to the word ‘ States,’’) 
in any State of the Union, and come within 
the provisions of this bill, that there is no dis- 
crimination in it between the States of this 
Union, or between the ports of different States 
of this Union, I cannot see where it impinges 


upon the provision of the Constitution, which | 


requires that there shall be uniformity.  ‘' Uni- 
formity throughout the United States’’ is the 
language of the Constitution. I believe, as I 
said in the beginning, that it is territorial; 
that is to say, that the ports of one State shall 
not be preferred to the ports of another State ; 
that all are to be upon an equality. 

‘Mr, CARPENTER. Allow me to call the 
attention of my friend to-this eighth section. 
In order to sustain his view of it, it ought to 
read, ‘*But all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform in the different ports of the 
United States; whereas it reads, ‘‘ Shall be 
uniform throughout the United States,’ which, 
Chief Justice Marshall says, means every place 
over which the Constitution extends. If the 
people of Illinois, for instance, are not re- 
quired to pay any duty on lumbey for twelve 
months, or, what is the same thing, may pay it 
ir and take it out the same.day, whereas Wis- 
consin must pay the full duty on lumber all the 
time, there is a discrimination between the 
two States. 

Mr. BOREMAN. To my mind there is no 
difficulty about that at all. The Constitution 
could not go into particulars. This provision 
is general, as are all the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, and_it is precisely what I have con- 
tended for. Ihave not made myself under- 
stood by the Senator, or I do not understand 
him. The uniformity there, as I have stated 
three or four times, applies to the whole Union 
wherever taxes are collected. Of course it 
would be idle to say thaton the coast of South 
Carolina, where there is no port of entry, 
there should be no discrimination, but it is 
throughout the United States wherever goods 
can be imported. That is what it means, in 
my judgment; that the uniformity is territo- 
rial, as I have said several times, and has 
nothing to do with the destination of the arti- 
cles that are imported; that it is throughout 
the United States, whether the articles are to 
be used at one place or another, or for one 
purpose or another. | 

Mr. President, I did not intend to. make 
any speech on this subjectat all. I had voted 
for the bill originally and voted for the recon- 
sideration, and I thought it was proper that I 
should say why I expected now again to vote 
for the passage of the bill. 

: Mr. SCOTT obtained the floor. 
: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. .. If the Senator 
from. Pennsylvania will give way, I will move 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- | 
THONY in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania give way for that motion? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was un- 
derstood, and the Chair was instructed at the 
close of the day to call up the tariff bill, if no 
Senator called it up. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I believe that the under- 
standing was that we should dispose of this 
bill to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Chair will allow 
me, he was not to call up the tariff bill unless 
this bill was through. The tariff bill is to fol- 
low this bill. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I should oppose 
that understanding. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not see the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance in his place, but 
my understanding was that he gave way for 
this bill until it was disposed of. I may be 
mistaken about that, however. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmuxps] made it very clear 
that the Senator from Illinois is right in what 
he says. The Senator from Vermont rose at the 
last and stated that he understood the under- 
standing to be that at the close of the Chicago 
bill the tariff bill was to be taken up. ‘That 
the Senate assented to, and certainly it seems 
to me that superseded the previous suggestion 
which bad been made about the close of the 

ay. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not so under- 


stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
only desires to carry out what is the construction 
of the Senate. The Senator now occupying 
the Chair was not in the Chair when the 
understanding was entered into. 

Mr. MORTON. I thought the understand- 
ing was that we were to sit this bill out and 
dispose of it to-night, and I should be glad to 


do that. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That was the understand- 
ing. I gave notice that I should insist on 
sitting it out to-night; but if it is distinctly 
understood that we cannot do so, and if this 
bill will be the pending measure to-morrow 
until disposed of, and the tariff bill will follow, 
I shall not object to the motion now made. 

Mr. CORBETT. J understood the Senator 
from Ohio to ask the Chair to call up the tariff 
bill at the close of this discussion to-day, so 
that it. might not lose its place. That was the 
understanding, I believe. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was the under- 
standing at one time. 

Mr. CONKLING., That was the proposition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was the proposi- 
tion rather ; but I insisted that we should get 
through with this bill before the other came 
up, and I understood that to be the under- 
standing of all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present 
occupant of the Chair was not in the Chair at 
the time, but the Chair is advised that the 
understanding was that this bill should be sat 
out to-night, and that at the close of this bill 
the Chair, if no Senator interposed, was to 
call up the tariff bill. 

Mr. COLE. That is right, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubt- 
edly the understanding, whatever it may be, 
will be carried out to-morrow by all Senators. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I desire to 
state my understanding. ‘The tariff bill was . 
to follow the Chicago bill. It is very evident, 
judging from what has taken place this after- 
noon and the disposition of other Senators to 
discuss this question, that we cannot sit it out 
to-night unless we sit up pretty late this even- 
ing, and as the understanding was that the 
tariff bill was to follow the Chicago bill, I do 
not see why the pressing executive business 
should not be attended to now, and let the bill 
go over to be taken up to-morrow. 
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Mr. SCOTT.. Is there any objection to 
having the tariff bill called up with the under- 
standing that to-morrow it shall again be laid 


- aside informally and the Chicago bill taken up? 


’ 


Several Senators. ` No objection. 

Mr. HARLAN. I shall object to it. I 
stated when this question was pending that I 
would not agree to have this bill or the tariff bill 
occupy the attention of the Senate indefinitely. 
If the Senate can come to an agreement to 
take the vote on the pending bill to-day, I am 
content to sit it out, and would be willing to 
give a day or two days to the tariff bill; but I 
am not willing to give the attention of the 
Senate indefinitely to any one bill. There are 
other bills equally important that ought to be 
acted on at a very early period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks, under the order of the Senate, it is his 
duty to call up the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Before that 
is called up, I desire to appeal to the Senator 
from Michigan to allow me to offer the amend- 
ment to this Chicago bill which I originally 
proposed, if he has no objection to having it 
acted upon first. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. As the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
is to perfect the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance, I withdraw my amend- 
ment temporarily to enable him to offer his, 
giving notice at the same time that I propose 


.to renew the amendment when it shall be 


admissible under the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont desire to have his 
amendment reported? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not care 
about that. I simply desire to have it pending. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to appeal to the 
Senate again to remain here and vote on this 
bill this evening, if possible. I gave notice 
at the beginning that I should ask them to do 
so, and [insist upon it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of éxecutive bus- 
iness, which is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a 
division—ayes twenty-four, noes not counted. 
TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to give 
notice of two amendments to the tariff bill. 
I submit them now, and move that they be 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business; and after 
ten minutes spent in executive session, the 
doors were reopened, and (at four o'clock 
and twenty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monvay, March 18, 1872. 


The House metat twelveo’clockm. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
hot to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and. resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins at 
five minutes after twelve o'clock. 


WRITS OF ERROR. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1949) authorizing writs of error from the cir- 


| 


cuit to the district courts of the United States 
in certain criminal cases; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
LUCIA MARDEN. ý . 

Mr. HIBBARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1950) to amend an act granting a pension 
to Lucia Marden; which was read-a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. 


Mr. WILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No.. 1951) making the provisions of certain 
laws applicable to Delegates from Territories ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL ASYLUM. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1952) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act.to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act toincorporate anational military and naval 
asylum for the relief of the totally disabled 
officers and men of the volunteer forces of the 
United States,’ appproved March 21, 1866,” 
and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
ptinted. 

COMPENSATION OF GAUGERS, BOSTON. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 1958) to fix the 
compensation of gaugers at the port of Bos- 
ton; .which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1954) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling private land claims in certain States and 
Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1955) for the relief of certain officers of the 
volunteer service who continued in the mili- 
tary service to the close of the late war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committée on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR OF 1812. 


My. DUELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1956) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
granting a pension to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and the widows of the 
deceased,” approved February 14, 1870; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

ST. JOSEPH’S CATHEDRAL, BUFFALO. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1957) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund duties paid on 
chime of bells and clock imported for St. 
Joseph’s cathedral, Buffalo, New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Waysand Means, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

TUNNEL UNDER NIAGARA RIVER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a tun- 
nel under the Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet pier therefrom for the pur- 
pose of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure 
water; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HASLAM. 

Mr. L. MYERS introduced. a bill (H. R. 

No. 1959) for the relief of Thomas Haslam, 


late second lientenant twenty-sixth regiment Jj th 


irs 


Pennsylvania volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to ‘the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. d 


Mr. L. MYERS also introduced a ‘bill (H. 
R. No. 1960) entitled a further supplement to 
an act entitled. ‘An act’ to grant: pensions,” 
approved July 14, 1862; which was. read a © 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions; and ordered to'be 
printed. 

ANDREW IVORY. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN introduced a bill-(H. R. 
No. 1961) for the relief of Andrew Ivory; 
which was read a first and second time,.re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLICATION OF LAWS AND TREATIES. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1962) repealing all laws requir- 
ing the publication in newspapers of the laws 
and treaties of the UnitedStates; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. l 

B. F. SPEEDY. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also intro- 
duced abill (H. R. No. 1963) for the relief of B. 
. F. Speedy, late first lieutenant second battalion 
six months Pennsylvania volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time; referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. l E 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, HARRISONBURG, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1964) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a court-house and post office at Harri- 
sonburg, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

POST OFFICE AT STAUNTON, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, algo introduced 
a bill (H. R, No. 1965) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a post office in the city of Staunton, 
Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committe on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. LEACH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1966) for the removal of disabilities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1967) authorizing a mail steamship sèr- 
vice between the ports of New Orleans, Louis- 
iana, and Rio Janeiro, in the Empire of Bra- 


zil; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on:Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENFORCEMENT OF FIFTEENTIC AMENDMENT. 


Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1968) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An actto ameud 
an act, approved March 81, 1870, entitled 
‘An act to enforce the rights of citizens of 
the United States to vote in the several States 
of the Union, and for other purposes ;’’” 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the bill be read at 
length. ; 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. SYPHER. I desire to have the bill 


‘referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. COX. Would it. be in order to object 
to the reference of that bill? f 

The SPEAKER, It would be in order to 
yote against its reference. Itisa question for. 
the House whether to refer or notrefer the bill. 
Mr. COX. Would it be in order to move 
e rejection of the bill? 


1714 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 18, 


-The SPEAKER.. It would not. 

Mr. COX. Is it in order to object. to the 
second reading? 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s object 
would be attained by negativing the motion to 
‘refer. i - 

>The bill was read a second time. 

The question was on. referring the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The House ‘divided ; and there were—ayes 
45, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers, and appointed Mr. SypHer and Mr. 


Ox. 

Mr, COX. Would it be in order to have 
the bill again read at length? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. COX. If the bill were again read 
there would be no votes for it. It would save 
-us some trouble. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Let the title be read. - 


The bill was again read by its title. 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order for me to 
say a word about the bill? 

The SPEAKER. . It would not. The Chair 
cannot even ask unanimous consent for that 
purpose, in the morning hour on Monday. — 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed-—ayes 72, noes 51. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the bill 
was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROOKS. 


Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
1969) for the relief of Samuel Brooks; which 
was read ‘a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 

LOUISIANA SCOUTS. 


Mr, MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1970) to grant a bounty to the non-com- 
missioned officers and privates of the first 
regiment of Louisiana independent. scouts; 
‘which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

“SAMURL COLCORD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ARTHUR introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1971) to refund to Samuel Colcord and 
sixteen others, citizens of the county of Pen- 
‘dleton, in’ the State of Kentucky, $300 and 
interest thereon, on account of said several 
sums having been erroneously and illegally 
collected from them, under color of commuta- 
tion. money, at a time when they were exempt 
from draft by reason of the said county having 
at or before the date thereof more than filled 
its quota of drafted men for the military ser- 
vice of the United States of America; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES COSBY. 

Mr, READ introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
1972) for the benefit of Charles Cosby, com- 
pensating him for distributing the mails at 
Millstown, Grayson county, Kentucky; which 
was. read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. i 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1818, 
~ Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No.. 1978) granting pensions to certain soldiers 
of war of 1818 with the Seminole Indians, 
and: the widows of deceased soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812, and ordered to be printed. 

LORENZO D. ITOYLE. 

Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H.-R. No. 1974) for the relief of Lorenzo D. 
Hoyle; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to-be printed. ; 

JOHN E. TULLOP, 
Mr, GOLLADAY also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 1975) for the relief of John E. Tullop, 
of. Williamson county, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed., 

J. O. CAGE. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1976) for the relief of J. Q. Cage; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM GREEN. 


Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1977) for the relief of William Green, of Knox 
county, Indiana; which was read a first and 


| second time, referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 
WILLIAM JOHNSON. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1978) for the reliefof William Johnson; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

WILLIAM DE BEOK. - 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1979) granting a pension to William 
De Beck; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING OF TAXES, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1980) to refund taxes improperly col- 
lected; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE II. COPIER. 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1981) for the relief of George H. Copher, 
of Hawk’s Point, Lincoln county, Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, with 
the accompanying papers referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, presented a 
concurrent resolution of the senate and house 
of representatives of the State of Missouri, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a post 
office and eustom-house at St. Joseph, Mis- 
souri; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


GASCONADE RIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, presented 
a concurrent resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Missouri, asking Congress 
to make an appropriation for the survey and 
improvement of the navigation of the Gascon- 
ade river, Missouri; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIRCUEL COURT IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1982) to provide for holding a circuit 
court of the United States in and for the west- 
ern district of Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. SHAEFFNER 

Mr. BURDETT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1983) to authorize Charles M. Shaeff: 
ner, an employé of the Patent Office, to apply 
fora patent; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and, with the accompanying memo- 
rial, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 
Mr. HANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1984) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Arkansas river, and to prescribe the 
dimensions of the same; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit: 
tee on Commerce, and ordered tò be printed; 


-REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HANKS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1985) for the removal of disabilities im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth 
urticle of amendment of the Constitution from 
L: L. Mack and others, of Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ,, 


OUACHITA NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1986) to incorporate the Ouachita River Slack- 
water Navigation Company ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


CHARLES W. ADAMS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1987) for the relief of Charles W. 
Adams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN PARRISH. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1988) granting a pension to John Par- 
rish; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HORACE B. ROGERS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1989) granting a pension to Hor- 
ace B. Rogers; which was read a first and sec- - 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BLAKSLEE. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1990) to relieve George Blakslee 
from disabilities imposed by’statute; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS. 


Mr. CONNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1991) in relation to the election of presidential 
electors; which was read a first und second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1992) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities of certain persons therein named ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SETTLERS ON ST. CROIX LAND GRANT. 


Mr. RUSK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1993) for the relief of the settlers within the 
limits of the lands granted to the State of Wis- 
consin to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from St. Croix lake to Lake Superior ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR OF SUPERIOR, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. RUSK also presented a memorial of 
the secretary of the State of Wisconsin, rela- 
tive to the harbor-of Superior, and a state- 
ment of the most unwarrantable interference 
by certain persons with a controversy pending 
between the State of Wisconsin and certain 
citizens of Duluth; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


TEAKBOR AT PORT WASHINGTON, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. ELDREDGE presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, for. 
an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Port Washington, in said State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


TAKING OF TESTIMONY. 

Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1994) to regulate the taking of testimony 
in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to. the Committee on 
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Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. SCANLAND. 


Mr. SARGENT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. R. No. 1995) to relieve John M. Scanland 
from political disabilities; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA. - 


Mr. HOUGHTON presented a memorial o 
the Legislature of the State of California, re- 
lating to making San Diego a port of entry ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1996) to authorize the construction of a 
draw-bridge over the Mississippi river at Red 
Wing, Minnesota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. HALL. 


_Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1997) for the relief of John S. Hall, of Ritchie 
county, West Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND DISTRICT IN ARIZONA. 


_ Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1998) creating an additional 
land district inthe Territory of Arizona; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CLAGETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1999) relating to the entry of public lands 
in the Territories of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2000) to amend the charter of the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H, 
R. No. 2001) in relation to the public schools 
of the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 
ries having been called for bills on leave and 
joint resolutions, they will next be called for 
resolutions, and the pending bill under this 
call is the bill (H. R. No. 1647) supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect all citi- 
zens of the United States in their civil rights, 
and to furnish the means for their vindication,” 
The pending question is on a motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. NīstacK,] to lay 
the bill on the table. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. In order that we may 
have a little time to consider this bill, I move 
that the House now adjourn. 

On motion there were—ayes 54, noes 74. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Frre and 
Mr. Exprepce were appointed. ; 

= The House divided; and the tellers  re- 
ported—ayes 50, noes 65. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 23, nays 142, not voting 
75; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, James G. Blair, 
campbell, Grebe, Crossland, Davis, Du Bose, Eld- 


redge, Hanks, Lewis, McHenry, McNeely, Niblack; 
Wace Hdmard ¥ Lice Jobs M Rice Ritshie suet: 
wood, Shober, Van Trump, Whitthorne, and Win- 
chester o2 ‘ 

— Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Averill 
Barber, Barnum, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Bird, 
Austin Blair, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Caldwell, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Conner, 
Cotton, Cox, Darrail, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Handley. Harmer, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, 
Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
King, Lansing, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, 
McCleliand, McCormick, McGrew, McIntyre, Me- 
Junkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, 
Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Orr, Packer, Pal- 
mer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron 
E. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, John 
A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas 
J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Thomas, 
Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Waldron. Warren, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams 
of New York,Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
Wood, and Young—142. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Archer, Banks, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby. Biggs, Boles, Braxton, James 
Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, Carroll, William T. 
Clark, Freeman Clarke, Comingo, Creely, Critcher, 
Crocker, De Large, Duke, Elliott, Ely, arnsworth, 
Farwell, Henry: D. Foster, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, George E. 
Harris. Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, Houghton, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Kerr, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, 
Leach, Lowe, McGrary, McKinney, Merrick, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morphis, Negley, Pack- 
ard, Hosea W. Parker, Rainey, Randall, Robinson, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Shellabarger, Slater, Slocum, 
H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Stark- 
weather, Storm, St. John, Sypher, Terry, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington fownsend, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Walden, Wallace, and Walls—75. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired, and the Chair will now receive bills 
for reference only from members who were 
not in when their States were called. 


COLONEL FRANCIS TAYLOR, ETC. 


Mr. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

pa) for the relief of the heirs of Colonel 

Francis Taylor and Dr. Charles Taylor ; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and 

ordered to be printed. i Oe 
R. K. DIOSSY. 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2003) authorizing the appointment of 
R. K. Diossy chaplain in the Navy; whieh 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF B. F. BROWNE, DECEASED. 


Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 2004) granting a pension to the minor 
children of Benjamin É. Browne, late acting 
assistant paymaster United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONTINUANCE OF GRAND JURIES. 


Mr. POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2005) for the continuance of any grand juries 
in the district courts of the United States in 
the State of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDGE WILLIAM H. THORNTON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2006) to relieve Judge William H. Thorn- 
ton and forty-six others, citizens of the State 
of Alabama, therein named, from the political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a firstandsecond time, referred- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MANNING M. KIMMEL. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 


a bill (H. R. No. 2007) to relieve Manning M. 
Kimmel from disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth article of amendments to the Constitu» 
tion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee ‘on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. my 
BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. © 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2008) granting au-~ 
thority to bridge the Mississippi river at or near 
St. Genevieve, in the State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MOBILE RIVER, ETC. 


Mr. BUCKLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2009) authorizing the Montgomery ‘and 
Mobile Railroad Company to bridge the Mobile 
and other navigable rivers tributary to. Mobile 
bay; which was read a first end second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. McKEE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2010) to relieve’ cer- 
tain citizens of Mississippi of their political 
disabilities; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. ta 


JAMES TREISS. | $ 


Mr. MeKEE also, by unanimous Consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2011) to grant a 
pension to James Treiss, of company G, first 
Louisiana volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Commitieeon 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMPHIS AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD. 


Mr. McKEBE also, by. unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill(H. R. No. 2012) granting the 
Memphis and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
the right of way along the river bank at the 
national cemetery at Vicksburg, Mississippi ; 
which was read a first and second time, referre 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKEH. also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2018) granting 
the Memphis and Vicksburg Railroad ‘Com: 
pany the right to build a bridge over the Yazoo, 
river; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and: 
ordered to be printed. l 
SUPPRESSION OF OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R.. No. 2014) for: the 
suppression of the trade in and circulation 
of obscene literature, illustrations, advertise- 
ments, and articles of indecent or immoral 
use, and obscene advertisements of patent 
medicines in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TONNAGE TAX ON AMERICAN VESSELS. © 


Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2015) to abolish the. 
tonnage tax on American vessels ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to. the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. HAYS, by unanimous consent, intro-. 
duced a bill (H: R. No. 2016) in relation to 
the United States courts in the State of Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA LOYALL FARRAGUT. 

Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2017) granting a 
pension. to Virginia Loyall Farragut; which 
was read a frst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and’: 
ordered to be printed. 
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fo. POST ROADS IN NEBRASKA. 
Mr: TAFFE,:-I ask unanimous consent to 
‘introduce for reference’and printing a bill to 
‘establish certain. post. roads in the State of 
Nebraska. «I. make this: motion, instead of 
having the bill- referred ‘at the Clerk’s desk 
under: the. rule, because-I desire to have it 
printed for the information of the people inter- 
ested, = ! . 
_ There was no objection; andthe bill (H. R. 
Nö: 2018) was introduced, read a first and 
‘second time, referred to the Comuittee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

¿Mr, TYNER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced à bill (H. R. No. 2019) to exempt appro- 
priations for public buildings from the restric- 
tions imposed by the provisions of an act enti- 
tied “An act making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, aud judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1871, and for other purposes ;”’ which was 
read a first and: second ‘time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


“Mr. STOWELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R, No. 2020) to remove legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States from certain 
persons therein named in the State of Virginia; 
which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
HEIRS OF BENJAMIN HARVEY. 


Mr. SHOEMAKER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2021) for the 
relief. of Benjamin Harvey and Jameson Har- 
vey, heirs and legal representatives of Benja- 
min Harvey, deceased; which was read a first 
and. second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, and. ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. CRITCHER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H.R. No. 2022) for the 
relief of certain persons therein named from 
legal and pontica disabilities ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

: LYDIA DUNMIRE, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, by unan 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2028) granting a pension to Lydia Dunmire ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2024) for the removal 
of the political disabilities of sundry persons 
therein. named; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

. TITLES OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
make oné suggestion to gentlemen, not, of 
course, aiming at any one member atall. The 
parliamentary lawrequires that a title of a bill 
shall be perspicuons, so that it shall fairly in- 
dicate what the bill is, but it does not require 
that the bill shall all be written in its title. 
There area great many bills presented here 
with titles aş long as and some.of them a lit- 
tle longer than the bill itself. There isno par- 
liamentary requirement that members shall 
do that. 

SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 

Mr. WOOD... I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and thatthe following preamble and 
resolution be adopted: l 
, Whereas, according to the monthly statement of 


f 


the Secretary of the Treasury, there was a cash bal- 
ance on hand in the Treasury on the 1st instant of 
$124,868,745 85; and whereas this large sum was with- 
drawn from. circulation by taxation; and whereas 
neither the public necessities nor a sound policy of 
finance can require a cash reserve of such magnitude, 
which not only produces no interest, but. prevents 
income by its disastrous effect upon trade and com- 
merce; and whereas there is a dearth of the circu- 
lating medium, and the necessary moneyed facilities 
in consequence, which isretarding business, distress- 
ing borrowers, and oppressing industries: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to extend relief to the people by the dis- 
bursement of such a proportion of the cash on hand 
as will be consistent with safety and the imme- 
diate liabilities of the Treasury and its accrning 
resources, to the end that trade and commerce may 
be revived and the industries and interests of the 
people be promoted. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
New York to allow that resolution to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WOOD. I would rather not do so, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the gentleman will 
not undertake to establish a financial policy 
on ‘‘whereases’’ under a suspension of the 
rules, but will submit it to the committee. 


Gee is a little too much ‘ whereas’? about 


it to be adopted under a suspension of the 


rules. 

Mr. WOOD. [I think it requires no consid- 
eration by any committee to determine the 
question that at this time so large a balance 
as $125,000,000 is unnecessary as a cash 
reserve. i 

Mr. DAWES. [ trust that if the gentleman 
declines to have the resolution referred the 
House will not suspend the rules and pass it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 89, nays 86, not voting 65; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 

Barnum, Beck, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Coburn, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Darrall, Dox, Du Bose Duke, Eldredge, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith; 
Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hay, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, 
Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCormick, Melenry, MeIntyre, McNeely, Morgan, 
Niblack, Bli Perry, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
John M. Rico, Ritchie, Robinson, Scofield, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Slo- 
cum, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Swann, Sypher, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Warren, Wolls, Whitthorne, Williams of 
Indiana, Williams of Now York, Winchester, Wood, 
and Young—89. , 
NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Barber, Beatty, Beve- 
ridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. 
Brooks, Buckley, Bufiinton, Burchard, Freeman 
Clarke, Cobb, Congor, Cotton, Creely, Crocker, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dunnell, Eames, Farns- 
worth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Hale, larmer, George E. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazel- 
ton, Hoar, Houghton, Kelloy, Ketcham, Lansing, 
Lowe, Maynard, McGrew, MeJ unkin, Mercur, Mer- 
riam, Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Packer, Packard, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry. Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Prindle, Elis IH. Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Seeloy, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stoughton. Stowell, Strong, Fatre, Thomas, Turner, 
‘Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, and John T. Wilson—86. 

NOT VOLTING— Messrs, Ambler, Ames, Banks, 
Barry, Bell, Biggs, Boles, Burdett, Benjamin E. 
Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William 7. Clark, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Davis, De Large, Duell, Elliott, 
Ely, Farwell, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Hambleton, John T. Harris, Hereford, Hill, Hooper, 
Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, 
McCrary, McKee, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin 
E. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Hosea W. 
Parker, Porter, Potter, Price, Rainey, William 
R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sessions, 
Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington 
C. Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, St. 
John, Sutherland, Dwight Townsend, Washing- 
ton gownsend, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wallace, and 

alls—65. 


So (wo thirds not voting in the 
the rules were not suspended. 


CONGRESSIONAL DEBATES. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move that the rules be so 
suspended as to take from the Speaker's table 
for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 
681 to provide for the reporting and printing 
of the-debates in Congress. 


affirmative) 


{ 


Mr. BEATTY. Task the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerry] to allow this bill 
to be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. It is an appropriation bill making an 
appropriation of $400,000. 

ír. KELLEY. I cannotchange my motion. 
This isa bill to pay a debt now of $160,000, 
and which is increasing daily, for work done 
under contract, x 

Mr. BEATTY. It is a bill which never has 
been considered by a committee of this House, 
and there is no eontract. i 

‘Mr. KELLEY. I presumé the bill, if 
brought before this House, will be subject to 
consideration. I ask that it be brought before 
the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The motion indicated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Bearry] will 
be in order, if the House shall choose, after 
the bill has been brought before the House. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is it in 
order to debate the motion to bring the bill 
before House? : 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because the 
motion is to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I désire to make a par- 
lidmentary: inquiry. ; 2 

The SPEAKER. ` The gentléman will state 


Mr. SCOFIELD. It requires a two-thirds 
vote to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. And that will bring the 
bill before the House for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER, It will. : 

Mr, SCOFIELD. And when once before 
the House for consideration, will a majority 
vote pass the bill? ` ; 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any 
doubt upon that point? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I cannot say that I have. 

The SPEAKER. If any gentleman has'any 
doubt upon any point and will come to the 
Chair, the Chair will endeavor to inform him. 
But the Chair must object to having arguments 
injected in the form of parliamentary inqui- 


ries. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
a question about a matter in regard to which 

have some doubts. If this bill is brought 
before the House will it then be in order to 
send it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
ground that it contains an appropriation ? 

The SPEAKER. It willnot. The motion 
in terms is to bring the bill before the House 
for consideration at this time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Under the 
rules, or without the rules? 

The SPEAKER. If it is brought before 
the House upon this motion for considera- 
tion now, it will not be subject to any point of 
order that would take it away from the con- 
sideration of the House. It must be disposed 
of by the House. If the gentleman on whose 
motion it shall be brought before the House 
desires the floor, it will be the duty of the 
Chair to recognize him, and he can then test 
the sense of the House with whatever motion 
he may choose. If the House shall refuse to 
sustain him, the Chair will then recognize the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] to move 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
Appropriations, if he desires to make that 
motion, or the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Ketter] can yield to him for that pur- 


pose. 
Mr. KELLEY. I will yield to any gentle- 
man who wants information, or for discussion 


it. 


-Of the bill, within the hour. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported 
for information. 

The bill was read. The first section directs 
the Congressional Printer to enter into a con: 
tract with Franklin Rives, Jefferson: Rives, and 
George A. Bailey for the reporting and print- 
ing of the debates in Congress for the term of 
two years, on and from the 4th day of March, 
1871, in- accordance with a proposed ‘form of 
contract from the said-Rives & Bailey, submit- 


1872. 
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ted to and approved by the joint Committee 
¿on Public Printing on the part of the Senate. 
The second section appropriates the sum of 

$400,000, or so much thereof as- may be ne- 

cessary, the accounts having been approved 
-ag in previous years, by the Secretary of 
“athe Senate and by the Clerk of the House or 
- their representatives. 
' Mr. BEATTY. I desire simply to ask the 
„gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KeLLEY] 
°4£ be will not change his motion so as to allow 

this bill to be referred to the Committee on 
~ Appropriations? That committee can report 

it back again to-morrow, if they shall see fit. 

It is a bill which contains an appropriation of 
“$400,000, and should be considered by a com- 
< mittee. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to modify my 
“motion in any way. These parties have gone 
on reporting and publishing the proceedings 
- of Congress on terms arranged by a former 
; Committee on Printing. and—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. After the gentleman has 

made his speech he objects to debate. 
© Mr. BEATTY. Ihave made no speech ; I 

have simply asked a question. 

Mr. FARNSWORSH. Under present cir- 
cumstances many members must, like myself, 
vote against taking up the bill because we 
jack information in regard to it, and because 
no committee recommends it. I understand 

that this is an attempt to pass the bill over the 
heads of the Committee on Printing and the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BEATTY. It is an attempt to pass 
the bill over the heads of the appropriate 
committees of this House and in the interest 
of certain contractors. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is an attempt to pass a 
pill to pay for work that is being done daily, 
~ and the prevention of the payment for which 
is due to certain would-be contractors. 

- Mr. BEATTY. It is an attempt to pass a 
© pill which will pay these people twice what 

v this work is worth. 

°° Mr. KELLEY. That statement is not ac- 

cording to the facts of the case. 

Mr. BEATTY. My statement is the truth. 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose that those who 
resist so just a measure shall have a chance 
to be heard before the House. [Cries of 
“Order !’"] l 

Mr. BEATTY. If I cannot prove that these 
men make $175,000 more out of this contract 
than 

[The remainder of this sentence was not 
heard amid cries of ‘‘order’’ and the rapping 
of the Speaker's gavel] > z 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Bzarry] is out of order. 

Mr. BEATTY. I propose to make myself 
heard, Ido not intend to be ruled out all the 


time. 

The SPEAKER. It was quite impossible 
for any one to hear the gentleman from Ohio, 
except perhaps the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. KeLLeY,] to whom he appeared 
especially to address himself. j . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is there no way in which 
we can get rid of this 


question? Can it not 
~ be laid on the table, 


or disposed of in some 
other way? I protest against taking up this 
measure at this time without its having been 
investigated by any committee. 

‘The SPRAKER. One third of the House 
can “get rid of the question,”’ as: it requires 
two thirds to suspend the rales and adopt the 
motion, Does the gentleman want any other 
mode of “' getting rid of the question?” 

Mr. MAYNARD. Would not a motion to 
~ refer the bill to the Committee on Printing be 
in order? i oe 

The SPEAKER. Not while a motion -to 
suspend the rules is agate 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand the regular 


order. aos 
The SPHAKER. The question 18 on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


42p Cone. 2p Sxss.—No. 112. 


! [Mr. Keniry,] to suspend the rules and bring l 


before the House for consideration the bill 
whioh hae been read. 
n the motion there were—ayes 92, noes 49. 

Mr. KELLEY called for tellere; : : 

Tellers were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints ‘as 
tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr.. 
Ketiry, and the gentleman from Obio, Mr. 
Brarry, with the request that they will not 
debate the bill, but simply return the count. 
(Laughter. ] 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 103, noes 43., 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 123, nays 58, not voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cox, 
Griteher, Crocker, Crossland, Davis, Dawes, Dickey, 
Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Eldredge, Forker, Getz, 
Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, John T, 
Harris, Dawley, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, 
Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, 
Kerr, Lansing, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Mar- 
shall, McClelland, McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, 
McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Morgan, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packer, Palmer, Isaac © 
Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Poland, Potter, Prindle, 
Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Sargent, Seeley, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Slocum, 
Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Storm, Swann, Sypher, Terry, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Van Trump, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, 
Waldron, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams 
of Indiana, Williams of New York, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames Barber, 
Beatty, Austin Blair, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Coburn, Cotton, Darrall, Donnan, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster. Wilder D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Hale, Havens, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hib- 
bard, Killinger, King, Maynard, McCormick, Me- 
Grew, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Orr, Packard, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, Edward Y. Rice, 
Bilis H, Roberts, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, 
John A. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Stoughton, Lur- 
ner, Tyner, Upson, Wells, Willard. Jeremiah M.Wil- 
son, and John T. Wilson—53. . 

NOT VOLLING—Messrs. Banks, Barry, Bell, Biggs, 
Boles, James Brooks, Roderick R. utler, Carroll, 
William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Crebs, Creely, 
De Large, Du Bose, Duell, Iiliott, Ely, Farwell, 
Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Hambleton, Hereford, Hill, Kellogg, Ketcham, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, McCrary, McKee, 
Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mito ell, 
Morphis, Hosea W. Parker, Platt, Porter, Price, 
Rainey, Roosevelt, Rusk, Shellabarger, Sloss, H 
Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Stark- 
weather, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, 
Tafe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington 
‘Pownsend, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wallace, Walls, and 
Wheeler—64. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iask that the bill be read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire that the Clerk read 
a note from the publishers of the Globe, which 
I send to the desk and to which I invite the 


attention of the House. : 

Mr. BEATTY. Will the gentleman yield 
to allow me to offer a substitute ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to have that note 
read. I will yield to the gentleman by and by 
for discussion, but not to offer a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 18, 1872. 


We desire formally and most respectfully to state 


intoa 
day of 


referred tq, as modified by the Senate Committee on 
Printing ; ‘by the terms of which, as stated in tho 
debate in the Senate on the lst instant by the chair- 
man of the committee, (Hon. Mr. AnrHony,) there 
promises to: be saved to the Government, as còm= 
pared with the cost of reporting and printing the 
proceedings of the Forty-First Congress, the sum of 
nearly thirty-three thousand dollars: ts Es 

Third, that owing to the delay to which thie busi- 
ness has been subjected, and for which we are in no 
way responsible, wo have been compelled to do. this 
work for more than a year without receiving any 
pay whatever therefor; : : 

Fourth, that the debt created by the spring session 
of 1871 amounts to upward of sixty thousand dollars 
and has been due us for more than: ten months, and 
that the amount dué us for work done for the cur- 
rent session is about one hundred thousand dollars 
which debt is growing at the rate of one thousand 
to fifteen hundred dollars a day, varying with the 
amount of work ; 

Fifth, that we have long been obliged to borrow, 
at seven per cent. per annum, the money daily swal- 
lowed up by the insatiate demands of labor and 
materials; 

Sixth, that the interest upon the debt which the 
Government owes us now costs us more than thirty 
dollars a day, and has become an addition to our 
expenses as burdensome as it was unexpected when, 
nearly thirteen months ago, at the suggestion of the 
Committee on Printing, and at the request of influe 
ential members of both Houses, we reluctantly cone 
sented to continue this work pending the formation 
of acontract ; and, 

Finally, that as, under the peculiar discourage- 
-mentsand embarrassments which have been placed 
upon us during the past year, and which have here- 
tofore been unknown to us, it is jmpossible for us to 
continue longer to do this work acceptably to Con- 
gress and creditably to ourselves, we most respect- 
fully ask that the House speedily take such action 
in the premises as it, in its wisdom, shall deem best. 
We aro, very respectfully. : 

F. & J. RIVES & GEO. A. BAILEY, 
Proprietors of the Globe. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BEATTY. Will the gentleman. from’ 
Pennsylvania have read the contract which 
this bill proposes to accept? I ask that con- 
tract be read for the information of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman from Ohio, 
the chairman of the House Committee on Print- 
ing, desires to express his opinions, I will yield 
to him ten minutes now for that purpose. 

Mr. BEATTY. I wish to have read the con- 
tract which this bill proposes to accept, and I 
wish to have it read for the information of this 
House. 

Mr. KELLEY.: I will yield to the gentle- 
man ten minutes to express his reasons for. 
opposing this bill, and to express them calmly, 
as he always does. : 

Mr. BEATTY. I desire that gentleman 
now to have read at the Clerk’s desk the con- 
tract which that bill proposes to accept. It 
ought to be read for the information of the 


House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the case, as 
I understand it, is simply this: the joint 
Committee on Printing at the last Congress 
invited terms for reporting the proceedings of 
the two Houses. Messrs. Rives & Bailey sub- 
mitted a proposition which was satisfactory to 
that committee, but the day had come to be 


too late for making a contract. At the in- 
stance, however, of that committee, and, as is 
stated in the letter just read, on the suggestion 
of prominent members of the present and the 
last Congress of both Houses, the proprietors 
of the Globe gave us what otherwise we would 
not have had, a report of the proceedings of 
the 4th of March a year ago and of the pro- 
ceedings during that session. They have con-, + 
tinued to make reports of the debates upon 
the basis of the former contract for reporting, 
&c., and upon the terms submitted. to the 
joint Committee on Printing. They have ex- 
pended, as they tell us, more than one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars in this work. 
Sixty thousand dollars has been due for ten 
months, and they are expending $1,000 in the 
report of this very day’s proceedings. They 
must be wealthy men to make contracts for 
cash at short intervals and run into credits of 
this kind. and to continue such expenditures. 
These gentlemen are not able to béar it, and 
we may find. ourselves having perpetrated an 
act of gross in justice upon them without reports 


| of our proceedings. 


March, 1871, upon the basis of our proposition above ` 
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ni: Now; I understand the chairman of the 
House Committee on Printing has a bill re- 

$ Jating to future contracts, and as I have heard 
> Sts contents from him, it contains many pro- 
-visions which meet my hearty approval; but I 
“do. not wish to see new terms applied to a con- 


‘tract which has: beén. performed by. the other | 


party to the extent of $160,000, and accepted 
*by:us. This is a ‘contract of which we have 
yeceived the benefit for more than one year, 
and’ this bill proposes to pay for the services 
thus received. 

: Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
yield to me for a question ? 

“Mr: KELLY. I wih yield to the gentle- 
man ina moment, Inasmuch as the contract 
contemplated services for two years, the other 
party.to it have made their contracts for paper, 
type, and other materials, and for a corps of 
employés, including these gentlemen, the re- 
porters, who perform their work with wonder- 
ful correctness and promptness. They have 
imade themselves liable for all the expendi- 
‘tures necessary to the completion of the con- 
stract for two years. I can see no grounds for 
Congress withholding justice in the fulfillment 
of. that. contract. here is yet time for the 
Committee on Printing to bring in their bill 
providing for the future. Ifit be an improve- 
ment on the past I trust to the good sense of 
the House and of the Senate for its adoption. 
There is not only what remains of the present 
session, but there is the concluding session of 
this Congress in which to adopt this bill. 

The bill brought from the Senate, and now 
before the House for its consideration, incurs 
no new obligation. It proposes to pay a debt 
of $160,000 already contracted, and to put the 
contracting parties on such a footing that such 
an accumulation of indebtedness shall not 
occur ngain during the remainder of the two 
years for which the work is being done, Iwil 

. now be glad to hear the question of the gen- 
‘tleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Farysworrn. ] 
-) Mr FARNSWORTH, IL understood the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Kerker] 
to. say, at the outset of his remarks, that there 
was no contract. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
contract, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


act? 

Mr. KELLEY. There is no written con- 
tract. ‘he expiring House of Representatives 
had made no contract for the future. There 
: bad been an arrangement by which we met, 
as gentlemen know, on the 4th of March, and 
» Cougress allowed the work to go on, this con- 
tract being more favorable than the last, and 
it being important to have the proceedings 
reported, especially as the committees here 
were not yet organized. 
. Mr, FARNSWORTH. In other words, what 
I wish to understand is the basis precisely on 
which this claim is put. ‘There was a contract 
ifor this work during the last Congress. That 
Congress expired without the contract being 

renewed, No contract has been made for the 
present.Congress. Am I not right? 

Mr. KELLEY. No written contract has 
been, made, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has there been any 
contract made, written or verbal? 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘here has been a contract 
to this extent; that the joint Committee. on 
Printing of the last Congress pressed these 
gentlemen to go on with this work, and Cou- 
gress has received their work without objec- 
tion. -This bill has ecquiesced-in it.. It bas 
lain. on the Speaker’s table for three weeks, 
the: chairman of the Committee on Printing 
permitting the labor to go on, and the goods 
to be: furnished, and never uttering a word 
of dissent by asking that the bill might be 
referred to his committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I- understand all 
that.: The bill, no. doubt, has been lying on 
“the: Speaker’s table for some time. | 
chairman of the Committee on Printing is 


Will the gentleman 


I said thereis nota formal 


Is there any con- 
th 


But the $ 


only. one member of Congress; he is not 
Congress. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia {Mr. Ketury] says that Congress has 
accepted the work. Iam not aware that that 
is the fact. I have never been called to vote 
upon the question of accepting the work. 
Congress has never accepted the work. Con- 


„gress, as a body, can only act by resolution 


or by the enactment of law. Somebody may 
send to my room a paper which I may read, 
but that does not amount to a ratification of 
any supposed contract. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to puta ques- 
tion to the gentleman. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
answer questions. 
stand what this is. Ifitis a contract, if Con- 
gress has agreed to take the Globe at these 
prices, then let the Committee on Appropria- 
tions make the necessary report in favor of 
appropriating the money and I will vote for 
it. But if the case simply amounts to this, that 
the proprietors of the Globe have presumed that 
we would at some time give them the money, 
and without contract, without authority, have 
gone on furnishing us the Globe, that they 
might come in some Monday morning and say, 
“We have done the work and you must pay 
for it at such and such prices,” and have some 
gentleman move to suspend the rules, as has 
been done this morning, and put $400,000 in 
their pockets, withoutinvestigation by a com- 
mittee of this House at all, and over the 
heads of the appropriate committees; if that is 
the case, I want to know it. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, if there was 
not a contract with these parties there was 
something by implication that was very much 
in the nature of it, As the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania says, the contract for the pre- 
vious Congress was fulfilled. It was an accept- 
able contract, and when this Congress com- 
menced, and there was no contract, and the 
question was, shall the Globe folks go on with 
their work or shall there be no reports of the 
proceedings, they made a proposition upon 
the basis of their former contract, and I recol- 
lect very well the sentiment about the House 
at that time. I recollect that influential gen- 
tlemen said to the Globe establishment, ‘Go 
on and report the proceedings, and you cer- 
tainly will be paid for what you do on the 
basis of the old prices until Congress may fix 
new prices.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who were the influ- 
ential gentlemen who made those statements? 

Mr. PETERS. Ido not know that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Illinois was one of 
them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Did my distinguished 
friend from Maine say so? 

Mr. PETERS. I am one of those “ gis- 
tinguished gentlemen,’’ [laughter,] and my 
friend from Illinois is not one of the others. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, Iam not. 

Mr. PETERS. He is just as distinguished 
as I am. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, Iam not dis- 
tinguished for making contracts with the Globe. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Well, I am distinguished 
for making them, and keeping them. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, if I lease a man a building, and 
he is to give me a certain rent, and the lease 
expires and he continues in possession of that 
property, the law says, unless there is a special 
contract, that the presumption is that he shall 
pay the old price for the new occupation. 

Mr. BEATTY. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say that these contractors make a differ- 
ence in the old pricé, and that makes the 
trouble? 

Mr. PETERS.  T-understand not. I under- 
stand that this bill proposes substantially the 
old price, and no more, and in the manner 
in which they are now to perform the work it 


I have not risen to 


Iam desiring to under- | 


{ 


will be even less to the United States than the 
old prices. 

Now, I wish to say for one that I believe jus- 
tice and equity demand of this House that we 
unite with the Senate, and lift these unfortun- 
ate parties out of the dilemma which our own 
carelessness or negligence, or something else, 
has brought them into. I know some of these 
parties. I bave taken an interest in this mat- 
ter, perhaps because I had some personal ac- 
quaintance with them, and I. know that they 
have been laboring and suffering injustice and 
have had dithculty in. getting money and keep- 
ing along the reporting, and they have re- 
ported as much for my distinguished friend 
from Illinois as for anybody else on the floor, 
but they have not got one cent for it, and Í 
will sit here and vote all day if it is necessary 
to help them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to 
inquire of my distinguished friend from Mas- 
sachusetts 

Mr. PETERS. Not Massachusetts. I was 
born in 1822, and Massachusetts was set off 
from Maine in 1820. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 wish to inquire 
of the gentleman. whether in his opinion the 
fact that we have taken the Globe obliges us 
to pay the publishers a particular price tor the 
Globe? Does it raise anything more than an 
obligation to pay them a reasonable compen- 
sation, and how can that be ascertained except 
by the examination of a committee? 

Mr. PETERS, I think thatif they perform 
the service at one price, and we take that ser- 
vice in continuation, we ought not to dictate 
a different price. We ought to be liberal, and 
perbaps even more than liberal, in settling 
under such a contract where there is but one 
handle to the pitcher and we have that handle. 
Of course, in the eye of the law it is the pre- 
sumption that the former price was reason- 
able, and testimony would be admitted to show 
that it was unreasonable. 

Mr. BEATTY. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield to me now? 

Mr. KELLY. Yes, sir; how long do you 
want? 

Mr. BEATTY. Fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwillgive you ten minutes, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh, ten minutes is 
too long a time to discuss an appropriation 
of $400,000 in this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the gentleman 
will yield me ten minutes before he closes. 

Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, Messrs. Rives 
& Bailey, in an article inserted in the Gloke 
of Saturday, take issue with me in respect to 
certain statements which I made on Friday. 
First, they deny that they ever insisted upon 
a contract for six years. Why, then, I ask, 
did they put that term in their proposition? 
Why do they not give the precise date of the 
new proposition in which they agree to accept 
a contract for two years? The proposal for a 
work involving the expenditure of $500,000 
should certainly be a matter of record, and 
have affixed the day, month, and year in 
which it was made. The date of the article 
would settle all dispute as to whether the 
change referred to was recent or remote. Why, 
therefore, did they not reply to me by giving the 
date? They say the chairman of the Senate 
committee suggested a reduction of time, and 
they acquiesced at once. If this did not occur 
recently the House committee failed to receive 
timely notice of the fact. 

Again, they say they ‘have not seen the 
day when they would not thankfully have 
received the monéy due them.” I reiterate 
my statement of Friday, and say that they 
were told long ago that our committee would 
make immediate effort to get any reasonable 
sum appropriated they might desire to apply 
on account, and thus relieve them until. the 
new contract was agreed upon, or until more 
definite action was had in the matter, and they 
declined toaccept. Finally, atmy own option, 
LT introduced a bill-to pay them to March 1, in 
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accordance with the terms ef the contract of 
1869, under which the debates for the Forty- 
First Congress were published, and had it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
‘They called, as they state, upon the honorable 
chairman of that committee and informed him 
that the bill was unjust and would not be 
accepted. The Committee on Appropriations 
might have amended the bill, or it might have 
been amended in the Committee of the Whole. 
Neither were bound to pass the bill just as it 
came to them, unless they regarded its provis- 
ions just and fair. f 
Bat the truth is, these publishers were de- | 
termined to take advantage of the fact that 
the Government had no contract, and had | 
paid no money, to exact additional compen- 
sation, It gave them a hold upon the sym- 
pathy of members, which they were unwilling 
to relinquish until they had secured just such 
a contract as they desired. And itis this same 
advantage that they propose to retain by the | 
passage of the Senate bill. I entered into the 
investigation of this subject of publishing the 
debates, prejudiced in favor of Rives & Bailey. 
I thought it would be well for the country to 
discontinue the Globe, that we would save 
time and money by so doing, but I believed if 
the Globe was to be continued the present 
publishers were the best mien to continue it. 
And in my calculation of the profits which the 
business afforded I provided for every. pos- 
sible contingency, the most expensive labor, 
and the best material. I endeavored to study 
all the disadvantages of the business, and 
inform myself with reference to everything 
belonging to it that was peculiar and excep- 
tional, and when I reached a conclusion, for 
fear I might by possibility do them injustice, I 
made a liberal allowance for things not thought | 
of, and even then found their profits under 
the contract of 1869, were far more than in 
my judgment they should be, far more, cer- 
tainly, than the same capital invested in any 
other business in the country was paying. 
But I was still distrustful of my own figures, 
-and prompted by a desire to do my duty as a 
member of a committee of this House, and 
to deal with perfect fairness by these publish- 
ers, I ventured into the Globe office and asked 
for certain data upon which their estimates of 
the cost for the work of the present Congress 
was based. Perbaps I had no right to make 


the inquiry, but I made it, and they declined | 


to give me theinformation. ‘They did not dare 
doit. They knew that my previous estimates 
had been entirely in their favor, and they did 
not propose to asgist me to get any nearer the 
truth. 

Now, I desire to say that if I cannot satisfy 
any member of this House who will take the 
time and the trouble to sit down and go 
through the calculations with methat these 
publishers made not less than $150,000 profit 
on their business of the Forty- First Congress, 
aud that they will make not less than $175,000 
on their work of the present Congress, if the 
Senate bill passes, I will agree to resign my 
seat and go home. 

In their statement in the Globe of Saturday, 
and in the slips which have been placed on our 
desks, Rives & Bailey, by an adroit arrange- 
ment of figures, and a careful use of words, 
seek to lead us to an inference which is utterly 
false. 

In a letter dated February 2, 1872, they say 
that after a careful estimate they find that by 
the omission of needless indexes the cost 
would, under their proposition, be $18,000 
less for this Congress than for the Jast; but 
since then, upon the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, my colleague on the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Prios] it has been and is now 
proposed to abandon the history of bills and 
resolutions as another useless feature of the 
Globe, whereby we should make a saving of 
$15,000. By these omissions, Rives & Bailey 


therefore endeavor to convey the. impression 
that this reduction is the result simply of 
the better terms for which they now propose 
to do the work. Let us look atthis. Wepro- 
pose to omit the duplicated indexes, which for 
the last Congress cost $60,000, and the history 
of bills, which cost $15,000, and thus make-a 
total reduction in quantity of work amounting 
to $75,000, and for this they propose. to allow 
a reduction of only $88,000 in price; that is 
to say, they retain the profit, amounting to 
$42,000, that they would make on the omitted 
work, if they were to doit, and still would have 
us believe that the rates proposed are not 
higher than the Government paid under the old 
contract. ‘lo bring this down toavery fine point 
by way of illustration, suppose a contractor were 
to say that he would build two héuses for you 
this year for the same sum that he had built 
three for last year, and claim that his last offer 
was jast as good as the first, because, forsooth, 
the aggregate expenditure would be the same 
for both years. You would very properly con- 
clude that he was either a fool or that he re- 


| garded youasone. This is precisely the sort of 


argument advanced by Rives & Bailey. They 
propose to. print nine volumes instead of 
eleven, and tell you that because they do not 
propose to charge you quite as much for the 
nine as they did for the eleven that: therefore 
these rates cannot be exorbitant. 

I have no confidence in Rives & Bailey’s 


theestimate. Their estimate for the Forty- 
First Congress, including binding at seventy- 
eight and a half'cents per volume, was $889,000, 
and yet the printing alone under the contract 
amounted to $472,000, and the printing aud 
binding at the prices they proposed to charge 


$600,000. 

A word now as to the matter of indexes to 
which the publishers refer in their article of 
the 16th instant. ‘hey claim a bonus for 
giving up the duplicated indexes. They say, 
‘Wor the index thus limited we fixed a price 
that would in part (only in part) make up for 
the relinquishment of the right of redupli- 
cation and the profits derivable therefrom.” 
Now, sir, this ‘‘right of reduplication’’ is 
a good thing. ‘here are certain rights under 
the Constitution that in theory, if not in fact, 
are enjoyed by all citizens. There are cer- 
tain inalienable rights which belong to all 
mankind; but the “ right of reduplication”? is 
the peculiar and special property of Rives & 
Bailey, for the relinquishment of which they 
demand a consideration. 

This ‘right of reduplication’”’ took out of 
the public ‘Treasury during the Forty-Pirst 
Congress, for needless, superfluous, useless 
indexes, $59,502 44. This amount was not 
the total cost of the indexes for that Congress, 
but simply the sum paid for their ‘right of 
reduplication.’’ This ‘‘rightof reduplication ” 
gave us three thousand and forty-two pages 
| of index in each copy of the Globe, making in 
the aggregate thirty-eight million pages forone 
Congress. This right of reduplication they 
have enjoyed for eighteen years. It has cost 
the Government $500,000. Where did they get 
this “right?” They stole it, they usurped it, 
and held to it with the grip of a vise, because 
it was a fat job. 

Occasionally, indeed, some member would 
question their right to put forty or fifty thou- 
sand dollars a Congress in their pockets for 
what was utterly worthless, but his voice 
would be drowned in the shout of admiration 
which would go up for these Globe men, who 
printed our speeches s0 well and corrected 
them so often, and bore with our infirmities 
so kindly, And-so for nine entire Congresses 
the right of reduplication was recognized as 
sacred, and the Globe men have come to re- 
gard the ‘‘profits derivable therefrom’’ as 
inalienable. eek 
| But, it may be asked, was there nothing in 


now estimate that the cost for this Congress 
will be $33,000 less than for the last, and they 


the contracts to authorize the reduplication of 


estimates; the contract will govern and not | 


for the binding would have amounted to | 
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indexes? Thecontracts specified thatan tam“ 
ple’? index should be supplied. ‘Ample?’ was 
construed to confer the ‘ ‘right of’ reduplica- 
tion.” . It meant, according to the interpreta- 
tion of these. publishers, the right to put three 
hundred and sixty pages of identically the same 
matter in each one of the six volumes, and the 
greater part of itin the whole eleven volumes 
which embrace the proceedings of the Forty- 
First. Congress... Never was.the word “ample” 
so amplified before. And -yet this was the 
foundation of their right of reduplication, for 
the surrender of which they now ask us to pay 
them $42,000 a Congress. ‘Phey consent to 
be relieved of the labor and expense of far- 
nishing these duplicated indexes, but demand 
the profit which the work. would afford them 
if they were to do it. . 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, this bill will not pass. 
Tf it does, it will be the end of all legislation 
on this subject during the present Congress, 
and the next Congress will be in precisely the 
game situation that we are now. The same 
apparent necessity will then exist for contin- 
uing the work in the hands of the present 
publishers, upon whatever terms they may see 
fit to demand. This partial legislation in the 
face of what seemed to be an emergency has 
characterized all our action with respect to 
this subject for years, and placed us at the 
mercy of the old contractors, by preventing 
the passage of a general bill to provide for 
the economical execution of this work. 
trust, therefore, that now, while the attention 
of Congress is drawn to this subject, and 
while the whole matter is in our own hands, 
some ‘reform will be made in regard to the 
publication of the debates, which will lead to 
a very considerable reduction of expense, and 
a more satisfactory distribution of the matter 
published. a 

We are publishing now twelve thousand 
three hundred and ninety-one copies of the 
Globe, nearly one hundred and fifty thousand 
large volumes, at an expense for reporting, 
publishing, binding, and mailing of $600,000 
a Congress. We are scattering the most of 
these volames over the country in broken sets, 
virtually throwing them away, while some of 
them, perhaps many copies, are begged from 
us by parties about this capital, and thus’ get 
into the book-store or the waste-basket.. Our 
constituents do not regard them as valuable, 
and wedonot. Any enterprising doorkeeper 
or page, or member of Congress, if he desires 
to do so, can get twenty-five or fifty copies in 
an afternoon by simply asking for them, There 
are men about this city who make a diving 
by getting Globes and other congressional 
documents and selling them at one half 
or one tenth of what they cost the Government. 
These parties would not be able to obtain 
them so easily and sell them so cheaply if we 
realized and believed they are worth what 
they cost. If they were twenty-dollar bank 
notes we would not part with them so read- 
ily, and yet each copy of the Globe costs 
the country more than twenty dollars. How 
long are we to continue this great abuse? 
Why not determine this day to abandon it? 
Why not make deliberate and timely provis- 
ion for this work by passing a general bill? 
But you say we have not time now; this: mat- 
ter has been delayed too long. Why has it 
been delayed toolong? Simply because there 
was no law requiring the committee of the last 
Congress to make timely arrangements for the 
work; simply because, on the plea of neces- 
sity, and by the same arguments. you are to-day 
using, you compelled the committee to make 
a temporary contract with the present pub- 
lishers, and then neglected to provide for the 
work by permanent and definite law. : 

These publishers are able men. They un: 
derstand their business, and they know that 
just so long asyou fail to provide for this work 
by general law they are masters of the sit- 
uation, and that they are sure of. the work 
at their own rates. But you say Rives & 
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Bailey are out of money; they. are in debt; 


the Globe, must stop unless this Senate bill 


` is passed. immediately. This is precisely what 
was urged two years ago. when. the contract 
was. made for the work of the Forty-First Con- 
` gress, There was.no.trath in the statements 
then, and there is no truth in them now. 
The Committee on Printing have time and 
again, as I stated on Friday last and have 
repeated again to-day, told Rives & Bailey 
that they would obtain for them any reason- 
able appropriation which they might desire to 
apply.on account; but they would not consent 
to receive anything on account until they had 
secured the contract. Why would they not 
consent to receive money on account? Simply 
` because they desired to place themselves in 
the position of martyrs, where they might work 
upon the sympathies and the fears of Congress 
by stating that they were in debt, and that the 
Globe must stop unless a contract was given 
to them immediately. This is their most suc- 
eessfuldodge. Itwon for them two years ago, 
it will probably win to-day, and had this sub- 
_ ject. been presented to Congress three months 
- ago, precisely the same argument would have 
been used. 
If money enough to relieve their present 
necessities is the only thing they are after we 
can supply them in half an hour by passing 
an appropriation bill for. their especial benefit. 
There will be no objection to it in this House, 
and none inthe Senate. Rives & Bailey know 
this very well, and they have known all the 
time that they could get whatever money the 
Government owed them any day that they saw 
fit. to ask for it. But they have no pressing 
need for money. They want a contract at 
advanced rates. They want to prevent the 
enactment of any general law which is likely 
to open the door to competition. Mr, John 
C. Rives managed Congress in his day, so far 
as this Globe was concerned, and Mr, Bailey 
proposes to control it now. He has polled 
the vote of this House; he has seen and lob- 
bied with every prominent member on this 
floor; he has dwelt pathetically upon the sac- 
''rifices which he has made to continue the 
Globe. They were sacrifices for the country 
such as only a patriot would make. He 
knew, good man, if the Globe were to fail 
for a single day, that an impenetrable gloom 
would overshadow our constituents! He knew 
that they would refuse to be comforted until 
it reappeared, and for their sake, and for our 
sake, and for the sake of those who are to 
follow us, he, Atlas-like, took this Globe upon 
his shoulders, and has borne it fora year, It 
wag a grand thing for lim to do, and of course 
while he was doing it he had his eyes shut to 
the enormous profit which we all know he will 
very soon realize on the job. 

Ywo years ago we were told that the con- 
tract for publishing the Globe had expired, and 


that we must make an immediate contract with - 


the old publishers for the Forty-First Congress, 
and then we would look about deliberately and 
arrange for a better contract in the future. 
But after the contract was made with them the 
subject was forgotten—was never even alluded 
to during the remainder of that Congress. 
Just go it will be if we pass this Senate bill. 
The bill proposes ostensibly to bridge over the 
present Congress, but in reality it secures to 
Messrs. Rives & Bailey the work for four years, 
at rates considerably higher than we haveever 
before paid. If this bill passes, the whole 
subject is at an end until two years hence, 
when Rives & Bailey will-come forward again 
with their old story about debts, and loss of 
interest, and anxiety, and then the same argu- 
ments which were heard two years ago, and 
which have been repeated again.to-day, will 
be again repeated, another contract will be 
given them, and thus there will be no end to 
this extravagant work, 

If there is to be any reduction of expense 
or of the namber of. copies of the Globe, or 
any change in the mode of distribution, now 


is the time to make it. I do not ask that 
Rives & Bailey shall be deprived of a single 
farthing to which they are justly entitled. I 
will vote to-day to pay them $150,000 on ac- 
count, but I do insist that now, while the at- 
tention of Congress is forced’ to this subject, 
we should reform the great abuses which have 
grown up in this work of publishing the de- 
bates, and make such timely provision for the 
future execution of the work as will cut down 
the expense, reduce the number of copies, and 
secure a better distribution of the volumes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ishall not attempt to reply 
to what the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr, Bzarry] 
has said. I shall certainly not discuss the doings 
of the eight Congresses which have preceded 
this. But I will say to gentlemen that if they 
want to see h clear statement of what is an 
abundant reply to what the gentleman from 
Ohio has said, that is pertinent, they will find 
it on the third page of the Daily Globe of 
Saturday last, March 16. With reference to 
the statement of the gentleman about the rate 
by this bill being higher than before, it is 
proper that I should make some reply. There 
was a profitable part of the work, which was 
the duplication of the indexes. 

Mr. PETERS. More than duplication, which 
means doubling; it was a reduplication. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; a reduplication of 
the indexes, or the publication of the index in 
each volume. The new arrangement now pro- 

osed amends that, and provides for but one 
index for each session of Congress. Under 
the old arrangement but one composition of 
the index answered for each and all the vol- 
umes. And the dispute between the gentle- 
man from Ohio and the publishers of the Globe 
as to whether the rate now proposed is more 
or less than the old rate is this: the gentleman 
from Ohio insists upon it that composition for 
a small edition shall be done at the same rate 
that it would be done for an enormous edition, 
In other words, he proposes that the publishers 
of the Globe shall set type and print a small 
number, a small edition, as cheaply as they 
would print a large edition, where the same 
type shall be used to print very many thousand 
volumes. Now, there is the whole question. 
Did time permit I would submit to any prac- 
tical printer in this House the question whether 
Messrs. Rives & Bailey, under the proposed 
arrangement, will not be doing the work equit- 
ably lower than they did under the last con- 
tract. The gentleman from Ohio says he sub- 
mitted a bill after consultation with Rives & 
Bailey. Sir, after he had ascertained that 
they would not agree to those terms—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I did not say so. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understood the gentle- 
man to say so. It is true that after having 
had an interview with the proprietors of the 
Globe, and ascertaining that they would not 
agree to the terms of his proposed bill, he 
then submitted it. I now call the previous 
question. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman to allow me to say a few words. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no objection to 
debate, but I do not yield for an amendment, 
substitute, or anything of the kind. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ls not the House to 
be allowed to vote on any amendment? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not rise to 
make any amendment, but to make an inquiry 
and to say a few words if the gentleman will 
permit. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say, 
in the first place, that so faras the Committee 
on Appropriations is concerned we have not 
been asked for any appropriation for this pur- 
pose. There has been no dereliction of duiy 
on our part concerning that matter. There 
have been no estimates, no proposals submit- 
ted except the bill introduced by my colleague, 
(Mr. Bearry,] and under the pressure of 
other business that bill has not yet been 
reached. 


Sir, Iam in favor of paying the gentlemen 
who have printed the Globe, and of paying 
them fairly and honorably; and no word that 
I shall say will interfere with that statement 
or thatpurpose. And Ido not know but what 
this bill ought to pass as it is. The state- 
ments of my colleague, who certainly has gone 
deeply into this subject, Ido not think have 
been altogether explained. 

I desire to call the attention of the House, 
and particularly of the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill, [Mr. KELLEY, ] to this fea- 
ture of it. The bill requires the Congressional 
Printer to enter into a contract with the pub- 
lishers of the Globe for two years, that is, for 
the whole of the present Congress, and we are 
to pay the amount of money named in the bill 
in accordance with ‘a proposed form of con- 
tract from the said Rives & Bailey, submitted 
to and approved by the joint Committee on 
Public Printing on the part of the Senate.” 
Now, what I want toask of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr, Kerker] is, where is that 
proposed coutract which we are now ratifying, 
and under which we are to pay this sum of 
money? Is it here? Has it been before the 
House? Has it been before the Senate? Is 
it in print? Is it in writing? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it in existence? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does it exist? 
And if so, what are its terms? Now, I am 
unable to answer any of those questions. Quite 
likely, quite probably, indeed, I ought to as- 
sume that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
can tell us what the form of contract is, what 
are its terms, and what it is we are to have 
published ; whether this contract contains the 
duplicated indexes of the past, or only one 
index; whether this contract in any sense 
abridges the Globe by leaving out of it a part 
of the merely repetitious matter, like the 
President’s message, printed in the proceed- 
ings of the Senate as well as of the House, 
and paid for by both; or what this contract 
contains. 

As the representative of the Committee on 
Appropriations I feel bound to ask this ques-. 
tion, and to call the attention of the House 
to it. I presume I shall be satisfied ; and with 
the proper explanation I shall be very glad 
to vote for this bill and save the trouble of 
having it go before the Committee on Appro- 
priations and being examined and estimated 
for there. It is not mere pride of committee- 
ship that leads me to make these inquiries ; 
but when I am called upon to ratify by my 
vote a contract by reference, I ought at least 
to have extended to me the courtesy of an 
explanation in regard to the terms and condi- 
tions of the contract. Isay this in the inter- 
est merely of open, frank dealing on the part 
of this House. 

Mr. KELLEY. My hour is so nearly out 
that I cannot yield further. I will state to the 
gentleman that the terms of this proposition 
have been stated over and over again in com- . 
munications laid upon the desks of members. 
The terms are those under which the Globe 
was published during the last Congress, with 
a deduction of between thirty-two and thirty- 
three thousand dollars, resulting from the 
omission of the reduplication of the index. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has the gentleman 
that contract in his possession ? 

Mr. KELLEY. f have not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Did the gentleman 
ever see it? 

Mr. KELLEY. I suppose that the Com- 
mittee on Printing of the Senate, from whom 
this billemanates, have that contract. I move 
the previous question. 

Mr. BEATTY. May I be allowed to make 
aninquiry of the Chair? If the previous ques- 
tion should be voted down, willit be in order 
to offer a proposition appropriating $250,000 
to these gentlemen? 4 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question 
be voted down, of course the bill will be open 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ihopethat the pro- 
posed amendment may be read now. 

Mr. KELLEY. I demand the previous 
question. 

On seconding the previous question there 
were—ayes 54, noes 55, no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and 
Mr. Brarry were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 78, noes 54. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred on ordering the main 
question. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, and Mr. AMBLER 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to be informed 
whether, if this proposition be voted down, the 
bill will then be open for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe main question be 
not ordered, of course the seconding of the 
previous question will fall. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 71, not vot- 
ing 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beck, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Cald- 
well, Campbell, William T. Clark, Cobb, Comingo, 
Conger, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, 
Crocker, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eldredge, Worker, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Har- 
per, John I. Harris, Herndon, Holman, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Meilenry, MelIn- 
tyre, McJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Morgan, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Po- 
land, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R., Roberts, Rogers, Sooleg, Sheldon, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Snapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Swann, Sypher, | 
Terry, Tuthill, Twichell, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Walden, Waldron, Warren, Whitthorne, Williams 
of Indiana, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 
Young—102, : ; 

NAYS—Messrs, Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Austin 
Blair, Burchard, Burdett, Freeman Clarke, Coburn, 
Cotton, Darrail, Donnan, Hames, Farnsworth, Fink- 
elnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, G arfield, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Killinger, King, Lowe, 
Maynard, McCormick, McGrew, Mercur, erriam, 
Monroe, Moore, Morey, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Pot- 
ter, Prindle, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis TL. Roberts, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, Shoe- 
maker, John A. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Strong, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Turner, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson John T. 
Wilson, and Wood—-71. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ames, Banks, 
Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bighy, Biggs, Boles, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin E. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Carroll, Coghlan, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, 
Du Bose, Duell, Bhiott, Bly, Farwell, Henry D. Fos- 
ter, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, 
George D. Harris, Hererord, Hill, Hoar, Keilogg, 
Ketcham, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lynch, McCrary, McKee, Merrick, Benjamin F. Mey- 
ers, Mitchell, Morphis, Porter, Price, Rainey, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Rusk, Shellabarger, Sloss, H. Board- 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, Stark- 
weather, Stowell, St. Jobn, Sutherland, Taffe, 
Dwight Townsend, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wallace, 
and W alls—67. 

So the. main question was ordered to be put. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a concurrent 
resolution that there be printed ten thousand 
copies of the reportand testimony taken before 
the Senate Committee on Investigation and 
Retrenchment in regard to alleged abuses in 
the New York custom-house, four thousand 
of which shall be for the use. of the Senate, 
and six thousand for the use of the House; 
and twenty thousand copies of the report, ex- 
clusive of the testimony, eight thousand of 
which shall be for the use of the Senate and 
twelve thousand for the House; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, 

It farther announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No. 790) to extend the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain purchasers of lands from the legal 
representatives of Bartholomew Cousin, ap- 


‘consider it. 


proved February 18, 1871, and a bill (S. No. 
823) to cancel a certain deed to the United 
States; in which the concurrence of the House 
was also requested. 


CONGRESSIONAL DEBATES. 


The House resumed the consideration. of 
Senate bill No. 681, concerning the publica- 
tion of the debates. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following—— 

The SPEAKER. The House is acting 
ander a suspension of the rules now, and the 
Chair cannot entertain another motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 7 

Mr. STEVENSON. Was not the motion to 
take this up for consideration? 

The SPHAKER. The motion was to sus- 
pend the rules to take it up, and proceed to 
c The House, therefore, is now act- 
ing under that suspension of the rules. 

_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. And must we con- 
tinue to consider it to the exclusion of every- 
thing else? 

The SPEAKER. It must be considered, 
and, if the House should adjourn, it would 
go over as unfinished business. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot any other 

motion to suspend the rules be entertained? 
_ The SPEAKER. Not while this bill is pend- 
ing. It could be postponed or any other like 
motion made; but no other motion to suspend 
the rules could be entertained until this is dis- 
posed of, because the House has just suspended 
the rules for the purpose of considering this 
bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move, then, that 
the House do now adjourn, and on that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. r 

The question was taken ; andit was decided 
in the negative—yeas 51, nays 118, not voting 
71; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs, Ambler, Ames, Barber, Beatty, 
Bird, Austin Blair, Buckley, Burchard, Crebs, Don- 
nan, Du Bose, Farnsworth, Finkclnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Garrett, Haldeman, Hanks, 
Hawley, Hay, Herndon, Lowe, Maynard, McCor- 
mick, McGrew, Merriam, Monroe, Orr, Isaac O. Par- 
ker, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Prindle, Hillis 
H. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shoemaker, Slocum, Sprague, Stevenson, Strong, 
Thomas, Turner, Tyner, Upson, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Willard, and John T. Wilson—ol, 

NAYVS—~—Messrs.. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Bigby, Bingham, James Q. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Butiinton, Burdett, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, 
Conner, Cox, Greely, Critcher, Crocker, Crossland, 
Davis, Dawes, Dox, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, 
Eldredge, Brye, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, 
Hancock, Handley, Harmer, Harper, John T. Har- 
ris, Havens, John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hoar, 
Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, 
Killinger, King, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall. McClelland, Mettenry, McIntyre, Mc- 
Junkin, McKinney, Mercur, Moore, Morey, Mor- 
gan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Peck, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Potter, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
John M. Bice, Ritchie, William R, Roberts, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Sloss, John A. Smith, Snyder, R. 
‘Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevons, Stoughton, 
Swann, Tafe, Terry, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Twiehell, Van Trump, Waddell, Walden, Waldron, 
Warren, Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Williams 
of New York, Winchester, and Young iji: 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Banks, Barry, 
Bock, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, George M. 
Brooks, James Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Roder- 
ick R. Butler, Carroll, William T. Clark, Coghlan, 
Cotton, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Elliott, Ely, Ear- 
well, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Goodrich, Hale, Hal- 
sey, Hambleton, George E. Harris, Jays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Hill, Kellogg, Ketcham, Kin- 
sella, Lamison, Lansing, Lynch, McCrary, McKee, 
MeNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Moyers, Mitchell, 
Morphis, Hosea W. Parker, Porter, Price, Rainey, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C, Smith, Snapp, Starkweather, Storm, 
Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Dyight 
Townsend, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wal- 
lace, Walls, Whiteley, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Wood—Tl. . 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimous consent 
to submit the proposition made by the pub- 
lishers of the Globe to the’ Senate, and. ap- 


proved by the Senate committee, and: to ask 
that it be printed in the Globe as a part of my 
remarks. . » i ; 

Mr. BEATTY.  Iobjecte ~ j 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object, too; you 
would not allow us to offer an amendment. 

The bill was again read. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall 
this bill be read a third time? i : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. -Is it in order to 
move to- refer the bill to a committee ? 
_ The SPEAKER. . It isnot, since the House 
is now acting under the operation of the pre- 
vious question, ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move. that 
the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The question being put on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table, there were—ayes 49, 
noes 79. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 64, nays 108, not voting 
68; as follows: 


_YEAS— Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Beve- 
ridge, Austin Blair, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Cotton, Darrall, Donnan, 
Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Garfield, Havens, Hay, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, Hibbard, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lowe, May- 
nard, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, Mercur, Mer- 
riam, Morey, Orr, Isaac O. Parker, Peck, Perce, 
Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Prindle, Edward Y. Rice, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Shoemaker, Snyder, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Washington Town- 
send, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Wells, Wheeler, 
Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and 
Wood—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Averill, Barnum, Beck, Bingham, Bird, James @. 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Georg M. Brooks, pughle a, 
Bunton, Caldwell, Campbell, William T.- lark, 
Cobb, Conger, Conner, Oritcher, Crossland, Davis, 
Dawes, Dickey, Du Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Hames, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Eryo, Garrett, Getz, Golla~ 
day, Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Har- 
mer, Harper, George B. Harris, John T, Harris, John 
W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hoar, Holman, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Korr, Lamport, 
Lewis, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Mc- 
Henry, McIntyre McJunkin, McKinney, Morgan, 
Leonard Myers, Negiey, Niblack, Packard, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Peters, Poland, Ran- 
dall, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Rogers, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Snapp, Milton 
Speer, Stevens, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Terry, 
Thomas, Tuthill, {wichell, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Walden, Waldron, Warren, Whitthorne, Williams 
of Indiana, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 


each, 


weather, Storm, St. John, Sypher, Dwight Lown- 
Voorhees, Wallace, Walls, 


So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to make an inquiry 
in regard to the position of this bill. Is 16 
now under the operation of the previous ques- 


tion? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Then if we adjourn now 
will not the bill come up as the first thing 
to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House should now 
adjourn, it will come up to-morrow as unfin- 
ished business, aud must remain before the 
House to the exclusion of all other business 
until disposed of. 

Mr. NIBLACK.. E move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. AMBLER. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Kerer] 
to permit me now to introduce an amendment 
to limit the operation of the bill to the present 
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. Congress, and- to provide that tenders shall be 
asked for the work of. the Forty-Third Con- 
gress, so that hereafter there may be no repeti- 
tion of this, and that the work shall not be 

done except under contracts already made. 

Tf the gentleman. allows this amendment to 

: come in, I think there wili then be no objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. COBURN.. [beg to say that the gen- 

: Heman from Ohio: [Mr. AMBLER] speaks with- 
ont authority from some, at least, of the gen- 

: tlemen who are opposed to the bill. 


Mr. AMBLER. I do not undertake to speak 


for’anybody but myself. 
i: Mr. COBURN. Lam willing to vote $250,000 


for the payment of the publishers of the Globe | 


on account, leaving this matter open for adjust- 
ment hereafter. 
Mr. NIBLACK, 
adjourn. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I renew it. 
‘Pending the motion to adjourn, 
Mr. KELLEY said: I again ask unanimous 
consent to incorporate with my remarks the 
paperto which I before referred. 
‘Mr. BEATTY. I object. 

>The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 85, noes 58. 
‘So the.motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes 
p.m.) the House adjourned. 


I withdraw the motion to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 
By Mr. AMBLER: The petition of General 
Samuel Beatty and 61 others, Union soldiers 
‘and citizens of Ohio, praying pensions to all 
the soldiers of the war of 1812, and their 
widows; the equalization of bounties at $8 334 
per month during the time of actual service; 
back pensions to date ‘from the period of dis- 
Ability; a land warrant of one hundred and 
‘sixty acres, without requiring: settlement, to 
soldiers of the war of 1861 ; and also the estab- 
lishment of a soldiers’? commission. 

< Also, the memorial of Frederick Drair, of 
Steubenville, Ohio, praying a pension on ac- 


count of disability contracted in the service 
| 


during the war of 1861, 

By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Charles 
A. Budd and 800 others, praying the repeal 
of section eighty-two of the internal revenue 
law, which imposes a double tax upon the 
poorer classes of manufacturers, and other 
relief, : 

- By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of George 
W.: Dyson, of Rappahannock county, Virginia, 
asking ‘a removal of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. BUFKINTON: The petition of Jef- 
férson Borden and 26 others, merchants and 


manufacturers of Fall River, Massachusetts, | 


praying that before any action looking to a 
change in tariff on cotton cloths is had they 


have granted them a hearing before the appro- | 


priate committee. 

Also, the petition of Richard Borden and 
12 Others, in aid of the same. 

Also, the petition of S. Ainger Chace and 
20 others, in‘aid of the same. 

Also, the petition of Peleg Blankinship, a 
citizen of Marion, Massachusetts, praying legis- 


lation to provide for the payment of French | 


spoliation claims. 
By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of Mrs. 
Maggie B. Miller, praying arrears of pension, 


Allricht and 80 others, citizens of the second 
district’ of Jowa, asking an increase of the 
tariff on imported cigars, f 
By Mr. CREBS: The petition of M. B. 
Harrell and others; praying that all type-metal 
be admitted free. 
By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of John S. 


ing Congress to grant him a pension, 


i 
H 


} 


By Mr. DUELL: The petition of A. F. Wil- 
cox, David Hibbard, A. A. Wright, and 138 
others, citizens of Onondaga county, New 
York, dairymen and consumers of salt, pro- 
testing against the reduction of the duties upon 


|| foreign salt, and setting forth that the inci- 


dental protection afforded to the domestic man- 
ufacturers of salt during the last ten years has 
furnished the people with an article equal to 
the best in the world, and at more uniform and 
reasonable prices than would have ruled had 
they been dependent upon foreign supplies. 
Also, the petition of Edgar E. Ewers, 
Samuel Ferguson, O. D. Blanchard, and 127 
others, citizens of Onondaga county, New 
York, protesting against an extension to this 
country of the British policy of free trade, and 
praying increased protection for all industries 


that require it; and that in all changes of the | 


tariff the interests of domestic industry and of 
the workingmen of the United States shall be 
paramount to every other consideration, 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of citizens of 
Farmville, Virginia, praying Congress to reduce 
the tax on manufactured tobacco, and to make 
the rate of tax uniform on all classes of man- 
ufactured tobacco entering the market. 

Also the petitions of John S. Langhorne and 
A. R. Trible, of Lynchburg, Virginia, for the 
removal of their political disabilities. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Charles 
W. Rickerson and 84 others, of Minnesota, Jate 
of the Union Army, asking an equalization of 
bounties. 

Also, the memorial of William S. Grants, of 
Minnesota, praying relief on account of dam- 
ages to which he was subjected by reason of 
the violation and rescission of certain con- 
tracts with the War Department. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The memorial of 
John C. Dennison and 45 others, citizens of 
the town of Hartford, in the State of Wiscon- 
sin, for the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The petition of 
John McLaughlin and William Sout, late pri- 
vates in company H, twenty-sixth regiment 
Missonri volunteers, for arrears of pay. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of James Wake- 
field and others, for the establishment of a mon- 
ument on Glover’s or Fuller’s rock, at the 
mouth of the Kennebec. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Franklin 
Sawyer and others, for a light-house at Goulds- 
borough bay, Maine. 

By Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey: The 
petition of 152 workmen and citizens of Glass- 
boro, New Jersey, in favor of the repeal of 
all duties on teaand coffee, and remonstrating 
against a repeal of duties on articles produced 
and successfully manufactured in this country. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Jonathan 
L. Jones, of St. Louis, Missouri, for compensa- 
tion for the use by the United States of his 
patent for improved defensive armor for water 
and Jand batteries. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Gill, Benjamin 
Whatmore, and 80 others, late Union soldiers 
of the State of Pennsylvania, for equalization 
of bounties by an allowance of $8 334 per 
month to all honorably discharged soldiers, 
deducting the bounty paid ; also, for bounty 
lands for Union soldiers without requiring 
actual settlement and cultivation. 

By Mr. MANSON: The memorial of Lewis 
Thompson, William Richard, S. P. Fry, C. 
M. Nisley, James W. Beasley, C. A. Simes, 
J. E. Robinson, Daniel Reyse, and others, 


; | of Lafayette, Indiana, all soldiers in the lat 
By Mr. COLTON: The: petition of Otto | : the 


war to suppress the rebellion, praying the 


| enactment by Congress of a law to grant one 


hundred and sixty acres of laud to every. 
honorably discharged soldier and seaman, and 
the widows and children of such as may be 
deceased, in fee-simple. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND : The petition of 


| J. W, Hawthorn and 815 others, citizens of 
Hare, of Ritchie county, West Virginia, pray- | a 


Washington county, Pennsylvania; and 99 
members of the Legislature of the State of 


Pennsylvania, praying such modifications of 
the pending bounty-land bill as will not only - 
secure to the soldier the advantages of actual 
settlers on any unappropriated public land, but 
in the event of his death enable his heirs-at- 
law to recover, as provided by the act of July 
28, 1866. 

By Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri: The- 
petition of James Marshall and 38 others, 
asking Congress to reimburse Napoleon B. 
Allen for property destroyed by Federal troops 
during the war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. McGRIEW: The petition of Philip 
Pendleton, for his own relief as late paymas- 
ter of the Army of the United States. 

By Mr. McINTYRE: The memorial of 
David R. Dillon, of Georgia, praying addi- 
tional compensation for the use of his steamer, 
the Amazon, in the year 1865, by the United 
States Government. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Hugh 
McCormick, a clerk in the Patent Office, for 
extra compensation as disbursing clerk in said 
ofice from April 8, 1851, to September 80, 

68. 

By Mr. ORR: The petitions of the Northern 
Vindicator, Boone Standard, and Hancock 
Signal, newspapers in Iowa, in favor of a 
repeal of the duty on printers’ type. 

Also, the petition of the Northern Vindi- 
cator, asking the use of the mails. 

Also, the remonstrance of citizens of Iowa, 
against certain proposed changes in the Cons 
stitution of the United States. 

By Mr. PALMER: The remonstrance of 
citizens of Montgomery county, Iowa, against 
land grants to railroad companies. 

By Mr. SARGENT: The petition of the 
California Academy of Sciences, asking an 
appropriation for observations of the transit 
of Venus across the disk of the sun. 

Also, the petition of hospital stewards, for 
an increase of pay. 

Also, the statement of citizens of San.Fran- 
cisco, in regard to letters rogatory. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Crescent 
City, California, for an appropriation for a 
harbor of refuge at that port. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The remonstrance of 
Messrs. Elmore & Kelly, and 89 others, resi- 
dents of Green Bay, Wisconsin, against the 
repeal of the present duty on salt. 

By Mr. SLATER: The petition of J. B. 
Reynolds, H. Duboise, and 76 others, residents 
of Portland, Oregon, being citizens of the Uni- 
ted States and of the State of Oregon, praying 
Congress to pass the bill, known as CHARLES 
eee bill, supplementary to the civil rights 
bill, 

By Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania: The peti- 
tion of B. F. Speedy, late first lieutenant com- 
pany G, second battalion six months’ Penn- 
sylvania volunteers, for relief. 

By Mr. STORM, of Pennsylvania: A com- 
munication from Howard J. Reeder, John F. 
Hartranft, and others, protesting against. the 
passage of any law granting one hundred and 
sixty acres of Jand to soldiers without actual 
residence thereon, and asking an increase of 
pension and an equalization of bounties. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition of 
William Hodges and 380 otbers, citizens of 
Michigan, and soldiers of the late war, asking 
the passage of a soldiers’ homestead law, with 
the privilege of selling and assigning the same. 

Also, the petition of H. L. Chapman and 
71 others, for the same purpose. 

Also, the petition of Seth Sherwood and 92 
others, for the same purpose, s 

Also, the petition of Captain George L. 
Linder and 49 others, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: The memorial 
of D. D. Foley, asking payment from the Gov- 
ernment for use in the navy-yard of his patent 
for steam-condenser. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Jacob 
Philip Range, praying a pension. 

By Mr. TYNER: The ‘petition of sundry 
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citizens of Miami county, Indiana, asking the 
continuance of the guarantees of religious lib- 
erty now contained in the Constitution of 
the United States, and protesting against any 
abridgment thereof. 

By Mr. WALDEN: The remonstrance of 
J. T. Young and 81 others, citizens of Monroe 
county, Iowa, against an extension of the 
Longstroth patent on bee-hives. 

Also, the petitions of E. T. White and other 
editors, for the repeal of the duty on type. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of 8. C. 
Stacy, H. C. Conkling, and 100 others, citizens 
of Tecumseh, Michigan, asking the passage 
of a law granting pensions to the soldiers 
who served in the Black Hawk war. 

By Mr. WELLS: The memorial of the citi- 
zensof Leavenworth, Kansas, and Kansas City, 
Missouri, Complaining that the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company is discriminating against 
the Kansas and Denver railroad line by im- 
posing higher rates between Cheyenne and 
Ogden, than between Omaha and Ogden, which 
is claimed by the memorialists to be in violation 
of the Jaw authorizing the constraction of said 
Pacifice railroad. i 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
Alfred Fly, of Stewart county, Tennessee, for 
a pension. 

‘Also, the memorial of certain citizens of 
Tennessee, for the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of ex-Governor Harris, of Tennessee. 

Also, similar petitions in behalf of W. C, 
Payne, S. D. McLean, and J. H. Savage, of 
Tennessee. 

Also, the memorial of H. C. Bate, publisher 
of the Lawrence Journal. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of the common council of the city 
of Buffalo, New York, for authority to con- 
struct a tunnel under Niagara river, and to 
erect and maintain an inlet pier therefrom, 


for the purpose of supplying the city of Buf: | 


falo with pure water. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of 82 citizens of Brown and Adams counties, 
in the State of Ohio, praying the establish- 
ment of a post road from Kipley via Hun- 
tington to Manchester. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The following were introduced under the 
rule and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. READ: A bill declaring the road 
leading from Greensburg, in the county of 
Greene, in theState of Kentucky, to the town 
of Edmonton, in the county of Metcalfe, in 
same State, a mail route and post road ; 

By Mr. SLOSS: A Lill to establish certain 
post roads in the State of Alabama. 

——_—— 
IN SENATE. 
Tuuspar, March 19, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. Twombry, of Wis- 
consin. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour: 
nal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. CORBETT. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. 
There are very few Senators present. 

Mr. CORBETT. Iwill state to the Senator 
that I desire to move to take up the bill (8. 
No. 397) to facilitate specie payments, this 
morning, with a view to address the Senate 
upon it, and if it is taken up I will give way 
to the morning business. I hope, therefore, 
the Senator will not object. |, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
consent to the taking up of a bill now, be- 
cause there are several other Senators who 
would like to take up bills. 

Mr. CORBETT. Ido not wish to have the 
bill considered now, but simply referred to the 
Committee on Finanee, after addressing the 
Senate upon it. 


I cannot | 


1 


i 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
ir, CORBET 
> Mr. GTT. Merely for reference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. All right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
must resume the reading of the Journal. It 
cannot be interrupted by a colloquy between 
Senators. The reading can only be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CORBETT, Ibelievethe 
West Virginia does not object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon asks unanimous consent that the read- | 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with, with a 
view of taking up a bill, not for action, but 
that he may address the Senate upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a letter 
from thesecretary of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting copies of the laws passed at the 
first and second special sessions of the Legis- 
lative Assembly thereof; which was referred 
to ihe Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. CORBETT. I now ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take up Senate bill 
No. 397, to facilitate specie payments, with a 
view of moving its reference to the Committee 
on Finance, but before moving that reference 
I desire to address the Senate briefly upon its 
provisions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom 
Oregon, pending the execution of the twenty- 
fourth rule and the call for petitions, asks 
unanimous consent that the bill indicated by 
him shall be taken up, after which he states 
that he will give way, to morning business, he 
desiring to submit some remarks on the bill 
this morning ; the Chair will inquire, of what 


Merely for 


Senator from 


I withdraw 


ength? 

Mr.CORBETT. Probably fifteen or twenty 
minutes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to the request of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, I will ask the Senator 
from Oregon to defer that request long enough 
to enable me to ask the Senate tọ consider 
House bill No. 1867. It is a bill that has 
passed the House and been reported by the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. CORBETT. Iam willing to give way 
for the morning business, and then 1 should 
like to address the Senate on this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia object to the proposition 
of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. No, sir; I simply ask 
him to allow me to call up this bill first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again submit the proposition of the Senator 
from Oregon to the Senate, The Senator 
from Oregon asks unanimous consent to call 
up Senate bill No. 397 with a view to its refer- 
ence, stating that he desires to speak upon it 
for fifteen or twenty minutes. The Chair hears 
no objection. l 
f JAMES T. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I now ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up House 
bill No. 1867, for the relief of James T. Jobn- 
ston. It has passed the House, been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and 
Yam sure will give rise to no debate. ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to- cou: 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to James T. Johnston, 
of Alexandria, Virginia, without interest, 
the proceeds of the sale, for taxes due to 
the United States, of lot No. 168, on Prince 


‘| to include the port of Mobile, 


street, Alexandria, Virginia, less all taxes, 
costs, and legal charges; the sale having been į 


made by the tax commissioners of the United 
States under the laws for the collection.of 
direct taxes. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate. without 
amendment, ordered-to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. l : 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 2 
_ The bill (H. R. No. 1720). to confirm the 
title of John Boyer to certain lands therein 
described was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
LAKE ST. CROIX AND SUPERIOR ROAD, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 565) to extend 
the time to the State of Wisconsin to com- 
plete a road from Lake St. Croix to Lake 
Superior. 

Mr. HOWE. I move that that lie on the 


| table for the present. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WINDOM presented two petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
Army and Navy, praying for a modification of 
the homestead law of May 20, 1862, and the 
acts amendatory thereof; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

He also presented six petitions of citizens 
of Minnesota, late soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, praying for an equalization of 
bounties; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the memorial of 
Sarah Ann Jolley Burch, and Ann Jolley 
Wallis, grand-daughters, heirs, and for the co- 
heirs of William Jolley, deceased, late of Balti- 
more, Maryland, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations; which was ordered.to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. OSBORN presented a petition of James 
H. Johnson and 5. M. G. Gary, of Marion 
county, Florida, praying the removal of their 
political disabilities; which was referred. to 
the select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities. _ 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the petition of the 
National Board of Trade, in which. they call 
attention to the operation of the act of the 
14th of July, 1870, commonly called ‘‘ the new 
port of entry law.” They speak of the ad- 
vantages that law has conferred upon the mer- 
cantile community and proceed to specify 
certain amendments that ought to be made 
to it. i 

“Tirst, to amend section twenty-nine so as to 
extend the privileges to wines and distilled spirits, 
and to give the Secretary of the Treasury power of 
discretion under this act to have bulky goods, such 
as salt, pig iron, £c., transported. . f 

“Second, to amend section thirty-two so as to 
authorize reshipments and transfers on water routes 
as aro authorized on railroads from cars of one 
gauge, so that. any carriers bonded under the law 
shall be permitted to transfer tho merchandise to 
any other carrier bonded under the same law so long 
as the second carrier is in the direct line of transit 
to the port of destination, 

‘Third, to recommend an amendment of the sev- 
enth article of the regulations of the Seeretary of 
the Treasury so tbat the description of the mér- 
chandise in the entry at the port of first arrival 
may be as short, comprehensive, and concise as it is 
possible to make it—tbe comparison by marks and 
numbers of packages being sufficient to identify 


tHe Fourth, to amend the.twenty-ninth section so as 
Alabama, said port 
having been omitted in said section.” 

I am requested to ask that this communica- 
tion in manuseript be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The petition will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and the Senator from. Pennsylvania asks that 
this petition from the National Board of Trade 
be printed for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think the 
practice of printing petitions is a bad one, and 
therefore I must object. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects. a : 

Mr. HARLAN presented. a petition of the 
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Friends’ meeting at Prairie Grove, Iowa, pray- 
ing Congress to set apart somewhere in the 
West a home and make provision for the 
_ freed people now about the. city of Washing- 
ton who are dependent on the Government 

_? for support; which was referred to the Com- 
- mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr, TRUMBULL presented a memorial of 

‘the National Reform Association, suggesting 
corrections ‘and modifications of .the laws 
telating to the collection of the customs reve- 

‘nue and. the manner of ascertaining the values 

- of imported commodities; which was referred 
to'the Committee on Finance. 

‘He also presented a memorial of the Na- 
tional Revenue Reform Association, concern- 
ing the removal of the internal tax on State 
and national banking institutions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of O. L, & 
E. E. Newton, of Illinois, praying an amend- 
ment to section one hundred and sixty-two of 
the bill for the revision and consolidation of 
the statutes relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr, STEVENSON presented a resolution 
‘of the Legislature of Kentucky, in favor of the 
passage ofa law refunding to the people of 
the cotton-growing States the taxes collected 
on cotton during the years 1865, 1866, and 
1867; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
` Mr, FERRY, of Michigan. Mr. President, 
I was out of the Senate yesterday at the mo- 
ment when the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] presented a petition from some 
citizens of a town in the county of Allegan, 

© Michigan, asking for the passage of the Chi- 
| cago relief bill. I believe, if my recollection 
serves me, that that was the first expression 
from that State in favor of the biil. ‘That 
poetic justice may be done, I follow it this 

“morning with a remonstrance from the same 
county and county seat of Allegan county, 

» containing fourteen hundred and fifteen names, 
rotesting against the passage of that bill. 1 

f pave not measured the length of the protest, 
"but I will send it as best I can to the Chair, I 
move that it be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, ‘Chat was probably ob- 
tained under the same misapprehension that 
the other petitioners stated they were getting 
remonstrances from the town from which I 
presented a petition yesterday. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I think the 
Senator needs his construction to offset this 
long protest, 

“The VICE PRESIDENT, It is not subject 
to: debate. The remonstrance has been laid 
on the table. 

, > Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
the: owners of the Printers’ Paper-Mill at 
Lancaster, Pennsylvania, asking a rehearing 
before the Printing Committee of the Senate 

of their case; which was referred to the Com- 

‚mittee on Printing, 

He also presented the petition of the Philo- 

-Sophical Society of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, ‘attested by its officers, praying for a 

_ liberal appropriation by Congress to enable it 
to. make a full observation of the transit of 
enus across the sun's disk on December 8, 

1874; which was referred to the Committee 

on’ Education and’ Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 

| Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pres- 

: Ent method of taxing distilleries ; which was 

erred.to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two memorials of book- 

ers,- manufacturers. of books and music, 


Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial of 
Hip H 1, type-founder, and thirteen 
Ms, Workers in his establishment, in the 
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city of New York, New York, protesting against 
any reduction of the duties now imposed on 
foreign printing type, and praying that the 
rate of duty on type of foreign manufacture 
may be increased to fifty per cent., so that this 
branch of American industry may be fostered, 
and the interests of American printers be 
thereby promoted; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Anson 
Atwood, praying an extension of his patent for 
certain improvements in railroad car-wheels ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Cayuga county, New York, praying that the 
tax on incomes may be abolished; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying that any law repealing the 
duties upon tea and coffee may not take effect 
until at least ninety days after its enactment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PRIZE-MONEY TO THE. KEARSARGR. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to take up a bill which I 
am quite sure will pass without debate. If 
there is any debate upon it, I will allow it to 
be laid aside. It is now more than eight years 
since the rebel cruiser Alabama went down 
under the guns of the Kearsarge, and sank 
beneath the waters she had so long polluted ; 
but the prize-money, which I am quite sure 
Congress would unanimously agree to pay to 
the men who performed that gallant deed, has 
never been awarded to them. ‘The bill has 
been reported twice favorably in the Senate, 
and I think has once passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 579. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
for reports of committees, the Senator from 
Rhode Island asks unanimous consent to 
consider the bill indicated by him, reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs without 
amendment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 579) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Kearsarge. It directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay to Rear Admiral John A. Win- 
slow, and’ the officers and crew belonging to 
the United States steamer Kearsarge while 
engaged in the capture and destruction of the 
vessel called the Alabama, on the 19th of 
Jane, 1864, the sum of $190,000, being the 
estimated value thereof, to be distributed to 
the officers and crew attached to the Kearsarge 
at the date above named, in the same manner 
as prize-money, and to be in lieu of the bounty 
authorized by the eleventh section of the act 
of Jane 80, 1864, entitled “An act to regulate 
prize proceedings,” &c.; but no money is 
to be paid to the assignee of any mariner 
entitled to the same, but only to himself in 
person, or to his wife, or to his legal repre- 
sentatives, excluding any such assignee; and 
if any of the officers or crew of the United 
States steamer Kearsarge shall have received 
the bounty provided for by section eleven ofthe 
act of June 80, 1864, it is to be deducted from 
the amount to be paid to such officer or seaman 
under this act. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a report which 
is very short accompanying the bill, which can 
be read, or Ican state the substance of it. 
This bill merely allows the same sum to which 
these parties would have been entitled under 
the law if they had brought the Alabama into 
port. I have the report here, which is a very 
clear and succinct one, one of the best reports 
I eyer submitted to the Senate, the whole of 
which I stole from the Senator from Peansyl- 
vania opposite, [Mr. Scorr; ] who-made a sim- 
ilar report last year. [Laughter.] It is very 
short and can be read if any Senator wishes to 
hear it. [“Oh, no !?] : 


IIb 


The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRIZE-MONEY TO THE WYOMING. 


Mr. ANTHONY. There is another bill of 
precisely the same character, awarding to the 
officers and crew of the Wyoming the money 
that would have been. due to them if they had 
brought into port the prizes which they sunk 
in the Japanese waters; not the whole amount, 
only one half, because it was impossible to 
ascertain exactly what the whole amount was; 
but we took the best estimates we could get, 
and reduced the amount one half; and this ` 
money comes, not out of the Treasury of the 
United States, but out of the indemnity fund 
paid by the Japanese Government to our Gov- 
ernment for spoliations upon our commerce. 
It is Senate bill No. 291. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. COLE. | We shall have a report on that 
subject ina few days, which has been called 
for by the House of Representatives. I am 
disappointed in not finding is on my table 
this morning. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We havea report made 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs—made 
twice. 

Mr. COLE. That is a subject that ought to 
be considered, I think, in connection with the 
Chinese indemnity fund, and the same dispo- 
sition ought to be made of those two funds. 
I do not wish to interfere with tbis bill at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Whatever disposition we 
make of this fund, I take it none will object 
to paying out of the fund a portion of the 
prize-money that would have been due to the 
officers and crew of the Wyoming if they had 
brought these vessels into port. They were 
not. the vessels of an enemy, they were the 
vessels of a pirate. stg 

Mr. COLE. Some party made an applica- 
tion for $80,000 of that fund, and I believe 
succeeded in getting it through Congress upon 
avery unjust demand, a very unsustained claim. 
I do not now remember the name of the party, 
but I am informed such is the fact. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is that any reason why 
we should not pay our sailors the prize-money 
due them, because somebody else attempted 
to steal a part of the fund? 

Mr. COLE. Not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will make no objection to the consider- 
ation of this bill—— 

Mr. COLE. I do not object. 

Mr. SCOTT. For it is really giving to per- 
sons who brought this prize-money into the 
Treasury the benefit of a portion of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill willbe 
read, subject to objection or to a demand for 
the regular order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 291) 
for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
United States ship Wyoming. 

Mr. COLE. I donot know why that should 
be paid out of that fund any more than out of 
the Treasury. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands the Senator from California to object, 
and reports from committees are in order. ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not understand the 
Senator to object. 

Mr. COLE. TI have never heard the bill 
read before; but this is a matter that other 
committees have been looking into. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.  Reportsof com- 
mittees are in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This bill is precisely 
similar to the one we have just passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Six or seven 
Senators have risen with reports of commit- 
tees, and the Chair regards that as an objection. 
The Senator from California also stated an 
objection to the present consideration of the 
ill. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I rose with this view: 
if these cases are alike, one ought not to pass 
and the other not pass. I therefore move to 
reconsider the vote by which the other bill 
was passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
reconsider will be entered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a resolution to 
print the President’s message and the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury in the Ger- 
man langnage, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 597) to authorize the Little 
Rock, Pine Bluff, and Arkadelphia Southwest- 
ern Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
over the Ouachita river at. or near Arkadel- 
phia, Arkansas, reported it with ameadments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Warrington Sommers, clerk in 
the Fifth Auditor's office, asking for the. dif- 
ference in pay between a third and fourth class 
clerkship from June 1, 1869, to March 1, 1870, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same commiitee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 527) to reimburse 
United States marshals for moneys necessarily 
expended by them in taking the ninth census, 
in excess of the compensation allowed them 
under the law in force before the passage of 
this act, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom were referred the bill (S. 
No. 11).to abolish the tax upon incomes, and 
also the bill (S. No. $48) to reduce internal 
taxes and to abolish the office of Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, on the ground 
that the subject-matter was embraced in legis- 
lation proposed by the House of Represent- 


atives. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, both these bills will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am also authorized by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 328) to authorize compound- 
interest notes as a substitute for legal-tender 
notes, to report it adversely. As the Senator 
from Massachusetis [Mr. SUMNER] takes an 
interest in this bill, I ask that it be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee. f 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will 
b 


e made. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 796) to provide for an 
adequate supply of circulating medium to the 
States needing it, to report it adversely and 
recommend its indefinite postponement, with 
the suggestion, made by one member of the 
committee, that if the bill had been proposed 
to furnish an adequate supply of the circulat- 
ing medium to each individual instead of each 
State needing it, it would probably have met 
with more favor from the Finance Committee. 
[Laughter. ] ee 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
indefinitely postponed. 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA, ANDSANTA FÉ RAILROAD. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill which I 
have had up for two mornings now, and which 
has been amended to meet the views of Sen- 
ators. It ig Senate bill No. 676, to extend 
the time for the completion of the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad. The bill has 
been up twice, and has now been amended so 
as to meet the views of everybody, I think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call of the 
morning business is now resting at the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions, pending 


whieh the Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill indicated by 
him, stating that it has been or is to be 
amended so as to obviate all objections to it. 
Ts there objection? 

Mr. CORBETT. If the bill can be passed 
without any discussion, I shall not object. 

Mr. POMEROY, I think there will be none. 

Mr. CORBETT. I have already obtained 
leave to call up a bill after the morning busi- 
ness is disposed of. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be sub- 
ject to a demand for the regular order. The 
Senator from Oregon obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to submit some remarks 
on a bill at the close of the morning business. 
The bill of the Senator from Kansas will be 
reported, subject to objection. . 

Mr. POMEROY. It will take no time at 
all, I apprehend. 

Mr. CORBETT. Iam afraid the morning 
hour will expir ebefore I can get an opportun- 
ity to be heard. 

Mr. POMEROY. I merely desire to make 
the corrections in this bill suggested by several 
Senators and then to have a vote upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
reported as it will read if amended. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendments have 
all been agreed to except a mere clerical one 
which I now desire to make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Sec- 
retary will read the bill as it now stands 
amended, for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted &e., That the time for the completion 
of the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, as 
prescribed by an act entitled “An act for a grant of 
lands to the State of Kansas, in alternate sections, to 
aid in the construction of certain railroads and tele- 
graphs in said State,” approved March 8, 1863, be, 
and the same is hereby, extended to March 3, 1877: 
Provided, That said railroad company shall com- 
plete its railroad and telegraph from the city of 


Atchison, on the Missouri, river, to the crossing of 
Pawnee Fork, near Fort Larned, by the lst day of 
January, A. D. 1873. 

Src. 2. That the lands granted by the act of March 
8, 1863, and lying west of the point at which said 
road ana telegraph shall be constructed subsequent 
to March 3, 1873, (excepting only such as are neces- 
sary to reserve for the use of the company,) shall be 
sold to actual settlers only, and in quantities not 
more than one hundred and sixty acres to any one 
person, under such restrictions and regulations 
ag may be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, at such prices as will secure to said company, 
its successors or assigns,an average price of not 
more than $2 50 per acre for the land actually certi- 
fied for cach completed section of twenty miles of 
said railroad, subject to the foregoing conditions and 
limitations. Said company, as fast as each section 
of its road shall be completed, shall receive pat- 
ents, as provided in said act of March 3, 1863, for 
such odd sections of land as may be necessary to 
make up deficiencies in said section, or on any other 
completed sections of said road, and which may be 
situated within the indemnity limits prescribed in 
said act of March 3, 1863. 

Mr. POMEROY. The first correction which 
Iam instructed to make is to have a period 
instead of a comma inserted after the word 
‘í railroad,” in the thirteenth line in the sec- 
ond section, and to strike out the period in 
line fourteen and insert a comma. It is a 
misprint only. , : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is a cler- 
ical error, and will be corrected. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then the word ‘patents’? 
in the fifteenth line should be stricken out so 
that the company will receive their lands from 
the State instead of patents from the Govern- 
ment. Then the word t for,” inthe sixteenth 
line, should be stricken out, so that the clause 
will read: E 

Subject to the foregoing conditions and limita- 
tions, said_company, as fast as each section of its 


d shall be completed, shall reecive, as provided 
tn saad "net of March 3, 1863, such odd sections of 


land as may be necessary, &e. 

Those are the only corrections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | If there be no | 
objection, these amendments will beregardedas | 
agreed to. The pill is open to farther amend- | 


ment. 7 . ll 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inguire | 


whether this bill interferes with other grants | 
to other railroads; whether there are not grants | 


made to other railroads that will be affected 
by this bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. Notatall. It does not. 
affect any other grant, or any other company, - 
or any other act. : l 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. The reason I make the. 
inquiry isthis: in the case of some of the Towa. 
roads a few years ago we had made grants of 
land in just this way, and then subsequently 
grants were made to other railroads, and then 
again Congress legislated reviving the first 
grants, and it led to a great: deal of litigation 
between rival companies as to which of them 
was entitled to the land. When we come in 
simply to extend the time as we are constantly 
doing here, without a careful examination of 
the statutes, we are liable to grant the land, 
twice. Iam not advised in reference to this, 
and do not know that any such state of things 
arises. But there is another clause in this bill 
that strikes me as singular, that thisland is to 
be sold upon terms to be fixed by some officer. 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir; to be sold at 
$2 50 per acre to actual settlers oaly, upon 
such terms—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Upon such terms as. 
who is to fix? : 

Mr. POMEROY. The Secretary of the 
Interior. 4 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And the title is to come 
from the State? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The title is to come 
from the State, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is to fix the terms of sale! 

Mr. POMEROY. He isto fix them so as 
to average the lands at $2 50 an acre. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a very incongru- 
ous proceeding. The title, as the Senator has 
now amended the bill, is to come from the 
State, and yet the Secretary of the Interior is 
to fix the terms of sale! Thatis avery strange 
proceeding. ` 

Mr. CORBETT. Icall for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator. 
from Oregon demands the regular order. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. The only answer to that 
is that the lands were given to the States 
originally, and they were required: to have 
their patents from the States, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior certifies them to the State. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘Then the State should 
regulate the terms of sale. 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like a vote on 
this. There will be no further debate. 

_ Mr. CORBETT. Ihave no objection to a 
vote. If we cannot vote, I shall call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to 
move some amendments to this bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. Then I demand the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ishould like to have the 
Senator offer his amendment. Perhaps I will 
accept it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I object. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is in order for the 
Senator from West Virginia to offer anything. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection. is 
made to the further consideration of this bill. 
The introduction of bills is now in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S.No. 
838) to facilitate the trials of criminal causes 
and reduce expenses in the western judicial 
district of Arkansas; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. —— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 839) to encourage internal improvements 
in the Territories; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. í 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 840) for the relief of Anson Atwood; 
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which was read-twice by its title, referred to 

: the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 

printed:. 
ght? SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business bas concluded, and the bill called up 
by the Senator from Oregon is now before the 
Senate. 

‘Mr. CORBETT. Iask to have the bill read 
as I have amended it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
not call-up the unfinished: business until after 
the Senator from Oregon has concluded, unless 
it is insisted on. 

Mr. WRIGHT. While I do not wish to 
interfere with the remarks of the Senator from 
Oregonin any way, I shall deem it my duty to 
insist on the regular order promptly at one 


o'clock. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
then call up the unfinished business at one 
o'clock: 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope tbe Senator will 
not count the time be occupies. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. No. 897) to 
facilitate specie payments as proposed to be 
modified by Mr. Corsert, as follows: 


Beit enacted, de, That each national bank now 
required to keep its reserve in legal-tender notes 


each of such banks shall have on hand at least six 
percent. in gold coin of its amount of notes in cir- 
culation; on ths lst day of July, 1873, each of such’ 
banks shall have on hand at least nine per cent. 
in gold coin ofits amount of notes in circulation; on 
the ist day of January, 1874, each of such banks shall 
have on hand at least twelve per cent. in gold coin 
of its amount of notes in circulation; on the Ist day 
of July, 1874, each of such banksshall have on hand 
not less than fifteen per cent. in gold coin of its 
amount of notes in circulation, and thereafter each 
of said banks shali keep its reserve in gold coin in- 
stead of legal tender notes upor the amount of notes 
in circulation: Provided, That said reserve shall at 
all times be kept on hand in each bank subject to 
use at its counter. 


Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, this is a 


bill which in my opinion is very important 
for us to adopt in order that we may take one 
step atleast toward specie payment. I believe 
that we have all desired this, but I wish to 
show that we have not made very great pro- 
gress since the close of the war toward that 
much-desired condition. 

The amount of our imports during the last 
year of the war (1865) was $238,745,580. 
Now we have an import of $533,000,000. A 
statement I have had prepared shows that in 
1866 we had in the national banks and the 
Treasury of the United States $94,009,201 51 
in gold. We had at the close of the year 1871, 
on an average, in the banks of the country 
and in the ‘Treasury of the United States, 


shall, on tho Ist day of July, 1872, have on hand at 
least three per cent.in gold coin of its amount of 
notes in circulation; on the Ist day of January, 1873, 


$150,112,043 45 in gold. I herewith em- 
body this statement in detail, 


Amount of specie in the United States Treasury and in the national banks at the following 
periods. 


Month. Amount in banks. 


Year, 


$16,909,363 80 


a| JANUATY seen 
i nee 13,854,881 66 


duly... sat 12,627,016 52 

| October. esses 8,170,835 97 
A| JANUARY. essen 16,634,972 10 
i sai 10,385,492 33 


April ssns 
PUY se scrscesees 9,602,072 97 
a| October... 10,236,130 30 


J| January... 18,103,980 49 
April... ae 15,879,054 53 
a DULY see eesseeees 20,755,919 0- 
October... 11,749,442 14 
January 4 29,626,750 26 
April I7. 9,944,532 15 


June 12. 18,455,090 48 
October 9. 23,002,405 83 
January 22,,... 48,345,383 72 
March 24.. 37,096,543 44 
June 9.. 81,099,437 78 
October 8....... 18,460,011 47 
J December 28.. 20,807,251 59 
«| March 18 ....... 26,095,423 52 
April 29. 22,732,027 02 
June 10. 5$ 19,924,955 16 
«| October 2.a... 18,252,998 17 


Amount in Treasury. Average. 


$12,890,524 48 
81,118,677 03 


$66,696,189 36 


95,541,164 70 Total... eve $94,009,201 51 
99,060,193 68 In banks... $11,707,166 93 
106,019,244 35 In Treasury...... 102,093,512 99 
98,733,194 13 EEE DE 
104,561,419 80 Total... see $113,800,679 92 
92,176,878 31 In banks... $16,497,249 05 
106,901,616 10 in Treasury... 94,944,836 63 


79,464,345 82 
101,236,506 50 


77,260,430 06 
113,565,728 49 
110,182,501 45 
116,061,826 37 


116,237,696 44 
210,413,860 05 


832,261,725 60 
110,373,215 16 


BEAR cry 

5,261,405 68 Potal + $142,634,940 76 

* 107,869,015 87 = 
107,951,546 92 In banks.......... $20,501,350 97 
1 82 92 In Treasury ...., 129,610,692 48 


Lotal........0$150,112,043 45 


Prepared by Bureau of Statistics at the request of I 


fon. H. W. Cornett, January 18, 1872. 
EDWARD YOUNG, Chief of Bureau. 


* December 31, 


_ It will be observed not quite as much specie 
in proportion to the amount of imports as we 
had in 1865. Consequently it shows that the 
only specie which is used now is used for the 
purpose of paying for imports, and we have 
only increased the specie according to our 


actual wants for that purpose, and if we ever | 


intend to return to specie payments we must 
distribute this gold throughout the country, 
and for the purpose of making this distribu- 
tion through. the country L have introduced 
this bill, so as to compel not only thebanks in 
the cities, but the banks throughout the coun- 
try to keep their reserve in gold upon their 
circulation that is issued to them; not-upon all 
their deposits in addition thereto, but simply 
upon the amount of circulation that they have 
been allowed according to law. 

This is as mild a provision as can possibly 
be prescribed end extends over the time of 
two aud.one half years, Consequently there 


them simply to keep the specie that is paid 
them upon their bonds by the Government and 
to hold it in reserve, so that at the close of two 
and a half years we may have distributed 
throughout the country this fifteen per cent. 
in the country banks and twenty-five per cent. 
in the city banks, thereby making an average 
of eighteen and three fourths per cent. upon 
the aggregate circulation of the banks of the 
United States, 

The question is, when shall we commence 
to take this step? I introduced a bill some 
three or four years ago for this purpose... We 
have adopted no measure looking to specie 
payment. I believe it is incumbent upon this 
Administration that we should take some steps 
in this direction. We have had an unusual 
degree of prosperity. since the war, and the 
banks have all participated in this prosperity, 
and it is no hardship to them to compel them 


can be no objection by the banks to requiring | 


to Keep their reserve on their circulation in 
old. 

j Mr. President, I have statistics here to 
show the amount of specie in the banks in 
the redemption cities and also in the country 
banks, and I desire to call the special atten- 
tion of the Committee on Finance of the Sen- 
ate to this statement. In the city of New 
York in 1871 the average circulation of the 
banks was $31,586,335. The average specie 
held by these banks in that year was $13,- 
252,231, or 41,% per cent. of their circulation. 
This was therefore largely in excess of the 
twenty-five per cent. that they would be re- 
quired to hold according to law if this bill 
should pass. If this bill should become a law 
they would only be required to keep on hand 
$7,896,581. All the banks in the other re- 
demption cities—Boston, Albany, Philadel- 
phia, Pittsburg, Baltimore, Washington, New 
Orleans, Louisville, Cincinnati, St. Louis, 
Cleveland, Chicago, Detroit, and Milwaukee— 
had an average circulation of $71,595,170, 
specie only to the amount of $2,781,414, or 
3:% per cent, while they would be required to 
hold by this bill twenty-five per cent. There- 
fore, they would be required to hold $17,- 
898,792. The other banks of the United States 
not in cities of redemption had a circulation 
on the average, in 1871, of $204,494,697, 
and the whole amount of specie held by 
those banks was $2,226,413, or only 1,5 per 
cent, They would be required to hold fitteen 
per cent. by this bill. Consequently they 
would have to hold at the end of the two and 
a half years $80,674,201. Now, the whole 
amount of specie under this bill would average 
18} per cent. on all the bank circulation, and 
would amount to $56,517,694, whereas they 
only hold now $18,612,251, I will annex the 
table carefully prepared : 
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I desire also to show that these banks at 
Various times, immediately after the payment 


of interest, held largely in excess of this 
amount, and they simply dispose of this gold 
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as they are not required to hold it by law. 
In 1870 the banks of the city of New York 
held on about thirty-two millions of circulation 
$34,697,000, or over one hundred per cent. of 
gold according to the circulation. That was 
immediately after the Ist of January, 1870. 
It will be observed that they must have dis- 
posed of this gold shortly after, as their average 
was very. much less. The other cities of re- 
demption on about seventy-two million dollars 
of circulation held of specie $8,307,000, or 
about eleven percent. Theyshould have held, 
under such a bill as I present, $18,000,000. 
The other banks which are not included in the 
cities of redemption, with $203,000,000, held 
8,145,000 of specie, or about one and ahalf 
per cent. of the amount of their circulation, 
whereas they would have held, as per present 
proposition, $80,440,000, which would make 
the entire gold reserve $56,000,000. They all 
held $46,000,000 at that time, which was 
greatly above their average; consequently they 
must shortly after have disposed of a large 
amount of this gold. It is simply used as a 
commercial commodity at this time, not 
having any particular value for any purpose 
other than for export and to pay the duties on 
imports. 

Now, the question arises, shall we, in a 
time of prosperity, prepare for the days of 
adversity? It is said that in time of peace 
we must prepare for war. It is equally true 
that in this time of prosperity we should make 
some provision for the future. In case of war 
the small amount of specie now held in the 


United States—less, I believe, than the amount | 


previous to the war—would be very soon drained 
from our Treasury, being concentrated at the 
great cities of export. Consequently, if we 
adopt this bill, compelling the banks through- 
out the country to hold their reserve in specie 
on their circulation, we shall have a fund to 
draw from in time of adversity or in time of 
war. This I consider as a very important 
matter as connected with the future. If we 
continue to export as we have heretofore the 
specie, we shall not increase the amount of 
specie only as we may want the gold to pay 
our import duties, which is at the great cen- 
ters. In 1864 our exports of specie amounted 
to $92,000,000 in round numbers; in 1865 the 
amount of specie exported was $57,000,000 in 
round numbers; in 1866, $75,000,000; in 1867, 
$38,000,000. During the past eleven months 
of this year we have exported in specie 
$57,661,842. The amount of our imports 
over exports, as I have it stated here, reaches 


$520,276,668.. Our domestic exports amount | 
to $400,474,406,-leaving a deficit of $119,- 
801,863. To pay this we are obliged. to send 
abroad.. The amount of gold exported over 
and above that imported was $57,661,842, 
still leaving a deficit against us of $62,140,- 
021 to be paid by bonds of the United States 
and bonds of the various railroad companies, 
which must have been exported to meet. this 
deficit, and this only for eleven months, and 
added to that the amount for one additional 
month, about five million dollars, which will 
bring it up to about sixty-eight million dollars 
deficit during the past year. In 1870 we did 
not export so much. In eleven months we 
exported in specie $53,401,220. So that it 
seems, notwithstanding the requirements were 
larger for specie for payment of duties in 
1871, we have exported largely in excess of 
the amount we did in 1870. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon will please suspend. ‘I'he morn- 
ing hour has expired, and the tariff bill is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust the 
Senator from Cregon will be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa gave notice that he desired to call 
up the unfinished business at one o’clock. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think I shall not take 
over five or ten minutes. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator from 
Oregon will have unanimous consent to pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say that I re- | 
gret exceedingly to interrupt the line of the 
Senator’s remarks. If he cau conclude his 
remarks in five minutes—I dislike very much 
even to limit him=-I shall not object. 

Mr. CORBETT. It will not take over five 
or ten minuteg-to conclude my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair 
understands from the gesture of the Senator 
from Iowa that he consents to ten minutes. 
The unfinished business will be informally 
passed over for ten minutes. 

Mr. CORBETT. I have statistics here of 
the average price of gold since 1862, which it 
is very important to have printed for reference, 
and I shall furnish it to the reporter.* Ido 
notdesire to take up the time of the Senate by 
going into details, but it shows the gradual 
rise of gold from 1862 to 1864, from one per 
cent. to one hundred and eighty-five, and the 
gradual decrease from 1864 to 1871, when it 
reached the lowest point of 837% per cent., 


and averaged: during 1870 about fifteen. per 
cent. We all know that as long as ‘there is 
deficiency in gold, or as long as it is concen- 
trated at one point, principally at the city of 
New York, the price of goldis controlled, aud 
it is advanced or depressed according. to the 
demand or according to the speculative feeling 
in that gold. One object of this bill is-to pre~; 
vent that. The object is that it shall be dis- 
tributed throughout the country. If they have’ 
the requisite amount of gold in the banks at 
the close of two and a- half years they will 
have no use for their gold except. to dispose 


| of it to their customers when they. may desire 


it throughout the country. Whenevera person 
presents one of their bills and desires gold, 
they can pay it. 

It has this advantage also: when the Gov- 
ernment is prepared at the end, we will say, 
of two'and a half years to return to specie pay- 
ments, when it gives notice to the people that: 
it will resume specie payments, there will be 
no object for the banks to present legal tenders 
and claim specie, as they will already have 
their reserve. Consequently there will be no 
demand upon the Treasury for gold from the 
banks, and they will have no demand from the’ 
people, because they will not desire it as they 
can get the gold from the banks, if they desire, 
at any time for small amounts for their local 
use. This is very important as tending to 
bring our people back to the idea of an inter- 
national currency. 

But now, sir, as the banks have not their 
specie reserve, as soon as the Government 
gives notice that it is prepared to resume 
specie payments, what will the banks do? 
The banks at once flood the Treasury with 
the legal tenders, demanding the gold ‘that 
they may be prepared to resume specie pay- 
ments at the same time. ‘This bill, when | 
adopted, will simply prepare them for specie 
payments; the bill does not. say that the 
banks shall resume specie payments at that 
time. It is not intended to be compulsory, 
but it simply puts them in condition to re- 


i| sume specie payments, and it places them as 


well as the country in a more sound, healthy 
condition.. When the people know they can 
obtain gold, they will not wish to present the 
bills for it. ; 

My remarks are not perhaps as extended as 
I should like to have made them on this bill, 
giving in more detail the effects of the bill and 
the importance of it; but I desire to say that 
I think it is the duty of the Republican party, 
which is responsible for this Administration 


* Average premium on gold in New York by months and quarters, in the years 1862 to 1871, both inclusive. 
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and for the-financial management of the coun- 
try, to- take some step toward specie payment, 
and this is'a step that is perfectly safe. It is 
not oppressive to the banks; it is not oppress- 
ive to any portion of the people; but simply 
to increase the specie throughout the country 
and distribute it.so that at any future time 
when the nation may desire specie it will have 
a reserve to draw. upon. 


T move the reference of the bill to the Com- ’ 


mittee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF PAPERS, 


Mr. HAMLIN. A few days since I made 
a motion to have the papers of Mrs. Harriet 
W. Pond withdrawn from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
latter part of my motion was not entered on 
the Journal, ‘The clerks probably did not 
hear it. I therefore ask that the Journal may 
be corrected in that respect, 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be cor- 
rected as stated by the Senator from Maine. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE: PRESIDENT. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I have some morning 
business, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order 
is the tariff bill which was called up at the 
adjournment last evening, but with the under- 
standing, as the Chair supposes, that it should 
be superseded again to-day by the Chicago 
relief bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection that will now be the order. The 
tariff bill will be subject to be called up by the 
Seuator from Ohio, or, if the Senate orders 
it, by the Chair previous to the adjournment 


to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think Senators will see 
that I have been very courteous, but I give 
notice now that if the Chicago relief bill ‘is 
not. disposed of to-day, I will no longer con- 
sent to the postponement of general public 
business for it. The friends of the Chicago 
relief bill could readily have passed the bill 
yesterday, if they had only adhered to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair will 
state that. there was some confusion at the 
close of the session last evening, the Vice 
President not being in the chair, in regard to 
the exact status of the bill, but upon examin- 
ing the Globe which the Chair has kept on his 
table, he finds that the Senator from Jowa 
(Mr. Harran] on Thursday last gave notice 
that he would object to any arrangement that 
would give more than Monday to the Chicago 
relief bill, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Wricut] having charge of the bill gave no- 
tice yesterday that he would endeavor to have 
thé Senate remain iv session until it was dis- 
posed of. Last evening that did not occur, 
however, and therefore the temporary occu- 
pant of the chair, in accordance with what the 
Chair himself had stated before, called up the 
tariff bill at the close of the session, so that 
that bill should not lose its place, but subject 
to the understanding, if the Senator from 
Ohio did not object, that the Chicago relief 
bill should come up to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I take it the Chicago 
relief bill can be passed to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill (H. 
R. No. 558) for the relief of the sufferers by 
fire at Chicago is before the Senate. : 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish, in answer to what 
was said by the Senator from Ohio, to. repeat 
what I said yesterday morning. I trust the 
friends of this bill will insist upon having it 
disposed of to-day, and I ask the Senate to 
remain here to-day as I did yesterday until we 
dispose of this bill. I want to get it out of 
the way. 
> Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to say a single 
word in reply to the remark of the Senator 


from Ohio, that the friends of this bill could 
have passed it last evening if they had insisted 
upon it. The trouble was that the most dis- 
tinguished friend, and the one having the most 
influence on that subject in the body, left us, 
and we had not a quorum here. If we had 
had the Senator from Ohio to stand by us we 
doubtless should have passed the bill last 


night. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Ji- 
nois takes the Hberty of going out of the Sen- 
ate occasionally, as well as other Senators. I 
was absent for about five minutes, and the 
friends of the bill allowed it to be postponed 
without a eall of the yeas and nays. I was 
here within the time when the yeas and nays 
could have been called. Iam not particularly 
the friend of the Chicago relief bill; I shall 
vote for it out of charity and sympathy for the 
citizens of Chicago who have suffered a loss 
such as no other. people suffered before: but 
Ido not feel myself bound to stand by it at 
all times. It seems to me that if I had the 
matter in charge, I would not allow it to he 
postponed at four o’clock in the afternoon 
without a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sena- 
tor proceeds the Chair desires to know dis- 
tinctly whether it is the desire of the Senate that 
the Chair shall call up the tariff bill pending 
a motion to adjourn, if the Chicago relief bill 
is not completed. If not, the Senator from 
Ohio must take charge of the tariff bill himself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 will agree to no 
understanding as to anything else until the 
Chicago relief bill is disposed of. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The tariff bill 
is informally passed over, subject to a demand 
by any Senator for it previous to the adjourn- 
ment to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to its being in- 
formally postponed; and if we are not to stand 
by agreements I insist upon the regular order 
of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that some time since the tariff bill was passed 
over informally without objection, but subject 
to the right of the Senator trom Ohio or any 
Senator to call it up previous to adjournment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It wassubject to distinct 
understanding of the Senate that the tariff 
bill should retain its place ag the unfinished 
business. Now the Senator from Illinois 
revokes that. If lie does, [ must insist on the 
matter being voted upon. I trust the Sena- 
tor from Ilinois willreconsider his action and 
let the Chicago bill go on, and let us, before 
the adjournment to-day, again take up the 
tariff bill. 

Mx. TRUMBULL. I never have agreed to 
anything else but this, and said so distinctly 
yesterday, that L should insist upon getting 
through with the Chicago relief bill before the 
tariff billcame up, and that then the tariff bill 
should come up. I want to get through the 
Chicago relief bill to-day. I was desirous to 
get through with it yesterday. I wasted no 
time in discussing it. If I should speak on it 
to-day it would be very briefly, and I do not 
now propose to do so at all. The understand- 
ing was that the tarif bill should follow imme- 
diately after this bill was through. That was 
my understanding yesterday, and I am not 
willing there should be an agreement now to 
set aside this bill for the purpose of taking up 
the tariff bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is subject to 
a call by any Senator for the regular order, so 
that the Chicago relief bill will not have any 
worse place before the Senate if the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio shall be com- 
plied with, as he or any other Senator can call 
up the tariff bill now, it having only been in- 
formally passed over by unanimons consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing 
that we shall stand by what has been under- 
stood all along, finish the Chicago relief bill 


finished business. I donot wantany waste of 
time about it. The Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Logan,] who has the bill in charge, 
agreed to that and I assented to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is it then the 
desire of the Senate that the Chair shall call 
up the tariff bill pending a motion to adjourn, 
if the Chicago relief bill shall not be disposed 
of, or not? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
standing. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mlinois objects. Some Senator, then, 
must call it up previous to the adjournment. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor. 


It is not my under- 


LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 
Mr. STOCKTON. With the consent of the 


Senator from Pennsylvania, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform the Senate what appropriation 
will be necessary for the next fiscal year to carry 
out the recommendations of the report of Captain 
Faunce and render operative and effective the life- 
saving stations on the coasts of New Jersey and Long 
Island; and that he be requested to enforce the 
instructions heretofore given that the selection of 
crews for the several stationsshall be made with the 
strictest regard to qualifications as surfinen; also the 
recommendation of Captain Faunce that ‘‘ politics 
bo not allowed consideration in the appointment of 
keepers for the stations and crews to man the boats,” 
and ‘‘that the appointment to the position of super- 
intendent should be given to the most competent 
man residing on the beach within the district,” and 
“no person should be appointed without having 
been subjected to a rigid examination as to his 
capacity for the position.” 

I will say that I intended, if I was not speak- 
ing by the courtesy of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, to have read to the Senate parts of 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and of Captain Faunce, which state that these 
appointments have been made for political 
reasons, improperly, and recommending that 
it be stopped. I merely put these matters in 
to call his attention to the facts. I have also 
letters from Captain Faunce to the same effect. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There will 
be no objection to the first part of the reso- 
lution; but, of course, the latter part will 
require ample and full investigation, There- 
fore, I think it had better lie over. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I will strike out the 
latter part. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. To what 
calls for information I have no objection. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The resolution uses the 
very words of the report itself; and if the Sen- 
ator objects, rather than let the resolution be 
delayed, as it is so important, I will strike out 
all except the first part. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey strikes out the part objected 
to by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. POMEROY. That will be simply call- 
ing for information. Ido not want anything 
about politics. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the resolution as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform the Senate what appropriation 
will be necessary for the next fiscal year to carry out 
the recommendations of thereport of Captain Faunce 
and render operative and effective the life-saving 
stations on the coasts of New Jersey and Long Island. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuErson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 715) 
relating to the capture of the Albemarle. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 681) to provide for 
the reporting and printing of the debates in 
Congress, with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2025) for 
the relief of Ruth A. Maxiner, in which it 


to-day, and let the tariff bill remain as the un- Il requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


1872. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No: 624) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth H. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1058) granting & pension 
to Margaret Coggins, widow of Philip Cog- 


gins; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1209) granting a pension 
to George J. St. Louis ; and 

A bill (H. R: No. 1761) extending the time 
for the completion of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior ship-canal. 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINING. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1016) to promote the development of the min- 
ing resources of the United States ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 


CHICAGO FIRE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 555) for the relief of sufferers by fire at 
Chicago, the pending question being upon the 
amendment of Mr. Morritt, of Vermont, to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I design to 
detain the Senate for but a few minutes in what 
J have to say upon this bill. It is styled 
a relief bill, and it is always ungracious to 
oppose relief when it is asked for the suffering. 
T wish distinctly to avow that I take no posi- 
tion against giving relief to the sufferers by 
the Chicago fire. I shall be as willing to join 
in any measure that we can constitutionally 
‘pass for the relief of Chicago as any gentle- 
man upon the floor, There have been upon 
orie or two occasions intimations that this con- 

_ stitutional question was raised through an un- 
willingness to. grant relief to the sufferers in 
Chicago. It is true, as stated yesterday by 
the Senator from Illinois who sits farthest from 
me, [Mr. Locay,] that I first interposed this 
Constitutional objection, but I had no such 


`. feeling as that of unwillingness to grant relief 


to Chicago. I shall support every feature of 
this -bill that professes to grant relief to the 
sufferers in Chicago. I voted, as did all the 
Senators here—I believe there was no excep- 
tidn—cheerfully for the unusual appropriation 
of $4,000,000 for the purpose of supplying 
them with public buildings. 

Now, the first section of this bill proposes 
to admit free of duty gratuitous contributions 
for the relief of the sufferers by the fire at 
Chicago. To that I understand no one has 
made the slightest objection. To the admis- 
sion of articles which are not sent in the way 
of trade and commerce, but as charitable con- 
tributions, no one has offered any objection. 
The third section provides that the collection 
of internal revenue taxes shall be suspended 
for one year in favor of those persons who, in 
the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, have suffered material loss by the 
fire ; so that the first and third sections do in 
terms profess to give aid to those who have 
suffered by the fire. It will be noticed when 
you come to look at the second section that 
there is no specific provision for relief to any- 
body who has suffered by the fire. That pro- 
vision is 

“That there shall be allowed and paid ”— 

To whom? It.dcoes not designate— 

“under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, on all materials imported 
to be and actually used in buildings erected on the 
site of buildings burned by said fire, a drawback of 
import duties paid on the same.” 

Tt does not provide that this drawback is to 
be given to persons who have suffered by the 
fire.. It does not provide to whom it is to be 
given. That is to be fixed, if fixed at all, by 
the regulations of the Secretary of the Treas- 
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building matetials used in buildings erected on 
the site of buildings burned by the fire a draw- 
back of the import duties shall be allowed. 

A constitutional objection is made to this 
second section, and. it is said that it is easy 
to make it. It is said by the Senator. from 
Illinois farthest from me [Mr: Logan] that 
whenever a good and a proper thing is prd- 
posed to be done some one is. found to raise 
a constitutional objection. I dò not suppose 
the Senator intended to convey the idea that 
those who made this objection made it for the 
purpose of preventing a proper and good thing 
from being done, for in making this objection 
we were but following the precedent set by 
his colleague when a measure, which is in- 
voked here as justifying this bill, was before 
the Senate. When the bill was before the 
Senate which granted relief to the sufferers 
in Portland by the remission of duties, not 
one word was said by any one cither as to the 
propriety of the passage of the bill or as to 
its constitutionality ; but when the bill mak- 
ing a direct appropriation for the relief of 
Portland was under consideration, then it was 
that the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] started the impropriety of such 
appropriations for the relief of the distressed, 
so that certainly it does not come with good 
grace from the Senators from Lilinois, in this 
instance, to say that constitutional objections 
are raised to doing a proper and a good thing 
for the relief of Chicago. The objection has 
its origin in Illinois. But, sir, it was made not 
to prevent a proper and a good thing from 
being done, but to prevent what was believed 
to be an improper thing from being done. We 
all agree that relief ought to be extended to 
Chicago ; we only differ about the mode. The 
Senator from Illinois and I do not differ as to 
the propriety of extending relief to Chicago ; 
but when we come to settle the mode in which 
that relief shall be extended, a difference of 
opinion arises, and it is upon that, principally, 
that I propose to speak. 

Before doing so, however, let me consider 
for a moment the precedent which is invoked 
for the passage of this measure; I mean the 
Portland bill. I wish to look at it in two 
points of view. In the first place, we all re- 
member that the Portland fire occurred on the 
4th of July 1866. The bill was approved on 
the 27th of July, 1866, so that but three weeks 
intervened between the occurrence of the fire 
in Portland and the passage of the law. It is 
very evident that the bill had but little con- 
sideration, that it was introduced when every 
one felt sympathy for and desired to extend 
all the aid possible to Portland. So apparent 
is this that there is now no question but that 
the first section of that bill contains a clear 
infraction of the Constitution, for it does pro- 
vide that the exemption from duties should 
be of those goods which were imported at the 
port of Portland. So far then as the consti- 
tutionality of this bill is concerned it contains 
upon its face the evidence that that question 
was not considered, because no one has at- 
tempted here to argue that the first section is 
not a clear violation of that. provision of the 
Constitution which prevents preferences of the 
ports of one State over those of another. The 
law that is invoked as a precedent for this bill 
has in it what is conceded to be a clear violas 
tion of the Constitution, and one which cer- 
tainly would have arrested attention if it had 
not been that the bill was passed in the very 
gush of sympathy which carried every one in 
favor of the bill as it affected Portland. 

Therefore its value as a precedent is just 
nothing. The objection was not made; and 
upon attention being now called to it, it is 
conceded that the first section of the bili con- 
tains a violation of the Constitution. But, sir, 
J call attention to this bill, not only for that 
purpose, but for the purpose of contrasting 
the aid given to Portland and the sid pro- 


ury ; but it is simply a provision that upon the 


of Portland passed “in. Jess than three wee 
after the calamity the: effects’of which 
intended: to relieve; nó houses had yet b 
built, no contracts had yet been made upont 
faith: of existing laws; but thé exemption 
imported articles: from duty, and the m 
that was directly appropriated; went ato 
the relief of all the sufferegg 05 °°, 

But how is it now? This fire occurréd in’ 
Chicago on the 7th, 8th, and 9th days of Octo- — 
ber laste ‘We are*now-in- March. > More 
than five months have elapsed. since the fire 
occurred; and I state what isa. fact—a: faet 
developed by testimony before thé committee 
that reported this bill—that a very large num: 
ber of the citizens of Chicago who: suffered 
by that fire have, with their usual afd their 
commendable energy and enterprise, gone on i 
and contracted for building materials, and for 
the erection of houses; the contracts which 
they make bind them, and they were made , 
upon the existing state of the law, and they 
will be bound in good faith to carry out. every 
one of those contracts, paying for materials at. 
the rates which prevailed before. the passage 
of this law was asked, before the compassion: | 
of Congress was invoked. che 

I do not know how much of this burnt dig: 
trict is built up now; but a very large propor- 
tion of it is so, that we are,now asked to pass © 
a law which will inure only to the benefit: of 
those who have been the least enterprising in 
Chicago. Five months have elapsed, and dur- 
ing that time a considerable portion of the i 
burnt district has been rebuilt.’ These men 


"can never get the benefit of this legislation i 


unless we make a direct appropriation, ` They 
may have beeti the chief sufferers; they may 
have gone on and mortgaged their estates for 
the purpose of raising the money to build ; but 
if we pass this bill, making it prospective only, 
applying only to. the goods which are: to be 
imported in the future, we give to the laggards 
the benefit of the law and deny it to, the enter- : 
prising men. i TE 
So much I wish to say with referënce to the - 
precedent of the Portland bill, The flames | 
of Portland had hardly yet died out when 
the bill was passed. Here five months have: 
elapsed, and many of the sufferers in the city . 
of Chicago have been repairing its waste 
places. ‘Those who have not yet done sò: 
come now and ask us for this bill having three 
features: first, to admit gratuitous contribu- 
tions; which nobody. objects to; ‘second; to 
suspend the collection of internal taxes: for 
one year, which. nobody. objects to; then to: 
remit dutiés. on all building materials: to: bé 
used in the burnt district. Why is it that 
while they ask us in. the: third section of the 
bill only to süspend the collection of interrial 
taxes for oné year they ask us to remit entirely 
the customs duties? Why the distinction: be- 
tween the internal taxes and the. customs 
duties? Is it more onerous on the people of 
Chicago to pay-one year hence the internal 
taxes that have been levied than it will be at 
the end of one year, under the direction. of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to pay the ens: 
toms duties? Certainly not. But there must 
be in the minds of those who advocate and 
who offer this bill a sense of impropriety in 
asking to be relieved from the taxes, and I 
will show why that is, and show, [ think, con: 
clusively that those taxes cannot.be remitted; 
and if they cannot, the same reagon will apply 
to the customs duties. enh sae ; 
I do not wish to occupy: timé.-in -reading 
from the Constitution, but that this question 
may be fairly before ws, let me > quote the 
provisions which do bear on: this question. 
Í have before mean enumeration of the tax- 
ing powers of the Constitution, which omits: 
some words, perhaps, but gives a full: idea 
of the whole of them: i oe 
* Article one, section eight, contains ab onuierd- 
tion of legislative powers, of which. the first.is: as 


follows: $ 2 
“Congress shall have powér to Jay and collect 


posed to be given to Chicago. The billin favor || taxes, duties, imposts, and exeisés, to pay the debis 
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"gad provide forthe common defense and general wel- 
“fare of the United. States; but all duties, imposts, 
is and excisés shall be uniform throughout the. Uni- 

; ted: 


States,’ ae be 
‘Article one, section two, (23,) provides that ‘direct 
xes shall be appoptioned among the several States 


: which may be included within this Union according 


to their respective numbers.’ Section nine (2 4) de- 
eldres that "no capitation: or other direct tax shall 
be laid untess in proportion to the census or enumer- 
ation hereinbefore directed to be taken; and @ 5, 
that ‘no tax or duty shall be laid on, articles 
exported from any State; and 26, that ‘no pref- 
erence shall be given by any regulation of revenue 
to the ports of one State over those of another; 
nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be 
obliged to pay duties in another.’ 

.: Section ten (4 2) provides that— 

“** No State shall, without the consent of the Con- 
gress, lay any imposts or duties on imports or ex- 
ports, except what may be absolutely necessary for 
executing its inspection laws? and ‘that no State 
shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty 
of tonnage.’’? 23, 


These are the provisions in the Constitution 
which regulate the raising of our national rev- 
enue. Now, before proceeding to give the 


' effect of these provisions, which relate to the 


imposition of taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, I take the liberty of reading a very brief 
extract fromthe History of the Constitution in 
regard to those two clauses which more imme- 
diately bear upon this question. I read from 


` Curtis’s History of the Constitution: 


“Phere is one other restraint upon the revenue 
as well as upon the commercial power, the history 
of which now demands our inquiries. But in order 
to understand it correctly, it will be necessary for the 
reader to recur to the position in which the revenue 
and commercial powers were left by the sectional com- 
promises described in the lastchapter. The struggle 
between the northern and the southern States con- 

` cerning the limitations of those powers turned, as we 
, have seen, on certain restrictions desired by the lat- 
ter.: They wished to have exports excepted outof the 
revenue power; they wished to have a vote of two 
thirds made necessary to the passage of any com- 
mercial regulation; and three of them wished to 
have the slave trade excepted from both the rev- 
‘enue and the commercial powers, We have seen 
that the result of the sectional compromises was to 
leave the commercial and revenue powers unlimited, 


excepting by the saving in relation to the slave 


trade; that they left.the revenue power unlimited, 
excepting by the restriction concerning exports and 
a capitation tax; and that the commercial power 
was to be exercised, like other legislative powers, by 
a majority in Congress. General commercial and 
revenue powers, then, without other restrictions 
than these, would enable Congress to collect their 


: evenues where they should see fit, without obliging 


them to adopt the old ports of entry of the States, 
or to consider the place where a cargo was to be un- 
laden, «They might have custom-houses in only one 
Placoin each State, or in only such States as they 
might choose to select, and might thus compel ves- 
sels bound from or to all the other States to clear or 
enter at those places. But, on the other hand, acon- 
stitutional provision which would require them to 
establish custom-houses at the old ports of entry of 
the States, without leaving them at liberty to estab- 
lish ‘other ports of entry, or to compel vessels to 
receive on board reveuue officers before they had 
reached their ports of destination, would create 
opportunities and facilities for smuggling. 

“It appears that the people of Maryland felt 
some apprehension that an unrestricted power to 
make commercial and fiscal regulations might re- 
sult in compelling vessels bound to or from Balti- 
more to enter or clear at Norfolk, or some other 
port.in Virginia.. The delegates of Maryland ac- 


' cordingly introduced a proposition, which embraced 


two ideas: first, that Congress shall not oblige ves- 
sels, domestic or foreign, to enter or pay duties or 
imposts.in any other State than in that to which 
they may be bound, or to clear from any other State 
than that in which their cargoes may be laden; 
secondly, that. Congress shall not induce vessels to 
enter and clearin one State in preference to another, 
by auy privileges or inimunities, This proposition 
became the basis of that clause of the Constitution 
which declares that ‘no preference shall be given by 
any regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports 
of one State over those of another; nor shall vessels 
bound to or from one State be obliged to enter, 
lear, or pay duties in another.’ 

“Te was while this 
of-the commercial and revenue powers upon the 
different. States was under consideration that the 
further provision was devised and incorporated into 
the Constitution, which requires all duties, imposts, 
and excises to be uniform throughout the United 
States. .Thisclause, in the final revision of the 
instrument, was annexed to the power of taxation,” 


dt is evident that the parpose of this clause, 
which requires duties, imposts, and excises to 
be uniform, was to bring it into conformity with 
and extend those other powers which. were 
granted to the General Government over eom- 


_ merce and revenue. What was the object: of 


„the first provision with regard to the ports of 
one Stat haying no. preference over those of 


subject of the equal operation ! 


another? . That the United States should hold 
out no inducement by any regulation of com- 


merce or of revenue that would induce vessels | 


to seek. the ports of one State rather than those 
of another. That was the intention of the first 
clause to which I called attention when I made 
this objection. Ithought then that clause was 
perhaps the broader of the two, but upon look- 
ing at its history, which I have read, I find that 
itis the narrower of thetwo ; that it is intended 
only to guard against that preference of the 
ports of one State over those of another which 
would be secured by saying that goods enter- 
ing one port should be subject to inspection, 
and at another to no inspection; that goods 
entering at one port shouid be subject to one 
duty, and at another to no duty at all. And 
when you go to the next provision, that taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises may be levied by 
Congress, mark the change of phraseology in 
that clause of the Constitution: 


“Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; but all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform.” 


The word ‘taxes’! is dropped when uni- 
formity is provided for. Why? Because in 
regulating these powers of revenue granted to 
the Government there were other provisions 
in the Constitution which regulate the subject 
of ‘taxes. Taxes were of two kinds, direct 
and indirect. ‘The indirect taxes were em- 
braced in the generic term ‘‘taxes;’’ but they 
were also classed with imposts, duties, and 
excises; but there was another class, direct 
taxes, and the clause in the Constitution which 
regulates direct taxes, which { have read, re- 
quires them, instead of being imposed with 
uniformity, to be imposed according to popu- 
lation. 

“ Representatives and direct taxes shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be in- 
cluded within this Union, according to their respect- 
ive numbers.” . 

Here, then, were the two sources of revenue 
over which the General Government was in- 
vested with power: first, imposts, duties, and 
excises; second, taxes. The provisions were 
carefully considered, Taxation was the sensi- 
tive nerve, if I may so speak, of that Conven- 


tion which met to remedy the defects of the Í 


old Confederation, the principal one of which 
was a want of power to enforce payment of 
requisitions for revenue; and after that con- 


sideration, here we find a provision in reference | 


to the one, the indirect taxes, requiring uni- 
formity. We cannot lay any one of these taxes 


in one State at one rate and exempt the people | 


of another from that tax, or lay itat a different 
rate. When we come to lookat the direct tax 
there cannot be uniformity, and therefore, in 
consequence of the anomalous position of the 


apportioned according to population. 

lt mattered not if New Jersey’s land was 
worth but one dollar an acre, if the tex was 
to be on land, and Pennsylvania’s lands were 
worth forty doliars an acre, the value would 
not be taken into consideration ; the popula- 
tion was to be counted; and to preserve the 
equipoise, if she paid more tax than she would 


have paid on the value of her Jand, she gets || 
more representation than we would have had | 
if her representation had been according to | 


value instead of according to population. 
Now, it is alleged that we may make a regu- 
lation under this Constitution exempting a cer- 
tain district of country from the payment of 
these uniform duties, and I call attention to 
these two provisions of the Constitution for 
the purpose of showing that that is untenable, 
because if you can, then, taking the other 
power that is granted to the General Govern- 
ment over the revenue, when we come-to lay 
direct taxes, we could with equal propriety 
put into a bill for laying them a clause that 
the population of the burnt district in Chicago 
should be excluded from the enumeration of 
the population of Jllinois in saying what she 


should bear; and if that be trae, that you 
eould exclude the population of the. burnt 
district in computing direct taxes, then it 
follows that the other part of the provision 
may also be disregarded, and out of charity, 
or compassion, or to give the burnt district 
its proper aid to get through with its sorrows 
in Congress, you can give it two Representa- 
tives. Direct taxes and Representatives are 
| to be apportioned according to population, 
Here, Mr. President, are two powers of 
| revenue granted to the General Government: 
one to raise revenue by the imposition of im- 
posts, duties, and excises, which shall be uni- 
form, as shall all indirect taxes be uniform; 
the other, by direct taxation. Taxation, rev- 
enue, representation, all hang together, and the 
moment you break the system you break down 
the securities and the guarantees that were 
given by and to the framers of the Constitu- 
| tion, by them to the people, and by them to 
each other. 

Here is a plain provision. ‘Congress shall 
have power.” There is the grant—to do what? 
“To impose taxes, imposts, duties, and ex- 
| cises.’’? ‘There is the subject upon which it is 
to act—“‘ taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.” 
What for? ‘To pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare.” It 
strikes me that gentlemen who argue here in 
favor of the constitutiorality of this bill are 
confounding two different things; they are 
| confounding the power to raise revenue with 
the purpose for which revenue is raised. 
They are confounding the operation of getting 
| money into the Treasury with the operation of 
getting money out of the Treasury. In order 
to get money into the Treasury you can only 
do it by one of two ways, except the few mis- 
cellaneous matters of public property, either 
by the imposition of impost duties and excises 
or by the imposition of taxes. If you get it 
i| by impost duties and excises you must do it 
|| by uniform rates throughout the United States. 
|| It you get it by direct taxes you must get itby’ 
| apportionment upon the whole population. 
|! But when you have it once in the Treasury 
ii then the question of appropriation comes up, 
and the question is, ace we appropriating it to 
| pay debts; are we appropriating it for the 
|| common defense or for the general welfare? 

Tt is alleged that this is an appropriation, 
and unless you can make it an appropriation 
ii the case fails. It cannot be a remission of 
duties; it cannot be an exemption in advance 
of the same articles in that district which are 
i to pay duties in other districts, but it must be 
| brought within the limits, within the descrip- 
| tion of an appropriation. 
| _ Now, when we come to look at appropria- 
| tions, it is very evident that is a subject which 
was thought to be carefully guarded. “No 
| money shall be drawn from the Treasury but 
| in pursuance of appropriations made by law; 
| and a regular statement and account of the 
| receipts and expenditures of all publie money 
shall be published from time to time.” After 
| the money is gotinto the Treasury by therevenue 
power, itis taken out under the power of appro- 
priation, and an account of both is to be kept 
and published. I do notknow how the Treas- 
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i there was a remission of duties, for instance, 
i 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


in the case of scientific and philosophical 
apparatus for colleges, which was for ail col- 
leges and for ail people who bought salt and 
cured fish with it. It was not confined to 
philosophical apparatus, or to salt used within 
certain metes and bounds, but the terms of 
the law were that all philosophical apparatus 
imported for the use of colleges should be 
exempt from duty. The terms of the other 
were to refund duties where they had been 
paid, or to remit duties where the property had 
been destroyed; but here is a law which pro- 
vides what? Mark. the language of the sec- 
ond section: 

“There shall be allowed and paid ”— 

And, as I have said, if this is an appro- 
priation, to whom is the appropriation made? 
There isno provision who is to receive it. An 


appropriation usually embodies the idea of a | 


designation of the person who is to make the 
payment, of the person who is to receive it, 
and of the amount that is to be paid. Those 
are the three ideas of dn appropriation; some 
certainty as to the person making it, the per- 
son receiving it, and the amount; but here is 
simply that— , 

‘There shall be allowed and paid, under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury sball pre- 
scribe, on al) materials imported, to be and actually 
used in buildings erected on the site of buildings 
burned by said fire, a drawback of the import duties 
paid on the same.” 


It may be that after these duties shall 
have been paid we could pass a law saying 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should pay 
a certain amount out of the Treasury equal 
to the amount that these persons had paid as 
import duties. It might be adjudged for the 
general welfare that we pass au appropriation 
pill of that kind. Congress is to be the judge 
whether we are appropriating as much for the 
general welfare when we tuke means to build 
up Chicago as when we build a port on a lake. 
We are to he. the judges of that; but here is 
a law which does not contemplate a specific 
appropriation. of money that is in the Treas- 
ury with which Chicago shall be rebuilt, but 
which contemplates making an exception in 
the revenue laws which will prevent that money 
from ever being in the Treasury to be appro- 
priated. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I took occasion to iu- 
quire of the officers of the Treasury the pro- 
cess; and they stated to me that the money 
actually.goes. into the Treasury when draw- 
backs: are allowed, and then is paid out in 
the ordinary way upon warrants. That is my 
understanding. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is, the import duties 
received by the collector at Chicago are ear- 
marked when they go into the sub-Treasury 
at Chicago, so much paid for duties by John 
Smith. John Smith in the course of six 
mouths files his affidavit with the Secretary of 
the Treasury,swearing that these materials went 
into house on Jot No. 600 Lincoln avenue, in 
Chicago, or whatever the location may be, and 
therefore John Smith gets back identically the 
same money that he put into the Treasury when 
the articles came iu. To borrow the classic 
language of my friend from Wisconsin, (Mr. 
Carpanrer,} who is always classical, there is 
no use in whipping the devil around the stump 
on this subject, [laughter.] It is a plain prop- 
osition that for one year to come the territory 
known as the burnt district of Chicago shall 
be exempt from paying the duties on building 
materials which are paid by all other ports of 
the United States. ‘That is the plain English 
of it; and much’as.we may wish to help 
Chicago, as the Senator.from Wisconsin said, 
we cannot help Chicago to’our own hurt. If 
we believe that this is plainly and clearly a 
violation of the constitutional provision, then 
do--not let us:help Chicago in this way; but if 
there .are sufferers in Chicago, as there are if 
$500,000 of an appropriation will help poor 
men.to build their: houses, let them have the 
$500,000, and-let. those who are sufferers get 
it; but this bill, if we look at it for a moment, 


will help men who are worth more perhaps 


than any man in the Senate. f 
I know that calamities fall upon men. Iknow 
that calamities are common to all mankind; 
but some calamities come which leave the suf- 
ferers in better condition perhaps than those 
who have never had any calamity of the kind. 
And there may be a man in Chicago to-day, 
perhapsthere is one,who was worth $3,000,000 
on the night before the fire and is ‘oniy worth 
$1,000,000 now; but that is. no reason why 
we should vote him his share of $500,000 when 
there are a thousand people about him not 
worth $500, who suffered by the fire also. 

Let us help those who need it. If we are to 
be asked for charity, if we are to be asked for 
sympathy, if we are to be asked for aid, let 
that aid go tô the sufferers, and I will be will- 
ing to make the appropriation as large as 
either of the Senators from Illinois for that 
purpose. But instead of helping only those 
who need help, this bill as it now stands will 
help the men who are rich enough to import 
¥rench plate-glasses eleven feet high, to build 
their houses; it will help them to build marble 
fronts and iron fronts, and ull other kinds of 
costly structures, just as much as it will the 
lowly laborer who lost his shanty and wants 
money enough to buy lumber to rebuild it in 
some remote corner of the city. 

As the bill now stands, two features of it are 
for the relief of Chicago; the second section 
is not substantially for the relief of Chicago, 
but it asks us to seta precedent which will 
come back to plague us. Tire and flood and 
calamity of all kinds befall men. They are 
not confined to the shores of the lake or to the 
banks of the river. They spread over the wide 
prairies aud through the forests of Michigan 
and Wisconsin, aud the wail of suffering comes 
up from ‘them as well as from burning cities. 
The wail of suffering comes up in many cases 
even from the victims of unjust acts of legis- 
lators. We have the cry coming into this 
Chamber that there has been pubiic robbery 
in great cities and in southern Common- 
wealths; that the just people are suffering 
from the exactions of unjust men; and if Con- 
gress is to reach out its hand aud remedy all 
the evils men are subject to, we may as well 
relieve those who have been robbed by unjust 
legislators, and those who have been the vic- 
tims of robbery or crime in any other form of 
violence, as well as those who have suffered 
by flood and by fire. Thus we would have 
our revenue laws patched and tattered accord- 
ing to the calamities of the United States, 
instead of having that uniformity which the 
founders of the Government said they should 
have. ‘The taxes of the Government were to 
come like the rains of heaven, on the just and 
the unjust alike. They were to be borne by 
all sections alike when. they were custom 
duties and excises, and they were to be borne 
by the people according to numbers when they 
were direct taxes. Thus it is written. 

Tt may be that the gushing sympathy of Con- 
gress under the lead of a Senator to whom it 
was impossible to refuse anything did put on 
the statute-book in 1866 a law which is in 
terms a violation of the Constitution; but if 
that be so, is it not better to recede now when 
our attention is called to it, than to set another 
precedent that may come back to plague us? 
This is the reason that I started the constitu- 
tional objection to this bill. 

Now, sir, having said this much, I say again 
that if you can, instead of bringing up this bill 
in such a shape as to require us to violate the 
Constitution, make an adequate provision for 
an appropriation, and an appropriation which 
will go to the suffering and to the needy in 
Chicago, you shall have my vote for it; but 
with this second section in the bill, I cannot 
support it. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, as I shall feel 
compelled to vote against this bill unless the 
second section is stricken out of it, I desire 
in two or three words to give my reasons for 


however, to take shelter under those instruc: ” ; 
tions, for if the Legislature ofthe’ State had 
ao 


that vote. Isuppose:l mightdefend c 
my vote under the instructions which 


been issued to. me by the» Legislatare. ò the 
State that I represent here. I do: not ea 


been -utterly silent’ on the question, E l 
still vote against. this provision of ‘tle® bil 


More than that, I am so certain that that pro~: i i 
vision is utterly wrong ‘that I am- inclined to. 


think if the Legislature of the State of Wis.. 


consin had instructed me-to vote forit f; o- 


should have declined to obey: : 
I suppose I might justify the vote T shalt. 
give upon the view I take of the constitution- 
ality of the measure; and I might, I think, 
defend that view by restating the argument 
which has just been submitted to the Senate 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania; bat I do 
not propose to take shelter under any such 
argument as that. If the Constitution were: 
silent on this question, if- the section were as: 
clearly constitutional as in my judgment it is 
unconstitutional, I should still vote against the 
proposition. eee 
It is therefore my purpose, not merely., to 
show why I shall vote against the measure, but 
io submit two or three considerations why, in 
my judgment, no Senator should vote forit; 
and, indeed, I think I could establish that by 
just one remark, and that is, that no reason 
has yet, so far as I have learned, been offered 
for a vote in favor of the measure.’ No such 
measure as that is now on the statute-book. -It 


never should be put upon the statute-book . ` 


unless some reason can be given for it. © 


Now, what rcason is alleged‘ for placing ` ~ 


that little provision on the statute- book of the 
United States? I had not the privilege of 
attending this discussion except for. a very 
short time. I did not have the privilege of 
listening to a portion of the argument sub- 
mitted by the honorable Senator from Ilinois ` : 
[Mr. Logan] yesterday. . Pie ag NTE 

So far as Ì understood him, his reasons’ for : 
advocating this provision were: first, that there 


was a precedent for it; that the Congress of : |. 
ike United States once did a similar thing for * + 


another city that had passed through a’ similar 
affliction to that which overtook Chicago: last” 
fall; that we did put upon the statute-book 
an act giving to the people of Portland the 
same advantages offered by this second, sec: 
tion. I have not looked at that statute: £ am 
told there is such a one. » I am- very sorry: to 
hear it. Iam very sorry to have to say: that 
ĮI did not know it, although I was in the Sen. 
ate at the time it must have passed. I did rot 
know that, among all'the iniquities which: have 
been perpetrated by the Congress’ of the Uni- 
ted States since I have had the honor of being 
a member of it, it had ever perpetrated this 
particular one. But I submit to Senators all 
around that precedent will not always answer: 
Because I have been permitted to rob'a man 
last year and escaped with impunity, that is 
no reason why I should be permiited'to roo 
another man this year. If we did: do wrong 
to the United States in the interest of Port- 
land several years ago, that is no satisfactory 
reason why we should repeat that-wroug upon 
the people of the United States in- behalf, of 
the people of Chicago. TH 
We must have another reason, then, and’ 
more satisfactory one, than this, if we are to 
repeat this sort of legislation. What other 
reason is urged? I understood ‘the Senator 
from Illinois to say yesterday thatthe wanted 
this measure to encourage the rebuilding of 
Chicago. Isubmit to that honorable Senator 
that he does not want it for any such purpose. 
If the Congress. of ‘thé United States could 
afford to give bounties to. encourage the build: 
ing of cities, there is but one single city-in the: 
United States that stands as: little.in-need of 


any such bouaty as- the city of Chicago. There 


is but one city that Lhave ever hearg of within -| 
the jurisdiction of the United States that T 
would- not sooner vote bounties to for the pur: 
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pose. of encouraging its rebuilding than the 
‘city of Chicago, and that is the city of New 
York. If you are going to give bounties to 
encourage the building up of cities, give boun- 
“ties to the building of some cities that are not 
likely to’ be built up unless they can have 
bounties. Nothing is so sure in the future as 
. the rebuilding of Chicago, except the contin- 
aous growth of the city of New York. 

There was a time when if this proposition 
had been brought into the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States I. might have looked upon it with 
some favor. The first time I ever saw the city 
of Chicago it was a hamlet standing right out 
on a marsh. If representatives from that 
community had then come here and said, | 
‘The future of the Northwest demands a mar- 
ket-place for its fast-coming productions ; it 
demands it here, and cannot find it anywhere 
else; the question of building a city here to | 
make it stand is.a problem unsettled ; capitalists 
will not. come here and put up great granite 
and marble blocks, because they are not at all 
sure they wiil stand on the surface when they 
are put there; they want some sort of encour- 
agement to insure against their sinking *’—if 
they had come and addressed that argument to 
the Senate, I should have listened to it, and I | 
should have thought there was something in 
that. Butthe experiment has been tried. We 
know that the most substantial and richest 
blocks will stand on the soil of Chicago. They 
have stood there for years. That same future 
to which the representatives of Chicago could | 
then have referred us has come along. The 
growth of the Northwest commanded the erec- 
tion of Chicago. Sir, the Northwest still exists. 
That was not sweptoff by the tire. Itisstill pro- 
` ducing. Tt still demands its market, and must | 
haveit. The same necessity which built Chicago 
in the first place is just as sure to rebuild it ag 
it is sure to continue. So, Mr. President, I 
do not think we can justify a vote in favor of 
this measure upon any idea that it is necessary 
to encourage the rebuilding of Chicago. 

_- One other reason (for I am passing over this 
- matter very briefly) Í understood to be offered 


‘by the Senator from Illinois yesterday, which 
. was that we were called upon to carry relief to 
the suffering people of Chicago. As I under- 
stand this bill, it does not propose any such 
thing. . lt does not propose to give relief to 
the suffering people of Chicago. Who are to 
be the recipients of the advantages offered by | 
this bill? Not the men who had buildings | 
burned. down, but the men who are to reérect 
them; and the two classes are not the same 
by any manner of means. There is nothing 
in your bill, there is nothing in the facts of | 
the case, to show that the men who are going | 
to rebuild are the same men who lost their 
buildings. Real estaie has been changing 
hands very rapidly: Men who never lost a 
dollar's worth by the fire are going to rebuild 
on the very lots from which buildings were | 
swept off, and they are the rmen, whoever 
they are, who are to get the benefit of this 
provision. 

But, Mr. President, if they were the same | 
men, it would not be right to call them suffer- 
ers.. la one sense of the word, to be sure, 
they are sufferers, in the sense of having lost 
a great deal of property, but not sufferers in 
the sense of being in need, in necessitous cir- 


cumstances. Many of them, notwithstanding 
their enormous losses, are left enormously 
wealthy.. They are not sufferers, therefore, 
in that sense of the term. 
Another reason, and the only other one I 
shall notice, urged by the Senator from Illi- | 
. nois- yesterday was that he wanted the Con- 
gress of the United States to act-toward the 
city of Chicago in the same spirit of magnan- 
imity and generosity which characterized the 
action ef the rest of the world. That is an 
equitable and a reasonable demand. I reply 
to.itsimply by saying that there is no portion 
of the world that has acted in any such spirit 
as this. bill proposes to act. Every known | 


| reluctance. I remember when 


portion of the civilized world has. contributed 
immense sums of money, induced thereto by 
the dread calamity which overtcok Chicago 
last fall. Contributed to whom?) Not to 
Chicago; not to the men who lost fortunes in 
the fire at Chicago ; but contributed simply to 
the men who were left poor and naked and 
destitute by that calamity. The Senator from 
IHinois, who now does me the honor to listen 
to me, knows that whoever had charge of the 
fund so contributed would not have dared to 
distribute a dollar in the way in which this 
bill proposes to distribute the whole. That 
whole fund, amounting to millions upon mil- 
lions, was contributed for the relief of the des- 
titute, not for the relief of those who had lost 
property. We know that the bulk of the 
privileges to be furnished by this bill are not 
to go to the destitute, but are to go to the 
rich. I suppose my colleague made use of 
that argument yesterday, because I heard the 
Senator from Illinois object to what he said 
was the reference my colleague made to the 
nabobs of Chicago. 

When you are talking about ordinary legis- 
lation, I think it a little invidious myself to 
discriminate between rich men and poor men. 
But this is not ordinary legislation; this is 
extraordinary legislation. Here we propose 
to take money out of the public Treasury and 
contribute it to individuals; and when that is 
your proposition, I think it very fair to stop 
and inquire whether the men who are to 
receive the contribution are rich or poor. I 
say to my honorable friend from Illinois, and 
I say to every Senator here, that I do not 
believe there is one man on this floor who 
would dare to vote out of the public Treasury 
$1,000, to say nothing about Ae millions that 
will come under the operations of this bill to 
be distributed as we know this money will be 
distributed. The people do not see it on the 
face of the bill, but we know how this is to 
be distributed, and no one of us would dar 
to vote $1,000 to be distributed in the same 
way. We know that this bill will take ont of 
the Treasury not only millions, but that it will 
put into the pockets of certain individuals who 
are to-day worth their millions, and I could 
name them to you, more dollars than half 
those on the floor of the Senate are worth. 
That is what it is. Is there any one of us, 
then, who would vote to take more than the 
entire amount of his whole fortune out of the 
Treasury and put it into the pockets of indi- 
viduals who are known to the world that knows 


ij them at all to bein the possessicn of millions? 


Now, Mr. President, I propose to close my 
remarks right here. As I said before, I have 
not had the opportunity of hearing everything 
that has been said in favor of the passage of 
this bill, and may have overlooked, and un- 
doubtedly have overlooked, some of the argu- 
ments.which have been employed. I have 
only noticed those which I have heard and 
those which have occurred to me. But I can- 


not take my seat without saying that if it is | 


the purpose of any here to vote money out of 
the public Treasury to afford relief, and they 
will content themselves to give that relief 
only to those who are suffering—and I distin- 
guish broadly between those who are suffer- 
ing and those who have lost. property—if there 
are any here who want to make an appropria- 
tion out of the public Treasury to relieve the 
destitute of Chicago, I am willing to agree to 
such av appropriation. That I should do with 
I | 3 a bill was pend- 
ing kere in the Senate of the United States to 
appropriate money to the relief of the desti- 
tute in Portland I declined to vote for that, 
great as that calamity was, and anxious as Í 
was to do something for their relief. I thought 
Í had better commute with Portland, and so I 
purchased exemption from voting for the bill 
by making an appronriation out of my own 
pocket; and I was very well satisfied with the 
arrangement myself. 

I would, however, I think, waive my scruples 
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| and would vote for an appropriation ; but I 
want now briefly to call attention to one rea- 
son why this bill should not pass, if all that I 
have heretofore said was unfounded; and that 
is that the moneys, so to speak, which you 
propose to take out of the Treasury for the 
good of the rich as well as the poor, you do 
not propose to collect into the Treasury from 
the nation equally ; but on the contrary the 
bulk you propose to take out of those who 
have suffered as much as the greatest sufferers 
in Chicago. One of the great materials and 
one of the greatest materials that are to be 
used in the reconstruction of Chicago is lum- 
ber. One of the great sources of supply from 
which that lumber comes is northern Wiscon- 
sin. Northern Wisconsin was swept by fire 
as destructive as that which overthrew Chicago 
itself, and swept on the same night as that 
on which Chicago was destroyed. There were 
immense forests of pine burned over. There 
is an absolute necessity imposed upon the 
owners of that pine to cut it and to get it to 
market as soon as possible. Pine, when it 
is killed by fire, very soon begins to deterio- 
rate and to go to destruction. There never 
has been a year in the history of Wisconsin 
when anything like the amount of timber has 
been cut that is being cut during the present 
winter. That lumber, of course, must find a 
market. Chicago has been and must continue 
to be this great market. Now you propose 
by this legislation to impose a new burden 
upon the owners of that lumber and upon the 
manufacturers of that lumber. You propose 
to take from them, just when their necessities 
are greatest, one of the great markets that 
they have heretofore had, and to bring in 


} competition with them in that market the 


lumber from all the rest of the world, the 
Canadas in particular. Itseems to me, there- 
fore, that we are not only not relieving desti- 
tution in Chicago by the enactment of this bill, 
but we are imposing great burdens upon des- 
titution outside of Chicago, a destitution which 
was induced by precisely the same accident as 
that which overtook Chicago. 

For these reasons I shall vote against this bill 
unless the second section is stricken out of it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, in view of 
my very great anxiety to have a vote on this 
bill. to-day, it is with very great reluctance 
that I trespass on the time of the Senate for 
a moment. Í crave the indulgence of the Sen 
ate, however, for a short time while I present 
the considerations which influence my mind 
to cast my vote for this bill. Before proceed- 
ing with what I have to say I ask the Secretary 
to be good enough to read the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] yesterday. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In section tivo, line three, strike out the words 
‘on all materials,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
following, namely: 

Qn timber or lumber, rough, hewn, or sawed; 

On boards and clapboards, in the rough; 

On laths: 

On shingles; 

Qn cut nails; 

On iron, made and fitted for the construction of 
buildings; 

On slate; 

On brick; 

Qn building-stone; 

On lime; 


Qn cement : 
On glass; and 
On linseed-oil and white lead. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I have had the amend- 
ment read for the purpose of saying at this 
time that I trust it will not be adopted. 
trust this bill will be voted for on its merits; 
and if relief—if [ may be permitted to use 
that word here—is to be granted, I trust it 
will be granted in the very broadest sense, or 
in as broad terms as we can grant it. I seed 
not say to you, sir, and to the Senate chat it 
may occur under this bill and in the rebuild- 
iug of Chicago that it will be quite important 
that upon many articles not thought of now 
there should be a drawback just as fairly and 


